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Diagram spaces, diagram spectra
and spectra of units

JOHN A LIND

This article compares the infinite loop spaces associated to symmetric spectra, orthog-
onal spectra and EKMM S-modules. Each of these categories of structured spectra
has a corresponding category of structured spaces that receives the infinite loop space
functor 2°°. We prove that these models for spaces are Quillen equivalent and that
the infinite loop space functors Q2°° agree. This comparison is then used to show
that two different constructions of the spectrum of units g/; R of a commutative ring
spectrum R agree.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, algebraic topology has witnessed the development of models for
the stable homotopy category that are symmetric monoidal under the smash product.
Indeed, there are many such categories of spectra. The models that we will consider are
symmetric spectra (see Hovey, Shipley and Smith [11] and Mandell, May, Schwede and
Shipley [14]), orthogonal spectra [14] and EKMM S-modules (see Elmendorf, Kriz,
Mandell and May [7]). These categories of spectra, as well as their various categories
of rings and modules, are known to be Quillen equivalent; see Mandell and May [13],
Mandell, May, Schwede and Shipley [14] and Schwede [32]. However, a Quillen
equivalence only gives so much information. On their own, these Quillen equivalences
give no comparison of the infinite loop spaces associated to equivalent models of the
same spectrum. The present paper makes this comparison of infinite loop spaces.

To describe the prototype of the objects under comparison, let ¥ denote the category of
spectra E whose zeroth spaces are infinite loop spaces: these are sequences of spaces
E,, with homeomorphisms E, — Q2 E, ;. Then the infinite loop space associated to
such a spectrum FE is its zeroth space: Q®FE = Eq =~ Q" E, for all n. This defines
a functor Q% from ¥ to the category I of based spaces. The suspension spectrum
functor X°° is the left adjoint of ©2°°. Composing with the free/forgetful adjunction
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between the category of unbased spaces U and the category of based spaces J, we
have the composite adjunction:

=)+ »noo
0) UW—=9 <_;> ¥,

The main point of this paper is to define the analog of this adjunction for symmetric
spectra, orthogonal spectra and S—modules, and then to show that these three ad-
junctions agree after passing to the homotopy category of spaces and the homotopy
category of spectra. Each model for spectra has a corresponding model for spaces
that is symmetric monoidal with commutative monoids modeling E ,—spaces, and
we prove that all of these models are Quillen equivalent: this is the enhancement of
the Quillen equivalence between categories of spectra needed to compare infinite loop
space information.

The “structured spaces” associated to structured spectra are of considerable interest
in their own right. Since their commutative monoids model E.,—spaces, applying
Q% to a commutative ring spectrum yields a space with a “multiplicative” E,—space
structure. Multiplicative E,—spaces, particularly as packaged in May’s notion of an
E o ring space, were central to the early applications of the theory of structured ring
spectra (see May [21] for the role of Eo, ring spaces in stable topological algebra
and his [20] for a history of these applications). More recently, Rognes [26] has
developed the logarithmic algebra of structured ring spectra, which explicitly uses
both the symmetric spectrum and EKMM approach to structured ring spectra and their
multiplicative infinite loop spaces. Our results not only prove that his constructions in
the two contexts are equivalent, but show how to transport information between them.

Another example of the use of multiplicative infinite loop spaces is the spectrum
of units g/; R of a commutative ring spectrum R. Spectra of units are essential to
multiplicative orientation theory in geometric topology [20] and have been used more
recently in Rezk’s [25] logarithmic power operations and the work of Ando, Hopkins
and Rezk [2] on the String orientation of #mf. To construct g/, R, the multiplication
on R is converted into the addition on the spectrum g/;R. This transfer of structure
occurs on the infinite loop space associated to R, and cannot be performed purely in
terms of spectra. In fact, there are two constructions of spectra of units: the first is the
original definition of May, Quinn and Ray [17] for E ring spectra and the second
is the definition for commutative symmetric ring spectra given by Schlichtkrull [28].
Using the comparison of infinite loop spaces, we also prove that these two constructions
give equivalent spectra as output.

Let X be the category of symmetric spectra, $ the category of orthogonal spectra
and Jlg the category of S—modules. Let I be the category of finite sets and injective
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functions and let [ be the category of functors from I to the category U of unbased
spaces. We call an object of U an [—space. 19U is the appropriate model for spaces
corresponding to symmetric spectra; it receives the infinite loop space functor Q°® from
symmetric spectra and participates in an adjunction

z3
(1) Iu—=Xx¢.

Q.

Here, the subscript + denotes adding a disjoint basepoint to each space in the diagram
before taking the suspension spectrum. We will work throughout with unbased spaces
for flexibility and to simplify our later construction of g/; .

In direct analogy to I, let Z denote the category of finite-dimensional real inner
product spaces and linear isometries (not necessarily isomorphisms). Let ZU denote
the category of continuous functors from Z to AU. Objects in this category, which we
refer to as Z—spaces, are the model for spaces corresponding to orthogonal spectra and
we have an adjunction

I3
) u <T_> 3.

We will prove that [—spaces and Z—spaces are models for topological spaces in the
following sense.

Theorem 1.1 There is a model category structure on the category of 1—spaces whose
weak equivalences are detected by the homotopy colimit functor

hocolimy: TU — A.

Similarly, the category of T —spaces has a model category structure with weak equiva-
lences detected by
hocolimz: ZAU — 9.

Furthermore, both of these model structures are Quillen equivalent to Quillen’s model
structure on U .

The construction of the model structure is carried out for a general diagram category
satisfying a few axioms and may be of independent interest. The model structures
will be used throughout the paper but their construction is delayed to Section 15. The
Quillen equivalence with spaces follows from Theorems 6.2 and 9.9 (see Remark 7.1).
In the case of I—spaces, this model structure has also been constructed by Schlichtkrull
and Sagave [27].
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Moving on from diagram spaces, let .4 denote the category of x—modules, as devel-
oped by Blumberg, Cohen and Schlichktrull [4] and Ando, Blumberg, Gepner, Hopkins
and Rezk [1]. This is a symmetric monoidal model category Quillen equivalent to
U whose commutative monoids are equivalent to algebras for the linear isometries
operad & and thus model E,—spaces. Jlx is the model for spaces corresponding to
S-modules and we have an adjunction:

5%
3) My — Mg.

Qg
Readers of EKMM [7] should be warned that Q% is not the usual functor 2°° on
S-modules. Instead, Q% is a version of Q> that passes through the mirror image
categories S and JL*. This is necessary to yield x—modules as output and to make
the resulting adjunction work correctly.

When we take the total derived functors of the three adjunctions (1)—(3), the homotopy
categories on the left and right sides are equivalent to the homotopy category of spaces
and the stable homotopy category, respectively. We prove that these adjunctions descend
to homotopy categories compatibly, in the following sense.

Theorem 1.2 The total derived versions of the adjunctions (1)—(3), after passing along
the equivalences of homotopy categories, are all isomorphic to the adjunction
z
hoU <T) ho &.

induced by the prototype adjunction (0).

To prove this, it suffices to prove that the four versions of the infinite loop space functor
Q% agree on ho¥. Since we are using different but Quillen equivalent models for
spectra, we must incorporate the comparison functors between these models. The same
is true for our different models for spaces. To make the comparison, we will use two
intermediaries between orthogonal spectra and S—modules: the category ¥[L] of L—
spectra and S, the mirror image to the category of S—modules. There are analogs at
the space level: AU[L], the category of IL—spaces, and .*, the mirror image to the cate-
gory of «—modules. We shall construct the following diagram relating these categories:

P N Fy(S,—) SAg—

P IF L] M5 Ms
U N# r FEF(Sr_)
P Q Fy(x,—) * Ny —

Tu zou U[L] M* My
U Q# r Fy(x,—)
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The top row consist of models for the stable homotopy category and the bottom row
consists of models for the homotopy category of spaces. All parallel arrows are Quillen
equivalences with left adjoints on top. All vertical arrows are Quillen right adjoints.
By definition, the functors Q]‘i" agree with the definition of 2°° in the adjunction (0),
and we prove Theorem 1.2 by showing that the associated diagram of derived functors
on homotopy categories commutes up to natural isomorphism. The two squares on the
right commute by construction, so this is accomplished by showing that (the derived
versions of) the two left diagrams commute (Propositions 6.3 and 10.1, respectively).

Each category in the top row of the main diagram carries a symmetric monoidal
product A whose monoids and commutative monoids give equivalent models for ring
spectra and commutative ring spectra. Each category in the bottom row also carries
a symmetric monoidal product X and all of the adjunctions in the main diagram are
symmetric monoidal. An I-space monoid under X is called an I-FCP (functor with
Cartesian product) and an Z—space monoid under X in Z—spaces is called an Z-FCP.
Strictly speaking, the categories $[LL], U[L], M5 and .M* are only weakly symmetric
monoidal, meaning that in general the unit maps are only weak equivalences. However,
we can still define monoids and commutative monoids, and we will use the usual
language of monoidal categories (lax/strong symmetric monoidal functors, monoidal
transformations, etc). The category of monoids in U[LL] is isomorphic to the category
of Aso—spaces structured by the non- X linear isometries operad & and the category of
commutative monoids in U[IL] is isomorphic to the category of FEoo—spaces structured
by the linear isometries operad with symmetric group actions. The following theorem
shows that associative and commutative FCPs provide models for Aoc— and Eoo—
spaces. Given a symmetric monoidal category 6, we write M € for the category of
monoids in € and C for the category of commutative monoids in 6.

Theorem 1.3 The bottom row of Quillen equivalences in the main diagram restricts
to give a chain of Quillen equivalences between the category M 19U of 1 —-FCPs, the
category MZU of Z—-FCPs and the category M U[L] of non-¥ ¥ -spaces. These
equivalences restrict further to give a chain of Quillen equivalences between the category
CIU of commutative 1 —-FCPs, the category CZU of commutative Z—-FCPs and the
category CUJIL] of & —spaces.

This is proved in Theorems 9.10, 17.6 and 18.2. The infinite loop space functors °*
are lax symmetric monoidal, so the underlying infinite loop spaces of (commutative)
diagram ring spectra are (commutative) FCPs. There is a version of the main diagram
for ring spectra and for commutative ring spectra, given by passage to monoids and
commutative monoids in all of the categories present.
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In Section 11, we construct a group-like FCP GL{ R of units from a diagram ring
spectrum R. This defines functors GL}: M XY — M I from symmetric ring spectra
to [-FCPs and GL{: M$¥ — MIU from orthogonal ring spectra to Z-FCPs. When
R is commutative, the FCP of units GLIR is also commutative. In Section 12, we
build spectra out of group-like commutative FCPs, defining functors g/;: CX¥ — &
and gl;: C9Y — ¢ that give the spectrum of units of a commutative diagram ring
spectrum. This agrees with the construction of Schlichtkrull [28] for commutative
symmetric ring spectra.

The units of Ao, and E ring spectra were first constructed by May—Quinn—Ray [17].
Starting with an Ao ring spectrum R, there is a group-like Aoo—space GL; R of units.
When R is E the group-like Eo,—space GL; R may be delooped to give a spectrum
of units g/;R. The categories MAls and Cilg of S—algebras and commutative S—
algebras arise as subcategories of the categories M ¥[L] and CY[L] = ¥[¥] of Aso—
and E ring spectra, so we may also apply the functors GL; and g/; to them as well.

Theorem 1.4 After passage to homotopy categories, all four versions of the Ao —
space GL{ R of units of a ring spectrum R agree. After passage to homotopy categories,
all four versions of the spectrum of units gl; R of a commutative ring spectrum R agree.

The first statement is proved as Propositions 13.8 and 14.1, and the second is proved as
Theorems 13.9 and 14.4. The proof requires the comparison of delooping machines,
which seems to be intrinsically nonmodel-theoretic.

Outline In Sections 2-3 we define [—spaces, Z—spaces and the adjunctions (1) and
(2) involving the infinite loop space functors 2° for symmetric and orthogonal spectra.
In Section 4, we show that the adjunctions are monoidal and that commutative monoids
in [—spaces and Z—spaces give rise to E,—spaces and hence to infinite loop spaces.
Section 5 contains the basic categorical technique used for all of the comparisons in the
paper. In Section 6 we compare 2°® for symmetric and orthogonal spectra. In Section 7
we shift to the EKMM approach, describing *-modules and defining the infinite loop
space functor Q% for S—modules. In Section 8 we construct the adjunction between
T—-spaces and *—modules and in Section 9 we prove that it is a Quillen equivalence.
The comparison of infinite loop spaces is completed by Section 10, which gives the
comparison of ©2° on orthogonal spectra with Q% on S-modules. In Section 11
we define an FCP GL] R of units associated to a diagram ring spectrum R and in
Section 12 we convert commutative FCPs to spectra, thus defining the spectrum of units
gl{R. We compare gl; of symmetric and orthogonal ring spectra in Section 13 and then
compare with g/; of E ring spectra in Section 14. The rest of the paper contains the
model-theoretic results that underlie the comparison results. In Section 15 we construct

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 13 (2013)



Diagram spaces, diagram spectra and spectra of units 1863

the model structure on the category of %—spaces in full generality and in Section 16
we prove that the model structures on I—spaces and Z—spaces are Quillen equivalent.
In Sections 17-18 we construct the model structure on the categories of monoids and
commutative monoids in @—spaces (FCPs). The appendix gives background material
on bar constructions and homotopy colimits over topological categories, as well as the
action of the linear isometries operad & on the categories and functors used throughout
the paper.

Conventions In this paper, a topological category means a category internal to topo-
logical spaces, not just enriched in topological spaces (see the appendix for a review).
The symbol & will always denote a topological category. The main examples in this
paper are I (with the discrete topology) and 7T, a small category equivalent to 7.
The description of the topology on Z" is in the appendix. By a @—space we mean
a continuous functor % — . We will often write X, for the value X (d) of X at
an object d of %. Notice that a 9—space only depends on the enrichment of %: the
topology on ob % is not part of the structure of a &—space. We will use the language
of compactly generated model categories as defined by May—Sigurdsson [22, 4.5.3].
A model category € is topological if it is enriched, tensored and cotensored in U
and the topological analog of SM7 holds: given a cofibration i: A — X and fibration
p: E — B, the induced map of spaces

(i, p): (X, E) — 6(A, E) X¢4,B) (X, B)
is a Serre fibration which is a weak equivalence if either i or p is.

Although the following conditions are easy to verify in practice, we will make repeated
use of them in gluing arguments and prefer to make a single definition for easy reference.
A topologically cocomplete category ‘6 has cylinder objects defined by the tensor 7 x X
of an object X with the unit interval / =[0, 1]. We have the notion of an /—cofibration
in €, given by the homotopy extension property with homotopies defined by these
cylinders. Since /i—cofibrations are defined by a lifting property, it is immediate that
h—cofibrations are preserved under coproducts, pushouts and sequential colimits. We
say that a class of weak equivalences in a topologically bicomplete category € is
well-grounded (compare May and Sigurdsson [22, 5.4.1]) if the following properties
hold:

(i) A coproduct of weak equivalences is a weak equivalence.

(i) Ifi: A — X is an h—cofibration and a weak equivalence and f: A — Y is any
map, then the cobase change ¥ — X U4 Y is a weak equivalence.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 13 (2013)



1864 John A Lind

(iii) If i and i’ are h—cofibrations and the vertical arrows are weak equivalences in
the following diagram

X<=—"A4A——Y

N

X/é. A/ ;Y/

then the induced map of pushouts X U4 Y — X’ Uy Y’ is a weak equivalence.

(iv) If X and Y are each colimits of sequences of h—cofibrations X, — X;+1,
Yy — Yy4+1,and f: X — Yy is a compatible family of maps, each of which
is a weak equivalence, then the induced map colim f;: X — Y is a weak
equivalence. In particular, if each map X,, — X},41 is a weak equivalence, then
Xo — X is a weak equivalence.

(v) If f: X—Y isamapin %6 and i: 4 — B is aretract of a relative CW complex,
then the pushout product

fOi: (X xB)Uyxg (Y xA)— Y xB
is a weak equivalence if either f or i is a weak equivalence.

Finally, a diagram of categories, such as the main diagram of this introduction, will be
said to commute when we really mean “commute up to natural isomorphism”.

Acknowledgments I thank Peter May for his guidance and enthusiasm, as well as
Andrew Blumberg, Mike Mandell and Mike Shulman for helpful conversations. I am
very much in debt to a careful referee who caught serious errors in previous versions
of this paper.

2 Infinite loop space theory of symmetric spectra

In this section we will summarize the basic theory of I—spaces (see also Rognes [26,
Section 6] and Sagave—Schlichtkrull [27]). Let us first recall the foundations on symmet-
ric spectra from Hovey—Shipley—Smith [11] and Mandell-May—Schwede—Shipley [14].
Let X be the category of finite sets n = {1, ...,n} for n > 0 and bijections n > n. X
is a symmetric monoidal category under disjoint union. The category ¥J of based
Y —spaces is symmetric monoidal under the internal smash product A. The sphere
Y—space S: n+> S" is a commutative monoid under A. A symmetric spectrum E
is a module over S in the symmetric monoidal category £J . The category X¥ of
symmetric spectra is symmetric monoidal under the smash product A g with unit object
the sphere spectrum S'.
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In order to capture the infinite loop space information contained in a symmetric spectrum,
we describe the structure naturally occurring in the collection of loop spaces {Q" E,}.
To this end, let I be the category of finite sets n = {1, ..., n} for n > 0 with morphisms
the injective set maps. Let J be the subcategory of I with the same objects but with
morphisms only the inclusions ¢: m — n such that ¢(k) = k. Note that every morphism
¢ of I can be factored (nonuniquely) as ¢ = ¢ o for some permutation ¢ in X.

Let E be a symmetric spectrum. Define a based I-space Q°E by (Q*E)(n) = Q"E,.
Given a morphism ¢: m — n of [, define (RQEE)(¢) as follows. Write ¢p = ¢pot, where
t: m — n is the natural inclusion and ¢ € ¥,,. The induced map t4: Q™ E,, — Q"E,
is Qg , where & is the adjoint of the spectrum structure map "~ E,, — E,. Define
¢ QE, — Q"E, by sending y € Q" E, to the composite:
1 E
N A O

The induced map ¢x: QME,, — Q"E, is defined to be ¢ o (4 and is independent of
the choice of ¢.

The functor Q°*: ¥ — 19 has a left adjoint X°. Given a based I—-space X, the
symmetric spectrum X°® X is given by (X°X), = X(n) A S™, with permutations acting
diagonally. The adjunction
E.
Iy —=3X2¢
Q.
should be thought of as the symmetric spectrum analog of the usual (X°°, 2°°) adjunc-

tion between based spaces and spectra. The [-space Q2°®E is the appropriate notion of
the infinite loop space associated to the symmetric spectrum E'.

From now on, we will work with unbased I—spaces. The usual adjunction between
unbased and based spaces passes to diagram spaces, and we have the composite
adjunction:
)+ e
Iu=—"19 — X¢.
Q.
Denote the top composite by X% .

To understand the homotopy type that Q2°® E determines, we combine the spaces Q" F
into a single space using the (unbased) homotopy colimit, which we denote by Q*° E =
hocolimy Q°E.

