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We describe a method for constructing simplicial model structures on ind- and pro-
categories. Our method is particularly useful for constructing “profinite” analogues of
known model categories. Our construction quickly recovers Morel’s model structure
for pro- p spaces and Quick’s model structure for profinite spaces, but we will show
that it can also be applied to construct many interesting new model structures. In
addition, we study some general properties of our method, such as its functorial
behavior and its relation to Bousfield localization. We compare our construction to
the co—categorical approach to ind- and pro-categories in an appendix.
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3850 Thomas Blom and Ieke Moerdijk

1 Introduction

In [31; 32], Quick constructed a fibrantly generated Quillen model structure on the
category of simplicial profinite sets that models the homotopy theory of “profinite
spaces”. This can be seen as a continuation of Morel’s work in [30], where, for a
given prime p, he presented a model structure on the same category that models the
homotopy theory of “pro-p spaces”.

The purpose of this paper is to present a new and uniform method that immediately
gives these two model structures, as well as many others. For example, while Quick’s
model structure is in a sense derived from the classical homotopy theory of simplicial
sets, our method also applies to the Joyal model structure, thus providing a homotopy
theory of profinite co—categories. Our construction can also be used to obtain a model
category of profinite P—stratified spaces, where P is a finite poset, whose underlying
oo—category is the co—category of profinite P-stratified spaces defined in Barwick,
Glasman and Haine [8].

One general form that our results take is the following version of pro-completion of
model categories:

Theorem 1.1 Let & be a simplicial model category in which every object is cofibrant
and let C be an (essentially) small full subcategory of £ closed under finite limits and
cotensors by finite simplicial sets. Then for any collection T of fibrant objects in C, the
pro-completion Pro(C) carries a fibrantly generated simplicial model structure with the
following properties:

(i) The weak equivalences are the T—local equivalences; that is, f: C — D is a
weak equivalence if and only if

f*:Map(D, t) — Map(C, 1)
is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets for any t € T.
(ii) Every object in Pro(C) is again cofibrant.
(iii) The inclusion C < &£ induces a simplicial Quillen adjunction £ 2 Pro(C).

(iv) If T € C is closed under pullbacks along fibrations (as in Definition 7.10)
and cotensors by finite simplicial sets, then the underlying co—category of this
model structure on Pro(C) is equivalent to Pro(N (T)), where N (T) denotes the
homotopy coherent nerve of the full simplicial subcategory of £ spanned by the
objects of T.
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The model structures of Quick and Morel mentioned above can be obtained from this
theorem by appropriately choosing a full subcategory C of sSet and a collection T
of fibrant objects. Another known model structure that can be recovered from the
above theorem is the model structure for “profinite groupoids” constructed by Horel in
[18, Section 4].

The new model category Pro(C) is a kind of pro-completion of £ with respect to the
pair (C, T), and could be denoted by € or 5(/\C,T). The left adjoint £ — Pro(C) of the
Quillen adjunction mentioned in item (iii) can be seen as a “pro-C completion” functor.
For the model structures of Morel, Quick and Horel mentioned above, this functor

agrees with the profinite completion functor.

We would like to point out that the above formulation is slightly incomplete since there
are multiple ways of choosing sets of generating (trivial) fibrations, which theoretically
could lead to different model structures on Pro(C), though always with the weak
equivalences as described above. A noteworthy fact is that the above theorem also
holds for model categories enriched over the Joyal model structure on simplicial
sets, so in particular it applies to the Joyal model structure itself. In this case, the
model structure obtained on Pro(C) is enriched over the Joyal model structure, but
not necessarily over the classical Kan—Quillen model structure on sSet. Another fact
worth mentioning is that there exist many simplicial model categories satisfying the
hypotheses of the above theorem, that is, all objects being cofibrant. Indeed, by a result
of Dugger [11, Corollary 1.2], any combinatorial model category is Quillen equivalent
to such a simplicial model category.

Even though we are mostly interested in model structures on pro-categories, we will first
describe our construction in the context of ind-categories, and then dualize those results.
We have chosen this approach since in the case of ind-categories our construction
produces cofibrantly generated model categories, which to most readers will be more
familiar territory than that of fibrantly generated model categories. In addition, this
will make it clear that the core of our argument, which is contained in Section 3, only
takes a few pages. Another reason for describing our construction in the context of
ind-categories is that an interesting example occurs there: if we apply our construction
to a well-chosen full subcategory of the category of topological spaces, then we obtain
a model category that is Quillen equivalent to the usual Quillen model structure on Top,
but that has many favorable properties, such as being combinatorial.

Our original motivation partly came from the desire to have a full-fledged Quillen-style
homotopy theory of profinite co—operads, by using the category of dendroidal Stone
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spaces (ie dendroidal profinite sets). However, not every object is cofibrant in the
operadic model structure for dendroidal sets, so the methods from the current paper
do not apply directly to this case. The extra work needed to deal with objects that are
not cofibrant is of a technical nature, and very specific to the example of dendroidal
sets. For this reason, we have decided to present this case separately; see Blom and
Moerdijk [9].

Relation to the construction by Barnea and Schlank There are several results in the
literature that describe general methods for constructing model structures on ind- or pro-
categories. The construction in the current paper is quite close in spirit to that by Barnea
and Schlank in [7]. They show that if C is a category endowed with the structure of a
“weak fibration category”, then there exists an “induced” model structure on Pro(C)
provided some additional technical requirements are satisfied. However, there are
important examples of model structures on pro-categories that are not of this form. For
example, Quick’s model structure is not of this kind, as explained just above Proposition
7.4.2 in [4]. In the present paper, we prove the existence of a certain model structure on
the pro-category of a simplicial category endowed with the extra structure of a so-called
“fibration test category” (defined in Definition 5.1). While the definition of a fibration
test category given here seems less general than that of a weak fibration category, there
are many interesting examples where it is easy to prove that a category is a fibration
test category while it is not clear whether this category is a weak fibration category in
the sense of [7]. In particular, Quick’s model structure can be obtained through our
construction; see Example 5.5 and Corollary 6.6. Another advantage is that we do not
have to check the technical requirement of “pro-admissibility” (see [7, Definition 4.4])
to obtain a model structure on Pro(C), which is generally not an easy task. We also
believe that our description of the weak equivalences in Pro(C), namely as the T-local
equivalences for some collection of objects T, is often more natural and flexible than
the one given in [7]. It is worth pointing out that if both our model structure and that
of [7] on Pro(C) exist, then they agree by Remark 5.12 below.

Overview of the paper In Section 2, we will establish some terminology and mention
a few facts on simplicial model categories and ind- and pro-categories. We will then
describe our general construction of the model structure for ind-categories in Section 3.
We illustrate our construction with an example in Section 4, where we construct a
convenient model category of spaces. In Section 5, we dualize our results to the context
of pro-categories, and illustrate this dual construction with many examples. We show
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that some of these examples coincide with model structures that are already known to
exist in Section 6, such as Quick’s and Morel’s model structures. We then continue the
study of our construction in Section 7, where we discuss its functorial behavior, and in
Section 8, where we prove results about the existence of certain Bousfield localizations.
The latter section also contains the proof of Theorem 1.1, except for item (iv). We then
give a detailed discussion of two examples in Section 9; namely the model structure for
complete Segal profinite spaces and the model structure for profinite quasicategories.
In the appendix, we compare our construction to the co—categorical approach to ind-
and pro-categories.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank the referees for numerous comments that
helped improve the exposition.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will briefly review some basic definitions concerning simplicial
objects, and then discuss ind- and pro-categories.

2.1 Simplicial conventions

We assume the reader to be familiar with the basic theory of simplicial sets, as in
[28; 23; 13; 14]. We will say that a simplicial set X is skeletal if it is n—skeletal for
some natural number 7, ie if the map sk, X — X is an isomorphism. Dually, X is
coskeletal if X — cosk, X is an isomorphism for some n. Recall that a simplicial
set X is degreewise finite if each X}, is a finite set, and finite if it has finitely many
nondegenerate simplices. Note that the latter is equivalent to X being degreewise finite
and skeletal. We will say that a simplicial set is lean if it is degreewise finite and
coskeletal, and write L for the full subcategory of sSet on the lean simplicial sets. One
can show that if X is a lean simplicial set and if Y is a degreewise finite simplicial set,
then the cotensor XY = Map(Y, X) is again a lean simplicial set.

Most categories we deal with are simplicial categories, ie categories enriched over
simplicial sets. Moreover, they will generally be required to have tensors or cotensors
by finite simplicial sets. For objects ¢ and d in a simplicial category C, we will write
Map(c, d) for the simplicial hom set. Recall that for a morphism ¢ — d in C and a
morphism U — V of simplicial sets, the pushout-product map is the map

dQU Ueguc®V - dQV,
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which makes sense in C if the necessary pushouts and tensors exist. Dually, we refer to

= YUxyud”

as the pullback-power map (if it exists). If given another morphism ¢ — b in C, we

refer to
Map(b, ¢) — Map(a, ¢) Xmap(a,4) Map(b, d)

as a pullback-power map as well. Note that this map always exists.

We assume the reader to be familiar with the basic theory of Quillen model categories,
as in [19; 17]. Basic examples include the classical Kan—Quillen model structure
on simplicial sets, which we denote by sSetkq, and the Joyal model structure sSet;
modeling the homotopy theory of co—categories [24]. A simplicial model category is a
model category £ that is enriched, tensored and cotensored over simplicial sets, and that
satisfies the additional axiom SM7 phrased in terms of pullback-power maps, or dually
in terms of pushout-product maps; see eg [17, Definition 9.1.6 and Proposition 9.3.7]
or [33, Definition I1.2.2]. We emphasize that we will use this terminology in a somewhat
nonstandard way. Namely, by a simplicial model category, we will either mean that
the axiom SM7 holds with respect to the Kan—Quillen model structure or the Joyal
model structure. Whenever it is necessary to emphasize the distinction, we will call
a simplicial model category of the former kind a sSetxq—enriched model category
and the latter a sSetj—enriched model category. Note that any sSetgg—enriched model
category is sSetj—enriched, since sSetkq is a left Bousfield localization of sSet;.

We will make use of the following fact about the (categorical) fibrations in sSet;.

Lemma 2.1 There exists a set M of maps between finite simplicial sets such that a
map between quasicategories X — Y is a fibration in sSet; if and only if it has the right
lifting property with respect to all maps in M .

Proof Let H denote the simplicial set obtained by gluing two 2—simplices to each
other along the edges opposite to the 0™ and 2" vertex, respectively, and then collapsing
the edges opposite to the 1st vertex to a point in both of these 2—simplices. This means
that H looks as follows, where the dashed lines represent the collapsed edges:
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A map from H into a quasicategory X consists of an arrow f € X7, a left and right
homotopy inverse g, & € X; and homotopies g f ~id and f/ ~id. Let {0} — H denote
the inclusion of the leftmost vertex into H. It follows from [24, Corollary 2.4.6.5]
that if X’ — Y is an inner fibration between quasicategories that has the right lifting
property with respect to {0} < H, then it is a categorical fibration. The converse is also
true. To see this, note that for any quasicategory Z, a map H — Z lands in the largest
Kan complex k(Z) contained in Z. Since {0} — H is a weak homotopy equivalence,
we see that Map(H, Z) = Map(H, k(Z)) ~ Map({0}, k(Z)) = Map({0}, Z), so the
inclusion {0} < H is a categorical equivalence. In particular, any categorical fibration
has the right lifting property with respect to {0} — H. We conclude that the set
M ={A} — A" |0 <k <n}U{{0} < H} has the desired properties. |

2.2 Ind- and pro-categories

In this section we recall some basic definitions concerning ind- and pro-categories.
Most of these will be familiar to the reader, with the possible exception of Theorem 2.3
below. For details, we refer the reader to [15; 12, Section 2.1; 2, Appendix; 20]. In the
discussion below, all (co)limits are assumed to be small.

