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ABSTRACT

In his fundamental work, Quillen developed the theory of the cotangent complex as a
universal abelian derived invariant, and used it to define and study a canonical form
of cohomology, encompassing many known cohomology theories. Additional cohomo-
logy theories, such as generalized cohomology of spaces and topological André-Quillen
cohomology, can be accommodated by considering a spectral version of the cotangent
complex. Recent work of Lurie established a comprehensive co-categorical analogue
of the cotangent complex formalism using stabilization of co-categories. In this paper
we study the spectral cotangent complex while working in Quillen’s model categorical
setting. Our main result gives new and explicit computations of the cotangent com-
plex and Quillen cohomology of enriched categories. For this we make essential use of
previous work, which identifies the tangent categories of operadic algebras in unstable
model categories. In particular, we present the cotangent complex of an oo-category as
a spectrum valued functor on its twisted arrow category, and consider the associated
obstruction theory in some examples of interest.
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1. Introduction

The use of cohomological methods to study objects and maps pervades many areas in mathema-
tics. Although cohomology groups come in various forms, they share many abstract properties
and structures, which can be organized by means of abstract homological algebra. In his seminal
book [ ], Quillen pioneered a way of not just reorganizing homological algebra, but also
extending it outside the additive realm. This allows one, in particular, to study cohomology
groups, the objects one takes cohomology of, and even the operation of taking cohomology
itself, all on a single footing. In Quillen’s approach, the homology of an object is obtained by
deriving its abelianization. More precisely, given a model category M, one may consider the
category Ab(M) of abelian group objects in M, namely, objects M € M equipped with maps
w:ty — M, m:MxM — M and inv: M — M satisfying (diagramatically) all the axioms
of an abelian group. Under suitable conditions, the category Ab(M) carries a model structure
so that the free-forgetful adjunction

F:M T Ab(M): U

is a Quillen adjunction. Given an abelian group object M € Ab(M) and an integer n > 0, Quillen
defined the n’th cohomology group of X with coefficients in M by the formula

n def n
HE (X, M) € o Map, g (LF(X), 5" M).

In particular, all Quillen cohomology groups of X are simple invariants of the derived abeliani-
zation LF(X) of X: one just takes homotopy classes of maps into the linear object M.

The universality of the constructions X ~ F(X) is best understood on the categorical level.
Recall that a locally presentable category C is called additive if it is tensored over the category
Ab of abelian groups. In this case the tensoring is essentially unique and induces a natural
enrichment of € in Ab. If D is a locally presentable category then the category Ab(D) of abelian
group objects in D is additive and the free abelian group functor D — Ab(D) exhibits Ab(D)
as universal among the additive categories receiving a colimit preserving functor from D. In this
sense the free abelian group functor (and consequently the classical notion of Quillen cohomology
which is based on it) is uniquely determined by our notion of what an additive category is, which
in turn is completely determined by its universal example - the category of abelian groups.

In the case of simplicial sets, LF(X) is given by the free simplicial abelian group ZX generated
from X. The classical Dold-Thom theorem then shows that Quillen cohomology reproduces
ordinary cohomology and more generally, ordinary cohomology with coefficients in a simplicial
abelian group. The quest for more refined invariants has led to the axiomatization of generalized
homology and cohomology theories, and to their classification via the notion of spectra. The
passage from ordinary cohomology to generalized cohomology therefore highlights spectra as a
natural extension of the notion of “linearity” provided by simplicial abelian groups. Indeed, all
generalized cohomology groups of a space X are now determined not by ZX, but by the free
spectrum »° X generated from X, also known as the suspension spectrum of X.

The passage from simplicial abelian groups to spectra is a substantial one, even from a
homotopy-theoretic point of view. Indeed, in homotopy theory the notion of a spectrum is pre-
ceded by the natural notion of an E,-group, obtained by interpreting the axioms of an abelian
group not strictly, but up to coherent homotopy. It then turns out that specifying an E.-group
structure on a given space X is equivalent to specifying, for every n > 1, an (n — 1)-connected
space X, together with a weak equivalence X,,_; —5 QX,,. Such a datum is also known as a
connective spectrum, and naturally extends to the general notion of a spectrum by remo-
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ving the connectivity conditions on X,,. This passage from connective spectra (or Es-groups)
to spectra should be thought of as an extra linearization step that is possible in a homotopical
setting, turning additivity into stability. Using stability as the fundamental form of linearity is
the starting point for the theory of Goodwillie calculus, which extends the notion of stability
to give meaningful analogues to higher order approximations, derivatives and Taylor series for
functors between oco-categories.

The universality of the constructions X — ¥5° X can be understood in a way analogous to that
of X » ZX by working in a higher categorical setting. To this end we may organize the collection
of spectra into an oo-category Sp, which is presentable and symmetric monoidal. Applying the
above logic we may replace the notion of an additive category by that of a presentable co-category
which is tensored over Sp, which coincides with the notion of being a stable presentable
oo-category. Given a presentable co-category D, there exists a universal stable presentable oo-
category Sp(D) receiving a colimit preserving functor ¥5° : D — Sp(D). One may realize Sp(D)
as the oco-category of spectrum objects in D, also known as the stabilization of D.

A key insight of stable homotopy theory is that the various favorable formal properties of
cohomology theories are essentially a consequence of the stability of the co-category of spectra. It
is hence worthwhile, when studying a particular presentable co-category D, to look for invariants
which take values in a stable oo-category, i.e. “linear invariants”. If we restrict attention to
linear invariants that preserve colimits (such as generalized cohomology theories), then there is a
universal such invariant. This invariant takes values in the stabilization Sp(D), and associates to
an object X € D its suspension spectrum X° X € Sp(D). Classical Quillen cohomology can then
be replaced by an analogous construction where F(X) is replaced by ¥°X and the coefficients
are taken in spectrum objects of D. In the case of spaces, this definition captures all generalized
cohomology theories.

One may use the above construction to obtain even more refined invariants. Given an object
X €D, if X admits amap f: X — Y then it can naturally be considered as an object in D /y-. We
may then obtain a more refined linear invariant by sending X to its corresponding suspension
spectrum in Sp(D;y). If we just have the object X itself, there is a universal choice for f,
namely the identity map Id : X — X. The corresponding suspension spectrum Lx := ¥7°X €
Sp(D,x) is a linear invariant which determines all the others mentioned above. This invariant
is called the cotangent complex of X. Given the cotangent complex Lx, we may obtain
invariants which live in the oco-category of spectra by taking a coefficient object M € Sp(D,x)
and considering the mapping spectrum Map( Ly, M) € Sp. The homotopy groups of these spectra
form a natural generalization of classical Quillen cohomology groups. When X is a space, this
generalization corresponds to twisted generalized cohomology (see e.g. | , §20]), i.e.
allowing coefficients in a local system of spectra on X. When X is an Ee-ring spectrum this
form of cohomology is also known as topological André-Quillen cohomology (see | D,
and plays a key role in deformation theory (see [ 1)-

An abstract cotangent complex formalism was developed in the co-categorical context in | ,
§7.3]. With a geometric analogy in mind, if we consider objects Z — X of D,x as paths in D,
then we may consider spectrum objects in D,y as “infinitesimal paths”, or “tangent vectors”
at X. Asin | ], we will consequently refer to Sp(D,x) as the tangent co-category at X,
and denote it by TxD. Just like the tangent space is a linear object, we may consider TxD as
a linear categorical object, being a stable oo-category. This analogy is helpful in many of the
contexts in which linearization plays a significant role. Furthermore, it is often useful to assem-
ble the various tangent categories into a global object, which is known as the tangent bundle
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of D. The collection of functors ¥7° : D) x —> TxD can then be assembled into a single func-
tor ET’ : D — TD, yielding convenient setting for studying the Quillen cohomology of several
objects simultaneously.

This is the second in a series of papers dedicated to the cotangent complex formalism and its
applications. In the previous papers | ] and | | we studied tangent categories and
tangent bundles in a model categorical setting. The main result of | | was a comparison
theorem, which identified the tangent model categories of operadic algebras with tangent model
categories of modules. When the algebras take values in a stable model category this reproduces
the comparison appearing in | , Theorem 7.3.4.13].

The goal of the present paper is two-fold. Our first objective is to develop more of the
cotangent complex formalism in the model categorical setting. This is done in the first part of
the paper and includes, in particular, the relative counterparts of the cotangent complex and
Quillen cohomology and their role in obstruction theory. We consider three classical cases
- spaces, simplicial groups, and algebras over dg-operads - and analyze them with these tools.
In particular, we obtain a description of the cotangent complex of a simplicial group, which,
to the knowledge of the authors, does not appear in the literature. We finish the first part by
formulating a general Hurewicz principle, which ties together various cases where necessary
and sufficient conditions for a map to be an equivalence can be formulated using cohomology. The
second part of the present paper is dedicated to the study of the cotangent complex and Quillen
cohomology of enriched categories, and makes an essential use of the unstable comparison
theorem of | |. Our main result can be formulated as follows:

THEOREM 1.0.1 (3.1.16, 3.2.2). Let S be a sufficiently nice symmetric monoidal model category
and let TS — S be the tangent bundle of S. Let Catg be the model category of S-enriched
categories. Then for every fibrant S-enriched category C we have:

(i) The tangent model category Te Catg is naturally Quillen equivalent to the model category
Fun/ss((i‘Op ® C,TS) consisting of the S-enriched functors C°° ® € —> TS which sit above the
mapping space functor Mape : CP? ® € — S.

(ii) Under this equivalence, the cotangent complex of C corresponds to the desuspension of the

o0

composite functor 2[ oMape:CP®€C— S — T8S.

When S is stable the situation becomes simpler:

COROLLARY 1.0.2 (3.1.17, 3.2.4). Let S be as in Theorem 1.0.1 and assume in addition that S
is stable. Then for every fibrant S-enriched category C the tangent model category Te Catg is
naturally Quillen equivalent to the model category of enriched functors C°? ® € — S. Under this
equivalence, the cotangent complex of C corresponds to the desuspension of the mapping space
functor Mape : C? ® € — S.

Applying Corollary 1.0.2 to the case where S is the category of chain complexes over a field
one obtains an identification of Quillen cohomology of a dg-category € with the corresponding
Hochschild cohomology, up to a shift. To the knowledge of the authors this precise identifi-
cation is new (see §1.1 for a more detailed discussion of the relation to existing results).

When S is the category of simplicial sets, Catg is a model for the theory of co-categories. In
this case, the computation of Theorem 1.0.1 simplifies in a different way:
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THEOREM 1.0.3 (see Corollary 3.3.1). Let C be an oco-category. Then the tangent co-category
Te Cate is equivalent to the oco-category of functors

Tw(C) — Sp

from the twisted arrow category of C to spectra. Under this equivalence, the cotangent complex Le
corresponds to the constant functor whose value is the desuspension of the sphere spectrum. More
generally, if f: € — D is a map of oo-categories then the functor Tw(D) — Sp corresponding
to X f € Tp Cate can be identified with Tw(f);S[-1], i.e. with the left Kan extension of the
shifted constant sphere spectrum diagram from Tw(C) to Tw(D).

COROLLARY 1.0.4 (see Corollary 3.3.2). Let & : Tw(C) — Spectra be a functor and let My €
Te Cato, be the corresponding spectrum object under the equivalence of Theorem 1.0.3. Then
the Quillen cohomology group Hg(@; My) is naturally isomorphic to the (-n —1)’th homotopy
group of the spectrum lim J.

In particular, if € is a discrete category and ¥ is a diagram of Eilenberg-MacLane spectra
corresponding to a functor F' : Tw(€) — Ab, then the Quillen cohomology group H’é(@; My) is

naturally isomorphic to the (n + 1)’th derived functor lim™*! J”.

Recall that a map of simplicial sets is said to be coinitial if its opposite is cofinal. Theo-
rem 1.0.3 then yields the following sufficient condition for a map of co-categories to induce an
isomorphism on Quillen cohomology: if f: C — D is a map of co-categories such that the indu-
ced map Tw(C) — Tw(D) is coinitial, then f induces an equivalence on Quillen cohomology
with arbitrary coefficients. Combined with the Hurewicz principle discussed in §2.6, This corol-
lary implies that if f: € — D is a map of co-categories such that Tw(€) — Tw(D) is coinitial
then f is an equivalence if and only if it induces an equivalence on homotopy (2, 1)-categories
Ho<(€) — Hoc (D). Examples and applications to classical questions such as detecting equi-
valences and splitting homotopy idempotents are described in §3.3.

The results of this paper are used in subsequent work | | to study the Quillen coho-
mology of (o0, 2)-categories. This relies in an essential way on the fact that Theorem 1.0.1 can
handle rather general forms of enrichment. In particular, we obtain an analogous result to 1.0.3
by replacing the twisted arrow category with a suitable (oo, 2)-categorical analogue, which we call
the twisted 2-cell category. This can be used to establish an obstruction theory as described
in §2.6 in the setting of (oo, 2)-categories.

1.1 Relation to other work

Using its classical definition via abelian group objects (see §2.2), Quillen cohomology of simplicial
categories was studied by Dwyer-Kan-Smith (] ]) and Dwyer-Kan ([ ]). In those pa-
pers, the authors work in the category Catg of simplicial categories with a fixed set of objects
O. In particular, they identify abelian group objects in (Catg) Je in explicit terms, which, in
the language of the current paper can be reformulated as an equivalence between abelian group
in (CatR) je and functors from the twisted arrow category of N(€) to simplicial abelian groups.
When C is a discrete category the cohomology theory associated to functors on the twisted arrow

category is also known as Baues-Wirsching cohomology, see | ]. The relation between
this cohomology and the (classical) Quillen cohomology of € as a category with a fixed set of
objects ([ ]) was identified by Baues and Blanc in | | in the context of obstructions

to realizations of II-algebras. Similar results in the case of algebraic theories with a fixed set of
objects were established in | ].
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However, in contrast to Corollary 1.0.4, in the above setting the classical Quillen cohomology
of € with coefficients in such a diagram of simplicial abelian groups will not be given by the
corresponding homotopy limit of F. This is due to the fact that the (classical) cotangent complex
of Ce Catg is not a constant diagram. Instead, there is a long exact sequence (cf. Corollary 3.2.10)
relating the classical Quillen cohomology of € as an object of Catg and the homotopy groups
of the homotopy limit of F. As can be deduced from Corollary 1.0.4 and Proposition 2.2.3, the
latter are in fact the classical Quillen cohomology groups of € as an object of Cata.

We note that the analogue of Theorem 1.0.3 in the setting of abelian group objects is false
when one does not fix the set of objects (see also Remark 3.1.15). In particular, the clean
identification given in Theorem 1.0.3 actually requires working with the spectral version of
Quillen cohomology, and to the knowledge of the authors, was not known before. We also note
that varying the set of objects is essential in many contexts. For example, as described in §2.6,
Quillen cohomology is specifically suited to support an obstruction theory against a certain class
of maps, known as small extensions. In the case of co-categories, many small extensions of interest
require changing the set of objects, see, e.g., Example 3.3.4.

A similar phenomenon holds in the case of dg-categories. In this case the associated Hochschild
cohomology was studied by many authors (see | ] [ ]), and is related to (classical) Quillen
cohomology once one fixes the set of objects. However, for the same reason as above the relation
between Hochschild cohomology and the corresponding classical Quillen cohomology is not an
identification, but rather a long exact sequence (see | ). A direct identification between
Hochschild cohomology and Quillen cohomology as steaming from Corollary 1.0.2 only holds
when one works with spectral Quillen cohomology and when one does not fix the set of objects.
To the knowledge of the authors, this result is new.
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2. The abstract cotangent complex formalism

The goal of this section is to study the cotangent complex formalism and Quillen cohomology in
the model categorical framework described in | ]. We begin by recalling and elaborating
this basic setup in §2.1. In §2.2 we consider the spectral version of Quillen cohomology and
study its basic properties. The next three sections are devoted to classical examples, namely
spaces, simplicial groups and algebras over dg-operads. In particular, we obtain a description
of the cotangent complex of a simplicial group which appears to be new, though most likely
well-known to experts. For algebras over dg-operads we unwind the connection between Quillen
cohomology and operadic Kahler differentials, and briefly discuss the relation with deformation
theory. Finally, in §2.6 we propose a general Hurewicz principle based on the cotangent complex,
which ties together various results on cohomological criteria for a map to be an equivalence.