Remark 2.1 In general, 7;Q2°°E and 7 E do not agree. However, for k > 0, the
QX E are the “true” homotopy groups of the symmetric spectrum E. This is
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because Q°F is the zeroth space of Shipley’s detection functor D [35] applied to
E. When E is semistable in the sense of Hovey—Shipley—Smith [11], then 773 Q®°FE
is isomorphic to y E for k£ > 0. For more on semistable symmetric spectra and the
nuances of the homotopy groups of symmetric spectra, see Schwede [33].

Thinking of the homotopy colimit of an I —space as determining its underlying homotopy
type leads us to make:

Definition 2.2 A weak homotopy equivalence of [—spaces isamap f: X — Y such
that the induced map of homotopy colimits

f+: hocolimy X — hocolimg Y

is a weak homotopy equivalence of spaces.

Theorem 2.3 There is a compactly generated topological monoidal model structure
on the category of 1 —spaces with weak equivalences the weak homotopy equivalences.
The fibrations are level fibrations f: X — Y such that for every morphism ¢: m — n
of I, the induced map

X(¢) x f(m): X(m) —> X (n) Xy ) Y (m)

is a weak homotopy equivalence of spaces. In particular, the fibrant objects are the
[ —spaces X such that X(¢): X(m) — X(n) is a weak homotopy equivalence for
every morphism ¢: m — n of 1. Furthermore the weak equivalences of I —spaces are
well-grounded.

The compactly generated topological model structure exists by Theorem 15.2, and
the pushout-product axiom is proved in Section 17. The last claim follows since
the homotopy colimit functor preserves tensors with spaces, pushouts and sequential
colimits, and weak homotopy equivalences of spaces are well-grounded.

For the following result and throughout, we will use the stable model structure on
symmetric spectra [14].

Proposition 2.4 (X° , Q°®) is a Quillen adjunction between [ —spaces and symmetric
spectra.

Before proving this, we will prove:

Lemma 2.5 Q° preserves fibrant objects.
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Proof Suppose that E is a fibrant symmetric spectrum. Then the maps ¢: E, —
QE,+, are weak homotopy equivalences. Let ¢: m — n be any morphism of I. By
the description of fibrant objects, we need to show that (Q°E)(¢): Q" E,, - Q"E,
is a weak homotopy equivalence. Factor ¢ as ¢ = ¢ ot, where ¢ is the natural inclusion
m Cn and q; is a permutation. As q? induces a homeomorphism of spaces, we need
only show that (Q*E)(): Q" E, — Q"E, is a weak homotopy equivalence. But
(QEE) (1) = QMa"™™, where & is the adjoint to the structure maps of the spectrum
E . Since ¢ is a weak equivalence, the lemma is proved. |

Proof of Proposition 2.4 Tt suffices to show that Q° preserves fibrations and acyclic
fibrations. Suppose that p: E — B is a fibration of symmetric spectra. Then p is a
level fibration of symmetric spectra [14, Section 9], so each component p,: E, — By,
is a fibration of spaces. Thus (R2°p)(n): Q"E, — Q" B,, is a fibration, so Q°®p is a
level fibration of [ —spaces. Next form the fiber F of p as the following pullback:

F—FE

| b

* —— B

Since p has the right lifting property with respect to acyclic cofibrations, F — * does as
well, so F is a fibrant symmetric spectrum. By Lemma 2.5, Q°® F is a fibrant [ —space.
Let ¢: m — n be amorphism of I. Then the induced map (2° F)(¢): Q" F,, —> Q" F,
is a weak homotopy equivalence. Now consider the following diagram, where each
vertical column is a fiber sequence of spaces:

QM F,, Q" F, Q" F,

| | |

QmEm —_— QnEn XQan QmBm —_— QnEn

| | |-
" @ B©@) "
The lower right square is a pullback, so we may identify the fiber of = with Q" F,
as indicated. The top composite is (R°® F)(¢): Q™ F,, — Q" F,. It follows that the
map of total spaces Q" E, — Q"E, xqnp, Q" B, is a weak homotopy equiva-
lence. By the description of fibrations in the stable model structure, this means that
Q°®p: Q*E — Q°®B is a fibration of I—spaces, so Q° preserves fibrations.

Next we will show that °® preserves acyclic fibrations. Suppose that p: E — B is
an acyclic fibration of symmetric spectra. Then Q°p is a fibration and we need to
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show that it is a weak homotopy equivalence. By [14, 9.8], p is a level equivalence
of symmetric spectra. Therefore each map (Q°®p)(n): Q"E, — Q"B, is a weak
homotopy equivalence, so the map of homotopy colimits

Q° p: hocolimy °® E — hocolimy Q° B

is a weak homotopy equivalence, as desired. |

3 Infinite loop space theory of orthogonal spectra

We now make the analogous constructions for orthogonal spectra, referring to Mandell
May Schwede and Shipley [14] for background. Let $ be the category of finite-
dimensional inner product spaces V' and linear isometric isomorphisms V — W . $
is symmetric monoidal under direct sum . The category $J of based $—spaces
is symmetric monoidal under the internal smash product A. The sphere $—space
S: V — SY is a commutative monoid under A, and an orthogonal spectrum is a
module over S. The category $& of orthogonal spectra is symmetric monoidal under
As Wwith unit object the sphere spectrum S'.

Let Z be the category of finite-dimensional real inner product spaces V' and linear
isometries V' — W (not necessarily isomorphisms). The category Z is the analog of
the category I of finite sets n and injections. A universe U is a real inner product
space that admits an isomorphism U = R®°. Later on, we will use spectra indexed on
U, as in EKMM [7] and Lewis, May, Steinberger and McClure [12]. We fix, once and
for all, a universe U . Let J be the category of finite-dimensional subspaces V C U
with morphisms the inclusions V' C W within U. Notice that there is at most one
morphism between any two objects in . The category 7 is the analog of the category
J of finite sets n and ordered inclusions. We have inclusions of categories J — J
and I — 7 defined by n +— R", where we choose a countable orthonormal basis of U
and use it to identify R” with a canonical n—dimensional subspace of U .

There is an adjunction

19 —= 99,
Q.
defined the same way as for symmetric spectra. Given a based Z—space X, X*X
is the orthogonal spectrum given by (2°X)y = X (V) A SY . Given an orthogonal
spectrum E, the Z—space °E is defined on objects by (Q®E)(V) = QY Ep and on
morphisms so that an isometry ¢: V — W induces the map ¢s: QVEy - QW Ew
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that sends y € QY Ey to:

idAE z
M) SW_d)(V) A E¢(V) — Ey.

Notice that to define E(¢), we must consider ¢ as a linear isometric isomorphism
onto its image ¢ (V') so that it is a morphism in .

From now on, we will work with unbased Z—spaces, and we have the composite
adjunction:

=)+ e
U ——T79 —— 9$%.
Q.

We want to form the topological homotopy colimit hocolimz X of an Z—-space X
over Z. This homotopy colimit should take into account the topology of the space of
objects and the space of morphisms in Z. However, Z is not a topological category
because its class of objects is not a set. Instead, we restrict to the equivalent small
category 7t consisting of finite-dimensional real inner product spaces V that are a
subspace of some finite product U” of the universe U. The categories It and J
are topological categories but Z is not. See the appendix for the definitions of the
topologies and the formation of topological homotopy colimits. By abuse of notation,
we will write hocolimz X for the topological homotopy colimit hocolim;+ X of an
T—space X restricted to the category zt.

With these conventions in place, let 2°° E =hocolimz Q°® E. The following proposition
relies on results from later sections, but we include it here since it is the analog of the
T —spaces of Remark 2.1.

Proposition 3.1 For k > 0, there is a canonical isomorphism of homotopy groups
1 QRE =1, E.
Proof We have isomorphisms:

7 E = colim 7y 4, E;, = colim 73 Q" E,, = 7 hocolim Q" E,,.
ned neJ nelJ

The result follows by the following composite of weak homotopy equivalences induced
by the inclusions of categories J — J — 7" (Lemma A.5 and Proposition 9.4):

hocolimy Q° E = hocolim 7 Q° E —=> hocolimz Q°*E. O
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Remark 3.2 Unlike the case of symmetric spectra, orthogonal spectra always have
an isomorphism 73 Q®E =~ m; E for k > 0. Another way to say this is that for both
symmetric and orthogonal spectra, Q2°° E is the zeroth space of a fibrant replacement,
but only for orthogonal spectra does a fibrant replacement always have the same
homotopy groups as the original spectrum. One way to understand this difference is that
hocolimy and hocolimy are only equivalent under certain hypotheses, as specified by
Bokstedt’s Telescope Lemma 16.1, but hocolim 7 and hocolimz are always equivalent
(Proposition 9.4).

Definition 3.3 A weak homotopy equivalence of Z—spaces isamap f: X — Y such
that the induced map of homotopy colimits
f«: hocolimz X — hocolimz Y

is a weak homotopy equivalence of spaces.

Theorem 3.4 There is a compactly generated topological monoidal model structure
on the category of I —spaces with weak equivalences the weak homotopy equivalences.
The fibrations are level fibrations f: X — Y such that for every morphism ¢: V — W
of T, the induced map

X(@)x f(V): X(V) — X(W) xymw) Y (V)

is a weak homotopy equivalence of spaces. In particular, the fibrant objects are the
Z-spaces X such that X(¢): X(V) — X (W) is a weak homotopy equivalence for
every morphism ¢: V. — W of 1.

The compactly generated topological model structure is a special case of Theorem 15.2
and the pushout-product axiom is proved in Section 17. The weak equivalences are
well-grounded because the homotopy colimit functor commutes with tensors with
spaces, pushouts and sequential colimits.

The functor Q° participates in a Quillen adjunction with the category of orthogonal
spectra, which is endowed with the stable model structure [14]:

Proposition 3.5 (X%, Q°) is a Quillen adjunction between 7 —spaces and orthogonal
spectra.

The proof is essentially identical to the proof of Proposition 2.4 and will not be repeated.
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4 Functors with Cartesian product and diagram ring spectra

We now consider the multiplicative properties of the functor Q°. Starting in full
generality, let (9, &, 0) be a symmetric monoidal category enriched in spaces. The
category of unbased %—spaces 2°U is symmetric monoidal under the internal Cartesian
product X. Given @Y—spaces X and Y, X X Y is defined as the left Kan extension of
the (@ x%)—space X xY along @: @ x D — % and its universal property is described
by the adjunction:

GUX RY, Z) = (D xD)UX x Y, Zod).

The unit of K is the represented @—space D[0] = 9(0,—). When 0 is the initial
object, this is the terminal %—space *. We will call a monoid in %—spaces under X a
9%—functor with Cartesian product, abbreviated to 9 —FCP. By the above adjunction,
an FCP X can be described internally in terms of an associative and unital map of
9%—spaces X K X — X or externally in terms of an associative and unital natural
transformation X (m) x X(n) — X (m @ n). A commutative monoid under X is called
a commutative FCP.

Specializing to &% = I and Z, we have a symmetric monoidal product X on I-spaces

and Z -spaces.

Lemma 4.1 For both symmetric and orthogonal spectra, the functor Q°* is lax sym-
metric monoidal.

Proof The functor X% is strong symmetric monoidal by inspection. As with any
right adjoint of a strong symmetric monoidal functor, 2° is lax symmetric monoidal
with structure maps

QEXQE — Q*(EAE) and * —> Q°(S)
defined to be the adjuncts of:
SUQUERQUE) S Q EASLQE LS EAE

and
X% (x) = S.

Here € is the counit of the (X9, 2°®) adjunction and the isomorphisms are the strong
monoidal structure maps for X% . |

Lax symmetric monoidal functors preserve monoids and commutative monoids, so
we have:
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Proposition 4.2 If R is a symmetric ring spectrum, then Q°® R is an [ -FCP. If R is
an orthogonal ring spectrum, then Q° R is an Z-FCP. If R is commutative, then Q° R
is commutative.

Remark 4.3 If X is a commutative 9—FCP, then hocolimg X is an FE,—space
(2 =1 or Z). In particular, for a commutative symmetric or orthogonal ring spectrum
R, Q°° R =hocolim °* R is an E,—space. The E,—space structure is encoded by an
action of the (topological) Barratt—Eccles operad EX with EX(j) = EX;, the usual
total space of the universal X;—bundle. Indeed, hocolimg X arises as the classifying
space of the translation category %[X], which in our situation can be made into a
permutative topological category, and so B%[X] carries an action of EX [16, 4.9].

5 Comparing left and right Quillen functors

Having set up the infinite loop space theory of diagram spectra, we are ready to start
proving the comparison results. This brief section is an overview of the method of
comparison that we will use. It is given in full generality, and is an easy observation
about conjugation of adjoint functors. It can be thought of as a special case of Shulman’s
method [36] for comparing composites of left and right derived functors.

Let (f,g): 4 — B and (h, k): € — D be two Quillen adjunctions of model categories.
Further suppose that there are functors a: i — € and b: B — P that preserve fibrant
objects and weak equivalences of fibrant objects. For example, @ and 5 might be right
Quillen functors. This situation can be pictured in the following diagram:

f
A——=R
g
(5.1) al j”
h
C——9
k

In the applications to follow, it will be easy to find a natural equivalence of composites
ag ~ kb. We wish to understand how to transfer this equivalence to an equivalence in
the other direction: ha ~ bf . In general, this will not be possible. However, when
(f,g) and (h, k) are Quillen equivalences, we can make a comparison of derived
functors.

As left Quillen adjoints, f and /& have left derived functors L f: ho s — ho% and
Lh: ho¢ — ho%. Similarly, g and k have right derived functors Rg: ho%B — ho
and Rk: ho% — ho6. Since a and b preserve fibrant objects and weak equivalences
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of fibrant objects, they also have right derived functors Ra and Rb, represented by
aR and bR, respectively, where R denotes fibrant approximation.

Proposition 5.2 Suppose that ( f, g) and (h, k) are Quillen equivalences in the situa-
tion pictured in diagram (5.1). Further suppose that there is a natural equivalence of
functors ag ~ kb. Then there is an isomorphism of composites of derived functors:
LhRa= RbLf.

Proof Since right derived functors compose to give right derived functors, we have
isomorphisms RaRg =~ R(ag) = R(kb) = RkRbD. The units and counits of the
derived adjunctions (L f, Rg) and (LA, Rk) are isomorphisms, yielding the desired
isomorphism:

LhRan €
LhRa —-" LhRaRgLf ~LhRkRbLf —> RHLY. O

6 Comparison of infinite loop spaces of diagram spectra

To compare symmetric spectra and orthogonal spectra, one uses the embedding of
diagram categories ¥ — Z defined by n — R". This induces a forgetful functor
U: $¢ — X¢ with a left adjoint P: ¥ — 9 defined by left Kan extension. Similarly,
the embedding 1T — Z induces a forgetful functor U: ZU — IU with left adjoint
P: TU — ZU defined by left Kan extension. Such left adjoints P are called prolongation
functors. We recall the comparison results for diagram spectra, then state the analogous
results for 1 and Z—spaces.

Theorem 6.1 [14] The adjunction (P, U): £¥ 2 $ is a Quillen equivalence be-
tween the categories of symmetric spectra and orthogonal spectra, both considered with
the stable model structure. The adjunction restricted to the subcategories of monoids,
respectively commutative monoids, gives a Quillen equivalence between symmetric
ring spectra and orthogonal ring spectra, respectively commutative symmetric ring
spectra and commutative orthogonal ring spectra.

In the case of commutative ring spectra, we use the positive stable model structure. There
is also a positive model structure on diagram spaces, which is used for commutative
FCPs. The following result will be proved as Theorems 16.4 and 18.2:

Theorem 6.2 The adjunction (P, U): 10U = ZU is a Quillen equivalence between
the categories of 1 —spaces and Z —spaces. The adjunction restricted to the subcategories
of monoids, respectively commutative monoids, gives a Quillen equivalence between
[ -FCPs and Z—FCPs, respectively commutative 1 -FCPs and commutative Z —FCPs.
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The infinite loop space functors Q2° fit into the following diagram:

P
XY —— 99

Iu —=7%u
U

Our goal is to show that this diagram commutes in both directions, up to weak equiva-
lence. For the direction involving the prolongation functors, we must compose left and
right Quillen functors. This requires descending to homotopy categories and derived
functors, as discussed in Section 5.

Proposition 6.3 The following diagrams commute:

sy <2 gy ho 59 —=F ho 5
Q'l LQ' RQ'l jRQ'
I <—— T ho I ——> ho Z°U

Proof The commutativity of the first diagram is immediate from the definitions.
The adjunctions are Quillen equivalences, and the functors 2° are right Quillen by
Propositions 2.4 and 3.5. Hence we are in the situation described in Section 5, so the
second diagram commutes by Proposition 5.2. a

We also make the comparison of Q°* for ring and commutative ring spectra, paren-
thesizing the statement about commutative monoids. We first record the following
observation:

Proposition 6.4 Restricted to the categories of symmetric and orthogonal (commuta-
tive) ring spectra and (commutative) I and ZT—-FCPs, (X% , 2°®) is a Quillen adjunction.

Proof This goes just as for the additive case in Proposition 2.4. For commutative ring
spectra, we use the positive stable model structure on ring spectra and FCPs. |

In particular, Proposition 5.2 applies and we have:

Proposition 6.5 The following diagrams (and their analogs with M replaced by C)
commute:

M3¥ <2 Moy ho MSS —E ho Mgy
Q'l lQ' Rﬂ'j lRQ'
MIU~— MT ho M 19U —— ho M
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Proof The first diagram is immediate from the definitions and the second follows
from Proposition 5.2. O

7 Infinite loop space theory of S—-modules

We recall what we need of the theory of L—spectra and S—modules, referring to
EKMM [7] as our primary source (see also Lewis, May, Steinberger and McClure [12]
and May [17; 21]). By a spectrum we mean a (LMS) spectrum £ indexed on a universe
U’ of real inner product spaces such that the structure maps Ey — QW =V Ey, are
homeomorphisms, as in [12]. We denote the category of spectra indexed on U’ by v’
Recall that we have fixed a universe U, and we will work with the category ¥ = ¥V
of spectra indexed on U. There is a monad IL on spectra defined using the twisted
half-smash product:
LE=2(0)xE.

% denotes the linear isometries operad with £(j) = Z.(U’,U). Here I, is the
category of finite and countably infinite-dimensional real inner product spaces and
their linear isometries. An L—spectrum is an algebra for the monad I and we let
S[LL] denote the category of L—spectra. There is a smash product A¢ of L—spectra
defined in terms of a certain coequalizer involving the actions of £(1). The functor
(=) Ag E is left adjoint to the function £—spectrum functor F¢(E,—). S—modules
in the sense of [7] are the L—spectra £ for which the sphere spectrum acts as unit,
meaning that the canonical weak equivalence S A¢ E — E is an isomorphism. Denote
the category of S—modules by .ls. The functor S A¢ —: F[L] — Mg is right adjoint
to the forgetful functor /: Mg — F[L] and is left adjoint to the function £—spectrum
functor Fo(S,—): Mg — F[L].

