arXiv:1805.11536v3 [math.AT] 26 May 2025

COMONADIC COALGEBRAS AND BOUSFIELD LOCALIZATION

DAVID WHITE AND DONALD YAU

ABSTRACT. For a model category, we prove that taking the category of coalgebras over a comonad commutes with left Bousfield localization in a suitable sense. Then we prove a general existence result for the leftinduced model structure on the category of coalgebras over a comonad in a left Bousfield localization. Next we provide several equivalent characterizations of when a left Bousfield localization preserves coalgebras over a comonad. These results are illustrated with many applications in chain complexes, (localized) spectra, the stable module category, and simplicial settings.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 1

Acknowledgments 3

2. Lifting Bousfield Localization to Comonadic Algebras 3

3. Admissibility of Comonadic Coalgebras in Bousfield Localization 8

4. Preservation of Comonadic Coalgebras Under Bousfield Localization 9

5. Equivalent Approaches to Preservation of Comonadic Coalgebras 12

6. Application to Chain (Co)operadic Coalgebras, Comonoids, and (Coring) Comodules 14

7. Application to Comodules and Coalgebras in (Localized) Spectra 23

8. Application to Comodules and Cooperadic Coalgebras in the Stable Module Category 28

9. Application to Simplicial Settings 31

References 35

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper sits at the intersection of two important threads in homotopy theory: Bousfield localization and comonad. For a model category M and a class of morphisms C in M, the left Bousfield localization L_CM, if it exists, is the model structure on M with the same cofibrations and with the morphisms in C turned into weak equivalences. Bousfield localization is a ubiquitous tool in homotopy theory, going back at least as far back as [Bou79] and continuing with the work of Hopkins, Ravenel [Rav92], and many others. On the other hand, many interesting objects in homotopy 1

theory arise as coalgebras over comonads, such as comonoids and comodules over a comonoid.

Suppose the left Bousfield localization L_C M exists, and K is a comonad on M whose category of coalgebras Coalg(K; M) admits a left-induced model structure over M. This means a morphism of K-coalgebras is a weak equivalence (resp., cofibration) if and only if its underlying morphism in M is so. The main aim of this paper is to answer the following inter-related questions, first posed in [Whi14] (Problem 9.1.10).

(A): If the category of K-coalgebras Coalg(K; L_CM) admits a left-induced model structure over L_CM, is it equal to a left Bousfield localization of Coalg(K; M)?

(B): When does the category of K-coalgebras Coalg(K; L_C M) admit a left-induced model structure over L_C M?

(C): When does the left Bousfield localization L_C preserve K-coalgebras?

The following result, which will be proved as Theorem 2.8, provides a positive answer to question (A).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose Coalg(K; M) admits a left-induced model structure over M. Then the following two statements are equivalent.

(1) Coalg(K; L_CM) admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor U ∶ Coalg(K; L_C M) // L_C M.

(2) The left Bousfield localization L_C′ Coalg(K; M) exists, where C^′ is defined in Assumption 2.6.

Furthermore, if either statement is true, then there is an equality

Coalg(K; L_CM) = L_C′ Coalg(K; M)

of model categories.

An analogous result for a monad instead of a comonad is [BW21] (3.5). For monads, we must use the right-induced model structure on algebras over a monad, where a morphism f of algebras is a weak equivalence or fibration if and only if U( f ) is in M. For a monad and right Bousfield localization, an analogous result is [WY23] (2.6). However, in practice the above result is applied differently from the analogous results in [BW21, WY23]. The reason is that the right-induced model structures on categories of monadic algebras and the left-induced model structures on categories of comonadic coalgebras exist under very different circumstances. The following result, which will appear as Theorem 3.3, provides an answer to question (B). Conditions under which Coalg(K; M) is locally presentable may be found in [CR14] (Prop. A.1).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose M is a combinatorial model category and L_C M is a cofibrantly generated model category. Suppose Coalg(K; M) is a locally presentable category that admits a left-induced model structure over M. Then the category Coalg(K; L_C M) admits the left-induced model structure over L_C M.

Next we consider question (C) above. Monad-algebra structures are not in general preserved by localizations ([Whi21a] provides counterexamples). However, preservation of monad-algebra structures can happen under suitable conditions [GW18, HW20, Whi21a, WY18, WY19, WY24]. The following preservation result, which will appear as Theorem 5.3, provides several equivalent characterizations of when a left Bousfield localization preserves coalgebras over a comonad.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose Coalg(K; M) (resp., Coalg(K; L_C M)) admits the leftinduced model structure over M (resp., L_C M). Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The forgetful functor U ∶ Coalg(K; L_C M) // L_C M preserves weak equivalences and fibrant objects.

(2) L_C preserves K-coalgebras (Def. 4.1).

(3) L_C lifts to the homotopy category of K-coalgebras (Def. 5.1). (4) The forgetful functor preserves left Bousfield localization (Def. 5.2).

An analogous result for a monad instead of a comonad is [BW21] (5.6), using the right-induced model structure on algebras. An analogue for a monad and right Bousfield localization is [WY23] (5.4). Once again, in practice the implementation of the previous result is quite different from those in [BW21, WY23].

The above theorems are proved in Sections 2–5. The second half of this paper contains many applications of these theorems to various categories and left Bousfield localizations of interest. In Section 6 we prove preservation results under homological truncations for comonoids and (coring) comodules in chain complexes over a commutative unital ring equipped with the injective model structure. In Section 7 we prove preservation results under smashing localizations for comodules over a comonoid in (localized) spectra with the injective model structure. In Section 8 we prove preservation results under smashing localizations for comodules, comonoids, and coalgebras over suitable cooperads in the stable module category. In Section 9, we provide preservation results in simplicial model categories, simplicial coalgebras, and simplicial presheaves.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The first author is grateful to Emily Riehl, Kathryn Hess, Brooke Shipley, Niles Johnson, Michael Ching, Andrew Salch, Bob Bruner, Pavel Safronov, and Paul Goerss for helpful conversations regarding the applications of our main theorems. We also thank Carles Casacuberta and the anonymous referee for many helpful comments.

2. LIFTING BOUSFIELD LOCALIZATION TO COMONADIC ALGEBRAS

We assume the reader is familiar with the basics of model categories, as explained in [Hir03, Hov99].

Suppose K is a comonad on a model category M that admits a left Bousfield localization L_C M with respect to some class of cofibrations C such that the category of K-coalgebras in M admits a left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor to M. The main result of this section (Theorem 2.8) says that the category of K-coalgebras in L_CM admits a left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor to L_C M if and only if the category of K-coalgebras in M admits a suitable left Bousfield localization. Furthermore, when either condition holds, the two model categories coincide.

We begin by recalling some definitions regarding left Bousfield localization and left-induced model structures. The homotopy function complex in a model category M is denoted by map_M [Hir03] (Def. 17.4.1).

Definition 2.1. Suppose M is a model category, and C is a class of morphisms in M.

(1) A C-local object is a fibrant object X ∈ M such that the induced morphism

map_M(A, X) map_M(B, X)

map_M( f ,X) oo of simplicial sets is a weak equivalence for all the morphisms f ∶ A // B in C.

(2) A C-local equivalence is a morphism f ∶ A // B in M such that the induced morphism

map_M(A, X) map_M(B, X)

map_M( f ,X) oo of simplicial sets is a weak equivalence for all C-local objects X.

(3) Define a new category L_C M as being the same as M as a category, together with the following distinguished classes of morphisms. A morphism f in L_C M is a:

● cofibration if it is a cofibration in M. ● weak equivalence if it is a C-local equivalence.

● fibration if it has the right lifting property with respect to trivial cofibrations, i.e., morphisms that are both cofibrations and weak equivalences.

(4) If L_CM is a model category with these weak equivalences, cofibrations, and fibrations, then it is called the left Bousfield localization of M with respect to C [Hir03] (Def. 3.3.1(1)), and the C-local objects are precisely the fibrant objects in L_C M [Hir03] (Prop. 3.4.1). This model structure exists when C is a set of morphisms and M is left proper and either cellular or combinatorial, by [Hir03] (Thm. 4.1.1(2)) or [Bar10] (Thm. 4.7).

Remark 2.2. In the previous definition, using functorial cofibrant replacement and functorial factorization of morphisms into cofibrations followed by trivial fibrations, without loss of generality we may assume that morphisms in C are cofibrations between cofibrant objects. Also, because L_CM has the same cofibrations as M, if M has all objects cofibrant then so does L_CM. Furthermore, if M is left proper, simplicial, combinatorial, or cellular, then L_CM is the same [Lur09] (Prop. A.3.7.3).

When an adjunction is drawn, the left adjoint will always be drawn on top.

Definition 2.3 ([B+15, GKR00, HKRS17]). Suppose L ∶ N //oo M ∶ R is an adjunction with left adjoint L and M is a model category. We say that N admits the left-induced model structure via L if it admits the model category structure in which a morphism f is a weak equivalence (resp., cofibration) if and only if L f is a weak equivalence (resp., cofibration) in M.

Remark 2.4. In the previous definition, when N admits the left-induced model structure via the left adjoint L, the adjoint pair (L, R) is a Quillen adjunction because L preserves cofibrations and trivial cofibrations.

Definition 2.5. (1) A comonad (K, δ, η) on a category M [Mac98] (VI.1) consists of a functor K ∶ M // M and natural transformations δ ∶ K // K^2 and η ∶ K // Id such that the following coassociativity and counity diagrams commute: K δ fflffl δ // K^2 Kδ fflffl K^{2 δK} // K^3

K K^2 ηK oo^{Kη} // K

K = aaCCC CCC CCC^δ OO = ==– –– ––– ––– (2) A K-coalgebra in M is a pair (X, λ) consisting of an object X ∈ M and a morphism λ ∶ X // KX such that the following coassociativity and counity diagrams commute: X λ fflffl λ // KX Kλ fflffl KX^{δX} // K^2X

X = ””F FFF FFF FF λ // KX

η_X fflffl X A morphism of K-coalgebras (X, λ) // (Y, ρ) is a morphism f ∶ X // Y in M compatible with the structure morphisms λ and ρ in the sense that the diagram X λ fflffl f // Y ρ fflffl KX^{K f} // KY

is commutative.

(3) With (K, δ, η) abbreviated to K, the category of K-coalgebras is denoted by Coalg(K; M). The corresponding forgetful-cofree adjunction is denoted by

Coalg(K; M)^U // M_Koo . (2.5.1)

In this adjunction, the forgetful functor U is the left adjoint, and the cofree K-coalgebra functor is the right adjoint.

Assumption 2.6. Suppose that:

(1) M is a model category, and C is a class of cofibrations between cofibrant objects in M such that the left Bousfield localization L_CM exists.

(2) K is a comonad on M such that the category Coalg(K; M) admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor U to M.

(3) C^′ is the class of morphisms f ∶ A // B in Coalg(K; M) such that the induced morphism

map_{Coalg(K;M)}(A, KX) map_{Coalg(K;M)}(B, KX)

map_{Coalg(K;M)}( f ,KX)

oo (2.6.1)

of simplicial sets is a weak equivalence for all C-local objects X in M, where KX is the cofree K-coalgebra of X (2.5.1).

Many examples of the left-induced model structure on Coalg(K; M) are given in [B+15], [HS16], and [HKRS17], some of which will be used below.

Lemma 2.7. Under Assumption 2.6, the following statements are equivalent for a morphism f in Coalg(K; M).

(1) f ∈ C^′.

(2) f is a C^′-local equivalence. (3) U f in M is a C-local equivalence.

Proof. First we show that (1) and (2) are equivalent. By the definition of C^′-local objects, every morphism in C^′ is a C^′-local equivalence. Conversely, note that for each C-local object X, the cofree K-coalgebra KX is a C^′-local object. Indeed, since the forgetful-cofree adjunction (2.5.1) is a Quillen adjunction and since X ∈ M is fibrant, the object KX ∈ Coalg(K; M) is fibrant. So KX is a C^′-local object by the definition of the class C^′. It follows that every C^′-local equivalence f induces a weak equivalence of simplicial sets in (2.6.1), and therefore f belongs to C^′.