2.1 Tangent categories and the cotangent complex

In this section we recall from | ] the formation of tangent bundles and the cotangent
complex in the model-categorical setting. Recall that in order to study tangent categories of
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model categories, one needs a method for associating to a model category a universal stable
model category, usually referred to as its stabilization. Given a pointed model category M,
there are various ways to realize its stablization as a certain model category of spectrum objects
in M (see | |). However, most of these constructions require M to come equipped with a
point-set model for the suspension-loop adjunction (in the form of a Quillen adjunction), which
is lacking in some cases of interest, e.g., the case of enriched categories which we will study in §3.
As an alternative, the following model category of spectrum objects was developed in [ ],
based on ideas of Heller (] ]) and Lurie (][ ]): for a nice pointed model category M we
consider the left Bousfield localization Sp(M) of the category of (N x N)-diagrams in M whose
fibrant objects are those diagrams X : N x N — M for which X, ,, is weakly contractible when
m #n and for which each diagonal square

Xpm — Xnns1 (2.1.1)

| l

Xn+1,n — Anp+ln+l

is homotopy Cartesian. In this case the diagonal squares determine equivalences X, ,, = QXi1n41,
and so we may view fibrant objects of Sp(M) as Q-spectrum objects. The existence of this left
Bousfield localization requires some assumptions on M, for example, being combinatorial and
left proper. In this case there is a canonical Quillen adjunction

%M 2 Sp(M) : Q%

where 2% sends an (N x N)-diagram X,., to X and ¥* sends an object X to the constant
(NxN)-diagram with value X. While ¥*° X may not resemble the classical notion of a suspension
spectrum, it can be replaced by one in an essentially unique way, up to a stable equivalence
(see | , Remark 2.3.4]). The flexibility of not having to choose a specific suspension
spectrum model has its advantages and will be exploited, for example, in §3.2.

When M is not pointed one stabilizes M by first forming its pointification M. = M,/,
endowed with its induced model structure, and then forming the above mentioned model category
of spectrum objects in M,. We then denote by ¥%° : M = Sp(M.) : QF° the composition of
Quillen adjunctions

()1~ it
M M. Sp(M.) : Q.
u Qe

When M is a left proper combinatorial model category and A € M is an object, the pointification
of M 4 is given by the (combinatorial, left proper) model category My, 4 = <M/A>idA/ of objects
in M over-under A, endowed with its induced model structure. The stabilization of M4 is then
formed by taking the model category of spectrum objects in M /4 as above.

DEFINITION 2.1.1. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category. We will denote the
resulting stabilization of M, 4 by
def
TAM = Sp(May/a)
and refer to its as the tangent model category to M at A.

DEFINITION 2.1.2 cf. | , §7.3]. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category. We
will denote by

Ly=LY%(A) e TaM
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the derived suspension spectrum of A and will refer to L4 as the cotangent complex of A.
Given a map f: A — B we will denote by

Lpja =hocofib [LET (f) — Lg]

the homotopy cofiber of the induced map LY (f) — Lp in TpM. The object Lp,4 is known
as the relative cotangent complex of the map f. We note that when f is an equivalence the
relative cotangent complex is a weak zero object, while if A is weakly initial we have Lp/4 ~ Lp.

Recall that any model category M (and in fact any relative category) has a canonically associ-
ated co-category Mso, obtained by formally inverting the weak equivalences of M. By | ,
Proposition 3.3.2] the co-category associated to the model category T4M is equivalent to the

tangent oco-category T4(Mc ), in the sense of | , §7.3], at least if A is fibrant or if M
is right proper (so that M, 4 models the slice co-category (Mo) /4)- In this case, the cotangent
complex defined above agrees with the one studied in [ , §7.3].

If C is a presentable co-category, then the functor € — Cats sending A € € to T4C classifies
a (co)Cartesian fibration TJ€ — € known as the tangent bundle of C. A simple variation of
the above model-categorical constructions can be used to give a model for the tangent bundle
of a model category M as well, which furthermore enjoys the type of favorable formal properties
one might expect (see [ ]). More precisely, if (NxN), denotes the category obtained from
NxN by freely adding a zero object and M is a left proper combinatorial model category, then
one can define TM as a left Bousfield localization of the Reedy model category J\/[gi:i,)*, where a
Reedy fibrant object X : (N xN), — M is fibrant in TM if and only if the map X, ,,, — X is

a weak equivalence for every n # m and the square (2.1.1) is homotopy Cartesian for every n > 0.

The projection ev, : TM — M is then a (co)Cartesian fibration which exhibits TM as a
relative model category over M in the sense of | |: TM has relative limits and colimits
over M and factorization (resp. lifting) problems in TM with a solution in M admit a compatible
solution in TM. In particular, it follows that the projection is a left and right Quillen functor
and that each fiber is a model category. When A € M is a fibrant object, the fiber (TM)4 can
be identified with the tangent model category T4M. Furthermore, the underlying map of oo-
categories TMo, — Mo exhibits TMs as the tangent bundle of M, (see | , Proposition
3.25]). We have a natural Quillen adjunction over M of the form

25

M I TM
Q5
cod T
M
where €)3; is the restriction along the arrow (0,0) — * of (NxN),. Composing with the Quillen
diag
adjunction M _ 1 Ml given by the diagonal and domain functors yields a Quillen adjunction
dom

27":3\/[ L ‘J’M:Qf.

When A is fibrant we may identify Zj" (A) with the cotangent complex of A lying in the fiber
TaM € TM. We refer to the derived functor of 27" as the global cotangent complex functor
of M.

It is often the case that M is tensored and cotensored over a symmetric monoidal (SM)
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model category S. In favorable cases (e.g., when S is tractable, see | , §3.2]), the tangent
bundle TM inherits this structure. This is particularly useful when discussing tangent bundles of
functor categories. Indeed, if J is a small S-enriched category then we may consider the category
of S-enriched functors Fun®(J, M) with the projective model structure. The tangent bundle of
Fun®(J, M) can then be identified as follows:

PROPOSITION 2.1.3 | , Proposition 2.2.1]. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model
category. There is a natural equivalence of categories
T Fun® (7, M) = Fun® (7, TM)
\ / (2.1.2)
Fun® (3, M)

identifying the tangent bundle model structure on the left with the projective model structure
on the right. Here the left diagonal functor is the tangent projection of FunS(J ,M) and the right
diagonal functor is given by post-composing with the tangent projection of M.

Remark 2.1.4. Since the equivalence 2.1.2 is an equivalence over Fun®(J, M), associated to every
F:J— M is an equivalence of categories

Ty Fun® (3, M)) — Funf, (9, TM) (2.1.3)
where Fun/SM(J, TM) denotes the category of S-enriched lifts
TM

|
7 ™
7

7

By transport of structure one obtains a natural model structure on Fun/SM(J , TM), which coincides
with the corresponding projective model structure (i.e., where weak equivalences and fibrations
are defined objectwise).

Remark 2.1.5. Under the identification of Corollary 2.1.3 the global cotangent functor
£F : Fun®(3,M) — TFun®(3,M) = Fun®(J, TM)

is simply given by post-composing with the global cotangent complex of M. In particular, the
cotangent complex Lg of a functor F: J — M, when considered as an object of Fun/SM(J,‘J'M)
ZOO
.. . . F
is simply given by the composition J — M SR TM.
When M is stable the situation becomes even simpler:

COROLLARY 2.1.6 | , Corollary 2.2.4, Corollary 2.2.6]. Let M be a left proper combinato-
rial stable model category tensored over a tractable SM model category S and let F:J — M be
an S-enriched functor. Assume either that M is right proper or that F is fibrant. Then the tan-
gent model category Ty Fun®(J, M) is Quillen equivalent to Fun®(3,M). Under this equivalence
the cotangent complex Ly € T3 Fun®(J, M) of F maps to F itself.

2.2 Spectral Quillen cohomology

The classical work of Quillen | | gives a way to define cohomology groups for objects in
general model categories, using a derived construction of abelianization. These groups are now
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known as Quillen cohomology groups. In this section we consider Quillen cohomology and
its basic properties in the setting of spectrum objects, rather than abelian group objects, and
compare the two approaches. We will follow the ideas of | , §7.3], using model categories
instead of oo-categories. In particular, our description will use the model for spectrum objects
discussed in the previous section.

Let us begin by recalling the original construction of cohomology groups due to Quillen.
Given a model category M and an object X, consider the category Ab(M/ x ) of abelian group
objects in M, x. In favorable cases, the slice model structure on M,x can be transferred to
Ab(M,x ) along the free-forgetful adjunction

Given an abelian group object M € Ab(M,x ), and a (possibly negative) integer n, Quillen defines
the n’th cohomology group of X with coefficients in M by the formula

def
HI QX M) % o Maply g ) (FLE(X), 57 M)

where k, m are non-negative integers such that m — k = n. To make sure that these cohomology
groups are well-defined and well-behaved, Quillen imposes certain homotopical conditions on the
model category Ab(M / x ), including, in particular, the assumption that for every abelian group
object M € Ab(M,x) the canonical map M — QXM is a weak equivalence (this property of
Ab(M,x ) is referred to as being linear in | ]). Equivalently, this means that the suspension
functor associated to Ab(M,x) is derived fully-faithful.

If we consider stabilization as a refined form of abelianization, we may attempt to define
Quillen cohomology using the stabilization Sp(My/,/x ) instead of the abelianization Ab(M,x) =
Ab(Mx//x ). Several arguments can be made in favor of this choice:

(1) Except in special cases, it is not easy to check whether the induced model structure on abe-
lian group objects exists. Furthermore, even in cases where the transferred model structure
does exist, the association M — Ab(M) is not invariant under Quillen equivalences, and
may generate unpredictable results. For example, if Cat is the category of small categories
equipped with the Thomason model structure ([ ]) then Cat is Quillen equivalent to
the model category of simplicial sets with the Kan-Quillen model structure. However, the
underlying category of any abelian group object in Cat is automatically a groupoid, and
hence its underlying space is 2-truncated, while abelian group objects in simplicial sets can
have non-trivial homotopy groups in any dimension.

(2) As we will see below, under the conditions assumed by Quillen, classical Quillen cohomology
can always be recovered as a special case of the definition below, by restricting to coefficients
of a particular type. The resulting type of coefficients is natural in some cases, but is very
unnatural in others.

(3) In the case of the category 8 of simplicial sets, classical Quillen cohomology corresponds
to taking ordinary cohomology with local coefficients, while spectral Quillen cohomology
allows for an arbitrary local system of spectra as coefficients. In particular, spectral Quillen
cohomology of spaces subsumes all generalized cohomology theories as well as their twisted
versions, and can be considered as a universal cohomology theory for spaces.

Motivated by the above considerations, we now come to the main definition:

DEFINITION 2.2.1. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category and let X be a fi-
brant object. For n € Z we define the n’th (spectral) Quillen cohomology group of X with
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coefficients in M € TxM = Sp(Mx//x) by the formula
H (X; M) = mo Map™(Lx, X" M)

where Map®(Lyx, X" M) is the (derived) mapping space. Similarly, if f: A — X is a map in M,
we define the relative n’th Quillen cohomology group of X with coefficients in M € TxM by
the formula

O(X, A; M) = mo Map" (L x4, 5" M).

where Ly 4 is the relative cotangent complex of the map f.

The formation of Quillen cohomology is contravariantly functorial. More explicitly, given a
map f: X — Y in M, we have a commutative square of right Quillen functors

f)(»
Sp(MY//Y) - SP(MX//X)

Qfl lQT
f*

My Mx

For a fibrant Q-spectrum M € Sp(My//y') we then get an induced map
Mapyy,,, (Y, Q5 (M[n])) — Mapyy,, (X, f*Q5 (M[n])) = Mapye, (X, Q5 (f* M([n]))

and hence a map
fr: Hy(Y; M) — H%(X;f*M)
on Quillen cohomology groups.

Let us now explain the relation between Definition 2.2.1 and Quillen’s classical definition
described above. Let M and X be such that the transferred model structure on Ab(M,x) exists
and assume in addition that the stable model structures on Sp(Mx//x) and Sp(Ab(M,x)) exist,
so that we have a commutative diagram of Quillen adjunctions

T
Myx T~ Ab(M)x)
u
Qf]»—lEf Qj’f]%jEj’f (2.2.1)
P

s
SP(MX//X) -t SP(Ab(M/X))'

Usp

DEFINITION 2.2.2. Let M € Ab(M,x) be an abelian group object. We will denote by HM :=
Usp LY M the image of the suspension spectrum of M in Sp(Mx//x) under the forgetful func-
tor Usp : Sp(Ab(M)x)) — Sp(Mx//x). We will refer to HM as the Eilenberg-MacLane
spectrum associated to M.

PropPoOSITION 2.2.3. Under the assumptions above, if for each M in Ab(M/X), the unit map
M — QXM is an equivalence (see [ , 5.2]), then for every object M € Ab(M,x) there is a
canonical isomorphism of groups

HY (X, M) = Hy (X, HM)

Proof. Since the suspension functor on Ab(M/X) is derived fully faithful, it follows that X3° :
Ab(M;x) — Sp(Ab(M,x)) is derived fully-faithful. Given an object M € Ab(M,x) we obtain

11
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a weak equivalence
Mapzb(M/x)(L?(X)v M) = Mapgp(Ab(M/X))(Eiow(X), ETM)
= Map}slp(Ab(M/X))(Lferp(LX), EEM) = Map}slp(mx//x)(LX, HM)
as desired. O

Remark 2.2.4. In light of the above result, we will abuse terminology and henceforth refer to
spectral Quillen cohomology simply as Quillen cohomology.

Quillen cohomology is a natural host for obstructions to the existence of lifts against a certain
class of maps, known as small extensions. We recall here the main definitions in the setting
of spectral Quillen cohomology. A more elaborate discussion of the obstruction theoretic aspect
will be worked out in §2.6.

Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category and let X be a fibrant-cofibrant object.
Let M € Sp(Mx // x) be an Q-spectrum object over X. By adjunction, we may represent classes
in HE)(X, M) by maps a: X — QF(M[n]) over X, and two such maps represent the same
element in Hp (X, M) if and only if there exists a homotopy between them in M x. The trivial
class in H) (X, M) is represented by the image so : X = Q°(0) — Q3 (M[n]) of the zero map
0 — M[n] under Q%°. We shall therefore refer to sy as the 0-section of Q°(M[n]) — X. In
practice it is often useful to work with a homotopical variant of the notion of a 0-section.

DEFINITION 2.2.5. If f : 0" — M[n] is a map in Sp(Mx//x) whose domain is a weak zero
object, we will call the induced map s = QL (f) : Q°(0") — Q°(M[n]) a weak 0-section of
QF(M[n]) — X.

In particular, taking 0’ — M|[n] to be a fibration, we can always work with weak 0-sections
that are fibrations.

DEFINITION 2.2.6. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category, X € M a fibrant object
and M € TxM = Sp(MX//X) a fibrant Q-spectrum object. For any f:Y — X in M, x and any
map «:Y — QF(M[1]) in M, x, we will say that a square in M, x of the form

Yo 0% (0)
pal lsg (2.2.2)
Y —Qr(M[1])

exhibits Y, as a small extension of Y by M if it is homotopy Cartesian and s; is a weak
0-section. In this case we will also say that p, is the small extension associated to a.

The map «a: Y — Q° M[1] over X gives rise to an element [«] in the group 7 Map}lX(Y, QCM[1]),
which can be identified with
mo Maply (Y, Q5 M[1]) = mo Maph 5 (f1 Ly, M[1])
~ 79 Maph. o((Ly, f*M[1]) = Hy(Y; f*M).

We will say that the small extension p, is classified by the resulting element [a] in the first
Quillen cohomology group Hb(Y; f*M) of Y with values in the base change of M along f :
Y — X. The case where the map f: Y — X is a weak equivalence with cofibrant domain
(e.g. f =1idx when X is fibrant-cofibrant) is of particular importance. In that case, all classes
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in Hb(X ; M) can be realized by maps a: Y — QM[1] over X, and therefore classify small
extensions of Y by M.

We consider the small extension p, as a geometric incarnation of the Quillen cohomology
class [«]. However, one should note that in general the class [a] cannot be reconstructed from
the map p, alone, with the following notable exception:

EXAMPLE 2.2.7. If a: Y — Q$°(M[1]) factors (over X) through a weak O-section then Y, is
weakly equivalent to the homotopy fiber product Y ng(f*M[l]) Y ~QOP(f*M[1]) 2 QL (f*M)
and p, is equivalent to the canonical map Q°(f*M) — Y. In this case we will say that p, is a
split small extension. In particular, a split small extension admits a section up to homotopy.
This is actually a necessary and sufficient condition: if p, admits a section up to homotopy then
« factors up to homotopy through s{, and hence factors honestly through some weak 0-section.