For a category C, its ind-completion Ind(C) is obtained by freely adjoining filtered (or
directed) colimits to C. Dually, the free completion under cofiltered limits is denoted
by Pro(C). This in particular means that Pro(C)°P? = Ind(C®P), so any statement about
ind-categories dualizes to a statement about pro-categories and vice versa. We will
therefore mainly discuss ind-categories here and leave it to the reader to dualize the
discussion.

One way to make the above precise is to define the objects in Ind(C) to be all diagrams
I — C for all filtered categories /. Such objects are called ind-objects and denoted by
C ={ci}ier. The morphisms between two such objects C = {¢;}jcy and D ={d};cs
are defined by

(D Homyyg(c)(C, D) = lim colim Homc(¢;, dj).
i

If C is a simplicial category, then Ind(C) can be seen as a simplicial category as well.
The enrichment is expressed by a formula similar to (1), namely

Map({c;}, {d;}) = lim colim Map(c;, d;).
i

One can define the pro-category Pro(C) of a (simplicial) category C as the category
of all diagrams / — C for all cofiltered /, and with (simplicial) hom sets dual to the
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ones above. An object in Pro(C) is called a pro-object. One could also simply define
Pro(C) as Ind(C°P)°P,

It can be shown that any object in Ind(C) is isomorphic to one where the indexing
category [ is a directed poset, and dually that any object in Pro(C) is isomorphic to one
that is indexed by a codirected poset; see [15, Proposition 8.1.6], or [12, Theorem 2.1.6]
with a correction just after Corollary 3.11 of [5].

There is a fully faithful embedding C — Ind(C) sending an object ¢ to the constant
diagram with value ¢, again denoted by c¢. We will generally identify C with its image
in Ind(C) under this embedding. This embedding preserves all limits and all finite
colimits that exist in C. The universal property of Ind(C) states that Ind(C) has all
filtered colimits and that any functor F': C — £, where € is a category that has all filtered
colimits, has an essentially unique extension to a functor F: Ind(C) — & that preserves
filtered colimits. This extension can be defined explicitly by F ({ci}) = colim; F(c;).

Recall that if £ is a category that has all filtered colimits, then an object ¢ in £ is called
compact if Homg(c, —) commutes with filtered colimits. The dual notion is called
cocompact. One can deduce from the definition of the morphisms in Ind(C) that any
object in the image of C — Ind(C) is compact. Dually, the objects of C are cocompact
in Pro(C).

There is the following recognition principle for ind-completions, whose proof we leave
to the reader.

Lemma 2.2 (recognition principle) Let & be a category closed under filtered colimits
and let C — & be a full subcategory. If

(i) any object in C is compact in £, and

(ii) any object in & is a filtered colimit of objects in C,

then the canonical extension Ind(C) — £, coming from the universal property of Ind(C),
is an equivalence of categories.

To avoid size issues, we assume from now on that C is an (essentially) small category.
The fact that the presheaf category Set®” is the free cocompletion of C leads to an
alternative description of Ind(C) that is sometimes easier to work with. Namely, we
can think of Ind(C) as the full subcategory of Set®” consisting of those presheaves
which are filtered colimits of representables. If C is small and has finite colimits, as
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will be the case in all of our examples, then these are exactly the functors C°P — Set
that send the finite colimits of C to limits in Set (see [15, Théoréeme 8.3.3(v)]), that is,

Ind(C) ~ lex(CP, Set),

where the right-hand side stands for the category of left exact functors. From this
description, one sees immediately that Ind(C) has all small limits and that the inclusion
Ind(C) — Set®™ preserves these. The category Ind(C) also has all colimits in this
case. Namely, finite coproducts and pushouts can be computed “levelwise” in C as
described in [2, Appendix 4], while filtered colimits exist as mentioned above. Note,
however, that the inclusion Ind(C) — Set®” does not preserve all colimits, but only
filtered ones.

One sees dually that if C is small and has all finite limits, then
Pro(C) ~ lex(C, Set)°P.
As above, it follows that Pro(C) is complete and cocomplete in this case.

Another consequence of the fact that finite coproducts and pushouts in Ind(C) are
computed “levelwise” is the following: if F': C — &, with £ cocomplete, preserves
finite colimits, then its extension F': Ind(C) — £ given by the universal property also
preserves finite colimits. Since it also preserves filtered colimits, we conclude that
it preserves all colimits. In fact, more is true. The above description of Ind(C) as
lex(C°P, Set) allows us to construct a right adjoint R of F. Namely, if we define
R(E)(c) := Hom(Fc, E), then R(E): C? — Set is left exact, hence R defines a
functor £ — Ind(C). Adjointness follows from the Yoneda lemma. We therefore see
that, up to unique natural isomorphism, there is a one-to-one correspondence between
finite colimit-preserving functors C — £ and functors Ind(C) — £ that have a right
adjoint.

There are two important examples of adjunctions obtained in this way that we would
like to mention here. The first one is the ind-completion functor. If £ is a cocomplete
category and C a full subcategory closed under finite colimits, then the inclusion C C £

induces an adjunction
U:Ind(€) 2 € : (g

whose right adjoint we call ind-completion (relative to C) or ind-C completion. Dually,
if £ is complete and C is a full subcategory closed under finite limits, then we obtain

an adjunction
()pro: € 2 Pro(C) : U,
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whose left adjoint we call pro-completion (relative to C) or pro-C completion. In
many examples, C is the full subcategory of £ consisting of objects that are “finite” in
some sense, and this left adjoint is better known as the profinite completion functor.
For instance, in the case of groups, this functor (T)Pm: Grp — Pro(FinGrp) is the
well-known profinite completion functor for groups.

The other important example is about cotensors in ind-categories. Suppose C is a small
simplicial category that has all finite colimits and tensors with finite simplicial sets,
and that furthermore these tensors commute with these finite colimits. We will call
C finitely tensored if this is the case; see Definition 3.1 for a precise definition. If X
is a simplicial set, then we can write it as colim; X;, where i ranges over all finite
simplicial subsets X; € X . Define

—®X:C—>Ind(C) by c®X ={c® Xi}i.

This functor preserves finite colimits since these are computed “levelwise” in Ind(C),
hence it extends to a functor — ® X : Ind(C) — Ind(C) that has a right adjoint (—)¥ .
These define tensors and cotensors by arbitrary simplicial sets on Ind(C). In particular,
Ind(C) is a simplicial category that is complete, cocomplete, tensored and cotensored;
note the similarity with [6, Proposition 4.10]. The dual of this statement says that
for any small simplicial category C that has finite limits and cotensors with finite
simplicial sets, and in which these finite cotensors commute with finite limits in C, the
pro-category Pro(C) is a simplicial category that is complete, cocomplete, tensored
and cotensored. We call C finitely cotensored in this case.

Let us return to the basic definition (1) of morphisms in Ind(C). If C = {¢;} and
D = {d;} are objects indexed by the same filtered category I, then any natural trans-
formation with components f;: ¢; — d; represents a morphism in Ind(C). Morphisms
of this type (or more precisely, morphisms represented in this way) will be called level
maps or strict maps. Up to isomorphism, any morphism in Ind(C) has such a strict
representation; see Corollary 3.2 of [2, Appendix]. One can define the notion of a
“level” diagram or “strict” diagram in a similar way. Given an indexing category K, a
conceptual way of thinking about these is through the canonical functor

Ind(CX) — Ind(C)X.
A strict diagram can be thought of as an object in the image of this functor. If K is a
finite category and C has all finite colimits, then the above functor is an equivalence of

categories [29, Section 4]. This shows in particular that, up to isomorphism, any finite
diagram in Ind(C) is a strict diagram if C is small and has finite colimits.
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In our context, the following extension of Meyer’s result is important. Suppose that K
is a category which can be written as a union of a sequence of finite full subcategories

KeSKiCKyC---CK= | Kn.
neN

Let C be a small category that has finite colimits. Then any functor f: K,, — C has
a left Kan extension g: K — C defined in terms of finite colimits as in (the dual to)
Theorem X.3.1 of [26]. For X: K — C, write sk, X for the left Kan extension of
the restriction of X to K. We call X n—skeletal if the canonical map sk, X — X
is an isomorphism, and skeletal if this is the case for some n. The full subcategory
sk(CK) € CX spanned by the skeletal functors K — C can be viewed as a full sub-
category of Ind(C)X via the inclusion C < Ind(C). Note that for any X in Ind(C)X, we
have X = colim,, sk,, X. Exactly as in (the dual of) the proof of [4, Proposition 7.4.1],
the result of [29, Section 4] mentioned above can be used to show that the hypotheses of
the recognition principle for ind-categories are satisfied, hence that the induced functor
Ind(sk(CX)) — Ind(C)X is an equivalence of categories. In fact, the assumption that
K is a union of a sequence of finite full subcategories is irrelevant, and the following
more general result, which we write down for future reference, can be proved by
the same argument. Note that a category K can be written as a union of finite full
subcategories if and only if for any k, k" € K, the set Homg (k, k') is finite.

Theorem 2.3 Let C be a small category that has finite colimits, and let K be a small
category that can be written as a union of finite full subcategories. Write sk(CX) for
the full subcategory of CK of those functors K — C that are isomorphic to the left
Kan extension of a functor K’ — C for some finite full subcategory K’ € K. Then
Ind(sk(CX)) ~ Ind(C)X.

This theorem recovers the well-known equivalence Ind(sSetg,) ~ sSet when applied to
AP =], Aospn and C =FinSet. Note that we already (implicitly) used this equivalence
when we defined tensors by simplicial sets for ind-categories above.

We can also apply the dual of this theorem to the same categories K = A° and
C = FinSet. Write Set = Pro(FinSet) for the category of profinite sets, which is well
known to be equivalent to the category of Stone spaces Stone. Since we want to apply
the dual of Theorem 2.3, we need to work with right Kan extensions instead of left
Kan extensions. In particular, we obtain the full subcategory of FinSet®” on those
simplicial sets that are the right Kan extension of some functor A(gn — FinSet. These
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are exactly the coskeletal degreewise finite simplicial sets, ie the lean simplicial sets.
In particular, the theorem above recovers the equivalence Pro(L) >~ sSet proved in
Proposition 7.4.1 of [4].

An example that plays an important role in Section 9 is that of bisimplicial (profinite)
sets. The dual of the above theorem shows that the category of bisimplicial profinite sets
bisSet = sSetA™ = SetA"*A” jg canonically equivalent to the category Pro(L®) for a
certain full subcategory L3 of the category of bisimplicial sets bisSet = sSet®” . This
category L(?) consists of those bisimplicial sets that are isomorphic to the right Kan
extension of a functor Aospt X Aospn — FinSet along the inclusion Aospt X Aospn <> A%Px A°P
for some ¢, n € N. We will refer to such bisimplicial sets as doubly lean.

3 The completed model structure on Ind(C)

In this section, we will describe our construction of the model structure on Ind(C),
where C is what we call a “cofibration test category”. In Section 5, we will dualize this
construction to the context of pro-categories. After that, we will study the functorial
behavior of the construction in Section 7 and discuss Bousfield localizations in Section 8.

