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COFREE COALGEBRAS OVER OPERADS II.
HOMOLOGY INVARIANCE
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ABSTRACT. This paper gives conditions under which the cofree coalge-
bras constructed in [11] are homology invariant.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The paper [11] constructed cofree coalgebras over opegnerated
by free chain-complexes over a rilg The underlying chain-complexes of
these cofree coalgebras were not known to be free in the daseR=7Z
since they were only submodules of the Baer-Specker gi@itp— see [4]
for a survey of this group.

In the present paper we address several issues:

(1) We extend the construction of cofree coalgebras to thescbf
nearly free modules — see definition 2.1 and appendix A. This
class includes free modules but is closed under the opesatib
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taking countable products and cofree coalgebras. Consdyuié
will be possible to iterate our cofree coalgebra constoucti

(2) We show that, under fairly weak conditions on the operathat it
is composed of projective modules that are finitely gendrateach
dimension — cofree coalgebras of nearly free chain-congsdexe
homology invariant.

Section 2 defines nearly free modules and other terms cathedth oper-
ads and coalgebras over them.

Section 3 carries out step 1 above. It essentially showsctifete coal-
gebras preserve direct limits. Since nearly free modukesi@mect limits of
free modules, this defines cofree coalgebras over neadynfiedules.

Section 4 shows that cofibrant operads are homotopy funetars. ho-
motopies of maps induce homotopies of cofree coalgebramsms. This,
coupled with the results of appendix C implies that they @reshomology
equivalences of nearly free chain-complexes.

Our main result, proved in section 5 is:

Corollary 5.7: Let R be a field oZ and letV = {V(n)} be an operad
such thatV(n) is R$-projective and finitely generated in each dimension
foralln > 0. If

LyC
MyC

FyC
— the cofree coalgebras definedii] — and
f:C—>D

is a homology equivalence of nearly free chain complexes (se
definition 2.1) that are bounded from below, then the induoeg

Wy f:W,C — WD
is a homology equivalence.

Remarkl.1l The condition orV is essentially equivalent to the condition
of beingZ-cofibrant in [2].

This condition is necessary because there are well-knosasda which
it does not hold and the associated cofree coalgebrasoateomology in-
variant.

2. DEFINITIONS

Throughout this papeR will denote a field oiZ.
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Definition 2.1. An R-moduleM will be callednearly freef every countable
submodule iR-free.

Remark.This condition is automatically satisfied unld®s- Z.

Clearly, anyZ-free module is also nearly free. The Baer-Specker group,
750, is a well-known example of a nearly fréemodule that isiot free —
see [5], [1], and [12]. Compare this with the notion[of-free groups—
see [3].

By abuse of notation, we will often call chain-complexesrihetee if
their underlying modules are (when one ignores grading).

Nearly freeZ-modules enjoy useful properties that free modulesaio
For instance, in many interesting cases, the cofree coagéla nearly free
chain-complex is nearly free.

We will denote the closed symmetric monoidal category ot (reces-
sarily free) R-chain-complexes witliR-tensor products by h(R). These
chain-complexes are allowed to extend into arbitrarily ynaagative di-
mensions and have underlying gradedhodules that are

e arbitrary ifRis a field (but they will be free)
e nearly free,n the sense of definition 2.1,R=Z.

Definition 2.2. The object € Ch(R), theunit interval,is defined by

R-po®R-p1 ifk=0
k=< R-q ifk=1
0 ifk 0,1

wherepg, p1, q are just names for the canonical generatots ahd the one

nonzero boundary map is defined dpy~ p1 — po. _
We also define, for any objeét € Ch(R), the cone on A denotedA

and equal tA® 1 /A® R- p1. There are canonical morphisrAs— A and

A — ZA whereZ:Ch(R) — Ch(R) is the functor that raises the grading by

1.

Two morphisms
fo, f1:C —D

in Ch(R), are defined to behain-homotopidf there exists a morphism
F:C®l —D

suchthafF |C®R- p; = fi:C — D. This is well-known to be equivalent to the
existence of a degregl map®:C — D such thabp o ®+ P odc = f1 — fo.

We make extensive use of the Koszul Convention (see [6])rdaus
signs in homological calculations:
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Definition 2.3. If f:C; — D1, g:C, — Dy are maps, and® b € C;  C
(wherea is a homogeneous element), theh g)(a® b) is defined to be
(—1)9ed9) 49 £ (a) o g(b).

Remark2.4. If f;, gy are maps, itisn’t hard to verify that the Koszul conven-
tion implies that( f; ® g1) o (f2®gp) = (—1)9edf2)-deda) (f; 0 f @ g 0 ga).

Definition 2.5. Given chain-complexe&, B € Ch(R) define
Homg(A, B)

to be the chain-complex of gradé&dmorphisms where the degree of an
elementx € Homg(A, B) is its degree as a map and with differential

0f = foda—(—1)%9 950 f
As aR-module Hong(A, B)k = [1j HOMr(Aj, Bj k).

Remark.Given A,B € Ch(R)>, we can define Hogg, (A, B) in a corre-
sponding way.

Definition 2.6. Define:

(1) Set to be the category of finite sets and bijections. Let%Sm
the category of finite sets whose elements are also finite Bkt
phisms are bijections of sets that respect the “fine stratuifrele-
ments that are also sets. There fe@etful functor

f:Set — Set

that simply forgets that the elements of an object oﬁﬁee, them-
selves, finite sets. There is alstflattening” functor

g:Sef — Set

that sends a set (of sets) to the union of the elements (regasl
sets).

(2) For afinite seX, Zx = Endseg (X).

(3) Setk—mod to be the category of contravariant functors
FungSet® Ch(R)), with morphisms that are natural
transformations.

(4) GivenC, D € Set—mod, define HortC,D) to be the set of nat-
ural transformations of functors. Also define Ho(@,D), where
X € Set, to be the natural transformations©@fandD restricted to
sets isomorphic tX (i.e., of the same cardinality). Both of these
functors are chain-complexes.

(5) Z—mod to be the category of sequencgd(n)}, m> 1 where
M(n) € Ch(R) andM(n) is equipped with a righ®,-action.
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Remark.If [n] is the set of the firsh positive integers, theR; = ,, the
symmetric group. IM is a Set-module then, for each finite sé{, there is
a rightXx-action onM(X).

We follow the convention they = S = {1}, the trivial group.

Note thatz—mod is what is often called the category of collections.

If a={{x},{y,zt},{h}} € Set thenj(a) = [3], a set of three elements,
andg(a) = {x,y,zt,h}.