Remark 2.2.8. The above definition of small extension can also be formulated in the classical
setup of Quillen cohomology. Suppose [«] € Hil’Q(X ,M) is a class in the first classical Quillen
cohomology group of X with coefficients in M € Ab(M/ x ). The corresponding class in spectral
Quillen cohomology classifies an extension of (a suitable cofibrant model of) X by HM, where
HM is the Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum of M (see Definition 2.2.2). Since the map M — QXM
is an equivalence, the object Q2*°HM is equivalent to the underlying object of M in M. The
corresponding small extension then coincides with the small extension that is associated to the
class [«] in classical Quillen cohomology.

Remark 2.2.9. In the setting of Definition 2.2.6, assume that Y, Y, and Q$°(0") are fibrant in
M, x and that the square 2.2.2 exhibits Y, as a small extension of Y by the fibrant Q-spectrum
M e TxM=Sp(Mx/x)- If g: Z — X is a map then the square

Zh= I xx Yo —=Zxx QF(0") = Q7 (g970")

j * l (2.2.3)

Z'=Zxx Y —22 Q% (g* M[1])

exhibits Z! as the small extension of Z’ by ¢* M which is classified by g*[«] € Hé(Z;g*f*M).

We finish this subsection with the following result, identifying relative Quillen cohomology
as the absolute Quillen cohomology in coslice categories. Given a map f : A — X, we have
an equivalence of categories (M A/) 7111 £ Mxx identifying the slice-coslice model structures on
both sides. Both the cotangent complex of X, viewed as an object in M, and of X, viewed as an
object in M/, can therefore be viewed as objects of the same model category TxM.

PrROPOSITION 2.2.10. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category and let f: A — X
be a map in M. Then the relative cotangent complex Lx 4 € TxM is naturally weakly equivalent

to the (absolute) cotangent complex of X, considered as an object of the coslice model category
MA/ .

Proof. Since M is left proper we may assume without loss of generality that f is a cofibration.
We consider the pushout square

AINJX —X1IX

|

X—= X4 X

13



YONATAN HARPAZ, JOOST NUITEN AND MATAN PRASMA

as a pushout square in My x, where the maps to X are the obvious ones and the map X —
ATI X is the inclusion of the second factor. Since we assumed f to be a cofibration it follows that
the top horizontal map is a cofibration and since M is left proper we may conclude that (2.2.4)
is a homotopy pushout square as well. Applying the functor ¥ : My, x — TxM and using
the fact that X is a zero object in Mx//x we obtain a homotopy cofiber sequence in TxM of the
form

ET(f) — EP(X) — (X 4 X).
Since the relative cotangent complex Ly, 4 is defined to be the homotopy cofiber of the map
YP(f) — X (X) we now obtain a natural equivalence Ly, 4 =~ %% (X [I4 X). Since X [J4 X

can be identified with the coproduct, in M, of X with itself we may consider ¥*°(X [14 X) as
a model for the cotangent complex of X € M,,, and so the desired result follows. O

COROLLARY 2.2.11. The relative Quillen cohomology of X over A with coefficients in M € TxM
is isomorphic to the Quillen cohomology of X € My, with coefficients in M.

2.3 Spaces and parametrized spectra

In this section we will discuss the notions of the cotangent complex and Quillen cohomology
when M = § is the category of simplicial sets, endowed with the Kan-Quillen model structure. The
underlying co-category S of 8 is a model for the co-category of spaces, and we will consequently
refer to objects in 8 simply as spaces. Given a space X, the slice model category 8,x is Quillen
equivalent to the category of simplicial functors €[X] — 8 out of its associated simplicial
category, endowed with the projective model structure (see e.g., | , §2]). By Corollary 2.1.6
it follows that Sp(8,x) is Quillen equivalent to Fun(€[X],Sp(8.)), whose underlying oco-category
is equivalent to the oco-category Fun(X,Sp(8.)e) of functors from X to spectra by [ ].
We may thus consider Tx8 as a model for the theory of parametrized spectra over X
(see [ I, [ ]). More concretely, an 2-spectrum X — Zese — X in Sp(8x/,/x) encodes
the data of a family of {2-spectra parametrized by X, where the Q2-spectrum associated to the
point x € X is the Q-spectrum Z,e xx {z}. By [ , Remark 2.4.7] the cotangent complex
YPX =3 (X]]X) is stably equivalent to the Q-spectrum Z,e given by

Zp.n = colim; Q7 37+ (X 11 X) ~ colim; Q7 (X x $7*") = X x colim; Q7 S7*" ~ X xS, ,,
and thus corresponds to the constant sphere spectrum over X.

Given a parametrized spectrum M € Tx8, the n’th Quillen cohomology
HE, (X5 M) = mo Maph _(Lx, M) ~ Mapg/X(X, Q°(S"M))

is the set of homotopy classes of sections of the fibration Q°(X"M) — X. In particular, for
negative n’s we may identify the corresponding Quillen cohomology groups with the homotopy
groups of the space of sections Mapg/x (X,Q°M).

For every fibrant Q-spectrum M the object Q°M € 8, x carries the structure of an E-group
object in §,x. The notion of a small extension X, — X of X by M (see Definition 2.2.6) then
corresponds to the notion of a torsor under Q° M. When M is a constant parametrized spectrum
with value My € Sp(8,) the associated Eo-group object splits as a product QM = X x Q° M.
In this case we may identify small extensions by M with principal fibrations X, — X
with structure group Q° My and identify the corresponding Quillen cohomology class with the
classifying map X — BQ My ~ QP (My[1]).

A case of special interest of Quillen cohomology and small extensions is the case where M co-
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mes from a local system of abelian groups. More precisely, let A : 111 (X) — Ab be a local system
of abelian groups on X and let n > 0 be a non-negative integer. The association = — K(A(x),n)
determines a functor from the fundamental groupoid II; (X)) of X to the category Ab(8) of sim-
plicial abelian groups. Alternatively, we may consider K(A(-),n) as a (fibrant) abelian group
object in the functor category 8 (X) (endowed with the projective model structure). Applying
the relative nerve construction of | , Definition 3.2.5] (which is a right Quillen functor) we
obtain an abelian group object Enl( x)(A,n) in the category 8n(m,(x)) of simplicial sets over
the nerve of II1(X). Pulling back along the map X — NII;(X) we obtain an abelian group
object

Ex(A,TL) € Ab(S/X)

We may now associate to K y(A,n) its Eilenberg-Maclane spectrum HEK y(A,n) € Tx8 (see
Definition 2.2.2), which, as a family of spectra, is the family which associates to z € X the
Eilenberg-Maclane spectrum corresponding to K (A(x),n). The (spectral) Quillen cohomology
groups of this parametrized spectrum coincide with the classical Quillen cohomology groups of the
abelian group object K x(A,n) by Proposition 2.2.3, and are given by the ordinary cohomology
groups of X with coefficients in A (with a degree shift by n).

We also note that if p: Y — X is a fibration whose homotopy fibers have non-trivial
homotopy groups only in a single dimension n > 2 then Y is a small extension of X by the

Eilenberg-MacLane object HK (A, n) € Tx8, where A is the local system of abelian groups on X
associating to a point z € X the n-th homotopy group of the homotopy fiber of p over x.

2.4 Simplicial groups and equivariant spectra

In this section we will discuss the notions of the cotangent complex and Quillen cohomology
when M = sGr is the category of simplicial groups, endowed with the model structure transferred
from § along the free-forgetful adjunction. To begin, given a group G, we would like to describe
the tangent model category Tg(sGr) = Sp(sGrg//) in reasonably concrete terms. For this,
it will be convenient to use the Quillen equivalence between simplicial groups and reduced
simplicial sets. Recall that a reduced simplicial set is simply a simplicial set with a single
vertex. The category 8° of reduced simplicial sets can be endowed with a model structure in
which cofibrations are the monomorphisms and weak equivalences are the weak equivalences of

the underlying simplicial sets (see [ , VI.6.2]). One then has a Quillen equivalence (see | ,
V.6.3])
®
8§ T " sGr
w

where & is the Kan loop group functor and W@ is a suitable reduced model for the classiying
space of G. Furthermore, for each simplicial group G there exists a natural Quillen equivalence
between the slice model structure on & WG and the functor category S®“ from the one object
simplicial groupoid BG with automorphism group G into 8 (] D).

Since 8° and sGr are both left proper model categories (see [ , Lemma 2.7]) and every
object in sGr is fibrant the adjunction

0 —
Straywa — SGraya

is a Quillen equivalence and thus induces a Quillen equivalence on model categories of spectrum
objects. To compute the stabilization of sGrg/q, it will therefore suffice to compute the stabili-
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zation of SW s This, in turn, can be done by comparing reduced spaces with pointed spaces.

Indeed, we have a Quillen adjunction £ :8° =" 8, : R where £ associates to a reduced simplicial
set itself endowed with its unique base point and R is the reduction functor which associates
to a pointed simplicial set the sub-simplicial set spanned by the n-simplices supported on *.

LEMMA 2.4.1. For any reduced space X € 8°, a pointed fibrant space Y €8, and amap LX — Y
of pointed spaces, the counit map LR — id induces an equivalence of homotopy pullbacks

LX xMos LX — LX <P X

Proof. Let Yy — Y be the inclusion of the path component of the basepoint of Y. Since £X is
a connected space, it follows immediately that the map £X x?,o LX — LX x}} LX is a weak
equivalence. The result now follows from the fact that the counit map factors as LRY — Y —
Y, where the first map is a weak equivalence. O

Let us now consider the Quillen adjunction
(-)+:8 28U

where X, = X ][ * is the free pointed space generated from X and U is the functor which forgets
the base point. In particular, the composition ¢ = Uo £ : 8 — § is the natural inclusion. Given
a simplicial group G let us denote by BG = (WG and BG, = LWG, so that BG, is a pointed
version of the classifying space of G and BG is obtained from BG, by forgetting the base point.
The following corollary provides a computation of the tangent category of sGr:

COROLLARY 2.4.2. Let G and X be as above. Then we have a diagram of Quillen adjunctions

TasCr =1 T8 — 1 Tpe8e ~ 1 TpaS L TaeS.

A ] ETH AT ] e
~ 0 L (=)= ~ BG

SGT/G_>5/WG<_(5 )/BG., 1l1 Sipa —+_ (877)«

in which the adjunctions marked with ~ are Quillen equivalences.

Proof. The two extreme Quillen equivalences are the ones discussed above, where we have iden-
tified Sp((8B%),) = (Sp(8.))B“ using Remark 2.1.4. The second top Quillen pair is a Quillen

equivalence by Lemma 2.4.1 and | , Corollary 2.4.9]. Finally, the third top Quillen pair
is an equivalence of categories, since the adjunction (8.) /BG. =38 /Ba induces an equivalence of
categories upon pointification. ]

Composing all the equivalences of co-categories arising from Corollary 2.4.2, one may identify
the tangent oo-category Tg(sGreo) = Sp(sGrgy/q)e With the co-category of functors from (the
coherent nerve of) BG to spectra, i.e., with (naive) G-equivariant spectra, or just G-spectra
for brevity.

Remark 2.4.3. Let M € TgsGr be an Q-spectrum object whose image in Sp(8,)B“ under the
equivalences of Corollary 2.4.2 is a G-spectrum M’ € Sp(8.). Unwinding the definitions, we see
that the simplicial group Q5°(M) is the semi-direct product H x G, where H is the Kan loop
group of Q°(M") € 84, with G-action induced from the G-action on Q°(M'). We note that H
is not necessarily an abelian group, but can be promoted from a group to an E..-group. We

also note that small extensions of G by M correspond to not-necessarily-split simplicial group
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extensions G — G with kernel H. When M’ is a trivial G-spectrum, this can be considered as
an E-analogue of the notion of a central extension.

Given a simplicial group G, we would like to compute the G-spectrum corresponding to the

cotangent complex Lg = LY (G). Since sGr/g I S?W g lsa Quillen equivalence it follows that

the image of Lg in ‘J'WGSO is equivalent to the cotangent complex of WG e S?W o By naturality

of ¥3°, we find that the image of Lg in Tpg, 8« is weakly equivalent to the cotangent complex
of the pointed space BG, = LWG. Let BG = (WG be, as above, the underlying space of BG,.
Identifying Tpa, 8+ 2 TpaS we may consider the cotangent complex of X, as an object of TpagS8.
Proposition 2.2.10 then yields a homotopy cofiber sequence Tpg8 of the form

5% (20) — S (BG) — £°(BGY) (2.4.2)

where x¢ denotes the corresponding object zg : * — BG of §,pg. In order to translate 2.4.2 to
a homotopy cofiber sequence of naive G-spectra consider the triangle of Quillen adjunctions

8/BG

in which the top horizontal Quillen pair is a Quillen equivalence, the right copy of 4 sends a
space K to the free G-space on K, while the left copy of 4 sends it to K — * = BG. Passing
to stabilizations, we obtain a triangle of Quillen adjunctions

TpaS T Sp(8.)B¢

<% -Sp

sp k!

-Sp %
Q! *sp

in which the horizontal adjunction is the Quillen equivalence between naive G-spectra and spectra
parametrized by X appearing in Corollary 2.4.2. By abuse of notation let us write Lg for the
image of L in Sp(8.)BC. Sending the sequence (2.4.2) to its image in Sp(8,)B¢ we now obtain
a homotopy cofiber sequence

S[G] —=S —— Lg (2.4.3)

where S is the sphere spectrum with trivial G-action and S[G] is the free G-spectrum on the
sphere spectrum. Indeed, ¥°(BG) is simply given by the constant sphere spectrum over BG,
which maps to the sphere spectrum S with trivial G-action, while the commutativity of the above
diagram shows that the object X (x¢) = X°(i1(*)) € TreS maps to i!Sp(Eio(*)) = i!Sp(S), which
is the free G-spectrum on S.

Remark 2.4.4. Let G be a discrete group and M a G-module. We may then associate to M its
corresponding Eilenberg-Maclane G-spectrum HM , and consider the Quillen cohomology groups
of G with coefficients in M. The homotopy cofiber sequence (2.4.3) shows that these Quillen
cohomology groups are related to ordinary group cohomology via a long exact sequence. More
precisely, since Sp(8,)B¢ is naturally enriched in Sp(S.), mapping the cofiber sequence (2.4.3)
into HM yields a homotopy fiber sequence of spectra

Map®(Lg, HM) — Map™(S,HM) — Map"(S[G],HM) ~ HM
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where Map" denotes the derived Sp(8.)-enriched mapping space functor. We may identify the
homotopy groups of the middle spectrum with the cohomology groups of the space BG with
values in the local system M, while the right most map is induced by restriction along {xo} = BG.
In particular, while the usual group cohomology H*(G, M) is just the cohomology H*(BG, M) of
the classifying space BG, the Quillen cohomology groups Hé(G, M) correspond to the reduced

cohomology groups H*(BG, M) of BG as a pointed space.

2.5 Algebras over dg-operads and their modules

Let C(Z) denote the model category of unbounded chain complexes over the integers, endowed
with the projective model structure. The tensor product of complexes endows C(Z) with a
symmetric monoidal structure which is compatible with the model structure. In particular, C(Z)
is a symmetric monoidal (SM) model category.

DEFINITION 2.5.1. A dg-model category is a model category M which is tensored and coten-
sored over C(Z).

ExAMPLE 2.5.2. Let A be a Grothendieck abelian category A. Then the model category C(A)
of unbounded chain complexes in A equipped with the injective model structure is a dg-model
category.

ExXAMPLE 2.5.3. Let D be small dg-category (i.e., a category enriched in €(Z)). Then the functor
category G(Z)® endowed with the projective model structure is a dg-model category. Similarly,
any left C(Z)-enriched left Bousfield localization of C(Z)® is a dg-model category.

Remark 2.5.4. Let M be a dg-model category. Then the underlying model category of M is
tensored over Z. It is then a classical fact that M is semi-additive, i.e., M has a zero object and
the “identity matrix” map

is an isomorphism for every X1, ..., X, € M. In this case, we will denote the zero object by 0 and
the (co)product by @.

LEMMA 2.5.5. Let M be a dg-model category. Then M is stable.