Next we show that (1) and (3) are equivalent. Suppose f^● ∶ A^● // B^● is a cosimplicial resolution of f in Coalg(K; M) [Hir03] (Def. 16.1.2(1) and Prop. 16.1.22(1)). Applying the forgetful functor U entrywise to f^● yields a cosimplicial resolution of U f in M because cofibrations and weak equivalences in Coalg(K; M) are defined in M via U.

For any C-local object X in M, as noted above, the cofree K-coalgebra KX is a fibrant object in Coalg(K; M). Using the forgetful-cofree adjunction

(2.5.1), there is a commutative diagram of simplicial sets:

map_M(UA, X) map_M(UB, X)

map_M(U f ,X) oo

M(UA^●, X) ≅ fflffl M(UB^●, X)

M(U f^●,X) oo ≅ fflffl Coalg(K; M)(A^●, KX) Coalg(K; M)(B^●, KX)

Coalg(K;M)( f^●,KX) oo

map_{Coalg(K;M)}(A, KX) map_{Coalg(K;M)}(B, KX)

map_{Coalg(K;M)}( f ,KX) oo By definition f ∈ C^′ if and only if the bottom horizontal morphism in the above diagram is a weak equivalence for all C-local objects X. By commutativity and the 2-out-of-3 property, this is equivalent to the top horizontal morphism being a weak equivalence for all C-local objects X. This in turn is equivalent to U f in M being a C-local equivalence. □

Theorem 2.8. Under Assumption 2.6, the following two statements are equivalent.

(1) Coalg(K; L_CM) admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor U ∶ Coalg(K; L_C M) // L_C M.

(2) The left Bousfield localization L_C′ Coalg(K; M) exists.

Furthermore, if either statement is true, then there is an equality

Coalg(K; L_CM) = L_C′ Coalg(K; M)

of model categories.

This theorem says that, in the diagram Ṁ left-induced fflffl

Ø^LC // L_CM Ø left-induced

exists ?

// Coalg(K; L_C M) ? Coalg(K; M) Ø^{LC′ exists ?} // L_C′ Coalg(K; M)

the ability to go counter-clockwise is equivalent to the ability to go clockwise. Furthermore, when either one is possible, the results are equal.

Proof. The categories Coalg(K; L_C M) and L_C′ Coalg(K; M) are both equal to the category Coalg(K; M). To show the model structures coincide, it suffices to show that they have the same classes of cofibrations and also the same classes of weak equivalences. In each of these two categories, a cofibration is a morphism f ∶ A // B in Coalg(K; M) such that U f in M is a cofibration. Moreover, the equivalence of (2) and (3) in Lemma 2.7 says that these two categories have the same weak equivalences. □

3. ADMISSIBILITY OF COMONADIC COALGEBRAS IN BOUSFIELD LOCALIZATION

In order to apply Theorem 2.8, we will need to know when condition (1) or condition (2) there holds. In the main result of this section (Theorem 3.3), we prove that under mild conditions the category Coalg(K; L_C M) admits a left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor to the left Bousfield localization L_CM.

Notation 3.1. Suppose M is a category, C is a class of morphisms in M, and f ∶ A // B and g ∶ C // D are morphisms in M.

(1) We say that f has the left lifting property with respect to g if every solid-arrow commutative diagram A f fflffl // C g fflffl B //

==

D in M admits a dotted arrow, called a lift, that makes the entire diagram commutative. In this case, we also say that g has the right lifting property with respect to f and write f ⧄ g.

(2) Define C^⧄ to be the class of morphisms h in M such that c ⧄ h for all c in C.

Next we provide reasonable conditions under which the two equivalent statements in Theorem 2.8 are true. We will make use of the following rightto-left transfer principle from [B+15] (Theorem 2.23), [GKR00] (Corollary 2.7), and [HKRS17] (Corollary 3.3.4(2)). Note that for a locally presentable category, the weaker notion of cofibrantly generated in [B+15] (Def. 2.4) for a pair of sets of generating morphisms coincides with the usual one [Hov99] (Def. 2.1.17). Recall that a combinatorial model category is a cofibrantly generated model category whose underlying category is locally presentable [AR94] (Def. 1.17). The following theorem is from [B+15, GKR00, HKRS17].

Theorem 3.2. Suppose U ∶ N //oo M ∶ F is an adjoint pair with left adjoint U, N a locally presentable category, and M a combinatorial model category. Then the following two statements are equivalent.

(1) There is an inclusion

(U^{−1}Cof_M)^⧄ ⊆ U^{−1}WE_M (3.2.1)

called the acyclicity condition, where Cof_M and WE_M are the classes of cofibrations and of weak equivalences in M.

(2) N admits the left-induced model structure via U.

The following observation says that under mild conditions, if Coalg(K; M) admits the left-induced model structure over M, then Coalg(K; L_C M) admits the left-induced model structure over L_C M. The third condition below is not overly restrictive, as can be seen in [CR14] (Prop. A.1). An analogue of (1) below was proven in [HS16] (Prop. A.6). Thanks to Remark 2.2 the second assumption is no obstacle.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose:

● M is a combinatorial model category.

● C is a class of cofibrations between cofibrant objects in M such that L_CM is a cofibrantly generated model category.

● K is a comonad on M such that Coalg(K; M) is a locally presentable category that admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor U (2.5.1).

Then the following two statements hold.

(1) The category Coalg(K; L_C M) admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor U in the forgetful-cofree adjunction

Coalg(K; L_CM)^U // L_CM K oo . (3.3.1)

(2) With C^′ as in Assumption 2.6, the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Coalg(K; M) exists and is equal to the model category Coalg(K; L_C M).

Proof. For the first assertion, by Theorem 3.2 with N = Coalg(K; M), the acyclicity condition (3.2.1) holds for the forgetful-cofree adjunction (2.5.1). As categories both

L_CM = M and Coalg(K; L_C M) = Coalg(K; M)

are locally presentable. Since L_C M is a cofibrantly generated model category by assumption, it is a combinatorial model category. It remains to check the acyclicity condition (3.2.1) for the forgetful-cofree adjunction (3.3.1). We have that:

(U^{−1}Cof_{LC M})^⧄ = (U^{−1}Cof_M)^⧄

⊆ U^{−1}WE_M

⊆ U^{−1}WE_{LC M}.

The first equality follows from Cof_M = Cof_{LCM}. The first inclusion is the acyclicity condition (3.2.1), which we assumed is true. The last inclusion follows from the inclusion

WE_M ⊆ WE_{LCM}.

This proves the first assertion. The second assertion follows from the first assertion and Theorem 2.8. □

4. PRESERVATION OF COMONADIC COALGEBRAS UNDER BOUSFIELD LOCALIZATION

Left Bousfield localization does not preserve algebraic structure in general. For example, in the category of symmetric spectra with the stable model structure, the (−1)-Postnikov section is a left Bousfield localization that does not preserve monoids [CGMV10]. Therefore, we should not expect left Bousfield localization to preserve comonadic coalgebras in general. The main result of this section (Theorem 4.2) provides conditions under which comonadic coalgebra structures are preserved by left Bousfield localization. This preservation result is the comonad analogue of [WY18] (Theorem 7.2.3). Its analogue for a monad and right Bousfield localization is [WY20] (Theorem 6.2). A strengthened version of this preservation result is Theorem 5.3 below.

Definition 4.1. Under Assumption 2.6, we say that L_C preserves K-coalgebras if the following statements hold.

(1) For each K-coalgebra X, there exists a K-coalgebra ̃X such that U ̃X is a C-local object that is weakly equivalent to the localization L_C UX in M.

(2) If X is a cofibrant K-coalgebra, then:

(a) There is a natural choice of ̃X as part of a K-coalgebra morphism r ∶ X // ̃X.

(b) There is a weak equivalence β ∶ U ̃X // L_C UX in M such that β ○ Ur = l in Ho(M), where l ∶ UX // L_C UX is the localization morphism.

Note the connection between the hypotheses of the next result and Theorems 2.8 and 3.3.

Theorem 4.2. Under Assumption 2.6, suppose Coalg(K; L_C M) admits the leftinduced model structure via the forgetful functor

Coalg(K; L_C M)^U // L_C M

in the forgetful-cofree adjunction (3.3.1). If this forgetful functor U preserves fibrant objects, then L_C preserves K-coalgebras.

Proof. Write:

● Q and Q^K for the cofibrant replacements in M and Coalg(K; M), respectively;

● R_C and R^K_C for the fibrant replacements in L_C M and Coalg(K; L_C M), respectively.

Pick a K-coalgebra X. The localization L_C UX is weakly equivalent in M to R_C QUX and that R^K_C Q^K X comes with a K-coalgebra structure. We will take R^K_C Q^K X to be our ̃X, so we must show that

R_C QUX ≃ UR^K_C Q^K X (4.2.1) in M. The proof proceeds in three steps.

For the first step, the cofibrant replacements Q and Q^K give the commutative diagram ∅fflffl fflffl // // QUX ∼ fflfflfflffl UQ^KX α 99

∼ // UX

(4.2.2) in M, in which ∅ is the initial object in M. The right vertical morphism is a trivial fibration in M. The forgetful functor

U ∶ Coalg(K; M) // M,

being a left adjoint, preserves colimits and, in particular, the initial object. The morphism ∅ // Q^K X is a cofibration in Coalg(K; M). After applying U its underlying morphism is a cofibration in M because the model structure on Coalg(K; M) is left-induced from that of M. So the dotted filler α exists in M. Moreover, the morphism Q^K X // X is a trivial fibration in Coalg(K; M), so after applying U the bottom horizontal morphism is a weak equivalence in M. The 2-out-of-3 property now implies that α is a weak equivalence in M.

For the second step, first recall that

M = L_C M and Coalg(K; M) = Coalg(K; L_CM) (4.2.3)

as categories. The fibrant replacements R_C and R^K_C give the commutative diagram

UQ^KXfflffl ∼ Ur fflffl

//_∼^l // R_C UQ^K X

fflfflfflffl UR^K_C Q^K X β 77

// ∗

(4.2.4)

in L_C M, in which ∗ is the terminal object in M. The top-right composite is the fibrant replacement of UQ^KX in L_C M. The left vertical morphism is U applied to the fibrant replacement in Coalg(K; L_C M):

Q^K X //_∼^r // R^K_C Q^K X.

In the diagram (4.2.4), the right vertical morphism is a fibration in L_C M. The morphism r is a trivial cofibration in Coalg(K; L_CM), so after applying U the left vertical morphism in (4.2.4) is a trivial cofibration in L_C M. Therefore, the dotted filler β exists in L_CM. Furthermore, the top horizontal morphism in (4.2.4) is a weak equivalence in L_CM. So the 2-out-of-3 property implies that β is a weak equivalence in L_C M.

For the last step, consider the morphisms

UR^K_C Q^K X^β // R_C UQ^K X^{RC α} // R_C QUX (4.2.5)

in L_C M, in which α and β are the morphisms in (4.2.2) and (4.2.4), respectively. Since α is a weak equivalence in M, the second morphism R_C α is a weak equivalence in L_C M between C-local objects. Furthermore, it was established in the previous paragraph that the first morphism β is a weak equivalence in L_CM. Since R^K_C Q^K X is a fibrant object in Coalg(K; L_C M), by assumption UR^K_C Q^K X is a fibrant object in L_CM (i.e., a C-local object). So [Hir03] (Theorem 3.2.13(1)) implies that both morphisms in (4.2.5) are weak equivalences in M. Therefore, R^K_C Q^K X is a K-coalgebra whose underlying object, namely UR^K_C Q^K X, is weakly equivalent to the localization

L_C UX ≃ R_C QUX in M.