It is well-known that the categories $etmod and>—mod are isomor-
phic — see section 1.7 in part | of [9]. The restriction isoptusm

r:Set—mod— >~—mod

simply involves evaluating functors on the finite s@isfor all n > 1. If
F € Sett—mod, thenr(F) = {F([n])}. The functorial nature of implies
thatF ([n]) is equipped with a natur&,-action. The functors HoptiC,D)
correspond to Hogg, (C([n]), D([n])) and the fact that morphisms in $et
preserve cardinality imply that

Hln(C:? D) = rLHﬂ]n(Cv D)

Although Set-modules are equivalent to modules with a symmetric
group action, it is often easier to formulate operadic caas$ions in terms
of Sett—mod. Equivariance relations are automatically satisfied.

Definition 2.7. If X is a finite set of cardinality the set of orderings of X
is
ord(X) = {f|f:X = [n]}

Now we define a Setanalogue to the multiple tensor product. Given a
setX of cardinalityn, and an assignment of an objé&xte Ch(R) for each
elementx € X, we can define, for eaape Ord(X) a product

Q) Cx=Cy11) @+ ®Cq1(p)
9
The symmetry of tensor products determines a morphism
0: () Cx — (X Cx
g oog

for eacho € S, which essentially permutes factors and multipliesti,
following the Koszul Convention in definition 2.3.

Definition 2.8. Theunordered tensor producs$ defined by

®Cxcoe§1€ualizer{6: P KRc— PH ®Cx}

S geord(X) 9 geOord(X)
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If C € Ch(R) andX € Set thenCX will denote the unordered tensor

product
XcC
X

of copies ofC indexed by elements ok, and C®will denote the Set
module whose value oX € Set; is CX.

We useX - C to denote a direct sum af copies ofC, wheren is the
cardinality of a finite sekK.

WhenX ¢ Set,

QcC
X
is regarded as being taken oJéx) — i.e., we “forget” that the elements
of X are sets themselves.

Remark.The unordered tensor product is isomorphic (as an objech@R)
to the tensor product of th€y, asx runs over the elements &f. The
coequalizer construction determines how the it behavdsnegpect tset-
morphisms.

If X = [n], thenCll = C". Note thatC* @ CY = CX'¥, for X, Y € Set.
We also follow the convention th&® = 1 = R, concentrated in dimension
0.

Definition 2.9. If X € Sef, x € X and {fy:\y — Uy}are morphisms of
Ch(R) indexed by elementgc X then define

1®...®fx®...®1
QUNV) =Rz ———— QUy
X, X yeX yeX
to be the unordered tensor product, where
Uy ify#x
Vy ifu=x

Remark.Given any ordering of the elements of the 3gtthere exists a
canonical isomorphism

QRUV)=U®---aV---aU
XX positionx
Definition 2.10. Let X,Y € Set and letx € X. Define
XY =X\ {x})uy
Remark.Note thatX LIy 0 = X \ {x}.
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Proposition. If X, Y, Z € Set;, and xx, Xo € X and ye Y, then
(X I—|Xl Y) |—|X2 Z — (X |—|X2 Z) |_|Xl Y

Definition 2.11. An operadin Ch(R) is a Set-module,C equipped with
operations
ox:C(X) @C(Y) — C(X LkY)
for all x € Xand allX,Y € Set and satisfying the two axioms
(1) Associativity:

ox (1® oy) = oy(ox® 1):
C(X)®C(Y)®C(Z) = C(XLx(YUyZ))

Ox2 (OX1 ® 1) = OXl(Oxz ® l>(1® T):
C(X)®C(Y)®C(Z) = C((XUy Y)Ux, Z)

forall X,Y, Z € Set and allxx, Xo € X andy € Y, wheret:C(Y) ®
C(Z) — C(Z) ®C(Y) is the transposition isomorphism.

(2) Unit: There exist morphismgy: 1 — C({x}) for all singleton sets
{x} € Sef that make the diagrams

®]1—>C 1®C(X

ml / | /

commute, for allX € Set. The operad will be calledonunitalif
the axioms above only hold faronemptysets.

Remark.See theorem 1.60 and 1.61 and section 1.7.1 of [9] for thefproo
that this defines operads correctly. For more traditionfhdions, see [11],
[7]. Thisis basically the definition of a pseudo-operad ihvW8ere we have
added the unit axiom. To translate this definition into theeroaditional
ones, set tha componenof the operad t&€([n)).

The use of Set-mod causes the equivariance conditions in [7] to be
automatically satisfied.

The operads we consider here corresporgl/tometricperads in [11].

The term “unital operad” is used in different ways by differauthors.
We use it in the sense of Kriz and May in [7], meaning the opérasl a
0-component that acts like an arity-lowering augmentatioder composi-
tions. This isC(0) =

A simple example of an operad is:
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Example 2.12.For each finite setX ,C(X) = ZZx, with composition de-
fined by inclusion of sets. This operad is denogg In other notation, its
n"component is theymmetric group-rin@.S..

For the purposes of this paper, the canonical example of aradps

Definition 2.13. Given anyC € Ch(R), the associatedoendomorphism
operad CoEndC) is defined by
CoEndC)(X) = Homg(C,CX)

for X € Set, andCX = &Xx C is the unordered tensor product defined in
definition 2.8. The compositior{®y} are defined by

ox: Homg(C,C*) ® Homg(C,C") —

Homg(C, 0¥\ & G Homg(C,CY)) 2,

Homg(C,C*\} © CY)) = Homg(C,CX™¥)
where C, is the copy of C corresponding tox € X and
e:Cx ® Homg(C,CY) — CY is the evaluation morphism. This is a

non-unital operad, but i€ € Ch(R) has an augmentation mapC — 1
then we can set

CoEndC)(0) =1
and

ox: HOmg(C,CX) ® Homg(C,C%) = Homg(C,C*) @ 1

Homg(1,1x\ (x} ©x) HomR(C,CX\{X})

where L 1q:C\ — CX\X is the identity map and,:C, — 1 is the
augmentation, applied to the copy®@indexed byx € X.

Given C € Ch(R) with subcomplexegDs,...,Dk}, the relative coen-
domorphism operadCoEndC; {D;}) is defined to be the sub-operad of
CoEndC) consisting of mapg € Homg(C,C) such thatf (D) C D' C
CX for all j.

