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INTRODUCTION

Given a map g : C — D and a fibration p : E — B with fibers of the homotopy
type of F, it is well known that we can always obtain a fibrewise localization
of p under the localization functor Lg; although the same result is not true in
general for the A-cellularization functor C'W, of pointed topological spaces. So
our initial interest was to find conditions over the base space B of p and over its
fibers, in order to determine when p admits a fiberwise cellularization, that is, a
commutative diagram like the following

CW,F —~FE—1~B
|
F E—-=B

where cp : CW, — F is the augmentation map for F, ¢ is a fibration and b is a
map that induce the A-cellularization of homotopy fibers of p. Another natural
question around this situation is: if p admits a diagram like this, is it unique as
it happens in the fibrewise localization of p?.

The second question suggested us that a previous step to solve this problem
has to do with the homotopy classification of the above diagrams of fibrations
in terms of its fiber, that is, we should be able to find a universal diagram of
fibrations, with fiber cp : CW F — F, that allow us to obtain the above dia-
grams as pullbacks of the universal one, as it happens in the classical case. By
following the classical way we can define aut(cr) as the topological submonoid of
aut(CWaF) x aut(F) that consists of pairs (o, 3), such that Scg ~ cpa, where
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aut(CW4F') and aut(F) are the monoids of self homotopy equivalences of CW 4 F
and F', respectively.

The monoid aut(cr) acts on the right of the universal contractible space
Eaut(cp), and on the left of the spaces CW4F and F. Then we can consider the
following Borel construction [2]:

CWF i F

| |

Eaut(cp) Xaut(cp) CWaF —— Eaut(cr) X qu

| |

Baut(cp) Baut(cp)

) F

CF

So by pulling-back this diagram with a map B — Baut(cp), we obtain di-
agrams with fiber cp : CW4F — F. Thus, the next step is to proof that this
diagram is universal and classifies all the diagrams of fibrations with fiber cp.

We considered that the proper context to get this is the simplicial one, fur-
thermore, this classification problem is independent of the functor C'W, and is
part of a general classification problem, that is, if S is the category of simplicial
sets and C is a small category, what we want is to classify fibrations in the cat-
egory S¢ of functors from C to S (or the category of C-diagrams in S). In this
case we fix a C-diagram F and consider fibrations p : E — B with fiber of the
homotopy type of F and base space the constant C-diagram to the space B of S.

The classical case that corresponds to the category C with one object and no
non-identity morphisms was solved by Barrat [1] around 1958. In this situation
to classify fibrations p : £ — B with fiber F', the firs step is to replace p by a
deformation retract of it which is a minimal fibration, and then to show that a
minimal fibration is a fibre bundle. Next, each fiber bundle can be considered
a twisted cartesian product of its base B and its fiber F', and each of them is
determined by a twisting function ¢ : B — aut(F'). Finally they show that the
equivalence classes of such twisted products is in one to one correspondence with
the homotopy classes of maps from B to Waut(F).

What we do in this memory is to complete this classical sequence followed to
classify fibrations in S in order to classify C-diagrams of fibrations in S€. In this

case the classification theorem can be established as follows:
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Theorem. Let C be a small El-category with a finite number of objects, and
F and B, C-diagrams, where B is the constant diagram to the connected sim-
plicial set B. Then the set [B, Whaut(F)] of homotopy classes of maps from B
to Whaut(F) is in bijective correspondence with the set of equivalence classes of
C-diagrams of fibrations with base space B and fibers with the homotopy type of F.

By using this result we are able to express the existence and uniqueness of
the fibrewise cellularization, for a given fibration p, in terms of the obstructions
to the existence of a lifting of certain map.

Below we summarize briefly the work done in this memory, and we refer the
reader to each chapter for further details on a specific subject.

In the Chapter 0 we exposed the basic definitions and results about simpli-
cial sets. Some proofs about fiber bundles and twisted cartesian products are
included, since the comprehension of the combinatorial calculations involved to
the level of spaces was fundamental to understand the behavior of the situation in
which we have many spaces connected by arrows between them. Although some
proofs are briefly commented in the literature, mainly in [21] and [1], we made
the exercise to complete them in a detailed way, as for example, the Propositions
0.1.28 and 0.1.29.

We also introduce some basic language about model categories, simplicial
model categories and cofibrantly generated model categories. By exploiting the
cofibrantly generated model structure over S¢ we are able to generalize the clas-
sical concepts about minimal fibrations, fibre bundles, or structural group, to the
case of C-diagrams of fibrations over a constant base space. We finish the chapter
by introducing the localization functor L, and the cellularization functor C'W4.

The first chapter introduces the notion of free diagram, as is defined by Philip
Hirschhorn in [16], and its properties are given in terms of adjoint pairs of func-
tors. The free diagrams on the standard n-simplex A[n] will be the basic pieces
through we will study the C-diagrams, since as we have shown in Proposition
1.1.8, any diagram can be recover through a colimit process by these objects.
The structure of cofibrantly generated model category over S is also introduced
and the C-fibre bundles and C-twisted cartesian products are introduced as a nat-
ural generalization of the classical ones in S.



We also establish a classification result for C-fiber bundles an hence for C-
twisted cartesian products in Theorem 1.4.12. Finally we describe the automor-
phism group aut(F) by using free diagrams and also by taking the description
given by Dwyer and Kan in |7]. With the first description given we are able to
find an equivalent definition of C-fiber bundle in terms of free diagrams, as it is
shown in Appendix C.

The Chapter 2 starts with preliminary concepts and properties about the ho-
motopy relation in S¢. In the second section we define the sub-homotopy relation
between n-simplices, which is used to compare homotopycally different pieces of
orbits of simplices. By using these relation in free cell complexes we are able
to fit (homotopically) whole orbits of n-simplices into another orbits, thus the
concept of free cell complex is quite important, since it is the one for which we
can formulate the definition of minimal diagram.

At this point the Quillen’s small object argument exposed in Appendix B is
also important. This argument is the first additional steep added to the classical
sequence followed to classify fibrations, since it allow us to obtain from a fibration
p with fiber F' an equivalent one whose total space is a free cell complex. For
fibrations whose total space is a free cell complex the well known results about
minimal fibrations are proved.

Joining the previous arguments with the ones given in the Chapter 1 we can
establish a classification theorem in terms of the fiber F’ obtained from the min-
imal fibrations constructed. The second step added to finish the classification
consists in to connect the homotopy type of the monoid aut(F') with the one of
aut(F"), by using [7].

It is important to remark that in order to obtain a minimal fibrations some
restrictions over the category C are necessary, it becomes clear in Proposition
2.2.6 and the Appendix A.

In Chapter 3 we back again to the fibrewise cellularization problem for a
given fibration p: F — B. As we already know, the fibration p is classified by a
map h : B — Baut(F), then by our classification theorem it holds that p has a
fiberwise cellularization, if in the following diagram h has a lift
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Baut(cp)

71, 7

B "~ Baut(F)

It holds that the obstructions to the existence and uniqueness of this lifting
lies in H"Y(B,m;(L)) and H*(B,m;(L)), respectively. So in the first part of this
chapter we strive to characterize the homotopy fiber of Baut(cx) — Baut(X),
and in the last section we give some examples where it is possible to obtain a
fiberwise cellularization.

With respect to the classification problem it is important to remark that
recently, Blomgren and Chacholski [Martin Blomgren, Wojciech Chacholski. On
the Classification of Fibrations, Preprint, 2012| have independently obtained a
classification theorem for fibrations in general model categories M using different
methods.
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CHAPTER 0

PRELIMINARY NOTIONS ABOUT
SPACES

In this chapter we introduce the category of Simplicial Sets S, or the category
of Spaces, and its properties as a closed model category. Some definitions and
properties about simplicial sets are necessary to deal with diagrams of spaces,
since many of them will be generalized, for example those concerning n-simplices,
locally trivial maps, twisted cartesian products and fibre bundles among others.

In this chapter after introduce the category of simplicial sets, in which the
concept of Kan fibration is central, we define what a fibre bundle is, and follow-
ing the classical approach we show how the transformation elements for a given
atlas of a bundle are obtained (basically we followed Barrat’s paper [1] and the
one of Curtis [4]). We proceed in this way because the classical reasonings admit
a natural generalization in the case of C-diagrams of fibre bundles, as for example
the Proposition 0.1.19 that allow us to find regular atlasses. In a similar way the
twisted cartesian products are studied.

The section 2 consists of a battery of definitions and main results about model
categories. In particular we are interested in the different ways to obtain a struc-
ture of cofibrantly generated model categories for a given category 91, since in the
case of spaces it allow us to determine the form of trivial cofibrations in S¢, and
hence the one of fibrations, by knowing how cofibrations and trivial cofibrations
are in S. Not less important are the results about simplicial model categories
from which we can have the valuable covering homotopy property for fibrations.



0.1. Simplicial Sets

Finally we introduce two homotopy idempotent functors: the localization
functor Ly with respect to a map f : A — B in S between cofibrant spaces,
and the cellularization functor CW, with respect to a pointed and connected
space A. The concepts of fibrewise localization and fibrewise cellularization are
also introduced.

0.1 Simplicial Sets

Let A be the category whose objects are finite, non-empty, totally ordered sets
[n] = {0,1,...,n} and whose morphisms are the order preserving functions. If
Gets is the category of sets, the category of contravariant functors Gets™” from
A to Gets is called the category of Simplicial Sets, also known as the Category of
Spaces . To shorten notation this category will be denoted by S, and for a given
simplicial set X € S, X,, will stand for the set X[n| (its elements will be called
n-simplices).

Notice that in A for every n and i = 0,1, ..., n there exists a unique injective
morphism ¢; : [n — 1] — [n] whose image misses ¢ and a unique surjective map
o; : [n+ 1] — [n] with two elements mapping to . It is not difficult to show
that every morphism f : [n] — [m] in A has a unique epi-monic factorization
[ = eo, where the monic € can be uniquely expressed as a composition of maps
€ =¢€p,...ck, With 0 < ky < ... < ks < m and the epi o is uniquely a composition
of maps o0 = 0j,...05, with 0 < j; < ... < jy < n (see |23, Chapter 8| for further
details of this factorization).

Exploiting this property we can prove that in order to define a simplicial set,
it is necessary and sufficient to give a sequence of sets Xy, X1,X5,... together with
operators d; : X,, =& X,_1 and s; : X,, = X411 for i = 0,1, ...,n, which satisfy
the following identities

Sj—ldi 1f2<]
dis;={ id  ifi=ji=j+1

{ dzdj = dj—ldi if 4 <7J
dei—l if i > ] +1

SiS; = Sij+1$i if ¢ S j

The operators d; and s; are called faces and degeneracies respectively, and
the above identities are known as simplicial identities. A subset Y of a simplicial
set X forms or is a simplicial subset of X if it is closed under these operators. A
simplex x € X,, will be called degenerate if it is the image of some degeneracy
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map s; and non-degenerate otherwise. The set of degenerate simplices of X will
be denoted by X°.

Definition 0.1.1 ([21]) A simplicial map f : X — Y between the simplicial sets
X and Y 1is a collection of set maps f, : X;, = Y,,, n > 0, which commutes with
the face and degeneracy operators, that is, f,od; = d;o f,+1 and f,0s; = s;o fn_1.

As a consequence of the epi-monic factorization of morphisms in A, every
composition of faces and degeneracies can be expressed as follows.

Lemma 0.1.2 ([15], Lemma 1)
Every operator which is composition of d;s and ss can be written uniquely in
the form

Sjt"‘8j1dk1"'dks
where j; < ... < j; and ky < ... < ks (the cases t—0 and s=0 are included).

Such operators are called semisimplicial operators and after re-expressing
these by using the lemma, the difference (t — s) is called the height.

Example 0.1.3 The simplest examples of simplicial sets are the well known stan-
dard n-simplices Aln|. For [n] € A, Aln] is the represented functor A(—,[n]) :
AP — Gets that takes an object [p] € A to A([p], [n]) and a morphism « : [q] —
[p] to the precomposition arrow o* : A([pl,[n]) — A([q],[n]). So the set of k-
simplices of Aln] is A([k],[n]) and its face and degeneracy maps d; and s; are
given by precomposition in A with €; and o;, respectively.

Identifying 8 € A([k], [n]) with its image B([k]), a k-simplex of A[n] can be
seen as a sequence of integers (ao, ..., ax) with 0 < ay < a; < ... < ap < n. Thus
the semisimplicial operators are defined by d;(ag, ..., ax) = (ag, ..., a;—1, G, ..., ag),
and s;(ag, ..., ar) = (ag, ..., @i, A3, Qip1, ..., g ), Wwhere a; means that we skip the i-th
element. We let ¢,, denote (0,1,2,...,n) € An].

For our purposes one alternative way to define Aln| is as follows: let ¢, be a
symbol, then A[n]y is the set of all elements ¢, where ¢ is any semisimplicial
operator with domain n and height k& — n; its faces and degeneracies are defined
by d;(ot,) = (dip)tn and s;(oi,) = (8;¢)tn. The complex A[n| contains subcom-
plexes Aln] (boundary of Aln]) and A¥[n], 0 < k < n (k""-horn), where Aln] is

the smallest subcomplex of A[n| containing the faces d;t,, 0 < i < n, and the
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0.1. Simplicial Sets

k"-horn ( n > 1) is the subcomplex of A[n] generated by all faces d;i,, except
for the face djt,,.

One version of Yoneda’s Lemma [20, Chapter I11.2] tells us that the set of
maps [n] — [m] in A corresponds bijectively with the set of morphisms A[n] —
/A[m]. Therefore the maps ¢; and o; in A correspond to maps ' : A[n—1] — A[n]
and o' : Aln+ 1] — A[n] in S, and these morphisms are defined explicitly by
the formulas (ot 1) = @d;t, and o' (pL,11) = ©sit,. For any simplicial set X
a stronger version of Yoneda’s Lemma also permits to give a natural bijective
correpondence between X,, and the set of morphisms A[n] — X in S. Thus, for
x € X, its corresponding map z : A[n] — X is called the representing map for x
and is defined by z(pt,) = .

Example 0.1.4 Given two simplicial sets X andY we can define with them other
simplicial sets. The product X XY 1is the simplicial set whose set of n-simplices
is the cartesian product X, X Yy, and for all (x,y) € (X xY), the faces and
degeneracies are defined by d;(x,y) = (d;x,d;y) and s;(z,y) = (siz, s;y), repec-
tively. The function complex hom(X,Y) has as set of n-simplices hom(X,Y),
the simplicial maps Homs(Aln] x X,Y). If g € Homs(Aln] x X,Y), then
the faces d;g and the degeneracies s;g are given by the following compositions

Aln—1x X 2L Al x X 2> and Afn+1] x X 25 Al x X 2>V |
that is, dig = g(e' x 1) and s;g = g(c* x 1) for 0 <i < n.

Sometimes it is convenient to replace a map g : A[n] x X — Y by the map
g : Aln] x X — Aln| x Y defined by g(t,z) = (t,9(t,x)), where t € Aln] and
x € X. Thus given g € hom(Z,Y) and f € hom(Y,X), fg € hom(Z,X) is
defined by E = fog. Under this operation the complex hom(X, X) is a monoid
and it operates on the left of X by f.z = f(i,, x), for f € hom(X, X) and z € X
(see Definition 0.1.23 ). The group of automorphisms aut(X) of X is the maximal
subgroup aut(X) C hom(X, X), so f € hom(X, X) belongs to aut(X) if and only
if fvhas an inverse.

From a homotopical viewpoint it is technically convenient to focus on certain
simplicial sets that satisfies the extension condition.
Definition 0.1.5 ([21]) A simplicial set X is said to satisfy the extension con-

dition if for every colletion of n+1 n-simplices xg, X1, ..., Tk_1, Ts1, -, Tni1 which
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Chapter 0. Preliminary notions about spaces

satisfy dix; = dj_qx;, 1 < j, 1 # k, j # k, there exists an (n + 1)-simplex x such
that d;x = x; fori # k.

Equivalently X satisfies the extension condition if for every simplicial map
[ A¥[n] = X there is a map f : Aln] = X such that f|ye,) = f. If X satisfies
the extension condition, it is called a Kan complex or fibrant object of S. As in
[21] the word ‘complex’ will always mean simplicial set.

If X is a fibrant simplicial set, it holds that hom(Z, X) is fibrant as well [15],
and if G is a simplicial group, that is, a simplicial set where every G, is a group
being its faces and degeneracies homomorphisms of groups, then G is fibrant [21].

Example 0.1.6 If G is a simplicial group the simplicial set WG is defined by
WGy = {} and WG, = G,,_1 X Gp_o X ... x Gg if n > 1, where the simplicial
operators are given by so(*x) = eg and d;(go) = * if i = 0,1. If n > 1, then
the face operators are defined by do(gn_1,---s90) = (Gn-25--+»90), di(Gn-1,---,g0) =
(di—1Gn—1,di—2Gn—2,di—3Gn—3, -+, d0Gn—iGn—i—1, Gn—i—2, ---» §o), and the degeneracies
by 50(Gn-1, - 90) = (€n, Gn-1.-,90). The Kan complex WG is known as the bar
construction of G and is called the classifying complex of G (it classifies principal
fibrations with fiber G, see Theorem 0.1.32).

Example 0.1.7 If X is a topological space, it is possible to construct func-
torially an associated simplicial set Sing(X) by letting the set of n-simplices
Sing(X), be the set of all continuous maps A\, — X (where A" is the topo-
logical standard n-simplez). If f € Sing(X), its faces and degeneracies are
defined by (d;f)(to,....tn—1) = f(to, .., ti—1,0,ts,..c;tn_1) and (s;f)(to, ..., tn) =
f(toy ooy ticn, ti + tiv, tiva, oy ty), for 1 < i <n. The Kan simplicial set Sing(X)
will be called the singular complex of X and the functor Sing : Top — S will be
known as the singular functor.

Definition 0.1.8 ([21]) Let X be a simplicial set. Two n-simplices © and w of
X are said to be homotopic z ~ w, if d;x = d;w for 0 < i < n, and if there exists
an (n—+1)-simplex z such that d,(z) = x, dpy12 = w with d;z = sp,_1dix = Sy W
for 0 <i <n. The simplex z is said to be a homotopy between x and w (z : x ~

w).

The homotopy relation may fail to be an equivalence relation in general. Con-
sider the maps tg, t1 : A[0] — A[n], n > 1, which classify the vertices 0 and 1,
respectively. The 1-simplex (0,1) is a homotopy between iy and ¢y, but there
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0.1. Simplicial Sets

is not a l-simplex which could give a homotopy ¢, — 1, since 0 < 1. Al-
though if X is a fibrant simplicial set the homotopy relation between the set of
its n-simplices is an equivalence relation [14].

Definition 0.1.9 ([21]) A Kan complex X is said to be minimal if v ~ y implies
that x = y.

Proposition 0.1.10 (|21])
Let x and w be simplices in a complex X. Suppose that both x and w are
degenerate and that d;x = d;w for all i, then x = w.

Definition 0.1.11 ([4]) A simplicial map p : X — B is called a fibre map or a
Kan fibration if for every commutative diagram

A[n] —~ X
| )
Aln] ——=B

the dotted arrow exists and makes the diagram commutative.

Definition 0.1.12 ([21]) Let p: X — B be a simplicial map and let x,w € X.
x 1s said to be p-homotopic to w if a there is a homotopy z : x ~ w, such that

PZ = PSp.

To shorten the notation the p-homotopy relation between n-simplices x and
w will be denoted by z ~, w.

Definition 0.1.13 ([21]) Let f.g : X — Y be simplicial maps. Then f is
homotopic to g, f =~ g, if there exist functions h; : X, — Y11, 0 < i < n, which
satisfy

dohg = f, dn+1hn =g dlhj = hjfldi Zf 1< 7
sihj = hjy18, if 1< dji1hjp1 = djpih;j
Sl‘hj = hjsi—l lf 1> ] dzh] = hjdz'—l ’Lf 1> ] +1

Two complexes X and Y are said to be of the same homotopy type if there
exists maps f : X — Y and g : Y — X which satisfy gf ~ 1x and fg >~ 1y. The
homotopy relation between maps f,g : X — Y is not in general an equivalence
relation, although if Y is a Kan complex it becomes an equivalence relation.

Lemma 0.1.14 (|21])
Al[n] is contractible for all n.

6
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Proof.  Define ho(t,) = Sotn, hi(tn) = Sotn and hi(i,) = S;_1...S0d1...d;i_1tn,
1 <i<n. Thenif j: Aln] — (0) C A[n] it holds that h: 1 ~ j.
|

0.1.1 Fibre bundles

Given an 0O-simplex v € B, we say that the fiber of p : X — B over v, F,(v), is
the complex obtained from the following pullback

A0 xp X =X

P F,(v)=A0]xpX

where A[0] is the standard O-simplex. Notice that A[0] xp X is the simplicial
subset of B that in dimension n has only the simplex sgv. If v is an n-simplex

we define the fiber over v as F},(gov), where ggv = c/l;)dldg...dnv (c?o means that we
skip the face d).

Definition 0.1.15 ([11]) A map p: X — B in S is said to be locally trivial, if
for every n-simplex v € B there is an isomorphism a,(v) from An] x F,(eqv) to
Aln] xp X, such that the following diagram commutes

Aln] x Fy(eov) =22 Aln] xp X = X
pr i pr P

Aln] Aln] B

v

Lemma 0.1.16 ([11], Proposition 4.2.2)
Let p : X — B be a locally trivial map. If v and w are simplices in B with
w = awv for some operator «, then the fibers over v and w are isomorphic.