Next suppose X is a cofibrant K-coalgebra in Coalg(K; M); i.e., UX is cofibrant in M. In this case, the localization L_C UX is weakly equivalent in M to the fibrant replacement R_CUX in L_CM, and we may simply take α to be the identity morphism on UX in step 1 above. What we proved above now says that

UR^K_C X^β // R_C UX is a weak equivalence in M. So the fibrant replacement in Coalg(K; L_CM),

X^r // R^K_C X,

is the desired lift of the localization morphism l ∶ UX // L_C UX. □

5. EQUIVALENT APPROACHES TO PRESERVATION OF COMONADIC COALGEBRAS

The main result of this section (Theorem 5.3) provides equivalent characterizations of preservation of comonadic coalgebras under left Bousfield localization (Def. 4.1). Simultaneously, we provide a converse to the preservation Theorem 4.2.

Aside from Def. 4.1, another approach to preservation of comonadic coalgebras under left Bousfield localization is based on the following definition, which is the comonad version of [CRT21] (Def. 7.3). Definition 5.1. Under Assumption 2.6, we say that L_C lifts to the homotopy category of K-coalgebras if the following statements hold.

(1) There exists a natural transformation r ∶ Id // L^K for functors on Ho(Coalg(K; M)).

(2) There exists a natural isomorphism h ∶ L_C U // UL^K such that h ○ lU = Ur (5.1.1) in Ho(M), where l ∶ Id // L_C is the unit of the derived adjunction Ho(M) //oo Ho(L_C M) and U is the forgetful functor.

A third approach to preservation of comonadic coalgebras under left Bousfield localization is based on the following definition, which is the comonad version of [GRSØ21] (3.12).

Definition 5.2. Under Assumption 2.6, suppose L_C′ Coalg(K; M), the left Bousfield localization with respect to C^′, exists. We say that the forgetful functor L_C′ Coalg(K; M)^U // L_CM preserves left Bousfield localization if, given any morphism c ∶ X // L_C′ X that is a C^′-local equivalence with C^′-local codomain in Coalg(K; M), the morphism Uc is a C-local equivalence with C-local codomain in M.

In the previous definition, by Theorem 2.8, the category Coalg(K; L_C M) admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor to L_C M, and it is equal to L_C′ Coalg(K; M) as a model category.

The following result shows that the three approaches to preservation of comonadic coalgebras under left Bousfield localization are equivalent and, furthermore, provides a converse to Theorem 4.2. It is essentially the comonad analogue of [BW21] (Thm. 5.6). Moreover, its analogue for a monad and right Bousfield localization is [WY23] (Thm. 5.4).

Theorem 5.3. Under Assumption 2.6, suppose Coalg(K; L_C M) admits the leftinduced model structure via the forgetful functor

Coalg(K; L_C M) = L_C′ Coalg(K; M)^U // L_C M (5.3.1)

in which the equality is from Theorem 2.8. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) U in (5.3.1) preserves weak equivalences and fibrant objects. (2) L_C preserves K-coalgebras (Def. 4.1).

(3) L_C lifts to the homotopy category of K-coalgebras (Def. 5.1). (4) The forgetful functor preserves left Bousfield localization (Def. 5.2).

Proof. (1) �⇒ (2) is Theorem 4.2. For (2) �⇒ (3) we take the augmented endofunctor r ∶ Id // L^K in Def. 5.1(1) to be the image of r ∶ X // ̃X (Def. 4.1(2a)) in Ho(Coalg(K; M)). Then we take the natural isomorphism

h^{−1} ∶ L_C U ≅ UL^K

in Def. 5.1(2) to be the image of the morphism β (Def. 4.1(2b)) in Ho(M) .

For (3) �⇒ (1) first note that the forgetful functor U preserves weak equivalences because the model structure on Coalg(K; L_CM) is left-induced from that on L_C M via U. To see that U preserves fibrant objects, first note that (L^K, r) is a localization on Ho(Coalg(K; M)) by the first paragraph of the proof of Lemma 7.3 in [CRT21], whose proof works here without change. Using the assumed statement (3), Theorem 4.6 in [CRT21] implies that the localization L^K is unique up to a natural isomorphism. By Theorem 2.8 L^K coincides with the localization L_C′ . Since the image of L_C U is always fibrant in L_C M, h implies that U in (5.3.1) preserves fibrant objects. We have shown that the first three statements are equivalent.

To see that (1) �⇒ (4), simply note that the morphism c in Def. 5.2 is a weak equivalence with fibrant codomain in L_C′ Coalg(K; M), and hence also in Coalg(K; L_C M). So (1) implies that the morphism Uc in L_C M is a weak equivalence with fibrant codomain, i.e., a C-local equivalence with C-local codomain in M.

Finally, we show that (4) �⇒ (2). Given any K-coalgebra X, consider the functorial fibrant replacement

X //^r_∼ // L_C′ X // // ∗ in Coalg(K; L_C M) = L_C′ Coalg(K; M), where ∗ denotes the terminal object. Our choice of X // ̃X is r ∶ X // L_C′ X. By (4) the morphism Ur in M is a C-local equivalence with C-local codomain.

Next we show that UL_C′ X is weakly equivalent to L_CUX in M and that there is a weak equivalence β as in Def. 4.1(2). Consider the commutative solid-arrow diagram

UXfflffl

Ur ∼ fflffl

l_{UX} ∼ // L_C UX

fflfflfflffl UL_C′ X // β 99 ∗ in L_C M, where ∗ denotes the terminal object in M. Since r is a trivial cofibration in Coalg(K; L_CM), whose model structure is left-induced from that on L_CM via U, the morphism Ur is a trivial cofibration in L_CM. The topright composite is the fibrant replacement of UX in L_C M. Since the right vertical morphism is a fibration, there is a dotted lift

β ∶ UL_C′ X // L_CUX

such that β ○ Ur = l_{UX}.

Furthermore, since the left and the top morphisms are both weak equivalences in L_C M, so is β by the 2-out-of-3 property. As β is a C-local equivalence between C-local objects, it is actually a weak equivalence in M by [Hir03] (Theorem 3.2.12(1)). □

6. APPLICATION TO CHAIN (CO)OPERADIC COALGEBRAS, COMONOIDS, AND (CORING) COMODULES

In this section, we apply Theorems 3.3 and 5.3 to obtain preservation results for comonoids and (coring) comodules in chain complexes under homological truncations.

6.1. Bousfield Localization of Chain Cooperadic Coalgebras. Fix a commutative unital ring R. Let Ch_R denote the category of unbounded chain complexes of R-modules. Remark 6.8 shows it is also possible to work with non-negatively graded chain complexes. Equip Ch_R with the injective model structure, denoted Ch_{R,inj}, which has quasi-isomorphisms as weak equivalences and degreewise monomorphisms as cofibrations [Hov99] (Theorem 2.3.13). Then Ch_{R,inj} is a left proper combinatorial model category. In particular, for each set C of cofibrations in Ch_{R,inj}, the left Bousfield localization L_CCh_{R,inj} exists and is a left proper combinatorial model category.

Suppose Q is a cooperad on Ch_R [HKRS17] (Section 6.1.2). Recall that a Q-coalgebra is a pair (X, δ) consisting of an object X and a structure morphism

X^δ // Q(n) ⊗ X^{⊗n}

for each n ≥ 1 that satisfies suitable equivariance, coassociativity, and counity conditions. We assume that the category Coalg (Q; Ch_R) of Q-coalgebras is locally presentable (techniques to verify this may be found in [CR14] (Prop. A.1)).

Let I be the interval complex in Ch_R [B+15] (4.1.1). Suppose there is another cooperad P on Ch_R equipped with a morphism Q ⊗ P // Q of cooperads such that R is a P-coalgebra, and the natural factorization

R ⊕ R // // I^∼ // R

extends to a factorization in Coalg (P; Ch_R), in which the first morphism is a cofibration and the second morphism is a weak equivalence in Ch_{R,inj}. Then by [HKRS17] (Theorem 6.3.1) Coalg (Q; Ch_{R,inj}) admits the left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor U in the forgetful-cofree adjunction

Coalg (Q; Ch_{R,inj})^U // Ch_{R,inj}

Γ_Q

oo .

Theorem 3.3 applies with M = Ch_{R,inj}, C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in Ch_{R,inj}, and K the comonad Γ_Q whose coalgebras are Q-coalgebras. We conclude that there is a commutative diagram:

Ch_{R,inj} ˙ left-induced fflffl

Ø^LC // L_C Ch_{R,inj} Ø left-induced // Coalg (Q; L_C Ch_{R,inj})

Coalg (Q; Ch_{R,inj}) Ø^{LC′} // L_C′ Coalg (Q; Ch_{R,inj})

In plain language, the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Coalg (Q; Ch_{R,inj}) exists and is equal to the left-induced model structure on Coalg (Q; L_C Ch_{R,inj}) over L_CCh_{R,inj}.

6.2. Bousfield Localization of Chain Comonoids. The setting of Section 6.1 applies, in particular, when Q is the cooperad for comonoids, which are assumed to be non-counital, in Ch_{R,inj} [HKRS17] (Corollary 6.3.5). So via the forgetful-cofree adjunction

Comon (Ch_{R,inj})^U // Ch_{R,inj}

Γ_Q oo the category Comon (Ch_{R,inj}) of comonoids in Ch_{R,inj} admits the left-induced model structure. With C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in Ch_{R,inj}, Theorem 3.3 implies the existence of the following commutative diagram.

Ch_{R,inj} ˙ left-induced fflffl

Ø^LC // L_C Ch_{R,inj} Ø left-induced // Comon(L_C Ch_{R,inj})

Comon (Ch_{R,inj}) Ø^{LC′} // L_C′ Comon (Ch_{R,inj})

This means the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Comon (Ch_{R,inj}) exists and is equal to the left-induced model structure on Comon(L_C Ch_{R,inj}) over L_C Ch_{R,inj}.

6.3. Homological Truncations Preserve Chain Comonoids. As above, let R be a ring, and recall that for any integer n, S^n(R) denotes the chain complex that is R in degree n and 0 elsewhere [Hov99] (2.3.3). On Ch_{R,inj}, let L_n be the left Bousfield localization with respect to the set C_n consisting of the unique morphism c ∶ S^{n+1} // 0. It is easy to verify that the L_n-local weak equivalences are the chain maps f such that H_{≤n} f is an isomorphism and that an L_n-local object is a chain complex X with H_{>n}X = 0, just like the Postnikov section in topology. We refer to L_n as the homological truncation above n. For a chain complex X = {X_i, d_i}, its homological truncation above n can be explicitly described as

(L_nX)_i = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎪⎩ X_i if i ≤ n; X_{n+1}/ ker d_{n+1} if i = n + 1; 0 if i > n + 1.

Here d_{n+1} ∶ X_{n+1} // X_n, and the differentials in L_nX are induced by those in X. The L_n-localization map of X is the quotient map q_n ∶ X // L_nX.

We now observe that if n < −1, then the homological truncation above n preserves comonoids, so all four conditions in Theorem 5.3 hold. To see this, suppose (X, δ) is a comonoid in Ch_{R,inj}. We define a comultiplication δ_n ∶ L_nX // (L_nX)^{⊗2} by

δ_n(x) = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ q^{⊗2}_n (δx) if ∣x∣ ≤ n; 0 if ∣x∣ ≥ n + 1

where ∣x∣ means the degree of a homogeneous element x. To see that this map gives L_nX the structure of a comonoid, we first observe that the square

X^{qn} // δ fflffl L_nX

δ_n fflffl X^{⊗2 q} ⊗2 n // (L_nX)^{⊗2}

(6.3.1)

is commutative. This is true by definition for x ∈ (L_nX)_{≤n}. It remains to show that

q^{⊗2}_n (δx) = 0 if ∣x∣ ≥ n + 1. (6.3.2)

Writing δ(x) = ∑_{i∈Z} x_i ⊗ x_{∣x∣−i} ∈ X^{⊗2}, we have

q^{⊗2}_n (δx) = ∑ i∈Z q_n x_i ⊗ q_n x_{∣x∣−i}. (6.3.3)

By definition q_n x_i = 0 for i > n + 1. Furthermore, if ∣x∣ ≥ n + 1 ≥ i, then ∣x∣ − i ≥ 0, so q_n x_{∣x∣−i} = 0 because n < −1. This proves (6.3.2).