We use the coendomorphism operad to define the main objetif t
paper:

Definition 2.14. A coalgebra over an opera® is a chain-complexC €
Ch(R) with an operad morphisra:V — CoEndC), called itsstructure
map.We will sometimes want to define coalgebras usingati@int struc-
ture map

a:C — Hom(V,C®)
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(in Ch(R)) or even the set of chain-maps
ax:C — Homy (V(X),C%)
for all X € Set;.
We can also define the analogue of an ideal:

Definition 2.15. Let C be a coalgebra over the opefddvith adjoint struc-
ture map

a:C — Hom(U,C%)
and letD C [C] be a sub-chain complex that is a direct summand. Then
will be called acoidealof C if the composite

&
a|D: D — Hom(1,c®) BXMeP) Homa, (c/D)®)

vanisheswherep:C — C/D is the projection to the quotient (Dh(R)).

Remark.Note that it is easier for a sub-chain-complex to be a coidkal
coalgebra than to be an ideal of an algebra. For instancgylal€oalgebras
of a coalgebra are also coideals. Consequently it is easyio duotients
of coalgebras and hard to form sub-coalgebras. This is duahat occurs
for algebras.

We will sometimes want to focus on a patrticular clas§’efoalgebras:
the pointed, irreducible coalgebrasWe define this concept in a way that
extends the conventional definition in [13]:

Definition 2.16. Given a coalgebra over a unital oper&dwith adjoint
structure-map

ax:C — Homy (V(X),C")
an element ¢ C is calledgroup-likeif ax(c) = fx(c*) for all n> 0. Here
cX e CX is then-fold R-tensor product, wheneis the cardinality ofX,

fx = Homr(ex, 1): Homg(1,C*) = C* — Homy (V(X),C*)

andex: V(X) — V(0) = 1 = Ris the augmentation (which isfold compo-
sition with V(0)).

A coalgebraC over an operad is calledpointedif it has auniquegroup-
like element (denoted 1), amqmbinted irreduciblef the intersection of any
two sub-coalgebras contains this unique group-like elémen

Remark.Note that a group-like element generates a Butbalgebra ofC
and must lie in dimension 0.

Although this definition seems contrived, it arises in “matu The chain-
complex of a pointed, simply-connected reduced simplis&tl is natu-
rally a pointed irreducible coalgebra over the BarrattieEsoperadS =
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{C(K(S,1))} (see [10]). In this case, the operad action encodes the-chain
level effect of Steenrod operations.

Proposition 2.17.Let D be a pointed, irreducible coalgebra over an operad
V. Then the augmentation map

eD—R
is naturally split and any morphism of pointed, irreducibl@algebras
f: D1 — D2
is of the form
16 f:D; = R& kerep, — D2 = Ra kerep,
wheregi:Dj — R, i= 1,2 are the augmentations.

Proof. The definition (2.16) of the sub-coalgebRa 1 C D; is stated in
an invariant way, so that any coalgebra morphism must preser Any
morphism must also preserve augmentations because theeatagion is
the GM-order structure-map. Consequentflymust map kegp,to kerep,.
The conclusion follows. O

Definition 2.18. We denote theategoryof coalgebras oveY by 4. If V
is unital, everyV-coalgebraC, comes equipped with a canonical augmen-
tation
eC—R

so theterminal objectis R. If V is not unital, the terminal object in this
category is 0, the null coalgebra.

The category opointed irreducible coalgebragverV is denoted %y, —
this is only defined ifV is unital. Its terminal object is the coalgebra whose
underlying chain complex iR concentrated in dimension 0.

We also need:
Definition 2.19. If A€ ¥ = .% or .%p, then[A] denotes the underlying
chain-complex irCh(R) of
kerA —t
wheret denotes the terminal object #i — see definition 2.18. We will
call [«| theforgetful functorfrom % to Ch(R).

We will use the concept of cofree coalgebra cogenerated bgia com-
plex:

Definition 2.20. Let D be a coalgebra over an operdd equipped with
a Ch(R)-morphisme: [D] — E, whereE € Ch(R). ThenD is calledthe
cofree coalgebra ovell cogenerated by if any morphism inCh(R)

f:[C] —E
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whereC is all-coalgebra, inducesuniquemorphism ofll-coalgebras
as:C—D

that makes the diagram
[at]

— [D]
\ ls
f
E
commute. Her@ s is called theclassifying mamf f. If Cis alU-coalgebra
then

C]

01:C — Ly [C]
will be called theclassifying map of C

This universal property of cofree coalgebras implies thaytare unique
up to isomorphism if they exist.

3. EXTENDING THE CONSTRUCTION IN[11]

The paper [11] gave an explicit constructionlefC whenC was anR-
free chain complex. WheR is a field, all chain-complexes akefree, so
the results of the present paper are already true in that case

Consequently, we will restrict ourselves to the case wReteZ.

Proposition 3.1. The forgetful functor (defined in definition 2.19) and
cofree coalgebra functors define adjoint pairs

Py(x):Ch(R) = o [x]
Ly(x):Ch(R) = [

Remark.The adjointness of the functors follows from the universaperty
of cofree coalgebras — see [11].

The Adjoints and Limits Theorem in [8] implies that:

Theorem 3.2.If {A;} is an inverse system iBh(R) and {C;} is a direct
system in# or .7y then

m Py(A) = Py(m A)
imLy(A) = Ly(mA)
[im Gl = lim[G]
Remark.This implies thadirect limits in %y or .% are the same as direct
limits of underlying chain-complexes.
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Proposition 3.3. If C € Ch(R), let 4(C) denote the lattice of countable
subcomplexes of C. Then

C=lim %(C)

Proof. Clearly lim%(C) C C since all of the canonical maps @are in-
clusions. Equality follows from every elemext C being contained in a
finitely generated subcomplex Gfconsisting ofx ando(x). O

Lemma 3.4. Let n> 1 be an integers, let F be a finitely-generated pro-
jective (non-graded}.S,-module, and lefCqy } a direct system of modules.
Then the natural map

|ILT]> Hongn(F,CG) — HomRs,](F,“Lﬂ> CG)

is an isomorphism.
If F and the{Cy } are graded, the corresponding statement is true if F is
finitely-generated an@dS,-projective in each dimension.

Proof. We will only prove the non-graded case. The graded casewsllo
from the fact that the maps of tH€, } preserve grade.
In the non-graded case, finite generatiof amplies that the natural map

P Homgs, (F,Cq) — Homgs, (F, D Ca)
o a

is an isomorphism. The projectivity &fimplies that Homs, (F, *) is exact,
so the short exact sequence defining the direct limit is pvede O

Theorem 3.5.LetV = {V(X)} be an operad and let C be a chain-complex
with ¢ (C) = {Cq} the direct system of countable subcomplexes ordered by
inclusion. In addition, suppose:

(1) Foralln >0, V(X) is ZZx-projective and finitely generated in each
dimension.
(2) Cis nearly free (see definition 2.1).