An Es ring spectrum is an [L—spectrum R with an action of the linear isometries
operad &. Equivalently, R is an algebra for the monad C on L—spectra defined by

CE=\/EM/3;,
Jj=0

where E”J is the j—fold smash product Ay of E. Similarly, a commutative S—
algebra is an algebra for the monad C restricted to S—modules. To avoid confusion, be
warned that the monad C is denoted by P in [7] and C is used for a different monad
there. Similarly, an Ao ring spectrum is an algebra for the monad M on L—spectra
defined by
ME =\/ EN.
Jj=0
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We will use the following model structures on the categories of spectra, I —spectra and
S—modules from [7, Section VII.4] and [1, Section 3.1]:

e There is a cofibrantly generated topological model structure on the category of
spectra, with weak equivalences the weak homotopy equivalences of spectra and
fibrations the Serre fibrations, ie the maps that are level-wise Serre fibrations of
based spaces. All spectra are fibrant in this model structure.

e There is a cofibrantly generated topological model structure on the category of
L —spectra with weak equivalences and fibrations created by the forgetful functor
to spectra.

e There is a cofibrantly generated topological monoidal model structure on S—
modules with weak equivalences and fibrations created by the forgetful functor
to spectra.

The underlying infinite loop space of a spectrum FE is the zeroth space Q®°E = E(0).
The functor 2°° is right adjoint to the suspension spectrum functor £°*°: J — &. Our
goal is to study the analog of this adjunction for S—-modules.

In order to capture the underlying infinite loop space of an S—module in a structured
way, we will use a symmetric monoidal category Quillen equivalent to the category
of topological spaces whose commutative monoids are ¥—spaces. This category
is constructed in direct analogy with S—modules, and was first used in Blumberg’s
thesis [3]. We will outline the basic definitions, referring to the work of Ando—Blumberg—
Gepner—Hopkins—Rezk [1] and Blumberg—Cohen—Schlichtkrull [4] for full details.

Let IL be the monad on unbased spaces defined by LX = £(1) x X. An algebra for
L is called an IL—space and the category of LL—spaces is denoted by AU[L]. There is a
weak symmetric monoidal product K¢ on AU[LL] defined as the coequalizer

XL XLN)XX XY —Z L)X A XY — X K¢ Y

of the action of £(1)% on £(2) by precomposition and the action of £(1)% on X x Y.
The functor (—) K¢ X is left adjoint to the function £—space functor Fe(X,—). An
LL—space X is a x—module if the canonical weak equivalence A: * Ky X — X is an
isomorphism. The full subcategory of U[IL] consisting of *-modules is denoted by M.
The functor * K¢ —: U[L] — M is right adjoint to the forgetful functor /: M, — U[L]
and is left adjoint to the function $£—space functor Fe(*,—): My — U[L].

A commutative monoid in the category of IL—spaces is an algebra for the monad
cx=][x%/%;.

j=0
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Here we have written X for K. Commutative monoids in L—spaces are the same
thing as £—spaces, meaning algebras for the linear isometries operad in unbased spaces.
A monoid in the category of IL—spaces is an algebra for the monad

Mx =]]x™.
Jj=0
Monoids in £—spaces are the same thing as non-3 F—spaces.

We will use the following model structures on IL—spaces and x—modules from [4, 4.15,
4.16]. They are defined using the cofibrantly generated model structure on the category
of topological spaces with weak equivalences the weak homotopy equivalences and
fibrations the Serre fibrations.

e There is a cofibrantly generated topological monoidal model structure on the
category of IL—spaces with weak equivalences and fibrations created by the
forgetful functor to spaces. In particular, all objects are fibrant. Colimits and
limits of IL—spaces are constructed in the underlying category of spaces.

e There is a cofibrantly generated topological monoidal model structure on *—
modules with weak equivalences and fibrations created by the forgetful functor to
spaces. Colimits are created in the category of L —spaces, and limits are created
by applying * X (—) to the limit computed in the underlying category of spaces.

Notice that since colimits and weak equivalences are preserved by the forgetful functor
to spaces, the weak equivalences are well-grounded for both I —spaces and x—modules.

Remark 7.1 As observed by Blumberg, Cohen and Schlichtkrull [4], the category of
L—spaces and the category of x—modules are each Quillen equivalent to the category
of topological spaces via the forgetful functor. This is immediate from the construction
of the model structures. Although neither Quillen adjunction is monoidal, there is
a different comparison functor from IL—spaces to spaces that is monoidal; see [4,
Section 4.5].

Let X be abased IL—space (with trivial action of £(1) on the basepoint). The untwisting
isomorphism [7, 2.1] allows us to define an IL—spectrum structure on X°° X using the
L—space structure on X :

L)X T®X = T°(L(1)4 A X) — T°X.

Since X°° preserves the coequalizers defining K¢ and A¢, the untwisting isomorphism
also gives a natural isomorphism X% (X K¢ V)4 = XX Ag Y4 for unbased
L—spaces X and Y. In fact, we may lift the (X°°, 2°°) adjunction to a symmetric
monoidal adjunction between IL—spectra and IL—spaces.
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Proposition 7.2 [1, 5.17] The composable pair of Quillen adjunctions

)+ »oo
NW—9g—¢
QOO

induces a pair of Quillen adjunctions between L. —spaces and IL —spectra:

)+ D2
UL] —=—= J[L] —= L]
Qo

Furthermore, the composite of left adjoints X7 o (—)4 = X7, is strong symmetric
monoidal and the right adjoint Q7° is lax symmetric monoidal.

Remark 7.3 The suspension spectrum X% X of an arbitrary based space X carries a
different IL—spectrum structure given by collapsing £(1) to a point:

X EPX 2 IT®(L(1)4 AX) — Z®(SOAX) = =K.

To avoid confusion with this trivial L —spectrum structure, we use the notation X7°X
for the IL—spectrum associated to an IL—space.

Since § = X% (), we have a natural isomorphism X7 (x g X) = S Ag 77 X
Therefore, the functor Xy, restricts to a functor £ 1 My — M. Its right adjoint
Q3 will be the appropriate notion of the underlying infinite loop space of an S-module.
Notice that the composite Q27° o/ of Q7° with the forgetful functor /: Mg — F[L]

does not land in *-modules, and in particular is not the right adjoint of £’ .

In order to define the infinite loop space 2 of an S-module, we must be more
careful. The problem is that Q27° o/ is the composite of a left adjoint and a right
adjoint. To remedy this, we will pass through the mirror image to the category of
S-modules [7, Section I1.2]. This is the category .S of L—spectra for which S is
a strict counit, meaning that the canonical weak equivalence £ — F¢(S, E) is an
isomorphism. The forgetful functor r: MS — S[L] has as left adjoint the functor
F4(S,—). Furthermore, the resulting adjunction (S Ag —, Fe(S,—)): MS — Mg is
an equivalence of categories. We summarize this series of adjunctions in the following
diagram, with left adjoints on top:
Fe(S,—) SAg—

L] MS Ms.
r Fy(S,—)

Similarly, there is a mirror image category * to the category of x—modules. Its
objects are the IL—spaces for which the natural map X — Fe(*, X) is an isomorphism.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 13 (2013)



Diagram spaces, diagram spectra and spectra of units 1879

We have adjunctions and an equivalence of categories between JM* and i« just as for

S—modules:
Féf (*s_ ) *gff_
U[IL] M* M.
r Fy(*x,—)

A series of adjunctions shows the natural isomorphism X7° (x Mg X) = S Ag 7% X
induces a natural isomorphism Q7° Fg(S, E) = Fy(*, Qf° E). Therefore, the infinite
loop space functor 27°: F[IL] — U[IL] restricts to a functor of mirror image categories
QP MS — M*.

Definition 7.4 Define the infinite loop *-module QM of an S—module M by:
Q?M =xXNeq QIOLOFgg(S, M)

A series of adjunctions proves:

Lemma 7.5 The left adjoint of QF: Mg — M is E§°+ = E]‘EOJF ol: My — Mg . The
left adjoint of Q7% or: MS — M* is the functor

X+— Fgg(S, E](io(* &gX)).

8 The adjunction between Z—spaces and *—modules

Mandell and May construct a Quillen equivalence between orthogonal spectra and
S—modules in [13]. Over the next two sections, we will construct an analogous Quillen
equivalence between Z-spaces and x—modules. Since x-modules are equivalent to
IL—spaces, it suffices to prove that Z—spaces are equivalent to [L—spaces, which is
accomplished in Theorem 9.9. The equivalence restricts to a Quillen equivalence of
commutative Z-FCPs and £—spaces, giving two equivalent approaches to modeling
infinite loop spaces. Section 10 will use this result to show that the infinite loop space
functors for orthogonal spectra and S—modules agree. We first summarize the Quillen
equivalence of orthogonal spectra and S—modules.

Theorem 8.1 [13, 1.1 and 1.5] There is a Quillen equivalence (N, N*): $% = $[L]
between orthogonal spectra and IL—spectra. The functor N is strong symmetric
monoidal and N* is lax symmetric monoidal. The restricted adjunction between
(commutative) orthogonal ring spectra and As, (Eo) ring spectra is also a Quillen
equivalence. Similarly, there is a Quillen equivalence (Ng, Nf{,): 9¥ 2 Mg between
orthogonal spectra and S—modules that restricts to a Quillen equivalence between
(commutative) orthogonal ring spectra and (commutative) S—algebras.
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The functors we have denoted by Ng and qu are called N and N* in [13]. The cited
source only contains the comparison of orthogonal spectra and S—modules, but the
equivalence of orthogonal spectra and IL —spectra follows by the equivalence between
the categories of L—spectra and S—modules.

We now make the central definition underlying the comparison between Z—spaces and
L —spaces.

Definition 8.2 Let W be a real inner product space of countable dimension. The
space of linear isometries Z.(W, U) is an L—space with the action

LZ.(W,U) =Z.(U,U)xZ.(W,U) — Z.(W,U)
given by composition. Define Q*: Z°° — A[IL] by
Q*(V)=Z(V®U,U).

By Hopkins’ Lemma [7, 1.5.4], the L—space Z.((V & W) ® U, U) is the coequalizer
of the diagram defining Z.(V ® U, U) X¢Z . (W Q@ U, U). This identification is natural
and symmetric in V and W, so we have proved the following:

Lemma 8.3 The functor Q* is strong symmetric monoidal:

Q*"VeW)=Q*(V)NeQ*(W) and Q¥(0) = *.

The general theory of [13, Section 1.2] now applies to the functor Q*. Define functors
Q: ZU — U[L] and Q*: U[L] — ZU by

QX =Q*®zX and (Q'Y)(V)=AULIQ*(V),Y).

Here — ®g — denotes the tensor product of functors (an enriched coend) over a
topological category % . See the appendix for the definition in this context. In particular,
Proposition A.4 shows that — ®g — does not depend on the topology of ob %, only on
the enrichment of %. The paper of Hollender and Vogt [9] is a readable account of the
case when ob % is discrete and both functors land in topological spaces. For a more
abstract setting and the relation to bar constructions, see Shulman [31]. We will freely
use basic properties of this construction as contained in these sources. The results of
[13, Section 1.2] give us:

Proposition 8.4 The functor Q is left adjoint to Q*. Furthermore, Q is strong
symmetric monoidal and Q¥ is lax symmetric monoidal. Thus (Q, Q*) restricts to
an adjunction between the categories of (commutative) Z—-FCPs and (commutative)
monoids in 1L —spaces.
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The following diagram shows how the adjunction (Q, Q*) fits into the infinite loop
space theory of orthogonal spectra, I —spectra and S—modules:

N Fy(S,—) SAg—
¥ SJD[L] /(/LS J‘/LS
(8.5) Q° Qe Qe QY
Q Fy(x,—) *Rg—
7 U[IL] J* M
Q* r Fy(*,—)

Each pair of arrows is a Quillen adjunction with left adjoint on top. Each vertical
arrow has a left adjoint and these vertical adjunctions are also Quillen adjunctions. The
rightmost square commutes (in both directions) by the definition of 2 and the fact
that the top and bottom adjunctions are equivalences of categories. The middle square
also commutes (in both directions), and we will prove in Proposition 10.1 that the left
square commutes up to natural weak equivalence.

There is a direct construction of a functor Q4: ZU — M4 using the same method as the
construction of Q: choosing Q5 (V) =« Xg¢ Z.(V ® U, U) instead of Z.(V ® U, U)
lands in *—modules instead of L—spaces. The functor Q. = Q) ®7 (—) has a right
adjoint Q¥ . In fact, this adjunction of Z—spaces and *—modules coincides with the
composite adjunction in diagram (8.5). The proof is a long series of adjunctions and
will be omitted, but works equally well to compare Ng to N.

Lemma 8.6 In diagram (8.5), the top horizontal composite S A¢ Fe(S,N—) is
naturally isomorphic to Ng: $F — Mg. Hence its right adjoint N* Fy(S,—) is
naturally isomorphic to Nﬁ. The bottom horizontal composite * K¢ Fo(*x, Q—) is
naturally isomorphic to Q4 and its right adjoint Q¥ F¢ (%, —) is naturally isomorphic
to Q% .

9 The equivalence of Z—spaces and #—modules

We now turn to the homotopical analysis of the functors Q and Q. The main result
of this section is Theorem 9.9, which states that (Q, Q¥) is a Quillen equivalence.

We will make serious use of the two sided bar construction B(Y, %, X) built out of
a topological category 9 and functors X: 9 — U and Y: 9°° — Al. The homotopy
colimit of X over 9 is the special case of ¥ = x. The bar construction acts as a derived
version of the tensor product of functors ¥ ®g X . See the appendix for the definition
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and basic properties of the two-sided bar construction over topological categories.
Recall from Section 3 that we use the equivalent topological category ZT instead of Z
when taking the homotopy colimit of an Z—space. We make the same abuse of notation
for bar constructions as we do for homotopy colimits and write B(Y,Z, X) for the bar
construction defined using Z 7.

We will need the following results on spaces of isometries.

Lemma 9.1

(i) Given a real inner product space V , the space Z.(V,U) of isometries is con-
tractible. Furthermore, if V' is finite-dimensional, then it is a CW complex.

(ii) If U’ is a countably infinite-dimensional real inner product space, then the space
Z.(U', U) of linear isometries is a cofibrant IL —space.

(iii) A linear isometry U’ — U" of infinite-dimensional real inner product spaces
induces a weak equivalence of mapping spaces:

U[LN(Z(U',U),Y) = U[L}(ZA(U",U), Y).
Similarly, a weak equivalence X — Y of L —spaces induces a weak equivalence
of mapping spaces:

(iv) Let f: X — Y be a fibration of L—spaces and let ¢: V — W be a morphism
in Z. The map

S ULNQ*(V), X) — WUL)(Q*(V). U).Y)
is a Serre fibration and the induced map U[L]((¢ ® id)*, f)
ULNQ*(V), X) — U[LY(Q* (W), X) XayLj@*(w),v) WLIQ* (V). Y)
is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof The first claim in (i) is [17, 1.1.3]. When V is finite-dimensional, Z.(V, U)
is the union over the finite-dimensional subspaces W C U of the Stiefel manifolds
Z(V, W), hence is triangulable as a CW complex. A choice of isomorphism U — U’
induces an isomorphism of IL-spaces Z.(U’,U) = Z.(U, U) = IL(x), and the latter is
a generating cell for the model structure on IL—spaces. This proves (ii), and (iii) follows
because the model structure on IL—spaces is topological. For (iv), the induced map
[« is a Serre fibration because Q*(V) =Z.(V ® U, U) is a cofibrant L.—space. The
induced maps U[L](¢*, X) and U[L](¢™*, Y') are weak homotopy equivalences by (iii).
Since weak homotopy equivalences are preserved by pullbacks along Serre fibrations,
it follows that the map U[L]((¢ ® id)*, f) is also a weak homotopy equivalence. O
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The following lemma translates between the model-theoretic approach to homotopy
theory and that based on the bar construction.

Lemma 9.2 Suppose that X is a cofibrant Z—space. Then the projection
m: hocolim s X — colim s X
is a weak homotopy equivalence.
Proof We may assume that X is an F/—cell complex, where F/ is the set of generating
cofibrations for the level model structure (Section 15):
FI={Fyi|VeobZ' i: "' — D" n=>0}.

Here Fy: U — Z9U is the left adjoint to evaluation at the object V' of Z and is calculated
by (Fy A)Y(W) =Z(V,W) x A. Note that an inclusion W C W’ of inner product
spaces induces a closed inclusion (Fy A)(W) — (Fy A)(W’). Since the pushouts and
sequential colimits defining cell complexes are calculated level-wise, we also have a
closed inclusion X (W) — X(W').

Now restrict X along the inclusions of categories J — J — Z. The homotopy colimit
over J is homotopy equivalent to the usual mapping telescope, and we have just argued
that each map m — m + 1 of J induces a closed inclusion X (m) — X(m +1). It
follows that the top horizontal map in the following commutative diagram is a weak
homotopy equivalence:

hocolimy X —— colimy X

| |

hocolim s X —— colim 7 X.

The vertical map of homotopy colimits is induced by the inclusion of categories J — 7,
and is a weak homotopy equivalence by Lemma A.5. Therefore the bottom horizontal
arrow is a weak homotopy equivalence as desired. a

Lemma 9.3 The Z°° —space B(x*, J,ZI) is level-wise contractible.

Proof Evaluated at 1/, the bar construction is:

B(x,J,Z(V,—)) = hocolimZ(V, W).
weJg
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The represented Z—space Z(V, —) is the evaluation Fy (x) of Fr on a point. Thus
Z(V,—) is an FI—cell complex, and in particular is cofibrant. By Lemma 9.2, the
homotopy colimit over J is weak homotopy equivalent to the colimit:

hocolim Z(V, W) —=» colim Z(V, W) = Z.(V., U).
WeJg WeJg
The contractibility of the space of isometries Z.(V, U) finishes the proof. a

Proposition 9.4 Let X be an Z—space. The inclusion of categories J — Z induces a
natural homotopy equivalence of spaces:

hocolim 7 X > hocolimz X.

Proof The map in question is the bottom horizontal map in the following diagram of
spaces:

Il

B(,J.B(Z.T, X)) B(B(x.J.,T),T, X)

T |

P B(x.T.B(I.T.X)) —=~ B(B(x.1.7).Z. X)
B(x,J,X) B(x,I,X)

The horizontal isomorphisms are the canonical interchange maps for iterated bar con-
structions. The other unmarked arrows are induced by the inclusion 7 —Z. The bottom
right triangle commutes up to homotopy as an instance of Lemma A.2 with ¥ = .
The other regions commute by naturality. The map of Z—spaces €: B(Z,Z, X) — X is
a level-wise deformation retract, hence the left vertical map is a homotopy equivalence.
The right vertical composite is induced by the map of Z°P—spaces

B(x,J,T) — B(*,I,T) —> x,

which is equal to the level-wise homotopy equivalence B(*, . J,Z) — * of Lemma 9.3.
Thus the right vertical composite is also a homotopy equivalence and the lemma
follows. .