The coassociativity of the map δ_n is now a formal consequence of that of δ (i.e., (δ ⊗ Id)δ = (Id ⊗δ)δ) and the commutativity of the square (6.3.1) (i.e., δ_nq_n = q^{⊗2}_n δ). Indeed, we only need to prove the coassociativity of δ_n starting with an element x ∈ (L_nX)_{≤n}, and this follows from the following computation:

(δ_n ⊗ Id)(δ_n x) = (δ_n ⊗ Id)(q^{⊗2}_n )(δx) = (δ_nq_n ⊗ q_n)(δx) = (q^{⊗2}_n δ ⊗ q_n)(δx)

= q^{⊗3}_n (δ ⊗ Id)(δx) = q^{⊗3}_n (Id ⊗δ)(δx) = (q_n ⊗ q^{⊗2}_n δ)(δx) = (q_n ⊗ δ_nq_n)(δx)

= (Id ⊗δ_n)(q^{⊗2}_n )(δx) = (Id ⊗δ_n)(δ_n x). (6.3.4)

Therefore, (L_nX, δ_n) is a comonoid.

The commutativity of the square (6.3.1) now implies the L_n-localization map q_n ∶ (X, δ) // (L_nX, δ_n)

is a map of comonoids. So for n < −1, the homological truncation L_n above n lifts to the homotopy category of comonoids, and all four conditions in Theorem 5.3 hold.

6.4. Bousfield Localization of Chain Comodules. Suppose B is a comonoid in Ch_R, and Ch^B_R is the category of right B-comodules [Doi81]. The setting of Section 6.1 applies when Q is the cooperad for right B-comodules [HKRS17] (Corollary 6.3.7). So via the forgetful-cofree adjunction

Ch^B_{R,inj}^U // Ch_{R,inj}

Γ_Q oo

the category Ch^B_{R,inj} of right B-comodules in Ch_{R,inj} admits the left-induced model structure. With C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in Ch_{R,inj}, Theorem 3.3 implies the existence of the following commutative diagram.

Ch_{R,inj} ˙ left-induced fflffl

Ø^LC // L_CCh_{R,inj} Ø left-induced // (L_CCh_{R,inj})^B

Ch^B_{R,inj} Ø^{LC′} // L_C′ Ch^B_{R,inj}

This means the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Ch^B_{R,inj} exists and is equal to the left-induced model structure on (L_CCh_{R,inj})^B over L_C Ch_{R,inj}.

6.5. Homological Truncations Preserve Chain Comodules. Suppose B is a comonoid such that B_j = 0 for j ≥ 0. We now observe that for each integer n, the homological truncation L_n above n preserves right B-comodules.

To prove this, suppose (M, δ) is a right B-comodule with structure map δ ∶ M // M ⊗ B. We define a right B-coaction δ_n ∶ L_n M // L_n M ⊗ B by

δ_n(x) = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ (q_n ⊗ Id_B)(δx) if ∣x∣ ≤ n; 0 if ∣x∣ ≥ n + 1 for x ∈ L_n M. An argument similar to (6.3.3) shows the square

M^{qn} // δ fflffl L_n M

δ_n fflffl M ⊗ B^{qn⊗IdB} // L_n M ⊗ B

is commutative. Using the commutativity of this square, a computation similar to (6.3.4) proves the coassociativity of δ_n.

The commutativity of the previous square now implies the L_n-localization map q_n ∶ (M, δ) // (L_n M, δ_n) is a map of right B-comodules. So for a comonoid B with B_{≥0} = 0 and an arbitrary integer n, the homological truncation L_n above n lifts to the homotopy category of right B-comodules, and all four conditions in Theorem 5.3 hold.

6.6. Bousfield Localization of Coring Comodules. Suppose A is a monoid in Ch_R, and Mod_A is the category of right A-modules. Via the forgetful- Hom adjunction

Mod_A^U // Ch_{R,inj}

Hom(A,−) oo the category Mod_A admits a left-induced left-proper, combinatorial model structure that coincides with the usual right-induced model structure [HKRS17] (2.2.3 and 6.6) and [HS14] (3.11). In particular, for each set C of cofibrations in Mod_A (i.e., maps in Mod_A that are underlying cofibrations in Ch_{R,inj}), the left Bousfield localization L_C Mod_A exists and is a left proper, combinatorial model category.

Suppose B is an A-coring, which means that it is a comonoid in the monoidal category of (A, A)-bimodules, and Mod^B_A is the category of right Bcomodules in right A-modules. There is a forgetful-cofree adjunction

Mod^B_A^U // Mod_A

−⊗_A B

oo . (6.6.1)

The category Mod^B_A is locally presentable, and it admits the left-induced model structure via U in (6.6.1) [HKRS17] (6.6.3).

Theorem 3.3 applies with M = Mod_A, C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in Mod_A, and K the comonad whose category of coalgebras is Mod^B_A. In other words, we have the following commutative diagram.

Mod_A˙

left-induced fflffl

Ø^LC // L_CMod_A Ø left-induced // (L_C Mod_A)B

Mod^B_A Ø^{LC′} // L_C′ Mod^B_A

(6.6.2)

This means the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Mod^B_A exists and is equal to the left-induced model structure on (L_C Mod_A)^B over L_C Mod_A.

6.7. Homological Truncations Preserve Coring Comodules. Suppose A is a non-unital monoid satisfying A_{≤0} = 0, and B is a non-counital A-coring satisfying B_{≥0} = 0. We now observe that for each integer n, the homological truncation L_n above n preserves right B-comodules in Mod_A.

Indeed, we simply reuse the arguments in Section 6.5. For a right Bcomodule (M, δ, μ) in Mod_A with right A-action μ ∶ M ⊗ A // M, we define a right A-action μ_n ∶ L_n M ⊗ A // L_n M by

μ_n(x, a) = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎩ q_nμ(x, a) if ∣x∣ ≤ n; 0 if ∣x∣ ≥ n + 1

for x ∈ L_n M and a ∈ A. If ∣x∣ ≥ n + 1, then

q_nμ(x, a) = 0 for all a ∈ A

since ∣a∣ > 0 implies ∣μ(x, a)∣ > n + 1. So the square

M ⊗ A^{qn⊗IdA} // μ fflffl L_n M ⊗ A

μ_n fflffl M^{qn} // L_n M

is commutative. Using the commutativity of this square, a computation similar to (6.3.4) proves the associativity of μ_n.

The commutativity of the previous square now implies the L_n-localization map q_n ∶ (M, δ, μ) // (L_n M, δ_n, μ_n)

is a map in Mod_A, hence in right B-comodules in Mod_A when combined with the arguments in Section 6.5. So for a non-unital monoid A with A_{≤0} = 0, a non-counital A-coring B with B_{≥0} = 0, and an arbitrary integer n, the homological truncation L_n above n lifts to the homotopy category of right B-comodules in Mod_A, and all four conditions in Theorem 5.3 hold.

Remark 6.8. Throughout this section, we could have also worked with non-negatively graded chain complexes [HKRS17] (6.5, 6.6). The injective model on M = Ch^{≥0}_R is combinatorial and has all objects cofibrant, hence is left proper. When R is a field, there is model structure on coassociative, counital coalgebras [Sor19] (Thm. 3.3) that is left-induced from M, originally due to Getzler and Goerss. Theorem 3.3 applies in this setting for any left Bousfield localization. The left Bousfield localizations of bounded chain complexes are characterized in [Whi21a] (7.5). Early results of Hess, related to Hopf-Galois extensions and (co)descent, used the setting of nonnegatively graded chain complexes, and produced model structures on comodules and coalgebras, but were subsumed by [B+15] and [HKRS17]. In this context of bounded chain complexes, Theorem 5.3 can be used to lift localizations from categories of algebras and modules (which can themselves be lifted from chain complexes using [BW21, WY18]) to categories of H-coalgebras or V-comodules.

The category of non-negatively graded cochain complexes with the injective model structure is combinatorial and has all objects cofibrant [WY20] (Section 11), so the first two conditions of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied.

Problem 6.9. Work out when the categories of K-coalgebras discussed in this section admit a left-induced model structure in the context of cochain complexes, and then apply Theorems 3.3 and 5.3 to deduce preservation results for coalgebras under left Bousfield localization.

There is also a Hurewicz model structure on chain complexes, where weak equivalences are chain homotopy equivalences. In general, this model structure is not cofibrantly generated in the classical sense but is enriched cofibrantly generated [HKRS17] (4.1). Hence, the first condition of Theorem 3.3 does not apply. Nevertheless, categories of coalgebras over comonads often admit left-induced model structures in this setting [HKRS17] (6.3.7, 6.6.3).

Problem 6.10. Generalize Theorems 3.3 and 5.3 to the setting of enriched cofibrant generation and deduce preservation results for coalgebras in the Hurewicz model structures under left Bousfield localization.

Remark 6.11. There are many interesting examples of left Bousfield localizations on chain complexes, beyond the homological truncation example above. First, any exact colocalization gives rise to a localization [WY20] (11.3), so the colocalization (right Bousfield localization) examples of [WY20] (Sec. 11) yield left Bousfield localizations. More generally, the local duality framework of [BHV18a] (3.2) provides many examples. For example, if A is a ring and I ⊂ A is a finitely generated ideal, then there are smashing localization and colocalization functors, for I-localization and I-completion [BHV18a] (Thm. 3.11). These local duality localizations are Bousfield localizations with respect to a set of morphisms, e.g., I-localization corresponds to the homology theory M ↦ H_∗(R/I ⊗_R M) and hence to a left Bousfield localization at a set of morphisms constructed using the Bousfield-Smith cardinality argument (see Section 7.2). Since our results above imply that every left Bousfield localization preserves coalgebra structure in these algebraic contexts, Theorem 5.3 applies to these examples.

6.12. Model structures on coalgebras over operads. Let R be a semi-simple ring. Let P be an operad in Ch_R. A chain complex X is a co-algebra over P if there is a morphism of operads from P to the coendomorphism operad of X, defined by CoEnd_X(n) = Hom(X, X^{⊗n}).

If P is a planar operad, or a cofibrant operad, or if P is the linear analogue of the Barratt-Eccles operad, then there is a model structure on the category of P-coalgebras left-induced from the injective model structure on Ch_R [LL22] (8.9). Hence, we say that P is coadmissible. This result builds on earlier work of Getzler and Goerss, which worked with the associative operad.

In fact, left-induced model structure of [LL22] (8.9) exists slightly more generally, in Ch_A where A is a semi-simple abelian category satisfying certain categorical conditions (e.g., the rewrite conditions) required to make the category of P-coalgebras comonadic [LL22] (5.14). However, these left induced model structures do not exist for arbitrary P, e.g., the Com operad is not coadmissible even if R is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero [LL22] (8.10).

Analogously to the examples above, one can now formulate preservation results for these categories of coalgebras under various left Bousfield localizations such as truncations or local duality localizations, using Theorem 5.3. This gives another way to study coalgebras over cooperads, since the linear dual of an operad is a cooperad with the same coalgebras, and vice versa.

6.13. Model Category of Cooperads. Let k be a field. Endow the category of bounded-below chain complexes of k-vector spaces with the levelwise injective model structure. Then, there is a left-induced model structure on the category of unital cooperads [AC03] (Thm. 2.4.1).