Then the cofree coalgebras
LyC, PyC, MyC, .Z#yC

are well-defined and

LyC = lim LyCq
PyC =1im PyCa C Hom("V,C%)

MyC = lim MyCq
FvC = lim FyCq

Remark.Indeed, the construction of them given in [11] is valid irsthase.
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Proof. The only part of the construction in [11] that usédreeness is the
proof that theLC are coalgebras — i.e., that the diagrams in Appendix B
of [11] commute. The construction of theC (aschain-complex@sdoes
not use it.

The near-freeness @fimplies that theCy are all free.

We will regard thechain-complex|LyC], as the result of this construc-
tion in Lemma 3.4 of [11] — setting aside questions of whettiea coal-
gebra.

We haveC = Ian) Cq and the conditions oW (and lemma 3.4) imply that

Hom(V,C®) = rLHongn(\?n,C”) = I_L“ﬂ; Homgs, (Vh,Cg,)
n> n>

where theCy,, are countable. This and tieflatness ofC implies that every
X € rLHomRsn(Vn,C”)
n>

lies in the image of
Homgs, (Va,Cq,)
Il :

for some countable subcomplexgs,, }.
We claim the natural map

lim [LyCq] — [LyC]
is surjective. Ifx € [LyC] is contained in

Homgs, (Va,Cg,) € [] Homgs, (Vh,C")
I <]l
where the{Cq,} are all countable, then
C=7Y Cq,
n=1

is also countable, andis in the image of an elemegte [LyC].
Consequently

[LyC] =1im [LyCq |
and theorem 3.2 implies that this direct limit has a natuoalgebra struc-
ture. The conclusion follows. O

4. COFIBRANT OPERADS

We define conditions on operads that ensure they are hombtoptors
and then apply the main result to show that they are homologriant.

Now we determine the conditions necessary to make cofrelgalmas
into homotopy functors.

The relative coendomorphism operad of the unit interval is
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Condition 4.1. Throughout the rest of this sectiong assume thaf is an
operad equipped with a morphism of operads

0V —-VRG)

(see definition 2.13) that makes the diagram

\7—>\\7<160

commute. Here, the operad structureom Sy is just the tensor product
of the operad structures dfandSy.

We also assume that the arity-1 componeri¥ @ equal toR, generated
by the unit.

This is similar to the conditions satisfied Rysplit operads in [2]. It
is also satisfied by cofibrant operads — of which the mostgtttorward
class is that of free operads.

The significance of this condition is given by:

Proposition 4.2. Suppose the operad satisfies Condition 4.1 and C is
a V-coalgebra. Then the coalgebra structure of C naturallyeexis to a
coalgebra structure on @ | whose restrictions to @ p;, i = 0,1 agree
with the coalgebra structure of C.

Proof. The results of appendix B imply that
CoEndl;{Z- po,Z-p1}) = &0
so that Condition 4.1 implies that the operad morphism
V — CoEndC)
defining the coalgebra structure®flifts to a morphism
V — CoEndC) ® CoEnd|;{Z po,Z- p1}) — CoEndC®]I)
whose coalgebra-structure @m { p; }, i = 0,1 coincides with that of. [
Our condition implies that:

Proposition 4.3. Let C and D be objects @h(R) and let

f1,fo:C—D
be chain-homotopic morphisms via a chain-homotopy
(4.1) F:C®l —=D
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Then the induced maps

Py fi:PyC — PyD
vai:LVc — LyD

i =12, are left-homotopic in%y and.#, respectively via a chain homotopy
F':Pyfi: (PAyC)®1 — PyD

If we equip G2 | with a coalgebra structure using condition 4.1 and propo-
sition 4.2, and if F in 4.1 is a coalgebra morphism, then thegdam

Col—— D

(Xc®ll lGD

Py(C) &l — PyD
commutes in the pointed irreducible case and the diagram

col —F— D

(Xc®1J/ J/UD

Ly (C) ® | ? LyD
commutes in the general case. Herg and ap are classifying maps of

coalgebra structures.

Proof. We will prove this in the pointed irreducible case. The gahease
follows by a similar argument. The chain-homotopy betwdwrftinduces

PyF:Py(C®I1) — PyD
Now we construct the map
H:(PvC) @1l — Py(C®I)

using the universal property of a cofree coalgebra and ttdlat the coal-
gebra structure ofPyC) @ | extends that oP,C on both ends by condi-
tion 4.1. Clearly

PyF oH: (RyC)®1 — PyD

is the required left-homotopy.
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If we define a coalgebra structure G | using condition 4.1, we get
diagram

C®l ————C®l ——D

GC@ll lo‘cw J/UD

Py(C) @1 — 5 Py(C®1) ——=> PyD

PyF
SC®1l lﬁcw

CRl —==CxI
whereacg, Is the classifying map for the coalgebra structureConl .

We claim this diagram commutes. The fact that a coalgebra morph-
ism implies that the upper right square commutes. The laggare on the
left (bordered byC® | on all four corners) commutes by the property of
co-augmentation maps and classifying maps. The two snsjlesires on
the left (i.e., the large square with the midpadded to it) commute by the
universal properties of cofree coalgebras (which implyt thduced maps
to cofree coalgebras are uniquely determined by their caitggwith co-
augmentations). The diagram in the statement of the resjulst the outer
upper square of this diagram, so we have proved the claim. O

Theorem 4.4. Let V be a cofibrant operad whosd"rcomponent iZS,-
projective and finitely generated for allx 0, and let

f:C—=D

be a homology equivalence of nearly free chain-complexstk bounded
from below. Then the induced morphisms

va:LVC — LyD

vaZMvC — MyD
Py f:PyC — PyD
gvfiyvc — y\?D

are homology equivalences.
Proof. This is a direct application of lemma C.1, where
F = H.(suitable cofree coalgebra functor
Here, we have used the fact that cofibrant operads autoriyatedisfy
condition 4.1. O
5. THE GENERAL CASE

This section states and proves theorem 5.6.
We can relativize the definition of cofree coalgebra in d&bni2.20:
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Definition 5.1. Let f:U — 'V be a morphism of operads and @t Ch(R).
Any V-coalgebraA, can be pulled back ovdrto alU-coalgebraf*A. The
relative cofree coalgebra with respect to the morphism f eogenerated
by C, denoted_;C solves the universal problem:

Given anyV-coalgebraA, and any morphism il€h(R) g: [ f*A] — C,
there exists a unique morphism tfcoalgebrag):f *A — L;C that makes
the diagram

*A% L:C

b

commute. Here, the magpL;C — Cis the cogeneration map.