Remark 9.5 The preceding proposition is the first step in connecting the homotopy
theory of Z—spaces to the homotopy theory of L—spaces. It is an interesting fact that
the analogs of Lemma 9.3 and Proposition 9.4 do not hold for I-spaces. That is,
B(x,J, 1) is not contractible. This difference between the symmetric and orthogonal
contexts is related to the fact that 7,—isomorphisms and weak homotopy equivalences
do not coincide for symmetric spectra, and do coincide for orthogonal spectra.
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We will now define a variant of QQ that gives rise to the colimit functor colim s and com-
pare it to Q. The definitions are in direct analogy with the two different functors M and
N from orthogonal spectra to S—modules [13, Section 1.7]. Define O*: Z° — QU[IL]
by O*(V) =Z.(V,U). Then the tensor product of functors O X = O* ®7 X defines
a functor Q: ZU — AU[L]. The map

L2) X1y L (V. U) x (W, U) —> To(V & W),
. [,g)—>vo(fDg).

defines a natural map O*(V) Ky O*(W) — O*(V & W) making O*, and hence
O, a lax symmetric monoidal functor. In particular, O takes commutative FCPs to
$¥—spaces. We will now show that the functor O is the original construction of an
F—space from a commutative Z-FCP described in [17]:

Lemma 9.6 Let X be an Z—space. Then there is a natural isomorphism QX =~
colimys X . If X is a commutative Z—FCP then this is an isomorphism of £—spaces.

Proof We may write Z.(V,U) = colimpyc s Z(V, W) as the coend * ® 7 Z(V, —).
The isomorphism follows:
0OX =0O* RXTX = *®jI®IX§ >k®jX=C01iij.

Comparing the definition of the monoidal structure maps of O* with the $£—space
structure maps on colim s X in [17, 1.1.6] verifies the second claim. O
A choice of one-dimensional subspace of U determines an inclusion V — V @ U,
which induces a natural transformation

EQ*(V)=Z.(VRU,U) —Z.(V,U) = O* (V).
Write € = £* ®7 (—): Q — O for the induced natural transformation.
Lemma 9.7 The natural transformation £: Q — O is symmetric monoidal. If X is a

cofibrant Z—space, then £&: QX — O X = colims X is a weak homotopy equivalence
of L —spaces.

Proof Checking the definitions of the monoidal structure maps for Q* and O* verifies
that £* is a symmetric monoidal natural transformation. We may assume that X is a
FI—cell complex and induct up the cellular filtration. Hence it suffices to shows that & is
a weak homotopy equivalence on Z—spaces of the form Fy K = Z(V,—) x K with K
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a CW complex. The functor Q commutes with tensors with spaces and on represented
Z—spaces takes the form Q(Z(V,—)) = Q*(V), so we have a natural isomorphism

QFyK ~T,(V®U,U)x K.

On the other hand, we have the natural isomorphism O Fy K =~ Z.(V,U) x K from
Lemma 9.6. Since both space of isometries are contractible, it follows that

?;': QFVK—> @FVK

is a weak homotopy equivalence. |

Remark 9.8 Note that the identification of QX with colim s X is canonical, but &
is not canonical: it requires a choice of one-dimensional subspace of U . The functor
O has a right adjoint Q¥, but this adjunction does not appear to be monoidal, and
(0, O%) does not appear to be a Quillen adjunction. The difficulty is in showing that
the L—space O*(V) =Z.(V, U) is cofibrant.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section:

Theorem 9.9 The adjunction (Q, Q¥) is a Quillen equivalence between the categories
of Z—spaces and 1L —spaces.

Proof Using the characterization of fibrations of Z—spaces given in Theorem 3.4, it is
an immediate consequence of Lemma 9.1(iii) and (iv) that the functor Q¥ preserves
fibrations and takes weak equivalences to level-wise weak homotopy equivalences.
Hence (Q, Q) is a Quillen adjunction.

Now we turn to the Quillen equivalence. Suppose that X is a cofibrant Z—space.
Extend X to a functor defined on Z, by taking the left Kan extension of X along
the inclusion of categories Z — Z.. This means that the value of X on an infinite-
dimensional inner product space W is computed as colimy cp X (V), where V runs
over the finite-dimensional subspaces of W . In particular, X(U) = colimy X .

Choose a one-dimensional subspace of U . This gives a linear isometry iy: V — V QU
for each object V of Z, and a natural transformation £*: Q* — O*. By Lemma 9.7,
the induced map

£:QX — OX = X(U)

is a weak equivalence of IL—spaces.
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Now consider an object V' of 7. The inclusions V C U and V Q U C U ® U and
the maps iy and iy = colimy iy give rise to the following commutative diagram:

Q"¢

ULJZ(V @ U.U), QX) UL Z(V @ U.U), X(U))

~

ny /
X(V) i4 X(VeU)
X(U) o XU®U)
ULN(Z (U, U), X (U)) = ULIZ(U ® U, U), X(U))

ly

Here, 7 is the unit for the adjunction (Q, Q). The diagonal arrows and the isomor-
phism X(U) — U[L|(Z,(U,U), X(U)) are all the adjuncts of evaluation maps for
the functor X. The lower and right trapezoids commute by the naturality of those
adjunctions. A diagram chase involving the definition of the unit n verifies that the
upper trapezoid commutes. The maps of mapping spaces are weak equivalences as
indicated by Lemma 9.1(ii). Now take the homotopy colimit of this diagram over
V € J. The induced map hocolim s X — hocolim s X (U) is a weak equivalence by
the following commutative diagram:

hocolim 7 X —— hocolim 7 X (U) =, XWU)xBJ

. Lk

~

colimy X ——— colimy X (U) — XWU)

Here the vertical maps are the canonical projections to the colimit and are weak
equivalences by Lemma 9.2 and the homotopy equivalence BJ =~ *, respectively.
Returning to the main diagram, it follows that the homotopy colimit of the unit 7 is
a weak equivalence as well. Since homotopy colimits over 7 and Z are homotopy
equivalent (Proposition 9.4), we have shown that the unit 7: X — Q*QX is a weak
equivalence for cofibrant Z—spaces X . Since all IL—spaces are fibrant, this implies that
(Q, Q%) is a Quillen equivalence [10, 1.3.16]. a

The equivalence between Z—spaces and IL—spaces induces an equivalence at the level
of monoids and commutative monoids.
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Theorem 9.10 Restricting to monoids, respectively commutative monoids, (Q, Q¥)
induces a Quillen equivalence between the categories of Z—-FCPs and non-Y% & —spaces,
respectively commutative 7 —FCPs and & —spaces.

Proof In the case of monoids, the theorem follows from the fact that cofibrant Z—FCPs
are cofibrant as Z—spaces. While this is not true of cofibrant commutative Z—FCPs, we
will prove in Proposition 18.15(iii) that £: QX — O X is a weak homotopy equivalence
for X a cofibrant commutative Z—FCP. The proof of Theorem 9.9 then goes on to show
that the unit of the adjunction (Q, Q¥) is a weak homotopy equivalence on cofibrant
commutative FCPs. This proves the result in the case of commutative monoids. O

10 Comparison of infinite loop spaces of orthogonal spectra
and S—-modules

We will now use the Quillen equivalence of Z—spaces and IL—spaces to prove that the
infinite loop space functors of orthogonal spectra, IL.—spectra and S—modules agree.

Let X be a based space. Given a universe U’ and a subspace V C U’, the shift
desuspension functor Eg/(—) is left adjoint to the functor (—)y: YUV > J from
spectra indexed on U’ to based spaces given by evaluation at V. When V = 0,
Eg’ =3V is the suspension spectrum functor for spectra indexed on U’. For our
privileged universe U, XV is the suspension spectrum functor £°°. The twisted
half-smash product Z.(U’, U) x VX is naturally an IL—spectrum via the action of
$(1) =Z.(U,U) on Z.(U’,U) by composition. This action of £(1) on Z.(U’,U)
also gives Z.(U',U)+ A X the structure of an L—space. These IL actions are related
by the untwisting isomorphism [7, 2.1]:

(10.0) W Uy 2V X = SV (T (U, U) 1 A X).
We may now make the comparison:

Proposition 10.1 The following diagrams commute:

#
59 <N g1 ho 9% N ho H[L]
QL Qg RQ’] llmgo
Tu e U[L] ho ZU — == ho U[LL]
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Proof In[13], the definition of the functor N depends on a choice of a one-dimensional
subspace R C U . Different choices give rise to (noncanonically) isomorphic functors,
so we are free to fix a choice R C U for the remainder of the proof. We may identify
a finite-dimensional inner product space V' with the subspace V' ® R of the universe
Veu.

We will make the comparison of right adjoints first. Unraveling definitions, we have:
QN E(V) = QVILIZ(V ® U, U) x £},8Y S, E)
= SLYZ(V @ U, U)x (S¥ AxV®YS0) E)
~ E/’[L](Eﬁ_IC(V QU,U), E)
=~ ULYZ(V ®U.U), QP E) = Q*QPE(V).

The first isomorphism follows since tensors with spaces are preserved by left adjoints,
such as the twisted half-smash product. For the second isomorphism, notice that
SV AS)®US0 = VU SO0 and then apply the untwisting isomorphism (10.0). This
gives the diagrams on the left. The diagrams on the right follow by the uniqueness of
adjoints. a

The two rightmost squares of diagram (8.5) commute strictly, so we may immediately
deduce the comparison of infinite loop spaces between orthogonal spectra and S—
modules from Proposition 10.1.

Proposition 10.2 The following diagrams commute:

N#

LN
$F ~—— Mg ho $F —2 ho g
Ql LQ? Rsrl LRQ?
791 E J‘/L* hoZ ?Q*. hO./(/L*

This concludes both the comparison of infinite loop space functors and the proof of
Theorem 1.2.

11 The space of units of a diagram ring spectrum

Let R be a commutative diagram ring spectrum. In the next two sections, we will
define the spectrum of units g/;R. The idea is that by taking the stably invertible
components of the commutative FCP Q°® R, we have a group-like commutative FCP
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GL]R. This is accomplished in the current section. We then convert commutative
FCPs into spectra in Section 12. In the case of symmetric spectra, the construction is
due to Schlichtkrull [28] (see also his [29; 30]).

The forgetful functor from groups to monoids has a right adjoint M +— M >, where
M ™ is the submonoid of invertible elements of M. We will now make the analo-
gous construction for 9—-FCPs, where & =1 or Z. Let X be a 9—FCP. The space
hocolimg X inherits a topological monoid structure from the FCP multiplication @ on
X and the permutative structure @ of &:

(hocolimg X)? = hocolimg2 (X x X) N hocolimg2 (X o @) et hocolimg X.

In fact, this monoid structure underlies the E,—space structure on hocolimg X
(Remark 4.3). Taking components, there is an induced monoid structure on wyX =
7o hocolimy X'. We say that X is group-like if moX is a group. Consider moX
and (7o X)™* as constant %—spaces. We define a discretization map of %@—spaces
X — mpX by

X(d) — moX(d) — c:i)lim o X (d) —> gy hocolimg X = mo X.
€D
The first map is the discretization map of spaces that takes a point to its connected

component in 7y, and we give 7wy X (d) the quotient topology. Give my X the topology
inherited from the colimit topology on colim ¢ X}, so that the composite is continuous.

Definition 11.1 Given a 9-FCP X, define the 9-FCP X to be the following
pullback of %—spaces:

X X

e

(JT()X)X I JT()X

The space (X *)(d) is the disjoint union of the components of X (d) whose elements
are stably invertible, in the sense that they map to units in o X . It is immediate that
7o(X ™) = (o X)™ and so X is group-like. Furthermore, X +— X is right adjoint
to the forgetful functor from group-like %9—-FCPs to &—-FCPs.

Let 7y X be the 9—FCP () X)(d) = mo(X(d)). Define a sub-%—FCP 7;X™> by
letting (77y X >)(d) be the set of components [x] € moX(d) for which there exists
[y] € mo X (d’) such that [u(x, y)] and [u(y, x)] are the components of the image
of the FCP unit map 7: * — X in moX(d & d’) and no X (d’ & d). It follows that
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colimy ) X == (7o X)™, so X can also be described as the pullback

X X

]

! v X /
7T0X ﬁ-JTOX.

Specializing to the case of the FCP Q°® R for diagram ring spectra R, we define FCPs
of units:

Definition 11.3 If R is a symmetric ring spectrum, we define the 1-FCP of units of
R tobe GLTR = (R2°R)*. If R is an orthogonal ring spectrum, we define the Z-FCP
of units of R to be GLTR = (Q°R)™.

Remark 11.4 For semistable symmetric spectra, moQ°° R =~ g R (see Remark 2.1).
In this case, (7o R)™ is the usual subgroup of multiplicatively invertible elements of
the ring 7o R and GL{ R is defined by the following pullback:

GLIR —=Q°R

|

(moR)* ——= mo R

On the other hand, 7oQ2°° R = 7 R for all orthogonal ring spectra R. Hence GL] R
is always described by the above pullback.

12 The spectrum of units of a commutative diagram ring
spectrum

From a commutative diagram ring spectrum R we have constructed a commutative
FCP of units GL} R. We will now convert commutative FCPs into I'—spaces and then
apply an infinite loop space machine to get spectra of units.

Let I'°P be the skeletal category of finite base sets n™ = {0, 1, ..., n} with basepoint 0
and based maps. A T'—space is a functor Y: I'°" — QI such that Y (07) is contractible
and the projections 8;: nT — 17 sending i to 1 and all other elements to the basepoint
induce a weak equivalence:

§: Y = [Jrah.

i=1
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We refer to this map as the Segal map. Note that our I'—spaces are often called special
I"—spaces elsewhere. Write Y, for Y (n™). The underlying space of a I'—space is Y.
In general, oY; an abelian monoid. We call a I'—space group-like if 7¢Y7 is a group.

Starting with a commutative [-FCP X, we will construct a I'—space HyX . Starting
with a commutative Z—FCP, we will construct two different I'—spaces: HzX and
HzyX . HzX will be used to define the spectrum of units of an orthogonal ring
spectrum. Hz(yyX will be used to compare with the spectrum of units of an E ring
spectrum, and uses the full subcategory Z(U') of Z whose objects are finite-dimensional
inner product subspaces V' C U . Unlike Z, the category Z(U) is an ¥ —category (see
Remark A.6), which will allow the comparison with the £—space colim 7 X . However,
Z(U) is not symmetric monoidal, so we will never consider Z(U)-spaces or Z(U)—
FCPs. In what follows, the homotopy colimits that define H7z X are built by replacing
7 with the equivalent small topological subcategory ZT, as usual (see Section 3). We
break from our usual convention, and explicitly write ZT where it appears in this
construction.

Construction 12.1 Let 9 denote I, Z' or Z(U'). We construct a functor X > Hay X
from commutative 1-FCPs (for @ = 1) or Z-FCPs (for % = It 7 (U)) to I'—spaces
as follows. Let ?(n™) be the poset of subsets A C nt = {0, 1,...,n} that do not
contain 0. Let @(n™) be the category of functors 8: P (n™) — % such that for every
pair of subsets 4, B € ?(n™) with AN B = &, the diagram induced by the inclusions
A—AUBand B— AUB

(A) —s H(AU B) <— O(B)

is a coproduct diagram in the category of finite sets (for @ = I) or in the category of
vector spaces (for % = 7T, Z(U)). Morphisms in @ (n™) are natural transformations
of functors. Notice that 8(2) = 0, the initial object (and unit for @). Thus an object
6 of %(n™) consists of:
e Objects §; =0({i}) for 1 <i <n.
e Morphisms 6; — 6(A) foreach A C{l,...,n} and i € A that assemble into a
canonical isomorphism:

(12.2) P o = 6(4).

ieAd
Here & denotes the monoidal product of &. For @ = Z(U), the abstract direct sum is
not a subspace of U, so the isomorphism is a morphism of Z but not Z(U).

We want to take topological homotopy colimits over %(n*) and so we must give
9(nT) a topology. Let (n™) have the discrete topology and topologize the category
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Fun(®(n), %) of functors and natural transformations as described in Definition A.8.
Since @ (n™) is a full subcategory of Fun((n™), %), we topologize ob%(n™) and
mor @ (n™) as subspaces of obFun(?(n™), @) and mor Fun(®(n™), %).

We have a continuous forgetful functor u: @ (n™) — %" that sends 0 to (01,...,6,).
Let X (n™) denote the composite functor

XI‘I
X(nt): () L g s,

0— [T X

i=1
Define a functor Hg X from I'°P to spaces using the homotopy colimit:

Hz X (n™) = hocolim X (n).
GB(nt)

By definition, Hg X(0%) = x. Note that the underlying space of HyX is (HyX); =
hocolimg, X . To see the functoriality in I'°P, suppose that a: m™ — n™ is a map
of based sets. The inverse image functor «~': ?(n™) — P(m™) induces a functor
ax: D(mT) — D(nt) by precomposition. We then have a natural transformation
X(a): X(m™) — X(n") oy defined using the FCP multiplication fi:

X [[x60— ] [ xen" 1‘[ (@ ei) = [ X6@ ().

i=1 J=liea=1(j) icea—1(j) j=1

The first map is the projection away from the factors indexed by elements i € m™
that map to the basepoint under «. The last isomorphism is induced by the canonical
isomorphism (12.2). Since X is a commutative FCP, X (o) does not depend on the
choice of ordering used to define the product indexed by a~1(j). When & = Z(U)
the isomorphism (12.2) is not a morphism in Z(U). However, in that case we start
with an Z-FCP, so we are free to use functoriality in Z when defining Hzy)X . The
natural transformation X («) induces the first map of homotopy colimits below:

hocolim X (m™) L) hocolim X (n™) o o 2 hocolim X(nt).
D(m+) D(mT) (nt)

The second map is induced by the functor ay: 9(m™) — %(n™) and the composite
gives functoriality of Hgy X in the morphism «.

Proposition 12.3 The functor Hg X is a I" —space.
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Proof It remains to show that the Segal maps are weak equivalences. Under the
canonical isomorphism (hocolimg X)” 2 hocolimgn» X", the Segal map

n
§: Hy(n™) — [ [ Ho(1™)
i=1
is identified with the map of homotopy colimits induced by the forgetful functor
u: D(nt) — "
hocolim X (n*) — hocolim X”.
D(n +) an

To show that this is a weak homotopy equivalence, we will apply Lemma A.5 to the
forgetful functor u: @(n™) — %" . For any object d = (d;, ..., dy) of 9", the comma
category (d | u) has initial object id: d — u(6), where 6 is the functor ?(n™) — @

given by:
0(4) =P d;.
icA
This works as written for @ = I and Z. For & =7 (U), the direct sum is not an
object of Z(U). Instead, we choose isometric isomorphisms ¢;: d; — d] such that the
d] are pairwise orthogonal for 1 <i < n. Then define the functor 0 using the internal
direct sum:
0(A) =Y d/CU.
icA

The object [[; ¢i: d — u(6) is an initial object of (d | u). In all cases, the classifying
space of a topological category with initial object is contractible, so Lemma A.5 applies,
yielding the desired weak equivalence. O

From now on, denote the I"—space Hzt* X by Hz X . Notice that if X is a commutative
T-FCP, the inclusions of categories I — 7% and Z(U) — Z7 induce maps of I"'—spaces
H]IUX — HIX and HI(U)X — HIX.