Proof. Assume that v € X, and w € X, ,,. From the local triviality of p we
obtain an isomorphism a,(v) : An| X F,(egv) — A[n] xp X, and considering the
0-simplex g, of Aln| we have the following diagram of pullbacks



0.1.1. Fibre bundles

A[0] % Fy(eqw) — Aln] x Fy(eov) 2% Aln] xp X = X

.|

A[0]

pri pr: D

Aln]

J

E0Qln,

Note that the composite of the lower row is equal to eqw, then there is an
isomorphism a,(gow) : A[0] x F,(gow) — A[0] X F,(gov) since p is locally trivial.
|

Definition 0.1.17 ([1]) Let F be a simplicial set. A map p : X — B will be
called a fibre bundle with fibre F if p is onto and for every n-simplex v € B there
exists an isomorphism a,(v) : Aln] x F' — Aln| xp X such that the following
diagram commutes.

Aln] x Fi:QA[n] xp X 0o~
pri pr% ip

V -
Aln] A[n] B

v

The set of isomorphisms {a,(v)} will be called an atlas of the bundle and if
F is fibrant p will be called a Kan fibre bundle. Notice that given two atlases
{a,(v)}, {@,(v)} of p, then a,(v)~'a@,(v) € aut(F), and conversely if for every
v € B, we choose v(v) € aut(F),, then {a,(v)y(v)} is another atlas. If for every
v we define f3,(v) = va,(v), then the atlas {a,(v)} and the set of maps {8,(v)}
will determine each other.

Definition 0.1.18 ([1], Definition 2.4) Let G C aut(F) be a simplicial sub-
group. An atlas {a,(v)} of a fiber bundle p all of whose transformation elements
lie in G is called o G-atlas; two G-atlases {a,(v)}, {a,(v)} are said to be equiva-
lent if there exists y(v) € G such that a,(v) = a,(v)y(v). A fiber bundle together

with a given G-equivalence class of G-atlases will be called a G-bundle; thus any
bundle with fibre F' is an aut(F)-bundle.

Given an atlas {a,(v)} of p, in general it is not true that j,(s;v) = s;6,(v),
that is, the top square of the following diagram does not commute

8



Chapter 0. Preliminary notions about spaces

Aln] x F

oix1

An+ 1] x F 289

An atlas for which §,(s;,v) = s; ﬁp(v) is called a normalized atlas. By redefining
the atlas over the non-degenerate simplices v € B, for all ¢ and v, as follows

(%) B;(U) = By(v) and ﬂz’o(siv) = 8,0,(v)

we can replace (3, by the normalized atlas [3,,.

The same analysis can be done for faces operators, and again it is not true in
general that f,(d;v) = d;5,(v)

@ (v)

Aln] x F———A[n] xp X X

eix1

><1

ap(d v v v

n—l

Aln -1 x F——+

Notice that &' is injective and for every v € B, the isomorphism «,(v) sends
(e' x 1)(A[n — 1] x F) isomorphically to the part of A[n] x5 X over d;i,,. Since
e’ x 1 is one-to-one and a,(v)[(e" x 1)(Aln — 1] x F)] = Im(g" x 1) we can
define the isomorphism 6,(v) : d;a,(v)[Aln — 1] x F] — A[n — 1] x5 X by
0,(v)(pdity, 2) = (ptn_1,%). Then for every v € B, the following composition is
an isomorphism

(1) &§(v) = ap(div) "0, (v)diyy (v) € aut(F),—y
We refer to {¢/(v)} as the set of transformation elements associated to the
atlas {a,(v)}. An atlas {a,(v)} of a fibre bundle p : X — B is said to be regular
if for every v € B,,, n > 1, it holds that f;(v) =e,_1, if i > 0, where e,,_; is the
identity element of aut(F),_1. Notice that & (v) = e,_1 implies 3,(d;v) = d; 5,(v)
and viceversa, for ¢ > 0.



0.1.1. Fibre bundles

Proposition 0.1.19 ([4], Theorem 6.6)
In every G-equivalence class of atlases there is one regular G-atlas.

Proof. In (f) we can omit the isomorphism 6,(v) and keep in mind the relation
& (v) = ap(div)~'diog,(v). So let us specify a new atlas on the non-degenerate
elements.

If v € By, then let a,(v) = a,(v). Let now v € By be non-degenerate, since GG
is a simplicial group, it satisfies the extension condition. Therefore there exists
v(v) € Gy with dyy(v) = £ (v). We replace a,(v) by o, (v) = ap(v)y(v)

dyor, (v) = dyogy (v)dyy(v) ™ = ap(d10)E) (0)E) (V) = ap(div) = a)(dyv)

Next, suppose inductively that {,(v)} satisfies & (v) = 1 for s > 0 and for all
v of dimension less or equal than n — 1, and let v € B,, a non-degenerate simplex.
From the induction hypothesis we have that

dif’g(v) = j_lfé(v) for 0<i<y

Hence there exists v(v) € G, with diy(v) = & (v
Kan complex. Replacing a,(v) by a,(v) = a,(v)y(v)
equalities for for ¢ > 0

) for ¢ > 0, since G is a
~1 we have the following

i (v) = diap(v)diry(v) ™! = ap(dw)E) (V)€ (V) = ap(div) = a(div)

This way, we have construct a new atlas {a/(v)} which is both regular and
G-equivalent to {a,(v)}.
1

Notice that, once a regular atlas {a,(v)} of a bundle p is specified, the nor-
malizing process takes care of the degenerate simplices. That is, if v € B is a
non-degenerate simplex, then after normalizing (using the formula (%)) we have:

di B, (5:0) = disifp(v) = 8.doBp(v) = 5.8,(dev) = B (s5.dsv) = B (dpsiv).

Definition 0.1.20 ([21]) Ifp : X — B and p' : X' — B are G-bundles with
fibre F'; a map h : X — X" will be called a G-map if for every n-simplex v € B
and any G-atlases {a,(v)}, {ay (v)} in the given G-equivalence classes of atlases,
there exists v(v) € G,, such that the following diagram commutes

10
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a,r(v) o

Aln| x F—— An] xp X' X'
o) T h
Aln] x F 222 Afn] xp X — 1( g
A]—— A B hB,(v) = By (0)y(v)

If h is an isomorphism we’ll say that p and p' are G-equivalent . The concept
of aut(F)-equivalence is identical with that of isomorphism of fibre bundles with
a gien fibre.

Lemma 0.1.21 (]21])
Let p : X — B be a G-fibre bundle with fibre F. If F is fibrant, then p is a
fibration.

0.1.2 Twisting Cartesian Products

A twisting cartesian product is a combinatorial model for fibrations based on
the notion of a twisting function. They are constructed by starting with a base
complex B and a fibre F' and trying to ‘deform’ the simplicial product B x F' to get
some non-trivial fibred object B x; F'. This deformation will involve the simplicial
group of automorphisms aut(F') of the fibre F' and the resulting twisting function
‘t’, going from the base B to aut(F), will be forced by the simplicial identities to
obey certain relations in order that B x; I’ be a simplicial set.

Definition 0.1.22 ([21]) Given a simplicial set B and a simplicial group G,
a twisting map ¢t : B — G is a collection of functions {t, : B, — Gn_1}n>1
satisfying
ditnt1(v) = tu(dip1v), >0
Sitn<’U) == tn+1(8i+11)>, 1 Z 0
dotr+1(v) = [ta(dov)] ™ ta(d1v)
tni1(sov) = ey

where e, is the identity of G,,.

11



0.1.2. Twisting Cartesian Products

Definition 0.1.23 ([21]) A group complex G is said to operate (or to act) from
the left on a complex F' if there exists a simplicial map p: G x F' — F such that

pi(en, z) = z and p(gy, pgo, 2)) = G192, 2) for all g1, 9, € Gy and all z € F,.
The simplex u(g, z) will be denoted by g.z or simply by gz.

We will say that G operates effectively if g.z = z for all z € F,, implies that
g = e,; the action is said to be principal or free if g.z = z for some z € F,
implies that g = e,. Note that an action y : G x F' — F induce a group
homomorphism 6 : G — aut(F') by setting 0(g)(ptn, 2) = pg.z, for g € G,, and
any k-simplex (@i, 2) in A[n] x F. Clearly there is an equality g.z = 6(g).z. The
homomorphism 6 is a monomorphism if and only if G' operates effectively over
F; although, by replacing G by G/ker(f) we can always assume that operations
by groups are effective.

Definition 0.1.24 (|21]) Let B and Y be simplicial sets, G a simplicial group
acting on F by the left and t : B — G a twisting map. The twisted cartesian

product, or TCP for short with base B, fibre F' and group G is the simplicial set
B x; F' defined by

(B x; F), =B, xF,
di(v,z) = (div,d;z), i>1
si(v,2) = (siv,8:2), >0
do(v, 2) = (dov, t,(v)dpz)
for every v € B, and every z € F,

If F =@, then B x; G is called a principal twisted cartesian product (PTCP for
short. The term T'C'P also stands for the projection map pr: B x; F — B.

Proposition 0.1.25 (|21])
Let pr : B xy F' — B be a TCP with group G. If F is a Kan complex, then pr
is a Kan fibration.

Definition 0.1.26 ([21]) Let B x; F' and B’ x; F' be twisted cartesian products
with group G. A simplicial map h : B x; F — B’ x; F is said to be a map of
TCP's if h(v,z) = (9(v),7v(v).2), where g : B — B’ is a simplicial map and
v : B = G is a dimension preserving function. If B = B’ and g = idg we say
that t and | are equivalent twisting functions, t ~ [, or that B x; F' and B' x; F
are equivalent TCP's.

12
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Note that given equivalent TCP's, B x; F' and B’ x; F', h is an isomorphism
and the requirement that h be simplicial is equivalent to the following identities
on v for all v € B,

ln(v)dOrYn(U) = %-1(%“)%(“)
divn(v) = Yn-1(div), i > 1
5 (V) = Yny1(siv), 1 >0

Proposition 0.1.27 ([19], Proposition 4.1.5.36)
Let pr : B x; F — B be a TCP with fibre ' and group G, then p is a G-bundle
with fibre F'.

Proof. In the following diagram

Aln] x F -2 Aln] o0 F 2% B x, F

| | |

An] =——= A[n] B

let a;(b) be the map defined by a;(v)(pin, 2) = (ptn, ¥} (pLy).2), where the map
Yy + Aln] — G is a grading preserving and is defined by ¢} (¢i,) = s't(d'v) if
o = §'dod’, and Y} (1) = e if ¢ = s'd’ (that is, if ¢ does not contain the operator
do), where e is the identity of G. Since v} satisfies the above identities, it holds
that oy (b) is an isomorphism.

The following Lemma says that the corresponding notion of equivalence for
TCP's with group G corresponds exactly to that of G-equivalence of bundles.

Proposition 0.1.28 ([1])

The TCP's, B x; F and B x; F with group G are equivalents if there is an
isomorphism h : B x; F' — B x; F, such that for every v € B, there exists
v(v) € G,, that makes the following diagram commutative

13
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vx1

BXZF

Aln] x F "L Aln] xi0, F

()’ '

X1

Aln] x F === Aln] Xgop F —">B %, F
Aln] Aln] B h(v x Dag(v) = (v x 1)ag(v)y(v)

v

Proof. Let us see that v : B — G defined by the above diagram, which
is dimension preserving, defines an equivalence of TC'P’s. Take an n-simplex
(v, 2) of the twisted cartesian product B x,; F' and evaluate (¢, z) in the diagram:
h(v x D)ag(v)(tn,z) = h(v X 1)(tn,2) = h(v,2) and (v X 1)ag(v)y(v)(tn,2) =
(v x 1D)ay(v)(tn,v(v).2) = (v X 1)(tn, ¥(v).2) = (v,7(v).2), since the diagram com-
mutes we have that h(v, z) = (v,y(v).z), then the isomorphism A and the function
~ defines an equivalence of TC'P’s.

Now suppose that we have an equivalence between B x; F' and B x; F' given
by a simplicial map h and a dimension preserving function v : B — (. Then
let us see that for every v € B, the simplex (v) makes the above diagram
commutative. Take a k-simplex (¢i,,z) of Aln] x F and evaluate it in the
above diagram: on one side h(v X 1)ay(v)(@tn, 2) = h(v X 1)(oin, VF (Ln).2) =
M @in, VY (pLn).2) = (pv,v(pv).ab) (pL,).2) and on the other side we have the
following sequence (v X 1)a;(v)y(v)(pLn, z) = (v X D)eyg(v)(OLn, Y(V)(0ln, 2)) =
(v X 1)(ptn, 7 (o) (V). (ptn, 2)) = (oo, 9} (ptn).0y(v).2). Then we must show
that v(ov).¢7 (¢tn) = U7 (oLn).07(v).

To check that, first let us suppose that ¢ = s'd’: applying the equalities given
after definition 0.1.26 it holds y(s'd'v).f(s'dt,) = s'dvy(v).e = e.s'dy(v) =
Yy (s'd'ty,).s'dy(v). Now suppose that ¢ = s'dpd’ and apply again the same
equalities: y(s'dod'v).py (s'dod't,) = S'[y(dod'v).t(d'v)] = §'[l(dv)dyy(dv)] =
s'l(d'v).s'dyd' y(v) = Yy (s'dod ty,). s dod ().

1

Proposition 0.1.29 ([4])

Let p: X — B a G-bundle with fibre F' and a regular atlas {a,(v)}. Then the
transformation elements {£)(v)} determine a twisting function &) : B, — Gp_1
and thereby B Xy F' becomes a TCP with fibre F' and group G. Furthermore,
there is an isomorphism of fibre bundles h : B X o F— X.

14
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Proof. The map h is given by h(v,z) = B,(v)(tn, z) for every n-simplex
(v,2) in B Xgo F', then the G-equivalence is defined by the composition y(v) =
ap(v) "t h*agg(v) of the following diagram, where h* (@i, 2) = (@i, h(pv, 2)) for
every k-simplex (pt,, 2) in Aln] x ggov F°

Aln] x F—2"% Aln] x5 X 2> X
7(v) -

gy (v : vl
Aln] x F—= Aln] Xeo, F'——+ B xg ' /),

y | |
| —

Aln Aln] B

(2

In the above G-equivalence let us see that y(v) is the identity map. Take a
k-simplex (i, z) in Aln] x F and consider the cases ¢ = s'd’ and ¢ = s'dpd’.
If p = s'd" we have that a,(v) ' h*ag(v)(pLn, 2) = ap(v)_lh*(goan,wé’g(wn).z) =
(V) " Hptn, h(pv, 2)) = a,(v) (i, Bplev)(w, 2)), since {a,(v)} is a normal-
ized and regular atlas a,(v) ™ (oin, Bp(0V) (i, 2)) = ap(v) " (Vin, PBp(v) (1, 2)) =
ap(V) " (ptn, Bp(0)(PLn, 2)) = (Ptn, 2)-

If ¢ = s'dod’, then oy, (v) " W ag(v)(pin, 2) = ap(v)_lh*(gmn,@bgg(wn).z) =
ap(0) " (ptn, (v, P (pen) 2)) = ap(v) ™ (ptn, By (V) (th: P (p2n) ). From the
last term of the equation consider the second factor Bp(gov)(%,wgg (ptn).2)), so
ﬁp(gov)(%,wgg(wn).z)) = 5’5p(dod’v)(Lk,wgg(gmn).z)) applying the degeneracies
s’ﬁp(dod’v)(Lk,wgg(gmn).z)) = B,(dod'v)(o’ % 1)(Lk,wgg(gobn).z)), from (}) it holds
that 8,(dod'v) (0" x1) (e, wgg(gmn).z) = dofBp(d'v)&)(d'v) (0" x 1) (i, 1/122 (pLn).2) =
4oy (V)5 € A0) 1y 08y (p10)-2) = dofy(dV)ity (91) 14 Bty (p0n).2)) that
is, doﬂp(d’v)wé’g (orn) M en, @Dgg (ptn).2)) = dofp(dV)(8'ty, 2) = dod' By (V) (8"t 2) =
B,(v)(pLn, z). Joining again we have that a,(v)™!(pi,, 5p(¢v)(ak,wg’2(wn).z)) =
O‘p(m_l(Smna Bp(v)(tn, 2)) = (ptn, 2).

1

Proposition 0.1.30 (|21], Lemma 20.2)

Let p: X — B and p' : X’ — B G-bundles with fibre F. Then p and p' are
G-equivalent if and only if t and t' are equivalent, where t and t' are any twisting
functions of p and p'.

15
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Proof. If p and p’ are G-equivalent there exists and isomorphism h : X — X’
such that p'h = p and hf,(v) = By (v)y(v) for any v € B, where v(v) € G and
{ap(v)}, {oyy (v)} are any G-atlases of p and p respectively. If t and ¢’ are twisting
functions defined by {«,(v)} and {a,/(v)}, from Propositions 0.1.29 and 0.1.28 it
holds that v defines the equivalence between ¢ and t'. Conversely if ¢ and t' are
equivalents, from proposition 0.1.29 we can define an isomorphism between X
and X' by composing, and again from Proposition 0.1.29 and Proposition 0.1.28
it holds that p and p’ are G-equivalents.

Definition 0.1.31 ([21]) If G is a complex group that acts on the right of a
complex X and on the left of a complex F, then X Xqg F is defined to be the
quotient of X x F obtained by identifying (x, g.z) with (z.g,z) for all x € X,
z€F and g€ @G.

Notice that given a twisting cartesian product B x; F' there is an associated
PTCP by considering the left action of G over itself and using the same twisting
function t : B,, — G,,_;. Conversely given a principal twisted cartesian product
B x; G and a left action of G over a complex F' the complex (B x; G) X¢g F can
be identified with B x; F' and is called the twisting cartesian product with fibre
F associated to B x; G.

Proposition 0.1.32 ([1], Theorem 5.6)

Let G be a simplicial group and B any complex. Then the set of homotopy
classes of maps [B, WG| from B to WG are in bijective correspondence with the
equivalence classes of principal twisted cartesian products with base complex B

and fibre G.

0.2 Model Categories

A structure of model category over a category M provides a suitable environment
to do homotopy theory in M. The notion of homotopy in M carry out the con-
struction of a homotopy category $Ho(M), which is equivalent to the localization
of M with respect to a class of morphisms in M called ‘weak equivalences’. In
the localized category, the class of weak equivalences will be considered to be
isomorphisms when they are not by formally inverting them.

Although there is a foundational problem with inverting the weak equiva-
lences, since the class of maps between two objects in the localized category may
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not be a set. In a model category besides weak equivalences there is additional
structure (other classes of maps called cofibrations and fibrations) that allow one
to get a precise control of the maps in the homotopy category.

Cofibrations and fibrations will enable us to do homotopy theory, because
while many of the homotopy notions involved can be defined in terms of the weak
equivalences, the verification of many of their properties requires the cofibrations
and /or the fibrations.

Definition 0.2.1 ([16]) A model category is a category M together with three
classes of maps, called the weak equivalences, the cofibrations and the fibrations,
satisfying the following five axioms:

M1. (Limit axiom) The category M is complete and cocomplete.

M2. (Two out of three axiom) If f and g are maps in M such that gf is defined
and two of f, g and fg are weak equivalences, then so is the third.

M3. (Retract axiom) If f and g are maps in M such that f is a retract of g (in
the category of maps of M) and g is a weak equivalence, a cofibration or a
fibration, then so is f.

M4. (Lifting axiom) Given the commutative solid arrow diagram in M

— = X

A
B

— =Y

hS]

the dotted arrow exists if either

1) i is a cofibration and p a trivial fibration (i.e., a fibration that is also a
weak equivalence), or

2) i is a trivial cofibration (i.e., a cofibration that is also a weak equivalence)
and p is a fibration.

MS5. (Factorization axiom) Every map g € M has two functorial factorizations

1) g = qi, where i is a cofibration and q a trivial fibration, and

2) g = pj, where j is a trivial cofibration and p a fibration.
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Proposition 0.2.2 ([16], Proposition 7.17)

If S is a set and for every element s of S we have a model category M, then the

category HS./\/lS is a model category in which a map is a cofibration, a fibration
ElS

or a weak equivalence if each of its components is, respectively, a cofibration, a
fibration, or a weak equivalence.

Note that a model category always has initial and final objects. An object
for which the unique map from the initial object is a cofibration is said to be
cofibrant and an object for which the unique map to the final object is a fibration
is said to be fibrant .

The main problem in verifying the model category axioms is in constructing
the required functorial factorizations and this is overcome by a so-called small
object argument which involves the idea of an infinitely long sequence of maps,
and the composition of such sequence (see Apendix B). This argument also will
be used to define cofibrantly generated model categories which requires the notion
of transfinite composition and smallness.

Example 0.2.3 The category Top of compactly generated topological spaces can
be given the structure of a model category by defining f : X — Y to be a weak
equivalence if f is a weak homotopy equivalence, a cofibration if f is a retract of
a map X =Y’ in which Y’ is obtained from X by attaching cells, and a fibration
if fis a Serre fibration.

With respect to this model category structure the homotopy category $o(Top)
(its localized category w.r.t. weak equivalences) is equivalent to the usual homo-
topy category of C'W-complexes. Every object is fibrant, and the cofibrant objects
are exactly the spaces which are retracts of generalized C'W-complexes (where a
generalized CW -complex is a space built up from cells, without the requirement
that the cells be attached in order by dimension).

Identifying the elements [n] of the category A with the vertices vy = (1,0, ..., 0),
v =(0,1,...,0),...,0, = (0,0,....; 1) of A™ a map «: [q] — [p] € A sends the ver-
tices of A7 to the vertices of AP by the rule a(v;) = va(;), by extending linearly
we obtain a map a, : A? — AP. So to every simplicial set X we can associate
functorially a space | X| called the geometric realization of X, which is defined by
| X| = cglf')oglﬁn. The singular functor Sing : Top — S defined in example 0.1.7

becomes a right adjoint of the geometric realization functor.
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Example 0.2.4 In the category S call a map f : X — Y a weak equivalence
if |f] is a weak homotopy equivalence between topological spaces, a cofibration if
each morphism f, : X,, — Y, (n > 0) is a monomorphism, and a fibration if
f is a Kan fibration. With these choices S is a model category, and since the
injections in S are the cofibrations all objects are cofibrant. Fibrant objects will
be those that satisfy the extension condition (that is, the Kan complezes).