Throughout these sections, the terms “weak equivalence” and “fibration” of simplicial
sets refer to either the classical Kan—Quillen model structure or to the Joyal model
structure. When we say that a model category is simplicial, this can mean either that it
is enriched over the Kan—Quillen model structure or over the Joyal model structure.

We wish to single out the definition of being finitely tensored, since it occurs many
times throughout this paper.
Definition 3.1 Let C be a simplicial category. Then C is called finitely tensored if

(i) it admits finite colimits,
(ii) it admits tensors by finite simplicial sets, and

(iii) these commute with each other, meaning that the canonical map
colim(¢; ® X) — (colim¢;) ® X
l l

is an isomorphism for any finite diagram {¢;} in C and any finite simplicial
set X.
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Remark 3.2 Condition (iii) is equivalent to asking that the finite colimits of (i) are
enriched colimits; that is, for any finite diagram {c;} in C and any object d in C, the
canonical map colim; Map(¢;, d) — Map(colim; ¢;, d) is an isomorphism of simplicial
sets.

As explained in Section 2.2, if C is finitely tensored, then the category Ind(C) is a
tensored and cotensored simplicial category that is both complete and cocomplete. We
will endow C with some additional structure, that of a “cofibration test category”, and
show that it induces a simplicial model structure on Ind(C) in Theorem 3.9 below.

Definition 3.3 A cofibration test category (C, T) consists of a small finitely tensored
simplicial category C, a full subcategory T of test objects and two classes of maps
in T called cofibrations, denoted by >, and trivial cofibrations, denoted by >, both
containing all isomorphisms, that satisfy the following properties:

(i) The initial object & is a test object, and for every test object ¢ € T, the map
& — t is a cofibration.

(i) For every cofibration between test objects s > ¢ and cofibration between finite
simplicial set U > V, the pushout-product map t ® U Usou sV =t ®@ V is
a cofibration between test objects which is trivial if either s >> ¢ or U > V is.

(iii) A morphism r — s in T is a trivial cofibration if and only if it is a cofibration
and Map(z, r) — Map(z, s) is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets for every
teT.

(iv) Any object ¢ € C has the right lifting property with respect to trivial cofibrations.

Remark 3.4 Property (iv) implies that Map(z, C) is fibrant for every ¢ € T and
C € Ind(C). Namely, writing C as a filtered colimit colim; ¢; with ¢; € C for every i,
we see that Map(z, C) = colim; Map(¢, ¢;). Hence it suffices to show that Map(, ¢) is
fibrant for every object ¢ in C. This is equivalent to ¢ having the right lifting property
with respect to certain maps of the form 7 ® A}, — ¢ ® A", which is indeed the case by
items (i), (ii) and (iv).

Remark 3.5 The definition of a cofibration test category depends on whether we
work with the Kan—Quillen model structure sSetkq or the Joyal model structure sSet;.
However, since sSetkq is a left Bousfield localization of sSet;, any cofibration test
category with respect to sSetkq is also a cofibration test category with respect to sSet;.
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To see this, suppose that (C, T) is a cofibration test category with respect to sSetgq. It
is clear that items (i), (ii) and (iv) also hold with respect to sSety. For item (iii), note
that the map Map(z, r) — Map(t, s) is a map between Kan complexes by Remark 3.4,
hence it is a weak equivalence in sSet; if and only if it is in sSetkq.

We will often write C for a cofibration test category (C, T), omitting the full subcategory
of test objects T from the notation. We will write cof(C) for the set of cofibrations.
Note that this is a subset of the morphisms of T.

The role of the test objects ¢ € T is to detect the weak equivalences in Ind(C) “from the
left”. More precisely, the weak equivalences in Ind(C) will be those arrows C — D for
which Map(z, C) —Map(¢, D) is a weak equivalence for every ¢ € T. For this reason, we
will call an arrow ¢ — d in C for which Map(¢, ¢) — Map(t, d) is a weak equivalence for
every t € T a weak equivalence, and denote such arrows by —. We write we(C) for the
set of weak equivalences in C. Using this terminology, item (iii) of the above definition
can be rephrased as saying that the trivial cofibrations are precisely the cofibrations
that are weak equivalences. In particular, the set of trivial cofibrations in a cofibration
test category C is fully determined by the full subcategory T and the set cof(C).

Let us look at a few examples. We will discuss more interesting examples in Section 5,
where we consider fibration test categories, the dual of cofibration test categories.

Example 3.6 Suppose £ is a simplicial model category in which every object is
fibrant, and let C C £ be a (small) full subcategory closed under finite colimits and
finite tensors. If we define T to be the full subcategory on the cofibrant objects, then
(C, T) forms a cofibration test category where the (trivial) cofibrations are the (trivial)
cofibrations of £ between objects of T. We say that C inherits this structure of a
cofibration test category from £. Properties (i), (ii) and (iv) of Definition 3.3 follow
directly from the fact that £ is a (simplicial) model category and the fact that any object
in & is fibrant. For one direction of property (iii), note that since all objects in £ are
fibrant, the functor Map(¢, —) preserves weak equivalences for any cofibrant object .
For the converse direction, note that a cofibration r > s is trivial if and only if it is
mapped to an isomorphism in the homotopy category Ho(£). By the Yoneda lemma
applied to the full subcategory Ho(T) € Ho(€) spanned by the objects of T, this is
equivalent to Homy ) (7, r) — Homy, (s (7, 5) being an isomorphism for every 7. Since
Map(z, r) — Map(z, s) is a weak equivalence by assumption and Homy, () (7, —) equals
the set of path components of (the maximal Kan complex contained in) Map(¢, —), this
is indeed the case.
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Example 3.7 Suppose that a cofibration test category (C, T) is given, and let T' C T
be a full subcategory such that & € T’ and such that for any cofibration s >> ¢ between
objects of T and any cofibration U >> V in sSetg,, the object 1 @ U Uggu s @V is again
in T/. We will call such a full subcategory T’ C T closed under finite pushout-products.
Then (C, T’) is again a cofibration test category if we define the (trivial) cofibrations to
be those of (C, T) between objects of T”. All items of Definition 3.3 are straightforward
to show except possibly property (iii). The “only if” direction follows immediately. For
the “if” direction of (iii), suppose r >> s is a map in T’ that is a cofibration with the
property that Map(¢, r) — Map(z, s) is a weak equivalence for any 7 € T'. Applying
this to # = r and ¢ = s and using that these mapping spaces are fibrant, we obtain
left and right homotopy inverses of r >> s, where homotopies in T’ are defined using
the tensor — ® A! (in the case of sSetkq) or — ® H (in the case sSet;, where H is
as in the proof of Lemma 2.1). Since Map(¢, —) is a simplicial functor it preserves
these homotopies, showing that Map(z, r) — Map(t, s) is a homotopy equivalence for
every t € T. We conclude that » > s is a trivial cofibration in T and hence a trivial
cofibration in T’ by definition.

Example 3.8 Let Top be a convenient category of topological spaces, such as k—
spaces or compactly generated (weak) Hausdorff spaces. The Quillen model structure
on Top is a simplicial model structure, in which tensors are given by C® X = C x | X|
for any C € Top and X € sSet. Let C C Top be any small full subcategory of Top that
is closed under finite colimits and finite tensors, and moreover contains the space | X |
for any finite simplicial set X. Define T € C to be the full subcategory consisting of
the objects | X'| for any finite simplicial set X, and define a map |X| — |Y|in T to be
a (trivial) cofibration if it is the geometric realization of a (trivial) cofibration X > Y
in the Kan—Quillen model structure on sSet. Using that there are natural isomorphisms
Y@V =Y xV]and [X|®V U xigu |Y|®U = |X x V Uyxy Y x V| for any
pair of maps X — Y and U — V in sSet, it is straightforward to verify that (C, T) is
a cofibration test category in the sense of Definition 3.3 (with respect to sSetkq). This
example will be studied further in Section 4.

For a cofibration test category C, we will write I for the image of the set of cofibrations
of C in Ind(C), and J for the image of the set of trivial cofibrations of C in Ind(C).
Identifying C with its image in Ind(C), we can write

I ={f:s5s—t] f isacofibration in C} = cof(C),
J={f:5s—1t| f is atrivial cofibration in C} = cof(C) N we(C).
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Recall that the sets of (trivial) cofibrations cof(C) and cof(C) N we(C) in (C, T) are
both contained in T; that is, any (trivial) cofibration is a map between test objects.

The sets I and J are generating (trivial) cofibrations for a model structure on Ind(C)
in which the weak equivalences are as above.

Theorem 3.9 Let C be a cofibration test category. Then Ind(C) carries a cofibrantly
generated (hence combinatorial) simplicial model structure, the completed model
structure, where a map C — D is a weak equivalence if and only if for every t € T,
Map(t, C) — Map(z, D) is a weak equivalence. A set of generating cofibrations
(resp. generating trivial cofibrations) is given by I (resp. J). Every object is fibrant in
this model structure.

Remark 3.10 As mentioned in Remark 3.5, the definition of a cofibration test category
depends on whether we work with the Joyal model structure or the Kan—Quillen model
structure on sSet. In the first case, the model structure on Ind(C) will be sSet;—enriched,
while in the latter case, it will be sSetxg—enriched.

The proof uses the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.11 Let C be a cofibration test category. The weak equivalences of Ind(C)
as defined in Theorem 3.9 are stable under filtered colimits.

Proof Let {C; = D;} be a levelwise weak equivalence between filtered diagrams
in Ind(C) and let ¢ € T. Then Map(¢, colim; C;) — Map(¢, colim; D;) is the filtered
colimit of the maps Map(¢, C;) — Map(¢, D;) since ¢ is compact in Ind(C), which are
weak equivalences by assumption. The proof therefore reduces to the statement in sSet
that a filtered colimit of weak equivalences, indexed by some filtered category I, is
again a weak equivalence. This can be proved for the Kan—Quillen and Joyal model
structure in exactly the same way. Namely, this is equivalent to the statement that
the functor colim: sSet! — sSet, where sSet! is endowed with the projective model
structure, preserves weak equivalences. To see that this is the case, factor { X;} — {Y;}
in sSet’ as a projective trivial cofibration {X;} >~ {Z;} followed by a pointwise
trivial fibration {Z;} —> {Y;}. Then colim X; — colim Z; is again a trivial cofibration,
so in particular a weak equivalence. Furthermore, since the generating cofibrations
dA™ — A" in sSet are maps between compact objects, we see that colim Z; — colim Y;
must have the right lifting property with respect to these maps, ie it is a trivial fibration.
We conclude that colim: sSet! — sSet preserves weak equivalences. |
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Lemma 3.12 Let C be a cofibration test category, let s >> t be a cofibration in C, ie a
map in I, and let C — D be an arrow in Ind(C) which has the right lifting property
with respect to all maps in J. Then Map(z, C) — Map(s, C) Xnap(s, 0) Map(¢, D) is a
fibration, which is trivial if either s > ¢ is trivial or if C — D is a weak equivalence in
the sense of Theorem 3.9.