Remark 12.4 The preceding construction is equivalent to the construction of a I'—
space from the permutative category @[ X ] defined by May [19] (see Remark 4.3). In
the case of 9 = Z(U), which is not permutative, one must use the structure of a partial
permutative category given by the internal direct sum, as discussed in May’s [18]. Our
construction avoids the use of partial structures because we only need the internal direct
sum in the verification of the I"'—space condition.

The last step in constructing the spectrum of units is converting a I'—space into a
spectrum. Our model for the output will be weak 2—spectra. A weak €2-spectrum X
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is a sequence of spaces X, with spectrum structure maps X, — 2.X, 4+ that are weak
homotopy equivalences. In the language of Mandell, May, Schwede and Shipley [14],
these are the fibrant objects in the category of coordinatized prespectra. Denote the
category of weak Q2—spectra by 9. We will use the term spectrum for this notion
from now on, hoping not to cause confusion with the underlying (LMS) spectrum
of an L—spectrum. Since the spectrum of units of a ring spectrum will never carry
multiplicative structure, we need not model it in a symmetric monoidal category of
spectra: ultimately, we only care about the object it determines in the stable homotopy
category.

There are many different, but equivalent, constructions of a spectrum from a I"—space.
Instead of choosing one, we follow the axiomatic approach of May—Thomason [23]
(I'—spaces are called F—spaces there). The most general input is the notion of an
O—space for a category of operators 0. I"'—spaces and 6—spaces for an E, operad €
are both examples of O—spaces. An O—space Y has an underlying space Y;. An infinite
loop space machine is a functor E from O—spaces (for some category of operators O)
to weak Q2—spectra along with a natural group completion ¢: Y7 — EoY = (EY)y.
The main theorem of [23] shows that any two infinite loop space machines agree up to
natural weak equivalence, so the following definition does not depend on the choice
of E.

Definition 12.5 Let R be a symmetric or orthogonal commutative ring spectrum. The
spectrum of units of R is the output of any infinite loop space machine E applied to
the I'—space given by Construction 12.1 for the commutative FCP GL{ R:

gl,R = EHyGL R, {@ = T for symmetric ring spectra,

% = 7 for orthogonal ring spectra.

Remark 12.6 We could have defined the spectra of units of diagram ring spectra op-
eradically, by applying an infinite loop space machine to the E,—space hocolim GL{ R
(Remark 4.3). In fact, this gives the same homotopy type as Definition 12.5. One can
prove this by applying the uniqueness result of [19] to the permutative category whose
geometric realization is hocolim GL{ R.

We will not use the following result until the comparison with the spectra of units of
E ring spectra, but we record it here since it is immediate from the definitions. It
shows how Construction 12.1 encodes infinite loop space structure in two different
ways. Given an operad 6, a ['€—space is a I'—space X such that each X (4) is a
% —space and the maps induced by morphisms in ['°P are maps of ‘6—spaces.
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Proposition 12.7 Let X' be a commutative Z-FCP. Then Hz)X is a '£—space,
where & is the linear isometries operad.

Proof By Proposition A.12, Z(U) is an ¥£—category. Let
u: obZ(U)(n*) — (obZ(U))"

be the object map of the forgetful functor 6 — (64,...,68,). Define an $£—space
structure on ob Z(U ) (n1) by letting y € £(j) acton (!,...,607)eobZ(U)(nT)/ by

y(0',...,07): A— y(O (A) & - - ® 6/ (4)), where A P(n™).
Since this agrees with the product $£—space structure on (obZ(U))", the map
u: obZ(U)(n") —> (obZ(U))"
is a map of £—spaces.

Let t": ¥" — (obZ(U))" be the n—fold Cartesian product of the left Z(U)—module
associated to the Z-space X . By Proposition A.12(iv), " is a map of ¥£—spaces. The
left Z(U)(n*)-module associated to the Z(U)(n™)—space X(n™) is the pullback:

X(nt) x"

| |

obZ(U)(nt) —— (obZ(U))"

Since this is the pullback of a diagram of $£—spaces, ¥(n™) is an £—space and the
structure map X(n*) — obZ(U)(n™) is a map of F—spaces.

The space of morphisms mor Z(U)(n™) is the following pullback:

mor Z(U)(n™) (mor Z(U))"

sxtl LSX[

obZ(U)(n+) x obZ(U)(n+) ZX= (0bZ(U))" x (0bZ(U))"

Again this is a pullback diagram of $—spaces, so morZ(U)(A) is an ¥—space and
the source and target maps mor Z(U)(n*) — obZ(U)(n™) are maps of $—spaces.
The left module structure map mor Z(U ) (n™) Xob 20y (n+) X(n ) — X(n™) is defined
using these pullback diagrams and so is a map of £—spaces as well. It follows that
%(nT) is an LZ(U)(n™")-algebra, in the sense of the appendix. By Lemma A.11,
hocolimz(y@m+) X(n) is an £-space. The preceding argument is functorial in the
variable n and so the homotopy colimits hocolimz(yy@n+) X (nt) assemble into a
I'L—space. O
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13 Comparison of units of diagram ring spectra

We will compare the spectra of units of symmetric and orthogonal commutative ring
spectra. First we need some lemmas on homotopy colimits, which will be useful in later
sections as well. For the following, see Remark A.6 on initial objects in topological
categories.

Lemma 13.1 Let % be a topological category with an initial object 0. Let X be
a 9 —space such that for every morphism ¢ of %9, the induced map X (¢) is a weak
homotopy equivalence of spaces. Then for any object d of %, the inclusion

X(d) — hocolimg X
is a weak homotopy equivalence.
The proof given by Mandell and Shipley [15, 6.2] for ordinary categories also applies
to topological categories.

When X is a fibrant 9—space in the positive model structure, X (¢): X(d) — X(d')
is only an equivalence for d # 0, so the previous lemma does not apply. A serious
technical result provides the same conclusion:

Lemma 13.2 (Bokstedt) Let % =1 orZ. Let X be a @—space and let 9, denote
the full subcategory of % consisting of objects d > n for I and V with dim(V) > n
for T. Suppose that every morphism d — d’ in %~, induces a A—connected map
X(d) — X(d’). Then for d € ob%-,,, the inclusion X (d) — hocolimg X is at least
(A — 1)—connected.

This goes back to Bokstedt’s THH preprints [5]. For a published proof, see Brun [6,
2.5.1].

Lemma13.3 Let% =1 orZ' and suppose that X (¢) is a weak equivalence for every
morphism ¢ in D~ ¢. Then the inclusion

hocolimg_, X —> hocolimg, X

is a homotopy equivalence.
For a proof, see [15, 6.4]. The proof there for T works for Z as well.

Lemma 13.4 [23,2.3] Lety: X — Y be a map of I" —spaces such that the map of
underlying spaces V1: X; — Y1 is a weak homotopy equivalence. Then E is a weak
equivalence of spectra.
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Lemma 13.5 Let X — Y be a weak homotopy equivalence of commutative 1 —-FCPs.
Then the induced map EHy X — EH1Y is a weak equivalence of spectra. Similarly, a
weak homotopy equivalence of commutative Z—-FCPs induces a weak equivalence of
spectra EHT X — EH7Y .

Proof Here is the proof for [-FCPs. The orthogonal case is essentially identical. By
Lemma 13.4, it suffices to show the map of spaces Hy X; — HpY; is an equivalence.
By definition, Hy X7 = hocolimy X . Since X — Y is a weak homotopy equivalence,
the result follows. |

The following proposition compares the output of Construction 12.1 when fed Z—FCPs
and their underlying I-FCPs.

Proposition 13.6 Let X be a fibrant commutative Z—FCP. Then there is a natural
weak equivalence of spectra EH7 X ~ EHy(UX).

Proof The inclusion of categories I — 7 induces a map of I"—spaces HfUX — Hz X .
We will show that this induces a weak equivalence of spectra. Fix d > 0. Because
X and UX are positive fibrant, Lemma 13.2 implies that the horizontal maps in the
following commutative diagram are weak homotopy equivalences:

UX(d) — hocolimy UX

| |

X(R?) —— hocolimy X

Thus the vertical arrow of homotopy colimits is a weak homotopy equivalence. By
Lemma 13.4, the associated map of spectra is a weak equivalence. a

We are ready to prove the comparison theorem for the units of symmetric and orthogonal
ring spectra. Before stating the result, we need to know that GL{ descends to a functor
on homotopy categories.

Lemma 13.7 For symmetric and orthogonal ring spectra and commutative ring spectra,
the functor GL] preserves fibrant objects and weak equivalences between fibrant
objects.

Proof Consider the case of a fibrant (commutative) symmetric ring spectrum R

(the orthogonal case is essentially identical). Since 2° is right Quillen, the (com-
mutative) [-FCP Q°®R is fibrant in the (positive) model structure. Restricting the
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equivalences Q" R,, — Q" R, to the stably unital components, we get equivalences
("R — (R"R,)™ (for m > 1 in the commutative case). Hence GL{ R is fibrant
in the (positive) stable model structure.

Next, suppose that f: R — R’ is a stable equivalence of fibrant (commutative) sym-
metric ring spectra. By [14, 8.11], f is a (positive) level equivalence of symmetric
spectra. Since mo(R) — mo(R’) is an isomorphism of monoids, the induced map of
pullbacks (2" R,)* — (Q"R),))* is a weak homotopy equivalence (for n > 1 in the
commutative case). Thus GL] /" is a (positive) level equivalence. By Lemma 13.3, a
positive level equivalence is a weak homotopy equivalence, so we have proved that
GL7 preserves weak equivalences between fibrant objects. a

It follows that in both the associative and the commutative settings, GL{ has a right
derived functor RGLS. By Lemma 13.5, the functor gl; preserves weak equivalences
between fibrant objects. Hence gl; also has a right derived functor Rg/; from the
homotopy category of commutative ring spectra to the homotopy category of spectra.
Next, we make the comparison of the FCPs GL7:

Proposition 13.8 The following diagrams commute:

M3y <2 Moy ho MS¥ —E ho Mgy
GL? l lGLI RGLS j l RGL®
M1 <—— MIU ho MIU ——> ho MZU

The diagrams of commutative monoids (with C replacing M ) also commute.

Proof Let R be an orthogonal ring spectrum. Then UR is a semistable symmetric
ring spectrum, so GL]UR may be identified with the following pullback of I—-FCPs:

GL{UR —— Q°*UR

L]

(mgUR)* —— moUR

Since Q°*UR = UQ®*R and 7gUR = o R, U takes the pullback diagram of Z-FCPs
defining GL] R to the displayed pullback. U preserves pullbacks, so we have a natural
isomorphism UGL] R = GL]UR. This gives the diagram on the left. The second
diagram commutes by applying Proposition 5.2.

The same proof works in the commutative setting, but for the second diagram we use
the Quillen equivalence of categories of commutative monoids instead of monoids
when we apply Proposition 5.2. a
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Theorem 13.9 The following diagrams commute:

ho CSY RU ho C9F ho CSY LF ho C$Y

ho ¥ ho ¥4

Proof The diagram on the left can be expanded into the diagram:

RU

ho CSY ho C$Y
RGLTL LRGLT
ho CTAU RU ho CTAU
EHy EHt
ho 9%

The upper square commutes by Proposition 13.8. Since the right derived functors are
calculated by fibrant approximation, Proposition 13.6 applies, proving that the lower
triangle commutes.

The second diagram is:

ho CSY LF ho C$Y
RGL;l LRGLI
ho CTAU LF ho CTAU
ho ¥4

The top square commutes by Proposition 13.8. For the lower triangle, notice that the
following natural transformation is an isomorphism:

EHin
EFEHi —— EHIRULP ~ EH7 LP.
Here the displayed isomorphism is the commutativity of the triangle in the previous

diagram and the unit 7 of the adjunction (LP, RU) is an isomorphism by the Quillen
equivalence of Theorem 6.2. a
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14 Comparison of units of orthogonal and E ., ring spectra

We now make the comparison between the spectra of units of commutative orthogonal
ring spectra and Eo, ring spectra. They must first be compared at the space level:

Proposition 14.1 The following diagrams commute:

#
MSS < — ML ho M$¥ —=N ho MY[L]
GLIl lGLl RGLIj jRGLl
M <~ MAUL] ho MZ9 —= ho MU[L]

The diagrams of commutative monoids (with C replacing M ) also commute.

Proof We consider the diagram on the left first. The second diagram will follow by
Proposition 5.2 as usual. GL} is the composite of Q° and the functor of Z—FCPs:
X +— X, Similarly, the functor GL; from A ring spectra to IL.—space monoids is
the composite of 27° and the functor taking an L—space monoid Y to the pullback

Y> Y

L

7T0YX _— JT()Y.

Using the diagram in Proposition 10.1 that compares Q°® with N* and Q¥, it suffices
to prove that Q#(Y*) = (Q*Y)* for an L—space monoid Y .

The components of the space Q*Y (V) are given by
70Q*Y (V) = moU[LI(Q* (V). Y) > moY.

where the map sends a homotopy class [ f] to the component of its image in Y. This
is well-defined because Q*(V) =Z.(V ® U, U) is contractible. The FCP structure on
Q™Y is defined in terms of the multiplication ¥ ¢ Y — Y and the strong symmetric
monoidal structure map Q*(V) Mg Q*(W) =~ Q*(V & W). It follows that the
FCP multiplication moQ*Y (V) x moQ*Y (W) — moQ*Y(V @ W) agrees with the
multiplication on 7y} coming from the L—space monoid structure.

Using the notation established right before diagram (11.2), we have an isomorphism of
FCPs 7[Q"Y = moY . Therefore, Q" takes the pullback diagram defining ¥ to the
pullback diagram (11.2) defining (Q*Y)*. Since Q* preserves pullbacks, we have a
natural isomorphism Q*(Y*) 2= (Q*Y)*. O
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To compare the associated spectra of units, we need to compare the output of different
infinite loop space machines. This is the technical thrust of May and Thomason’s
uniqueness theorem [23] for infinite loop space machines, whose methods and notation
we follow for the next proposition. The Segal machine S is an infinite loop space
machine defined on I"'—spaces. Let E be any infinite loop space machine defined on
$—spaces. Let Y be a '£-space with n'" $£—space ¥, = Y (n™) and let ¥ denote
the underlying I"—space obtained by forgetting the £—space structures.

Proposition 14.2 There is a natural weak equivalence of spectra SY ~ EY.

Proof Applying the infinite loop space machine E to each ¥£—space Y, we have
a sequence of spectra E'Y, such that for m fixed, nt — E,Y, defines a I'—space
E,,Y . Applying the Segal machine S to each of these ["—spaces, we have spectra
SE,Y for m > 0. From here the proof is the same as the proof of [23, 2.5]. By
properties of the Segal machine, there are weak equivalences

S
SEnY =5 SQEmi1Y — QSEpmi, Y,

and thus the spectra SE;,Y comprise a bispectrum. The “up-and-across” theorem [23,
3.9] then yields an equivalence of spectra SEqY ~ SoEY . Taking group completions
into account leads to a zig-zag of weak equivalences:

SY =>SEyY ~ SoEY < EY;. |

If X is a commutative Z-FCP, we may construct a spectrum by applying the Segal
machine S to the I'-space Hz X or by applying E to the £—space hocolim s X . The
two outputs are equivalent:

Proposition 14.3 Let X be a commutative Z—-FCP. There is a natural chain of weak
equivalences of spectra SHz X ~ E hocolimys X .

Proof The chain of weak equivalences is:

SHrX <= SHrqnX ~ E(HrqnX)1 <— E hocglim X.

The inclusion of categories Z(U) — Z induces a weak homotopy equivalence of
spaces hocolimz(yy) X' — hocolimz X' by Lemma A.5. The first equivalence in the
chain follows by Lemma 13.4. For the middle equivalence, apply Proposition 14.2
to the I"'£—space Hzy)X (Proposition 12.7). For the last equivalence, consider the
inclusions of categories J — Z(U) — Z. The composite induces a weak equivalence
of homotopy colimits by Proposition 9.4. The second inclusion also induces a weak
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equivalence as just mentioned. Thus the first inclusion induces a weak equivalence
hocolim 7 X — hocolimz ) X . Since this is a map of £—spaces (Proposition A.12(v)),
it induces the last weak equivalence of spectra after applying E. O

We may now compare the spectra of units of commutative orthogonal ring spectra and
E ring spectra:

Theorem 14.4 The following diagrams commute:

#
ho CSY RN ho CH[L] ho C$Y LN ho CH[L]
ho #2 ho ¥

Proof We will do the diagram on the right first. We choose to use the Segal machine
in the definition of g/; for commutative orthogonal ring spectra (Definition 12.5). The
diagram is:

ho C$Y LN ho C¥[L]
RaGLY l LRGLI
L
ho CZA1 2 ho CUJL]
SH; %
ho ¥4

The square commutes by Proposition 14.1. For the triangle, let X be a cofibrant
commutative Z—FCP. We will prove in Proposition 18.15 that the map of £—spaces
&: QX — OX from Lemma 9.7 and the canonical projection

m: hocolim 7 X — colimy X

are both weak homotopy equivalences. Observe that the £—space action on hocolim 7 X
specified in Proposition A.12 is defined so that 7 is a map of ¥—spaces. Combined with
the isomorphism of £—spaces colim s X = QX from Lemma 9.6, we have exhibited
a natural chain of weak homotopy equivalences of £—spaces QX =~ hocolim s X .
Along with Proposition 14.3, this gives a chain of weak equivalences

SHzX =~ E hocolimy X ~ EQX.
Thus the triangle commutes.

The diagram on the left commutes by Proposition 14.1, the Quillen equivalence (Q, Q¥)
and the triangle in the other diagram, exactly as in the proof of Theorem 13.9. a
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15 Construction of the model structure on diagram spaces

In this section we construct the model structures on I—spaces and Z-spaces used
throughout the paper. The analogous model structures on diagram spectra are con-
structed in [14], which is the source for many of the arguments in this section.

The model structure on commutative monoids in @—spaces will require an underlying
positive model structure on @ —spaces, just as for diagram spectra. We will work at a
level of generality that subsumes all variants by fixing the following data:

Input data 15.1 Fix a pair (9, 94 ) consisting of a symmetric monoidal topological
category (9, @, 0) whose unit object 0 is an initial object (see Remark A.6) and a full
subcategory @+ C 9. The categories 9 and %+ must satisfy the following conditions:

(i) Given a 9—space X, there exists an associated left @—module & — ob % (see
the appendix for this terminology) and this association is functorial. Furthermore,
if X — Y is alevel-wise fibration of %—spaces, then & — ¥ is a fibration of
spaces.

(i) The inclusion of categories ¥+ — 9% induces a natural weak equivalence of
homotopy colimits:

hocolimg , X —=> hocolimg, X.
(iii) Suppose that for every morphism ¢: d — d’ of %, the induced map
X(¢): X(d) — X(d')

is a weak equivalence. Then for every d € ob%, the inclusion of X (d) into
the homotopy colimit is a weak equivalence:

X(d) => hocolimg, X.

94 is the subcategory determining the relative level model structure that we start with.
For example, the positive level model structure corresponds to the case where % is
the full subcategory of % without 0. Condition (i) is required in order for homotopy
colimits over 9 to be defined and is automatically satisfied if ob % is discrete.