Definition 0.2.5 ([16]) Ifi: A — B and p : X — Y are maps for which the
dotted arrow exists in every solid arrow diagram of the form

A—X

B——Y
then

i) i is said to have the left lifting property (LLP) with respect to p, and
ii) p is said to have the right lifting property (RLP) with respect to i.

Axiom (M4) of 0.2.1 says that cofibrations has the LLP with respect to trivial
fibrations and that fibrations have the right lifting property with respect to trivial
cofibrations.

Proposition 0.2.6 ([16], Proposition 7.2.3)
Let M be a model category

1) Themapi: A — B is a cofibration iff has the LLP w.r.t. all trivial fibrations.
2) Themapi: A — B is a trivial cofibration iff has the LLP w.r.t. all fibrations.
3) Themapp: X — Y isa fibration iff has the LLP w.r.t. all trivial cofibrations.
4) Themapp: X — Y isa trivial fibration iff has the LLP w.r.t. all cofibrations.

From the above proposition we can see that any two of the three distin-
guished classes of maps, weak equivalences, fibrations and cofibrations determine
the third. Although these can also be described by using cofibrations, since weak
equivalences are the maps that can be written as the composition of a trivial cofi-
bration followed by a trivial fibration and trivial fibrations are the maps with the
right lifting property with respect to all cofibrations. So the class of cofibrations
and of trivial cofibrations enterely determine the model category structure of M.
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0.2. Model Categories

Example 0.2.7 In S the model category structure can be described as follows:

e A map 1is a cofibration if it is a retract of a transfinite composition of
pushouts of the maps A[n] — Aln] for all n > 0, and it is a trivial fi-
bration if it has the RLP w.r.t. the maps A[n] — Aln] for all n > 0.

o A map is a trivial cofibration if it is a retract of a transfinite composition
of pushouts of the maps A*¥[n] — An] for alln > 1,0 < k < n, and it is
a fibration if it has the RLP w.r.t. the maps A*[n] — Aln] for alln > 1,
0<k<n.

e A map is a weak equivalence if it is the composition of a trivial cofibration
followed by a trivial fibration.

Definition 0.2.8 ([16], Definition 11.1.2) A cofibrantly generated model cate-
gory is a model category M such that

1) There exists a set I of maps (called a set of generating cofibrations) that
permits the small object argument (see Definition B.0.27) and such that a
map s a trivial fibration if and only if it has the RLP with respect to every
element of I, and

2) There exists a set J of maps (called a set of trivial generating cofibrations)
that permits the small object argument and such that a map is fibration if
and only if it has the RLP with respect to every element of J

Proposition 0.2.9 ([16], Proposition 11.1.10)

If S is a set and for every element s of S we have a cofibrantly generated model
category M, with generating cofibrations I, and generating trivial cofibrations J,
then the model category structure on SIE_ISMS of Proposition 0.2.2 is cofibrantly

generated with generating cofibrations I and generating trivial cofibrations J,
where

I= U (I x tgslq)t) and J = SEJS(JS X t;é/lslwt)

sES

and where 1y, is the identity map of the initial object in M,.

The category S is cofibrantly generated. The generating cofibrations are the
inclusions A[n] — Aln] for n > 0, and the generating trivial cofibrations are
the inclusions A*[n] — Aln] for n > 0 and 0 < k < n. The model category
Top is also cofibrantly generated, the generating cofibrations are the inclusions
|A[n]| = |An]| for n > 0, and the generating trivial cofibrations are the inclu-
sions [AF[n]| = |An]| for n >0 and 0 < k < n.
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Chapter 0. Preliminary notions about spaces

Definition 0.2.10 ([16]) Let M be a cofibrantly generated model category with
generating cofibrations 1. A relative I-cell complex (see Definition B.0.24) will be
called a relative cell complex, and an I-cell complex will be called a cell complex.

Proposition 0.2.11 ([16], Proposition 11.2.1)
Let M be a cofibrantly generated model category with generating cofibrations I.
Then the class of cofibrations of M equals the class of retracts of relative I-cell

complexes, which equals the class of I-cofibrations (see Propositions B.0.25 and
B.0.29).

Proof. This follows from Definition 0.2.8 and the first item of Proposition 0.2.6.
|

In the context of cofibrantly generated model categories the small object ar-
gument is also useful to show that for every small category C the cofibrantly
generated model structures over Top and S induce cofibrantly generated model
structures on the diagram categories iopc and S€, in which the weak equivalences
and the fibrations are the objectwise ones. It is done by lifting the cofibrantly
generated model category structure from S¢° to S¢ via a pair of Quillen functors
(Theorem 0.2.14).

Quillen functors are pairs of adjoint functors that will provide a good notion
of morphism between model categories, in the sense that each of them is com-
patible with one half of the model category structures. That means that the
left adjoint preserves cofibrations and trivial cofibrations and the right adjoint
preserves fibrations and trivial fibrations. Then there is a corresponding notion
of equivalences between model categories (called Quillen equivalences) given by
Quillen functors that induce equivalences of homotopy theories.

Definition 0.2.12 ([16]) Let M and N be model categories and let F: M —=N : U
a pair of adjoint functors. We will say that

1) F is a left Quillen functor,

2) U is a right Quillen functor, and

3) (F,U) is a Quillen pair,

of

1) the left adjoint F' preserves both cofibrations and trivial cofibration and
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0.2. Model Categories

2) the right adjoint U preserves both fibrations and trivial fibration.

For example, | — | : S — Top : Sing are an adjoint Quillen pair that induce
an equivalence between the homotopy categories $o(S) and $Ho(Top) [22]. This
equivalence gives us a powerful tool to study the homotopy properties of topo-
logical spaces, since the category of simplicial sets is a good category of algebraic
and combinatorial models.

Theorem 0.2.13 ([6], Proposition 6.11)
For every small category C the geometric realization and the singular functor
induce an adjoint pair of Quillen equivalences

| — 1€ 8¢ <= Top® : Sing®

Theorem 0.2.14 (D.M. Kan, [16] Proposition 11.3.2)

Let M be a cofibrantly generated model category with generating cofibrations I
and generating trivial cofibrations J. Let N be a category that is closed under
small limits and colimits, and let F: M —=N : U be a pair of adjoint functors.
Ifwelet FI ={Fu:u€l} and FJ={Fv:v € J} and if

1) both of the sets FI and F'J permit the small object argument, and
2) U takes relative FJ-cell complexes to weak equivalences,

then there is a cofibrantly generated model category structure on N in which FI
is a set of generating cofibrations, F'J is a set of generating trivial cofibrations,
and the weak equivalences are the maps that U takes into weak equivalences
in M. Furthermore, with respect to this model category structure, (F,U) is a
Quillen pair.

All the categories that we have mentioned in this section besides being cofi-
bratly generated are simplicial categories too, that is categories endowed with a
simplicial set ‘function complex’ for every pair of objects in the category. If the
simplicial structure is compatible related with the closed model structure we will
have a closed simplicial model category.

Definition 0.2.15 ([22]) A simplicial category M is a category endowed with
the following structure:

i) A functor X,Y — hom(X,Y) from M x M to S. The simplicial set
hom(X,Y') is called the simplicial mapping space or the function complex
from X to Y.
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Chapter 0. Preliminary notions about spaces

ii) for every three objects XY and Z in M a morphism of simplicial sets
hom(X,Y) x hom(Y,Z) — hom(X, Z), (f,g) — go f called the composite

rule.

iii) for every two objects X, Y € M an isomorphism hom(X,Y )y = homm(X,Y)
that commutes with the composite rule.

This structure is subject to the following two conditions

1) If f € hom(X,Y),, g € hom(Y,Z), and h € hom(Z,W),, then (hog)o f =
ho(gof).

2) Ifu € homm(X,Y) and f € hom(Y, Z),, then fosiu = hom(u, Z),(f). Also
squo g = hom(W,u),(g) if g € hom(W, X),,.

Given two maps p: X — B and g : A — B in M the pullback of p along g is
denoted by p, : AxpX — A and it is a fibration whenever psois. Soifi: A - B
and p: X — Y are maps in M the pullback of i* : hom(B,Y) — hom(A,Y") and
P« hom(A, X) — hom(A,Y) is denoted by hom(A, X) Xnoma,y) hom(B,Y).
If f:L — K isamapin S, the pushout of 1 ® f : A® L - A® K and
1®1: A® L — B® L is denoted byA®KA]é[LB®.

Definition 0.2.16 ([16]) A simplicial model category is a model category M
that is also a simplicial category, such that the following two axioms hold:

M6. For every two objects X and Y of M and every simplicial set K there are
objects X @ K and Y of M such that there are isomorphisms of simplicial
sets hom(X @ K,Y) = hom(K, hom(X,Y)) = hom(X,YX) that are natural
m X,Y and K.

MT7. Ifi : A — B is a cofibration in M and p : X — Y is a fibration in M,
then the map of simplicial sets

(", pi) - hom(B, X) = hom(A, X) Xpom(a,y)y hom(B,Y)
1s a fibration that is a trivial fibration if either ¢ or p is a weak equivalence.
The category of simplicial sets S is a simplicial model category, the complex

function hom(X,Y’) defined in Example 0.1.4 is the simplicial set that in degree
n is the set homg(X x Aln],Y), for K € S, let X ® K be X x K and X¥
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0.2. Model Categories

be hom (K, X). The category Top is also a simplicial model category by defin-
ing the complex function hom(X,Y") in degree n, for X,Y € Top, as the set of
continuous maps from X x |A[n]| to Y, for K € S, X x K by X x |K| and
X5 = homao(| K|, X).

Example 0.2.17 Let C be a small category and SC the category of functors from
C to S, or the category of C-diagrams of simplicial sets . For every C-diagram X,
X, will denote the evaluation X (c) of X in ¢, for every c € C. S€ is a simplicial
model category, where its model structure is given by defining weak equivalences,
fibrations and cofibrations in the following way for f : X —Y € SC€:

e the natural transformation f is a weak equivalence if for every c € C, f. :
X, = Y. is a weak equivalence in S. Two objects will be called weakly
equivalents if they can be connected by a finite string of weak equivalences.

e f is a fibration if for every ¢ € C, f.: X. — Y. is a fibration in S. In
particular an object X € SC is fibrant if for every ¢ € C, X. € S is fibrant.

e f is a cofibration if it has the L.L.P. w.r.t. the class of trivial fibrations.

Given a diagram X € S€ and a simplicial set K a simplicial model structure
over S€ holds by defining X ® K as the functor that makes correspond to c € C the
simplicial set X. x K, and ifc > d € C, X @ K(f) = Xy x 1. For X,Y € S€ the
function complex hom(X,Y') is the simplicial set that in degree n has as simplices
the set homge(X @ Aln],Y), and X* is defined by hom(K, X) taking K as the
constant diagram.

To short notation, the diagram X @ A[n] will be denoted by X x Aln] or
equivalently by A[n] x X. Notice that hom(X,Y),, can be seen as the set formed
by the following commutative diagrams of S¢

Aln] x X Aln] xY

Aln]

The monoid of self weak equivalences of a diagram X is the submonoid
we(X) C hom(X,X) consisting of the above commutative triangles (taking
X =Y) where the horizontal arrow is a weak equivalence. The group of au-
tomorphisms of the C-diagram X is the maximal subgroup aut(X) C we(X),
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Chapter 0. Preliminary notions about spaces

where the horizontal arrows are isomorphisms.

Given twomapsi: A— Bandp: X Y in Mandamap f: L — K in S,
the map of Definition 0.2.16 in M7. is called the pullback corner map of ¢ and p,
and the map A® KAI&)[L B® L — B® K is called pushout corner map of © and f.

Lemma 0.2.18 ([16], Lemma 9.3.6)
Let M be a simplicial model category. If i : A — B and p: X — Y are maps in
M and f: L — K is a map of simplicial sets, then the following are equivalents:

1) The dotted arrow exists in every solid arrow diagram of the form

L hom(B, X)

hom(A, X) Xpom(a,y) hom(B,Y)

2) The dotted arrow exists in every solid arrow diagram of the form

Ao K 11 BoL . X
AL l
Bo K — Y

0.3 Idempotent Functors

Localized model category structures originated in Bousfield’s work on localization
with respect to homology, given a homology theory h,. Bousfield established a
model category structure on the category of simplicial sets in which the weak
equivalences where the maps that induced isomorphisms of all the homology
groups. The problem that led to Bousfiled’s model category structure was that
of constructing a localization functor for a homology theory, that is, given a ho-
mology theory h,, the problem was to define for each space X a local space Ly, X
and a natural homology equivalence X — L, X.

Some years later, Bousfield and Dror Farjoun independently considered the

notion of localizing spaces with respect to an arbitrary map f : A — B in S
(or in Top). A map g : X — Y is defined to be a f-local equivalence if for
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0.3.1. Localization

every f-local space W the induced map ¢* : hom(Y,W) — hom(X,W) is a
weak equivalence. An f-localization of a space is then an f-local space L;X
together with an f-local equivalence X — L;X. Given any map f it is possible
to construct a model category structure on the category of spaces in which the
weak equivalences are the f-local equivalences, and in which an f-localization
functor is a fibrant approximation functor for the f-local model category [16].

0.3.1 Localization

Definition 0.3.1 ([9]) Let f : A — B be a map between cofibrant spaces. The
simplicial set X is said to be f-local if X is fibrant and the map f induces a weak
homotopy equivalence on function complexes

hom(f, X) = f*: hom(B, X) ——= hom(A, X)

In what follows the word ‘equivalence’ stands for weak homotopy equivalence.
One also defines this concept in the pointed category of spaces, so by using the
fibration hom.(V,Z) — hom(V,Z) — Z over any connected space Z, and the
Dold’s theorem about fibrewise homotopy it holds that hom(f, X) is an equiva-
lence if and only if the map hom.(f, X) is an equivalence. So a connected space
X is f-local in S if and only if it is f-local in S,.

If the map is simply f : * — A one refers to an f-local space X as an A-null
space, this means that the natural map hom(A, X) ==Y is an equivalence, or
equivalently that hom,(A, X) ~ x is weakly contractible.

Definition 0.3.2 ([9]) Let f : A — B be a map between cofibrant spaces. A
map g : X — Y 1is called an f-local equivalence if for all f-local space W the
induced map

g% hom(Y,W) = hom(X, W)

s an equivalence.

Definition 0.3.3 ([9]) A functor L : S — S s called coaugmented if it comes
with a natural transformation | : Id — L. A coaugmented functor L is said to
be homotopically idempotent if for every X € S both natural maps LX = LLX,
namely both lpx and L(lx), are weak equivalences and are homotopic to each
other.
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Chapter 0. Preliminary notions about spaces

Theorem 0.3.4 ([9], Theorem A.3)

For any map f : A — B in S there exists a functor Ly : S — S, called the f-
localization functor, which is coaugmented and homotopically idempotent. Any
two of such functors are naturally weakly equivalent to each other. For any
space X its coaugmentation lx : X — L;X is initial up to homotopy among all
maps from X to f-local spaces, and it is final up to homotopy among all f-local
equivalences X — Y. Moreover Ly can be chosen to be a simplicial functor.

The coaugmentation map lx : X — L;X is determined up to equivalence by
three basic properties:

e [x is an f-local equivalence
e L;X is f-local, and

o [y : X = L;X is a weak equivalence when it is applied to an f-local space

For the map x = A or A — %, L,_.o = La_,, is denoted by P4 and is called
the A-nullification functor. For example, if A = S™*! then Pgni1 is the n-th
Postnikov section X,, which can be characterized by Q"1 X,, ~ *.

Since Ly is a homotopy functor (that is, it preserves weak equivalences) it
can be applied to fibre sequences £ — B by applying Ly to each fibre. It is not
difficult to get a functorial construction of a fibrewise application in the homotopy
category, that is, a homotopy commutative diagram

F— ~gp-'.B

|

L;F —~E——~B

where ¢ is a fibration. Although it is also possible to construct a rigid fibrewise
localization that will have universal properties in the category of spaces over B
similar to those of Ly in the category of spaces (see theorem 0.3.7).

Definition 0.3.5 ([16], Definition 6.1.1) Let f : A — B be a map between
cofibrant spaces. A fiberwise f-localization of a fibre map p : E — B is a factor-

ization E—*~FE —~> B of p such that:

1) q is a fibration
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0.3.2. Cellularization

2) for every point v € B the induced map hF'ib,(v) — hF'ib,(v) of homotopy
fibers is the f-localization of hFib,(v).

Theorem 0.3.6 ([9], Theorems F.3 and F.4)
Let p: E — B a fibre map. Then there is a commutative diagram over B

F— -pg-'.p

o

LfF*>E4q>B

where q is a fibre map, F' is the homotopy fiber over any component of B and Ly F’
the corresponding homotopy fibre of q. Moreover, the map a : ' — E obtained
by applying L; fibrewise is an f-local equivalence.

Theorem 0.3.7 ([16], T'heorem 6.1.3)
Let p: E — B a fibre map. If E—%~FE—2+ B is a fiberwise f-localization of
p, then for every solid arrow diagram

N

B

in whicha : £ — E is another fiberwise f-localization of p, there exists a map

k : E — E unique up to simplicial homotopy in E | S | B, such that, k is a weak
equivalence and ka = a.

0.3.2 Cellularization

For many applications it is often useful to approximate a given topological space
by simpler ones. In the case of pointed simplicial sets an important example is the
cellularization functor CW, : S, — S,, which associates to each pointed space
a space built through the process of attaching copies of a fixed space A. This
general concept of cellularization was developed systematically for the category
of topological spaces and simplicial sets by Dror Farjoun [9] building upon the
general foundational work on homotopy localization of Bousfield.
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Definition 0.3.8 ([9]) Let A be a cofibrant space. A map g : X — Y in S,
between fibrant spaces is called an A-equivalence if the map g induces a weak
homotopy equivalence on function complexes

hom(A, g) = g : hom.(A, X) — hom.(A,Y)

Notice that in the unpointed case if A # ), then a one point space is a retract
of A, and so every space X is retract of hom(A, X). This implies that an A-local
equivalence of unpointed spaces must be a weak equivalence, since g is a retract
of gs. Thus, consider the notion of A-equivalence of unpointed spaces would be
pointless.

Definition 0.3.9 (|24], Definition 5.1) A connected simplicial set Z is called
A-cellular if for any choice of the base point z € Z and for any map of pointed
Kan complexes g : X — Y, for which g4 is an A-equivalence, the map gy :
hom,(Z, X) — hom.(Z,Y) is a weak equivalence.

It can be proved that this is equivalent to saying that X can be built as an
iterated pointed homotopy colimit of copies of A.

Definition 0.3.10 ([9]) A functor C' : S, — S is called augmented if it comes
with a natural transformation ¢ : Id — C'. A augmented functor C is said to be
homotopically idempotent if for every X € S, both natural maps CCX = CX,
namely both ccx and C(cx), are weak equivalences and are homotopic to each
other.

In the construction of the functor CWy4 (see the Chapter 2 of [9], numerals
E.2 and E.3) the half smash ¥ A is the basic building block, this is defined by
SPA = (8" x A)U (D™ x {z}) € D™ x A

with the base point {x} x {x}.

If X is the first limit ordinal bigger than the cardinality of the set of simplices
of A and X is a pointed simplicial set, then a functor C': A — S, and a pointed
map ¢ : C' — X is constructed, where A is the category whose objects are all

ordinal numbers smaller than A and for any two ordinal numbers ¢ < j, there is
only one arrow ¢ — j.

The space Cy and the map Cy—=> X are defined by
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C() = \/ YiA and \/ h
i>0 i>0
h€homx (S1A,X) he€homx(S1A,X)

Notice that any element h : SiA— X representing a homotopy class of [A, X1,
in the component h|{*x} x A: A — X is null homotopic in that component if and
only if h can be extended along the map SiA < D" x A, So let ko the wedge
of all the maps ¢ : YA Cy with a given extension of cyg, the map Dy — Cj
is given by g. The space (] is defined as the pushout along the extension to
D"l x A

VA ——= \/D x A

Ko r Ko

i |

Co Ch
Proceeding by induction it holds the following

Vi, Sid— > Vi, D' x A Vi, SIA —=\/ ., D x A

S SN

Cy (B<N)

With this construction CW, : S, — S, is a functor defined as CW4(X) =
col/\z’mC and the augmentation cx : CW,(X) — X is the natural transformation

defined as the map cx = col)\z’m(p).
Proposition 0.3.11
If A is Z-acyclic, then CW4 X is Z-acyclic

Proof.  Since Y'A is weakly equivalent to the homotopy cofiber of the map
A — YA we have the following exact sequence

1= Hy(A) = Ho(S1A) = Ho(S'4) — 1
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The space A is Z-acyclic, that is, H,(A) = 0 for every n, therefore I:Tn(Z’/i) =
H,_;(A) =0, thus H,,(X?A) = 0. We also know that H,(\/, X'A) = @, H,(XA)
for every index set A, then H,(\/, ¥*A) = 0 and the contractibility of D" im-

plies that the homology group H, (D! x A) is also trivial.

Applying the Mayer-Vietoris sequence to the first pushout of the above dia-
gram used to define C'Wy

we have that f[n(C’l) = (). Since it happens for every ordinal 5 < A it holds that
colimp<\H,(Cps) = 0, and therefore CW4X is Z-acyclic.
|

In general we have that pointed homotopy colimits of acyclic spaces with re-
spect to any generalized homology theory are again acyclic [9], [D.2.5].

Theorem 0.3.12 ([9], 2.E£.8)

The functor CW,4 : S, — S, is a homotopy idempotent, augmented simplicial
functor, with the aumentation map cx : CW,X — X final up to homotopy
among all maps from A-cellular spaces to X, and it is initial up to homotopy
among all A-equivalences Y — X.

By computational reasons we will also work with another construction of C'W4
given by Wojciech [24].

Theorem 0.3.13 ([24])

If A is a pointed and 0-connected space, the A-cellularization of X has the ho-
motopy type of the homotopy fibre of the map n : X — PsaC.,, where 1 is the
composition of the inclusion X“—— C, into the homotopy cofibre of the eval-
uation map euv : \/[A,X]* A — X with the coaugmentation l¢,, : Coy — PuaCey.