Proof. By Remark 2.5.4, M is strictly pointed. It therefore suffices to show that the suspension
functor is an equivalence. For each n € Z, let Z[n] € €(Z) be the chain complex which is the
group Z concentrated in degree n. Then Z[n] is cofibrant and the functor Z[n] ® (=) : M — M
is a left Quillen functor. Since Z[n] ® Z[-n] ~ Z[0] is the unit of €(Z) it follows that tensoring
with each Z[n] is a left Quillen equivalence. We now claim that tensoring with Z[1] is a model
for the suspension functor. Indeed, there is a natural cofiber sequence Z[0] — Z[0,1] — Z[1]
where Z[0,1] is the complex [Z —> Z] concentrated in degrees 1 and 0. In particular, the
map Z[0] — Z[0,1] is a cofibration between cofibrant objects and the cofiber sequence is a
homotopy cofiber sequence. It then follows that for each cofibrant X € M the induced sequence
X —7[0,1]® X — Z[1]® X is a homotopy cofiber sequence and Z[0,1]® X 2 0® X is a weak
0-object (see Remark 2.5.4). This homotopy cofiber sequence then naturally exhibits Z[1] ® X
as the suspension of X and so the desired result follows. ]

Remark 2.5.6. Although every dg-model category is stable, there are stable model categories
that do not admit a Quillen equivalent dg-model category. Indeed, the homotopy category of any
dg-model category is tensored over Ho(C(Z)) as a triangulated category, while an argument of
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Schwede shows that the homotopy category of spectra does not admit such a tensor structure
(see | , Proposition 1, Proposition 4]).

Let us now consider a combinatorial dg-model category M, an admissible and Y-cofibrant
colored (symmetric) operad P and a fibrant-cofibrant P-algebra A e Algyp = Algy(M). If the
stable model structure on T4 Algyp = Sp((Algyp)4//4) exists, then by [ , Corollary 4.2.6]
and | , Remark 4.2.3] it is Quillen equivalent to the model category Modi of A-modules
in M. Even when the stable model structure on T4 Algy does not exist, one may still identify
Mod¥ as a model for the oco-categorical tangent category T4((Algp)e) (see [ , §4.3]).
Consequently, one may attempt to define the cotangent complex and Quillen cohomology of
a P-algebra while working directly with Moda, without explicit reference to the stabilization
process. Classically, the notions of the cotangent complex and the associated cohomology theory
were indeed developed in this way (typically when M is the category of chain complexes over a
field) using suitable operadic analogues of K&hler differentials and square-zero extensions
(see | I, 1 I, 1 ]). In this section we will unwind the relation between the abstract
definition of the cotangent complex and the concrete one using Kahler differentials in the setting
of P-algebras taking values in a dg-model category M.

DEFINITION 2.5.7. Let M be a symmetric monoidal dg-model category and let P be a (symmetric,
colored) operad in M. The reduction P,q of P is the operad (with the same set of colors) which
agrees with P in all arities > 1 and has 0-objects in arity 0. In particular, P,.q-algebras are just
non-unital P-algebras. We denote by 7 : Preq —> P the natural inclusion.

LEMMA 2.5.8. Let M be a symmetric monoidal dg-model category and let P be an admissi-
ble operad in M. Then the map 7 : Preq — P induces an equivalence between categories of
augmented algebras

maug tAlgy = Algh'® T Algh's:

*
Py < MEp 7 Maug

which identifies the model structures on both sides.

Proof. The functor 7, sends an augmented P-algebra Py — A — Py to Axp 0 while nfmg sends

a Preq-algebra B to Py — Py & B —> Py. The fact that M is semi-additive (see Remark 2.5.4)
implies that these two functors are mutual inverses. The description of nfmg and the fact that @ is
the product in M show that n"™® preserves (trivial) fibrations, which are just (trivial) fibrations
in the base category M. Since 7,,,, clearly preserves (trivial) fibrations, it follows that the model
structures on both sides are identified (in particular, P,q is admissible as well). ]

If P is an operad in M and A is a P-algebra, then there exists an operad P4 (with the same
set of colors), called the enveloping operad of P, such that PA_algebras are the same as P-
algebras under A (see e.g. | I, [ , §3.1]). We recall as well the operad P4 whose 1-ary
operations are the same as those of P4 and which has 0-objects in all other arities. In particular,
algebras over P4 are the same as A-modules in M.

When M is a dg-model category we may consider the natural inclusion 7 : ‘Pid = ((PA)red —
P4, as well as a collapse map 0 : ’Péd — T‘f‘ sending all non-unary operations to zero. While

n AIgTrA;d — Alggjg is generically a left Quillen functor, Lemma 2.5.8 implies that when M
is a dg-model category ) is furthermore a right Quillen functor. This enables one to make the
following definition:
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DEFINITION 2.5.9. Let M be a symmetric monoidal dg-model category, P an admissible operad
in M and A a P-algebra such that P4 is admissible. We define the square-zero extension
functor (-) x A : Mod), — (Algy) /4 to be the composition of right Quillen functors

0* U
(=) % A: Mod} = Alggpa — Algpa — (Algp)aya — (Algp))a-

We will refer to its left adjoint /4 : (Algp)/a — Modi as the functor of Kéahler differentials
and to Q4 0/4(id4) as the module of Kihler differentials of A.

Unwinding the definitions, we can identify M x A € Alg?’A with the P-algebra M @& A equipped
with the square-zero P-algebra structure, which is determined by the property that for every
collection of elements wy, ..., wy,,w, in the color set W, the structure map

Plwi, .o, wp;we) @ (M(wy) @ A(wy)) @ ... @ (M (wy) & A(wy,)) — M(w.) ® A(w,)  (2.5.1)

vanish on summands of the left hand side which have more than one factor from M, and are
given by the A-module structure of M on the other components.

We are now in a position to relate the abstract cotangent complex to the notions of Kéhler
differentials and square-zero extensions:

PROPOSITION 2.5.10. Let M be a symmetric monoidal combinatorial dg-model category and P
a Y-cofibrant operad in M. Let A € Algy be a fibrant-cofibrant algebra. Assuming that all the
involved model structures exist, there is a commuting diagram of right Quillen functors

Sp((-)»4)

TaAlgy To Mod¥

sszt ~le (2.5.2)

(Algp)ia <=3 Mod}

in which the right adjoints marked by ~ are right Quillen equivalences.

Proof. The existence of the commuting square follows from the naturality of Sp(-), see | ],
and the left vertical right Quillen functor is a right Quillen equivalence since Modi is stable,
see | , Corollary 3.3.3]. To show that the top horizontal right Quillen functor is an equi-
valence let X : (Algp) a//a — Moda be the composition of the forgetful functor (Algp) /4 —
(Mod?) 4//4 and the kernel functor ker : (Mod%) AJJA — Mod?. Since P is L-cofibrant and
A is cofibrant it follows that P4 is Y-cofibrant (see | , Proposition 2.3]), and since M is
stable | , Corollary 4.2.6] implies that X induces a right Quillen equivalence

Ksp : Ta Algp = Sp((Algp) a7a) — Sp(Mod?) = To Mod?; .
Since the square-zero extension functor (-) x A : Mod’; — (Algy) A//A s right inverse to X it

follows that the Sp((—) x A) is a right Quillen equivalence, as desired. O

COROLLARY 2.5.11. Let M,P and A be as in Proposition 2.5.10. Then the image in Mod?j‘ of
the cotangent complex L =LX°(A) € T4 Algy of A under the equivalence T 4 Algyp ~ Tp Mod?; ~
Mod?, is weakly equivalent to the derived module of Kéhler differentials LQ/*(A) € Mod?,.

Remark 2.5.12. If M is an A-module, then Corollary 2.5.11 implies that the Quillen cohomology
groups of A with coefficients in M are given by

H (A; M) = w0 Map} s (L4 (4), M[n]).
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These groups are also known as operadic André-Quillen cohomology groups.

Let us now discuss the functor /4 in further detail. By definition, this functor is given in
general by the composition of left adjoints

A Miu 0,
(Algp)ja — (Alggp)aya — Algpa —> Mod

which is somewhat inexplicit. Given a map f: B — A of P-algebras the commutative diagram
of left Quillen functors

hi
(Algp)/p —— (Algg)/a

Q/Bl lQ/A

P P
Mody Oend Mod

yields a natural isomorphism Q/4(B) = Q/5(B) ®p A. It is hence sufficient, in principle, to
compute the module of Kéhler differentials Q4 = /4(A) for a P-algebra A.

Let § : M — Algyp be the free algebra functor. When B = F(V') is a free P-algebra and
the map F(V) — A is induced by a map V — A in M, then for every A-module M we have
natural identifications

Homy, 0 (2/4(B), M) = Hom(ayg,), , (B, M » A) = Homy,, (V, M @ A) = Homy((V, M).

It follows that Q/4(B) = Q/A(F(V)) is the free A-module generated by V. This allows one to
compute Q4 by applying the functor Q/# to the coequalizer diagram

FFA)—=F(A)——=A (2.5.3)
yielding a description of {24 by generators and relations. Similarly, to compute the derived
counterpart LO/4(A) one may often represent A as the geometric realization of a simplicial
diagram consisting of free algebras (using the comonadic bar resolution, for example), yielding
a description of {24 as a geometric realization of free A-modules. We refer the reader to | ,
§1.2] for further details in the case where M is the category of chain complexes over a field of
characteristic 0.

ExXAMPLE 2.5.13. Let P be a single colored operad in abelian groups and let A be a P-algebra in
Ab (here we may consider Ab as equipped with the trivial model structure). Applying Q/4 to the
coequalizer sequence 2.5.3 and unwinding the definitions we obtain a description of €24 as the
free A-module generated by the underlying abelian group of A modulo the Leibniz relations.
More explicitly, we may identify Q4 with the A-module generated by the formal elements d(a)
for a € A, modulo the relations

d(a+b)=d(a)+d(b)
A(F (@1, @) = 3 F (@1, o011, (), Qi1 o)
i=1
for every aq,...,a, € A and n-ary operation f € P(n).

ExXaAMPLE 2.5.14. Let M be the model category of chain complexes over a field of characteristic
0 and let P be the commutative operad. In this case, the module €24 of Kahler differentials of a
P-algebra A can be explicitly tracked down as follows. First note that the image of Id 4 € (Algy) /4
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in (Algp)a//a is given by A — A® A — A. The functor 7,,, sends this object to the kernel
I ¢ A® A of the multiplication map A ® A — A, considered as a non-unital commutative dg-
algebra. Finally, the functor ) sends I to I/I?, yielding the classical description of the module
of Kéhler differentials.

We shall now restrict our attention to the case where M = C(k) is the dg-model category of
unbounded chain complexes over a field k of characteristic 0, equipped with the projective model
structure. Let P be a cofibrant single-colored operad in C(k). In this case Algyp := Algy(C(k))
is a left proper model category by the results of [ | (see | , Remark 4.1.2]) and so
we may form its tangent bundle T Algy as in §2.1. Furthermore, since Algy is also right proper,
[ , Theorem 3.1.9] implies that the projection T Alg; — Algs is a model fibration in
the sense of | ]. On the other hand, by Corollary 2.5.11 the fiber of this model fibration over
a P-algebra A is Quillen equivalent to Modz. This suggests that we might model the tangent
bundle of Algy by the Grothendieck construction of the various categories of modules. In what
follows we will explain how this can be done using the machinery of | |. This will also allow
one to present the global cotangent complex functor (see §2.1) in terms of Kéhler differentials.

Recall that a map f: A — B of P-algebras induces a Quillen adjunction
fi:Mod%, —T~ Mod%: f*.

The association A — Modi thus determines a functor Mod” : Algy — ModCat from P-algebras
to model categories. The Grothendieck construction of this functor is the category [, Modi
whose objects are pairs (A, M) where A is a P-algebra and M is an A-module. Morphisms are
given by pairs (f,¢) where f: A — B is a map of P-algebras and ¢ : M — f*N is a map of
A-modules (equivalently, the latter map can be encoded in terms of its adjoint ©* : fiM — N).
The resulting category of P-algebras and modules over them admits a simple description in
terms of operads: to the operad P one may associate a 2-colored operad MP whose category
of algebras Algy;(€(k)) is naturally isomorphic to [, Mod’ (see, e.g. | , §85]). By [ ,
Theorem 2.6.1] and [ , Example 2.5.4] the 2-colored operad M®P is admissible over C(k). In
particular, in the notation above, we have that a map (f,¢) : (A, M) — (B, N) is a (trivial)
fibration if and only if f is a (trivial) fibration and ¢ : M — f*N is a (trivial) fibration.

PROPOSITION 2.5.15. Let P be a cofibrant single-colored operad in C(k). Then the canonical
projection fAEAlg:_p Mod’ — Algy is a model fibration in the sense of [ , §5].

Proof. We first show that the functor Mod” : Algy — ModCat which sends A to Modi is proper
and relative in the sense of | , §3]. To see that Mod? is relative (i.e., that Mod” sends weak
equivalences to Quillen equivalences), note that we may identify it with the composite
P() (1
Algy — Alg IV \foqCat

where P()(1) sends a P-algebra to its enveloping algebra (i.e. the algebra of 1-ary operations of
its enveloping operad), and LMod sends an associative algebra to its category of left modules.
Since all objects in C(k) are cofibrant, it follows from | , 17.4.1.B] that the functor P(7)(1)
is relative. As stated in | , Theorem 6.3.10], the functor LMod : Alg — ModCat is relative
as well and so we may conclude that Mod” is relative. Now the projection Algyp = [ A Mod?, —
Algy is right Quillen with respect to the transferred model structure, and hence | , Corollary
5.0.13] implies that the functor Mod? is left proper, thus proper, since all object of S ac Alg? Modi
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are fibrant in their respective fibers. The main theorem of | , §5] now endows [, Algy Mod¥,

with a model structure such that the projection [, Algy Mod¥ — Algy is a model fibration. An
inspection of the fibrations and trivial fibrations of the resulting model structure reveals that
they are the same as those of the transferred model structure, and hence the two model structures
must coincide. O

The right Quillen functors from Diagram (2.5.2) are natural in A and assemble to form a
square of Quillen morphisms in the sense of | ]. This results in a square of Quillen adjunctions
over Algy

T Alg? <= fAeAlgfp Sp(MOdi)

H .

1 P
Algy! 1 Jacarg, Mody -

X

where the adjunctions marked by ~ are Quillen equivalences. We may now compose the bottom
Quillen pair with the diagonal adjunction Alg” T (Alg?)[l] to produce a Quillen pair

P

LA P
[ ]%IAEAlg{PMOdA oA,

A
Qf : Algy 1~ Algy
dom

The value of Q? on a P-algebra A is simply the pair (A4,Q4) € fAEAlgrP Modﬁ, where 4 is the
A-module of Kahler differentials discussed above. l

COROLLARY 2.5.16. The image of the global cotangent complex ]LE;" (A) of A in fAeAlgfp Mod¥
is weakly equivalent to Lng)(A).

The cotangent complex classically appears in the setting of commutative (dg—)algebras, where
it plays an important role in deformation theory. We will finish this section by sketching the
relation between first order deformations of (dg-)algebras and small extensions, which in turn
are controlled by the abstract cotangent complex and Quillen cohomology (as discussed in §2.2).

Denote by CAlg = CAlg(C(k)) the model category of commutative dg-algebras over k. Let
k[e] be the dg-algebra obtained from k by adjoining an element ¢ of degree 0 satisfying 2 = 0
and d(g) = 0. Then k[e] 2 k x k is a split square-zero extension of k (see Definition (2.5.9) and
Example 2.2.7), and we may identify it with Q°k € CAlg), where k € Sp(CAlgy, ) ~ C(k) is
considered as a chain complex concentrated in degree 0 (see Proposition 2.5.10). Indeed, the
projection k[e] — k fits into a pullback square of commutative dg-algebras (over k)

kle]=kxk——k

]

E[0,1] xk ——Fk[1] x k

where k[0,1] = cone(k) = [k — k] is the cone of k, consisting of two copies of k in degrees
0 and 1 respectively. Note that this square is in fact homotopy Cartesian, because the bottom
horizontal map is a fibration.

Now let R € CAlg®® be a commutative dg-algebra concentrated in non-negative degrees. A
first order deformation of R is a cofibrant commutative k[e]-dg-algebra R, which is concen-
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trated in non-negative degrees, together with a weak equivalence 7 : R ®k[e] K —=> R. Let us
denote R’ = }_2®k[5] k.