Let F be the comonad dual to the free operad functor. Let P be a quasicofree unital F-comonoid. Then the category of P-coalgebras has a model structure left-induced from the injective model structure on unbounded chain complexes of k-vector spaces [AC03] (Thm. 3.2.3).

Now let k be a field of characteristic zero. The Hinich model structure on dg-operads has quasi-isomorphisms as weak equivalences and surjections as fibrations. The bar-cobar adjunction may be used to left-induce a model structure on the category of curved conilpotent cooperads, from this model structure on dg operads [LL22] (Theorem 7.15). Note that this result is not true if we shift from dg operads to dg-categories.

In all three of these settings, the machinery of Section 6.1 applies, and hence all coalgebras are preserved by any left Bousfield localization. In particular, Theorem 3.3 produces left-induced model structures on coalgebras after truncation (6.3) and Theorem 5.3 characterizes when truncations preserve coalgebras. Truncations in operadic contexts were critically important in a recent proof of the Baez-Dolan stabilization hypothesis [BW22].

6.14. Koszul duality. Another way to left-induce model structures on coalgebras relies on Koszul duality contexts. Classically, Quillen equivalences relate associative algebras and coassociative coalgebras (since the associative operad is its own Koszul dual), and relate dg Lie algebras and cocommutative dg coalgebras (since the commutative operad is Koszul dual to the Lie operad).

For simplicity, we work over a field k of characteristic zero. The basic idea of Koszul duality is to start with an operad P and construct a cooperad BP via the bar construction, such that P-algebras and BP-coalgebras are related by the bar-cobar adjunction. Often, model structures can be left induced across the bar-cobar adjunction, and this provides numerous settings for Theorem 5.3 to apply.

The bar-cobar adjunction leads to a number of left-induced model structures on coalgebras, that we discuss below. Our main references, [DCH16,

LeG19], subsume the work of many authors, which we briefly recall. Quillen produced a model structure (for the case k = Q) on the category of simply connected cocommutative dg coalgebras, left induced along the cobar functor to dg Lie algebras. Hinich extended this to the category of unital coalgebras, again left induced from dg Lie algebras, and to the category of conilpotent cocommutative coalgebras. Lefevre-Hasegawa applied the same method to produce a left-induced model structure for coassociative coalgebras. Vallette then extended this method to the context of Koszul operads P, by which he means operads that admit a quadratic presentation by generators and relations satisfying certain axioms that allow him to construct the Koszul dual cooperad (which he denotes P^¡) such that the cobar construction of P^¡ is weakly equivalent to P. He then produces a model structure on conilpotent P^¡-coalgebras, left-induced from the usual model structure on P-algebras (which is right-induced from Ch_k), for which the bar-cobar adjunction is a Quillen equivalence. As pointed out in [LeG19], Vallette’s conditions force P to be augmented, which rules out operads that describe algebras with units.

All of these results were subsumed by [DCH16], who assume that P is an augmented operad and C is a conilpotent coaugmented weight-graded cooperad, together with a morphism α ∶ P // ΩC of operads (where ΩC is the cobar construction of the cooperad C, and α is called a twisting morphism from C to P). If either k has characteristic zero or P and ΩC are Σ-split operads, then the category of conilpotent C-coalgebras has a model structure left-induced from the category of P-algebras along the cobar functor Ω_α associated to α [DCH16] (Theorem 3.11). Note that C is now not assumed to be dual to P in any way, and a particular choice of P and α yields model structures left-induced from Ch_k along a functor Ω_ϵ, in particular recovering earlier results of Positselski on conilpotent dg-coalgebras. There are many twisting morphisms, so this procedure produces many model structures on coalgebras, e.g., the authors list three model structures on conilpotent coassociative coalgebras (and on categories of comodules), coming from different twisting morphisms and with different classes of weak equivalences [DCH16] (Section 4). Furthermore, [DCH16] (Prop. 3.15) gives conditions under which Ω_α is a Quillen equivalence, and [DCH16] (Remark 5.13) proves that these model structures exist in the case of bounded as well as unbounded chain complexes.

An alternative generalization of Vallette’s results, to the setting of curved conilpotent cooperads C, appears in [LeG19]. For any such C, an operadic twisting morphism α is defined to be a degree −1 map from the symmetric collection underlying C to the symmetric collection underlying P [LeG19] (Def. 62). In the setting of Ch_k where k is a field of characteristic zero, there is a model structure on C-coalgebras left-induced from P-algebras along the cobar functor Ω_α associated to α [LeG19] (Theorem 82). The curved setting allows for the study of algebras with units, and recovers model structures on curved coalgebras previously studied by Positselski. Conditions under which Ω_α is a Quillen equivalence are provided in [LeG19] (Theorem 110). For non-symmetric (co)algebras, the characteristic zero assumption can be dropped [LeG19] (Theorem 82). As a special case we obtain left-induced model structures on categories of noncounital curved conilpotent coassociative coalgebras [LeG19] (Prop. 123), on curved conilpotent coalgebras [LeG19] (Remark 126), and on curved conilpotent Lie coalgebras [LeG19] (Prop. 129).

These model structures on coalgebras over (curved) co-operads are connected via left Bousfield localizations [DCH16] (Theorem 3.11), [LeG19] (Prop. 96). Furthermore, our previous papers [BW21, Whi21a, WY18] have shown how to lift left Bousfield localizations to categories of P-algebras. Hence, we can apply Theorem 3.3 to the model category M of P-algebras, to verify the condition of Theorem 5.3, and thereby further lift them to categories of C-coalgebras, along any cobar functor Ω_α. We can also lift localizations from Ch_k to C-coalgebras along the functors Ω_ϵ discussed above. In cases when Ω_α is a Quillen equivalence ([DCH16] (Prop. 3.15), [LeG19] (Theorem 110)), the condition of Definition 5.1 is automatic for any localization of P-algebras lifted from Ch_k using [BW21] (Theorem A), and hence the equivalent conditions of Theorem 5.3 are satisfied in this case, for any left Bousfield localization.

7. APPLICATION TO COMODULES AND COALGEBRAS IN (LOCALIZED) SPECTRA

In this section, we apply Theorems 3.3 and 5.3 to obtain preservation results for comodules in (localized) spectra under smashing localizations.

7.1. Bousfield Localization of Spectral Comodules. Denote by Sp^Σ_{inj} the model category of symmetric spectra of simplicial sets with the injective model structure; see [HSS00] (Section 5). In the injective model structure, cofibrations are monomorphisms, and weak equivalences are defined levelwise. Since every object is cofibrant, the combinatorial simplicial model category Sp^Σ_{inj} is also left proper.

Suppose A is a ring spectrum, i.e., a monoid in Sp^Σ_{inj}. The category Mod_A of right A-modules admits a left-induced left proper, combinatorial, simplicial model structure via the forgetful functor to Sp^Σ_{inj}; see [B+15] (2.23) and [HKRS17] (2.2.3, 5.0.1, and 5.0.2). Since Mod_A is a left proper, combinatorial, simplicial model category, for each set C of cofibrations in Mod_A (i.e., maps in Mod_A that are underlying cofibrations in Sp^Σ_{inj}), the left Bousfield localization L_C Mod_A exists and is a left proper, combinatorial, simplicial model category.

Now suppose A is a strictly commutative ring spectrum, i.e., a commutative monoid in Sp^Σ_{inj}, and B is an A-coalgebra. Denote by Mod^B_A the category of right B-comodules in Mod_A. There is a forgetful-cofree adjunction

Mod^B_A^U // Mod_A

−∧_A B

oo . (7.1.1)

The category Mod^B_A is locally presentable because Mod_A is locally presentable and Mod^B_A is the category of coalgebras over a comonad K_B on Mod_A that preserves colimits; see [AR94] (2.78) and [CR14] (Prop. A.1). Moreover, Mod^B_A admits the left-induced model structure via U in (7.1.1) [HKRS17] (5.0.3).

Theorem 3.3 applies with M = Mod_A, C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in Mod_A, and K the comonad whose category of coalgebras is the category Mod^B_A. We conclude that there is a commutative diagram as in (6.6.2). So the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Mod^B_A exists and is equal to the left-induced model structure on (L_C Mod_A)^B over L_C Mod_A.

7.2. Smashing Localizations Preserve Spectral Comodules. For a spectrum E, recall that the E-localization L_E [Bou79] results in a model structure whose weak equivalences are the E-local equivalences, i.e., morphisms f such that E_∗( f ) is an isomorphism. The Bousfield-Smith cardinality argument, reproduced in [Hir03] (2.3) produces a set of morphisms C such that L_E = L_C [Bou79] (1.13), hence Theorem 3.3 can apply to these types of localizations. The localization L_E is said to be smashing if

L_EX ≅ L_ES^0 ∧ X

for each spectrum X. In other words, L_E is smashing if each localization map l_X ∶ X // L_EX is given by applying − ∧ X to the localization map l_S0 ∶ S^0 // L_ES^0 of the sphere spectrum. Examples of smashing localizations include:

(1) L_E with E the Moore spectrum of a torsion-free group [Bou79]; (2) Miller’s finite localization [Mil92];

(3) L_{E(n)} with E(n) the nth Morava E-theory [Rav92] (Theorem 7.5.6).

With the same setting as in Section 7.1, suppose (X, λ) is a right Bcomodule in Mod_A. Suppose L_E is a smashing localization. Then the Elocalization L_EX inherits a natural right B-comodule structure with right A-action

L_EX ∧ A ≅ L_ES^0 ∧ X ∧ A^{LE S}

0∧μ // L_ES^0 ∧ X ≅ L_EX,

where μ ∶ X ∧ A // X is the right A-action on X, and right B-coaction

L_EX ≅ L_ES^0 ∧ X^{LES0∧λ} // L_ES^0 ∧ X ∧_A B ≅ L_EX ∧_A B.

Furthermore, the localization map

l_X = l_S0 ∧ X ∶ X // L_ES^0 ∧ X ≅ L_EX

of X respects the right A-module structure and the right B-comodule structure because the diagrams

X ∧ A μ fflffl

l_X∧A //

L_ES^0 ∧ X ∧ A

Id ∧μ fflffl X^{lX} // L_ES^0 ∧ X ≅ L_EX

X λ fflffl

l_X //

L_ES^0 ∧ X ≅ L_EX

L_E S^0∧λ fflffl X ∧_A B^{lX∧A B} // L_ES^0 ∧ X ∧_A B ≅ L_EX ∧_A B

are commutative.

Therefore, every smashing localization L_E lifts to the homotopy category of K_B-coalgebras in the sense of Def. 5.1, where K_B is the comonad for right B-comodules in Mod_A. By Theorem 5.3 all four conditions there hold. In particular, every smashing localization L_E preserves right B-comodules.

7.3. Smashing Localizations on Localized Spectra Preserve Comodules. Fix a prime p, and suppose S is the p-localization of Sp^Σ_{inj}. For an arbitrary but fixed E ∈ S, suppose M is the E-localization of S. We do not assume that L_E is smashing. The category M is still a simplicial combinatorial model category with all objects cofibrant by Remark 2.2. Well-studied examples of such localized categories of spectra M and smashing localizations on M include the following cases:

● E is the Morava theories E(n) or K(n) [HS99];

● E is the wedge ⋁_{n≥0} K(n), the Eilenberg-Mac Lane spectrum HF_p, or the Brown-Comenetz dual IS^0 of the sphere spectrum [Wol15].

For a comonoid B in M, the same discussion as in Sections 7.1 and 7.2 apply. Indeed, the same proof as in [HKRS17] Theorem 5.0.3 (which deals with Sp^Σ_{inj} instead of M) implies the category Comod(B; M) of right B-comodules in M admits a left-induced model structure via the forgetfulcofree adjunction

Comod(B; M)^U // M. −∧B oo (7.3.1)

Theorem 3.3 now applies with C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in M and with K the comonad whose category of coalgebras is Comod(B; M). We conclude that there is a commutative diagram Ṁ left-induced fflffl

Ø^LC // L_CM Ø left-induced // Comod(B; L_C M)

Comod(B; M) Ø^{LC′} // L_C′ Comod(B; M). (7.3.2) So the left Bousfield localization L_C′ Comod(B; M) exists and is equal to the left-induced model structure on Comod(B; L_C M) over L_CM.