Proof Let M be a set of trivial cofibrations in sSetg, such that a map between fibrant
objects in sSet is a fibration if and only if it has the right lifting property with respect
to the maps in M. For the Kan—Quillen model structure, one can take the set of horn
inclusions, while for sSety, the set M from Lemma 2.1 works. By Remark 3.4, for any
test object # € T and any C € Ind(C), the simplicial set Map(¢, C) is fibrant. For any
t €T and any map U >~V in M, themapt®U —t®V isin J by items (i) and (ii) of
Definition 3.3. By adjunction, we conclude that for any C — D that has the right lifting
property with respect to maps in J, the map Map(¢, C) — Map(¢, D) is a fibration. If
we are given a map s >> ¢ in [, then Map(s, C) Xmap(s, p) Map(¢, D) is fibrant because
the map to Map(¢, D) is the pullback of the fibration Map(s, C) — Map(s, D). By a
similar argument as above, Map(¢, C) — Map(s, C) Xnpap(s, p) Map(Z, D) is a fibration.
The same argument with the set of boundary inclusions {dA” — A"} instead of M
shows that Map(z, C) — Map(s, C) Xwap(s, p) Map(z, D) is a trivial fibration if s > ¢
isin J. If C — D is a weak equivalence, then the maps Map(s, C) — Map(s, D) and
Map(z, C) — Map(z, D) are weak equivalences by definition, hence trivial fibrations
by the above. As indicated in the diagram

Map(z, C)
—

Map(s’ C) XMap(s, D) Map(l’ D) — MaP(S» C)
W« |
l |
Map(t, D) ——— Map(s, D)
the map Map(z, C) — Map(s, C) Xnpap(s, p) Map(Z, D) is a trivial fibration by the two-

out-of-three property. |

Lemma 3.13 Let C be a cofibration test category and let s >—> ¢ be a trivial cofibration
in C. Then any pushout of s >~ ¢t in Ind(C) is a weak equivalence in the sense of
Theorem 3.9.
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Proof The following proof works if C is a cofibration test category with respect to
the Kan—Quillen model structure on sSet. The same proof works in the case that C is
a cofibration test category with respect to sSet; if one replaces every instance of A!
by H, where H is as in the proof of Lemma 2.1.

We will first show that i : s >~ 7 is a deformation retract. By item (iv) of Definition 3.3,
there exists a lift in

ie aretract r of i. By (ii) and (iv) of Definition 3.3, there exists a lift F in

i i
S® A Uygpar @Al 1200,

(@Al
This lift F: ¢ ® A! — ¢ is a deformation retract.

Now let a pushout square

SL)C

@) in - lj

t 55D
be given, where s — C is any map in Ind(C). The maps fr:¢t — C and idc: C — C
give, by the universal property of the pushout, a retract r’ of j: C — D. Since tensors
preserve colimits, we see that D @ A is the pushout of # ® A! and C ® A! along
s®A!. Thengo F:t ® Al - Dand C ® A! —>C®*ECL>Dgive,bythe
universal property of the pushout, amap G: D® A! — D. Write 19, 11: D — D ® A
for the endpoint inclusions. It follows from the universal property of the pushout (2)
that (oG = idp while 11G = jr’, ie G is a deformation retract.

Now let u € T be any test object. We deduce from the existence of the deformation
retract G that Map(u, C) — Map(u, D) is the inclusion of a deformation retract, hence
a weak equivalence. O

Proof of Theorem 3.9 We check all four assumptions of Kan’s recognition theorem as
spelled out in [17, Theorem 11.3.1]. The weak equivalences satisfy the two-out-of-three
property and are closed under retracts since this holds for the weak equivalences in sSet.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 23 (2023)



Simplicial model structures on pro-categories 3867

(1) Since all objects of C are compact in Ind(C), the sets / and J permit the small
object argument.

(2) It suffices to prove that any transfinite composition of pushouts of maps in J is a
weak equivalence. This follows immediately from Lemmas 3.11 and 3.13.

(3) We need to show that any map having the right lifting property with respect to maps
in I has the right lifting property with respect to maps in J and is a weak equivalence.
The first of these follows since J € I. To see that any map that has the right lifting
property with respect to maps in / is a weak equivalence, let such a map C — D be
given. Note that t ® dA[n] — t ® A[n] is in I for any ¢t € T and n > 0, by items (i)
and (ii) of Definition 3.3. This implies that Map(z, C) — Map(¢, D) is a trivial fibration
for any ¢ € T and in particular that C — D is a weak equivalence.

(4) We need to show that if C — D has the right lifting property with respect to maps
in J and is a weak equivalence, then it has the right lifting property with respect to maps
in I. Let s >t in I be given. Then Map(t, C') — Map(s, C) Xnap(s, ) Map(t, D)
is a trivial fibration by Lemma 3.12, and in particular surjective on O—simplices. In
particular, C — D has the right lifting property with respect to s > ¢.

The fact that this model structure is simplicial follows from Lemma 3.12. By (iv), all
objects in C C Ind(C) are fibrant. Since the generating trivial cofibrations are maps
between compact objects and any C € Ind(C) is a filtered colimit of objects in C, it
follows that all objects in Ind(C) are fibrant. a

Example 3.14 Let (C,T) be the cofibration test category from Example 3.8. The
model structure on Ind(C) obtained by applying Theorem 3.9 turns out to be Quillen
equivalent to the Kan—Quillen model structure on sSet and the Quillen model structure
on Top. More precisely, there is a canonical way to factor the geometric realization
functor for simplicial sets | - |: sSet — Top as a composite sSet — Ind(C) — Top,
where both of these functors are left Quillen equivalences. This will be proved in
Proposition 4.2.

Example 3.15 For this example, Top is again a convenient category of spaces as in
Example 3.8. If P is a topological operad, then the category P—Alg of P—algebras
admits a model structure, obtained through transfer along the free-forgetful adjunction
F: Top = P-Alg :U. In particular, any object is fibrant in this model structure.
This category is Top—enriched, since one can view Homp_aig(S, T') as a subspace
of Homy,,(US, UT). For any topological space X and any P-algebra S, one can
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endow the space S¥ with the “pointwise” structure of a P—algebra. By restricting the
usual homeomorphism coming from the cartesian closed structure on Top, we obtain
a natural homeomorphism Homy,_,,(S, TX) >~ Homy,, (X, Homp_ 41, (S, T)). One
can furthermore show that — : P—Alg — P-Alg has a left adjoint that makes P—Alg
into a tensored and cotensored topological category. In particular, it can be viewed
as a tensored and cotensored simplicial category. Since the cotensors, fibrations and
weak equivalences are defined underlying in Top, we see that P—Alg is an sSetxg—
enriched model category with respect to this enrichment. By Example 3.6, any small
full subcategory closed under finite colimits and tensors with finite simplicial sets
inherits the structure of a cofibration test category.

Example 3.16 One can modify the previous example in a way that is similar to
Example 3.8. Namely, suppose that C C P—Alg is a small full subcategory which
is closed under finite colimits and tensors by finite simplicial sets, and suppose that
F|X| is contained in C for any finite simplicial set X', where F: Top — P-Alg is the
left adjoint of the free-forgetful adjunction. Define the full subcategory of test objects
T C C to be the category of objects of the form F|X | for X a finite simplicial set, and
define the (trivial) cofibrations to be the maps of the form F|i|: F|X| — F|Y|, where
i is a (trivial) cofibration between finite simplicial sets in sSetxg. Then (C,T) is a
cofibration test category; hence we obtain a model structure on Ind(C) by Theorem 3.9.
Since the inclusion C < P-Alg preserves finite colimits, it induces an adjunction
Ind(C) 2 P-Alg. One can show that this adjunction is a Quillen equivalence.

4 Example: a convenient model category of topological spaces

Throughout this section, let Top be a convenient category of spaces, such as k—spaces,
compactly generated weak Hausdorff spaces or compactly generated Hausdorff spaces.
Suppose that a small full subcategory C € Top is given that is closed under finite
colimits and tensors with finite simplicial sets, and that contains the space | X'| for any
finite simplicial set X. As explained in Example 3.8, if we define T to be the collection
of spaces of the form | X|, where X is any finite simplicial set, and if we define a map
to be a (trivial) cofibration if and only if it is the geometric realization of a (trivial)
cofibration in sSetkxq between finite simplicial sets, then (C, T) is a cofibration test
category. In this section, we will study this example in more detail.

We begin by characterizing the weak equivalences of Ind(C). Note that the geometric
realization functor | - |: sSets, — C extends uniquely to a filtered colimit-preserving
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functor |-|: sSet — Ind(C) that has a right adjoint Sing defined by (SingC), =
Hom(|A"|, C) for any C € Ind(C).

Lemma 4.1 Let (C, T) be a cofibration test category as above. Then a map C — D
in Ind(C) is a weak equivalence if and only if Map(*,C) — Map(x, D) is a weak
equivalence, where * is the terminal object. In particular, C — D is a weak equivalence
if and only if Sing C — Sing D is a weak equivalence in sSetgq.

Proof If C — D is a weak equivalence in Ind(C), then Map(x, C) — Map(x, D) is
a weak equivalence by definition. Conversely, suppose that Map(*, C) — Map(x, D)
is a weak equivalence and let X be a finite simplicial set. It follows by adjunction that
Map(|X |, C) — Map(| X |, D) agrees with Map(x, C)X — Map(x, D)¥X, hence this
map is a weak equivalence.

For the second statement, note that Map(x, £) = Hom(* ® A®, E) = Sing E. a

The inclusion C — Top induces an adjunction L : Ind(C) 2 Top :(T)Ind as explained
in Section 2.2, where L is defined by L({c;}) = colim; ¢; for any {c;} in Ind(C). Since
geometric realization commutes with colimits, we see that the geometric realization
functor |- |: sSet — Top factors as sSet TN Ind(C) N Top.

Proposition 4.2 Let (C, T) be a cofibration test category as above. The adjunctions
| -|: sSetkq < Ind(C) :Sing and L: Ind(C) = Top : (- )y,q are Quillen equivalences.

Proof It is clear from the definition of the (trivial) cofibrations in (C, T) that
|-|:sSetgq — Ind(C) and L:Ind(C) — Top

send generating (trivial) cofibrations to (trivial) cofibrations. In particular, they are
left Quillen functors. Since the composition of these adjunctions is the well-known
Quillen equivalence |- |: sSetxo = Top :Sing, it suffices to show by the two-out-of-
three property for Quillen equivalences that |- |: sSetxg = Ind(C) :Sing is a Quillen
equivalence. By Lemma 4.1, a map C — D in Ind(C) is a weak equivalence if and
only if Sing C — Sing D is. In particular, this adjunction is a Quillen equivalence if
and only if the unit X — Sing | X| is a weak equivalence for any simplicial set X. If
X is a finite simplicial set, then X — Sing | X| agrees by definition with the unit of
the adjunction | - |: sSetgq = Top :Sing, which is always a weak equivalence. Since
weak equivalences are stable under filtered colimits in sSetkq, it follows that the unit
X — Sing | X| of | - |: sSetkq = Ind(C) :Sing is a weak equivalence for any simplicial
set X. |
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One can show that the model category Ind(C), with (C, T) a cofibration test category
of the type considered above, is very similar to Top. We mention a few similarities.
We first note that it is possible to define homotopy groups for objects of Ind(C), and
that they detect weak equivalences. If C is an object in Ind(C), then by a basepoint
of C we mean a map *x — C.

Definition 4.3 The n™ homotopy group 7, (C, co) of an object C € Ind(C) and a
basepoint ¢y : * — C is defined as the set of pointed maps |A” /dA"| — C modulo
pointed homotopy.

It follows from this definition that 7, (C, co) = 7, (Sing C, ¢¢) for any C € Ind(C) and
co € C. We conclude the following:

Proposition 4.4 A map f: C — D in Ind(C) is a weak equivalence if and only if
mn(C,co) = (D, f(co)) is a bijection for any ¢y € C and n > 0. Moreover, the
homotopy groups for objects in Ind(C) commute with filtered colimits.