Remark.These “not so cofree” coalgebras are universal targetseo$ub-
class ofU-coalgebras that have been pulled back dvdn like fashion, we
can defineM¢C, P:C, and.#:C.

The universal property df;C immediately implies that:
Proposition 5.2. Under the hypotheses of definition 5.1
L{C =a¢(f*LyC) C Ly C

whereag: f*LyC — LyC is the canonical morphism of tHé-coalgebra,
f*LyC to Ly C induced by the cogeneration-projectigan f *LyC| — C (see
definition 2.20).

Remark5.3. Corresponding statements clearly hold #d¢C, P;C, and
ZC. The morphisnu,: f*LyC — LyC is not usually injective.

The main idea used in theorem 5.6 is contained in:

Lemma5.4.LetCe Ch(R) be nearly free, lef{ be a projective operad that
is finitely generated in each dimension, andilét— H be the inclusion of
an operadic ideal, inducing the map

Hom(1, 1): Hom(3(,C*¥) — Hom(J,C®)
If K is the kernel of the composite

K: [LsC] B Hom(3,c®) B2, om(g,c®)
where
p:C & Hom(3(,C¥) — Hom(3{(,C*)
is the projection, then K is the pullback of a coalgebra o%efJ via the
projection
H—H/I
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that satisfies the universal requirements for being theesoftoalgebra
Proof. See appendix D for the proof. O

We can prove corresponding statements for the truncategaintded-
irreducible cofree coalgebras:

Corollary 5.5. Under the hypotheses of lemma 5.4, if M is the kernel of the
composite

MgcC] 2 Hom(,C%) 22D, Hom(g,c2)

where k= 0 if 3{ is unital and1 otherwise, then M=imM;5C in MyC
under the natural map induced by the projectiin— H /J.
If His a unital operad and P is the kernel of the composite

1P5C] % Hom(3¢,c®) 222D, Hom(a,c®)

then P=imP;,sC C Py C. If 7 is the kernel of the composite

:/j—( — om , S om 9
Z2.C] P Hom(3.C®) 2D, Hom(g.c®

andJ(/Jis a unital operad, thet# =im %y sC C 743C.

Proof. The proof of lemma 5.4 does not use any specific property;@@
other than the facts that

(1) itis a coalgebra that is a submodule of HGMC®)
(2) its coproduct is dual to the compositionsiéf
(3) itis cofree in a suitable context

It is only necessary to remark that the fact thatJ is unital implies that
n(1) ¢ J1 so that the basepoint &;C and.#4C lie in P and.#, respec-
tively. O

Now we define functoriality of cofree coalgebras with regpge®perad-
morphisms:

Theorem 5.6. Let f:J — H be the inclusion of an operadic ideal wifti
a projective free operad? = 3 /J a projective operad, and with canonical
projection pH — H/J = V. In addition, let Ce Ch(R) be nearly free.
Then the kernels of

og: F*LyC — LsC

ag: F*M4C — M;C

ag: F*PyC — P,C

(0PN f*,%HC — fg.jc
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(see definition 2.20 and proposition 5.2 for an explanatibthe notation
Og) are

respectively. If

W,C =

J
then WC C W,C has the structure of ai(-coalgebra. This coalgebra struc-
ture induces arfH-coalgebra morphisnf:W;C — W;C that is a right in-
verse to f. This, in turn, induces a splitting of underlying chain-quexes

(5.1) Wy C| = [WyC1/Ce [WiC]
If His finitely generated in each dimension any homology eqeinca
c—C

of nearly free modules that are bounded from below inducesradiogy
equivalence

WyC — Wy C'

Remark.Note thatW;C = a¢(f*W4C) C LsC, by proposition 5.2 and re-
mark 5.3.
This result’s key ideas can be summarized as follows:

(1) An operad morphisnh: U — V induces al-coalgebra morphism
f*:WyC — W, C
whose kernel is a priori eoideal(see definition 2.15).

(2) In the special case wheffeJ — K is the inclusion of an operadic
ideal, the kernel of the induced map

"Wy C — W,C
is a full-fledgedH-coalgebra(this is the main thrust of appendix D),
hence the image df* is also arfH-coalgebra (being the quotient of
two such).

(3) The universal property of a cofree coalgebra impliesetkistence
of auniquemap

c: f* (Wi C) — Wy C
splitting f*.
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(4) This universal property also implies that the kernehis pullback
of Wf}(/jC

(5) The homology invariance &4 :C — established in theorem 4.4 —
implies that oW, ,C.

Proof. We will prove this in the case whel®,C = L.C. The other cases
follow by similar arguments.
Lemma 5.4 implies that the kernél, of

Oe. f*Lg{C — L4C

is the pullback of a coalgebra ovEr= H/J. Here, the fact thdt is an op-
eradic ideal implies thaf is asub-coalgebraather than a mere coideal —
indeed, it isp*LyC. The subcoalgebras C C Ly C (whereC is equipped
with a coproduct that is identically 0) is also the pullbadkaccoalgebra
overV and has the universal property pfLyC soZ& C = p*LyC. Con-
sider

gy:p'LyC—C

whereC is regarded as ¥-coalgebra whose coproductigentically zero
The kernel ofey will be a coidealin p*LyC (see definition 2.15) whose
underlying chain complex is isomorphic {p*LyC]/C (sinceC C p*LyC
is a direct summand as a chain complex and as a coalgebra).

We claim that kegy is alsoa coideal inLsC. Consider the diagram

kerey

|

Hom(3¢, (p*LyC)®) —————— Hom(3<, (L C)*)

| l

Hom(7, (p*LyC/ kerey)®) —— Hom(H, (LsC/ kerey)®)

where the maps from ket are the structure maps pfLyC andL4C and
the remaining downward maps are induced by projection taytiaient.
The upper triangle commutes sinpélLyC = Z& C is a sub-coalgebra of
Ls+C. The remaining squares commute by naturality of projectothe
guotient.

The composite of the vertical maps on the left is O becauseykisra
coideal inp*LyC — see definition 2.15. The commutativity of the diagram
implies that the composite of the vertical maps on the righdlso O, so
kerey is a coideal inLyC.

It follows that the quotient

L{C = LgC/kerey C LyC
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is anH-coalgebra equipped with a canonical cogeneration (cjraap
g [LiC| = C

This chain-map and the universal property of the cofreegadabl +.C
implies the existence of a coalgebra morphism

f:LfC—>LgHC

The composite of this withi¢ is a morphism that covers the identity map of
C — which mustbethe identity map of {C C LsC due to the uniqueness of
induced maps to cofree coalgebras. Consequehsplitsae and induces
the splitting of chain-complexes in equation 5.1.