The exact same discussion as in Section 7.2 implies every smashing localization on M lifts to the homotopy category of K-coalgebras in the sense of Def. 5.1, where K is the comonad for right B-comodules in M. By Theorem 5.3 all four conditions there hold, so every smashing localization preserves right B-comodules in M.

Remark 7.4. Local duality provides another example of a smashing localization of spectra [BHV18b]. While [BHV18b] is written in the context of stable ∞-categories, [BHV18a] points out that the results also hold in the combinatorial stable model categories we consider. If R is a commutative ring spectrum (indeed, E_2 is enough), and p is a finitely generated and homogeneous prime ideal of π_∗R, then there is a smashing localization L_p of R-modules with the property that π_∗(L_p M) ≅ (π_∗ M)_p by [BHV18b] (Prop. 3.4) or [EKMM97] (Ch. V.1) at the model categorical level. When π_∗R is

Noetherian, this can be extended to any specialization-closed subset V of Spec(π_∗ R) [BHV18b] (Thm. 3.9). More generally, any abstract local duality context where one localizes with respect to a localizing ideal [BHV18b] (Lemma 2.7) yields a smashing localization. As shown above, these smashing localizations preserve comodule structure, and more generally preserve K-coalgebra structure in chain complexes (Sec. 6) and in the stable module category (Sec. 8) thanks to the work of [BHV18b].

Remark 7.5. In this section, we have focused on smashing localizations, but non-smashing localizations can also preserve comonad structure. For example, the following left Bousfield localizations are not smashing [HS99] (8.1):

(1) localization L_{K(n)} with respect to Morava K-theory, (2) harmonic localization, and (3) p-completion.

However, in many situations, a comodule over a comonoid remains so after p-completion, so Theorem 5.3 applies. Many more examples of smashing and non-smashing localizations of spectra are cataloged in [Whi21a]. Furthermore, [WY20] (Sec. 11) discusses Bauer’s technique of lifting localizations and colocalizations from the category of chain complexes to spectra. Lastly, thanks to cofiber sequences, every exact colocalization gives rise to a localization, so the colocalizations of [WY20] also provide interesting examples where one can attempt to use the machinery of Theorem 5.3 to lift left Bousfield localizations to K-coalgebras.

7.6. Spectral coalgebras. Let A be a commutative symmetric spectrum. There are combinatorial model structures on the category of A-coalgebras and on the category of cocommutative A-coalgebras, both left induced from the injective stable model structure on A-modules [Pér22] (Prop. 5.2, 5.3). This is a natural setting for computations of topological coHochschild homology. It would be natural to compute a left Bousfield localization with respect to the coTHH_∗-isomorphisms. It would also be natural to lift smashing localizations to categories of coalgebras, using the techniques of Section 5. We leave this application to the interested reader.

7.7. Projective model structure. Left-induced model structures on spectra and localized spectra play a role in studying Waldhausen K-theory via comodules. Let Sp^Σ_{pr} denote the projective model structure, and let Sp^Σ denote the stable projective model structure, on the category of symmetric spectra. For a generalized homology theory E_∗, let Sp^Σ_{pr,E} and Sp^Σ_E denote the E-local model structures, obtained by left Bousfield localization. If X is a simplicial set, then Σ^∞X_+ is a coalgebra (thanks to the diagonal map), and the category of spectral comodules has a model structure left induced from Sp^Σ_{pr} or Sp^Σ_{pr,E} [HS16] (Prop. 5.17) or from Sp^Σ or Sp^Σ_E [HS16] (Thm. 5.2). There are also twisted homology localizations [HS16] (Prop. 5.19), for which the set of morphisms C to invert may be taken to be the set of generating trivial cofibrations from [HS16] (Thm. 4.10) for pointed simplicial sets, or its stabilization for spectra. Hence, the model structure of

[HS16] (Prop. 5.19) may be constructed as a left Bousfield localization of the model structure on spectral comodules [HS16] (Thm. 5.2). Lastly, if H is a simplicial monoid then there is a model structure on the category of Σ^∞H_+-comodules in the category of ring spectra, left induced from the E-local model structure on ring spectra [HS16] (Cor. 5.7). All of these settings satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.8, where the set of morphisms C is constructed using the Bousfield-Smith cardinality argument as in Section 7.2. Thus, we can use Theorem 5.3 to obtain preservation and localizationlifting results in projective settings, as we did above for the injective model structure.

7.8. Motivic and equivariant spectra. As far as the authors know, leftinduced model structures on categories of coalgebras have not been produced in motivic or equivariant contexts. Hence, this subsection focuses on open problems that may be of interest to the reader.

Problem 7.9. Extend the proof of [B+15] (Thm. 5.0.3) to produce left-induced model structures on comodules over a coalgebra in motivic symmetric spectra, by replacing sSet by motivic spaces, and using the good cylinder object therein.

The existence of such a left-induced model structure appears likely. With it in hand, one can ask questions regarding the preservation of K-coalgebras under left Bousfield localization.

Problem 7.10. Use the approach of Section 4 to prove preservation results for motivic comodules (and coalgebras over cooperads) under left Bousfield localizations as we have done above for symmetric spectra.

The situation for equivariant spectra is more difficult. First, most of the literature on equivariant spectra begins with the category of compactly generated spaces, which is not locally presentable. In [WY24] (Sec. 6), we formulated a number of open problems regarding the existence of useful model structures on categories of equivariant spectra, including injective model structures on global equivariant spectra, on Hausmann’s Gsymmetric spectra, and on Mandell’s equivariant symmetric spectra. In [Whi21a] (Lemma 5.60), the first author produced injective model structures on G-equivariant orthogonal spectra based on the locally presentable category of Δ-generated spaces. We are therefore in a position to pose the following problem.

Problem 7.11. Extend the proof of [B+15] (Thm. 5.0.3) to produce left-induced model structures on comodules over a coalgebra in equivariant spectra, based on simplicial sets or on Δ-generated spaces, with any of the injective model structures just listed.

If this can be done, then there is a natural follow-up question to determine which left Bousfield localizations of equivariant spectra (cataloged in [GW18, Whi21a] among other places) preserve K-coalgebra structure.

Problem 7.12. Use the approach of Section 4 to prove preservation results for comodules (and coalgebras over cooperads) in equivariant spectra under left Bousfield localizations as we have done above for symmetric spectra.

Lastly, in both the motivic and equivariant setting, it would be natural to study coalgebras as well as comodules.

Problem 7.13. Extend Péroux’s model structure on (cocommutative) spectral coalgebras [Pér22] (Prop. 5.2, 5.3) to the injective model structures on motivic symmetric spectra, and on equivariant spectra discussed above, and then formulate preservation results for left Bousfield localization, following Section 5.

8. APPLICATION TO COMODULES AND COOPERADIC COALGEBRAS IN THE STABLE MODULE CATEGORY

In this section, we apply Theorems 3.3 and 5.3 to obtain preservation results for comodules and cooperadic coalgebras in the stable module category under smashing localizations.

8.1. Smashing Localizations Preserve Comodules. Another adaptation of Section 7 applies to the stable module category. Suppose M is the stable module category of kG-modules, where k is a field whose characteristic divides the order of the finite group G, equipped with the cofibrantly generated model structure in [Hov99] (Section 2.2). It is possible to work over more general rings, as Remark 8.4 illustrates.

Suppose B is a comonoid in M. The same proof of [HKRS17] (Corollary 6.3.7), which deals with Ch_R instead of M, shows the category Comod(B; M) of right B-comodules in M admits a left-induced model structure via the forgetful-cofree adjunction as in (7.3.1). Theorem 3.3 now applies with C an arbitrary set of cofibrations in M and with K the comonad whose category of coalgebras is Comod(B; M). So there is a commutative diagram as in (7.3.2).

Suppose L_E is a smashing localization on the stable module category M, so L_EY ≅ L_E1 ⊗ Y for each Y ∈ M, where 1 is the monoidal unit in M. The exact same discussion as in Section 7.2 implies L_E lifts to the homotopy category of Kcoalgebras, where K is the comonad for right B-comodules in M. By Theorem 5.3 all four conditions there hold, so every smashing localization preserves right B-comodules in M. The reader is referred to [BIK11] (Theorem 11.12) for characterizations of smashing localizations on the stable module category.

8.2. Smashing Localizations Preserve Comonoids. Suppose (X, δ) is a noncounital comonoid in M. Suppose L_E is a smashing localization. Then

(L_EX, Δ) is a non-counital comonoid with comultiplication Δ defined as the composite:

L_EX ≅ L_E1 ⊗ X^Δ //

L_Eδ = L_E1⊗δ fflffl L_EX ⊗ L_EX ≅ L_E1 ⊗ X ⊗ L_E1 ⊗ X

L_E1 ⊗ X ⊗ X^≅ // L_E1 ⊗ L_E1 ⊗ X ⊗ X.

≅ switch OO

The bottom horizontal isomorphism comes from the idempotency of the smashing localization L_E, i.e.,

L_E1 ≅ L_E L_E1 ≅ L_E1 ⊗ L_E1. (8.2.1)

Since the localization map is given by l_X = l_1 ⊗ X, similarly to Section 7.2 the diagram X δ fflffl

l_X //

L_EX ≅ L_E1 ⊗ X Δ fflffl X ⊗ X^{lX⊗lX} // L_EX ⊗ L_EX

(8.2.2)

is commutative. So the localization map l_X extends to a map of non-counital comonoids.

Therefore, every smashing localization L_E lifts to the homotopy category of K-coalgebras, where K is the comonad for non-counital comonoids [HKRS17] (Cor. 6.3.5). By Theorem 5.3 all four conditions there hold. In particular, every smashing localization on the stable module category preserves non-counital comonoids.

8.3. Smashing Localizations Preserve Cooperadic Coalgebras. More generally, suppose O is a cooperad in the stable module category M satisfying O(0) = 0 [HKRS17] (Section 6.1.2). Suppose L_E is a smashing localization on the stable module category M, and suppose (X, δ) is an O-coalgebra. The composite

L_EX ≅ L_E1 ⊗ X

L_E1⊗δ fflffl

Δ // O(n) ⊗ (L_EX)^{⊗n}

L_E1 ⊗ O(n) ⊗ X^{⊗n}

switch ≅ fflffl O(n) ⊗ (L_E I ⊗ X)^{⊗n} ≅ OO

O(n) ⊗ L_E1 ⊗ X^{⊗n ≅} // O(n) ⊗ (L_E1)^{⊗n} ⊗ X^{⊗n}

≅ permute OO

for each n ≥ 1 gives the localization L_EX the structure of an O-coalgebra. The bottom horizontal isomorphism is the n-fold version of (8.2.1) and follows from the idempotency of the smashing localization L_E:

L_E1 ≅ L_E L_E⋯L_E � n

1 ≅ (L_E1)^{⊗n}.

Similar to (8.2.2), for each n ≥ 1 the diagram X δ fflffl

l_X = l_1⊗X //

L_EX ≅ L_E1 ⊗ X

L_E1⊗δ fflffl O(n) ⊗ X^{⊗n O(n)⊗(l1⊗X)} ⊗n // O(n) ⊗ (L_E1 ⊗ X)^{⊗n} ≅ L_E1 ⊗ O(n) ⊗ X^{⊗n}

is commutative. So the localization map l_X extends to a map of O-coalgebras.

Suppose K is the comonad for O-coalgebras [HKRS17] (Section 6.1.2). Assume that Coalg(K; M) (resp., Coalg(K; L_EM)) admits a left-induced model structure via the forgetful functor to M (resp., L_EM). Then the above discussion implies that every smashing localization lifts to the homotopy category of K-coalgebras. By Theorem 5.3 all four conditions there hold. In particular, every smashing localization preserves O-coalgebras whose comonad is left-admissible over M and L_EM.