Proof The first statement follows since f is a weak equivalence if and only if Sing f is.
The second part follows since both the functor Sing and the homotopy groups of
simplicial sets commute with filtered colimits. |

It can also be shown that one can take the same generating (trivial) cofibrations in
Ind(C) as in the usual Quillen model structure on Top. Define

[ ={dD" < D" |n >0},
J ={D"x {0} < D" x[0,1]| n > 0}.

Proposition 4.5 The sets I and J are sets of generating cofibrations and generating
trivial cofibrations for Ind(C), respectively.

Proof We need to show that the geometric realization of any cofibration (resp. trivial
cofibration) between finite simplicial sets lies in the saturation of I (resp. J). This
follows from the fact that | - |: sSet — Ind(C) preserves colimits and that each map of
the form [0A"| — |A"| (resp. |A%| — |A"]) is isomorphic to a map in [ (resp. J). O

For any two objects C = {c; }; and D = {d;}; in Ind(C), one can compute their product
levelwise by C x D = {c¢; x dj}(, jyer=J- Since the finite colimits of C are computed
in Top, and finite colimits in Ind(C) can be computed levelwise, we see that the functor
— x D: C — Ind(C) preserves finite colimits for any D in Ind(C). As explained in
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Section 2.2, it follows from this that the product functor — x D : Ind(C) — Ind(C) has
a right adjoint. In particular, Ind(C) is cartesian closed. This cartesian closed structure
interacts well with the model structure defined above.

Proposition 4.6 Ind(C) is a cartesian closed model category.

Proof It suffices to show that for any pair of generating cofibrations C > D and
C’ > D', the pushout-product

CxD' Ucxcr DxC'— DxD'

is a cofibration that is trivial if either C >> D or C’ >> D’ is. This is clearly true. O

One can furthermore show that the full subcategory of Top on the CW—-complexes
embeds fully faithfully into Ind(C), by using that any finite CW—complex X is (homeo-
morphic to) an object in C.

Proposition 4.7 There is a fully faithtful functor from the category of CW—complexes
into Ind(C) that preserves and detects weak equivalences.

Proof If X is a CW-complex, then one can always choose a CW-decomposition. The
finite CW-subcomplexes in this decomposition together with their inclusions form a
directed diagram {X;} for which colim; X; = X. Suppose that we have chosen a CW-
decomposition for any CW—complex X, and denote the associated directed diagram
of finite CW—subcomplexes by {X;, }. Since a map from a compact space into a CW—
complex (with a given CW—-decomposition) always lands in a finitte CW—subcomplex,
we see that the canonical map

lim colim Hom(X;
Ix ly

Yi,) = Hom(X,Y)

X

is an isomorphism for any pair of CW—complexes. By definition of the morphisms
in Ind(C), this implies that the functor that sends a CW—complex X to the ind-object
{Xiy } in Ind(C) is well-defined and fully faithful. Preservation and detection of weak
equivalences follows directly from the fact that Sing detects weak equivalences and
that colim;, Sing(X;, ) = Sing(X') for any CW—complex X. m|

We end this section by discussing a specific example of such a full subcategory C,
namely the category CM of compact metrizable spaces. Under Gelfand—Naimark
duality, this category corresponds to the category of separable commutative unital
C*-algebras. If we let Top be the category of compactly generated Hausdorff spaces,
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then CM as a full subcategory is closed under all finite colimits and tensors by finite
simplicial sets. In particular, by the above we obtain a model structure on Ind(CM)
that is equivalent to the Quillen model structure on Top. In [3], Barnea also proposes
a model structure on Ind(CM). However, this model structure does not agree with
the one constructed above, so we will briefly describe his model structure and the
difference with ours. Let us denote our model structure by Ind(CM)q.

Barnea shows in [3] that CM is a “special weak cofibration category”, and hence
that there exists an induced model structure on Ind(CM), which we will denote by
Ind(CM) . This model structure is cofibrantly generated and one can take the set of
Hurewicz cofibrations in CM as a set of generating cofibrations, while one can take the
Hurewicz cofibrations that are also homotopy equivalences as a set of generating trivial
cofibrations. If we define T = CM and if we define amap in T to be a (trivial) cofibration
if it is in the set of generating (trivial) cofibrations just mentioned, then (CM, T) is
a cofibration test category and the completed model structure on Ind(CM) coincides
with the one that Barnea constructed. Since Barnea’s model structure Ind(CM)g has
strictly more generating (trivial) cofibrations than our model structure Ind(CM)q, we
see that the identity functor is a left Quillen functor Ind(CM)q — Ind(CM)g. To see
that the model structures do not coincide, we will show that Ind(CM)q has strictly
more weak equivalences than Ind(CM)g. Let C be any metrizable infinite Stone space,
such as a Cantor space. Then, for Sing and | - | as defined just above Lemma 4.1, the
counit |Sing C| — C is a weak equivalence in Ind(CM)q. However, this map is not a
weak equivalence in Ind(CM)g, since Map(C, |Sing C|) — Map(C, C) is not a weak
equivalence of simplicial sets: since these mapping spaces are discrete, this would
imply that the map is an isomorphism. However, it is not surjective since there is no
map C — |Sing C| that gets mapped to idc. The model structure Ind(CM)q defined
here is similar to the Quillen model structure on Top, while Barnea’s model structure
Ind(CM)g bears some similarity to the Strgm model structure on Top.

5 The dual model structure on Pro(C)

A model structure on £ also gives rise to a model structure on £°P, where the fibrations
(resp. cofibrations) of £°P are the cofibrations (resp. fibrations) of £. In particular,
& is cofibrantly generated if and only if £ is fibrantly generated. Since Pro(C) ~
Ind(C°P)°P, this implies that if C is the dual of a cofibration test category, then Pro(C)
admits a fibrantly generated simplicial model structure. We explicitly dualize the main
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definition and result of Section 3 in this section, and then discuss a few examples of
such fibrantly generated simplicial model structures on pro-categories. Again, we work
with sSet endowed with either the Joyal or the Kan—Quillen model structure.

We say that a simplicial category C is finitely cotensored if CP is finitely tensored in the
sense of Definition 3.1. Explicitly, this means that C admits finite limits and cotensors
by finite simplicial sets, and that these commute with each other. As explained in
Section 2.2, if C is a small simplicial category that is finitely cotensored, then the
simplicial category Pro(C) is tensored, cotensored, complete and cocomplete.

Definition 5.1 A fibration test category (C, T) consists of a small finitely cotensored
simplicial category C, a full subcategory T C C of test objects and two classes of maps
in T called fibrations, denoted by —>, and trivial fibrations, denoted by —>, both
containing all isomorphisms, that satisfy the following properties:

(i) The terminal object * is a test object, and for every test object ¢ € T, the map
t — * is a fibration.

(i) For every fibration between test objects s — ¢ and cofibration between finite
simplicial sets U > V/, the pullback-power map s” — s¥ XU ¢V is a fibration

between test objects, which is trivial if either s —> ¢ or U >~ V is.

(iii) A morphism ¢ — d in T is a trivial fibration if and only if it is a fibration and
Map(d, t) — Map(c, t) is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets for every ¢ € T.

(iv) Any object ¢ € C has the left lifting property with respect to trivial fibrations.

For a fibration test category C, we write fib(C) for the set of fibrations and we(C)
for the set of maps ¢ — d that induce a weak equivalence Map(d, t) — Map(c, t) for
every ¢t € T. By property (iii), the set of trivial fibrations is fib(C) N we(C). Note that
the definition of a fibration test category is formally dual to that of a cofibration test
category. More precisely, (C, T) is a fibration test category if and only if (C°P, T°P) is
a cofibration test category in the sense of Definition 3.3, where the (trivial) cofibrations
of (C°P, T®P) are defined as the (trivial) fibrations of (C, T).

Let P C Ar(Pro(C)) denote the image of the set fib(C) along the inclusion C < Pro(C),
and Q C Ar(Pro(C)) the image of the set of trivial fibrations. The sets P and Q are
the generating (trivial) fibrations of the completed model structure on Pro(C). The
following theorem is formally dual to Theorem 3.9.
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Theorem 5.2 Let (C,T) be a fibration test category. Then Pro(C) carries a fibrantly
generated (hence cocombinatorial) simplicial model structure, the completed model
structure, where a map C — D is a weak equivalence if and only if Map(D, t) —
Map(C,t) is a weak equivalence for every t € T. A set of generating fibrations
(resp. generating trivial fibrations) is given by P (resp. Q). Every object is cofibrant in
this model structure.

Example 5.3 Dualizing Example 3.6, we see that if £ is a simplicial model category
in which every object is cofibrant, then any small full subcategory C € £ which is
closed under finite limits and finite cotensors admits the structure of a fibration test
category. Namely, defining T to be the full subcategory of fibrant objects of C, and
defining the (trivial) fibrations to be those of £ between objects in T, then (C, T) is a
fibration test category. As in Example 3.6, will say that C inherits the structure of a
fibration test category from &.

Remark 5.4 For the fibration test category (C, T) from the previous example, the
completed model structure on Pro(C) is a special case of Theorem 1.1, namely the
case where T is the collection of all fibrant objects in C. By (the dual of) Example 3.7,
it follows that we can take T to be any collection of fibrant objects in C that is closed
under “finite pullback-powers”. The general case, where we let T be any collection of
fibrant objects in C, is discussed in Section 8.

Example 5.5 Recall that we call a simplicial set lean if it is degreewise finite and
coskeletal. The full subcategory of sSet spanned by all lean simplicial sets L is closed
under finite limits and finite cotensors. By Example 5.3, it inherits the structure of a
fibration test category from sSetkq, which we will denote by Lxq. By Theorem 5.2 we
obtain a model structure on Pro(L). Since this category is equivalent to the category of
simplicial profinite sets sSet by (the dual of) Theorem 2.3, we in particular obtain a
simplicial model structure on sSet. This model structure coincides with Quick’s model
structure for profinite spaces [31], as explained in Corollary 6.6 below. We denote it
by Ss/\etQ.

Example 5.6 Consider the full simplicial subcategory T, of sSet whose objects are
those lean Kan complexes that have finite p—groups as homotopy groups. One can
show that T, is closed under “finite pullback-powers”, so by the previous example and
the dual of Example 3.7, we obtain a fibration test category L, = (L, Tj) in which the
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(trivial) fibrations are the (trivial) Kan fibrations between objects of T,. It is proved
in Corollary 6.7 that the completed model structure on Pro(L,) agrees with Morel’s
model structure for pro- p spaces [30].

Example 5.7 The category of lean simplicial sets also inherits the structure of a
fibration test category from the Joyal model structure sSety, which we will denote
by L;j. The corresponding model structure on sSet obtained from Theorem 5.2 will be
called the profinite Joyal model structure, and its fibrant objects will be called profinite
quasicategories. We will come back to this model category in Section 9, and we will
describe its underlying co—category in Remark A.11.

Example 5.8 In [16], Haine defines the Joyal-Kan model structure on sSet, p, where
P is (the nerve of) a poset. This model category describes the homotopy theory of
P—stratified spaces. Since it is a left Bousfield localization of the Joyal model structure
on sSet, p, any object is cofibrant and it is an sSet;—enriched model category. Actually,
this model structure can be shown to be sSetgxg—enriched [16, Sections 2.4-2.5]. In
particular, any small full subcategory C closed under finite limits and cotensors by
finite simplicial sets inherits the structure of a fibration test category. If P is a finite
poset and C = L p is the full subcategory of lean simplicial sets over (the nerve of) P,
then one can show that Pro(L, p) = sSet s p. In particular, by Theorem 5.2, we obtain
a model structure on sSet /p that is sSetgg—enriched. It is shown in Example A.8
that the underlying co—category of this model category is the co—category of profinite
P—stratified spaces defined in [8].