For every X in S,, the augmentation cx : CW4X — X is characterized up to
equivalence by three properties:

e cx is an A-cellular equivalence

o CW4X is A-cellular
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e hom,(CW4X,g) is a weak equivalence whenever g is an A-cellular equiva-
lence

A well known example of an augmented functor is the universal cover X - X.
More generally for X € S,, if A = S""! then CWgn11 X is the connected n-cover
X(n) of X.

As in Section 0.3.1 the concept of fibrewise localization as its counterpart in
the cellularization context.

Definition 0.3.14 Let A be a pointed and connected space. A fiberwise cellular-
ization of a fibration p : E — B is a fibration q : E — B such that

1) there exists a map b: E — E such that pb = q, and

2) for every point v € B the induced map hFib,(v) — hFib,(v) of homotopy
fibers is the A-cellularization of hF'ib,(v).



CHAPTER 1
DIAGRAMS OF SPACES

We are interested in the structure of S as a cofibrantly generated model category
and how it passes to the category of functors S¢, from a small category C to S (or,
category of C-diagrams of spaces). This structure will be studied by using free
diagrams [16] over the standard n-simplex A[n], which are C-diagrams that lie in
a full subcategory I' of S¢. In the first section we show that these diagrams are
the basic pieces through which we may cover a given C-diagram X, by proving
that I' is a dense subcategory of S¢. Thus these objects will play the role of
simplices in S¢ as it is done by the well known n-simplices in S.

In section 2 the sets of cofibrations and trivial cofibrations in S¢ are explicitly
describe and we closed the section by characterizing the free cell complexes, which
play the central role in the construction of minimal C-diagrams. As we will see
in Chapter 2 the notion of base for a free cell complex will allow us to identify
homotopically zig-zags of simplices.

By understanding the automorphisms group aut(F'), for a given C-diagram F'
we are able to generalize the notions of fibre bundle and twisted cartesian prod-
ucts to the context of C-diagrams (it is done in sections 3 and 4). Generalize
the properties concerning to fiber bundles is quite natural and technically it is
not so difficult; although less obvious is the equivalent definition of C-fiber bundle
given in the appendix C, since it allow us to express the local triviality property of
bundles in terms of its n-C-simplices, which are not necessarily constant diagrams.

Given a twisting function ¢ : B, — aut(F),_1 it is easy to define a C-diagram
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of twisted cartesian products, in this situation the technical difficulty is to obtain
the reciprocal way, as it is shown in Proposition 1.4.3. After showing this we
proof that any C-fiber bundle over B is a C-T'C'P and viceversa, as it happens in
the simplicial case, thus we are able to classify both of them in terms of the set
of homotopy classes of maps [B, Waut(F)] from B to Waut(F).

In section 5 we characterize the function complex hom(F, F).

1.1 Free objects in the category of diagrams of
simplicial sets

Let C and M be categories. If C is a small category, then the category M of
C-diagrams in M is the category whose class of objects is the class of functors
from C to M and whose set of morphisms between two functors are the natural
transformations between them. If ' : N — M is a functor and m € M, the
category F' | m of objects F-over m has as objects the arrows a : F(n) — m
in M and as morphisms between « : F(n) — m and 8 : F(n') — m the maps
g:n —n' in N, such that SF(g) = «. This construction comes with a natural
projection functor 6, defined by 6,,(g: a0 — ) =g:n—n'.

Definition 1.1.1 ([20]) A functor F' : N — M is dense if for each m € M,
m = colimF0,,.
Flm
In the sequel for a given category M, the set Mor(m, m’) will be denoted
by M(m,m’) or [m,m’] if the context category is clear.

Lemma 1.1.2 (]20])
A functor F : N' — M is dense iff the functor M — Gets™” defined by the
assignation rule m — M(F(_), m) is faithful and full.

Example 1.1.3 In the category A every morphism [ : [n] — [m]| defines a
natural transformation B, : Aln] — Alm] given pointwise by postcomposition
with B (see Example 0.1.3), then we can define a functor A—] : A — Gets™”,
where A[—]([n]) = Aln]. It is an immediate consequence from Yoneda’s Lemma
[20] that the functor Gets™” — Gets™” defined by X — S(A[—], X) is full and
faithfull, then by Lemma 1.1.2 every object X € S can be expressed as a colimit.
The category N[—] | X or for short A | X will be called the simplex category of
X, s0 X = cgl&n(&[n] — X).
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Chapter 1. Diagrams of spaces

Viewing a simplex x € X,, as a map x : Aln] — X between simplicial sets
becomes a good tool to understand some properties of maps in §, specially when
we are dealing with lifting properties since purely combinatorial simplicial proofs
can be quite technical. So the spirit of this section in what follows is to define
the objects that will allow us to see a diagram X € S¢ in terms of blocks (as
it happens for simplicial sets with their representing maps), through which we
could recover X by a colimit process. That is why we introduce the notion of free
object.

Definition 1.1.4 ([16], Definition 11.5.25) Let M be a cocomplete category,
C' a small category, fixr ¢ € C, take X € M and denote the set More(c,a) by
[c,al. The functor X ® [¢,—] : C — M defined by

X@le-](fra=b) = i 11X — ILX

for every arrow f :a — b€ C, is called the free diagram on X generated at c .

For example if C = A% and {x} is the singleton set, the free diagram on {x}
generated at [n] is the standard n-simplex An]. Let M =S, An] € Sand ¢ € C,
since the free diagram A[n]® [c, —] on A[n] generated at ¢ will appear repeatedly
in what follows we will denote it by d¢, and the free diagrams A[n] @ [¢, —],
AF[n] @ [¢, —] by 6¢ and d5, » respectively. For a C-diagram X a map d;, — X
will be called an n-C-simplex of X at ¢

Proposition 1.1.5 ([16], Proposition 11.5.26)

Let C be a small category and ¢ € C. Then the functor (=) ® [¢,—] : S — S€ is
left adjoint to the functor ev, : S — S that evaluates at c, i.e., for every object
Y € S and every diagram X € SC there’s a natural isomorphism S(Y, X.) =
SC(Y ® [c, -], X), where X, = ev.(X).

Sketch. The proof of this lemma is given in [16, proposition 11.5.26] for any
cocomplete category M, but for the sake of completeness of these notes we make
the sketch in the simplicial case by considering the simplicial set A[n].

If X € S€ and w is the representing map for a given n-simplex w € X, then
the bijection ¢ : S(Aln], X.) — S¢(6¢, X) is given by
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1.1. Free objects in the category of diagrams of simplicial sets

Where for every g € [c, d], i symbolize the inclusion map from Aln), = Aln|
into the coproduct [Hd]A[n] = 0¢(d), and for every d € C the map ¥¢(w)y is the

one given by the universal property of the coproduct. If 7 : [H}A[n] — X €

.[e,c]

S€(8¢, X), then (1<)~ (n) is given by the composite A[n] — II Aln] —> X,

[e,d]

Definition 1.1.6 Let I' be the subcategory of S¢ whose set of objects is formed
by the diagrams o¢, for every c € C and n > 0, and whose morphisms is given by
the composition of the following ones

ol — 08, 0<i<n
gt =0, , 0<i<n+1

Jp 100 — o8 for fia—beC

where o' = 1l o' and ¢ = 1 &'. Remember that o : Aln + 1] — Aln] and

[e,-]
e . Aln] = Aln + 1] are the induced arrows by o; : [n + 1] — [n] and the
map €; : [n] = [n+ 1] in A, respectively (see Section 0.1). Given a morphism
fra—=belC, the map jy. : [bH]A[n] — [H]A[n] is defined as follows, for every

ceC: if z € Alnl,, for a given h € [b,c], then jr.(2) = z € An]uy.

Proposition 1.1.7
I is a full subcategory of S¢.

Proof. Take a morphism 7 : 0¢ — 0% and apply the Proposition 1.1.5 with
X = 64 in the diagram (1). Then n = ¥¢(w9), where w? is the representing
map An] —= Am] Z—Ldi [dl’Ic]A[m] of some simplex w € [g: A[m). Therefore
Ne = [c,qu ; heI[_l,e]A[n]h — heI[_l,e]A[m]hg C [CIZIe]A[m] , for every e € C. According
to the Lemma 0.1.2 the n-simplex w can be expressed as s;,...5;, dg, ...dj, tm; hence

for every h € [c, €], w has a factorization:

Jt gJt—1 eks—1 cks
Alnlng —Z5 Aln — 1] 255 220 Alm — 1] 25 Alma,

Aln]p

that is, n. = ek=...eMoir. .atj, .
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Chapter 1. Diagrams of spaces

Proposition 1.1.8
The inclusion functor i : T' — S€ is dense.

Proof. We have to check that S¢(i(—), —) : S¢ — Gets'  is a faithful and full
functor (see Lemma 1.1.2).

i) S¢(i(—),—) is faithful: Suppose that n,p: X — Y € S¢ are natural transfor-
mations, such that their images 7, and p, by S¢(i(—), —) are equal, that
is, S¢(i(—),n) = S¢(i(—), p). Let ¢ be an object of C, w € S(A[n], X.) and
Ye(w) : 05 — X its corresponding natural transformation (diagram (1)).

Since 7, = p, we have that [0S (w)]q = [p«¥s(w)]y for every d € C, in
particular if ¢ € C and 1, € [c, ¢] the equality nclbfl(w)ci[li’c] = pciﬁﬁ(w)ci[fc’d
holds. Then 7n.(w) = p.(w), since (1) commutes for every d € C and every

g € [c,d].

i) SC(i(—), —) is full: Take a map 7 : S€(i(_), X) — S¢(i(_),Y) € Gets"”" and
define the map p¢ : X.,, — Yo, by p% = (¢5) 7 759¢ for every ¢ € C and
every n > 0, where 1) and ¢ are the bijections given in (1) for X and Y.
Then let us show that p is a natural transformation from X into Y and
that S€(i(—), p) = 7. To see that p is natural it is enough to check that the
following square commutes for every arrow g : ¢ — d in C.

Xg»*

W Jo
SC(5¢, X) —2n SC(5¢, X)

Note that for every n-simplex w in S(A[n], X.) the down diagram commutes

Ye (w)e X,
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1.1. Free objects in the category of diagrams of simplicial sets

Then ¢¢(w)ejgn = (X, (w)), for every e € C and every f :d — e € C,
and therefore j7 7 (w) = 95 (w)jgn = Un(Xg(w)) = Xy (w). It only
remains to show that S¢(i(—),p) = 7, that is, 7¢ = ¢&~17%¢ for every
oc € I', but this is a consequence from commutativity of the following

diagram
S(A[n], X,) < 8°(05, X)
J/(ﬁ%’_lniw% ifﬁ
S(A[n], Ye) = S°(85,Y)
|

The density of the functor i : I' < S says us that every C-diagram X can be

expressed as a colimit of its n-C-simplices, that is, X = cglemén.

Corollary 1.1.9
SC(i(—), —) : 8¢ — Gets" " is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. From Proposition 1.1.8 we have that S¢(i(—), —) is faithful and full,
then it only remains to show that S¢(i(—), —) is representative, that is, we have to

show that for every A € Gets'” there exists a C-diagram A, such that S¢(i(—), A)
is isomorphic to A.

Take A € Gets'™ and define A € S€ by A, = A(62), A(9)n = A(jgm),
s; = A(o") and d; := A(g"), for every ¢ € C and every g : ¢ — d € C. Then
SC(i(—), A) = A, since S€(6¢, A) = S(Aln], A.) =2 A..,, = A(5¢) for every 6¢ € T.
1

The notion of free diagram generated at ¢ € C (Definition 1.1.4) can be ex-
tended to the whole category C by considering the discrete category C° of C, whose
objects are the same as C and with no non-identity morphisms.

Definition 1.1.10 ([16], Definition 11.5.27) If C is a small category, M is a
cocomplete category and X € MC’, then the free C-diagram in M generated by
X is the functor HC((—)C ® e, ]) 1 MY — MEC, which is defined over objects
ce
by HC(—C ®[e,. N(X) = I (X, @ [e,_]) for every X € M, and over arrows by
ce

ceC

I (<), ® e )(0) = L (ne® [, ]) for everyn: X — Y in M,

ceC ceC
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Chapter 1. Diagrams of spaces

Proposition 1.1.11 ([16], T"heorem 11.5.28)
Under the above assumptions, if U : M® — M€ is the forgetful functor, then
11 ((=). ® [c,_]) is left adjoint to U, that is, If Y € M and X € MC, then

ceC
there’s a natural isomorphism

ME(IL(Y. @ e, ]), X) = M (Y, U(X))

ceC

Notice that M (Y,U(X)) = HCM(YC,XC), since in M the only arrows
ce

are the identity morphisms.

1.2 Cofibrantly generated model structure over S¢

In the Section 0.3 we saw that S is a simplicial model category and we showed
how this structure induced a model structure over the category of C-diagrams
of simplicial sets (see Example 0.2.17); although we also saw that S has a cofi-
brantly generated model structure. In this section we will see how the cofibrantly
generated structure of S can be lifted to S¢ via a pair of adjoint functors, in
particular we are interested in determining explicitly how the cofibrations and
trivial cofibrations are in SC¢.

In the previous section, the free diagrams were introduced, since the cofibrant
objects in this model category will be the free cell complexes and their retracts.
The relative free cell complexes will be the analogues for diagrams of topological
spaces of relative cell complexes for topological spaces.

Definition 1.2.1 ([16]) Let C be a small category and let ¢ be an object of C. If
M is a model category and I is a set of maps in M, then a free I-cell generated
at ¢ in MC is a map of the form

[H]A—> [H}B

where A — B is an element of I.
A free cell generated at ¢ in Top® is a map of the form [H}|A[n]| — [H]|A[n]|

and a free cell generated at ¢ in S€ has the form 0¢ — J¢.

Definition 1.2.2 ([16]) If M is a cofibrantly generated model category and C
is a small category, then a relative free cell complex in MC is a map that is a
transfinite composition (see Appendix B) of pushouts of free cells, and a free cell
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1.2. Cofibrantly generated model structure over S¢

complex in MC is a diagram X such that the map from the initial object of MC
to X 1s a relative free cell complex.

In the following theorem we can see that the relative free cell complexes and
their retracts will be the cofibrations in the model category of C-diagrams in a
cofibrantly generated model category M.

Theorem 1.2.3 ([16], T"heorem 11.6.1)

If C is a small category and M is a cofibrantly generated model category with
generating cofibrations I and generating trivial cofibrations J, then the category
MC of C-diagrams in M is a cofibrantly generated model category with generating
cofibrations I, = CLEJC[C where

fi®[c7*]

IL={X;,®]ec,_] Yile,_| : fi: Xs =Y el}

and generating trivial cofibrations Je = UCJC where
ce

fj®[cv—]

Jo={X;®lc,_] Vi@le ] : fi: X; = Y;€J}

In this model category structure, a map X — Y € SC€ is

e a weak equivalence if X. — Y, is a weak equivalence in M for every c € C,
e a fibration if X, — Y, is a fibration in M for every ¢ € C, and

e a cofibration if it is a retract of a transfinite composition of pushouts of
elements of I;.

For our purposes we will make a sketch of the proof for M = S (the detailed
proof can be found in [16, Theorem 11.6.1]).

Sketch. If C? is the discrete category with objects equal to the objects of C, then

S¢” = Ol;[_(c)S is a cofibrantly generated model category, by Proposition 0.2.9,
ceQoy

with the sets of generating cofibrations I1; and generating trivial cofibrations Jy
given by

In= U ([, x1I1
I cEObj(C)( X ke @t)

Jn= U (J.x1I1
I cEObj(C)< X ie @t)
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Chapter 1. Diagrams of spaces

where 1y, is the identity map of the initial object of S, and I. = I, J. = J for
every ¢ € C. The adjoint pair HC((_)C @ [e,_]) : 8¢ —=SC¢: U of Proposi-
ce

tion 1.1.11 satisty the conditions of Theorem 0.2.14, and therefore there exists
a cofibrantly generated model structure over S¢ in which HC((_)C ® [e,— |)(In)
ce

is a set of generating cofibrations, HC((—)C ® [¢,— ])(J) is a set of generating
ce

trivial cofibrations, and the weak equivalences are the maps that U takes into
weak equivalences in M. It also holds that with respect to this model category
structure (HC((—)C ® [¢,—]),U) is a Quillen pair.

ce

Remember that in S the set of generating cofibrations is formed by the in-
clusions A[n] < Aln] for n > 0, and the generating trivial cofibrations are the
inclusions A*[n] < Aln] for n > 0 and 0 < k < n. So from the above sketch we
see the set of generating cofibrations in S¢ is formed by the inclusions 5;; — 0
for every c € C, and every n > 0, and the set of generating trivial cofibrations is
given by the inclusions 4, , < d;, for every c€ C, n >0 and 0 < k < n.

It also holds that X — Y € SC is a fibration if X, — Y, is a fibration in
S for every ¢ € C, or equivalently if it has the RLP with respect to the set of
generating trivial cofibrations, that is, if for every commutative diagram as the
following, the dotted arrow exists

5 — Y

Note that with this cofibrantly generated structure over S¢ their relative free
cell complexes are the relative cell complexes and their free cell complexes are the
cell complexes (see Definitions 0.2.10 and 1.2.2). Then from Proposition 0.2.11
it holds that the class of cofibrations equals the class of retracts of relative free
cell complexes, and therefore the class of I-injectives corresponds to the class of
trivial fibrations (see item 4 of Proposition 0.2.6).

The following proposition characterizes those diagrams of simplicial sets that

are free cell complexes. This characterization will be central to define and con-
struct minimal models of C-diagrams.
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1.3. C-Fiber bundles

Proposition 1.2.4 ([16], Proposition 14.8.1)

If C is a small category and X is a C-diagram of simplicial sets, then X is a free
cell complex if and only if there is a sequence {3y, X1, s, ...} of C°-diagrams of
sets such that

a) For every n > 0 and ¢ an object of C, the set ¥, 1= ¥,(c) is a subset of X_.,,.

b) For 0 < i < n and c an object of C, we have s;(3.,) C ¢ nt1), that is ¥ is
closed under degeneracies.

c) If n > 0, d is an object of C and z is an n-simplex of X, then there exists
an object ¢ in C, an element w € ¥, and a map f : ¢ — d € C such that
X¢(w) = 2z, and such a triple is unique.

The sequence {X, X1, X9, ...} of the proposition will be called a basis for X,
and an element of ., will be called a generator of the free cell complex X.
We will let ¥° C ¥ be the subset of degenerate simplices, and we will call an
element of ¥* a degenerate generator of X. An element of ¥ — ¥” will be called
a nondegenerate generator.

1.3 C-Fiber bundles

Our aim in this section is to extend the definition of fiber bundle given in Section
0.1.1 to the context of C-diagramas of simplicial sets. In particular we are inter-
ested in maps p : X — B of S¢, where B is a constant diagram to the simplicial
set B; for p the concepts about local triviality, atlases and structural group are
reformulated in such way that we can recover again the theory of twisted cartesian
products.

Definition 1.3.1 Let F' be a C-diagram and B a simplical set. A mapp: X — B
in S€, where B is the constant diagram, will be called a C- fibre bundle with fibre F
if p is an epimorphism and for every n-simplex v € B there exists an isomorphism
a,(v) : Aln] x F'— Aln] xg X such that the following diagram commutes.

Aln] x F 222 Afn] x5 X -2

Aln] B

v
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The set of isomorphisms {a,(v)} will be called a C-atlas of the C-bundle and if
Fis fibrant p will be called a Kan C-fibre bundle or for short a Cx-bundle . Given
two atlases {a,(v)} and {a,(v)} of p, o, (v) *a,(v) € aut(F'), and conversely if for
every v € B,, we choose (7(v)) € aut(F),, then {a,(v)y(v)} is another atlas. If for
every v we define 3,(v) as the composition va,(v) : An] X F' — An]xg X — X,
then the atlas {a,(v)} and the set of maps {3,(v)} determine each other.

Given an arrow f : ¢ — d in C a C-fibre bundle p : X — B with fibre F' looks
locally as follows

Aln) x F, 22 An) x X, 2> X,

IXFfi lX; le
@) A x F 2 Aln) x Xy - X,

i L

Aln| =—=A[n] B

So for every ¢ € C, p, is a fibre bundle with fibre F, and atlas {a,, (v)}. Like
in the classic theory for fibre bundles we could ask if given a C-atlas {a,(v)} of p
it is normal and regular, that is, if {a,, (v)} is normal and regular for every ¢ € C.

To get a normal C-atlas we can redefine {a,, (v)} for every ¢ € C over the
non-degenerate simplices v € B, as we did in Section 0.1.1 with the formula (x).
After doing that we just have to verify that the commutativity of the diagram (2)
is preserved, that is, we have to see if the frontal square of the following diagram
commutes for every arrow f:c—d € C:

Bpe (v)

Al x E, X,
szl_fof J/Xf
: ()
Aln+1] x F, Aln] X Fyoe R X,
1XFf\L 01><1
Aln +1] x F;

Given a non-degenerate simplex v € B we define 3, (v) := B,.(v) and 3, (siv) :=
8i3p.(v) for every ¢ € C. So the following sequence of equalities holds X3, (s;v) =
X18iBp.(0) = XpBp (v)(0" X 1) = Bp, (V) (LX Fy)(0" x 1) = B, (v) (0" x (1 x Fy) =
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$iBpa(V)(1 X Fy) = B, (siv)(1 X Fy).

Note that it is also possible to define a set of transformation elements {&(v)}
for a given C-bundle p by doing a parallel treatment over the faces d;v of a given
n-simplex v € B, as it was done in Section 0.1.1. In the present situation & (v)
is defined over every ¢ € C by & (v) := ap,(dv) "0, (v)dioy, (v) and it is easy
to see that & (v) € aut(F),_1, since (2) is commutative. Following the same
reasoning of Proposition 0.1.19 we can obtain a regular atlas {a(v)} of p, and
as in the normalization process we must prove that the new atlas makes that (2)
commutes, that is, if X3, (v) = 3, (1 x Fy) holds for every f:c—d € C.