We shall now explain how one can consider first order deformations as small extensions. Since
homotopy limits of dg-algebras are created by the projection to chain complexes and tensoring
with R preserves finite homotopy limits, it follows that the functor (-) k] B : CAlgk[E] Y

=

CAlg,p: preserves homotopy Cartesian squares. Applying this functor to (2.5.4) and using the
weak equivalence 17: R' — R we obtain a homotopy Cartesian square

R R
I
R"—=R[1]xR

in Algp, where we have denoted R" = (k[0,1] » k) ®[) R. Identifying the underlying k[e]-
module of k[0, 1] x k£ with the cone of the k[e]-module map k — k[e] sending 1 to &, we obtain
an identification of the underlying R-module of R" with the cone the R-module map R’ — R
sending 1 to e. Identifying R[1] » R ~ Q(R[1]) € CAlg,p, the right vertical map becomes the
0-section of the structure map Q%°(R[1]) — R and the square exhibits R as a small extension
of R"” by the R-module R. We now observe that the map R’ — R is a weak equivalence in
CAlg ,r and hence we may in principle consider this data as a small extension of R by itself. We
note that when R is cofibrant we may choose a homotopy inverse weak equivalence R — R
and use it to obtain an honest small extension of R, but of course in general we do not expect
the corresponding Quillen cohomology class to be realizable as an actual map out of R.

The above discussion shows that any first order deformation of R can be viewed as a small
extension of R by R. A fundamental theorem of deformation theory refines this result, asserting
that first order deformations of R in the above sense, considered up to a suitable notion of
equivalence, are in fact in bijection with equivalence classes of small extensions of R by R,
and are hence classified by the Quillen cohomology group Hb(R,R). More generally, for every
chain complex M one may consider first order deformations of R over the square-zero extension
QM = M x k. These correspond to small extensions of R by R ® M, and are classified by the
Quillen cohomology group Hb(R, R® M).

2.6 The Hurewicz principle

The classical Hurewicz theorem asserts that a map f : X — Y of simply connected spaces
is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces an isomorphism on cohomology groups with all
possible coeflicients . One can extend this theorem to non-simply connected spaces by including
cohomology groups with local coefficients. In this case one obtains that a map f: X — Y
is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces an equivalence on fundamental groupoids and an
isomorphism on cohomology groups with all local coefficients. One way to prove this theorem
is by applying obstruction theory along the Postnikov tower of Y. In this section we will study
this procedure in the general context of spectral Quillen cohomology. We will identify sufficient
conditions for a Hurewicz type theorem to hold in a general model category, and discuss three
notable examples, namely spaces, simplicial algebras and simplicial categories.

Throughout this section let us fix a left proper combinatorial model category M. Let X be a
fibrant object of M and let M € Sp(Mx//x) be a fibrant Q-spectrum object. Consider a lifting
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problem in a diagram in M,y of the form

A Xa QF(0)

i
f[ ad Jpa lsa (2.6.1)
B:$L>X¥Ji>QfUWUD

where f: A — B is a cofibration, X, — X is a fibration and the right square exhibits X, as a
small extension of X by M (see §2.2). Factorizing the map 0" — M|[1] as a weak equivalence,
followed by a fibration 0” — M[1], we find that the map X, — X is weakly equivalent (over
X) to the (homotopy) pullback X xqe(pr17y 2°°(0”) — X. Replacing 0" by 0” and X, by this
pullback, we may (and will) therefore assume that the map 0’ — M[1] is a fibration and that
the right square is Cartesian (hence homotopy Cartesian). In that case, finding the desired lift
B — X, is equivalent to finding a diagonal lift in the square

A Q2 (0')
/1

|

B~ 0 (M[1]).

The above square in M x is equivalent by adjunction to a square in Sp(Mx // x ) of the form

2% (A) 0o

/1
ZTU% R l

2% (B) — M[1].

In particular, we obtain a map from the pushout %3°(B) [Ix=(p) 0 into M[1]. Since the left
vertical map is a cofibration, 0" is a weak zero object and Sp(M x // x ) is left proper, this pushout is
a model for the homotopy cofiber of the map ¥°(A) — X°(B). By definition, this is equivalent
to the image giLp 4 of the relative cotangent complex under cobase change along the map
g+ B — X. Using again the left properness of Sp(Mx/,x) we may conclude that the above
lifting problem is equivalent to a lifting problem of the form

O/

7
-
-
-

gLpja—5>M[1]

We now observe that the bottom map 3 (or, more precisely, its adjoint map L4 — g*M[1])
determines a class [(] € Hé(B,A;M ) in the relative Quillen cohomology of B under A
with coefficients in g* M. This element is trivial if and only if the map giLp/4 — M[1] is null-
homotopic, i.e. if and only if there exists a dotted lift in the above diagram (equivalently, in
Diagram (2.6.1)). Furthermore, the entire derived space of lifts of the original diagram (2.6.1)
can be identified with the derived space of sections of the fibration 0" — M[1] over the map
B:giLpja— M][1], i.e. the space of null-homotopies of the map (. In other words, the space of
derived lifts is equivalent to the homotopy fiber

Maph(glLB/Avol) Xil\l/[aph(g!LB/A,M[l]) {8} ~ {0} X{\Z/Iap(glLB/AvMDD {B}.

which can be identified as the space of paths from 3 to the O-map in the space Map" (g1Lja, M[1]).
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This space of paths is empty if 5 and 0 live in different path components (i.e. [3] # 0) and when
[B] =0, it is a torsor over the loop space of Map" (91Lja, M[1]) at the zero map. To sum up, the
obstruction to a lift against a small extension is a certain natural class [(] € Hb(B JA; 9" M)
in the relative Quillen cohomology of B under A. When [$] = 0, a choice of null-homotopy for g
identifies the space of derived lifts is with the space

QMap" (9:Lpa, M[1]) = Map™(g1Lp 4, M) = Map" (L, 9" M)
whose n’th homotopy group is isomorphic to the (-n)’th relative Quillen cohomology group
Hy' (B, A;9"M).
COROLLARY 2.6.1. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category and let f : A— B be

a map whose relative cotangent complex vanishes. Let p:Y — X be a map which is an inverse
homotopy limit of a tower of small extensions. Then the square

Map"(B,Y) — Map"(4,Y)

| |

Maph(B, X) - Maph(A, X)
is homotopy Cartesian.

Proof. Clearly it suffices to prove this for the case where p is a small extension. We may assume
that p is a fibration between fibrant objects and f is a cofibration.The desired result now follows
from the fact that the square 2.6.1 admits a contractible space of lifts when the relative cotangent
complex of f vanishes, as explained above. O

COROLLARY 2.6.2 (The Hurewicz principle). Let £: M T N : R be a Quillen adjunction with

M left proper combinatorial, such that the following property holds: for every cofibrant X € M

the derived unit map X — RRL(X) is the homotopy limit of a tower of small extensions. Let

f:A— B be a map. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) f is a weak equivalence.

(2) LL(f) is a weak equivalence and the relative cotangent complex Lg 4 of f is a weak zero
object, i.e. f induces an isomorphism Hb(B;M) = Hb(A;f*M) on Quillen cohomology
with coefficients in any object M € TgM.

Remark 2.6.3. More generally, let € be a class of objects in TM and suppose that for any X the

unit map X — RRL(X) is the homotopy limit of a tower of small extensions, each of which

is the base change of a map Q5°(0) — Q°(FE) with E € €. Then a map f: A — B is a weak
equivalence if its image LL(f) is a weak equivalence and if f induces isomorphisms on Quillen
cohomology groups with coefficients from €.

Proof. 1t is clear that (1) implies (2), so assume that (2) holds. To show that f is a weak
equivalence it will suffice to show that for any fibrant-cofibrant object X € M the induced map

h h
MapM(Bv X) - MapM(A7 X)
is a weak equivalence. Consider the commutative square

Map" (B, X) Map"(4, X)

| |

Map®(B,RRL (X)) — Map" (A, RRL(X)).
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The bottom horizontal map is a weak equivalence by adjunction, since LL(A) — LL(B) is
assumed to be a weak equivalence. By Corollary 2.6.1 the square is homotopy Cartesian, and
hence the top horizontal map is a weak equivalence as well. O

EXAMPLE 2.6.4 (The classical Hurewicz theorem). Let M = 8§ be the category of simplicial sets
endowed with the Kan-Quillen model structure and let L{M be the left Bousfield localization
of M whose fibrant objects are the 1-truncated Kan complexes. The unit map of the canonical
adjunction M == L;M can be identified with the first Postnikov piece map X — P;(X). This
map can be factored as an inverse limit of the Postnikov tower

Furthermore, for every n > 1 the map P,,,1(X) — P, (X) is naturally a small extension of P, (X)
by the Eilenberg-McLane spectrum object HE (m,,1(X),n + 1) € SP(8p,(x)//P.(x)) (see §2.3),
where 7,1 (X)) is considered as a local system of abelian groups on P, (X) .

It follows that the adjunction M T LM satisfies the conditions of Corollary 2.6.2, and so
we may conclude that a map f: X — Y of spaces is an equivalence if and only if it induces an
equivalence on first Postnikov pieces and an isomorphism on Quillen cohomology with arbitrary
coefficients. By Remark 2.6.3, it is in fact sufficient to require f to induce an isomorphism on
cohomology with local coefficients of abelian groups.

EXAMPLE 2.6.5 (Hurewicz theorem for simplicial algebras). Let k be a field of characteristic zero
and let M be the category of simplicial k-modules with its model structure transferred along
the free-forgetful adjunction with simplicial sets. We note that M carries a natural symmetric
monoidal structure given by levelwise tensor product of k-modules. Let P be a cofibrant operad
in M. In | ] it is shown that any P-algebra A admits a Postnikov tower

in P-algebras such that for any n > 0 the map P,4+1(A) — P,(A) is a small extension. Let
Ly Algy(M) be the left Bousfield localization of Algy(M) whose fibrant objects are the discrete
simplicial P-algebras. It follows that the adjunction Algy(M) L Lo Algy(M) satisfies the con-
ditions of Corollary 2.6.2 (note that Algy(M) is proper by | ]), and so we may conclude
that a map f: A — B of P-algebras is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces an isomor-
phism of discrete algebras Py(A) — Py(B) and has a trivial relative cotangent complex, i.e.,
induces an isomorphism on Quillen cohomology with arbitrary coefficients. Since any operad in
characteristic zero is homotopically sound (see | ]), the same result holds for any operad P
in M.

EXAMPLE 2.6.6 (Hurewicz theorem for simplicial categories). Let M = Cata be the proper
combinatorial model category of small simplicial categories. Given a fibrant simplicial category
C, let P,,(€) € Cata denote the “homotopy (n, 1)-category” of € obtained by applying the functor
cosk,, to every mapping object. Then € can be identified with the homotopy limit of the tower

and the map P,41(C) — P, (C) is a small extension for n > 2 (see | , Proposition 3.2] and
note Remark 2.2.8). We remark that the above tower may differ from the Postnikov tower of the
simplicial category C, defined in terms of truncation. Since M is left proper and combinatorial
we may consider the left Bousfield localization LaM of M whose fibrant objects are the fibrant
simplicial categories whose mapping objects are 1-truncated (e.g., localize with respect to the
maps [1]gn —> [1]. for n > 2, see Definition 3.1.3). Then we get that the adjunction M = LM

27



YONATAN HARPAZ, JOOST NUITEN AND MATAN PRASMA

satisfies the conditions of Corollary 2.6.2, and so we may conclude that a map f: ¢ — D of sim-
plicial categories is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces an isomorphism on the homotopy
(2, 1)-categories and an isomorphism on Quillen cohomology with arbitrary coefficients.

Remark 2.6.7. Let M be a left proper combinatorial model category and let
A—Y
1
fl 7 l (2.6.3)
7/

B-—Y.Xx

be a square such that the map ¥ — X decomposes as a tower
c— X, — - —Xy=X (2.6.4)

where each f,, : X;,;1 — X, is a small extension with coefficients in M,, € Sp(My,, /] x, )- Then
the space Z of derived dotted lifts in 2.6.3 can be written as an inverse homotopy limit holim,, Z,,,
where each Z,, is the space of derived lifts of A — B against X,, — X. The homotopy fibers
of Z,.1 — Z, are spaces of derived lifts in squares of the form

A—— X1

i

7 gn
B—— X,.
We may then use the Bousfield-Kan spectral sequence
B} = ms(2)

to compute the homotopy groups of Z. The obstruction theory described above yields a descrip-
tion of the F1-page of this spectral sequence as

E}' = H5' (B, A; 97 My).

In particular, Quillen cohomology groups can be used as a computational tool to determine spaces
of derived lifts (and in particular, mapping spaces in M). For example, when the tower (2.6.4)
is one of the towers arising in Examples 2.6.4, 2.6.5 and 2.6.6, the spectrum objects M; are all
Eilenberg-Maclane type spectra, constructed from the homotopy groups of the homotopy fibers
of Y — X. In that case, if the relative Quillen cohomology groups of B over A are non-trivial
only in two consecutive degrees then the spectral sequence has no non-trivial differentials and
collapses at the E'-page. We will encounter such a phenomenon in Example 3.3.11.

3. Quillen cohomology of enriched categories

In this section we will turn our attention to the case where M is the model category Catg
of categories enriched over a sufficiently nice symmetric monoidal (SM) model category S. We
will begin in §3.1 where we will use the unstable comparison result of | | in order to
identify the tangent category Te Catg at a given fibrant enriched category € in terms of lifts
against the canonical projection TS — S. In §3.2 we will use this identification to give explicit
calculations of relative and absolute cotangent complexes. In particular, when S is the category
of chain complexes over a field, we obtain an identification of the associated Quillen cohomology
in terms of the corresponding Hochschild cohomology of dg-categories, with a degree shift by
one. Another notable example of interest is when S is the category of simplicial sets, in which
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case Catg is a model for the theory of co-categories. We will discuss this example in detail in
§3.3, where we will also obtain a simple description of the tangent category Je Cato, in terms
of the twisted arrow category of C. Examples and applications to classical problems such as
detecting equivalences and splitting of homotopy idempotents are discussed at the end of that
section.

3.1 Stabilization of enriched categories
Throughout this section let us fix a SM model category S which is excellent in this sense
of | , Definition A.3.2.16] and such that every object in S is cofibrant. Furthermore, we will
fix the following two additional assumptions:

(A1) S is differentiable.

(A2) The unit object 1g is homotopy compact in the sense that the functor m Maplsl(ls, -)
sends filtered homotopy colimits to colimits of sets.

By | , Proposition A.3.2.4] (see also [ I, [ ]) there exists a combinatorial left
proper model structure on the category Catg of S-enriched categories in which the weak equiva-
lences are the Dwyer-Kan (DK) equivalences. Our goal in this section is to identify the tangent
model category Sp((Cats)e//e) at a given S-enriched category C.

Remark 3.1.1. In | , Remark A.3.2.17] it is asserted that the axioms of an excellent model
category imply that every object is cofibrant. However, it was observed elsewhere that this claim
is not completely accurate, and so we have included this additional assumption explicitly.

Remark 3.1.2. Assumptions A1l and A2 above are only used in order to establish that Catg
is differentiable. The reader who so prefers can replace these two assumptions by a the single
assumption that Catg is differentiable.

DEFINITION 3.1.3. Let S be as above. We will denote by * € Catg the category with one object
whose endomorphism object is 1g. For A € S let [1]4 € Catg denote the category with objects 0, 1
and mapping spaces Mappyy, (0,1) = A, Mapy, (1,0) = @ and Mappy, (0,0) = Map7, (1,1) = 1s.

Remark 3.1.4. The generating cofibrations for Catg are given by @ — *, as well as the maps
[1]4 — [1]s where A — B is a generating cofibration of S.

DEFINITION 3.1.5 (cf. | , 1.5.4]). Let O be a set and let W = O x O. Let Pp be the W-
colored operad in S whose algebras are the S-enriched categories with object set O (also known
as (S, O)-categories). More explicitly, Po is the symmetrization of the non-symmetric operad in
S whose objects of n-ary operations are as follows: for n > 1 the object of n-ary operations from
(x1,91), (T2,92), s (T, yn) t0 (Tx,ye) is 1g if 4 = 21,y% = yp and y; = 2441 for i =1,....n -1,
and is initial otherwise. For n = 0 the object of 0-ary operations into (x.,y.) is 1g is x. = yx and
is initial otherwise.

Remark 3.1.6. Since Po is the symmetrization of a non-symmetric operad it is automatically
>-cofibrant.

By | , Theorem 1.3] (see also erratum in | ]) the transferred model structure on
Algy,, exists. Considering O as the discrete S-category with object set O we obtain an adjunction
L :Algfpo z (Cats)o/IR (311)

where £ interprets an (S,O)-category as an S-enriched category under O, and R sends an S-

enriched category O N C under O to the (S,0)-category R(C) whose mapping spaces are
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Mapgey(z,y) = Mape(f(2), f(y)). We now claim that £ - R is a Quillen adjunction. Since
L clearly preserves weak equivalences, it will suffices to check that £ preserves cofibrations, or
equivalently that R preserves trivial fibrations. The latter follows from the fact that a trivial
fibration of enriched categories in the model structure of | , Proposition A.3.2.4] always
induces a trivial fibration on mapping objects.