We now define the model structure on %—spaces relative to (2, 94 ). First consider the
% 4 —relative level model structure on 29U, (also known as the relative projective model
structure). This has weak equivalences the @4 level equivalences (X (d) — Y(d) a
weak equivalence of spaces for each d € ob %), fibrations the level fibrations and
cofibrations defined by the left lifting property (LLP) with respect to acyclic fibrations.
The generating cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations are given as follows. Let I be
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the set of inclusions of spaces i: §” — D"*1 for n > —1 (where S~! = @), and let
J be the set of inclusions ig: D" — D" x [0, 1] for n > 0. The sets I and J are the
generating cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations for the underlying model structure on
L. Given an object d of @, the functor Fy: U — DU is left adjoint to evaluation on
the object d . Define

FiI={Fji|deob@y,icl} and FyJ={F;j|decobBy,jeJ}

Then Fy I and FJ are the generating cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations for the
9% 4 —relative level model structure on % .

We will refer to the fibrations and weak equivalences of the % —relative level model
structure as level fibrations and level equivalences (leaving reference to %4 implicit).
The cofibrations of the level model structure will simply be called cofibrations as they
coincide with the cofibrations in the new model structure.

Amap f: X — Y of Y—spaces is a weak homotopy equivalence if the induced map
of homotopy colimits over & is a weak homotopy equivalence of spaces:

f«: hocolimg X —> hocolimg, Y.

A map p: E — B of @—spaces is a fibration if it has the right lifting property (RLP)
with respect to the acyclic cofibrations. Notice that since the homotopy colimit functor
preserves tensors with spaces, pushouts and sequential colimits, the weak equivalences
are well-grounded.

The main result of this section is:

Theorem 15.2 Suppose that (@, D) satisfies the hypotheses of Input data 15.1. Then
the category of % —spaces is a compactly generated topological model category with
respect to the cofibrations, fibrations and weak homotopy equivalences. The model
structure is constructed as a left Bousfield localization of the % 4 —relative level model
structure on 9°U.

The case 94+ = 9 is the most important one, and we will refer to that case as the

absolute model structure when necessary for clarity. The examples we will need are:

(1) @ =94 =1: the (absolute) model structure on I—spaces.
2) =1, D4+ =1I-¢: the positive model structure on I—spaces.
(3) D=9, =7I': the (absolute) model structure on " —spaces.

4 9=1I", 9, = Iio: the positive model structure on IT—spaces.
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Remark 15.3 We define the absolute and positive model structures on Z—spaces by
transferring structure across the equivalence of categories ZU — 7t that is induced by
the equivalence It > 7. 1tis straightforward to see that the resulting model structures
on Z—spaces are well-defined and compactly generated by the images of the generating
sets under the prolongation ZT — 7.

Proposition 15.4 Examples (1)—(4) all satisfy the hypotheses of Input data 15.1.

Proof In all cases, condition (i) is given by Construction A.3 and Lemma A.7. For
(1) and (3), condition (ii) is automatically satisfied and (iii) follows from Lemma 13.1.
For (2) and (4), condition (ii) is Lemma 13.3 and condition (iii) is Lemma 13.2. O

The proof of Theorem 15.2 takes up the rest of this section. A morphism ¢: ¢ — d
in 94 induces a natural transformation ¢*: F; — F, of functors U — %°U. Let
Ay = @*(x): Fg(x) — Fc(*) be the component of this natural transformation at *.
By the Yoneda Lemma, Fy(*) is the represented 9—space D[d] = D(d, —). Factor
Ag: D[d] — D|c] into a cofibration k4 followed by a level acyclic fibration 74 using
the mapping cylinder M A4 of A4 (defined level-wise):

kg re
Ag: D[d] —> M Ay —> D[c].

Starting with kg and any i: $" — D" in the set I of generating cofibrations,
passage to pushouts yields the pushout product:

kyOi: (@[d]x D" Uggyxsn (MAg x S™) —> Mg x D" 1.

Let kg O 1 ={kyOi|i € I}. Notice that A4 is a weak homotopy equivalence, since
hocolimg %[d] and hocolimg %[c] are both contractible. Hence each kg is a weak
homotopy equivalence. Define K to be the union of F4J and the sets kg (1 I over
all morphisms ¢ of @4 . K will be the set of generating acyclic cofibrations and F4 7
will be the set of generating cofibrations for the model structure on %°U.

Proposition 15.5 A map p: E — B satisfies the RLP with respect to K if and only
if p is a level fibration and the induced map E(c) — E(d) xp(g) B(c) is a weak
equivalence for all ¢: ¢ — d in D .

Proof Since FJ C K and level fibrations are precisely the maps satisfying the RLP
with respect to F+J, we assume that p is a level fibration and then show that for
each morphism ¢ of @, p satisfies the RLP with respect to kg O I if and only if
E(c) — E(d) xp(a) B(c) is a weak homotopy equivalence.
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By [14, 5.16], p has the RLP with respect to kg (I I if and only if the following map
of morphism spaces has the RLP with respect to /:

QDOLL(]C;;, p*)i QDO-U,(M)\.(ﬁ, E) — @%(@[d], E) Xgu(@[d],B) @OUJ(M)W;, B).

The latter condition means that QZ)GIL(k;, D+) is an acyclic Serre fibration. Since kg is
a cofibration and p is a level fibration, we know that gbou(k;;, Px«) is a Serre fibration
because the level model structure is topological. Hence p satisfies the RLP with respect
to kg O I if and only if 9U(ky, p«) is a weak equivalence of spaces.

Since the canonical fibration rg: M Ay — D[c] is a weak equivalence, DU(kg, px) is
a weak equivalence if and only if

DULY, px): DU(D[c], E) — DU(D[d], E) Xgaya[d),B) DU (D|c], B)
is a weak equivalence. This map is isomorphic to the induced map to the pullback
E(c) — E(d) xBa) B(c),
so the proof is complete. a

Corollary 15.6 The trivial map F — x satisfies the RLP with respect to K if and
only if F(¢): F(c) — F(d) is a weak equivalence for every ¢: ¢ — d in Dy .

We will need to understand how the fiber of a level-wise fibration £ — B relates
to the fiber of hocolimg, £ — hocolimg, B. For the following lemma, we fix a map
b: x — B, giving compatible basepoints in each space B(d).

Lemma 15.7 Suppose that p: E — B is a level fibration of %—spaces with fiber
F = E}, over b: x — B. Choose a point x € B% and also write * for its image under
the induced map of homotopy colimits
b
B% = hocolimg,(*) —> hocolimg B.

Then in the following morphism of homotopy fiber sequences

Fi(q) Fi(p)

hocolimg, F —— hocolimg, £
o |»

B% - hocolimg, B
b

(1) the map F«(q) —> Fx«(p) of homotopy fibers is a weak equivalence, and
(i) hocolimg F is weak homotopy equivalent to the homotopy fiber F.(p).
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Proof Each space F(d) is the pullback of the fibration p(d): E(d) — B(d) over
the point b: * — B(d). These pullbacks assemble into a pullback square of left
%-modules:

F—¢
(15.8) q l j P
obY —RB
This pullback induces a pullback of topological homotopy colimits:
hocolimg, F —— hocolimg, E

"l !

B% hocolimg, B

By condition (i) on (@, %+), both of the vertical arrows in (15.8) are fibrations, so
we may apply Lemma A.7. It follows that g« and ps are quasifibrations. Since the
square is a pullback, the fibers of ¢ and p over * are isomorphic. Thus the map of
homotopy fibers Fy(g) — Fx(p) is a weak homotopy equivalence, proving (i). To
prove (ii), recall that the category % has an initial object, and so the classifying space
B% is contractible. Thus the inclusion Fy(g) — hocolimg F' of the homotopy fiber of
q is a weak equivalence. Along with the weak equivalence of homotopy fibers, this
gives a chain of weak equivalences between hocolimg F and Fi(p). a

We can now establish the crucial step in setting up the model structure:

Proposition 15.9 Suppose that p: E — B is a weak homotopy equivalence satisfying
the RLP with respect to K. Then p is a level acyclic fibration.

Proof As p has the RLP with respect to F1J, it is a level fibration. We must show
that it is a level equivalence. Choose a map b: * — B and let F' = E} be the pullback
of p: E — B over b. Lemma 15.7 implies that hocolimg F is equivalent to the
homotopy fiber of a weak equivalence:

hocolimg, F — hocolimg, E = hocolimg, B.

Hence 7y hocolimg ' = 0. By the pullback square, F' — * satisfies the RLP with
respect to K. Corollary 15.6 implies that the maps F(¢) are weak homotopy equiva-
lences for all morphisms ¢ of % . By assumption (iii) on (%, %), for every object
d of @4, the inclusion F(d) — hocolimg F is a weak homotopy equivalence. Thus
7« F(d) = 0. This means that the maps p(d): E(d) — B(d) are weak homotopy
equivalences for all objects d of %, proving that p is a level equivalence. a
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Lemma 15.10 A retract of a relative K—cell complex is an acyclic cofibration.

Proof The maps in K are all weak equivalences and /i—cofibrations. Since the weak
equivalences are well grounded, this implies that every retract of a relative K—cell
complex is a weak equivalence. The maps in K are also cofibrations, so by the closure
properties of cofibrations in the level model structure, every retract of a relative K—cell
complex is a cofibration. |

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 15.2, we invoke the following criterion for
compactly generated model categories:

Theorem 15.11 [22,4.5.6] Suppose that € is a bicomplete category with a subcat-
egory of weak equivalences satisfying the two out of three property. Let I and J be
compact sets of maps in € satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) Every relative J —cell complex is a weak equivalence.

(b) A map has the RLP with respect to I if and only if it is a weak equivalence and
has the RLP with respect to J .

Then € is a compactly generated model category with generating cofibrations I and
generating acyclic cofibrations J .

Here a set of maps [ is said to be compact if for every domain object X of a map in
I and every relative I —cell complex Zy — Z, the induced map colim€(X, Z,) —
%(X, Z) is an isomorphism.

In our situation, the generating cofibrations are F; I and the generating acyclic cofibra-
tions are K. Using the adjunction between F}, and evaluation at level n, compactness of
F4 I and K follows from compactness of spheres and disks. Condition (a) follows from
Lemma 15.10. Proposition 15.9 shows that weak homotopy equivalences satisfying the
RLP with respect to K satisfy the RLP with respect to F4 1. This is one direction of
condition (b). For the other, suppose that f satisfies the RLP with respect to F 1, ie
f is alevel acyclic fibration. Since f is a level equivalence, it is a weak homotopy
equivalence, so we only need to show that f satisfies the RLP with respect to K.
Using the level model structure, f satisfies the RLP with respect to cofibrations. It
follows from Lemma 15.10 that f satisfies the RLP with respect to relative K—cell
complexes. In particular, f satisfies the RLP with respect to K. Thus conditions (a)
and (b) are satisfied, so Theorem 15.11 gives the compactly generated model structure
on ¥—spaces. This concludes the proof of Theorem 15.2.
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16 The equivalence of I—spaces and Z-spaces

We will now prove that the prolongation and forgetful functors comprise a Quillen
equivalence between [—spaces and Z—spaces. We first record a standard consequence
of Boksted’s Lemma 13.2, known as the “telescope lemma”.

Lemma 16.1 Suppose that X is an [ —space such that X (n) is A,—connected, where
{An} is an unbounded nondecreasing sequence of integers. Then the inclusion of
categories J — 1 induces a weak homotopy equivalence of homotopy colimits:

hocolimy X —> hocolimy X.

Lemma 16.2 Let Z[n] = Z(R", —) be the T —space represented by R". Restricting
Z[n] to an I —space, the inclusion of categories J — I induces a weak homotopy equiv-
alence hocolimy Z[n] — hocolimy Z[n]. Furthermore, hocolimy Z[n] is contractible.

Proof We need to show that the following map of homotopy colimits is a weak
homotopy equivalence:

hocolim Z(R", R*) —> hocolim Z(R", R¥).
kel kel

The space Z(R", R¥) is the Stiefel manifold of n—frames in R*, which is (k —n—1)—
connected. Thus, Z[n] satisfies the conditions for Lemma 16.1, which gives the weak
homotopy equivalence of homotopy colimits.

For the second claim, notice that the maps Z(R", R*) = Z(R", R**1) are closed
inclusions of manifolds. Therefore, there is a weak homotopy equivalence

Z.(R", R®) = colimy Z[n] => hocolimy Z[n].
Since the space of isometries Z.(R", R®®) is contractible, the result follows. a
Proposition 16.3 Let X be a cofibrant [ —space. Both of the following maps are weak
homotopy equivalences:

(1) The unit n: X — UPX of the adjunction (P, U).

(i) The map hocolimy PX — hocolimy PX induced by the inclusion of categories
J—1.

Proof The PP, U and the homotopy colimit functors all commute with colimits, includ-

ing tensors with spaces. Since weak equivalences are well-grounded, we may assume
that X is an F/—cell complex and induct up the cell structure. Hence it suffices to prove
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ether claim for a represented [—space X = F, ,]II(*) = [[n]. Since their right adjoints
are isomorphic by inspection, there is a natural isomorphism ]P’F,]lI ~ F 112”' Hence (ii)
follows from Lemma 16.2. For (i), we need to show that n: I[n] — Z[n] is a weak
homotopy equivalence. We have the canonical level equivalence e: B(x,I,1) — *,
so hocolimy I[[n] is contractible. By Lemma 16.2, the target hocolimy Z[x] is also
contractible. Therefore 7 is a weak homotopy equivalence. a

Theorem 16.4 The prolongation functor P: IU — ZU and the forgettul functor
U: ZU — U induce a Quillen equivalence of the stable model structures.

Proof By the characterization of fibrations given in Proposition 15.5, U preserves
fibrations. Acylic fibrations and level acyclic fibrations coincide and U preserves level
equivalences, so U preserves acyclic fibrations. Thus (IP, U) is a Quillen adjunction.

By [10, 1.3.16], (P, U) is a Quillen equivalence if U detects weak equivalences
between fibrant objects and for cofibrant I —spaces X, the composite

(16.5) x L urx 2 URPY

of the unit of the adjunction with the map induced by fibrant approximation r: P X —
RP X is a weak equivalence. Suppose that f: X — Y is a map of fibrant Z—spaces
such that Uf is a weak equivalence. By Lemma 13.1, the vertical arrows in the
following commutative diagram are weak homotopy equivalences:

hocolimz X # hocolimz Y

:T T:

X(0) Y(0)

:L L:

U
hocolimy UX —f> hocolimy UY

Hence the top map is a weak homotopy equivalence, so U detects weak equivalences
between fibrant objects.
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By Proposition 16.3(ii), 1 is a weak homotopy equivalence, so we just need to show that
Ur is a weak homotopy equivalence. Consider the following commutative diagram:

hocolimg PX —2’ hocolimy RPX

~

Ls

hocolimy PX — hocolimy RPX <— (RPX)(0)

%

hocolim 7 PX —— hocolim s RPX

1

hocolimz PX LA hocolimz RPX

The four maps from (RPX)(0) are weak homotopy equivalences by Lemma 13.1. The
fibrant approximation map r induces a weak homotopy equivalence by definition. The
three vertical maps on the left are weak homotopy equivalences by Proposition 16.3(i),
Lemma A.5 and Proposition 9.4. It follows that Ur is also a weak homotopy equiva-
lence. i

17 The model structure on FCPs

In this section we will construct the model structure on the category of %—-FCPs, where
% =1 or Z. The main technical point is the following lemma.

Lemma 17.1 If X is a cofibrant % —space, then the functor X Xg, (—) preserves weak
homotopy equivalences.

Proof We may assume that X is an F/—cell complex. Since applying (—) X Y to
an h—cofibration is again an /s—cofibration, and weak equivalences of %—spaces are
well-grounded, we may induct over the cell structure of X . It now suffices to prove
the result when X = F; (%) = 9[d].

Let Y be a 9—space. By a comparison of right adjoints, we have a natural isomorphism
@[dIXR Y)n) = 9(d & —,n) Qg Y. Write Aut(c) = Autg(c) for the group of
automorphisms of an object ¢ of &, and notice that Aut(c) is a compact Lie group
in both of our examples. By the coequalizer description of the coend, there is an
isomorphism

(17.2) D(d & —.1) ® Y = Aut(1) X aue) Y ().
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where ¢ is an object of 9 with a chosen isomorphism d @ ¢ =~ n. The group Aut(c)
acts on Aut(n) via the group homomorphism d & —: Aut(c) — Aut(n), and the iso-
morphism is natural in the variable n. Evaluating the level-wise homotopy equivalence
€: B(@,%,Y)— Y at ¢ induces a map

id xe(c): Aut(n) Xaue) B(D(—,¢),D,Y) —> Aut(n) Xayuyc) Y (¢)

of fiber bundles over Aut(n)/Aut(c). Since it is a homotopy equivalence on each
fiber, id xe(c) is a homotopy equivalence. The definition of ¢ and naturality give a
commutative diagram

Aut(n) X awe) B@(—. ). 9, Y) — D Aut(n) xpuey Y (©)
B(@(d@—,n),@, Y) p @(dEB—,n) ®@ Y,

where the right vertical arrow is the identification (17.2) and the left vertical arrow
passes Aut(n) Xaui(c) (—) through the bar construction and then uses (17.2) (with
Y =9(d’, —)) level-wise. It follows that 7 is a homotopy equivalence as well.

We will now consider the homotopy colimit of the map 7 over n. The canonical
interchange isomorphism and the level-wise homotopy equivalence B(x, %, %) >~ *
give a homotopy equivalence:

B(x,9,B@(d®—,—),9,Y)) =~ B(B(*,%9,9(d&®—,—)),9,Y) — B(x,%,7).
All together, we have constructed a natural chain of homotopy equivalences
hocolimg @[d] X Y ~ hocolimg Y.

Therefore @[d] X (—) preserves weak equivalences and the proof is complete. a
We can now deduce the monoid axiom and the pushout-product axiom.

Proposition 17.3 (Monoid axiom) For any acyclic cofibration i: A — X and any %—
space Y, the induced map i Kidy: AKY — X XY is a weak homotopy equivalence
and an h—cofibration. Furthermore, cobase changes and sequential colimits of such
maps are also weak homotopy equivalences and h—cofibrations.

Proof We may assume that i is a relative K—cell complex. Since every cofibration
is in particular an s—cofibration, by inducting over the cell structure of i, we are
reduced to the case when i is a generating acyclic cofibration. In particular, i is an
h—cofibration so i Kidy is as well. Let ¢: Y/ — Y be a cofibrant approximation of
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Y. Since the domain and codomain of the generating cell i: 4 — X are cofibrant,
Lemma 17.1 proves that idg M ¢, idy X ¢ and i Kidy- are all weak equivalences. It
follows that i X idy is a weak equivalence as well. The second claim follows since
weak homotopy equivalences of @—spaces are well-grounded. a

The pushout-product axiom follows from the monoid axiom, as in [14, 12.6]. This
completes the proof that &—spaces is a monoidal model category.

Proposition 17.4 (Pushout-product axiom) Leti: A — X and j: Y — Z be cofi-
brations of % —spaces, and assume that i is a weak homotopy equivalence. Then the
pushout-product

i0j: (XRY)Uygy (AR Z) — XK Z

is a weak homotopy equivalence.