In the induction process of Proposition 0.1.19 we can see that a,(v) is rede-
fined by o, (v) = ay(v)y(v)~" for every non-degenerate n-simplex v in B, where
v(v) € aut(F),. Since v(v) € aut(F),, for every f : ¢ — d € C it holds that
(1 X Fy)ve(v) = 74(v)(1 x Fy), then it follows that X3, (v) = X;v.a; (v) =
Xfacapc(v)’}/c(v)il = i)\dapd(v)(l X Ff)Vc(”)il = i)\dOé;)d(U)’)/d(’U)(]_ X Ff)’Yc(U)il =
;d(v)’yd(v)’yd(v)_l(l x Fy) =B, (v)(1 x Fy).

From now on, given any C-bundle with group G we may suppose that we are
dealing with regular and normalized atlases. Notice that the concept of G-map
and G-equivalence of Definition 0.1.20 is similar in the context of C-bundles.

Definition 1.3.2 Ifp : X — B and p' : X' — B are C-bundles with fibre F
and group G, a G-map from p to p' is a map of C-diagrams h : X — X' such
that for every n-simplex v € B and any G-atlases {a,(v)}, {ay(v)} in the given
G-equivalence classes of atlases, there exists v(v) € Gy, such that the following
diagram commutes

o (v) =

Aln] x F——= Aln] xp X’ £ X'
) 7 h
Aln] x F22 Aln) scp X —2 1{ g
Aln] ———— Afp] ———— B Wy 0) = iy (0)(0)

If h is a natural isomorphism we’ll say that p and p’ are G-equivalent .
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Lemma 1.3.3
If p: X — B is a Cx-bundle with fibre F', then p is a fibration.

Proof. The map p. : X. — B is a fibre bundle with fibre F, for every ¢ € C,
and since F' is fibrant by Lemma 0.1.21 p. is a fibration for every ¢ € C.

1.4 C-Twisted cartesian products

According to the example 0.2.17 of Section 0.3, if F' is a C-diagram the group
aut(F') of automorphisms of F' consists in dimension n of tuples (e.).cc that
satisfies:

1. . € aut(F,),, for every c € C

2. the following diagram commutes, for every morphism f: ¢ — din C

1><Ff

Aln] x F, Aln] x Fy
&‘C\L \Lad
F, - Fy

or equivalently the following one

1><Ff

Aln] x F, A[n] x Iy
Aln] x F, Aln] x Fy
\Z[ #]/

where £.(7,2) = (7,e.(7,2)), for every k-simplex (7,z) in A[n] x F,. and
every ¢ € C.

Since many of the properties of aut(F') are a consequence of commutativ-
ity of the above square, we will see how it can be expressed in combinato-
rial terms, that is, consider (yi,,z) € (A[n] x F.), and evaluate this sim-
plex in the diagram: e4(1 X Fy)(ptn,2) = ca(in, Fr(2)) = wea(u, Fr(z)) and
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Fre(ptn, 2) = Frlpe(w, )], therefore peq(ug, Fr(z)) = Frlpec(w, 2)] or equiva-
lently

(1) wea-Fy(z) = Frlpe..2]

Given a subgroup G of aut(F") the subgroup of aut(F,) whose set of n-simplices
consists of the elements ¢, such that (¢.) € G,, will be denoted by G, and in what
follows (e.) will denote the tuple (e.)ccc. The following definition will be justified
by Proposition 1.4.2 and Proposition 1.4.3.

Definition 1.4.1 Let B be a simplicial set, F' a C-diagram, G a simplicial group
acting effectively on the left of F and t : B — G a twisting map. Then the
C-Twisted cartesian product with base B, fibre F' and group G is the C-diagram
B xy F defined by B x; F(c) = B x4, F, for every ¢ € C, and by B x; F(c)(f) =
1< Fy for every morphism f € C. The term C-T'C' P will also refer to the projection
map pr: B x; F' — B.

In the definition by an effective left action of G over F' we mean an injective
group homomorphism 6 : G — aut(F). Note that 6 is given by a tuple (6.) of
group homomorphisms 6. : G — aut(F,) such that (0.(g)) € aut(F), or equiva-
lently by a left action of G over F, for every c € C, such that ¢g.Fy(z) = Ff[pg.2]
for every arrow f : ¢ — d € C, every k-simplex z of F,. and every semisimplicial
operator ¢ of length (n — k). Since 6 is injective we can assume that G is a
subgroup of aut(F).

Notice that a C-twisting map ¢t = {t, : B, — G,_1}n>1 has the following
form: If v € B,, t(v) = (t(v).). Then for every ¢ € C we can obtain a map
te : By — Gepn—1, by defining t.(v) := t(v),, since t is a twisting map it is easy
to see that t. is also a twisting map. Then B x4, F. is a TCP with fibre F,. and
group G, for every c € C.

Proposition 1.4.2
Let B be a simplicial set, F' a C-diagram, G < aut(F') andt: B — G a twisting
map. Then for every arrow f :c—d € C themap 1 x Fy : B x4, F, = B x4, Fy
is a simplicial map.

Proof. Toshow that 1x FY is simplicial is enough with checking the commutativ-
ity of 1 x F'y with the face operator dy. Let us take an n-simplex (v, z) of B x;,_ F,:
do(1 x Ff)(v,z) = do(v, F§(z)) = (dov, ta(v).doF¢(2)) = (dov, ta(v).F¢(dpz)), since

46



Chapter 1. Diagrams of spaces

t(v) € G,y from () it holds that (dob,tq(v).Fr(doz)) = (dob, F[t.(v).doz]) =
(1 x Fr)(dov, te(v).doz) = (1 x Fy)do(v, 2).
|

The above proposition says that from every twisting map ¢ : B — G, where
G < aut(F), we can obtain a well behaved C-diagram of T'C'P's. Although
it is also possible to show that every C-diagram of well behaved T'C'P’s comes
from a C-twisting map, that is, if for a given diagram F € S¢ and a given
simplicial set B there is a C-diagram X such that for every f : ¢ — d in

C, X(a f*>b) = B x4, F. il B x4, Fy, then it is fully characterized by a C-
twisting map ¢ : B — G for some G < aut(F).

Proposition 1.4.3
Let F' be a C-diagram and B a simplicial set. If X is a C-diagram such that for

every f:c— dinC, X(CL>d) B x4, FiB Xy, Fy, then t = (t.) is a

twisting map.

Proof. To prove that ¢t : B — aut(F') defined by t = (.) is a twisting map we
must show that t(v) € aut(F),_; is well defined for every v € B, (that is, (¢.)
satisfies the relation ({)) and that ¢ is a twisting map. Since 1 X F} is a simplicial
map it commutes with the face operator dy, then from a straightforward calculus
we can see that

(©) ta(v).Fy(2) = Fylte(v).2]

for every f: ¢ = din C, v € B, and 2z € F(,_1). Using this relation we will
show that gotd('u) Fy(z) = Fylpt.(v).z] by considering the following two cases:

i) ¢ = dy. Check the equation doty(b).Ff(z) = Fy[dot.(D).2] is equivalent to check
that t,(dob) " .ta(dib).Fy(2) = Fylte(dob)*.t.(dib).2], or equivalently that
ta(dib).Fp(2) = ta(dob). Frlt.(dob)~t.t.(d1b).2], since the twisting maps ()
satisfy the relations with the face operator dy given in Definition 0.1.22.
Starting with the right part of the last equation we obtain the follow-
ing equality tq(dob).Fylte(dob) .t.(dib).2] = Fylt.(dob).te(dob)*.t.(d1b).2]
by using (¢), and again by the equation (o) it holds that Fy[t.(dib).z] =
td(dlb)Ff(Z)

ii) ¢ = §'dyd’. Every step of the following sequence holds by using the equations
given in Definition 0.1.22 for TCP's: ¢t,(v).Ff(z) = s'dod'tq(v).Fr(z) =
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dos"d't4(v).Fr(z) = dota(s""d"v).Fy(z), by using the equality of the part 7)

we have that dotq(s”'d"v).F¢(z) = Ff[dot.(s"d"v).z], and using again the re-
lations of Definition 0.1.22 we obtain the following equalities F[dpt.(s"d"v).z] =
Fyldos"d't.(v).z] = Fy[s'dod't.(v).2] = Fylpt.(b).2].

Therefore t : B — aut(F) is well defined. Since ¢, is a twisting map for every
c € C, it is easy to check that t is a twisting map.

Lemma 1.4.4
Let pr : B x; F — B aC-TCP. If F is fibrant, then pr is a fibration.

Definition 1.4.5 Let B x; F' and B' x; F' be C-TCP's with fibre F' and group G.
A morphism of C-diagrams h : Bx;F — B’ x; F is said to be a map of C—TCP's
if he(v,2) = (9(v),7(v)e.2) for every ¢ € C, v € B,, and every z € F.,,, where
g : B — B'is a simplicial map and~ : B — G is a dimension preserving function.
If B= B and g = idg we say that t and | are twisting maps equivalents, t ~¢ 1,
or that B x; F' and B' x; F' are C-TCP's equivalents.

Remark 1.4.6 If we want a map between C-TC P's it is enough with defining a
map of C-diagrams h : B x; F' — B’ x; F, such that h. is a map of TCP's for
every ¢ € C. That is if h.(v,2) = (9(v),7.(v).2) for a given n-simplex (v,z) of
B Xy, F., then we can define v : B — G by v(v) = (7.(v)), and we just have to
see that (v.(v)) € G.

To check that (7.(v)) € G let us remember that given an n-simplex (v, z) of
B x;, F, the following equalities hold for every c € C and every arrow f :c — d
in C:

(i) tal0)-Fy(z) = Fyft.(v) 2]
(i) 7a(v).Fy(z) = Fy[ye(v).2]
(“Z) lc(v)do%(v) = ’Yc(dov)tc(v)
The first one holds since 1 x Fy : B x;, F, = B x4, F; is a simplicial map
(see Proposition 1.4.3), the second one holds since A is a map of C-diagrams and

the third one holds because h,. is a map of T'C'P's (see the equalities given after
Definition 0.1.26. So to see that (7.(v)) € G we have to verify that ~.(v)) satisfies

the equality (1), that is, ¢y4(v).F(2) = Frleve(v).2].

We are going to consider first the case in which ¢ = dy: dgya(v).Fy(z) =)
La(v) " ya(dov) ta(v). F(2) =9 1g(v)~Lya(dov). Fe[te(v).2] using (i4) it holds that
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ld(v)_l.%l(dov) Fylte(v).2] = ld(b) Fr[ve(dov).t(v).z] , applying (i7i) we have
that 14(b)~! Ff[%(dov) te(v).z] = lg(v) "L Ft[lo(v).doye(v).2] , and from the equa-
tion (z), la(v) ™" Fy[le (Ug 07e(v)-2] =1 (U) Ha(0) Fyldoe(v).z] = Fyldoye(v).2].

Therefore: dofyd() t(2) = Frldov.(b).7]

Now let us suppose that ¢ = s'dod": @v4(v).Ff(2) = s'dodva(v).F(z) =
dos"dva(v).F(z) = dovya(s"d'v).Fr(z), by the last equation of the above para-
graph we have that dyy(s"d'v).Fr(z) = Frldoy.(v)(s"d'v).z] = Fldos"d'v.(v).z] =
Fyls'dod"ve(v).2] = Fylpre(v).2]-

Proposition 1.4.7
Let pr : B x4 FF — B a C-twisted cartesian product with base B, fibre F' and
group G. Then pr is a C-bundle with fibre F' and group G.

Proof. Given v € B, let us define the map ay(v) : A[n] x F — Aln] Xop F
by . () (Ptn, 2) = (Yn, V7 (@Ln).2), for every ¢ € C, where ¥y (pr,) = s't(d'v) if
¢ = s'dod', and ¥} (pt,) = e if ¢ = §'d’. From Proposition 0.1.27 it holds that
ay,(v) is an isomorphism for every ¢ € C, so it remains to show that for every
f ¢ — d e C the following square is commutative

A[Tl] x F, L‘(ﬁ)A[n] Xteov F.

A[ ]XFdHA[ ]Xtdode

at, (v)

where F}(7,2) = (7, Fy(2)).

Take a simplex (pt,,2) € Aln] x F, and consider its evaluations in the
above square: Fray, (v)(¢in, 2) = Ff(@tn, Uy (¢tn).2) = (oln, Fr[Yf (p1n).2]) and
iy, (V) (1 X Fy)(ptn, 2) = iy (0)(pin, Fy(2)) = (o, 97, (01n). Fy(2)), then the
above diagram commutes if Fy[v} (¢t,).2] = ¥7 (¢n).Fy(z). To show that con-
sider the following two casses:

i) o =s'd. Fr[iy (ot,).2] = Fyle.z] = Fy(z) = e.Fy(2) = V¢ (otn) . Fr(2).

ii) ¢ = s'dod’. Fy[} (pin).2] = Fy[s't.(d'v).2] = Fy[t.(s"d'v).2], since (t.) satis-
fies the equation (1) (because t(v) € aut(F')) it holds that Fy[t.(s"d'v).z] =
ta(s"d'v).Fy(z) = s'ty(d'v). Fy(2) = ¥¢, (ptn) F(2).
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Proposition 1.4.8

Let p : X — B aC-fibre bundle with fibre F' and a regular G-atlas {c,(v)}. Then
the transformation elements {£)(v)} define a C-twisting map & : B, — Gy_1 and
thereby B X ¢ F' becomes a C-T'C'P with fibre I and group G. Furthermore there
is an isomorphism h : B X¢ F' — X of C-fibre bundles with group G.

Proof. First notice that £)(v) € G,y for every v € By, since p is a G-bundle.
By Proposition 0.1.29 it holds that &) : B, — Gcn_1 defined by &) (v) = (£)(v)).
is a twisting map for every ¢ € C, then 52 is a twisting map.

The map h is defined by h.(v, 2) = 5,,(v)(in, 2), for every ¢ € C, where (v, z)
is an n-simplex of B Xgo L. Applying the Proposition 0.1.29 it holds that A, is an
isomorphism for every ¢ € C, then it remains to show that for every f:c —d e C
the following square commutes

he
B xg F.—= X,

1><Ffl le

B ngd FdTXd

Take an n-simplex (v,z) in B X ¢o P, and evaluate it in the above square,
that is, Xrhe(v,2) = X¢B,, (v)(tn, 2) and hg(l X Ff)(v,2) = hg(v, Ff(z)) =
Bpy (V) (tn, F(2)). Since p is a C-fibre bundle it looks locally as the diagram
(2), which is commutative, then X5, (v)(tn,2) = Bp,(v)(1 X Ff)(tn, 2), where

Bpa(0) (1 X Fy)(n, 2) = By, (V) (tns Fy(2))-
i

As in Proposition 0.1.28 of Section 0.1.2 the following lemma says that the cor-
responding notion of equivalence for C-T'C'P’s with group G corresponds exactly
to that of G-equivalence of C-bundles.

Proposition 1.4.9

The C-TCP's, B x; F and B x; F with group G are equivalents if there exists
an isomorphism h : B x; F' — B x; F, such that for every v € B,, there exists
v(v) € G that makes the following diagram commutative
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Aln] x F =L Aln] x00 F >l B, F

Aln] x F Y Aln] xgop F—2L B x, F

T

Aln Aln] B h(v x Deag(v) = (v x D)ag(v)y(v)

v

From the analogue of Proposition 0.1.30 in the context of C-bundles and C-
TCP's we can formulate the following one.

Proposition 1.4.10
The equivalence classes of C-bundles with fibre F' and group G are in bijective
correspondence with the equivalence classes of C-T'C' P's with fibre F' and group

G.
The next result is a straightforward consequence of definitions 0.1.26 and 1.4.5.

Proposition 1.4.11

Let F' be a C-diagram and G a subgroup of aut(F’). Then the equivalence classes of
principal twisted cartesian products with group G are in bijective correspondence
with the equivalence classes of C-TC'P's with fibre F' and group G.

From Propositions 1.4.10, 1.4.11 and Theorem 0.1.32 we have that any C-fibre
bundle with fibre F', group G and base diagram B can be obtained from a map
with domain B and codomain WG, and conversely that any map from B into

W@ defines a C-fibre bundles with fibre F' and group G.

Theorem 1.4.12

Let F be a C-diagram, G a subgroup of aut(F') and B a connected simplicial set.
Then the set of homotopy classes of maps [B, WG] from B to WG are in bijective
correspondence with the set of equivalence classes of C-fibre bundles with fibre F’
and group G.

1.5 aut(F)

Given two C-diagrams X and Y let us define a new C-diagram Hom(X,Y)
in Gets' " (remember that S¢ and Gets' " are equivalents as categories, see
Corollary 1.1.9), for the arrow « : 62 — 4¢ in I define the functor as follows
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Hom(X,Y)(a : 0% — 62) = (a x 1) : S¢(6¢ x X,Y) — S¢(6 x X,Y). Now
for every n consider the restriction of Hom(X,Y') to the full subcategory I',, of
I, whose set of objects is given by {6¢ : ¢ € C} and denote the restriction by
Hom(X,Y), : I'? — Gets.

For every n take the inverse limit hom(X,Y), = limHom(X,Y),. Notice
(_

that hom(X,Y), is the set formed by the set of tuples (€.).cc such that for every
arrow ¢ : b — c in C the following diagram commutates

8 ox X * N xY
6 x X = XY ) b
\ /
Oy,

So we can define the simplicial set hom(X,Y), whose set of n-simplices is
given by hom(X,Y’), and with operators faces and degeneracies given by com-
posing with 1 x &' and 1 x ¢°, respectively. If F is a C-diagram, then we(F)
will be the simplicial set whose set of n-simplices is formed by the above com-
mutative diagrams where the horizontal arrows are weak equivalences (in that
case X =Y = F), and aut(F) is the simplicial subset of we(F') in which the
horizontal arrows are isomorphisms for every ¢ € C.

Proposition 1.5.1
Let X and Y be C-diagrams. Then the simplicial sets hom(X,Y') and hom(X,Y)
are isomorphic.

Proof. Notice that for every a € C the commutativity of the triangles in
the above diagram tell us that every arrow €. of one tuple (e.), evaluated in a,
has the form e.(a) = (€2 ,)ge(e.q); Where € ;@ Aln]y X X, — An], x Y. Then let
us see that for every ¢ € C, €¢, = € , = € ; for every g € [b, ¢] and every f € [c, c].

If we take an arrow ¢ € [b, ¢] and consider the composite b —"- ¢ e e , the
following diagram holds
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A, x X —22= Aln], x Y,

| |

Aln]i, x X, ~22% Aln]y, x Y,

That is, €, = ¢ , for every g € [b,c]. Now take an arrow f € [c, | and an
arrow h € [b, c], as before we can conclude that € ; = €f . Since fh € [b, c] by
the first part holds that €, = €. ;. Thus every tuple (e.) € hom(X,Y’) defines a
unique natural transformation € € hom(X,Y) given by e, = €, , for every c € C.

If Cat stands for the category of all small categories and H : C — Cat is
a functor, then the Grotendieck construction GreH is the category whose set
of objects are the pairs (¢, x), where ¢ € C and x € H(c), and a morphism
(a, h) @ (a,x) — (b,y) is a pair (o, h) consisting of a morphism « : a — b in C and
a morphism h : H(«a)(z) — y in H(b). The composite of (a, h) : (a,2) — (b,y)
and (5,9) : (b,y) — (¢, 2) is defined to be (Ba, gH (5)(h)).

For a given ¢ € C consider the under category ¢ | C whose set of objects
consists of arrows f : ¢ — d in C, and whose set of morphisms between f : c — d
and g : ¢ — e is the set of morphisms h € C such that hf = ¢g. Let us define
the functor H : C — €at by H(c) = ¢ | C, for which H(f?) = (f*) for
fP:c— de CP Ttis easy to see that the Grotendieck construction Greer H
for H is the twisted arrow category aC of C, that is, the category which has as
objects the arrows f :a — b in C, and as maps between f:a —band g:c— d
the pairs of arrows («, ) of C x C that makes the following square commutative

a b
aT lﬂ
c d

If X and Y are C-diagrams let us consider the functor hom,(X,Y) : aC — S
defined over objects by hom,(X,Y)(a — b) = hom(X,,Y}) and over arrows by
hom,(X,Y)(a, B)(h) = Ysh(1 x X,), for every h € hom(X,,Y;) (see the above
square). It is not difficult to see that hom(X,Y") is isomorphic to lzlnhoma(X Y.

f
—_—

—_—
g
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Proposition 1.5.2 ([7])
Let X and Y be C-diagrams. If X is cofibrant and Y is fibrant, then the natural
map

hom(X,Y) — holgmhoma (X,Y)

is a weak equivalence.

For a given C-diagram F', in what follows haut(F') will denote the components
of holgmhoma(F, F) that are weakly equivalents to aut(F').

Example 1.5.3 IfC consists only of the arrow f : a — b, then haut(F) is given
by the homotopy pullback of the following diagram

haut(F) o ~ [,

rt
Y - lf

aut(F,) e hom(F,, Fy)
and aut(F') corresponds to the strict pullback, although if the diagram F is fibrant
and cofibrant, then haut(F') ~ aut(F). Given a group G and denoting by BG =
{og} the category determined by G, it holds that haut(F) = aut(F,.)"® and
aut(F) = aut(F,,)°.



CHAPTER 2
MINIMAL MODELS IN S¢

In the category of simplicial sets the problem of classification of spaces up to
homotopy equivalence admits an attractive formulation in terms of the theory of
minimal Kan complexes (or more generally minimal Kan fibrations). Every Kan
complex X has a strong deformation retract X', which is a minimal Kan complex
and a map X — Y between minimal Kan complexes is a homotopy equivalence if
and only if it is an isomorphism. So the classification of Kan complexes up to ho-
motopy equivalence is equivalent to the classification of minimal Kan complexes
up to isomorphism.