Remark 3.1.7. Since £ preserves and detects weak equivalences and (Cats)o/ is left proper it
follows that Algy , is left proper. In particular, Po is stably admissible and the enveloping operad

ng is stably admissible for any S-category with set of objects O.

Since the unit of £ 4 R is an isomorphism for every object and R preserves weak equivalences
it follows that the derived unit of £ 4 R is always a weak equivalence. In particular, the derived
functor ILL is derived fully-faithful. The following lemma identifies its essential image:

LEMMA 3.1.8. Let f : O — C be an S-enriched category under O. Then the counit ve :
L(R(C)) — € (which is equivalent to the derived counit) is a weak equivalence if and only
if f is essentially surjective.

Proof. 1t is clear that the counit ve : L(R(C)) — C is always fully-faithful. The result now
follows from the fact that ve has the same essential image as f: O — C. O

Now let € be an S-enriched category and let O = Ob(C) be its set of objects. We may
naturally consider C as a category under the discrete category O. The free-forgetful Quillen
adjunction (Cats)p; £ Cats then induces an equivalence of categories

(Cats)es = ((Cats)o)e/ (3.1.2)

which furthermore identifies the slice model structures on both sides. Let Pe def ‘Pg(e) be the
enveloping operad of R(C). We will denote by

£t Algp, £ (Catg)e) R¢

the adjunction induced by £ — R after identifying Algyp, ~ (Alggp, )r(e), and (Cats)e; = ((Cats)o))e;-
We then obtain an induced Quillen adjunction

Loug  Algyt T (Cats)eyje : Raug (3.1.3)
and hence an induced Quillen adjunction
Lgp = Sp(Lgug) : Sp(Algg;;g _(_'L Sp((Cats)e//e) : Sp(ngug) =: Rgp_

ProprosITION 3.1.9. Let C be a fibrant S-category. Then the Quillen adjunction

£, Sp(Algy'®) I~ Sp((Cats)eyze) : RS,
is a Quillen equivalence.

The proof of Proposition 3.1.9 will require knowing that Catg is differentiable, an issue we
shall now address. Our first step is to verify the following:

LEMMA 3.1.10. Weak equivalences in Catg are closed under sequential colimits.

Proof. Let ¥ : N — Catg be a functor and let C = colim,yF(n). Then we have Ob(C) =
colimyey Ob(F(n)) and for each x,y € Ob(C€) there exists a minimal ng € N such that both = and
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y are in the image of F(ng) — €. If we now choose Xy, yn, € F(np) whose images in € are z
and y respectively then we have

Mape(x, y) = COhmnzno Map&"(n) (:Ena yn) (3'1'4)

where for n > ny we have denoted by x,,y, the images of x,,,yn, respectively under the map
F(ng) — F(n). Let us now consider a levelwise weak equivalence ¢ : F — F of functors
N — Catg and let f : € — €’ be the induced map on colimits. We need to show that f is
a weak equivalence, i.e., essentially surjective and homotopy fully-faithful. The fact that f is
homotopy fully-faithful follows from formula 3.1.4 since each ¢, : F(n) — F'(n) is homotopy
fully-faithful and weak equivalences in S are closed under sequential colimits (since S is excellent).
Let us now prove that f is essentially surjective. Let ' € €' be an object. Then there exists an
n € N and an object z], € F'(n) whose image in C is z’. Since ¢, : F(n) — F'(n) is essentially
surjective there exists an object x,, € F(n) such that ¢, (z,) is isomorphic to z!, in Ho(F'(n)).
It follows that the image of ¢, (x,) in Ho(C) is isomorphic to the image of !, and hence to the
image of 7', as desired. O

LEMMA 3.1.11. Let

. B

A
l ¥ (3.1.5)

e—2D
be a square in Catg. Then 3.1.5 is homotopy Cartesian if and only if it is weakly equivalent to
a square which satisfies the following three properties:

(1) For every x,y € A the induced diagram on mapping spaces in homotopy Cartesian in S.
(2) The induced square of object sets is Cartesian.
(3) Both Ho(v) : Ho(B) — Ho(D) and Ho(y) : Ho(€) — Ho(D) are iso-fibrations.

Proof. We first prove the only if direction. Observe that any homotopy Cartesian square satisfies
(1). If a square as in (3.1.5) is homotopy Cartesian then, up to weak equivalence, we may assume
that ¢ and v are fibrations with fibrant codomain and that A is the actual pullback, in which
case the square satisfies (2) and (3) by | , Theorem A.3.2.24].

We now prove the if direction. Every map f: ¢ — D in Catg can be functorially factored

as C EIN c’ ANy, where f’ is a weak equivalence and an isomorphism on object sets and f”
induces fibrations on mapping objects. In order to obtain such a factorization, apply the small
object argument with respect to the maps [1]4 — [1]p, where A — B is a generating trivial
cofibration in S. This factors f as a transfinite composition of pushouts of the trivial cofibrations
[1]4 — [1]p (which are identities on objects), followed by a map which induces fibrations on
mapping objects. In particular, given a square as in (3.1.5) which satisfies (1)-(3) above we may
replace it with a weakly equivalent square which satisfies (1)-(3) and such that D is furthermore
fibrant in Catg. We may therefore assume without loss of generality that D is fibrant.

We now observe that if f: € — D is a map such that Ho(f) is an iso-fibration and D is

fibrant then we may functorially factor f as € — €’ EiN D where f’ is a weak equivalence
and an isomorphism on object sets and f” is a local fibration in the sense of | , A.3.2.9]
and hence a fibration in Catg by | , Theorem A.3.2.24]. A square 3.1.5 satisfying (1)-(3)
can therefore be replaced by a weakly equivalent square in which both ¢ and v are fibrations,
without changing the objects of any of the categories appearing in (3.1.5). The new square now
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satisfies (1)-(3) as well. We may thus assume without loss of generality that ¢ and 1) are already
fibrations, in which case it will suffice to show that the induced map A — € xp B is a weak
equivalence. But this map is homotopy fully-faithful and induces an isomorphism on objects by
assumption, hence it is a weak equivalence.

O
COROLLARY 3.1.12. Catg is differentiable as soon as S satisfies Assumptions Al and A2 above.

Proof. In light of Lemma 3.1.10 it will suffice to show that the (relative) functor colimy :
(Catg)Y — Catg preserves homotopy pullbacks and homotopy terminal objects. We first note
that an S-enriched category € is homotopy terminal if and only if Mape(z,y) is homotopy ter-
minal in S for every x,y € C. Since S is differentiable and weak equivalences in S are closed
under sequential colimits it follows that homotopy terminal objects are closed under sequential
colimits. The same statement thus holds for Catg in view of formula 3.1.4.

We now need to show that colimy maps homotopy Cartesian diagrams to homotopy Cartesian
diagrams. By Lemma 3.1.11 it will suffice to show that colimy preserves those squares satisfying
properties (1)-(3) of Lemma 3.1.11. Property (1) follows from formula 3.1.4 and our assumption
that S is differentiable. Concerning property (2) of Lemma 3.1.11, preservation by colimy follows
from the fact that the functor € — Ob(C) preserves colimits and that sequential colimits commute
with pullbacks in the category of sets. For property (3) we first observe that the homotopy
category functor Ho : Catg — Cat preserves sequential colimits, since 1g is assumed to be
homotopy compact. It will hence suffice to show that the class of iso-fibrations in Cat is closed
under sequential colimits. Now note that the property of being an iso-fibration is simply the right
lifting property with respect to the map n: * — &, where € is the category with two objects in
which all hom sets are singletons. The desired result then follows from the fact that both * and
€ are compact in Cat. O

Having proven that Catg is differentiable, we will prove Proposition 3.1.9 using | ,
Corollary 2.4.9]. To apply the latter corollary we need to verify that the derived counit of the
induced Quillen adjunction Lgug : Algg?ég L (Cats)eye - ng‘ug becomes an equivalence after

looping finitely many times.

LEMMA 3.1.13. Let € be a fibrant S-category and let C N D -5 € be an S-category over-under
@ such that g is a fibration in Catg. Let L(R®(D)) — D be the counit map. Then the map of
derived pullbacks

h h
Cee(re(ny) € — Cxp €

is a weak equivalence in (Catg)e,. In particular, the induced map QLS (RS, (D)) — QD is a
weak equivalence in (Catg)e//c-

Proof. Let C — ® - D be a factorization of f into a trivial cofibration followed by a fibration
and let f: C = L%(R®(@)) — LE(RE(D)) be the structure map of LE(RE(D)). We note that
LE(RE(D)) € D is nothing but the full subcategory of D spanned by the image of f and that f’
is just the map f with its codomain restricted. Let €’ be the S-category sitting in the pullback
square

oL e(Re(D))
o
C D.
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Since the right vertical map is (strictly) fully-faithful it follows that the left Vertlcal map is fully-

faithful, and since the essentially surjective map i : € — € factors as € — €' —> € it follows
that €' — C is essentially surjective and hence a weak equivalence of S-categories. Now consider
the extended diagram

12

b |
T L LHRE(D)) = LERE(D))
FLob
C D=——=D

where the upper square is a pullback square. By our assumption D is fibrant and hence by | ,
Theorem A.3.2.24] we get that LE(RC(D)) is fibrant as well. Since p and p’ are fibrations bet-
ween fibrant objects it now follows that the top left square and the bottom left square are also
homotopy Cartesian. Since the two right squares are homotopy Cartesian we may conclude that
the external square is homotopy Cartesian, and so the desired result follows. O

We have now gathered enough tools to establish Proposition 3.1.9:

Proof of Proposition 3.1.9. Apply | , Corollary 2.4.9]. The required conditions are satis-
fied in light of Corollary 3.1.12 and Lemma 3.1.13. O

Having established Proposition 3.1.9 we are now in a position to use the comparison of | ,
Theorem 4.1.1] in order to compute the stabilization of Cate//e via the stabilization of AlgaUlg
For this it will be useful to recall the tensor product of S-categories ® : Catg x Catg — Catg.
By definition, if D and € are S-categories then D ® € is the S-category whose object set is the
Cartesian product Ob(D® &) = aef Ob(D) x Ob(&) and such that for every d,d' € D and e, e’ € €
we have

Mapnge ((d;e), (d',¢')) ' Mapa(d, ¢) ® Mapp (d',¢')
Since P is the symmetrization of a nonsymmetric operad, it is 3-cofibrant (as well as stably ad-
missible, by Remark 3.1.7). We therefore obtain from [ , Theorem 4.1.1] that Sp(Alg3Lug
is Quillen equivalent to Sp(Alggg)Sl).

Unwinding the definitions, we see that the S-enriched category (Pe); (i.e. the enveloping
category of €) is the tensor product C°P ® C, and that the C-module C°? ® € — S associated to
(Pe)o is just the mapping space functor Mape : C°?® € — S. Composing adjunction (3.1.3) with
the augmented free-forgetful adjunction associated to (Pe)<; — Pe, we obtain an adjunction

Foug * Ale(ys), = Fun(C @ €, 8)vtap, j/Mape <2 (Cats)esje  Giug (3.1.6)

where SSug sends a category C I D % € to the functor 9§ug(®)(x,y) = Mapy (f(x), f(y)).
From the above considerations, we can thus conclude the following:

THEOREM 3.1.14. Let S be as above and let C be a fibrant S-enriched category. Then the
adjunction

F§, : Thtape Fun(CP ® €,8) T~ TJe Cats : 5§,
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induced by (3.1.6) is a Quillen equivalence.

Remark 3.1.15. When S is the category of simplicial sets endowed with the Kan-Quillen model
structure, a variant of Corollary 3.1.14 was described by Dwyer and Kan in [ , Proposition
6.3] (without an explicit proof). This variant pertained to simplicial categories with a fixed
set of objects, and considered the corresponding category of abelian group objects, rather than
stabilization. We note that when the set of objects is not fixed, the analogue of the above theorem
for abelian group objects is false. For example, if € is a simplicial category and A is an abelian
group then A x € is naturally an abelian group object in (Catg) Je, but the associated functor
€ x € — S is the trivial abelian group object of Fun(C ® €,S),1ap,- One may consider this
as an additional motivation to work with spectrum objects as opposed to abelian group objects.

Since every object in the enriching model category S is cofibrant, we have that S is tractable.
By | , Corollary 3.2.2] we may conclude that the tangent model category TS is tensored
and cotensored over S. Furthermore, by Remark 2.1.4 we may identify Tyfap, Fun(C? ® C,S)
with the category of S-enriched lifts

.7 L
7 i ™

op .
CP®C Nape S
endowed with the projective model structure. To sum up, Theorem 3.1.14 can also be read as
follows:

COROLLARY 3.1.16. Let S be as above and let C be a fibrant S-category. Then the tangent model
category Te Catg is Quillen equivalent to the model category Funf’s((i"’p ® C,TS) consisting of S-
enriched functors C°°? ® ¢ — TS which sit above the mapping space functor Mape : CP®€C — S.

Let us now consider the special case where S is stable. Combining Corollary 2.1.6 and
Theorem 3.1.14 we obtain the following:

COROLLARY 3.1.17. Let S be as above and assume in addition that S is stable. Then for every
fibrant S-enriched category C the tangent model category Te Catg is naturally Quillen equivalent
to the functor category Fun(C° ® €, S).

Remark 3.1.18. A prime example of Corollary 3.1.17 is when S is the category of chain complexes
over a field, in which case Catg is the category of dg-categories. In this case we may phrase
the above computation as follows: the tangent model category Te Catg is Quillen equivalent to
the category of C-bimodules, also known as correspondences from € to itself.

3.2 The cotangent complex of enriched categories

Throughout this section, we will assume that S is an excellent model category with only cofibrant
objects satisfying conditions (A1) and (A2) from the beginning of Section 3. Our goal in this
section is to compute the cotangent complex

Le = LEZ(€) € Sp((Cats)eyye),

of an S-enriched category €, or, more precisely, its image under the right Quillen equivalence
Sgp : Te Catg — Tap, Fun(C°? ® C,S) of Theorem 3.1.14.
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ProPOSITION 3.2.1. Let C be a fibrant S-enriched category. Then there is a natural weak equi-
valence

9@ : LMape [_1] i’ Rggp(L@)
in the model category Tnap, Fun(C°P ® €,S). In other words, under the equivalence of Theorem

3.1.14 we may identify the cotangent complex of C with the desuspension of the cotangent
complex of Map¢ € Fun(C ® €, S)/ pap,. -

COROLLARY 3.2.2. Under the equivalence of Corollary 3.1.16, the image of the cotangent complex
Le € Te Catg in Fun/SS(GOP ® C,TS) is weakly equivalent to the desuspension of the composite
functor

100
erpe s L, T8,
Proof. Combine Proposition 3.2.1 with Corollary 3.1.16 and Remark 2.1.5. O
Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition 3.2.1, let us point out a few notable cases.

COROLLARY 3.2.3. Let S be the category of simplicial sets endowed with the Kan-Quillen model
structure and let C be a fibrant simplicial category. Then the image of the cotangent complex
Le € TeCatg in Fum/SS(GOp x ©,TS) is the functor C°? x € — T8 which associates to each

(z,y) € C°P x € the parametrized spectrum over Mape(x,y) which is constant with value S[-1].

When S is stable, Corollary 3.1.17 identifies the tangent category Te Catg with the category
of functors C°? @ € — S. In this case, Proposition 3.2.1 can be combined with Corollary 2.1.6
to give the following:

COROLLARY 3.2.4. Let S and C be as above and assume in addition that S is stable. Then
the functor C°? @ € — S associated to the cotangent complex Le is the functor (z,y) ~

Mape(z, y)[-1].

A special case of interest is when S is the category of chain complexes over a field, in which
case Catg is the model category of dg-categories:

COROLLARY 3.2.5. The Quillen cohomology HZ?(G,S") of a dg-category C with coefficients in
a bimodule F can be identified with the corresponding (shifted) Hochschild cohomology
HH**1(€,F) (defined via the bar complex, see e.g. [ , 5.4]).