Remark 8.4. The results in this section may be formulated more generally. Following [Sta08] (9.2.2 and 9.2.3), we can replace R = kG with any commutative von Neumann regular ring R, then fix a cocommutative Hopf algebra H over R for which the classes of projective left H-modules and injective left H-modules coincide (e.g., this occurs if H is finitely generated and projective as an R-module), then endow the category M of left H-modules with the stable module category structure. Stanculescu shows that the category of left H-module coalgebras (i.e., comonoids in M) has a left-induced model structure, and the considerations of this section apply. Furthermore, for A a left H-module algebra, the category of A-corings (that is, comonoids in (A, A)-bimodules) has a left induced model structure for which the considerations of this section apply [Sta08] (9.2.3).

Lastly, if Q is a quiver (directed graph) and A is an abelian category, then a representation of Q in A is a covariant functor X ∶ Q // A. The stable module category is determined by a Hovey triple [Hov02] (Thm. 2.2) that can be lifted to yield a combinatorial stable model structure on the category of quiver representations [DS24] (Thm. 6.3, 7.2). There are many important coalgebras in the setting of quiver representations, e.g., the coalgebra of distributions, quantum groups, and the path coalgebra of a quiver [J+06]. Furthermore, many localizations in this context are cataloged in [J+06], which also proves that localizations preserve path coalgebras, string coalgebras, and serial coalgebras, characterizes (co)localizing subcategories of categories of comodules over a coalgebra, constructs localizations associated to any localizing subcategory (and associated to any given subset of vertices in a quiver), and lifts localizations to categories of coalgebras.

Problem 8.5. Extend the results of [J+06] to the model structure on quiver representations of [DS24] (Thm. 6.3, 7.2). Investigate whether left-induced model structures exist on the categories of coalgebras, whether the localizations can be formulated as left Bousfield localizations, and whether the lifting result of [J+06] can be used to verify the conditions of Theorem 5.3.

9. APPLICATION TO SIMPLICIAL SETTINGS

In this section, we discuss applications of our main theorems to simplicial settings. We discuss coalgebras in spaces, a general machine for left inducing model structures on coalgebras arising from simplicial Quillen adjunctions, and simplicial presheaves.

9.1. Spaces. Let M denote either the category of compactly generated weak Hausdorff spaces or the category of simplicial sets, equipped with the Quillen model structure. In these categories, all operads are admissible (this result is well known and is spelled out in [BM03, Whi13, Whi17]). It is natural to ask whether cooperads are admissible. Every space or simplicial set X has a natural cocommutative comonoid structure using the diagonal map X // X × X. This turns out to be the only (counital) comonoidal structure on any object in any Cartesian symmetric monoidal category [PS19]. Hence, there are no interesting questions about preservation of comonoid structure in these categories. Furthermore, for any comonoid X, the category of X-comodules is simply the overcategory X/M, so there are no interesting questions about model structures and preservation under localization for comodules.

Similarly, if H is a bimonoid in M then the category of H-comodule algebras in M has a model structure left-induced from the usual model structure on monoids and related to Hopf-Galois extensions and (co)descent [Hes09](1.3.1). Hence, Theorem 5.3 can be used to lift localizations from monoids (which can themselves be lifted from spaces using [BW21, WY18]) to H-comodule algebras. However, this can be done more directly thanks to the observation that the category of H-comodule algebras is isomorphic to the category of monoids over H.

However, there are still interesting structures possible as coalgebras over other cooperads. For example, the CDC cooperad [Wal13] (5.2) is related to Hatcher’s Δ-complexes, and many localizations of spaces and simplicial sets are cataloged in [Whi21a].

Problem 9.2. Left-induce a model structure on coalgebras over the CDC cooperad [Wal13] (5.2), and then use the techniques of Section 4 to determine which left Bousfield localizations preserve this structure.

There are many other interesting examples of comonads on pointed spaces, detailed in [Per19]. For example, the universal covering endofunctor (on path connected, locally path connected, and semi-locally simply connected spaces) can be viewed as a comonad, whose coalgebras are connected spaces [Per19] (5.3). The stream comonad begins with a topological monoid N (thought of as time, like R), then sends a space X to the space of maps N // X. Coalgebras are dynamical systems [Per19] (5.4). Lastly, if k is a field (with the discrete topology), M is the category of topological kvector spaces, and C is a nicely behaved coalgebra, then the category of C-comodules (itself a category of coalgebras over a comonad) admits a version of Hochschild (co)homology [FS98] (Def. 3.8). In this context, is possible to lift localizations to the level of coalgebras [FS98] (Sec. 5), and Hochschild cohomology commutes with localization [FS98] (Sec. 6).

Problem 9.3. Produce left-induced model structures for the categories of coalgebras above, then use Theorem 5.3 to determine which left Bousfield localizations of spaces preserve these coalgebraic structures. Next, use the lifting results of [FS98] (Sec. 5) to verify the conditions of Theorem 5.3 where M is the category of topological vector spaces. Next, extend the results of [FS98] to topological Hochschild homology.

Lastly, left-induced model structures on comodules in the category of pointed simplicial sets provide a natural setting for the study of Waldhausen K-theory [HS16]. If X is a simplicial set and E_∗ is a generalized reduced homology theory, then there are model structures on the category of comodules over X_+ and on the category of retractive spaces R_X, leftinduced from the Kan model structure or from the E_∗-local model structure on simplicial sets [HS16] (Sec. 4.1). Hence, the condition of Theorem 2.8 is met and E_∗-localization lifts to comodules. Furthermore, this model structure on local comodules may also be right induced [HS16] (Sec. 4.2) and hence the equivalent conditions of Theorem 5.3 are met. The interplay between left Bousfield localization (with respect to twisted homology) and comodule structure is used to provide a comodule model for Waldhausen K-theory [HS16] (4.3) for spaces that fail to be simply connected.

In addition to coalgebras over cooperads in spaces, we can also study R-coalgebras, for a fixed commutative ring R, and we do so below.

9.4. Simplicial model categories. Every adjunction N^L // M_Roo gives

rise to a comonad K = LR on M. There is a forgetful functor U_K from Kcoalgebras to M and this functor has a right adjoint. There is also a canonical coalgebra functor Can_K ∶ N // Coalg(K), defined by Can_K(X) = L(X), described in [HK19] (Def. A.3), and it too has a right adjoint. In simplicial settings, cylinder objects can be constructed that allow for left-induced model structures in great generality. Specifically, if N and M are simplicial model categories, if the adjunction is a simplicial Quillen adjunction, and if the forgetful functor U ∶ Coalg(K) // M takes every K-coalgebra to a cofibrant object of M, then Coalg(K) has a model structure left-induced from M [HK19] (Thm. 3.2).

The authors of [HK19] consider several examples of this general framework, and we reproduce two of those examples here. First, we consider the free abelian comonad on simplicial abelian groups [HK19] (Cor. 3.3), where the model structure on K-coalgebras is left induced from the projective model structure on simplicial abelian groups. The model structure on K-coalgebras may also be viewed as left-induced from sSet_∗ along the canonical K-coalgebra functor [HK19] (Thm. 3.4). We can use Theorem 5.3 to obtain preservation results for these coalgebras under the left Bousfield localizations of simplicial sets and of simplicial abelian groups cataloged in [Whi21a]. There is also a one-reduced model structure on K-coalgebras

[HK19] (Lemma 3.5), left induced from the model structure on K-coalgebras (and hence from simplicial abelian groups, and from simplicial sets), so our results can be used to lift localizations to this setting.

Another example of a simplicial Quillen adjunction satisfying the conditions of [HK19] (Thm. 3.2) are suspension and loops adjunctions (Σ^r, Ω^r) for 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞. Letting K denote the associated comonad of such an adjunction, there are model structures on K-coalgebras left-induced along the forgetful functor, from sSet_∗ in case r < ∞ [HK19] (Cor. 3.8) and from the positive stable model structure on symmetric spectra in case r = ∞ [HK19] (Cor. 3.9). Hence, we can apply Theorem 5.3 in these contexts, to lift left Bousfield localizations of spaces and spectra (cataloged in [Whi21a]) to these categories of coalgebras.

9.5. Simplicial coalgebras. Let R be a commutative, unital ring. The category of simplicial R-coalgebras has a model structure left induced from the projective model structure on simplicial R-modules [Rap13] (Thm. A). Furthermore, if R is a field, then the category of coassociative, counital simplicial R-coalgebras has a similar left-induced model structure [Sor19] (Thm. 3.5), as does the category of cocommutative simplicial R-coalgebras [Sor19] (3.2) first discovered by Goerss.

It is natural to ask whether the Dold-Kan equivalence induces a Quillen equivalence between this model structure on simplicial coalgebras, and the model structure on dg coalgebras of Remark 6.8. Interestingly, as shown in [Sor19] (Prop. 4.16), it does not. This stands in stark contrast to the positive results for algebras over operads, obtained in [WY19].

Nevertheless, there is a model structure on simplicial R-coalgebras (where R is any commutative, unital ring), left-induced along the Dold-Kan adjunction from the model structure on dg coalgebras of Remark 6.8:

Coalg_R(sMod_R)^N // Coalg_R(Ch^{≥0}_R )

Γ_{Coalg}

oo (9.5.1)

by [Pér22] (4.2). With these model structures on R-coalgebras, we can apply Theorem 5.3 to study preservation of coalgebras under the left Bousfield localizations of spaces and of simplicial R-algebras considered in [Whi21a].

Furthermore, the category of reduced simplicial sets (i.e., simplicial sets with a single vertex) admits many model structures [RR24] (Thm. 1) whose homotopy theories can be modeled using categories of connected simplicial cocommutative coalgebras over a field k [RR24] (Thm. 2). These model structures are different from those obtained via derived Koszul duality [RR24] (Remark 3.5.5). The first of these model structures on coalgebras is left induced along the following left adjoint functor [RR24] (Thm. 7.3.1(1))

Ω = Cobar ○N_∗ ∶ sCoCoalg^0_k // dgAlg_k .

The second is a left Bousfield localization of the first, and the third is a further left Bousfield localization [RR24] (Thm. 7.3.1). Hence, we are in the situation of Theorem 3.3, and Theorem 5.3 can be used to determine when these coalgebraic structures are preserved by the left Bousfield localizations of [RR24].

9.6. Simplicial presheaves. Let C be a small Grothendieck site, and let M denote the category of simplicial presheaves sPre(C). Let R be a presheaf of commutative unital rings on C. Then, there is a model structure on the category of simplicial R-coalgebras left induced from Jardine’s local model structure on simplicial R-algebras [Rap13] (Thm. A). That is, Raptis considers coalgebras left induced from a local model structure.

Theorem 3.3 gives an alternative approach. We could instead pass to coalgebras first, and then localize. In particular, this technique yields a homotopy sheafification functor on the category of coalgebras.

Additionally, there are many interesting left Bousfield localizations of simplicial presheaves that one can now study using Theorem 5.3, e.g., the localizations discussed in [CW24] related to functor calculus, or the localizations of [BW22, BW23] related to the homotopy theory of locally constant presheaves, with applications to the homotopy theory of n-operads [BDW23a, BDW23b] and to the Baez-Dolan stabilization hypothesis [BW15, Whi21b].

Lastly, when k is a perfect field, Raptis studies the left Bousfield localization of M with respect to the class of F-homology equivalences, where F is the constant presheaf at k. Raptis proves that this localization respects the coalgebra structure, but his main result [Rap13] (Thm. B) and its extension to the equivariant setting where a Galois group acts [Rap13] (Thm. 6.5), are stated at the level of homotopy categories. The techniques of the present paper should make it possible to get stronger statements, on the model category level, and to more deeply study the relationship between left Bousfield localizations of simplicial presheaves, and the model structure on R-coalgebras [Rap13] (Thm. A).