In this chapter our aim is to generalize the theory of minimal complexes in the
setting of C-diagrams of spaces, on one hand by defining a convenient homotopy
relation over the set of n-C-simplices of a C-diagram X, and on the other hand
by using the theory of free cell complexes exposed in the previous chapter.

We start the section 1 by defining the homotopy relation in S¢ and the fi-
brewise homotopy relation, which is the one used in this memory to classify
fibrations. In the section 2 we define the sub-homotopy relation between n-C-
simplices, which is used to identify pieces of zig-zag’s of m-simplices, by using
the well known homotopy relation between them. The usefulness of this relation
becomes clear by working with free cell complexes, since the generators permit
us to identify the orbits of the diagram that are in excess (in homotopy).

Taking C as a small El-category with a finite number of objects we can
generalize the classical results concerning to minimal simplicial sets and minimal
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fibrations to the category of C-diagrams of spaces. It is important to remark that
it can also be done in some categories with non necessarily a finite number of
objects, and it depends on the existence of certain maximal orbits (see Appendix
A). We finish the chapter with the classification Theorem of fibrations in S¢ up
to fibrewise homotopy, by using the results of Chapter 1 and the first two sections
of the present chapter too.

2.1 Homotopy in S°¢

Let A[1] be the standard 1-simplex in S. If X belongs to S¢ the C-diagram
X x A[l] is defined by X x A[l](a) = X, x A[l] for a € C, and over arrows by
X x A[1)(f) = Xy x 1, for any morphism f : a — b € C. Thus if, X and YV

are diagrams in S¢ a homotopy from X to Y will be a natural transformation
H:X x All] =Y eSC.

Definition 2.1.1 Let 0 stand for the vertex (0) € Al and for any of its de-
generacies s§(0) and 1 for the vertex (1) and its degeneracies si(1). Two maps
f,g : X = Y € S are said to be homotopic (f ~ g) if there exists a map
H: X x A[1] =Y € S, such that for every c € C and every simplex x € X,
H.(z,0) = f.(z) and H.(z,1) = g.(z).

Proposition 2.1.2 ([22], 1.2 Proposition 2.5)
If X is cofibrant and Y is fibrant, then the homotopy relation between maps from
X toY is an equivalence relation.

Definition 2.1.3 Let D be a subdiagram of X, f,g: X =Y andp:Y — Z
arrows in S€, and H a homotopy from f to g. We will say that

1) f is homotopic to g relative to D , f ~ g (relD), if flp = g|p and there is a
homotopy H from f to g such that the following diagram commutes

D x A1l -Z~D

e

2) f is fibrewise homotopic to g (or f is homotopic to g over Z), f ~z g, if
pf = pg and there is a homotopy H from f to g such that the diagram
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commutes

3) [ is homotopic to g over Z relative to D, [ ~z g, rel(D), if flp = g|p,
pf = pg and there is a homotopy H from f to g such that the following
diagram commutes

D x A1l -2~ D

-

X x A1] -

] L

X pf

The following proposition is a consequence of Proposition 6.2 of [18|

Proposition 2.1.4
Let p: Z — Y be a fibration between C-diagrams. If the inclusion D — X is a
cofibration, then homotopy rel(D) over Z is an equivalence relation on S¢(X, Z).

The following definition corresponds to the Definition 13.4.1 of [16]

Definition 2.1.5 Let X be an object in S¢, g : Z — X a map between C-
diagrams and * the terminal object in S€. By a point in X we will mean a map x :

x — X and by the fiber of g over x the pullback of the diagram *—*=X <~—Z

Amap f: X — Y € SCis called a homotopy equivalence if there is a map
g : Y — X such that gf is homotopic to 1x and fg is homotopic to 1y. If
p:Y — Zis amap SC, f is said to be a fibrewise homotopy equivalence if there
isamap g :Y — X such that gf ~5 1x and fg ~z ly; in particular we have
the notion of homotopy retract and strong homotopy retract. A diagram is called
contractible to the point x : x — X if there is either a homotopy from 1x to the
constant map X — % — X, or a homotopy from X — x — X to 1x.
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In S¢ we can define a cocylinder hom(/[1],—) on S¢ (see Definition 3.1 of
[18]) in the following way: If X is a C-diagram, then the C-diagram hom(A[1], X)
is defined by hom(A[1], X)(a) := A[l] x X, for every a € C, and if f :a - b€ C,
hom(A[1], X)(f) := X;4. Thus, as a consequence of the Theorem /.6.3 of [18]
the following result holds in S€.

Proposition 2.1.6 (Dold’s Theorem)
Let p: X — B and p' : X’ — B be fibrations in S¢ and g : X — X' a homotopy
equivalence such that p'g = g, then g is a homotopy equivalence over B.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 13.4.7 of [16]
in the category SC.

Proposition 2.1.7

Let g : Z — X be a fibration in S¢. If v : x — X and z : *x — X are homotopic
points in X, then the fiber of g over x is weakly equivalent to the fiber of g over
z.

The proof of the following Lemma is analogous to Lemma 10.6 of [14] by
considering the structure of closed simplicial model category over S€. The lifting

properties of the fibrations involved in this proof can be obtained for S¢ by using
the Axioms (M7) and (M6) of Definition 9.1.6 in [16].

Lemma 2.1.8
Letp: X — B and g: A — B be maps in S¢. If fy, fi : A — B are homotopic
maps and p is a fibration, then ps, and py, are fibrewise homotopy equivalents.

The following result which is a particular case of Lemma 0.2.18 shows how
the combinatorial structure of S is reflected over S¢. It has to do with the
theory of anodyne extensions of Gabriel-Zisman [12], which encodes the difficult
calculations based on the standard subdivision of a prism in Top, by means of
combinatorial manipulations in simplicial sets. This theory suppresses or engulfs
most of the old combinatorial arguments. We will prove the Lemma 2.1.9 by
using the theory of anodyne extensions and Theorems 0.2.14, 1.2.3.

Lemma 2.1.9
If p: X — B is a fibration in S¢, then in every commutative square as the
following, the dotted arrow exists

6 x Alm] U 8¢ x AF[m] —= X

08 x A[m] B
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Proof. In the category of simplicial sets A*[n] < A[n] is an anodyne extension
and Aln] is a subsimplicial set of Aln], so the inclusion

[(Aln] x Afm]) U (Aln] x A¥[m])] < [Aln] x Afm]]

is an anodyne extension [11, Proposition 4.5.8] and hence a trivial cofibration.

Applying the functor HC(—C ® [c,—]) given in the sketch of Theorem 1.2.3 to
ce

this trivial cofibration we obtain the following map

(@ I [(Al] x Afm]) U (] x Afm)] = I [ARD] x Afm)]

Which is a trivial cofibration, since HC(—C ® [c,—]) is a left Quillen functor
ce

(see Definition 0.2.12 and Theorem 0.2.14).

Now note that the followings equalities hold:

IﬂﬁwxﬂWWMﬁwa%MZ}%NMXNMMﬂﬂﬁwxMWD

[Cv— . [ ’ .
= ([H]A[n]) x A[m] U ([H}A[n]) X A*[m] = (6¢ x A[m]) U (6 x A¥[n])
and [H]A[n} x Alm] = 57‘{ x /A[m]. Therefore (4) is the inclusion morphism

0¢ x AIm]USE x A¥[n] < 6¢ x Alm]. Hence the doted arrow of the above square
exists, since X — Y is a fibration (Definition 0.2.8(2)).

In Proposition 1.1.5 we showed that S¢(6¢, X) = S(Al[n], X.) for every di-
agram X and every ¢ € C, and since S(Aln],X.) = X.,, each n-C-simplex
6¢ — X € S¢(6¢, X) will be denoted by its correspondient simplex z¢ € X,.,, by
adding to x the upper index c¢. Then by abuse of notation we won’t make any
distinction between x as n-simplex or z¢ as n-C-simplex.

Note that X € S¢ can be seen as a simplicial set by defining the set of n-
simplices as X,, = {z¢ € X.,, : ¢ € Obj(C)} and faces and degeneracies for a
given z¢ € X, by diz¢ = z°0 €' and s;2° = x¢ 0 ¢, where ¢’ and ¢’ belongs
to I' (Definition 1.1.6). Therefore combinatorial definitions about homotopy of
simplices in the category S have an immediate translation to S¢ when we deal
with the homotopy relation between n-C-simplices. As in simplicial sets X, will
denote the set of degenerate n-C-simplices of X.
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2.2 Minimal C-Diagrams
Definition 2.2.1 Let X be a C-diagram and z%, w® € X two n-C-simplices.

o the simplex x? is said to be sub-homotopic to w®, x@ ~» w, if there exists

an arrow f - ¢ — d € C such that X ;(w®) ~ 2% rel(09). If c = d and f is
the identity map, then x and w are said to be homotopic, x¢ >~ w°.
e given amapp: X — B, x? is said to be sub-p-homotopic to w® ,x% ~, we,
if Xp(we) ~p x rel(62), for some arrow f:c—d e€C. If c=d and f is
the identity map, then x and w are said to be p-homotopic, x¢ ~, w°.

Given a fibration p : X — B in S® we can suppose that X is a free cell
complex. That is, we can factorize the map ) = X as ) — X’ — X by applying
the small object argument (see Proposition B.0.28), where () — X is a [-cell
complex and X’ — X is an [-injective. But in Section 1.2 we conclude that
the class of I-cell complexes equals the class free cell complexes and the class of
I-injectives equals the class of trivial fibrations (see Proposition 1.2.3).

Remark 2.2.2 Given a free cell compler X € SC, a basis ¥ for X may not be
unique (see Proposition 1.2.4), then when we use the notation 3, we are under
the assumption of having fixed one of them. If X and Y are free cell complex
and we have to specify bases for both of them, we will denote the chosen ones by
Y(X) and X(Y), respectively. Although a basis is not unique, according with the
item c) of Proposition 1.2.4 the following definitions do not depend of the chosen
basis.

Definition 2.2.3 Let X be a C-diagram. Two n-simplicesw € X, andz € X4,
are said to be joined , w — x, if there exists a map f : ¢ — d such that X;(w) = x.
A zig-zag from w to x is a finite sequence {z }¥=" of simplices of X, such that
W—> 21 < 23— ... 72, .

If X is a free cell complex we can see that every zig-zag of simplices has at
most one element of ¥. Thus, if ¢ and w® are non equal n-C-simplices in ¥ such
that 2¢ ~» w® it holds that the orbit generated by z can be identified in homotopy
with one part of the orbit generated by w.

Definition 2.2.4 Let X be a free cell complex. A fibration X — B in S¢ is said
to be minimal if every pair of non-equal generators of X are not sub-p-homotopic.
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Chapter 2. Minimal models in S¢

In what follows we will consider the category C as in Appendix A, that is, a
small E/-category with a finite number of objects (maybe with an infinite number
of objects, see 3 in Example A.0.17 of Appendix A).

Proposition 2.2.5

Let X be a free cell complex and p : X — B a fibration. Then p is minimal if
and only if no proper fibration q : D — B of p (that is, D C X and q = p|p) is a
strong deformation retract of p over B.

Proof. Take p minimal. Let us suppose that there exists a fibration ¢ : D — B
such that D is a subdiagram strictly contained in X, ¢ = p|p and ¢ is a strong
deformation retract of p over B. Let ¢ : D < X the inclusion map and
h : X x A[l] — X the homotopy from 1x to ir, where r : X — D is the
respective retraction.

e Since D C X it is possible to choose one C-simplex ¢ of minimum dimension
,say n, such that v € X, — D, ,. Since X is a free cell complex there exists
a generator z% of X and a map f : d — e such that X;(z) = u (see
Proposition 1.2.4). If z € Dy, it must hold that u € D., since D is a
subdiagram of X, therefore z ¢ D,,. Then all faces dyz of z belong to
Dg -1, for 0 < k < n, hence we can consider the following diagram

5 x A1] 2% D x All] —

U

0 x Al 5 X x AL X
/

L

5 X

’y)ﬁ

=

N
i

That is, z o, r4(z). If r4(z) is generator of X it must hold that z = r4(z),
since p is minimal, and therefore v € D, , which is not possible. Hence there
exists a generator w of X and a map ¢ : ¢ — d such that X (w) = r4(2),
then z? ~», w®. Since p is minimal it must hold that ¢ = d and z = w,
therefore v € D, ,, which is a contradiction since u ¢ D,.

e The reciprocal way of the theorem is consequence of Proposition 2.2.6.

61



2.2. Minimal C-Diagrams

Since A¥[n] is the subcomplex of Aln] generated by all the faces d;t, of
A[n], except by the face dyi,, we will denote a given map f : A¥[n] — X
by (20, ., Th_1, — Tki1, ---s Tn), Where x; = f(d;t,). The complex A[l] can
be seen as a subcomplex of A[2] by defining the three possible inclusion maps
A[l] < A[2] by t1 = d;ie, where ¢ is equal to 0,1 or 2. Thus, given two maps
[:ZxA[l] = X and g: Z x A[1] — X, the map (f,g,—) : Z x A?[2] - X will
denote the one defined by (f, g, —)(z, @dot2) = fe(z, 1) and (f, g, —)(z, pdits) =
ge(z,011), for every ¢ € C and every z € Z, (similar for (f, —,¢) and (—, f,9),
whose domains are Z x A'[2] and Z x A°[2], respectively).

Proposition 2.2.6
Let p : X — B a fibration for which X is a free cell complex. Then p has a strong

fibrewise deformation retract q : X — B which is a minimal fibration.

Proof. Consider a basis ¥ of X. Let ¥’ the set formed by taking from > a
minimal number of elements such that:

For every x? € ¥ there exists some w® € ¥’ such that x? ~, w*

and such that we choose the degenerate ones whenever it is possible. The set
Y exists, since C is a small El-category with a finite number of objects (see
Appendix A, Example A.0.17).

Notice that if x¢ and w® are degenerate simplices in ¥, such that x% ~, w®,
then they must be equal. Since x¢ ~, w¢, there exists a map f : ¢ — d in C
such that X (w®) ~, x?, and hence X (w®) = x? (see Proposition 0.1.10). But
w and x¢ are generators of X, then x¢ = w¢. Thus, in the above choice we can
always take the degenerate one.

Claim: ' is closed under degeneracy operators. Note that given x¢ € ¥/ its
degeneracies s;x belongs to Y, for 0 < k < n, since X is closed under degeneracy
operators (Proposition 1.2.4). Then there exists a simplex w® € 3, such that
spx? ~, we. If w® is degenerate, then s;x? = w¢, otherwise we must consider
the following cases:

e ¢ =d. It is easy to see that w¢ ~~, s;x%, since every endomorphism in C
has a left inverse. Therefore s;x? € ¥/ _,, since in our choice we prefer the
degenerate ones.
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Chapter 2. Minimal models in S¢

e ¢ # d. Since s;x? ~~, w° there exists a map f : ¢ — d such that
X;(w€) ~, six? and hence d X (w®) = x¢, so X;(dyw®) = x% Then
by item c¢) of Proposition 1.2.4 there exists a map g : d — ¢ such that
X, (x%) = dpwe©.

In the category C every endomorphism has a left inverse, then there exists
« : ¢ — c such that agf = 1.. We have that X;(w®) ~, s;x% then
X,(we) ~, X,(s1x%), and hence w® ~, X,,(s;x%). That is, it holds that
w¢ ~s, 5;px%, and therefore s;x? € Y1

Then if x? € ¥/, it holds that syx? € ¥/ | as we wanted to show.

Now we define 2 as follows:

A= {X € 8°: X < X,which is free cell complex, such that (X) C X'}

Let us see that 2l admits maximal elements:

Since Y is closed under degeneracy operators, () the smallest subdiagram
of X containing >, is a free cell complex whose basis is contained in ', then
(3) € A and therefore A # (). If we take a chain of 2 its union is an upper
bound of the chain that belongs to 2, then by Zorn’s Lemma we can find a free
subdiagram X of X which is maximal with respect to the property of having all
its generators in X'

__ Fix a maximal element X of 2. Then any simplex of X, whose faces are in
X and whose generator belongs to Y, belongs to X:

Take some simplex z¢ € Xan such that = X for 0 < k < n, and for which
there exists w® € ¥’ and a map f : ¢ — d € C such that X;(w¢) = 2. Since
dpr? € X, there exists z° € ¥(X) (and therefore in X) and a map g : b — d € C

such that X,(z’) = dyx?, which means that d,w¢ and z° are joined by a zig-zag

(dpwe S dyz? o ), since X;(dyw®) = dix?. Then by item c) of Proposi-

tion 1.2.4 there exists a map h : b — ¢ € C, such that Xj,(z°) = dyw* and since
z° € X it holds that dpywe € X. Then the subdiagram X U(w*®) of X generated by
X and we belongs to 2, but X is ‘maximal with respect to the property of having
all its generators in 3, therefore X U(w¢) = X. Thus, z € X, since X r(we) =z
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2.2. Minimal C-Diagrams

Let 9B be the set that consists of all the pairs (Y, H), where Y is a subdiagram
of X containing X and H : Y x A[l] = X is a homotopy such that H maps
Y x {0} into X, is the inclusion on Y x {1}, H is constant on X x A[1] and pH
is the constant homotopy restricted to Y.

The set B has maximal elements:

We can define a partial order ‘<’ over B as follows: (Y,H) =< (Y',H') if
Y C Y’ and H'|y = H. The diagram X with the constant homotopy belongs to
B, then B # (). Moreover, if we take a chain of 98 its colimit will be an upper

bound of the chain in 9B, then applying the Zorn’s lemma we get a maximal ele-
ment (Y, H) in *B.

Take a maximal diagram Y of B, and let us see that Y = X:

Assume that ¥ # X and choose a C-simplex 24 € X of lowest dimension such
that 2§ € X — Y, say 2+ 6% :— X. It is non degenerate (otherw1se it would
belong to Y) and its faces belong to Y. So we want to extend H to ¥ U (z4) the

subdiagram of X generated by YU{zl} First consider the following commutative
diagram

0% x A[1JU 6 x AY[1] P
o
51 3 A[1]) = 5 . B

bzy

where the homotopy H' is obtained from Lemma 2.1.9, and is such that H}| = z¢.
For H) = 2% there exists w® € ¥ and a map f : ¢ — d such that X;(w®) = z (by
Proposition 1.2.4), then there exists m® € 3’ C X’ such that w® ~», m®, that is,
X,(mb) ~, w* for some arrow g : b — ¢ € C. From the above diagram we can see
that 27 has its faces in X and then Xo(mP) := 2 as well, since z ~, X, (m®).
Therefore x € X since z has its faces in X and its generator m® belongs to Y.

Ifr:Y — X is the retraction from ¥ to X let us extend it to 7’ : ?U(zf) —~ X

by defining r'(2¢) = 2?. Then using H' and r’ we can define one homotopy
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H : 6% x A[1] = X such that H is 2¢ on 8¢ x {1}, pH is the constant homotopy
to pz¢, H extends H on ¢ x A[1] and H(5% x {0}) belongs to X; that is, we
have an extension of H to ¥ U (z¢) x A[1]. Then the pair (Y U (z%), H) is a
contradiction with the maximality of (Y, H) and therefore ¥ = X.

The restriction ¢ = p|5 is a minimal fibration:

Since p|¢ is a retraction of p, it is a fibration (retraction axiom for model
categories, see Definition 0.2.1). By construction X is a free cell complex and if
W is a generators of X , then it is also a generator of X that belongs to X', so none
of such simplices can be sub-p-homotopic, otherwise the minimality condition that
satisfies >’ would be contradicted. Therefore ¢ is a minimal fibration.

|

Lemma 2.2.7

Let p : X — B be a map of diagrams, where X is a free cell complex and
h : A — B a map with domain the constant diagram A. Then the pullback
diagram A xg X is a free cell complex.

Proof. Let X be abase for X. Let us show that " = {(u,2) € AxpX : z € ¥}
is a base for A xp X (see Proposition 1.2.4). First take a pair of n-simplices
(u,2) € ¥ and show that ¥ is closed under degeneracies. Since (u,r) € AxpX
it holds that h(u) = p(z), hence for every degeneracy operator s; it holds that
h(sxu) = p(spx), for 0 < k < n. ¥ is closed under degeneracies, that is, syz € X,
therefore s;(u, z) = (spu, spr) € L.

If (v,2)* € ¥ there exists a unique map a : ¢ — d € C and a unique
z¢ € 3 such that X,(x) = z, since ¥ is a base for X. For the pair (v,z)¢ let
us calculate pe(z): pe(z) = paXa(x) = pa(z) = h(v), then (v,z)° € X" and
A xp X(a)(v,z) = Xi(v,2) = (v,Xa(z)) = (v,2). If there exists an arrow
B:b— deC and an n-simplex (w,y) € X" such that X3(w,y) = (v, 2) it holds
that (w, Xs(y)) = (v,2) = (v, Xa(x)), then w = v and since ¥ is a fundamental
domain it must hold that f§ = « and y = z.

Lemma 2.2.8
Let p: X — B a minimal fibration and h : A — B a map in S¢, where A and B
are constant diagrams. Then the fibration pr : A xg X — A is minimal.

65



2.2. Minimal C-Diagrams

Proof. If ¥ is a base for X, then from Lemma 2.2.7 it holds that A xg X
is a free cell complex with base ¥° = {(u,z) € A xp X : 2 € ¥}. Take two
generators (v,2)? and (w,z)¢ of A xp X and suppose that (v, 2)? ~~,,. (w, )"
Then there exists a map « : ¢ — d € C such that X (w, )¢ ~,, (v,2)%, sow =v
since pr-homotopic simplices are in the same fiber. Applying the projection map
pr: Axpg X — X we have that 2¢ ~, z¢, but from minimality of p it must hold
that ¢ = d and x = z, that is, (v, 2) = (w, ).
|

The following proof is an extension of sublemma 10.5 from [14].