The proof of Proposition 3.2.1 will require a few preliminaries. Let € be a fibrant S-category.
Since the adjunction S"gp - Sgp of Theorem 3.1.14 is a Quillen equivalence it will suffice to
construct a weak equivalence

LIS, (Lvtap,) — Le[1]. (3.2.1)
To do this, we will make use of the tensor product of S-categories ® : Catg x Catg — Catg. Recall
that while ® is a close symmetric monoidal product on Catg, it is not compatible with the model
structure. However, since every object in S is cofibrant, the functor (-) ® € : Catg — Catg does
preserve weak equivalences and by | , Theorem A.3.5.14] it also preserve homotopy colimits.
The unit of ® is the category * € Catg which has a single object whose endomorphism object is
1g. To avoid confusion, we warn the reader that * is generally not the terminal object of Catg,
unless 1g is terminal in S. For any S-category €, the functor

(=) ®C:Sp((Cats).;.) — Sp((Cats)ey/e) (3.2.2)
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sending * —> X¢¢ —> * to € — X,e ® € —> € preserves levelwise weak equivalences and
suspension spectra. The functor 3.2.2 also preserves the following slightly more general class of
equivalences:

DEFINITION 3.2.6. For any model category M, a strong equivalence of suspension spectra
isamap f: X — Y in Sp(M) between suspension spectra such that fp,, : Xpn — Y, is a
weak equivalence for all n >> 0.

Now let L, = & (+1[*) ~ L, € Sp((Cats).//«) be a suspension spectrum model for the
cotangent complex of * such that (L)oo = * [ * (see [ , Corollary 2.3.3]). Since L, ® C is
a suspension spectrum with €[] € in degree (0,0), the adjoint map Le = 2*°(CI[C) — L, ® €
is a stable weak equivalence by | , Lemma 2.3.2]. We may therefore use L, ® € as a model
for Le.

We shall now show that the spectrum L?SP(LMap ) appearing on (3.2.1) can also be obtained
from a suitable spectrum object in (Cats).//. by tensoring with C. To do this we will first find
another way to describe the functor ?Sug : Fun(C°P ® C, S)Mapg // Mape — (Cats)ey/e from which
S"gp is induced upon passing to spectrum objects. Let [1]g := [1]14 be as in Definition 3.1.3.
The natural map * [[ * — [1]s, which can be identified with [1]gg — [1]ig, is a cofibration in
Catg, and in particular [1]g is cofibrant. Consider the Quillen adjunction

A Fun(C% @ C, S)nap, / £ (Cats)[1]sec) : P

defined as follows. If f : C? ® € — S is a functor under Mape then A(f) is the S-enriched
category whose set of objects is {0,1} x Ob(€) and whose mapping spaces are given by

Mape(z,y) =]
A 2), (Ghy)) =1 flzy)  (4,4) =(0,1)
s (Za.]) = (170)

Composition of morphisms is defined using the functoriality of f in C°°? ® €. This construction
sends Mape to [1]s ® € and A therefore sends a functor under Mape to a functor under [1]g ® C.

In the other direction, if [1]s ® € — D is an object of (Cats)[1]gee/ then p(¢) is given by

p(L)(l‘, y) = MapD(L(Oa $)7 L(]-a y))
which admits a natural map from Mape. It follows immediately from this description that p is a
right Quillen functor.

Now consider the induced adjunction on augmented objects

)\aug : Fun(eop ® 67 S)Map@ // Mape z (Cats)[l]s@)@//[l]s@(? : Paug-

Since both A and p preserve initial objects, the formulas for A\,¢ and paug are the same as those
for A and p. It follows that both \,ue and pa.e preserve weak equivalences between arbitrary
objects, and thus can be applied without deriving.

To get from enriched categories over-under [1]s ® € to enriched categories over-under €, note
that the map [1]g — * induces a map p: [1]g ® € — C, associated to which is an adjunction

aug |

pi o (Cats)gees/1]see <~ (Cats)ey/e * Paug-

Here the left adjoint p"® sends an S-category D over-under [1]g®C to the S-category C see D
over-under €, and the right adjoint pj,,, sends an S-category D over-under C to the S-category
([1]s ® €) xe¢ D over-under [1]g ® C. The category ([1]s ® C) xe¢ D has object set {0,1} x Ob(D)
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and for z,y € C whose images in D are x’,y’ respectively we have
Map([l]s®@)><eg)((0,$,), (Lyl)) = Map[l]g@@((ov x)? (17y)) XMape(z,y) MapD(xlv y/)
= Mapg (2”,y/).
In particular, the value of the composite paug(Phug (€ D €)) € Fun(C° ® €, S)Mape // Mape

is naturally isomorphic to (z,y) — Mapqp(e(x),c(y)) (as functors over-under Mape). In other
words, the diagram of right Quillen functors

e
9aug

Fun(eop ® evs)MapC //Mape (CatS)G//@

k A%ug

(Cats)jsee//[1]s0e

commutes up to a natural isomorphism. It follows that the corresponding diagram of left adjoints
commutes as well, i.e., we can write our functor ?Sug as a composition ’J"Sug = p?ug)\aug. In particu-

lar, for every functor f: C°? ® € — S over-under Mape we have that Lffgug( f) = Lp{"® Xaug (M).
Having identified the left Quillen functor CT’"Sug in these terms, we can express the left hand

term L?SP(LMape) of (3.2.1) as follows:
LEMMA 3.2.7. There is an equivalence in Sp((Cats)e//e) of the form
LIS, (Lntap,) = £ (* 11 A) ®C
[1]s

where A = [1]14111¢ is considered as a category over-under [1]g, and ¥ (* A
as a spectrum object in (Catg)./.)-

s .A) is considered

Proof. Before taking suspension spectra, we may compute at the level of augmented objects:

LSSUg(Map@ H Map@) = Lp!augAaug(Map@ LI Map@)

h
~Lpi"¥(A®C)~C [] [AeC]= ®C

[1]s®C

* I_I A

[1]s

The last equivalence follows from the preservation of homotopy colimits by (-) ® € and the fact
that [1]s — A is a cofibration. Since left Quillen functors commute with taking suspension
spectra, we conclude that

L?Sp(LMap@) = L?gp(zoo (Mape [ [ Mapg))

* I_I‘/{

[1]s

as asserted. O

= 200(]L'gjaeug(l\/[a‘pe H Map@)) & 3% (

Rather than working with X (* s

consider a suspension spectrum model & (* s A) € Sp(Cat, /. ) whose degree (0,0) object
is the cofibrant object * [11}4 A. As before, such a choice of a suspension spectrum model induces

a stable weak equivalence X ([* s A] ® G) — (>e L

A), we may apply | , Corollary 2.3.3] and

S A) ® C. In particular, we have a
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stable equivalence

=~ (* 11 A) ® € = LIS, (Lntape )-
[1]s
We are now in the position to prove Proposition 3.2.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.2.1. Having written both sides of (3.2.1) as the image of a spectrum object
in (Catg).//. under tensoring with €, we see that in order to construct the natural equivalence
of the form (3.2.1) it will suffice to construct a natural strong equivalence of suspension spectra
(see Definition 3.2.6)

poha (* L[ A) = Z*[l].
[1]s
As A= [1]g . q1+[1]s we get that

*[%[A:*U[l]s [I0s 2+ [T s.

[1]S * [ * * [ *
Let [1]g € Catg be the S-enriched category with objects 0 and 1 and all mapping spaces equal

to 1g € S. Let [1]g & & > [1]g be a factorization of the natural map [1]g — [1]g into a
cofibration followed by a trivial fibration. Since the map *[[* — [1]g is a cofibration we get
that the map ][ * — € is a cofibration. Because Catg is left proper and [1]g ~ *, we have that

S(#1I#) ~* I« € The maps + [+ — [1]s 2, & =5 % now induce a map

vix [JAz* [J[1]ls —* [] €22(+]]*) (3.2.4)
[1]s * [ * * [T *

in (Cats).//«- We note that the S-enriched category *[I,(1.[1]s can be identified with the

free S-enriched category generated by a single object and single endomorphism of that object,

while *[],y. € is the free S-enriched category generated by a single object and single self-

equivalence of that object. The map v is the natural map between these two universal objects.

Since L,[1] = %" (2(* I *)), it will now suffice to show that the map

S (w): 27 (* 11 [1]5) — ¥ (* 11 8)
* [ * * [T *
is a strong equivalence of suspension spectra (see Definition 3.2.6). In fact, we will show that
v becomes a weak equivalence after a single suspension, or, equivalently, that for every D €
(Catg).//« the induced map

v MaplgCats)*//* (* ][[I g’@) — Map}(jCats)*//* (* ]ﬁI [1]879) (3.2.5)
of pointed spaces becomes a weak equivalence after looping. For this it will suffice to show
that (3.2.5) is a (—1)-truncated map of spaces (after forgetting the base point), i.e., that each
of its homotopy fibers is either empty or contractible. In other words, we will show that the
map * [[,7.[1]s — #* Ll«11« € is (-1)-cotruncated. To this end, observe that the latter map
is the homotopy cobase change in (Catg), /. of the map [1]s I * — E1I *, and so it will suffice
to show that the map 7 : [1]s — & is (-1)-cotruncated in (Catg),.. Since 7 is a cofibration
between cofibrant objects this is equivalent to the assertion that the fold map € [[[;)3 € — € isa
weak equivalence in (Catg) /+» or, equivalently, that any of the two canonical maps & — €14 €
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is a weak equivalence in (Cats),, (or in Catg). But this now follows from the invertibility
hypothesis assumed on S (see | , Definition A.3.2.16]) since 7 classifies a morphism of €
which is invertible in Ho(&) (see | , Remark A.3.2.14]). O

It will be useful to record the following enhanced version of Proposition 3.2.1, which allows
one to compute relative cotangent complexes as well. We first note that the Quillen equivalence
of Theorem 3.1.14 is natural in C. Indeed, if f: € — D is a map of S-enriched categories and
p:CPQREC — D? @D is the induced map then we have a commutative square of Quillen
adjunctions

3“(3

aug

(CatS)C’//C - 5 Fun(eop ® C, S)Mape //Mape

95\1g
i A
S:'D
aug
(CatS)D//D — Fun(DOP ® D, S)MaprD // Map,

9aug
Here fi 4 f*, as in §2.1, is the adjunction induced on over-under objects by the identity ad-
junction of Catg (see (3.1.2)), and ¢ 4 ¢* is the adjunction induced on over-under objects by
the restriction-left Kan extension adjunction Fun(C°? ® €,S) T Fun(D° ® D, S). Applying the
stabilization functor we obtain a commutative diagram of Quillen adjunctions

g’@

Te Cats TMapC Fun(@"p ®C S) (3.2.6)
9

f]pl_'TfS*p ‘,}.D ‘vapl_‘ngp

Tp Cats (‘TMapD Fun(D°? @ D, S)
SSp

where the horizontal Quillen adjunctions are the Quillen equivalences of Theorem 3.1.14 associ-
ated to C and D respectively. We then have the following generalization of Proposition 3.2.1:

COROLLARY 3.2.8. Let f:C — D be a map of S-enriched categories. Then there is a natural
weak equivalence

S = S
07+ Ly (Latape[-1]) — G5 LAy (Le)
in the model category Tyiap,, Fun(DP ® D, S).

Proof. By Proposition 3.2.1 we have a natural weak equivalence ¢ : Lytap, [—1] = Sgp(L@), and
since ?gp - SSP is a Quillen equivalence we may consider instead the adjoint weak equivalence

gad L&"gp(LMape) —> Le[1]. Using the commutativity of (3.2.6) we obtain a natural weak
equivalence

S
fpad

Po
LIE Loy (Ltape) = LfTPLIE, (Lntape ) — = Lf P (Le[1])

Using the fact that SFSp - gsp is a Quillen equivalence and Sgp preserves weak equivalences we
then obtain an adjoint equivalence

07 : Lo} (Ltape [-1]) — G8,Lf ™ (Le)
as desired. O
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COROLLARY 3.2.9. Let f: € — D be a map of S-enriched categories. Then there is a natural
homotopy cofiber sequence

9?p(L‘D/€) - H—‘QD!SP(LMape) - LMaprD
in the model category Tniap,, Fun(DP ® D, S).

Proof. By Corollary 2.2.11 the middle term of the above sequence can be identified with the
Sgp]Lgo!Sp(L@[l]), while the last term is given by SSQP(LD[I]) by Proposition 3.2.1. This identifies
the above sequence with the image of the cofiber sequence Lpje — Lgo!Sp(Le[l]) — Lp[1]
under the equivalence S%Jp. ]

Let us now exploit Corollary 3.2.9 to compute the cotangent complex of associative alge-
bras in S. The functor £ : Alg(S) — (Cats),; of (3.1.1) sends an associative algebra object
A to the pointed S-enriched category consisting of a single object whose endomorphism alge-
bra is A. Adopting a similar notation as in Section 2.4 let us denote this pointed category by
BA, = L(A) € (Cats),; and denote by BA the underlying unpointed category of BA.. By the
commutation of X% with left Quillen functors we may deduce that L4 and Ly, have equivalent
images in Tga Catg, and by Proposition 2.2.10 this image can be identified with the relative
cotangent complex of the base point inclusion * — BA.

We note that Fun(BA°? @ BA,S) = BiMod 4(S) can simply be identified with the category
of A-bimodules. Let us denote the underlying A-bimodule of A by 4A4 and the underlying left
(resp. right) A-module of A by 4 A (resp. A4). Using Corollary 3.1.16 we may identify the tangent
model category T4 Alg(S) with the fiber of BiMod4(TS) — BiMod 4(S) over the A-bimodule
AAA. Applying Corollary 3.2.9 to the inclusion g : * — B A we now obtain the following corollary:

COROLLARY 3.2.10. Let A be an associative algebra object in S. There exists a natural homotopy
cofiber sequence

G50 La — LI (4A® Ag) — LET(444) (3.2.7)
in the model category Sp(BiModa(S)4//4)-

Proof. Let ¢ : + — BA°® @ BA be the map induced by * — BA. Then ¢ : S — BiMod, is
just the free A-bimodule functor, and hence (1) 2 4A ® A4. The result is now revealed as a
particular case of Corollary 3.2.9. O

Remark 3.2.11. When S is stable, the cofiber sequence 3.2.7 can be written as
Ly— A’®@A— A (3.2.8)

where we view all objects as A-bimodules. This is the n = 1 case of the cofiber sequence appearing
in | , Theorem 7.3.5.1] and in [ , Theorem 1.1]. When tensored with the A-bimodule
A one obtained a long exact sequence relating the Quillen cohomology and Hochschild coho-
mology of A.

EXAMPLE 3.2.12. When S = C(k) is the category of chain complexes over a field k, A is a
discrete algebra and M is a discrete A-bimodule, the cofiber sequence (3.2.8) identifies the Quillen
cohomology groups Hg)(A, M) for n > 1 with the Hochschild cohomology group HH"*Y(A, M).
For n = 0 we obtain instead a surjective map fp : H%(A,M) — HH'(A, M). Unwinding the
definitions we see that H%(A, M) is the group of derivations A —s M, HH!(A, M) is the group
of derivations modulo the inner derivations, and fy is the natural map between these two types
of data.
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ExaMPLE 3.2.13. Let S be the category of simplicial sets with the Kan-Quillen model struc-
ture. Then associative algebras in S are the same as simplicial monoids. As explained above
we may identify the tangent model category T4 Alg(S) at a given monoid A with the fiber of
BiMod4(TS) — BiMod4(S) over the A-bimodule A. Unwinding the definitions we may des-
cribe such objects as parametrized spectra {Z,},c4 over A, together with a suitably compatible
collections of maps Z, — Zp4. for b, ¢ € A. In other words, we may consider objects in T4 Alg(S)
as (A°" x A)-equivariant parametrized spectra over A (in the naive sense). Under this
identification, the right most term in (3.2.7) is the constant sphere spectrum a — X°({a}) =S
and the middle term is the parametrized spectrum a + X%°(m~*(a)) where m~!(a) denotes the
homotopy fiber of the multiplication map m : A x A — A over a point a € A. We may thus
identify the cotangent complex of A with the equivariant family {Z,}4c4 in which Z, is given by
the homotopy fiber of the map of spectra ¥£°(m '(a)) — £°({a}). One can also think of Z,
as the “coreduced” suspension spectrum of the homotopy fiber m‘l(a).

3.3 Simplicial categories and oo-categories

In this subsection we will consider in further detail the example where S is the category of
simplicial sets endowed with the Kan-Quillen model structure. In this case Catg is a model
for the theory of co-categories, for which a well-developed theory is available, notably in the
setting of Joyal’s model structure on simplicial sets. We will use this theory to give a simplified
description of the tangent oco-category Te Cate, at a fixed oo-category € in terms of functors out
of its twisted arrow category. As an application, we show how this description can be used
to give an obstruction theory for splitting homotopy idempotents.