The final statements follows from lemma 5.4 and the fact thatyeop-
erad is the surjective image of some free operad. So theisglih equa-
tion 5.1 exists for any and suitable free operad. This splitting induces a
corresponding splitting in homology

H.([L3CT) = H.([LyC]/C) @ H.([L+C])

The statement about homology invariancé&. o€ follows from theorem 4.4
and the fact that a direct summand of an isomorphism is anagamsm.
O

Corollary 5.7. Let R be a field o and letV = {'V(n)} be an operad such
that'V(n) is R§-projective and finitely generated in each dimension for all
n> 0. If

LyC

) mye
WyC = R,C

FyC
and
f:C—=D

is a homology equivalence of nearly free chain complexes (se
definition 2.1) that are bounded from below, then the induneg

Wy f:WC — WD
is a homology equivalence.

Proof. GivenV satisfying the hypotheses, |&f be the free operad gener-
ated by the components ¥t It will satisfy the hypotheses of theorem 5.6
and there will exist a canonical surjection of operads

H—->V
whose kernel is an operadic ideal. O
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APPENDIXA. NEARLY FREE MODULES

In this section, we will explore the class of nearly fiéenodules — see
definition 2.1. We show that this is closed under the opematif taking
direct sums, tensor products, countable products andecobralgebras. It
appears to be fairly large, then, and it would be interediingave a direct
algebraic characterization.

Clearly a module must be torsion-free (hence flat) to be péagé. The
converse is not true, howeve is flat butnot nearly free.

The definition immediately implies that:

Proposition A.1. Any submodule of a nearly free module is nearly free.

Nearly free modules are closed under operations that peefere mod-
ules:

Proposition A.2. Let M and N beZ-modules. If they are nearly free, then
so are M& N and M® N.
Infinite direct sums of nearly free modules are nearly free.

Proof. If F C M & N is countable, so are its projectionsNbandN, which
are free by hypothesis. It follows thitis a countable submodule of a free
module.

The case where C M ® N follows by a similar argument: The elements
of F are finite linear combinations of monomiglsy ® Ny} — the set of
which is countable. Let
A M
B N

N 1N

be the submodules generated, respectively, by{thg} and{ny}. These
will be countable modules, henéefree. It follows that

FCA®B

is a free module.
Similar reasoning proves the last statement, using theHatany direct
sum of free modules is free. O

Proposition A.3. Let {F,} be a countable collection di-free modules.
Then

is nearly free.
Proof. In the case wherE, = Z for all n

B:nELZ
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is the Baer-Specker group, which is well-known to be neame f— see
[1], [5, vol. 1, p. 94 Theorem 19.2], and[3]. It is also welkdwnnotto be
Z-free — see [12] or the survey [4].

In the general case,

[
n=1
is a direct sum of copies &, which is nearly free by proposition A.2.]
Corollary A.4. Let{Nk} be a countable set of nearly free modules. Then
[N
k=1
is also nearly free.
Proof. Let
FcC I_l Nk
be countable. If is its projection to factoNg, thenFRwill be countable,
hence free. It follows that
Fcl| K
i
and the conclusion follows from proposition A.3. O

Corollary A.5. Let A be nearly free and let F [i&-free of countable rank.
Then

Homy (F,A)
is nearly free.

Proof. This follows from corollary A.4 and the fact that

rank(F)
Homy(F,A) = |_| A

O

Corollary A.6. Let{F,} be a sequence @S,-projective modules and and
let A be nearly free. Then

|'| Homgs, (Fn, A")

is nearly free.
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Proof. This is a direct application of the results of this sectiod #re fact
that
Homgs, (Fn, A") € Homy,(F,, A") C Homy (Fn, A")

whereF, is aZS,-free module of which, is a direct summand. O

Theorem A.7. Let C be a nearly fre¢Z-module and let? be an operad
whose #' component i€S,-projective and finitely generated for all n. Then

[LvC]

[MyC]

[PyC]

[ FvC]
are all nearly free.

Proof. This follows from theorem 3.5 which states that all of thesesab-
modules of

|_| Homys, (Vn, A™)
n=1
and the fact that near-freeness is inherited by submodules. O

APPENDIX B. THE RELATIVE COENDOMORPHISM OPERAD OF THE
UNIT INTERVAL

Our main result is:

Proposition B.1. If | is the unit interval (see definition 2.2), its relative
coendomorphism operad (see definition 2.13) is given by

CoEndl;{Z- po,Z- p1}) = So
defined in Example 2.12.
Proof. We must compute homomorphisms
gl —1"

that send the endpoin{go, p1 } to the subcomplex df' generated by tensor
products of the endpoints — i.e.

ZpoR--QPoBZp1R---® p1

Both of these subcomplexes (ofndI") are concentrated in dimension 0,
which implies that all of our maps must be of degree zero.

It follows that all components of CoENd{Z - po,Z - p1}) are concen-
trated in dimension 0. Chain-mapsloére determined by where they send
the 1-dimensional elemerd, Thus we want chain-maps

gl — 1"
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with 9(g(q)) = p1®--- @ p1— Po® - - ® po (n factors in each term).

We use a “geometric argument.” Consider the unit cuti@"nvith coor-

dinates

0<x<1
fori =1,...,n. Regard the edges of this as 1-simplices and the vertices as
0-simplices. Chains with the required property corresponskquences of
these 1-simplices forming paths along the edges of the cobe(D,...0)
to (1,...,1).

We claim there are exactlyl such paths and they are linearly indepen-
dent chains irC(I");. To construct a path, one must travel 1 unit in the
x; direction, then 1 unit in the; direction, withi’ i, and so on. One
represents this by a list ofdistinct integers between 1 and

(i,i’,...)

Such lists clearly correspond to permutations S;:

(0(1),0(2),...,0(n))
Let {vo,...,Vn} be coordinates of the vertices one encounters during this
process withyg = (0,...,0) andv, = (1,...,1).

Sincevi. 1 — Vk determines the direction one wentin t¥estep (and since
each path travels in a direction taken by no othesamestep), it follows
that each path has\gertexnot contained in any other. This implies that
each path also haslasimplexnot contained in any other. Consequently the
paths represent linearly independent chainS(®f);.

It is also clear that the symmetric group permutes timtgmths by per-
muting coordinate axes. This demonstrates a natural éguali

CoEnd|;{Z- po, Z- p1})([N]) = Z&

APPENDIX C. HOMOTOPY AND DIRECT LIMITS

This section’s main result may be summed up by the phrase

“A homotopy functor that commutes with direct limits is a
homology functor of nearly free complexes.”