As in the proof of [14, 12.1], we can now deduce the following result using a version
of [34, 4.1] for compactly generated topological model categories.

Theorem 17.5 For % =1 and Z, the category of % —FCPs is a compactly generated
topological model category with fibrations and weak equivalences created by the
forgetful functor to % —spaces. A cofibration of 9 —-FCPs whose source is a cofibrant
9% —space is a cofibration of 9 —spaces. Since the unit 9 —space * is cofibrant, it follows
that every cofibrant %9 —FCP is cofibrant as a % —space,

The following result is an immediate consequence of the Quillen equivalence between
I—spaces and Z-spaces.

Theorem 17.6 The adjunction (P, U) restricts to give a Quillen equivalence between
the categories of I -FCPs and Z—FCPs.

18 The model structure on commutative FCPs

We will now construct the positive model structure on commutative [-FCPs and
commutative Z—-FCPs, then show that they are Quillen equivalent. The arguments are
formally similar to those of [14], and we will not go into full detail when unnecessary.
In order to state the main results in this section, write FI and K4 for the generating
cofibrations and generating acyclic cofibrations for the positive model structure on
%—spaces. The sets CF+ I and CK4 result from applying the free commutative
monoid functor C to the elements of F 1 and K. In this section, we will use & to
denote either I or 7.
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Theorem 18.1 The category C%U of commutative 9 —FCPs is a compactly generated
topological model category with fibrations and weak equivalences created in the positive
stable model structure on % —spaces. The set of generating cofibrations if CF4 I and
the set of generating acyclic cofibrations is CK .

Theorem 18.2 The prolongation functor P and forgetful functor U induce a Quillen
equivalence between the categories of commutative 1 -FCPs and commutative Z—-FCPs.

We will employ an alternative description of the product X in the categories of 1—
spaces and Z—spaces. Recall the diagram category X with objects n and morphisms the
permutations. Consider the category XU of unbased X —spaces. Using the Cartesian
monoidal structure of AU, we have the symmetric monoidal product Xy on XU defined
by left Kan extension of the external Cartesian product along @: £ x ¥ — X. Let *
be the commutative monoid in XU defined by *(n) = * for all n. The product of
x-modules X X, Y is defined as the coequalizer of X —spaces:

X@E*&ZY:X&ZYﬁXg*Y.

To avoid confusion, we will temporarily write the internal product of I—spaces as X.

Proposition 18.3 The category IU of unbased 1 —spaces is isomorphic to the category
of x—modules in XU . Furthermore, this isomorphism is symmetric monoidal: for
[ —spaces X and Y, their product X Xy Y as [ —spaces is naturally isomorphic to their
product X X, Y as x—modules.

Proof A x—module X consists of an underlying functor ¥ — U along with associative
and unital natural transformations

* X X(m) — X(n).

These give the maps X (¢): X(m) — X(n) that define X on the canonical inclusions
t: m — n of [. Since every morphism in I can be factored as a canonical inclusion
followed by a permutation, this gives the extension of X to an I—space. Conversely,
for an T-space X the maps X (¢): X (m) — X(n) define a *—module structure on the
underlying ¥ —space. This correspondence of structures is functorial.

It remains to give a natural isomorphism X Xy Y = X X, Y for [-spaces X and Y.
Both sides of these bifunctors have right adjoints defined by internal function objects
and thus preserve colimits. On the other hand, every I —space is a colimit of represented
I—spaces [[m] = I(m,—). Consequently, it suffices to prove the result for represented
I —spaces:

[[m] Ky 1[n] = 1[m] Xy [[n].
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A long series of adjunctions shows that [[m] Xy [[n] = [[m & n], and the analogous
result is true for represented X —spaces X[m]| = X (m, —) (this is essentially [14, 1.8]).
As a x—module, [[m] is the free *—module * Xy X[m]. The desired isomorphism
follows:

I[[m] Xy I[n] = (x Ky X[m]) Ry (x Xy X[n)) = « Ky, X[m ® n] = [[m & n]
= [[m|XyI[n]. O

The point of considering [—spaces as x—modules is that it makes the computation of
the internal Cartesian product of [—spaces much easier. The product of ¥ -spaces is
given by the formula

(X Ry Y)(m) = [ [ Zmxz,xz, X(@)x Y (b).
a+b=m

We use the coequalizer definition of X to deduce the following:

Lemma 18.4 Let X and Y be [ —spaces. Then (X Wy Y)(m) is the coequalizer of
the following diagram:

]_[ Xm XE xTpx T X(a)xY(c) —= ]_[ Zm X2, xZp X(a) xY(b).
at+b=m at+b=m

Here the top map is defined using the inclusion ¥, x £p — ¥, and the map
X(idg ®): X(a)=X(ad0) — X(adb),

while the bottom map is defined using Xp X ¥, — Xp 4. and
Yide): Y(e)=Y (0D c)— Y (b D).

We have the corresponding results for Z—spaces, proved in the same way. Let O be the
category of finite-dimensional inner product spaces and linear isometric isomorphisms.

Proposition 18.5 The category ZU of Z—spaces is isomorphic to the category of
x*—modules in OU. Furthermore, this isomorphism is monoidal: for Z—spaces X and
Y, their product X X7 Y as T—spaces is naturally isomorphic to their product X X, Y
as x—modules.

The full subcategory of O consisting of the inner product spaces R” is a skeletal
subcategory, so the analog of the coequalizer in Lemma 18.4 may be computed in the
following way. Make the abbreviations O(n) = O(R") and X' (n) = X(R") for an
Z—space X .
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Lemma 18.6 Let X and Y be Z—spaces. Then (X X7 Y)(m) is naturally isomorphic
to the coequalizer of the following diagram:

[T 06m) xo@xowxow X(@ x¥(c)
a+b+c=m

[ ] 00m) x0@yxow@ X(@) x Y (b)
a+b=m

The following lemma is an analog of [14, 15.5]

Lemma 18.7 Let% =1 orZ. Let n > 1, and suppose that K is a ¥, —equivariant CW
complex. Let d # 0 be an object of & and let X be a %—space. Then the quotient map

gn: EXpxz, Fyon KR X —> Fyon K/, R X

is a level-wise homotopy equivalence. More generally, if (ny,...,n;) is a j—tuple of
positive integers, (dy, .. .,d}) is a j—tuple of objects of % with each d; # 0, and K is
a(¥p x---x an)—equivariant CW complex, then the quotient map qp, ,....n; defined
on the % —space

(EXp, XX Eznj) XSy XX B Fd?nlea---@d@nj KX X

J

by collapsing EXy, X --- X EXy,; to a point is a level-wise homotopy equivalence.
Proof We will give the proof for Z—spaces; the argument for I[—spaces is similar.
For ease of notation, we assume without loss of generality that the object d is of the
form R? . We have isomorphisms Fyen K(a) = Z(R"?, R%)x K = O(a) X 0(a—nd) K,
where the group X, permutes the entries of the n—fold product d®” and acts on K.
By the description of X in Lemma 18.6, (Fgn K(a) X X')(m) is the coequalizer of:

[ 00m) xo@-nd)xowm)xow) K x X(c)

a+b+c=m

]_[ O(m) Xo(a—nd)x o) K x X (D)
a+b=m

In the coequalizer, all summands are identified with the (a, b) = (nd, m—nd) summand,
which is left unchanged, so we have

(Fgon KR X)(m) = O(m) Xo@m—nd) K x X(m —nd).
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The group X, acts on K and acts on O(nd) by permuting the summands in (R%)”,
and thus acts on O(m) via the inclusion O(nd) — O(m). Passing to orbits, we have

(Fgon K/ Zy R X)(m) = O(m) X5, x0(m—nd) K x X(m —nd)
and similarly
(EXy xx, Fgon KR X)(m) = (EX, x O(m)) X3, x0(m-nd) K X X(m —nd).

The quotient map E ¥, x O(m) — O(m) is a (X, x O(m—nd))—equivariant homotopy
equivalence. This proves the first claim. The second claim is proved in the same way,
but with more expansive notation. a

In order to make inductive arguments over cell attachments, we will use a certain
filtration on the pushout CB Ucy X of a commutative FCP along a free map of
commutative FCPs C f: CA — CB. We first describe a filtration on the n—fold X—
product of a pushout of %—spaces. This material is described in more generality in [27,
Sections A.6 and A.15] and is also related to the filtration in [8, Section 12].

Given twomaps f: A— B and g: A’ — B’, the pushout product f [ g is the induced
map
fOg: BRA Uygy ARNB —> BR B

We write 57" 0" f — B®" for the n—fold iterated pushout product of f. Now let

x<E 4l B

be a diagram of @—spaces and write P(g, f) for its pushout.

Lemma 18.8 There is a sequence of % —spaces P}'(g. /) and maps

X®" = P(g. f) — P{(g. ) —> - —> Pl(g. ) = P(g. /)™

whose composite is the canonical map X®" — P (g, f)®". The spaces P (g, f) can
be inductively described by X, —equivariant pushout squares of the form:

. . id = O . .
nxs, xx, XBODR Q! f _ams n Xz, xx, XBO) K B

l |

P (g. /) Pi(g. /)

Furthermore, if f is a generating positive cofibration in F. I , then the maps id X f5¢
and P! (g, f)— P/'(g, f) are h—cofibrations of % —spaces.
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See [27, A.8] for a construction of the filtration. The claim about s —cofibrations follows
from Lemma 18.12 below.

Let f: A — B be a map of Y—spaces and let X and Y be commutative 9—FCPs.
Consider the following pushout diagram of commutative %—FCPs,

CA—X
o
CB——Y,

in which the map CA — X is induced by a map of @Y—spaces g: 4 — X .

Lemma 18.9 There is a sequence of % —spaces
X=PyY —PiY—: - — PY —--.

whose transfinite composition is the canonical map f: X > Y. The %—spaces PpY
can be inductively described by pushout squares of the form

idR fOn /3,
XRQ"f/S —— % x®mBR /5,

| |

Pn—IY P,Y,

where f0": Q" f — B®" js the n—fold iterated pushout-product map. Furthermore, if
£ is a coproduct of generating positive cofibrations in F.y I, then the maps id X fH /%,
and P,_1Y — P,Y are h—cofibrations of %—spaces.

The lemma follows from [27, A.16]. We will apply the filtrations {P/'( f, g)} and
{P,Y} in situations where f is a coproduct of maps in Fy[I:

f=]1Fasia: | [ Fa,S% — | [ Fa,D%"".
o o o
The iterated pushout product f57: Q" f — B®” then takes the form

(18.10) TP = | Foy@-day oy O -+ D) = | | Fa i),

(al,---,an) o

where

ig, O Oig,: S'AST Ao pS9on —s DIt penTt]

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 13 (2013)



1920 John A Lind

is the iterated pushout product of the maps iy: S9¢ — D9eT1 in the category of spaces.
The coproduct runs over sequences ¢ = (&y,...,0,) and the symmetric group X,
acts on f'5” by permuting the sequences. The orbit of the summand of f5” indexed
on the sequence
a=(0g,...,00,...,0j,...,0;)
N——

—_————
ni nj

is isomorphic to:

(I8.11) By x5, x-x5,, Fa, (ic)

.On;
=3, XE"I ]).

x3, F ((8mo...Ody,
X XEn]. do?inIQ"'®d;.i-nj(al o

Lemma 18.12 If f is a coproduct of generating positive cofibrations in F I, then
the iterated pushout product fB" is a ¥, —equivariant h—cofibration of %—spaces.

Proof (Compare [27, 7.1]) The iterated pushout products of the map i, are h—
cofibrations of topological spaces, and the functor Fy preserves h—cofibrations since
it is a left adjoint. Furthermore, we may choose homotopy extensions along iaDk to be
Yy —equivariant, ie the map iaDk is a X —equivariant s—cofibration. It follows that
the map Fg, (ig) is a (Zp, X -+ X Xy, )—equivariant s—cofibration, and after passage
to orbits we see that /5" is a %, —equivariant s—cofibration. a

Proposition 18.13 Let X be a positive cofibrant %—space and let n > 1. Then
EXyxs, X X js also positive cofibrant and the quotient map

qn: EZy xz, XB" — x®/3,
is a weak homotopy equivalence.
Proof The space E3, is a ¥X,—equivariant CW complex constructed with free X, —

cells. The induced filtration on the inclusion X®" — ES, Xy, X @7 is by positive
cofibrations.

For the second claim, we may assume that X is an F1 I —cell complex and induct up
the cellular filtration. Suppose that for all # > 0 the natural transformation

qn: EZp x3, (=) — (—)/Zn
is a weak homotopy equivalence on X®” and let ¥ be the pushout of the diagram

xE 48
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where f =[], f« is a coproduct of maps in F; 1. Apply the functor (—)®” to the
diagram, then consider the filtration P}'( f, g) on Y®” from Lemma 18.8. By analysis
of the pushout diagram describing P}'( f, g), it suffices to prove that g, is a weak
homotopy equivalence on

Suxx,_xz XROTDR QU f and T, xx,_xx, XBOTD R BRI

Using the description of Q° f in (18.10), we see that Q' f is positive cofibrant. Hence
EXixy, Q' f is also positive cofibrant. There is a (X,_; x X;)—equivariant homotopy
equivalence EX, ~ EX, ;x EY;, soby Lemma 17.1, g,—; induces a weak homotopy
equivalence

EZy x5, xs;, XXODRQ [ — XHOD) 5, i R(ES: x5, Q' /).

By analyzing the X; orbits of Q! f as in (18.11) and making use of the second
claim in Lemma 18.7, we see that ¢; induces a level-wise homotopy equivalence on
XBe=D /5, R Q! f. It follows that ¢, induces a weak homotopy equivalence on
YXp Xz, x5 X M- & Qi f. A similar argument shows that ¢, induces a weak
homotopy equivalence on X, X5, _;x¥; XBe=) g BRI 45 well. |

It is an immediate consequence of the proposition that the functor C preserves weak
homotopy equivalences between positive cofibrant %—spaces. In particular, every map
in CK is a weak homotopy equivalence. It is straightforward to prove that the functor
C preserves h—cofibrations of %—spaces, as in [7, XI1.2.3]. We can now use the same
proof as in [14, 15.9, 15.11] to prove the next lemma, which says that CF I and
CK 4 both satisfy the cofibration hypothesis [14, 5.3].

Lemma 18.14 Let L denote either CF+1 or CK 4.

(i) Ifi: A — B is a coproduct of maps in L, then in any pushout diagram of
commutative FCPs
A
|

B ——

— X
|
Y

the cobase change j is an h—cofibration of % —spaces.

(ii) The colimit of a sequence of maps of commutative FCPs that are h—cofibrations
in U is their colimit as a sequence of maps in 9.

Following the proof of [14, 15.4], we see that every relative CK_ —cell complex is
a weak homotopy equivalence. Combined with the cofibration hypothesis for CF 1
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and CK 4, this verifies the hypotheses for the model structure lifting result [14, 5.13].
This completes the construction of the model structure on commutative FCPs and the
proof of Theorem 18.1.

We now turn to proving that the adjunction (P, U) between commutative I-FCPs and
commutative Z—FCPs is a Quillen equivalence. We will use an inductive argument that
is general enough to be useful in a few different circumstances.

Proposition 18.15 For X a cofibrant commutative 1-FCP, the following maps are
weak homotopy equivalences:

(1) The unit n: X — UPX of the adjunction (P, U).

(i) The map hocolimy P X — hocolimy P X induced by the inclusion of categories
J—1.

For X a cofibrant commutative Z—FCP, the following maps are weak homotopy equiv-
alences:

(ili) The map &: QX — QX induced by a choice of one-dimensional subspace of
the universe U (see Section 9, in particular Lemma 9.7).

(iv) The canonical projection m: hocolimy X — colimy X from the homotopy
colimit to the colimit.

Proof Write {: F — G for any of the four maps. We will repeatedly use the fact
that all of the functors in (i)—(iv) preserve colimits and tensors with spaces. First
consider the effect of ¥ on a CF4 I—cell complex constructed in a single stage of cell
attachment. Consider the pushout diagram of commutative FCPs

CA—— %
Y
CB— X,

where f =] fa is a coproduct of generating cofibrations fy: Fp,, S — Fp,,, D211
in F4I. Consider the filtration {P, X} of f given by Lemma 18.9. The diagram
space P, X is the pushout of the diagram

" fD”/En S
Py X «— Q" f/ 5, L2 Ry,

Assume inductively that ¥ is a weak equivalence on P,_;X . Since f5"/%, is an
h—cofibration, it suffices to prove that ¥ is a weak homotopy equivalence on the middle
and right entries.
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Consider the following commutative diagram:

F(ES, x5, 0"f) —Y~ G(E, x5, 0" /)

Fq, l lGQn

FQ" /%) —— = G(Q" [/ Zn)

By the description of Q" f" in (18.10), we see that Q" f is a positive cofibrant diagram
space. Hence EX, xx, Q" f is also positive cofibrant by Proposition 18.13. Each of
the four natural transformations under consideration is a weak homotopy equivalence
on positive cofibrant diagram spaces (Proposition 16.3, Lemma 9.7 and Lemma 9.2).
Thus the top map in the diagram is a weak homotopy equivalence. We will now prove
that the vertical maps in the diagram are weak homotopy equivalences in each of the
three cases.

(i) Recall the description of the domain Q" f of the iterated pushout product in
(18.10). Using the X, —equivariant decomposition into summands of the form (18.11),
we may apply the second claim of Lemma 18.7. This proves that g,: EX,xx, Q" f —
Q" f/ X, is a level-wise homotopy equivalence. Since P commutes with colimits
and is strong symmetric monoidal, there is a natural isomorphism between UPg, and
the map

Ugn: U(EZn x5, Q"(P f) — UQ"(Pf)/ Zn.

The map P f is a coproduct of generating cofibrations in F| JIFI , and so using the
same argument as for Q" f', we see that ¢ is a level-wise homotopy equivalence on
O"™(P ). Since U preserves level-wise homotopy equivalences, the claim follows.

(i1) Since g is a level-wise homotopy equivalence, both hocolimy ¢, and hocolimy ¢,
are weak homotopy equivalences.

(iii) Recall the description of Q" f in (18.10) and set K = S' A S921 Ao A S9on
From the definition of Q we see that

QQ"f/Zn) = xxz, |[ Zel(Vay @+ ®Va,) ®U.U)x K

((X] s'"sal’l)

and

QESy x5, Q") = ESyxz, || Ze((Vay @+ @ Va,) @U.U) x K.

The map Qg induced by projecting EX, to a point is a homotopy equivalence
because the symmetric group acts freely on the coproduct of spaces of isometries.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 13 (2013)



1924 John A Lind

A similar argument using the definition of @ shows that the analogous map Qgy is
also a homotopy equivalence.

(iv) There is a natural isomorphism colimy X = OX (Lemma 9.6), so we have
already proved the claim for the colimit functor. The case of the homotopy colimit
functor is proved in the same way.

Returning to the general case, it now follows that the map ¥ is a weak homotopy
equivalence on Q" f/ X, . A similar argument proves that ¥ is a weak homotopy
equivalence on B¥"/%,,. Thus v is a weak homotopy equivalence on P,Y . Passing
to colimits, we have proved that v is a weak homotopy equivalence on CFy I —cell
complexes constructed in a single stage of cell attachment.