Recall from | | that we have a Quillen equivalence
¢:Setp £ Catg: N
where Seta is the category of simplicial sets endowed with the Joyal model structure. If C is
a fibrant simplicial category, then the counit map e : €(NC) — € is a weak equivalence, in

which case the natural map &’ : €(NC x NC) — €°P x € is a weak equivalence as well. The
straightening and unstraightening functors of | , §2.2] then give a Quillen equivalence

Ster : (Seta)Neorxne <= Fun(€” x €,8) : Uns

where (Set A)%Veopre is the category of simplicial sets over NC°P? xNC endowed with the covariant
model structure (see [ , §2]). Let Tw(NC) be the twisted arrow category of NC, equipped
with its canonical left fibration m : Tw(NC) — NC° x NC (see [ , Construction 5.2.1.1,
Proposition 5.2.1.3], and note that we are using the opposite convention of loc.cit.). We then
have a weak equivalence 3 : St./(m) — Mape (see | , Proposition 5.2.1.11)). It follows that
the induced adjunction

(Ster) g+ ((Seta)iNeorxne)m/fm <= Fan(€ x €, S)rap, //Map, * (Uner)gy/s

is a Quillen equivalence as well. Theorem 3.1.14 now implies that the tangent model category
Te Catg is Quillen equivalent to Sp((SetX” /neorxne)m//m)- Let us now consider the category
(SetAﬁova(Ne) of simplicial sets over Tw(NC) endowed with the covariant model structure. The
left Quillen functor (SetA)7?f’W(Ne) — (SetA)71(<IVeopre postcomposing with m naturally lifts to
a left Quillen functor

mi : (Seta) Ty nve) — ((SetA)%veopre)

Furthermore, m is an equivalence on the underlying categories, which is in fact a left Quillen

/m’
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equivalence. Indeed, both model structures have the same cofibrations and since every object
is cofibrant we see that m; preserves weak equivalences. We may therefore consider my as a
left Bousfield localization functor. Since m, detects weak equivalences between fibrant objects
by | , Remark 2.2.3.3], it follows that this left Bousfield localization must be an equivalence.
Using the sequence of Quillen equivalences

(Seta)™ rweve) = ((Seta)Reomave), = Fun(C® x €,S) npap,

/m
we conclude from Theorem 3.1.14 that the tangent model category Te Catg is Quillen equi-
valent to Sp((SetCAOV /TW(N@))*). Furthermore, Proposition 3.2.1 implies that the image of the
cotangent complex Le in the model category Sp ((Set‘fV /TW(N@))*) is weakly equivalent to the
shifted cotangent complex Lypyney[—1] of the object Tw(NEC), considered as a (final) object
of the covariant model category (Seta)®";rw(ne)- Since (Set}” ) rw(ne))oo 18 equivalent to the
oco-category of functors from Tw(NC) to the co-category So, of spaces, the above considerations
can be summarized by the following corollary (taking into account Corollary 3.2.2):

COROLLARY 3.3.1. Let C be a fibrant simplicial category. Then the underlying oo-category of
Te Catg is equivalent to the oo-category of functors

Tw(NC) — Sp(S«) = Spectra

from the twisted arrow category of NC to the oo-category of spectra. The cotangent complex of
C is identified with the constant functor Tw(NC) — Spectra on the desuspension S[-1] of the
sphere spectrum.

COROLLARY 3.3.2. Let F : Tw(N€) — Spectra be a functor and let My € Sp((Cats)e//c) be
the corresponding object under the equivalence of Corollary 3.3.1. Then the Quillen cohomology
group Hg(G;Mg) is naturally isomorphic to the (—n — 1)’th homotopy group of the spectrum
limJF. In particular, if C is a discrete category and F is a diagram of Eilenberg-MacLane spectra

corresponding to a functor F' : Tw(€) —> Ab, then the Quillen cohomology group Hg(@; My) is

naturally isomorphic to the (n + 1)’th derived functor lim™*! F'.

Proof. By definition we have Hp(C; My) = mo Mabp}}e Catg (Le, Mz[n]). By Corollary 3.3.1 this
can be identified with

70 Map i (rw(ne) sp(sw ) (S[-11, Fn]) =

~ T Map}Flhn(Tw(NC),Sp(Sm)) (g[_n - 1], ?) EM_p-1 lim &F

where S denotes the constant diagram with value the sphere spectrum. O

Remark 3.3.3. Given a diagram M : Tw(C) — Sp the oco-category Q°°(M) can be described
informally as the oo-category whose

— objects are pairs (X,n) with X € € and 7 is a map n: 8[-1] — M (Idx).

— Maps from (X,n) to (X',n") are pairs (f, H) where f: X — X' is a map in C and H is a

homotopy between the two resulting maps f.n, f*n' : 8[-1] — M(f).

Similarly, given an o € Map(8[-1],limpy ey M[1]) = Mape(C, Q2% M[1]), we can describe the
small extension p, : €, —> € corresponding to « as follows: the objects of C, are pairs (X,n)
with X € € and 7 is a null-homotopy of the Idx component agq, : 8[-1] — M (Idx)[1] of a.
Maps from (X,n) to (X',n") are pairs (f, H) where f: X — X' is a map in € and H is a
homotopy between the two resulting null homotopies f.n, f*n" of oy : 8[-1] — M (f)[1].
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ExaMPLE 3.3.4. Let € be a stable oo-category. Consider the functor given informally by
M Tw(€x €) — Sp; [(X,Y) — (Z,W)] = Map(Y, 2)

where Map(—, —) denotes the canonical enrichment of € is spectra. Using Remark 3.3.3 we may
identify Q% (M) — € x € with the projection 7 : D — € x € where D is the co-category of fiber
sequences in C and 7(X — EF —Y) = (X,Y).

Similarly, if we let € denote the oco-category of Cartesian squares in €, then the functor
e — @A given by restricting along the inclusion A% ¢ A! x Al is a small extension. The
coefficient object of this small extension is the functor

N (A—B-L0)
N:Tw(C*) — Sp; | l |~ Map(cof(f),fib(g))-
(X—>Y—Z2)

The class « is given by the shifted section which sends (A — B R C)— (X Ly —Zz ) to
the composite cof (f)[-1] ~fib(f) — B — Y — cof(g) ~ fib(g)[1].

Remark 3.3.5. When C is a simplicial category of the form BA for a fibrant simplicial monoid A
the twisted arrow category Tw(NBA) can be loosely described as the co-category whose objects
are the points a € A and such that morphisms from a to a’ are given by a pair of points b, c
and a path from bac to a’ in A. In this case we may identify functors from Tw(NBA) to spectra
as (A°P x A)-equivariant parametrized spectra over A (see Example 3.2.13). In the special case
where A = G is a simplicial group the co-category NBG is a Kan complex and the projection
Tw(NBG) — NBG is an equivalence. We may then identify functors Tw(NBG) — Spectra
with (naive) G-equivariant spectra. Though this is consistent with the computation of §2.4, we
warn the reader that the equivalence between the tangent category at G and G-spectra obtained
in this way differs from the corresponding equivalence obtained in §2.4 by a shift. Indeed, given
a spectrum object in sGrg/)¢ we may generate from it either a parametrized spectrum over the
classifying space of G using the functor W, or a parametrized spectrum over the underlying
space of (G, by using the forgetful functor sGr — S. Identifying the forgetful functor with the
objectwise loop of W we see that the fibers of the latter, which is used in the comparison above,
are the shifts of the fibers of the former, on which the comparison of §2.4 is based. In particular,
when A = G is a simplicial group the cofiber sequence (3.2.7) reduces to a shift of the cofiber
sequence (2.4.3) (see also Remark 2.4.3).

Now let f: € — D be a map of simplicial categories and let v: Tw(NC) — Tw(ND) and
p:CPxC — D°P xD be the induced maps. Then we obtain a commutative diagram of left
Quillen functors

Fun(€(Tw(NE)), S) <2— (Seta )%, ey — = Fun(C% x €, 8)  nap,

€(’7)1L “/!l sozl

Fun(€(Tw(ND)),S) <;—t (SetA)‘/x%’w(ND) —— Fun(D? x D, S) /Map,,

Here €(y); is the left Kan extension functor, ¢y is the functor induced by left Kan exten-
sion on over objects and < is given by post-composing with . In particular, L¢ Mape €
Fun(DP x D, 8) /pap,, is weakly equivalent to the image of v € (SetA)?rVw(N@) under the bottom
right horizontal equivalence, while Mapy, is weakly equivalent to the image of Idp(np). Using
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this, the cofiber sequence of Corollary 3.2.9 can be identified with the cofiber sequence in
Sp((SetA)%’W(ND)) of the form

Lije — X7 (7) — X7 (Idpyw () ) (3.3.1)

where L) /e is the image of Lpe under the equivalence of Corollary 3.3.1. We may therefore
conclude the following:

COROLLARY 3.3.6. Let f : € — D be a map of fibrant simplicial categories such that the induced
map v : Tw(NC) — Tw(ND) is coinitial. Then the relative cotangent complex of f vanishes.

Remark 3.3.7. Recall that a map p: X — Y of simplicial sets is said to be coinitial if p°P is
cofinal, i.e., if p is equivalent to the terminal object in (SetA)joy" (cf. [ , Definition 4.1.1.1]).
This notion appears in the literature under various names, including right cofinal, and initial.
By the oco-categorical Quillen theorem A (see, e.g., | , Theorem 4.1.3.1]) amap p: X — Y
where Y is an oo-category is coinitial if and only if for every object y € Y the simplicial set
X xy Y}, is weakly contractible.

Remark 3.3.8. The cofiber sequence of (3.3.1) can also be straightened to obtain a cofiber se-
quence of functors €(Tw(ND)) — Sp(S.) of the form

Lty — €(7i(S) — S (3.3.2)

where L /e is the straightening of the object L, /e appearing in (3.3.1) and S is the constant
diagram on the sphere spectrum. Corollary 3.3.6 can be seen in this context by using the straig-
htened oco-categorical Quillen theorem A (see Remark 3.3.7), namely, the fact that a map is
coinitial if and only if the left Kan extension of the constant diagram is weakly constant.

EXAMPLE 3.3.9 (Detecting equivalences). Let [1]g = [1]a0 (see Definition 3.1.3), let [1]g be
the simplicial category with two objects 0,1 and such that all mapping spaces are A and let
[1]s — & — [1]g be a factorization of the natural map [1]s — [1]g into a cofibration followed
by a trivial fibration. Then the twisted arrow category of N([1]g) = Al is the “cospan category”
* —> % «<— * (and is hence weakly contractible) and the twisted arrow category of NE& is
categorically equivalent to A® (and is hence “strongly” contractible). It then follows from the oo-
categorical Quillen theorem A (see Remark 3.3.7) that the induced map Tw(A!) — Tw(NE) is
coinitial, and hence the map [1]g — €& has a trivial relative cotangent complex by Corollary 3.3.6.
Note that functors [1]g — € correspond to morphisms in €, and that such a functor extends to
€ up-to-homotopy if and only if the corresponding morphism is invertible. As in Example 2.6.6
let P>(€) be the homotopy (2, 1)-category of €, so that the map € — P»(C) can be decomposed
as a tower of small extensions. Given a commutative square

[1]Js ——=¢C

l L7 (3.3.3)
el —> Py(0)

Corollary 2.6.1 implies that (3.3.3) has a contractible space of derived lifts. In particular, this
yields an obstruction theoretic proof of the (well-known) fact that a morphism in € is invertible
if and only if it is invertible in the homotopy (2, 1)-category of €. We expect that a similar result
can be obtained concerning the question of when a morphism in an (oo, 2)-category admits an
adjoint.
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Remark 3.3.10. Example 3.3.9 implies, in particular, that any localization map
e — e[w]

of simplicial categories (or oo-categories) has a trivial relative cotangent complex. Indeed, such
a map can be obtained as an iterated pushout of the map [1]g — &.

The following example is inspired by ideas of Charles Rezk:

ExAaMPLE 3.3.11 (Splitting of homotopy idempotents). Let Idem be the category with one ob-
ject xg € Idem and one non-identity morphism f : xg — x¢ such that fo f = f. If Cis a
simplicial category then a derived map Idem — € corresponds to an object x € € equipped
with a homotopy coherent idempotent x — z (see | , §4.4.5]). The twisted arrow ca-
tegory Tw(Idem) admits the following explicit description: if we denote by M = Endigem (o) =
{1, f}, then Tw(Idem) is the category with two objects 1, f € Tw(Idem) (corresponding to
the morphisms 1, f of Idem), and such that Endrpy(1gem) (f) =M x M, Endry(1dem)(1) = 1 and
Homry (1dem) (1, f) = MxM~{(1,1)}. If F: Tw(Idem) — Ab is a functor from the twisted arrow
category to abelian groups then F (?) is an M x M-module and we may canonically decompose
it as
F(f)=A00®Ao1 ® A10® A1

such that the action of (f,1) and (1,f) on Ay, is given by multiplication by A, € {0,1}
respectively. Given an element b € F(1) the maps (f,1),(1,f),(f,f) : 1 — f send b into
A1pg® Ar 1, Ao @ A1q and A 1, respectively, and the composition rule of Tw(Idem) translates
into the condition that the projection of the image of b to Ay should be the same in all three
cases. In particular, we may identify the category Fun(Tw(Idem), Ab) with the category of tuples
(B, A070, A(]’l, Al’(], A1,1790,1> 91,0, 91,1) where 9i,j is a map from B to Ai,j- Under this equivalence
the functor lim : Fun(Tw(Idem), Ab) — Ab takes a tuple as above to

Ker[(g0,1,91,0) : B —> Ag1 ® A1].

It follows that the total derived functor of lim takes a tuple as above to the chain complex
B — Ap1 ® Ao where B sits in degree 0 and Ag; @ A; sits in degree —1. In particular, the
higher derived functors lim"™ vanish for n # 0,1. By Corollary 3.3.2 we may conclude that if
M € Sp((Cats)1dem //1dem) 18 an object corresponding to a functor Tw(Idem) — Ab then the
Quillen cohomology groups Hg(ldem; M) vanish for n # -1, 0. This observation has the following
concrete consequence: recall that if € is a simpicial category and P»(C) is the homotopy (2,1)-
category of € then a derived map Idem — P5(€) corresponds to an object x € P»(C) together
with a map f’:x — x and a homtopy h: f'o f' = f’ such that the diagram

fofiof™ oy
f/ohj jh (3.3.4)
flof —t—F'
commutes in the groupoid Mapp, (e)(x, x). Given such a “partially coherent” homotopy idempo-
tent F : Idem — P»(C), the derived space of lifts Z = Map?PZ(e)(Idem, C) in the diagram

7
Ve
7
Ve

Idem —— P»(C)
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can be considered as the space of fully coherent structures one can put on F, extending the partial
coherent structure we started with. When N€ is idempotent complete (see | , §4.4.5]) we can
also identify Z with the space of splittings of the homotopy idempotent F (i.e., retract diagrams
in NC whose induced idempotent is F). Factoring the map 7 : € — P5(C€) as a sequence of small
extensions as in Example 2.6.6 one may use the spectral sequence of Remark 2.6.7 to compute the
homotopy groups of Z. By the above computation it follows that if F is a functor from Tw(Idem)
to spectra such that (1) and F(f) are spectra which have trivial homotopy groups in dimension
#n then Hg(ldem, F) is trivial for k # —n,—n — 1. Since the coefficient spectra appearing in the
factorization of m are exactly of this form this implies that the spectral sequence cannot support
any non-trivial differentials for degree reasons, and hence collapses at the E'-page.

The coefficient spectra appearing in the E;-term are all 2-connective, so that all terms in E!
only contribute to m,(Z) for n > 2, with only two terms contributing to each 7,. We conclude that
the spectral sequence converges and that Z is simply connected. The higher homotopy groups of
Z can be written down explicitly in terms of the Quillen cohomology groups of Idem with coeffi-
cients in the homotopy groups of the homotopy fibers of 7, : Mape(x, x) — Mapp,e)(z, ) over
the images of 1, f € Endigem(z0) in Mapp,e)(z,2) (and these Quillen cohomology groups them-
selves admit a very simple description, see above). In particular, every such partially coherent
idempotent can be made fully coherent and every two fully coherent refinements are equivalent
(even more, since Z is simply-connected every self-equivalence of a fully coherent refinement
which induces the identity on the partial coherencies is equivalent to the identity). This also
means that a homotopy idempotent Idem — Ho(C) = P;(C) can be made coherent if and only
if it lifts to P»(C), i.e., if and only if A can be chosen so that (3.3.4) commutes.
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