Proposition 2.2.9

Let p: X — B and q : Z — B be fibrations in S¢ and f,q : Z — X fibre-
wise homotopic maps, where g is an isomorphism and p minimal. Then f is an
isomorphism.

Proof. We will show that f is an isomorphim by induction over the dimension
of the C-simplices. Suppose that f is an isomorphism on k-simplices for all k£ < n,
and take h : Z x A[1] — X the homotopy from g to f.

1) f is surjective:

Let ¥ be base for X. Then to prove that f is surjective it is enough with
showing that f is surjective over . Given x¢ a generator of X we have
that for every face d;x? of x¢ there exists a unique (n — 1)-simplex 2¢ such
that f(z;) = d;x? (by the induction hypothesis), that is, the composite

od Cozn) 7 T X s equal to (dox?,...,d,x%). Then we obtain the
following commutative diagram

: hl(zg,... ) X7
515 AL U6 x AL[1] Comzn™) y
| ,
5 x A1) — 6 — B

Since p is a fibration, there is a lift G : §% x A[l] — X (see Lemma

1xel

2.1.9). Then there is an n-C-simplex w® : §% x A[0] === §¢ x A[1]9— X
homotopic to x? and such that g(z;) = d;w. By surjectivity of g there exists
a C-simplex 2% € Z, such that g(z) = w. Then g(z;) = g(d;z), which implies
that z; = d;z since g is injective. Therefore there is a commutative diagram
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(Slhl(zo ..... zn)v(_7G7hz))

[ :

54 x A[2] 5 B

where h, = h(z? x 1); by Lemma 2.1.9 there is a lift F' from ¢ x A[2] to

1xed

X. Notice that the composite ¢ x A[1] === x A[2] —£~ X is a sub-
p-homotopy from x¢ to f(z)%

If f(2)? € ¥ it must hold that f(2)? = x¢, since p is minimal. But if
f(2)? ¢ ¥ by Proposition 1.2.4 there exists m¢ € ¥ and a map « : ¢ — d
such that X, (m°) = f(29); therefore x? ~, m¢, but p is a minimal fibration
and any two different generators can not be sub-p-homotopic, therefore

¢ =d and x = m. Since C is an El-category there exists a~! : d — d such
that o ta = 1, and therefore x¢ = X1 f(2%) = f[Za-1(2%))].

2) f is injective:

i) First let us show that if z¢ and w® are two n-C-simplices from Z, such
that fz¢ = fw®, then we can construct a p-homotopy from g¢(z) to

g(w).

If fz¢ = fw® we have that f(d;z°) = f(d;w°) and inductively it holds
that d;z¢ = d;w®, for 0 < i < n. Then the composites

. 2¢x1
5 x A[1]<25 8¢ x A[1] T T Zx A[l] > X
wex1

are both equal to a map [. Taking h, = h(z° x 1) and h,, = h(w® x 1)
we can construct the following commutative diagram

52‘ X A2[2] U(S??L X A[2] ((hz,h'un_)?SOl) X

[ .
5 x AJ2] 5 B

pr n o pzf=pw©
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ii)

By Lemma 2.1.9 there exists a lift H : 05 x A[2] — X that makes
the above diagram commutative, since p is a fibration. The composite
H(1 x €%) gives us a p-homotopy from gz¢ to gw®.

Let us show that given two n-simplices of Z whose images by f are
equal, must be equal. Since g : 7 — X is an isomorphism we can
assume that Z is a free cell complex, for which there is a bijection
¥(Z) = 3(X) between bases, given by g.

Take ¢ and y° n-C-simplices of Z such that f(x) = f(y). By Propo-
sition 1.2.4 there exists x;¢ € X(Z) and a map « : d — e in C such
that Z,(x1%) = z, and it holds for y¢ as well, say Z3(y1¢) = y°. Since
Xof(x1%) = f(z) and Xgf(y1°) = f(z), there exists m® € ¥(X) and
maps 6 : b — d, 7 : b — ¢ in C such that X,(m®) = f(x;?¢) and
X, (m") = f(y:°).

We showed in 1) that f is surjective, then there exists n® € Z,, such
that f(n) = m® so for g(n®) there exists z* € (X) and a map
e :a — bin C such that X_(z*) = g(n). Note that fZs(n) = f(x;%) and
fZ:(n) = f(y1°), then by item i) it holds that g(x;%) ~, gZ(n) and
9(y1°) ~p 9Z-(n), but XpX.(2%) = Xgg(n) = gZy(n) and X, X.(2%) =
X,g(n) = gZ.(n), therefore g(x;%) ~, z* and g(y,¢) ~, z%. Since
g(x1%), g(y1°) € ¥(X) and p is minimal it must hold that a = ¢ = d
and z = ¢g(x1) = ¢g(y1). That is, a = ¢ = d and x; = y, since g is
injective.

Since m® € ¥(X) and Xy(m®) = f(x1) = X,(m®), then § = 7; anal-
ogously it must hold that af = (6 (see Proposition 1.2.4). Then
abe = BoOe, so a = 3, since f¢ is invertible ( fe is an endomorphism
in the El-category C). Since Z,(x1) =z, Zs(y1) = y and x1 = y1 we
have that z = y.

Corollary 2.2.10

Let p: X — B be a minimal fibration in S¢ and f,q : A — B homotopic maps,
where A and B are constant diagrams. Then the fibrations py and p, from Ax X
to A are isomorphic.
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Proof. It follows from Lemmas 2.1.8, 2.2.8 and Proposition 2.2.9.
|

Corollary 2.2.11

Let p : X — B be a minimal fibration, where B is a constant diagram to the
connected simplicial set B. Suppose that F' is the fibre of p over a base point %
of B. Then p is a C-fibre bundle with fibre F.

Proof. First let us show that p is locally trivial. Take an n-simplex v in B
and make the composite of its representing map v : A[n] — B with the maps
1,7 : A[n] — Aln], where 1 is the identity map and j is the composite of the map
AJ0] — Aln] that picks out the vertex (0) of A[n] with the map A[n] — AJ0].
By considering the pullback of p along this composites, the following diagram
holds

Aln] x Fy(egv) 2 An] xp X —> Aln] xp X —= X

Aln] Al[n] B

J
since 1 and j are homotopic maps (see Lemma 0.1.14). The induced pullbacks
over A[n] are minimal fibrations since p is minimal (see Lemma 2.2.8), then by
Corollary 2.2.10 it holds that A is an isomorphism. The Lemma 0.1.16 of Section

0.1 admits a natural generalization in the case of C-diagrams, so F,(gov) = F,
since B is connected.

2.3 Classification of C-Fibrations

Consider two C-diagrams F' and B, where B is the constant diagram to the
connected simplicial set B. The objective of this section is to classify fibrations
p: X — B in S¢ whose fiber is homotopically equivalent to F. The relation used
to classify them is that of fiberwise homotopy equivalence (See Definition 2.1.3
part (2) and Proposition 2.1.6).

Theorem 2.3.1
Let C be a small El-category with a finite number of objects and F', B, C-
diagrams, where B is the constant diagram to the connected simplicial set B.
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Then the set [B, Whaut(F)] of homotopy classes of maps from B to Whaut(F)
is in bijective correspondence with the set of equivalence classes of C-diagrams of
fibrations with base space B and fibers with the homotopy type of F.

Proof. In view of Proposition B.0.28 every fibration p is equivalent to a fibra-
tion p’ whose total space is a free cell complex. By Proposition 2.2.6 the fibration
p’ is equivalent to a minimal one p”, and from Proposition 2.2.9 it holds that
any two minimal fibrations which are equivalents are isomorphic. So if F” is the
fiber of p”, then p determines a unique element in wohom(B, Waut(F")), since
any minimal fibration is a fiber bundle (See Corollary 2.2.11 and Theorem 1.4.12).

From Proposition 1.5.2 we have that aut(F") ~ haut(F"), and since F" ~ F'
it holds that aut(F") ~ haut(F). Then Waut(F") ~ Whaut(F'), so p determines
a unique element in mohom(B, W haut(F)).
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CHAPTER 3
APPLICATIONS

We present some applications of the classification theorem 2.3.1 for C-diagrams
of fibrations over a connected base space B, when the category C has the shape
{® — e}. Some classical results can be deduced from it, as for example, those
related with the fiberwise localization of a fibration p and the one related with
the homotopy type of certain Gauge group. We also use it to state the existence
and uniqueness of the fiberwise cellularization for a fibration p in terms of the
obstructions to the existence and uniqueness of a certain lifting.

In what follows we will use either topological techniques, or simplicial tech-
niques to proof some facts. Thus, given a monoid M, BM will denote its clas-
sifying space, and if F' is a topological space aut(F') will denote the topological
monoid of self-homotopy equivalences of F'. Since in the simplicial context we use
to work with minimal simplicial sets F, then aut(F') will denote the simplicial
monoid of sel-fhomotopy equivalences of F', or the simplicial group of automor-
phisms of F'.

3.1 Fiberwise Localization

Given a cofibration f : A — B in S and a fibre map p : £ — B with fibre F',
we reprove the Theorems 0.3.6 and 0.3.7 of Section 0.3.1. To do this consider
the cofibrant f-localization lp : F© — L;F of F, and then all the C-diagrams
of fibrations over the connected space B, where C = {e — e}, whose fibers are
homotopy equivalent to .
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In this case we can consider the following pullback diagram given in the Ex-
ample 1.5.3

S

LfF
aut(lx) > aut(LsF)gr

°F l(lF)”
v o

where Map(F, L;F')¢ are the components of maps in Map(F, LyF') that factorize
well, that is, g belongs to hom(F,L;F')e if there exists self-homotopy equiva-
lences a € aut(F') and § € aut(L;F'), such that ¢ ~ lpa ~ Blp. aut(LsF)er
are the components of aut(L;F') that are in correspondence with the ones of
hom(F,L;F)g, and since Ly is a coaugmented functor all the components of the
monoid aut(F') are in correspondence with the components of Map(F, L;F')q.

Since [p is an f-local equivalence and L F' is an f-local space, we have a weak
equivalence Map(LsF,L¢F) ~ Map(F,L¢F) (See section 0.3.1), and therefore
aut(LsF)e and Map(F, L;F)e are weakly equivalent. Since the above diagram
is a pullback it holds that aut(lx) ~ aut(F'). So applying the classifying space
functor to s, : aut(lp) — aut(F'), which is a map of topological monoids, we have
that

Bs
Baut(lp) —> Baut(F)

If p is classified by a map h : B — Baut(X), then there is a unique lifting
h : B — Baut(lg) of h up to homotopy. Therefore (E,p, B) admits up to
homotopy a unique fiberwise f-localization

where a is an f-local equivalence (by Example D.8 of [9]).
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3.2 Fibrewise cellularization

We are interested in the study of the existence of fiberwise cellularizations (see
Definition 0.3.14) for a given fibre sequence F — E — B. A fibration together
with a fibrewise cellularization form a diagram

CWiF £~ F
E—*".F
B B

where the homotopy fiber of the diagram is determined by the augmentation map
crp: CWyF — F.

To deal with these diagrams we replace in the diagram of the Example 1.5.3
the map F by the fibration cx : CWyF — F

SewuF i(cF)’i

v
aut(CW4F) 3 Map(CW4F, F)
CF)4

and as in the previous section we apply the classifying space functor to the upper
row

Bsp
L —— Baut(cp) — Baut(F)

in which the space L will denote the homotopy fibre of Bs,. Since p: E — B is
classified by a map h : B — Baut(F'), p has a fiberwise cellularization if h has a
lift

Baut(cr)

5 7
no
Bsp

B~ Baut(F)

Thus, the obstructions to the existence and uniqueness of this lifting lies in
H™"Y(B,m;(L)) and H'(B,m;(L)) respectively. So we will characterize the fiber
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L of the fibration Bsyx : Baut(cx) — Baut(X) in order to determine these
cohomology groups.

3.2.1 Homotopy Fibers

Given a fibration f : X — Y we are interested in determining the homotopy
groups of the homotopy fiber of Bsy : Baut(f) — Baut(Y'), which is obtained
from the pullback diagram

Theorem 3.2.1

Let X ——=Y —2~Z be a fibre sequence with the space Z pointed, 0-connected
and X X-null (that is, Map.(XX,Z) ~ x). Then m;L = m;Z fori > 1, where L is
the fiber of the fibration Baut(f) — Baut(Y).

Proof. By considering the fibre sequence X v .7 wecan enlarge the
above diagram as follows

(1) aut(X)y —f;Map(X, Y)¢T>Map(X, Z)e

where Map(X, Z). is the component of the constant map in Map(X, Z). Notice
that given g € Map(X,Y),, it can be written as g ~ fa ~ Sf where (o, ) €
aut(X) x aut(Y'), hence py(g) = pg is nullhomotopic, since pf is nullhomotopic
(pg ~ pfa). Therefore pj is the restriction of p; : Map(X, Y) — Map(X,Z) to
Map(X,Y ).

Taking loops in the lower row of the above diagram we obtain the sequence

QMap(X, Z). — aut(X)y e Map(X,Y ), - Map(X, 7).

74



Chapter 3. Applications

Since the square (I) is a homotopy pull-back, we can construct a homotopy
equivalence from QMap(X, Z). to the homotopy fibre of sy, and hence the fol-
lowing is a fibre sequence

QOMap(X, Z). — aut(f) —> aut(Y)

From L — Baut(f) — Baut(Y') we can consider the fibre sequence

QL —— aut(f) S, aut(Y) —— L —— Baut(f) Do, Baut(Y)
and therefore QL ~ QMap(X, Z)., although not necessarily as loop spaces.

By hypothesis Map, (XX, Z) ~ «, that is, m;Map,(XX,Z) = 0, so the ho-
motopy groups w1 Map,. (X, Z) are equal to zero for ¢ > 0 (by the adjunction
property of mapping spaces).

Applying the long exact sequence in homotopy groups for the following fibre
sequence

Map*(Xa Z)EHMCLP(X, Z)CL>Z

we have that m;Map(X,Z). = mZ for i > 0, since Z and Map(X, Z). are 0-
connected (we have chosen only one component), and m;Map.(X,Z) = 0 for
i > 1. Since QL ~ QMap(X, Z)., it holds that m; L = m;Z for i > 1.

1

The following result is a straightforward consequence of this Theorem, by
using the sequence CWyF — F — PyaC,,, given by Chacholski in the Theorem
0.3.13.

Corollary 3.2.2

Let p: E — B a fibration with fiber F'. Then the obstructions to the existence
and uniqueness of a fiberwise cellularization for p lies in H'™(B, 7;( Ps4Cy,)) and
H'(B, m;(PsaCey)), respectively.

The following fibration was suggested by Chacholski

Theorem 3.2.3
Let (X, f,Y) be a fibration with fiber F, classified by a map cl : Y — Baut(F).
Then the following is a fibre sequence
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3.2.1. Homotopy Fibers

Map(Y, Baut(F))y~—— Baut(f) Box, Baut(Y')

In order to proof this theorem let us first consider the following result

Theorem 3.2.4 ([5], Theorem 1.2(i7))

Let p : E — B a principal fibration with group G, classified by the map cl. If
autg(p) is the simplicial group which has as set of n-simplices the commutative
diagrams

Aln] x E Aln] x E

1xp 1xp

Aln| x B

in which the horizontal map is compatible with the action of G (an therefore an
isomorphism). Then Wautg(p) has the homotopy type of hom(B, W)y, that
is, it has the homotopy type of the connected component of hom(B, W) which
corresponds to cl.

Proof. Note that aute(p) acts from the left of E and from the right of
Wautg(p) = Wautg(p) X, autg(p). Since (1 x p) : Waute(p) Xauem) E —
Waute(p) x B is principal and with group G, it is classified by a map g :
Wauta(p) x B — WG, so by using the adjointness property of function com-
plexes we obtain a map § : Wautg(p) — hom(B, W@, since (1 x p) restricted
to every vertex of Wautg(p) is the fibration p. To show that ¢ is an homotopy
equivalence let us see that Wauts(p) and hom(B, WG, classifies the same prin-
cipal fibrations.

~ Notice that at every map h : Y — hAom(B,WG)cl corresponds to a map
h:Y x B — WG, such that its restriction h|, : B — WG to the first component
over any vertex y of Y is homotopic to ¢l (that is, h|, >~ cl). So by pulling-back

h with the map © : WG — WG we obtain up to homotopy a unique twisting
cartesian product of the form Y x; £ — Y x B.

From proposition 1.4.11 it holds that W aut(p) classifies the following diagrams
of fibrations
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E £ B
Y xy E—% .y x, B
Y

Since a twisting map ¢ : Y, = aulg(p),—1 has the form (¢, id), where #;(y) :
Aln] x E — Aln] x E is equivariant, for any y € Y,,, it hods that Wautq(p)
classifies principal fibrations Y x; E — Y x B.

|
The group auts(p) is known as the Gauge group of p.

Theorem 3.2.5 ([5], Theorem 1.4(i7))

Let F' be a minimal simplicial set, f : X — Y a fibration with all the fibres of
the homotopy type of F', and let aut;q(f) be the simplicial monoid which has as
set of n-simplices the commutative diagrams

Aln] x X Aln] x X

1xf 1xf

Aln| x Y

in which the horizontal map Is a self-homotopy equivalence of X. If f is classified
by a map ¢l : Y — Waut(F), then Waut;q(f) >~ hom(Y, Waut(F))y.

Proof. This Theorem can be reduced to Theorem 3.2.4.
|

Proof. |[Theorem 3.2.3] Consider the fibration Fjg, (s, )~ aut(f) o aut(Y) ,

where Fig, (s, ) is the fiber of s, over the identity map idy. By Applying W to
s,, we obtain the fibre sequence W Fy,, (s, ) — Waut(f) — Waut(Y).

Let f': X’ — Y a minimal subfibration of f (which is a strong deformation
retract of f). Notice that for s! : aut(f’) — aut(Y'), its fiber Fi4, (s ) consists of
the following commutative triangles
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Aln] x X' = Aln] x X'

k%

Aln| xY

where « is an automorphism of X' Thus, by Theorem 3.2.5 it holds that
W Fiay (8.,) =~ hom(Y, Waut(F))y, and since W Fiq, (s)) ~ W Fj, (s, ) it holds
that W Ey, (s,) ~ hom(Y, Waut(F)),.

]

Proposition 3.2.6

Let X —1>Y -7 be a fibre sequence. If the map cl : Y — Baut(Q)Z)
classifies f, then Map(Y, Baut(2Z))a ~ Map(X,Y)., where Map(X,Y'). is the
component of the constant map in Map(X,Y).

Proof.  Taking loops in the fibre sequence of Theorem 3.2.3 and using the
diagram (/) given in the proof of Theorem 3.2.1, we can consider the following
diagram

aut(f) " = aut(Y )y b Map(Y, Baut(2Z))y

SX I lfﬁ

- Map(X, 7).

Let us see that the map cly is well defined, that is, given § € aut(Y)y we
must see that the induced fibration f : *(X) — Y given by he pullback of f
along [ is fiberwise homotopic to f. To check this consider the following sequence
of homotopy commutative diagrams

g (X BH(X) — Py, Pyo- = s X=X

PN N

in the first triangle we compose f with the homotopy inverse S~ of § and since
Bf =~ fa~ we can pass to the second triangle, where ¢ is the fibration that
factorize fa~. By using the third triangle we can conclude that f is fiberwise
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homotopic to f.

Now consider the following pullback diagram

Q7 Q7

\L ppfix1 J/

aut(Y )y x X Map(X,Z). x X

lidxf J{le
aut(Y)yr XY Map(X,Z). x Y

p’jft1 x1

Notice that these two fibrations are classified by maps 6 and n that make the
following diagram homotopy commutative, because the above square is a pullback

'
aut(Y)g XY rel 71 MapX,Y). xY

\i”

Baut(Q22)

By using the adjunction property of mapping spaces we can obtain a homotopy

commutative diagram

f
I Map(X,Y),

Map(Y, Baut(27))

Since the restriction of the fibration (1 x f) and (id x f) over any vertex of
Map(X,Y). and aut(Y')y respectively, are fibre wise homotopic to f, then the

codomain of § and 77 is Map(Y, Baut(2Z))y. Thus the map 6(53) is homotopic to
cl for any 5 € aut(Y )y, but clf ~ cl for any 5 € aut(Y )4, and hence 6 =~ cly.

Now consider the following diagram
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(1) aut(X)g Xy, Ppp ——= Pp

1xv v

cly

aut(X)y X g, aut(Y )y aut(Y) g Map(Y, Baut(2Z))y

aut(X )y Map(X,Y )y Map(X,Y ).

by

where aut(X)y Xz, aut(BF) g = aut(f) and Py is the path space of the map f?,
that is, Pp: = {(8,0) € aut(Y)g x hom(X,Y)} : f4(8) = 6(0)}. The map ¢ is
the fibration that factorizes f* and v is the correspondent homotopy equivalence.

aut(X )y X, Pyt denotes the pullback of LI

From the above diagram take the following one

cly

aut(X)g Xz, aut(Y)gyr —aut(Y)y Map(Y, Baut(22))

S /

aut(X)g Xy, Py Py Map(X,Y).

s pyq

Since p; and ¢ are fibrations we have that Fib(pyq) =~ aut(X)y Xy, Pp+ and by
Theorem 3.2.3 the upper row is a fibre sequence by . Note that the upper square
of diagram [T is a pullback square, and hence (1 x v) is an homotopy equivalence
since v is so too. Taking the long exact sequences of homotopy groups for these
two fibrations we have that Map(Y, Baut(QZ))y ~ Map(X,Y)..

As an illustration of this Proposition let us consider the following examples

Example 3.2.7 Consider the fibre sequence K(Z,1) —= X N K(Z,2) where
X ~ x. Since [ is classified by a map p: K(Z,2) — BK(Z,1) it holds that

Map(X, BK(Z. 1)), ~ Map(, K(Z.2)), ~ K(Z.2)
but f is also classified by a map cl : K(Z,2) — BweK(Z,1) and in that case

Map(K(Z,2), BweK(Z,1))q ~ Map(K(Z,2), BK(Z, 1))
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~ Map(K(Z,2), K(Z,2))q ~ K(Z,2)

Example 3.2.8 Let us take the principal fibration G© BG !