Now we inductively assume that i is a weak homotopy equivalence on CF4 [ —cell
complexes that can be constructed in # stages, and consider the case of an CFy I —cell
complex X that is constructed in n + 1 stages. Write X = X, Kc4 CB, where X,
is a CFy I —cell complex constructed in n stages and C f: CA — CB is induced by
a coproduct f =[] fo of generating cofibrations in F4 1. Following the proof of
[14, 15.9], we write X as a two-sided bar construction X =~ B(X,,CA, CT), where
T =]], Fa, () is a coproduct of free diagram spaces on a point. This bar construction
is proper and all of the functors occurring in (i)—(iii) preserve geometric realization of
simplicial diagram spaces and /—cofibrations, so it suffices to prove that ¥ is a weak
homotopy equivalence on the diagram space of g—simplices:

X, R(CAPIRCT =~ X, RC(ALL---LILALT).

This CFy I —cell complex can be constructed in 7 stages, so the result follows by the
induction hypothesis. |

As a consequence of the weak equivalences (i) and (ii), the proof of Theorem 16.4 can
be extended to prove Theorem 18.2. Notice that the comparison between X (0) and
hocolim X in the cited proof can be replaced by X (1) and hocolim X in the case of
positive fibrant X by use of Lemma 13.2.

Appendix: Topological categories, the bar construction and
Z—-space structures

We gather here the basic theory of bar constructions and homotopy colimits defined
over topological categories. Much of this material has appeared elsewhere (see [9] and
the references therein), but it will be useful to lay out exactly what we need. In this
paper a topological category does not mean a category enriched in topological spaces,
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but rather a category internal to topological spaces. Thus a topological category %
consists of a space of objects ob %, a space of morphisms mor% and structure maps

s, t: mor% — ob 9y,
i:ob% — mor9,

o: mor Y Xopg moryP —> mor P,

that are appropriately associative and unital. Notice that mor % is a space over (ob%)?
via 5 and ¢ and that ob% is a space over (ob%®)? via the diagonal map. We will
further require that i is an s—cofibration of spaces over (ob )2, as holds in all of the
examples that we use. We write 4 xg B for the pullback A X9 B of spaces over
ob%. A left ¥-module & consists of a space ¥ along with a map ¢: & — ob% and
an action map

A mord xg ¥ — %

that is associative and unital. A right @—module ¥ is the same structure except that
we label the structure map by s: ¥ — ob % and 9 acts on the right:

0: Y xXg mord —> Y,

Forgetting the topology on ob %, a left @—module ¥ determines a continuous functor
X: 9% — A of categories enriched in spaces. A right @—module %Y determines a
continuous functor Y: 9%°P — Y.

Definition A.1 Let 9 be a topological category, ¥ a left @ —module and % a right %—
module. The bar construction B(%Y,%,¥) is the geometric realization of the simplicial
space with g—simplices defined by

By(Y, 9, %) =% Xgmord Xg - -+ xg mor W Xg &,

where mor% appears ¢ times. Insertion of identity arrows via i: ob% — mor%
provides the degeneracy maps and the composition in % along with A and p provide
the face maps. Our assumption that i is an s—cofibration insures that By (Y, %, X) is
proper.

We write * for the & —module given by the identity map ob % — ob 9. Its underlying
functor is constant at the one-point space *. When % = x, the bar construction defines
the (topological) homotopy colimit of & over %:

hocolimg ¥ = B(*, %, ¥).
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First let us record a basic commutation relation. The bivariance of %(—, —) makes
mor % the total space of a @-bimodule that we denote by %. Let & be a left &—
module. Considering & as a constant simplicial space, we have a simplicial map
€x: Byx(D,%,%) — ¥ defined on g—simplices as the (¢ + 1)—fold iteration A9T! of
the left-module structure map. Its geometric realization € is a map of left & -modules.
Given a right 9-module %, we define a map of right &@-modules €: B(Y, D, D) - Y
in a similar way. The bimodule structure of 9% allows iterated bar constructions
B(%Y,%, B(9,%,%)) and B(B(%Y,%,%),%, %) that are canonically isomorphic.

Lemma A.2 The following diagram of spaces commutes up to homotopy:

B®,9, B, 9, %)) = B(B(Y.9.%). D, %)
B, %, %)

Proof The iterated bar constructions are the geometric realizations of the bisimplicial
space By (Y, 9,9, %, %) with (p,q)-simplices:

Y xg (mor @)? xg mor P Xg (mor D)? xq ¥.

Of course the products (mor%)? are really pullbacks over ob% so that the mor-
phisms are composable. The order in which the simplicial directions are realized
determines the order of iteration of the bar construction. Both B(Y, %, B(%,%, X))
and B(B(Y,%,%),%,%) are canonically isomorphic to the geometric realization of
the diagonal simplicial space d« B(Y, %, %, D, ¥) with g—simplices:

dgB(Y.9,%,9,%) = By q(Y.9,%.9,%).

Under these identifications, the two routes in the diagram are the geometric realizations
of the maps of simplicial spaces f, g: dx B(Y,%,9,%,¥) — B«(Y, %, %) given by
f= )L;H and g = ,0%“ . We will define a simplicial homotopy from f to g.

Let d], respectively d!’, denote the i™ face map of the bisimplicial space in the first ( p),
respectively second (g ), direction. We also write d; and d]’ for the effect of these maps
on the diagonal simplicial space. Define /;: dy B(Y,9,9,%,%) — By4+1(Y,9D,%)
by

hi =(dy)'d]---d), 0<i<gq.

Notice that /2; applies the last face map in the second direction ¢ —i times, then applies
the first face map in the first direction i times. In symbols (omitting the objects from
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the notation),

hi(y§¢:1,...,¢1;¢;¢"1”.“’¢i/;x)
S C RN N (- YRR Y Yo Y KO W N AR U §

It is straightforward to check that /; defines a simplicial homotopy from f to g. O

We can think of the topological bar construction B(Y,%, %) as a derived or homotopy
coherent version of the tensor product of functors MY ®g &. The latter is a version of
an enriched coend that takes the topology on ob % into account. We define Y ®q & as
the coequalizer of the last two face maps in the simplicial space giving rise to the bar
construction:

A
Yxgmord xg¥ —ZYXxg¥ — Y Rq X.
0

Notice that there is a canonical quotient map 7: B(Y, %, %) —> Y ®q X. From this per-
spective, it is not clear that Y ®q & agrees with the enriched coend | deay (dyx X(d)
of the bifunctor ¥ x X . The latter is calculated as the coequalizer of the diagram

[ Y@)x@(c.d)x X(c) == [[Y(d)x X(d)

c,d €ob sk% d €ob sk&

and does not depend on the topology of ob%. We will now give a general procedure
for constructing 9—modules for which the tensor product — ®g — agrees with the
coend.

Construction A.3 Let X be a @—space and let (mor %), denote the space of mor-
phisms with source d, ie the pullback of s: mor® — ob% along the inclusion
d: * —> ob%. Define ¥ to be the enriched coend fdegb(morgb)d x X(d). The
target map ¢: (mor%); — ob% induces a map ¢: ¥ — ob% and the left action of
mor% on (mor %), defined by the composition map o in @ defines a left @—module
structure on ¥. Similarly, given a functor Y: %°° — A, we have the right @—module
Y= des Y (d) x4 (mor %), where ;(mor %) is the space of morphisms with target d .

Proposition A.4 Suppose that X is a @ —space and Y is a 9°P—space, and let ¥ and
Y be the left and right 9% —modules defined as above. Then ¥ ®g ¥ is canonically
isomorphic to the enriched coend [ deay (d)yx X(d).

Proof Notice that z(mor %) ®q (mor%), = %(c,d). By taking the product with
Y (d) on the left and X(c) on the right, then passing to coends over ¢ and d, we see
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that the coequalizer defining Y ®q ¥ is isomorphic to
ded pced de%
/ / Y(d)x@(c,d)xX(c)g/ Y(d) x X(d). O

We write ¥ ®g X for the tensor product of functors Y Qg &, where Y and ¥ are
defined as in Construction A.3.

Here is a version of Bousfield—Kan’s cofinality criterion for topological homotopy
colimits:

Lemma A.5 Let F: € — 9 be a functor of topological categories and let X be a
left 9—module. Suppose that for every object d € ob %, the classitying space of the
comma category (d | F) (considered with the topology inherited from € and 9 ) is
contractible. Then the map of topological homotopy colimits

hocolimg X o F —> hocolimg X

is a homotopy equivalence.

This is proved by Meyer’s thoroughly general approach to bar constructions [24, Sec-
tion 4.3], where in the cited source his X is our X o F', his X’ is our X', and the choice
of admissible pair is given by # the homotopy equivalences and Jl all commutative
squares. To verify the condition on % in the source, note that hocolimy | ) X =
B(d | F) x X(d) since in this case the functor X is the constant functor at X (d).
Thus the map required to be in ¥ is the projection B(d | F) x X(d) — X(d), which
is a homotopy equivalence by the assumption on (d | F).

In the applications of Lemma A.5, we will check that B(d | F) is contractible by
showing that (d | F) has an initial object.

Remark A.6 An object 0 € ob% of a topological category is initial if and only if it is
initial in the underlying category internal to sets and the map !: ob% — mor % sending
d to the unique morphism 0 — d is continuous. The usual proof that a category with
initial object has a contractible classifying space then goes through. For example, in the
case of the continuous functor F: %% — % from % with the discrete topology to 9 with
its given topology, the comma category (d | F) has the initial object (id: d — F(d))
as an ordinary category. However, in general the map ! will not be continuous, so this
is not an initial object of (d | F) considered as a topological category.

The following lemma is [24, 4.4.1]. Note that the squares labeled (v) in the cited source
are pullbacks and so belong to the class L.
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Lemma A.7 Suppose that € — % is a morphism of left %9 —modules such that the map
of underlying spaces is a fibration. Then the induced map of topological homotopy
colimits hocolimg € — hocolimg B is a quasifibration.

We now record the definition of the topology on functor categories.

Definition A.8 Let P and 9 be topological categories. Define a topology on the
category Fun(%?, %) of functors and natural transformations as follows. The space of
objects is given the subspace topology induced by the inclusion

ob Fun(%, %) C U(mor P, mor P)
that send a functor 6 to its effect on morphisms:
(p: A — B)—> (6(9): 6(A) — 6(B)).
The space of morphisms is given the subspace topology induced by the inclusion
mor Fun(®, @) C AU(ob P, mor B) x U(mor P, mor %)>

that sends a natural transformation «: 6 — 6’ to the triple ((cq)4, 0, 0’) consisting of
its components (cq: 0(A) — 6’(A))4 and its source and target (6(¢), 6'(4)).

We will now describe the topologies on the categories of isometries used in this
paper. The space Z(V, W) of linear isometries from V to W is topologized as a
subspace of U(V,W). If V C W, there is a canonical identification Z(V, W) =~
O(W)/O(W — V). Infinite-dimensional inner product spaces are topologized as the
colimit of their finite-dimensional subspaces and spaces of isometries Z.(U’, U) of
possibly infinite-dimensional inner product spaces are topologized using the compact
open topology. This means that

Z.(U',U) = lim colimZ(V', V),
Vv'cU’ vcU

where V’ and V run through finite-dimensional subspaces. From this definition it is
straightforward to verify that composition in Z, is continuous.

Throughout, we use a fixed universe U : this is an inner product space isomorphic to
R°°. Let W be a real inner product space, finite-dimensional or infinite-dimensional,
and consider the category J (W) of finite-dimensional inner product subspaces V' C W
with morphisms the inclusions V' C V. The space of objects is the following disjoint
union of Grassmanians:

obJ(W) = ][ Z(R". W)/ O(m).

n=0
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The space of morphisms is the space of flags of subspaces of W of length two:

mor J(W) = [ [ Ze(R". W)/ O(m) x O(n—m).

0<m=n

More generally, the space Ny 7 (W) of g—simplices in the nerve of 7 (W) is the space
of flags of subspaces of V' of length ¢ + 1:

(A9) [ Ze(R"™.W)/O@no) x Ony —no) x - x Olng —ng—1).

0<np<-=<ngy

In the case of W = U, we have described the topology on 7 = [J(U). Now consider
the category Z' of finite-dimensional inner product spaces V C U? for a > 0 and
linear isometries (not necessarily respecting the inclusion into U%). The space of
objects of 7" is defined by

obZt = (0} I [ [ [ [ Ze(R". U/ O(m).

a>0n>0

Notice that the only zero-dimensional object is 0 C U°. The inner product spaces
0 C U4 for a > 0 do not appear in this category. The space of morphisms is

morZ' =obZ I [[ [] Ze(R".U®) xom) Z(R™. R™) X 0(my Ze(R™ . U).

a,b>00<m=n

Here the copy of obZ' represents the space of maps 0 — V, and a point [ f, ¢, g]
of the other summand corresponds to the morphism f o¢ o g~!: Im(g) — Im(f).
The source and target maps are defined by projecting to the third and first factors,
respectively. Composition is defined using the composition in the middle factor. The
direct sum taking V C U% and W C U? to V @ W C U**? is well-defined and
continuous on both obZ" and mor ZT. It follows that Z is a permutative topological
category under direct sum, ie a symmetric monoidal topological category whose unit
and associativity isomorphisms are identity maps. There is a canonical inclusion of
topological categories J — ZT which is the identity on objects. On morphisms, it
sends an inclusion V' C W in U to the point [ fi,t, fy] of the @ = b = 1 summand,
where ¢ is the canonical inclusion R”™ C R" and fy: R"® — U and fy: R™ — U
are representatives for W and V' chosen such that fir ot = fp .

Notice that the functor ZT — Z sending V' C U% to V is an equivalence of categories,
even though it is not injective on objects. Throughout the paper, whenever we form
a bar construction involving Z, we implicitly use the category Z' in place of Z by
precomposing functors with domain Z along the equivalence A

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 13 (2013)



Diagram spaces, diagram spectra and spectra of units 1931

We have used one more category of isometries. Let Z(W) be the full subcategory
of Z with objects the finite-dimensional inner product subspaces V C W. Thus
obZ(W) = ob J(W) and morZ(W) is topologized as a subspace of morZT. Notice
that Z(U) is not the same category as Z, and that the inclusion 7 — ZT factors as
J—>IU)—1t.

In order to take topological homotopy colimits of an Z—space X over each of the
categories J (W), Z(W) and Z, we use Construction A.3 to define three left modules
associated to X, one over each of these categories. We write X(%) for the left -
module associated to X, where @ = J(W), Z(W) or ZT. By writing the coend that
defines & as a coequalizer, we find that

LI(W)) =%(TW)) = [ [ Z(R". W) x o) X(R™),
n=0
2@ =xO U ][ [[Ze(R". U%) xo@m) X (R™).
a>0n>0
In each of the three cases the structure map ¥ (%) — ob % collapses X (R") to a point.

These are all O(n)-bundles and in each case we identify the fiber over an n—plane V/
with the space X (V).

We record here the following generalization of (A.9) that describes the g—simplices of
the homotopy colimit of %(7(W)):

(A10)  Bg(x, J(W),%)
= ]_[ L (ana W) ><O(no)xO(n]—no)x~-~x0(nq—nq_1) X(Rn0)~

0<no<-=<ng,

We will now construct actions by the linear isometries operad & [17]. The j"—space
of £ is £(j) = Z.(U’,U), and an $—space is an algebra over &£ in spaces. An
Y—category is a topological category 9 such that ob% and mor% are ¥£-spaces and
such that the category structure maps are maps of £—spaces. A left @ —algebra ¥ is a
left 9—module ¥ over an ¥£—category such that ¥ is an £—space and the structure maps
t: % —>ob% and A: mor P Xopg ¥ — & are maps of £—spaces. Right £9-algebras
are defined similarly. We also have variants of all these notions for the operad I. with
L0)=x*,L(1)=%(1) and L(j) =@ for j > 1. An algebra over LL in spaces is the
same thing as an L—space as defined in Section 7. We are interested in these structures
because the bar construction of $£%-algebras is an £—space.

Lemma A.11 If 9 is an £—category and ¥ and Y are left and right £% —algebras,
then the bar construction B(Y,%, %) is an £—space. The analogous statement holds
with & replaced by L.
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Proof Since all spaces and maps involved are £—spaces and maps of £—spaces, the
simplicial bar construction B« (¥, %, %) is a simplicial £—space. Thus its geometric
realization is an ¥£—space as well. a

Proposition A.12 Let X be an Z-space. Then:

(1) J and Z(U) are ¥—categories.
(i) X(J) and X(Z(U)) are left L9 —algebras.

(iii) hocolim 7 X and hocolimz(y) X are IL—spaces and the map from the former to
the latter induced by J — Z(U) is a map of 1L —spaces.

Suppose further that X is a commutative Z—FCP. Then:

(iv) %(J) and X(Z(U)) are left % —algebras.

(v) hocolims X and hocolimz(yy X are £—spaces and the map from the former to
the latter induced by J — Z(U) is a map of £ —spaces.

Proof (iii) and (v) follow from (ii) and (iv), respectively, using the preceding lemma.
We will start with (iv) and prove (i) along the way.

We define the action of & on the space X(J) = X(Z(U)) as the composite

J
(A13) Z.(U’,U) x [ [ Ze(R" . U) X 0(n;) X,
=1 . .
’ —> T (U7 U)X T(R", U”) X 0y Xn
> To(R™, U) X o) Xn
of the map

(y;[fl’xl]""’[f}’xj])'—>[V’(f1 EB@fJ)’M(xla,xj)]

followed by composition in Z.. Here n =nj +---+n; and we omit from the notation
the canonical isomorphism R"! ¢---@ R™ = R". The map pu: Xy, X+ x Xy, — Xy
is the FCP multiplication of X . Notice that the X;—equivariance follows from the
commutativity of the FCP X . The £—space structure on ob J = obZ(U) is the case
of X(V) = x*, and so the projection

t: %(J) = X(Z(U)) —> ob J = obZ(U)

is a map of ¥—spaces.
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‘We now define the action of £ on
morZ(U) =[] Ze(R".U)xom Z(R™. R") X ogmy Le(R™ ., U).
0<m=<n

On each summand of the coproduct this is given by

J
L(U7,U) 1_[ Ze(R", U)X o) Z(R™, R™) X 0(m;) L (R™, U)

i=1

—>Ic(Rn, U) X0(n) I(Rm, Rn) X0(@m) IC(Rm, U),
(ilipred Uty = | o@D £ @y o D |

If f; and g; represent subspaces V; C U and W; C U, then the action of y € £(j)
takes the j—tuple of isometries (¢1: Vi — Wi, ..., ¢;: V; — W) to the isometry

(@)1 (@) — (W)

It is clear that this action stabilizes the subspace mor J C morZ(U) of inclusions, so
mor J is an ¥£—space as well. For both 7 and Z(U), it is immediate that the source,
target and composition maps preserve the £—action. This finishes the proof of (i). It
is also straightforward to check that the left module structure map A for ¥(J) and
Z(Z(U)) is a map of L—spaces, so we have proved (iv) as well.

To get the action of I, specialize all of the £—actions to the case j = 1. This does
not depend on the FCP structure of X', so (ii) follows. a
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