Example 5.9 We call a groupoid finite if it has finitely many arrows (including the
identity arrows). The category of finite groupoids FinGrpd inherits the structure of
a fibration test category from the canonical model structure on Grpd [1, Section 5].
(Note that Grpd can be viewed as an sSetgg—enriched model structure by defining
Map(A4, B) = N(Fun(4, B)) for any A, B € Grpd.) The completed model struc-
ture on the category of profinite groupoids (ﬁ'ﬁl = Pro(FinGrpd) obtained from
Theorem 5.2 coincides with the model structure for profinite groupoids defined by
Horel in [18, Section 4]. To see this, note that Horel shows in [18, Section 4] that the
Barnea—Schlank model structure on (Tr—];i exists and coincides with his model structure.
By Remark 5.12 below, the Barnea—Schlank model structure on (Trﬁi must coincide
with our model structure. In particular, Horel’s model structure agrees with the one
that we construct in this example.
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Example 5.10 Similarly, we call a category finite if it has finitely many arrows. The
category of all small categories admits the canonical model structure, defined for
example in [34]. Since this model structure is sSetj—enriched, the category of finite
categories FinCat inherits the structure of a fibration test category. By Theorem 5.2,
we obtain an sSetj—enriched model structure on Cat = Pro(FinCat), which we will

call the model structure for profinite categories.

Example 5.11 Let bisSet be endowed with the Reedy model structure with respect
to the Kan—Quillen model structure on sSet. Recall that the category of bisimplicial
profinite sets bisSet is equivalent to Pro(L®), where L® denotes the category of
doubly lean bisimplicial sets defined at the end of Section 2.2. Since any object in
bisSet is cofibrant, L(?) inherits the structure of a fibration test category from the Reedy
model structure on bisSet. By applying Theorem 5.2, we obtain a model structure on
Pro(L(?)) ~ bisSet. This model structure coincides with the Reedy model structure
on bisSet with respect to the Quick model structure on sg\et, as will be shown in
Proposition 6.9.

Remark 5.12 As discussed in the introduction, there are similarities between our
construction of a model structure on Pro(C) and the construction of Barnea—Schlank
in [7]. Suppose C is a fibration test category in the sense of Definition 5.1. Then
C comes with a set fib(C) of fibrations and a set of we(C) of weak equivalences. It
is very unlikely that the triple (C, fib(C), we(C)) is a “weak fibration category” in
the sense of Definition 1.2 of [7]. Namely, that definition asks that fib(C) contain
all isomorphisms of C, that it be closed under composition, and that a pushout of a
map in fib(C) be again in fib(C). However, if we define fib’(C) to be the smallest set
that contains fib(C) and that satisfies these properties, then (C, fib’(C), we(C)) might
be a weak fibration category. If this is the case, then the “induced” model structure
on Pro(C), in the sense of Theorem 1.8 of [7], could exist. The cofibrations of this
model structure are defined as the maps that have the left lifting property with respect
to fib’(C) N we(C), while the trivial cofibrations are the maps that have the left lifting
property with respect to fib’(C). Since the maps in fib’(C) are clearly fibrations in
our construction of the “completed model structure” on Pro(C) (see Theorem 5.2),
we conclude that the (trivial) cofibrations for both model structures must agree. In
particular, if both our model structure and the Barnea—Schlank model structure of [7]
exist on Pro(C), then they must coincide. An example where this happens is when
C = FinGrpd. (See Example 5.9 above.)
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6 Comparison to some known model structures

As stated in Theorem 5.2, for any fibration test category (C,T), all objects in the
completed model structure on Pro(C) are cofibrant. We will now show that, in the case
that C is the category L of lean simplicial sets, for many choices of T this statement can
be strengthened to say that the cofibrations are exactly the monomorphisms. We show
how this can be used to prove that the model structures on sSet obtained in Examples 5.5
and 5.6 agree with Quick’s model structure and Morel’s model structure, respectively.
It will also follow that the cofibrations in the profinite Joyal model structure from
Example 5.7 are exactly the monomorphisms. We conclude this section by showing
that the model structure on bisSet from Example 5.11 agrees with the Reedy model
structure on bisSet with respect to Quick’s model structure on sSet. The main result
about cofibrations in sSet is the following:

Proposition 6.1 Let L. be the category of lean simplicial sets endowed with the
structure of a fibration test category. Suppose that for any contractible lean Kan
complex K, the map K — x is a trivial fibration in L, and further that any trivial
fibration L — K in L is a trivial Kan fibration. Then the cofibrations in the completed
model structure on Pro(L) ~ sSet are the monomorphisms.

This proposition clearly applies to the fibration test categories Lkq, L and Ly of
Examples 5.5, 5.6 and 5.7. The following lemmas will be used to prove this result.
Recall that the category Set of profinite sets is equivalent to the category Stone of
Stone spaces.

Lemma 6.2 A map of profinite sets (resp. simplicial profinite sets) S — T is a
monomorphism if and only if it is (isomorphic to) the limit of a cofiltered diagram
{S; > T;}ier consisting of monomorphisms between finite sets (resp. degreewise
finite simplicial sets).

Proof In the category of Stone spaces, the monomorphisms are precisely the injective
continuous maps. Since a cofiltered limit of injective maps is again injective, we see
that if S — T is an inverse limit of monomorphisms S; > 7;, then S — T is itself a
monomorphism.

Conversely, suppose that S — 7" is a monomorphism of profinite sets (resp. simplicial
profinite sets). Write 7" = lim; 7; as a cofiltered limit of finite sets (resp. lean simplicial
sets), and, for every i, write S] for the image of the composition S — 7" — T;. Then
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{S/}ier is a cofiltered diagram since the structure maps 7; — 7 restrict to maps
S/ — ij for any i — j in I. Since {S; — Ti}ies is levelwise a monomorphism,
the proof is complete if we can show that S — lim; S; is an isomorphism. Since
isomorphisms of Stone spaces are detected on the underlying sets, it suffices to show
that this map is both injective and surjective. It is injective since the composition
S — lim; Sl.’ — T is, while it is surjective by [36, Corollary 1.1.6]. O

We will denote the two-element set {0, 1} by 2.

Lemma 6.3 A map of (profinite) sets S — T is a monomorphism if and only if it has
the left lifting property with respect to 2 — .

Proof We leave the case where S — 7' is a map of sets to the reader. For the “if”
direction in the profinite case, suppose that f': S — T has the left lifting property with
respect to 2 — *, but is not a monomorphism. Regarding S and T as Stone spaces,
there must exist distinct s, s” € S such that f(s) = f(s”). Choose some clopen U C S
such that s € U and s’ € U. Then the indicator function 1y : S — 2 is continuous but
does not extend to a map 7' — 2. We conclude that S — 7" must be a monomorphism.

For the converse, note that by Lemma 6.2 we may assume without loss of generality
that S — T can be represented by levelwise monomorphisms {S; — T;}. Since 2 is
cocompact in §\et, any map S — 2 factors through S; for some i. Since S; — 7; is a
monomorphism of sets, the result follows. |

Consider the diagram

* L) FinSet

| <
n Pad

-7 Rp2
Aop

where [n] denotes the inclusion of the terminal category * into A°P at [r], and 2 denotes
the inclusion of * into FinSet at the two-element set 2. Since FinSet has all finite limits,
the right Kan extension R,2 exists. Since the inclusion * < A°P factors through Aospn,

the simplicial set R,2 is n—coskeletal. In particular, it is a lean simplicial set.

Lemma 6.4 A map of simplicial (profinite) sets is a monomorphism if and only if it
has the left lifting property with respect to R,2 — * for everyn € N.
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Proof Since the inclusions of FinSet into Set and Set both preserve limits, we see
that the lean simplicial set R,2 constructed above is also the right Kan extension of
* ﬂ) A°P along * 2, Set and along = 2, Set. In particular, a map of simplicial
(profinite) sets X — Y has the left lifting property with respect to R,2 — = if and
only if X, — Y, has the left lifting property with respect to 2 — x*, hence the result
follows from Lemma 6.3. a

Proof of Proposition 6.1 We first show that any cofibration in the model category
Pro(L) is a monomorphism. Since R,2 — x* has the right lifting property with respect to
all monomorphisms in sSet, we see that it is a trivial Kan fibration, hence by assumption
a trivial fibration in the fibration test category L and a generating trivial fibration in
Pro(L). By Lemma 6.4, any cofibration in Pro(L) =~ sSet is a monomorphism.

For the converse, suppose X — Y is a monomorphism in Pro(L). By Lemma 6.2, we
may assume that X' — Y is a cofiltered limit of monomorphisms between degreewise
finite simplicial sets {X; — Y;}icy. We see that for every i, the map X; — Y; has
the left lifting property with respect to the generating trivial fibrations of Pro(L) since
these are trivial Kan fibrations between lean simplicial sets. Since any generating trivial
fibration is a map between cocompact objects, it follows that X — Y also has the left
lifting property with respect to the generating trivial fibrations. O

Proposition 6.1 shows that, for Lxg and L, the fibration test categories of Examples
5.5 and 5.6, the cofibrations of the model categories Pro(Lkg) and Pro(L,) are the
monomorphisms. This means that the cofibrations coincide with those of Quick’s
model structure [31] and Morel’s model structure [30], respectively. The same is true
for the weak equivalences. This follows from the results in Section 7 of [4] (most
notably Lemmas 7.4.7 and 7.4.10), using that Quick’s and Morel’s model structures on
sSet are simplicial. We state this explicitly as follows:

Proposition 6.5 [4] A map X — Y of simplicial profinite sets is a weak equiva-
lence in Quick’s model structure if and only if Map(Y, K) — Map(X, K) is a weak
equivalence for any lean Kan complex K. It is a weak equivalence in Morel’s model
structure if and only if Map(Y, K) — Map(X, K) is a weak equivalence for any lean
Kan complex K whose homotopy groups are finite p—groups.

From this proposition and the definition of the completed model structure (Theorem 5.2),
we see that the weak equivalences of Pro(Lkq) (resp. Pro(Lp)) agree with the weak
equivalences in Quick’s model structure (resp. Morel’s model structure) on sSet.
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Corollary 6.6 The completed model structure on Pro(Lkq) coincides with Quick’s
model structure.

Corollary 6.7 For any prime number p, the completed model structure on Pro(L,)
coincides with Morel’s model structure.

The proof of Proposition 6.1 admits an analogue for bisimplicial sets (in fact, for the
category of presheaves on K for any small category K that can be written as a union
of finite full subcategories), which we leave as an exercise to the reader.

Proposition 6.8 Let bisSet be endowed with a simplicial model structure in which the
cofibrations are the monomorphisms, and let L2 be the full subcategory of doubly lean
bisimplicial sets, which inherits the structure of a fibration test category in the sense of
Example 5.3. Then the cofibrations in Pro(L(?)) ~ bisSet are the monomorphisms.

Note that this proposition implies that the cofibrations in the model structure on bisSet
from Example 5.11 are exactly the monomorphisms. We will show that, in fact, this
model structure coincides with the Reedy model structure on bisSet with respect to
SS/\etQ. We do this by inspecting the generating (trivial) fibrations of the Reedy model
structure. For the following proof, note that Quick’s model structure coincides with the
completed model structure on Pro(Lkq) by Corollary 6.6, hence that any (trivial) Kan
fibration between lean Kan complexes is a (trivial) fibration in Quick’s model structure.