G 1s a finite group. If f is classified by p : BG — BG, then

BG where

Map(EG, BG), ~ Map(x, BG), ~ BG

Remember the inclusion map Gt Y, where Y is the symmetric group
of |G| letters. i gives rise a group homomorphism Cyx,(i(G)) x G — X¢g for
which we can apply the classifying space functor BCx,(i(G)) x BG — BXg
and take the adjoint map BCx,(G) — Map(BG, B¥g);, which is a homotopy
equivalence. Since BweG ~ BY. and Map(BG, X)), ~ Map(BG, BXq);, where
h € Rep(G,3q) we have that

Map(BG, BweG) ~ Map(BG, BXq);
where cl : BG — Bwe(Q) is the classifying map of f. Then

Map(BG, BweG) ~ BCx,,(G)
but Cy, (G) = G < X with G = G, therefore

Map(BG, Bwe@), ~ BCs,(G) ~ BG

3.2.2 Examples

As we saw in Section 0.3.1 given a cofibration f : A — B and a fibration £ — B
it is always possible to obtain a fibrewise L s-localization of g, but it is not true in
general for the cellularization functor CWy. For example, for A = BZ/2 consider
the fibre sequence S? — RP? — BZ/2 and suppose that it has a fibrewise
cellularization

5{ Rfﬂ —— BZ/2
CWipz/2S? E BZ/2

The sphere is a finite CW-complex and hence hom.(BZ/2,5%) ~ *. So it
holds that CWipz/2S5? =~ %, and therefore E ~ BZ/2; but hom.(BZ/2,RP?) ~ x,
since RP? is also a finite CTW-complex. Thus, there is not nontrivial maps from
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BZ/2 to RP? and hence the above diagram cannot be commutative.

Given a finite group G and a fibration BG—— F —? . B, we may assume
some conditions over G and the base space B in order to known when it is possible
to obtain a BZ/p-fibrewise cellularization for g. Before that let us remember some
results related with C'W,BG and the p-completion XpA of a space X.

Definition 3.2.9 ([10]) Let G be a finite group and H a subgroup of some Sylow
p-subgroup S of G. Then H is strongly closed in G if whenever h € H and g € G
are such that ghg™' € S, then ghg™ € H.

Remember that given two elements x and y in a subgroup H of G, they are
said to be fused in G if they are conjugate in GG, but not in H. If S is a Sylow
p-subgroup S of G, let us denote the smallest strongly closed subgroup of S
containing all elements of order p in S by CI(S).

Definition 3.2.10 ([10]) Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow psubgroup. The
normalizer Ng(S) of the Sylow p-subgroup controls fusion if, whenever P < G
is a p-subgroup and gPg~' < Ng(S), we have g = hc, with h € Ng(S) and
(S CG(P)

The following theorem is a consequence of the Theorem 5.6 of [10]

Proposition 3.2.11

Let G be a finite group generated by elements of order p and S a Sylow p-subgroup
of G. If G is not a p-group, Ng(S) the normalizer of S in G controls the fusion
in G and S = CI(S), it holds that CWpgz,, BG fits in a fibration

CWgz/p BGC BG H#p BG,
where the product is taken over all primes q dividing the order of G.

It is important to remark that in the above fibration [] oo BGQ ~ Pspz,Coev,
where C, is the cofiber given in Theorem 0.3.13.

Theorem 3.2.12 ([3], Proposition VI1.4.3(i))
Let X be a pointed connected space such that m;(X) is finite for every i > 1,
then ;(X,) is a finite p-group for all i and prime p.

Theorem 3.2.13
Let G be a finite group generated by elements of order p and S a Sylow p-
subgroup of G. If G is not a p-group, Ng(S) the normalizer of S in G controls
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the fusion in G and S = CI(S) and B is BZ/p-cellular, then any fibre sequence
BG“—— E —Y~ B admits a unique BZ/p-fibrewise cellularization.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2.11 CWy, BG is the fibre of BG' — [],_, BGY, thus by
Corollary 3.2.2 the obstruction to the existence of a fibrewise-cellularization of g
lie in the cohomology groups

H* (B, (][ BG)))
a7p
Taking |G| = p"qi...qs we have that

H (B, m(][ BGY)) = H(B, [] m(BG),))
q#p 1<k<s

The homotopy groups of BG) are g groups (Theorem 3.2.12),then these
cohomology groups can be expressed as a finite product of cohomology groups
H™Y(B,Z/q,*) with coefficients in Z/q,*. We also know that B is BZ/p-cellular
(that is, B ~ CWpg/,B), then it is constructed by assembling several copies of
BZ/p together along some hocolimit scheme (see Section 0.3.2). Therefore we can
study H"**(B, Z/q,*) in terms of the simpler cohomology groups H ™ (BZ/p, Z/q.*),
or what is the same the groups H'*'(Z/p,Z/q.*).

Since H'*Y(Z/p,Z/q,*) = 0, it holds that [] H**'(B,m(BG) )) = 0 and
1<k<s

[I H'(B,m(BG, )) = 0, therefore g admits a unique CWpg,-fibrewise cellu-
1<k<s
larization.

In the following proposition Ly, denotes the homological localization with
p

respect to the homology theory with coefficients in Z[}%].

Theorem 3.2.14 ([13])
Let X be an 1-connected infinite loop space of finite type, p a prime number and
r a positive integer. If my X is a torsion group, then PspzprCey ~ Ly X.

p

Theorem 3.2.15
Let X be an 1-connected infinite loop space of finite type, p a prime number and
r a positive integer. If mo X is a torsion group and B a BZ/p"-cellular space, then

any fibre sequence E—2+ B with fiber X admits a unique BZ/p"-fibrewise-
cellularization.
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Proof. If m;(X) is a g-torsion group, then m;(X) ® Z[%] >~ m;(X) and if m;(X) is
a p-torsion group it holds that m;(X) ® Z[%] = 0. Since B is BZ/p"-cellular space
we can proceed as in proof of Proposition 3.2.13.

In Section 0.3.1 we saw that given a fibration p : £ — B for which its

fibrewise localization is the factorization E —%>FE —%> B , it holds that a is a
local equivalence. In the case of fibrewise cellularization it might happen that the
map between the total spaces is not an A-equivalence, for example, if A = BZ/2
the following diagram is a fibrewise cellularization of the fiber sequence BZ/3 —»
BY.3 — BZ/2

BZ/3 BY; BZ)2
|
x BZ)2 — BZ)2

we have that Map.(BZ/2, BZ/2) ~ 7Z/2, while Map,(BZ/2, B¥3) consists of

three morphisms. Therefore b is not an BZ/3-equivalence.
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APPENDIX A
PREORDERED SETS

Let A be a set and ‘~~’ a preorder relation over A, that is, a reflexive and transitive
relation. Consider the following subset A" from A

1. A’ is the set formed by taking the minimum number of elements of A such
that: for all x € A there exists w € A" with x ~» w

A natural question around this situation is: Does A’ always exist?.

Example A.0.16 Consider the following infinite sequence of sets connected by
h Ag and define ‘~~’ over -goAi for

injective maps ... A, In_ . Ay

a€ Aj and a’ € Ay as follows
a ~ d if there exists a map f: Ay — A; such that f(d') = a

In this case A’ = @ since in the set U Al we can consider infinite chains
)
>0

Qiy ~> iy ~> o~ Qg ~> . of non-equal elements (here ~ s in particular an
order relation).

To solve our question we will reformulate it by defining an order relation over
A, that is, consider the preorder set (A, ~») and define the following relation:

a. r~wifx~wand w~ 2z

Note that ‘~’ is and equivalence relation over A. Now in A/ ~ consider the
relation:
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b. given [z], [w] € A/ ~, we say that [z] < [w] if x ~ w

With the above relations (A/ ~, <) is an ordered set. So the existence of A’
depends on the existence of maximal elements in A/ ~, that is, A’ will be the set
formed by taking from every maximal class in (A/ ~, <) one representant.

Let us consider the following situation:

Take a functor X : C — Gets between one category C and the category of sets.
Suppose that for every ¢ € C there is one equivalence relation * ~/, defined over
X, such that if  ~, w and f : ¢ = d is an arrow in C then X (z) ~4 X¢(w).
Consider the set A = CLechc; if z is an element € X, denote this element by z¢.

With this notation over the set A let us define the following relation:
e given 24, w° € A, we'll say that 29 ~» w® if there exists an arrow f : ¢ — d
such that Xy(w) ~g .

Since (A, ~~) is a preordered set we can also start to seek the set A" described
in (1). To do that we will consider the relations given in (a) and (b) over A as
before, although additionally we will need to impose some conditions over the
category C to find some positive examples where A’ exists.

Example A.0.17 Let C be a small El-category (that is, a category where all its
endomorphisms are isomorphisms).

1) Take C in such a way that Obj(C) < + . Consider a chain {[x;'|}icr in

A/ ~ and suppose that there is a subsequence [xj'] < [}*] < [27] of the
chain, with ¢; = ¢; = c¢. Then there are arrows c*f>ckL>c n C,
such that X¢(x;)%* ~e, xiF and Xp(xy)¢ ~c 25, Notice that xf ~. Xpp(x;)°
and since C is an El-category there exists an arrow o« : ¢ — ¢ € C such
that ahf = 1., therefore applying o we have that X, (x;)¢ ~, x5 and then

28] = [29]. ’

This means that any chain in (A ~, <) is finite and hence it has an upper
bound. Then A’ # ().

2) Let G be a group (may be infinite) and let C be the category with only one
object and morphisms given by the elements of G. Note that “~~’is already
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3)

an equivalence relation, since arrows in C are invertibles and have the same
domain and codomain. Moreover every chain in A/ ~» has length 1 and
therefore A’ is formed by taking from every class in A/ ~~ one representant
(indeed this example is a particular case of 1) ).

Let C be a small category for which there is a map n : Obj(C) — Z>q such
that for every morphism f : ¢ — d of C with n. # nq it holds that n. < ng.
If ¢ € C the number n(c) = n. will be called the degree of c.

Take a chain {[x,|}ier in A/ ~ and suppose that there is a subsequence

[z; ] < [x?cj] of the chain, with n., = n., = n.. As in evample 1) we can

conclude that [x}“] = [:z:?cj | and therefore we consider only chains where
Ne, # N, whenever i # j. So if [z;7] < [$j]] there must be a map
f ¢ = ¢, such that Xy(c;) ~ x; and since n. # ng it holds that
Ne, < ne,. Therefore [x;%] < [z77], for every i € I, where ¢, is such that
Ne, = min{ne, tier. Thus by Zorn’s Lemma it holds that A" # ().

The category C will be called direct category if every endomorphism is triv-
ial.
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APPENDIX B
THE SMALL OBJECT ARGUMENT

The small object argument due to Quillen [22] is a tool that permits us to con-
struct functorial factorizations with lifting properties. In order to develop this
argument some results about transfinite compositions in categories are needed.
Before introducing this machinery we will start with the exposition given by
Dwyer and Spalinski in [8], which follows a sequence of very understandable rea-
sonings that captures the essence of such argument.

Assume that M is a cocomplete category. Given a functor X : Z+ — M
and an object A in M, the morphisms 7, : X,, — colim X} induce natural maps
%

ing @ M(A,X,) = M(A, colimX},) defined by i,4(f) = i,f, which give the
—
canonical map 9 : colimM(A, X,,) = M(A, colimXy,).
— —

Definition B.0.18 ([8]) An object A in M is said to be sequentially small if
for every functor X : Zt — M the canonical map ¢ : colimM(A, X,) —
%

M(A, colimXy,) is a bijection.
—

Note that this bijection allows us to factorize any map g in M(A, colimXy,)
—

as i,9' = g, where ¢’ : A — X, for some n € Z™.

Take a set of maps F = {f; : A; — Bi}ie; in M and suppose that p: X — Y
is a map in M for which we want to factor p as a composite X — X’ — Y in
such a way that the map X’ — Y has the RLP (see Definition 0.2.5) with respect
to all of the maps in F. We can proceed as follows: for each ¢ € I consider the
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set S(1) formed by all the pairs of maps (g, h), such that the following diagram
commutes

A 2o X
fil P
B,——=Y

h

~

N

The Gluing construction G*(F, p) is defined by the following pushout diagram

+it(g,n)9

T 1 A X
i€l (gyes)

Hfil ljl
I 10 B-—— G\(F,
i€l (g.m)es) 7 (F.p)

By the universal property of colimits there is a map p; : G'(F,p) — Y such
that p1j1 = p. Now repeat the process inductively for n > 1, that is, for each
i € I consider the set S(n — 1) which contains all the pairs of maps (g, k), such
that the following diagram commutes

Ai i> anl(‘/—_" p)

fli Pn—1

B; Y
_>

and as before define the map p,, : G"(F,p) — Y. What results is a commutative

diagram

X e GU(F,p) == GA(Fp) S o e G(Fp) — .

(O S S

Let G*°(F,p) the colimit of the upper row of the above diagram. There are
natural maps jo : X — G™(F,p) and p : G®(F,p) — Y such that pjo = p.

Proposition B.0.19 ([8], Proposition 7.17)

In the above situation, suppose that for every i € I the object A; of M is
sequentially small. Then the map p., has the RLP with respect to each of the
maps in the family F.
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Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram

J

B; Y

Since A; is sequentially small, there exists an integer n such that the map g is
the composite of a map ¢’ : A; — G"(F,p) with the map G"(F,p) — G=(F,p).
Therefore the above commutative diagram can be enlarged as follows

fi

Aj T > Bz
LA, éLBi
v 1. v
I Ao fo~1 1 B
I S(n) I S(n)
Titsw)g ni1

¥

, Y
A~ GM(F, p) — 1 = G"H(F, p) ——=G>(F.p)

]n+1bB

By =Y Y

in which the composite of [j,,1¢" is g. However the pair (¢’, h) contributes itself
as an index in the construction of G"**(F,p) from G"(F,p). Then by con-
struction there exists a map B; — G""(F,p) which makes the appropriate
diagram commutative (that is, the map ;n+1LBi). Composing with the arrow
[: G""YF,p) — G=(F,p) gives a lifting in the original square.

1

It is possible to generalize the definition of smallness by considering sequences
indexed by an ordinal, rather than just positive integers. Recall that an ordinal
is the well-ordered set of all smaller ordinals. Every ordinal A has a successor
ordinal A + 1 and an ordinal is said to be a limit ordinal if it is neither zero nor
a successor ordinal.

Definition B.0.20 ([17], Definition 2.1.1) Let M be a category closed under
small colimits. If X is an ordinal, then a A-sequence in M is a functor X : A —
M, that is, a diagram in M

XO X, X Xﬁ 5< A
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such that for every limit ordinal v < X\ the induced map cgliKnXg — X, 1s an
<

1somorphism.

We refer to the map Xg — coﬁlz’z\nX 3 as the composition of the A-sequence,
<

though the composition is not unique, but only unique up to isomorphism under
X, since the colimit is not unique. If A is a collection of morphisms of M and
every map Xz — Xgyp for f+1 < A is in N, we refer to the composition
Xo— cglenX 5 as a transfinite composition of maps of .

Definition B.0.21 ([16]) A cardinal v is regular if, whenever A is a set whose
cardinal is less than v and for every a € A there exists a set S, whose cardinal is
less than ~, the cardinal of the set UASa is less than .

ac

Definition B.0.22 ([16]) Let M be a cocomplete category and N a subcategory
of M .

1) If k is a cardinal, then an object W in M is k-small relative to N if, for
every reqular cardinal A > k and every \-sequence

X, X, X, X5 B <A

in M such that the map X5 — Xgy1 is in N for every ordinal B such
that B+ 1 < A, the map of sets c%liz\n/\/l(I/V, Xg) = M(W, cgliz\?%Xg) is an
< <

1somorphism.

2) An object is small relative to N if it is k-small relative to N for some
cardinal k, and it is small if it is small relative to M.

If X is an object in S, and k is the first infinite cardinal greater than the
cardinal of the set of nondegenerate simplices of X, then X is x-small relative to
the subcategory of inclusions. Thus, every simplicial set is small relative to the
subcategory of inclusions.

Definition B.0.23 ([16], Definition 10.5.2) Let M be a category and I a set
of maps in M.

1) The subcategory of I-injectives is the subcategory of maps that have the right

lifting property (see Definition 0.2.5) with respect to every element of I.
element
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Appendix B. The small object argument

2) The subcategory of I-cofibrations is the subcategory of maps that have the left
lifting property with respect to every I-injective. An object is I-cofibrant if
the map to it from the initial object of M is an I-cofibration.

For example if I is the set of inclusions A[n] — A[n] in S, then the injectives
are the trivial fibrations and the I-cofibrations are the inclusions of simplicial sets
(see Example 0.2.7). If J is the set of inclusions A¥[n] — Aln] in S, then the J-
injectives are the Kan fibrations, and the J-cofibrations are the trivial cofibrations
(see Proposition 0.2.6).

Definition B.0.24 ([16]) Let M be a cocomplete category and I a set of maps
in M. The subcategory of relative I-cell complexes is the subcategory of maps
that can be constructed as a transfinite composition of pushouts of elements of I.
That is, if f : A — B is a relative I-cell complex, then there is an ordinal A and
a A-sequence X : A — M such that [ is the composition of X and such that, for
every B for which B+ 1 < A, there is a pushout square as follows

nggj
ngCf’j jIelJDj
Xp X1

where g; € I for every j € J. An object is an I-cell complex if the map to it from
the wnitial object of M is a relative I-cell complex.

Note that the identity map at A is the transfinite composition of the trivial
1-sequence A, so identity maps are relative I-cell complexes. If f : A — B is
an isomorphism, then f is also the composition of the 1-sequence A, so f is a
relative I-cell complex.

Proposition B.0.25 ([16], Proposition 10.5.10)
Let M be a cocomplete category and I a set of maps in M. Then every relative
I-cell complex is an I-cofibration.

Proposition B.0.26 ([16], Proposition 10.5.11)
Let M be a cocomplete category and I a set of maps in M. Then a retract of a
relative I-cell complex is an [-cofibration.

The reason for considering the theory of transfinite compositions and relative
I-cell complexes is the small object argument, due to Quillen [22], though in fact
we could get away with countable compositions in the examples that we have
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considered in this memory, we must not restrict ourselves to categories where
countable composition will suffice. Furthermore, the localization process (the
one discussed in [16]) will almost always require transfinite compositions. Using
transfinite composition just means replacing ordinary induction arguments with
transfinite induction arguments.

Definition B.0.27 ([16]) If M is a category and I is a set of maps in M, then
we say that I permits the small object argument if the domains of the elements
of I are small relative to 1.

Proposition B.0.28 (The small object argument, [16] Proposition 10.5.16)
Let M be a cocomplete category and I a set of maps in M that permits the
small object argument, then there is a functorial factorization of every map in
M into a relative I-cell complex followed by an I-injective.

Proposition B.0.29 ([16])

Let M be a cocomplete category, I a set of maps in M that permits the small
object argument and i : A — B an I-cofibration, then i is a retract of a relative
I-cell complex.

Proof. We apply the factorization Proposition B.0.28 to factorize ¢ as a compo-

sition A—2 > AP . B , where j is a relative I-cell complex and p and I-njective.
Since 7 is an I-cofibration the doted arrow in the following diagrams exists

J

—_

=

/
p

therefore the pair (14, g) is a retraction from i to j.
1
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APPENDIX C

EQUIVALENT DEFINITION OF
C-FIBRE BUNDLE

As in Section 1.3 we will study the maps p : X — B € S¢, where B is the
constant diagram to the simplicial set B € S.

Definition C.0.30 Let F' be a C-diagram. A map p : X — B is said to be a
C-fibre bundle with fibre F if

e p is onto.

o For every n-C-simplex v° in B there is an isomorphism o, (v¢) from 65 x F
into 0% X p X, such that the following diagram commutates

o x F 25 xp X o= X

prl pr p
\

C C

0t ———= 0t ——=B

o There exists a set of isomorphisms {a,(v°)} such that if f :a — b is an
arrow in C, then the following diagram commutes
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b (vb) b o
5n Fi)én X B X 5 »
A :
V“ v a .
0 of -t 20 —"%B
) | Js
/ o

The set of isomorphisms {a(v¢)} is called an atlas of the C-bundle. If F is
fibrant, p will be called Cg-fibre bundle. Notice that given two atlases {a,(v)},
{a,(v°)} of p, then a,(v¢) ', (v°) € aut(F), (see Section 1.5) and conversely if
for every v € B,, we choose (7(v°)) € aut(F'),, then {a,(v°)y(v°)} is another atlas.

Proposition C.0.31
Let p: X — B be a Cx-bundle with fibre F'. Then p is a fibration.

As in Section 0.1.1 it is possible to define normalized and regular atlases in
such a way that we can associate ceratin transformation elements to a given atlas.
From Proposition 1.5.1 it holds that Definition 1.3.1 and Definition C.0.30 are
equivalents.
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between n-C-simplices, 60
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of a group over a complex, 12

principal, 12
Associated TCP, 16
Atlas

for a C-bundle, 43

for a bundle, 8

normalized, 9
Aumentation

map, 31

Bar construction, 5
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Extension condition, 4
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Fibre bundle, 8
Fibre map, 6
Fibrewise
f-localization, 27
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Free I-cell, 39
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of a free cell complex, 42
Gluing construction, 90
Grotendieck construction, 53
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of a semisimplicial operator, 3

Homotopy, 56
between n-C-simplices, 60
between simplices, 5
equivalence, 57
of simplicial maps, 6
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relative, 56

Joined simplices, 60

Kan
complex, 5
fibration, 6

Left lifting property, LLP, 19

Map
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n-C-simplex, 35
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sub-p-homotopic, 60
sub-homotopic, 60

Object
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