Let K(Z) denote thechain-homotopy categorgf Z-chain-complexes —
compare to the notation in § 20.4 of [14]. Objects in this gatg are chain-
homotopy equivalence classes of chain complexes (not sadkystorsion
free) and chain-homotopic morphisms are equivalent.

We have the related categofy(Z) — essentially the Verdier derived
category ofZ. Its objects are chain-complexes where homology equivalen
complexes are considered equivalent (the Verdier derigéetjory consid-
ered cochain complexes).
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We also consider the subcategorilcer € K(Z) of cellular
chain-complexes — Exercise 10.4.5 of [14]. These are chaimptexes

C= UCi
i=1

whereCi. 1/C; is Z-free and has vanishing differential. Clearly, &nfree
chain complex that is bounded from below is in this category.
We use the following well-known properties K¢ andK (Z):

(1) If C € K¢e andA € Ch(Z) is acyclic, then every map
C—A

is nullhomotopic.

f:A—B
is a homology equivalence @h(Z), then

12

f,: hO”k(Z) <C7A) — ho”k(z) <C7 B)

is an isomorphism.
f:.C—D

is a homology equivalence thdns also a homotopy equivalence.
Our main resultis:

Lemma C.1. Let F: Ch(Z) — mod— Z be a functor such that
(1) wheneveRCqy} is a direct system of cellular complexesGh(Z),
F (im Ca) = i F(Ca)

(2) F factors through the natural quotie@h(Z) — K¢g (i.€., F is a
homotopy functor).

f:C—D

is a homology equivalence of nearly free chain-complexasatte bounded
from below, then

F(f):F(C)— F(D)
is an isomorphism.

Remark.This essentially says

A homotopy functor that commutes with direct limits is a
homology functor of nearly free complexes.
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Proof. The conclusion is already known to be tru€CifandD are inK ¢
because then they are homotopy equivalentfamslassumed to be a homo-
topy functor.

In the general case, let

C = IILn)CG
D — “Ln)Da

whereCy andDq are countable chain-complexes. This is possible by propo-
sition 3.3.

In addition, assumBy = f(Cy) — since homomorphic images of count-
able complexes are countable. There may be dilgenot in the image of
any of theCy. Our hypotheses imply that

F(O) = limF(Ca)
F(C) = limF(Dq)

Let
Ca:Cy — C
CapCa — Cg
do:Dg — D
dyp:Da — Dpg

be the inclusions.
The properties oK ¢ imply the commutativity of

(C.1) homy (z)(Da,C) — hom (z)(Dq. D)
horrm)(fa,l)l lhomz)(fu,l)
hom (z)(Ca,C) = hom (z)(Ca; D)
in the case wherBy = f(Cqy), and

(C.2) hom (z)(Dg,C) — hon z)(Dg, D)
hOlTk(Z) (da,Bvl)l lhoqu) (de,l)
hom (z)(Da,C) — hom (z)(Da, D)

wheneveDy C Dg.
Let hy € homyz)(Dqa,C) map tody € hon z)(Dg, D) under the iso-
morphism above. They are maps

hg:Dg — C



28 JUSTIN R. SMITH

that are well-defined up toomotopy

Diagrams C.1 and C.2 implies th®motopycommutativity of the dia-
grams

f
C >D
h
/ V dl3
f
C———D Dg
o
X AB
Dq
and
h
Dy
T4\
hg
Dq C CB
Ca

wheneveDq C Dg.

The fact thafF is a homotopy functor implies thexactcommutativity of
the diagrams

(C.3) PO

F(D)
F(hg) TF(dB)

(
(D) F(Dg)
Jreg

F(Da)

> F

F(C)
. / F(f)
©)
m

and
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F(hg)
(C.4) F (Dg) . F(C)
F(dup) F(fg)
s T
F(hy
F(Dq) NS F(Cy)
F(fa) FC L )
F(Ca)

when they are well-defined.
Diagrams C.3 (for all values af) imply the existence of a map

h:IiLn) F(Dg) =F(D) — F(C)
that is a right-inverse t& (f):F(C) — F(D), and diagrams C.4 imply that
itis also a left-inverse. O
APPENDIXD. PROOF OFLEMMA 5.4
Compare the following definition with definition 3.1 in [11]:

Definition D.1. Let k be 0 or 1. DefineZ (k) to be the set of finite se-
quenceguy,...,Uyn} of elements each of which is eithemesymbol or an
integer> k.

Given a sequenae € Z(k), let|u| denote the length of the sequence.

RemarkD.2. Throughout the rest of this section, we ket 0 if H is unital
andk = 1 otherwise.
If Z(n) is as defined in definition 3.1 of [11], it is not hard to see that

20 =) )
n=1

Definition D.3. LetV be an operad and let= {u, ..., un} € £(k), where
we impose no condition ok We define thegeneralized compositionith
respect tas, denotedy,, by

Y(U) = oy, (Ouy 1 ®1) - (04, ® - @ 1) 0o X1
u

s

ui) =V(g(u))

V(U) @ &)V(uj) = V(
u i=1

where we follow the convention that

(1) V{e}) =Z,
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(2) O{.} = O{X} o (r]{x} (29 l)Z@V(S) = V(S) — V(S\ {0} L {X}), where
{x} is a singleton satot containing the distinguished element

Remark.See definition 2.6 for the definition gfu).
If v={uk,,...,U} C {us,...,un} is the subset of nom-sets, thery, is

amap
m

y(W):V(u) © Q) V(uj) = V(| u) = V(g(u))
v i=1
If ue £(k) with x € u, thenu L x representgu\ X) LI X — we have
removedx from u and then added th@ntents of xo u. For this notation to
make any sens& must be a set, not an atomic element. Definition D.3 to
make any sense, the elementsiohust all be sets and the result of carrying
out this operation on all of the elementswowill be the “flattened form” of

uorg(u).
Recall thatH is a projective operad with operadic idedl — H andK
is the kernel of the composite

K: [LsC] B Hom(3,c®) 2220 Hom(g,c®)

We will show that the coalgebra structurel@fC induces a coalgebra struc-
ture onK that makes it a coalgebra ovér/J — pulled back over the pro-
jection

H—H/I
It will then turn out to inherit the “cofreeness” &f;.C as well.