Proposition 6.9 The model structure on Pro(L(®)) of Example 5.11 coincides with
the Reedy model structure on bisSet (with respect to sSetg).

Proof Note that if L — K is a (trivial) Reedy fibration between Reedy fibrant doubly
lean bisimplicial sets, then L, and My L X, k Ky are lean Kan complexes for every n.
In particular, the map L, — My, L xp1, k Ky 18 a (trivial) fibration between lean Kan
complexes for every n. This shows that any generating (trivial) fibration in Pro(L(®)
is a (trivial) fibration in the Reedy model structure on bisSet.

For the converse, note that the Reedy model structure on bisSet is fibrantly generated.
Its generating (trivial) fibrations are maps of the form

3) GnL — 0G, L Xy, k Gn K

for any n > 0, where G, is the right adjoint to the functor X — X}, while 0G,, is the
right adjoint to the latching object functor X +— L, X, and L — K is a generating
(trivial) fibration in sSet. It can be shown using the right adjointness of G, and dGy,
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that these functors restrict to functors L — L(3). One can furthermore deduce from the
adjointness that if L and K are fibrant in sSet, then both the domain and codomain of
the map (3) are Reedy fibrant in bisSet and hence in bisSet. This shows that any map
of the form (3), with L — K a (trivial) fibration in L, is a (trivial) fibration in L®. In
particular, any generating (trivial) fibration in the Reedy model structure on bisSet is a
(trivial) fibration in Pro(L(z)). We conclude that both model structures coincide. O

7 Quillen pairs

As explained in Section 2.2, there is an easy criterion for constructing adjunctions
between ind-categories: if C is a small category that admits finite colimits and if £
is any cocomplete category, then a functor F': Ind(C) — £ has a right adjoint if and
only if it preserves all colimits. Furthermore, these functors correspond to functors
C — £ that preserve all finite colimits. There is a dual criterion for pro-categories. In
the simplicial case, this can be strengthened as in the following lemma.

If £ is a tensored cocomplete simplicial category, then we say that colimits and tensors
commute in £ if the analogue of item (iii) of Definition 3.1 holds for all diagrams in £
and all simplicial sets.

Lemma 7.1 Let C be a small finitely tensored simplicial category and let £ be a
tensored cocomplete simplicial category in which colimits and tensors commute. Then
any simplicial functor F: C — & that preserves finite colimits and tensors with finite
simplicial sets extends to a functor F: Ind(C) — & that admits a right adjoint. Moreover,
this adjunction is an enriched adjunction.

Proof The simplicial functor F: Ind(C) — £ is defined on objects by F (i} =
colim; F(c;) and on the internal homs by

Map({c;}, {d;}) = lim colim Map(c;, dj) — lim colim Map(F(c;), F(d;))
i Jj 1 J
— Map (coljm F(c;i), colim F(dj)).
l 1

We saw in the preliminaries that F preserves all colimits and has a right adjoint (as
functor of unenriched categories). In particular, it is part of an enriched adjunction if and
only if it preserves tensors. To see that this is the case, let X = colim; X be a simplicial
set written as a filtered colimit of finite simplicial sets. Then {c¢;}; ® X = {¢; ® X} j)-
hence F({c;};i ® X) = colim(; ;) F(c;) ® Xj = F({ci}) ® X, using the hypothesis that
F preserves tensors with finite simplicial sets. |
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In this section we give some assumptions under which an adjunction of the type above
is a Quillen adjunction, and give a further criterion for this adjunction to be a Quillen
equivalence. This gives a straightforward way of constructing “profinite” versions of
certain classical Quillen adjunctions, as illustrated in Example 7.7. At the end of this
section, we show that if C C £ inherits the structure of a (co)fibration test category in
the sense of Example 3.6, then the ind- or pro-completion functor (relative to C) is a
Quillen functor.

Definition 7.2 A morphism of cofibration test categories ¢: (C1,T1) — (C,,Ty)
is a simplicial functor ¢: C; — C, that preserves finite colimits, finite tensors and
(trivial) cofibrations, and in particular maps the full subcategory T; into T,. Dually, a
morphism of fibration test categories ¢: (Cy,T1) — (C,, T,) is a simplicial functor
¢: C; — C, that preserves finite limits, finite cotensors and (trivial) fibrations, and in
particular maps the full subcategory Ty into T5.

Example 7.3 The nerve functor N : FinGrpd — Lkq is a morphism of fibration test
categories. Similarly, taking the nerve of a category gives a morphism of fibration test
categories NV : FinCat — L.

Remark 7.4 If ¢: (Cy, T;) — (C,, T,) is a morphism of cofibration test categories,
then its canonical filtered colimit-preserving extension ¢: Ind(C;) — Ind(C,) has
a right adjoint ¢*: Ind(C;) — Ind(C;) by Lemma 7.1. Since ¢, is an extension of
¢: C; — C,, it sends all objects in the image of C; — Ind(C;) to compact objects
in Ind(C,), hence its right adjoint ¢* must preserve filtered colimits. Dually, if ¢
is a morphism of fibration test categories, then it canonically extends to a functor
¢«: Pro(Cq) — Pro(C,) that admits a left adjoint ¢*: Pro(C,) — Pro(C;) which
preserves cofiltered limits.

Proposition 7.5 Let ¢: (C1,T1) — (C,, T,) be a morphism of cofibration test cate-
gories. Then the induced adjunction from Remark 7.4
¢1:Ind(C;) 2 Ind(Cy) :¢™

is a simplicial Quillen adjunction. Dually, for a morphism of fibration test categories
¢:(Cq,T) = (Cy, Ty), the induced adjunction from Remark 7.4

¢ : Pro(C,) 2 Pro(C) : ¢«

is a simplicial Quillen adjunction.
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Proof Suppose ¢: (Cy,T1) — (C,, T,) is a morphism of cofibration test categories.
By Lemma 7.1, the adjunction ¢ - ¢* is an enriched adjunction of simplicial functors.
Since ¢, extends ¢ and ¢: C; — C, preserves all (trivial) cofibrations, we conclude
that ¢ : Ind(C;) — Ind(C,) preserves all generating (trivial) cofibrations. We conclude
that ¢ 4 ¢* is a simplicial Quillen adjunction. The case of fibration test categories is
dual. |

Remark 7.6 One could weaken the definition of a morphism of (co)fibration test
categories ¢: C; — C, by only asking it to be an (unenriched) functor of underlying
categories and not asking it to preserve (co)tensors. In this case, one would still obtain
a Quillen adjunction between the completed model structures, but it would merely be a
Quillen adjunction between the underlying model categories, and not a simplicial one.
Moreover, the proof of Proposition 7.8 below would not go through in this case.

Example 7.7 The nerve functors from Example 7.3 induce simplicial Quillen adjunc-
tions ﬁl :sSetg 2 Grpd :N and h: sSet; = Cat :N. These left adjoints are profinite

versions of the fundamental groupoid and the homotopy category, respectively.

We call the restriction ¢: Ty — T, of a morphism of cofibration test categories
homotopically essentially surjective if for any ¢’ € T,, there exists a ¢ € T; together
with a weak equivalence ¢ (¢) —> ¢’ in T5.

Proposition 7.8 Let ¢: (C{,T;) — (C,,T,) be a morphism of (co)fibration test
categories.

(a) If the restriction T — T, of ¢ is homotopically essentially surjective, then ¢*
detects weak equivalences.

(b) In the case of a morphism of cofibration test categories, if moreover for any
t € Ty and c € C; the map

Map(z, ¢) — Map(¢ (7). $(c))

is a weak equivalence, then the induced Quillen adjunction of Proposition 7.5 is
a Quillen equivalence.

(b") In the case of fibration test categories, if ¢ is homotopically essentially surjective
and for any t € Ty and ¢ € Cy, the map

Map(c. 1) — Map(¢(c). ¢ (1))

is a weak equivalence, then the induced Quillen adjunction of Proposition 7.5 is
a Quillen equivalence.
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Proof We again only include a proof for cofibration test categories, as the case
of a morphism of fibration test categories is dual. For item (a), let f: C — D be
a map in Ind(C,) and suppose that ¢*( f) is a weak equivalence in Ind(Cy). If
t' € T,, then since ¢: T; — T, is homotopically essentially surjective, there is
at € Ty together with an equivalence ¢(t) — t’. Since C and D are fibrant in
Ind(C,), the map Map(t’, C) — Map(¢’, D) is a weak equivalence if and only if
Map(¢(t), C) — Map(¢(2), D) is so. Since ¢, extends ¢ and the adjunction ¢ 4 ¢*
is enriched, we see that

Map(¢(t), C) —— Map(¢(t), D)

IE IE

Map(t, ¢*(C)) —— Map(t, $* (D))
commutes, hence Map(¢’, C) — Map(¢’, D) is a weak equivalence.

For item (b), since the right adjoint ¢* detects weak equivalences by part (a), it suffices
to show that the unit C — ¢*¢ C is a weak equivalence for every cofibrant C in
Ind(Cy). Since C is a cofiltered limit of objects in Cy, by Remark 7.4 it is enough to
show that ¢ — ¢*¢ic is a weak equivalence for every ¢ in Cq. By definition of the weak
equivalences in Ind(C;) and by the simplicial adjunction ¢ — ¢*, this is equivalent to

Map(z, ¢) — Map(¢1(2). ¢1(c)) = Map(¢(2). ¢(c))

being a weak equivalence, which holds by assumption. |

An interesting consequence of Proposition 7.8 is that if, for a (co)fibration test category
(C,T), one “enlarges” C to a bigger category C’ but keeps T the same, then one obtains
Quillen equivalent model structures on Ind(C) and Ind(C’) (or Pro(C) and Pro(C’)).
The next example gives an illustration of this.

Example 7.9 Recall from Example 5.5 that the category of lean simplicial sets L
inherits the structure of a fibration test category from sSetxq. We could give the category
of degreewise finite simplicial sets sFinSet a similar structure of a fibration test category,
namely by defining the test objects to be the lean Kan complexes and the (trivial)
fibrations to be those of Lkqg. That is, the test objects and the (trivial) fibrations of
sFinSet and of Lk are identical. It is well known that the pro-categories Pro(sFinSet)
and Pro(L) ~ sSet are not equivalent. However, the inclusion ¢: Lxg < sFinSet is a
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morphism of fibration test categories that satisfies item (b) of Proposition 7.8, hence
the induced adjunction
t*: Pro(sFinSet) > sSetq : ¢y

is a Quillen equivalence.

The hypotheses for item (b) of Proposition 7.8 can usually be weakened, namely if T
is “large enough” in the following sense.

Definition 7.10 Let (C,T) be a cofibration test category. We say that T is closed
under pushouts along cofibrations if, for any cofibration > s in T and any map r — ¢
in T, the pushout s U, ¢ is again contained in T.

Dually, for a fibration test category (C, T), we say that T is closed under pullbacks
along fibrations if, for any fibration s — r and any map ¢t — r in T, the pullback s X, ¢
is again contained in T.

This definition can be seen as ensuring that T has all finite homotopy (co)limits. If T
is closed under pushouts along cofibrations, then it is enough to assume in item (b)
that the restriction ¢: Ty — T, is homotopically fully faithful, ie that Map(s, t) —
Map(¢(s), ¢(2)) is a weak equivalence for all s,¢ € Ty. The main ingredient is the
following useful lemma.