9.7. Model structure on algebraically cofibrant objects. If M is a combinatorial and simplicial model category, then there is a comonad c whose coalgebras are the algebraically cofibrant objects of M. The forgetful functor U ∶ M_c // M left-induces a model structure on the category M_c of c-coalgebras that is Quillen equivalent to M [CR14] (Theorem 2.4). This provides a valuable way to replace a given model category with a Quillen equivalent one in which all objects are cofibrant, that the first author used in [CW24]. If C is a set of morphisms in M, then L_C M is again combinatorial and simplicial, hence the category of coalgebras (L_C M)_c has a left-induced model structure by [CR14] (Theorem 2.4). Thus, we are in the setting of Theorem 2.8. Because M_c is Quillen equivalent to M, they have the same homotopy category (and similarly for their left Bousfield localizations), so Definition 5.1 is automatic, and hence any left Bousfield localization satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5.3 for this comonad. Hence, using [CR14] (Theorem 2.4) to replace a model category by a Quillen equivalent one with all objects cofibrant respects left Bousfield localization. This was an important part of the theory of [CW24], which applied left Bousfield localization to a model category of functors between two model categories, to produce a model structure where the fibrant objects are homotopy functors (i.e., preserve weak equivalences). Further localizations of this model structure provide a natural setting for Goodwillie calculus [CW24].

REFERENCES

[AR94] J. Adámek and J. Rosický, Locally Presentable and Accessible Categories, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Series 189, Cambridge, 1994.

[AC03] M. Aubry and D. Chataur, Cooperads and coalgebras as closed model categories, Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 180, pp. 1-23, 2003.

[BHV18a] T. Barthel, D. Heard, and G. Valenzuela, Local duality in algebra and topology, Advances in Mathematics, Volume 335, pp. 563-663, 2018.

[BHV18b] T. Barthel, D. Heard, and G. Valenzuela, Local duality for structured ring spectra, Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, Volume 222, Issue 2, pp. 433- 463, 2018.

[Bar10] C. Barwick. On left and right model categories and left and right Bousfield localizations. Homology, Homotopy Appl., 12(2), pp. 245-320, 2010.

[BDW23a] M. Batanin, F. De Leger, and D. White, Model structures on operads and algebras from a global perspective, arXiv:2311.07320.

[BDW23b] M. Batanin, F. De Leger, and D. White, Quasi-tame substitudes and model structures on Grothendieck constructions, arXiv:2311.07322.

[BW15] M. Batanin and D. White, Baez-Dolan Stabilization via (Semi-)Model Categories of Operads, in “Interactions between Representation Theory, Algebraic Topology, and Commutative Algebra,” Research Perspectives CRM Barcelona, Volume 5 (2015), pp. 175-179, ed. Dolors Herbera, Wolfgang Pitsch, and Santiago Zarzuela, Birkhäuser.

[BW21] M. Batanin and D. White, Left Bousfield localization and Eilenberg-Moore categories, Homology, Homotopy and Applications, vol. 23(2), pp.299-323, 2021.

[BW22] M. Batanin and D. White, Homotopy theory of algebras of substitudes and their localisation. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, Volume 375, Number 5, pp. 3569-3640, 2022.

[BW23] M. Batanin and D. White, Left Bousfield localization without left properness. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 228(6), 107570, 2024.

[B+15] M. Bayeh, K. Hess, V. Karpova, M. Kedziorek, E. Riehl, and B. Shipley, Leftinduced model structures and diagram categories, Contemp. Math. 641, pp. 49-82, 2015.

[BIK11] D. Benson, S. Iyengar, and H. Krause, Stratifying modular representations of finite groups, Ann. of Math., 174, pp. 1643-1684, 2011.

[BM03] C. Berger, I. Moerdijk, Axiomatic homotopy theory for operads, Comment. Math. Helv. 78, 2003.

[Bou79] A. K. Bousfield, The localization of spectra with respect to homology, Topology, 18, pp. 257-281, 1979.

[CGMV10] C. Casacuberta, J. J. Gutiérrez, I. Moerdijk, and R. M. Vogt, Localization of algebras over coloured operads, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., 101, pp. 105-136, 2010.

[CRT21] C. Casacuberta, O. Raventós, A. Tonks, Comparing localizations across adjunctions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 374, pp. 7811-7865, 2021.

[CR14] M. Ching and E. Riehl, Coalgebraic models for combinatorial model categories, Homol. Homotopy Appl., 16, pp. 171-184, 2014.

[CW24] B. Chorny and D. White, A variant of Dwyer-Kan theorem for model categories, Algebraic & Geometric Topology, 24(4), pp. 2185-2208, 2024.

[DS24] G. Dalezios and J. Stovicek, Linear Reedy categories, quasi-hereditary algebras and model structures, arXiv:2409.06823.

[Doi81] Y. Doi, Homological coalgebra, J. Math. Soc. Japan, 33, pp. 31-50, 1981.

[DCH16] G. Drummond-Cole and J. Hirsh, Model structures for coalgebras, Proc. AMS 144(4), pp. 1467-1481, 2016.

[EKMM97] A. D. Elmendorf, I. Kriz, M. A. Mandell, and J. P. May. Rings, modules, and algebras in stable homotopy theory, volume 47 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997.

[FS98] M.A. Farinati and A. Solotar, Localization on necessarily topological coalgebras and cohomology, Journal of Algebra, 208, pp. 575-603, 1998.

[GKR00] R. Garner, M. Kȩdziorek, E. Riehl, Lifting accessible model structures. J. Topol. 13(1), pp. 59-76, 2020.

[GRSØ21] J. Gutiérrez, O. Röndigs, M. Spitzweck, and P.A. Østvær, On functorial (co)localization of algebras and modules over operads, Abhandlungen aus dem Mathematischen Seminar der Universität Hamburg, 91, pp. 153-178, 2021.

[GW18] J. Gutiérrez and D. White, Encoding equivariant commutativity via operads, Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 18, Number 5, pp. 2919-2962, 2018.

[Hes09] K. Hess, Homotopic Hopf-Galois extensions: Foundations and examples, Geometry and Topology Monographs 16, pp. 79-132, 2009.

[HK19] K. Hess, M. Kedziorek, The homotopy theory of coalgebras over simplicial comonads, Homology, Homotopy and Applications, vol. 21(1), pp. 247-268, 2019.

[HKRS17] K. Hess, M. Kȩdziorek, E. Riehl, and B. Shipley, A necessary and sufficient condition for induced model structures, J. Topology 10, pp. 324-369, 2017.

[HS14] K. Hess and B. Shipley, The homotopy theory of coalgebras over a comonad, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. 108, 484-516, 2014.

[HS16] K. Hess and B. Shipley, Waldhausen K-theory of spaces via comodules, Advances in Mathematics 290, pp. 1079-1137, 2016.

[Hir03] P.S. Hirschhorn, Model Categories and Their Localizations, Math. Surveys and Monographs 99, Amer. Math. Soc. Providence, RI, 2003.

[Hov99] M. Hovey, Model Categories, Math. Surveys and Monographs 63, Amer. Math. Soc. Providence, RI, 1999.

[Hov02] M. Hovey, Cotorsion pairs, model category structures, and representation theory, Math. Z., 241, pp. 553-592, 2002.

[HS99] M. Hovey and N. Strickland, Morava K-theories and localisation, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 139, 1999.

[HSS00] M. Hovey, B. Shipley, and J. Smith, Symmetric spectra, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 13, pp. 149-209, 2000.

[HW20] M. Hovey and D. White, An alternative approach to equivariant stable homotopy theory, Tbilisi Math. J., Special Issue (HomotopyTheorySpectra), pp. 51-69, 2020.

[J+06] P. Jara, L. Merino, G. Navarro, and J. F. Ruiz, Localization in coalgebras: stable localizations and path coalgebras, Communications in Algebra, 34(8), pp. 2843-2856, 2006.

[LeG19] B. Le Grignou, Homotopy theory of unital algebras, Algebraic & Geometric Topology 19, pp. 1541-1618, 2019.

[LL22] B. Le Grignou and D. Lejay, Homotopy theory of linear coalgebras, arXiv:1803.01376v2, 2022.

[Lur09] J. Lurie, Higher Topos Theory, Ann. Math. Studies 170, Princeton, 2009. [Mac98] S. Mac Lane, Categories For The Working Mathematician, Grad. Texts in Math. 5, 2nd ed., Springer-Verlag, New York, 1998.

[Mil92] H. Miller, Finite localizations, Bol. Soc. Mat. Mexicana, 37, pp. 383-390, 1992. [PS19] M. Péroux and B. Shipley, Coalgebras in symmetric monoidal categories of spectra, Homology, Homotopy and Applications, vol. 21(1), pp. 1-18, 2019.

[Pér22] M. Péroux, Coalgebras in the Dwyer-Kan localization of a model category, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 150, 2022.

[Per19] P. Perrone, Notes on Category Theory with examples from basic mathematics, arXiv:1912.10642.

[Rap13] G. Raptis, Simplicial presheaves of coalgebras, Algebraic & Geometric Topology, 13, pp. 1967-2000, 2013.

[RR24] G. Raptis and M. Rivera, The simplicial coalgebra of chains under three different notions of weak equivalence, IMRN, no. 16, pp. 11766-11811, 2024.

[Rav92] D. Ravenel, Nilpotence and Periodicity in Stable Homotopy Theory, Ann. Math. Studies, 128, Princeton, NJ, 1992.

[Sor19] W. H. B. Sore, On a Quillen adjunction between the categories of differential graded and simplicial coalgebras, J. Homotopy Relat. Struct., 14, pp. 91-107, 2019.

[Sta08] A. E. Stanculescu, Homotopy theories on enriched categories and on comonoids, PhD thesis, McGill University, 2008.

[Wal13] B. Walter, Cooperads as symmetric sequences, Morfismos, Vol. 17, No. 2, pp. 71-100, 2013.

[Whi13] D. White, A short note on smallness and topological monoids, preprint available electronically from https://personal.denison.edu/∼whiteda/research.html. 2013.

[Whi14] D. White, Monoidal Bousfield localizations and algebras over operads. Thesis (Ph.D.)–Wesleyan University. 2014.

[Whi17] D. White, Model structures on commutative monoids in general model categories. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, Volume 221, Issue 12, pp. 3124-3168, 2017.

[Whi21a] D. White, Monoidal Bousfield localizations and algebras over operads, Equivariant Topology and Derived Algebra, Cambridge University Press, pp. 179-239, 2021.

[Whi21b] D. White, Substitudes, Bousfield localization, higher braided operads, and Baez-Dolan stabilization, Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach, Number 46: Homotopical Algebra and Higher Structures, 2021.

[WY18] D. White and D. Yau, Bousfield localization and algebras over colored operads, Applied Categ. Struct., 26, pp. 153-203, 2018.

[WY19] D. White and D. Yau, Homotopical adjoint lifting theorem, Applied Categorical Structures, 27, pp. 385-426, 2019.

[WY20] D. White and D. Yau, Right Bousfield localization and operadic algebras, Tbilisi Math. Journal, Special issue (HomotopyTheorySpectra), pp. 71-118, 2020.

[WY23] D. White and D. Yau, Right Bousfield localization and Eilenberg-Moore categories, Higher Structures 7(1), pp. 22-39, 2023.

[WY24] D. White and D. Yau, Smith ideals of operadic algebras in monoidal model categories, Algebraic & Geometric Topology, 24(1), pp. 341-392, 2024.

[Wol15] F. L. Wolcott, Variations of the telescope conjecture and Bousfield lattices for localized categories of spectra, Pacific J. Math., 276, pp. 483-509, 2015.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, DENISON UNIVERSITY, GRANVILLE, OH

Email address: david.white@denison.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY AT NEWARK

Email address: yau.22@osu.edu