Proposition D.4. Let X € Set, x € X and{fy:\y, — Uy} be as in defini-

tion 2.9. Then
() kerX) (1, fx) = X ker f
xeX X, X X

Proof. The flatness of all the underlying modules implies that

ker(R) (1, fx) = R (V. Kerfy) = Vi @ - @ Vi @ kerfy @ Vi, @ -+ @ Vi
XX X, X

and the conclusion follows. O
Clearly,K inherits a map
a:K — Hom(7H,C?)
from its inclusion intoLsC. We must show that its image actually lies in
Hom(3,K®) € Hom(3(,C¥)

We make use of the fact that the structure-map€ is dual to the com-
positions of the operatil and that] is an operadic ideal.
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The construction of4C in [11] implies that the diagram

(D.1) Hom(J(, (LscC)%)

a y

Ly C=——5— [[] Homz(3((u) @ @) 3 (u),C*™)
ue 2 (k) Ui€u

commutes. This is just diagram 3.2 in [11], where:

(1) a is the adjoint structure map.
(2) K:LgC — Hom(H,C?) is the inclusion (see theorem 3.5).
(3) 9= (Muezk c(u)) ok and thec(u) are defined by

c(u) = Homy (y(u), 1): Hom, (V(g(u)),Co™)
— Homy, (V(u) @ ) V(u;),Cc*™))

— the dual of the generalized structure-map
Y(): V(u) @ Q) V(ui) = V(g(u))
u

from definition D.3. We assume th&(e) = Z andC*® = C so that
Hom(V(e),C*) = C.

(4) if P=Hom(H,C®), the mapy = ([uez @ Y(U)) o Hom(1s,k®),
where

y(u) = y(u)[Hom, (V(u),P"): Hom, (V(u),P")
— Homy,(V(u) @ ) V(u;),C8M)

and the maps
y(u): Homg (V(u),P*) — Homg (V(u) @ X) V(ui),CoW)
u
map the factor

Homy (V(u), @ L(u})) C Hom(V(u), P¥)

with L(uj) = Homy(V(u;j),CY) via the map induced by the asso-
ciativity of the Hom and functors.
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Consider the diagram whose rows are copies of diagram D.1

(D.2) > W <2 Hom(H, (LsC))

] j

L4 C %W pHom (H, (L3C)®)

Hom(J,C%) — = T «—Hom(J, (L5C)®

where
(W= T[] Hom(H(u)eQ H(u;),CoW)

ue 2 (k) ueu
(2) y:Hom(3, (L3C)®) — W is defined as in diagram D.1.
(3) T= [] Homz(I(u)® @ 3(u),cov)

ue 2 (k) ueu

(4) The mam: = ([uer ) Homg(Y(u), 1)) ok where

y(u) = y(u)|3(u) © @) F(u):I(u) ® Q) F(ui) — FH(g(u))

ucu uicu

(5) The map1 =Homy(j1,1) where

j1:9(u) ® Q) H(ui) — H(u) @ Q) H(u)

ucu uicu

foru € Z(k), are the inclusions.
(6) 1:J — H is the inclusion.

Suppose < K. Then the image of under the downward maps on the left
of diagram D.2 must be 0, sind€ is the kernel ok. On the other hand,
r =y(h) in the top two rows of this diagram.

The commutativity of diagram D.2 implies that the imagéainder the
downward maps on thaght is also 0, so that the coproduct ofin the
kernel of Hontt, 1). This implies that the coproduct & is the pullback of
amap

K — Hom(3(/J,C%)

over the projectiop: H — H/J.
Let X € Set and letx € X be an arbitrary element. We claim that the
diagram
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glK y

(D.3) K. > W' < >Hom(H /7, (L3C)®)
Homy(p®1,1) Hom(p,1)
Lo S W< OHom(J(, (LyC)*)
K Pw(x) Px
o~y Homz(yD) y(X) e X
Hom(3,C?) —m— W(X) 4~ Homy (3 (X), (Ls(C))*)
Homy,(1,1) 0(X,x) O(X,Xx)
Hom\g Cc® %Y;(/x <«——Ho J—C;(, M (X, X
HOM(3,C%) 1o Y(X.X) o Homy (3((X) M(X. X))

commutes, where
(1) px andpwyx) are projections onto direct factors.

QW = [] Homg(H(u)/I(u)® & H(u),c*™)

ueZ(k) Ueu
@W(X) = [] Homgz(Hu) & @¥H(u),c*™),  where
ue 2 (k) ueu
sX—f(u)

s: X — f(u) is a set-bijection. This is exactly [ik&/, except that we
only consideu such thaf(u) has the sameardinality as the seX.
@YX, )= [] Homz(H(u)® @ (3(,9),Co"), wherexe X is

ue Z (k) u,s(x)
sX—f(u)

any element — see definition 2.9. This is exactly NkéX), except
that thes(x)™ factor of ((u;) has been replaced wifkis(x)).
(5) 6(X,x) =Homz (1@ X)(1,1),1):W(X) = Y(X,X). Thisis the dual
X, X
of 1® @x x(1,1), which is the identity, except for thé" factor on
the right. For this factor it is the inclusianJ(s(x)) < H(s(x)).

(6) 9(X,x) = Homy, (1,®(1,Homz(l,1))>
X, X
(7) M(X,x) = Q) (Hom(3,C¥),Hom(J,C*)) — see definition 2.9.
X, X
This is the similar ta Hom(,C%®)%, except that the!" factor has
been replaced by Hof#, C®).
(8) y(X) is defined ag(u) in diagram D.1 ang/(X, x) is defined analo-
gously — with thext" factor mapping Horfi,C%).
The upper squares of diagram D.3 commute because they did in
diagram D.2.
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The lower left square of diagram D.3 commutes because ieigltial of
the diagram

H(g(U)) +—— H(U) ©®, H(u)

IT T]-@@uﬁs(x) (1)

I(g(u)) v Hu)® ®u,s(x)(}cvj)

which is well-defined and commutes beca(se an operadic ideal dff.
The lower right square of diagram D.3 commutes because ofdheality
of they-maps.

A diagram-chase around the outer rim of diagram D.3 showsftha K,
then the coproduct &, evaluated on any element®f(X)/J(X) (or H(X))
gives a result that lies in the kernel @(1, Homy(1,1)) for any finite set

X, X
X and any element € X, hence is irKX — see proposition D.4. It follows
thatK is a sub-coalgebra df;C and one that has been pulled back from
H/7J.

The lemma’s final statement follows from the universal propef cofree
coalgebras. Suppo$¢ is any coalgebra oveX/J equipped with a chain-
mapa:M — C. By composition with the projectiop: X — 3 /J, we may
regardM as a coalgebra ovéf. The universal property of a cofree coalge-
bra implies that there existsumiquemorphism ofH-coalgebras

M — LyC

that makes the diagram
M—> LyC

\‘ lﬁ
C
commute (where: Ly C — C is the cogeneration map). But the image of

M must lie inK C L4C, henceK has the universal property of a cofree
coalgebra ovef(/J.
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