Lemma 7.11 Let (C, T) be a cofibration test category and suppose that T is closed
under pushouts along cofibrations. Then any cofibrant object in Ind(C) is a filtered
colimit of objects in T.

Proof The “fat small object argument” of [27] shows that if C in Ind(C) is cofibrant,
then it is a retract of a colimit colim;ey ¢; indexed by a directed poset I that has a
least element _L, such that ¢ is the initial object & and such that ¢; — ¢; is a (finite)
composition of pushouts of generating cofibrations for any i. (This follows from
Theorem 4.11 of [27] together with the fact that all objects in T are compact.) In
particular, since T is closed under pushouts along cofibrations, it follows that ¢; € T for
every i € I. Since ind-categories are idempotent complete, it follows that any retract
of such a colimit is an object of Ind(T) as well. In particular, any cofibrant object of
Ind(C) lies in Ind(T). m|

We leave it to the reader to dualize Lemma 7.11 to the context of fibration test categories.
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Proposition 7.12 Let ¢: (C;,T{) — (C,,Ty) be a morphism of cofibration test
categories (resp. fibration test categories) and suppose that T is closed under pushouts
along cofibrations (resp. closed under pullbacks along fibrations). If the restriction
¢: Ty — T, is homotopically essentially surjective and homotopically fully faithful,
then the induced Quillen adjunction of Proposition 7.5 is a Quillen equivalence.

Proof We prove the statement for ind-categories. As in the proof of Proposition 7.8, it
suffices to show that the unit C — ¢*¢C is a weak equivalence for every cofibrant C
in Ind(C;). By Lemma 7.11 any cofibrant object is a filtered colimit of objects of T,
so by Remark 7.4 it suffices to show that 1 — ¢* ¢t is a weak equivalence for every
t € Ty. This follows exactly as in the proof of Proposition 7.8. |

Recall from Section 2.2 that if £ is a complete category and if C C £ is a small full
subcategory closed under finite limits, then the functor U : Pro(C) — £ that sends
a pro-object to its limit in £ has a left adjoint (T)Pro, the pro-C completion functor.
Dually, if € is cocomplete and C is closed under finite colimits, then the canonical
functor U : Ind(C) — £ has a right adjoint (T)Ind. In the situation where £ is a simplicial
model category and C is a (co)fibration test category, these adjunctions are almost by
definition Quillen pairs. Note that in the case of pro-categories, this is the Quillen pair
mentioned in item (iii) of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 7.13 Let £ be a simplicial model category in which every object is fibrant
and C C & a full subcategory closed under finite colimits and finite tensors with the
inherited structure of a cofibration test category (in the sense of Example 3.6). Then

U:Ind(C) 2 € :(*)jpg

is a simplicial Quillen adjunction. Dually, if every object in & is cofibrant and C C £
is a full subcategory closed under finite limits and finite cotensors, given the inherited
structure of a fibration test category (as in Example 5.3), then

(Dpro: € 2 Pro(C) :U
is a simplicial Quillen adjunction.
Proof The first adjunction arises by applying Lemma 7.1 to the inclusion C < £.

We need to show that the left adjoint U preserves the generating (trivial) cofibrations.
Note that U agrees with the inclusion C < £ when restricted to C € Ind(C). Since
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the generating (trivial) cofibrations are defined as the (trivial) cofibrations in C C £
between cofibrant objects, they are preserved by U.

The case for pro-C completion follows dually. |

Example 7.14 The proposition above shows that the profinite completion functors for
sSetkq and Grpd are left Quillen. These Quillen adjunctions fit into a commutative
diagram
I,
sSetkq /J_\ Grpd
N
e | 4 |U Opeo| = |U

i,
sS/\etQ \\J__/ @1

N

where N is the nerve adjunction from Example 7.7. There is a similar diagram of
Quillen adjunctions for the (profinite) Joyal model structure and the model category of
(profinite) categories.

8 Bousfield localizations

Suppose we are given a cofibration test category (C, T) and that we wish to shrink
the full subcategory of test objects T to a smaller one T' € T. If T’ is closed under
finite pushout-products, then (C,T’) is a cofibration test category by Example 3.7,
hence we obtain two model structures Ind(C, T) and Ind(C, T) on the category Ind(C).
Since the (trivial) cofibrations of (C,T’) are those of (C, T) between objects of T,
the sets of generating (trivial) cofibrations of Ind(C, T’) are contained in those of
Ind(C, T). In particular, the identity functor is right Quillen when viewed as a functor
Ind(C, T) — Ind(C, T’). Since there are fewer weak equivalences in Ind(C, T) than in
Ind(C, T’), this right Quillen functor is close to being a right Bousfield localization.
Recall that a right Bousfield localization of a model category is a model structure
on the same category with the same class of fibrations, but with a larger class of
weak equivalences. The model category Ind(C, T’) is not necessarily a right Bousfield
localization of Ind(C, T) since it has fewer generating trivial cofibrations, and hence it
might have more fibrations than Ind(C, T). However, it is a general fact about model
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categories that in such a situation, there exists a model structure on Ind(C) with the
weak equivalences of Ind(C, T') and the fibrations of Ind(C, T):

Lemma 8.1 Let &, and &g be cofibrantly generated model structures on the same
category £ and suppose that sets of generating cofibrations I, and Ig and sets of
generating trivial cofibration Jo and Jg respectively, are given. If 1o, C Ig and Jo C Jg,
and if &, has more weak equivalences than Eg, then there exists a cofibrantly generated
model structure on & with the weak equivalences of £y and the fibrations of Eg.

Proof It easily follows by checking the hypotheses of Theorem 11.3.1 of [17] that the
sets Iy U Jg and Jg determine a cofibrantly generated model structure on £ in which
the weak equivalences agree with those of £y. This model structure has the desired
properties. As an example, we check item (4b) of Theorem 11.3.1 of [17], and leave
the other hypotheses to the reader. This comes down to showing that if £ — F has the
right lifting property with respect to Jg and is a weak equivalence in &y, then it must
have the right lifting property with respect to Iy, U Jg. It suffices to show that £ — F
has the right lifting property with respect to I,. Since £ — F has the right lifting
property with respect to Jg, it has so with respect to Jo € Jg, hence it is a fibration
in £y. Since it is also a weak equivalence in &, it follows that it has the right lifting
property with respect to /4 and hence with respect to Iy, U Jg. O

If £ is a simplicial model category with a given full subcategory T C &, then Rt&
denotes (if it exists) the right Bousfield localization of £ in which a map E — E’ is
a weak equivalence if and only if Map(¢, E) — Map(¢, E’) is a weak equivalence for
every ¢ € T. We call such a map a T—colocal weak equivalence. Dually, L& denotes
(if it exists) the left Bousfield localization of £ in which £ — E’ is a weak equivalence
if and only if Map(E’, 1) — Map(E, t) is a weak equivalence for every 7 € T. Such a
map is called a T-local weak equivalence.

Proposition 8.2 Let (C,T) be a cofibration test category and let T" C T be a full
subcategory. Then the right Bousfield localization Ry’ Ind(C) exists and is cofibrantly
generated.

Dually, if (C, T) is a fibration test category and T’ C T a full subcategory, then the left
Bousfield localization Ly Pro(C) exists and is fibrantly generated.

Proof We first prove the proposition in the special case that T’ is closed under finite
pushout-products, and then deduce the general case from this. In this special case,
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(C,T) is a cofibration test category as in Example 3.7, so we obtain a cofibrantly gen-
erated model category on Ind(C, T”) in which the weak equivalences are the T’—colocal
ones. We also have the model structure on Ind(C) corresponding to the cofibration test
category (C, T), which by construction has more generating (trivial) cofibrations than
Ind(C, T'). By applying Lemma 8.1, we obtain the desired right Bousfield localization
Ry Ind(C).

Now suppose that T’ is not necessarily closed under finite pushout-products. Let T” be
the smallest full subcategory of T that contains T’ and is closed under finite pushout-
products and isomorphisms. This category can be obtained by repeatedly enlarging
T’ by adding all objects isomorphic to an object of the form ¢’ ® U Uygy s’ @ V
to T’, for s’ >> ¢’ a cofibration in T and U > V a cofibration of finite simplicial
sets. This produces a sequence of full subcategories T' € T ’1 - T/2 C ... C T such that
T = U,en T,,- We claim that the T'—colocal weak equivalences and the T”—colocal
weak equivalences in Ind(C) agree. By the above inductive construction of T”, it
suffices to show that for any cofibration s’ > ¢’ of (C, T) with s’,# € T’ and any
cofibration U > V in sSetg,, the map

Map(t' ® U Uygy s’ ® V,C) — Map(t' @ U Uggu s’ ® V, D)

is a weak equivalence for any T’—colocal weak equivalence C — D. We leave this as
an exercise to the reader, noting that these pushouts can be taken out of the mapping
spaces to obtain homotopy pullbacks. a

Example 8.3 Let Lkq be the category of lean simplicial sets with the structure of a
fibration test category as in Example 5.5. The model structure Pro(Lkgq) then coincides
with Quick’s model structure sS/\etQ under the equivalence of categories Pro(L) ~ sS/\etQ,
by Corollary 6.6. In particular, by Proposition 8.2, the left Bousfield localization
LTsS/\etQ exists for any collection of lean Kan complexes T. If one takes T to consist of
the spaces K(IF,, n) for all n € N, then one obtains a model structure on sSet in which
the weak equivalences are the maps that induce equivalences in IF,—cohomology and in
which the cofibrations are the monomorphisms. This is exactly Morel’s model structure
on sSet for pro-p spaces [30]. In particular, this is an alternative to the construction in
Example 5.6.

Example 8.4 Recall the Reedy model structure (with respect to Quick’s model structure
on sSet) on bisSet from Example 5.11. By Proposition 6.9, this model structure can be
obtained by applying Theorem 5.2 to a certain fibration test category ngz). In particular,
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Proposition 8.2 ensures that the left Bousfield localization LTbisS/\et exists for any
collection T of Reedy fibrant doubly lean simplicial sets. For example, one can take T
to be the collection of all doubly lean bisimplicial sets that are complete Segal spaces in
the sense of [35]. This model structure will be called the model structure for complete
Segal profinite spaces and denoted by bisS/\etcss. We will study this model structure
in detail in Section 9. In particular, we will show in Proposition 9.3 that bisS/\etcss is
equivalent to the model structure for profinite quasicategories sS/\etJ from Example 5.7.

Proposition 8.2 was the last missing piece in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (except for item
(iv) of that theorem, which follows from Theorem A.7).

Proof of Theorem 1.1 Let £ be a simplicial model category in which every object is
cofibrant, and let C C £ be a small full subcategory of £ which is closed under finite
limits and cotensors by finite simplicial sets. Then (C, T'), where T’ C C is the full
subcategory on the fibrant objects, inherits the structure of a fibration test category
from £ in the sense of Example 5.3.

Now suppose T is any collection of fibrant objects in C. By applying Theorem 5.2 to
(C,T') and then applying Proposition 8.2 (with T and T’ interchanged), we obtain a
model structure on Pro(C) together with a (fibrantly generated) left Bousfield localiza-
tion Pro(C) 2 Lt Pro(C). The weak equivalences of Lt Pro(C) are by definition the
T-local equivalences. By Theorem 5.2, any object in Pro(C) (and hence in Lt Pro(C))
is cofibrant. By Proposition 7.13, we obtain a simplicial Quillen adjunction £ & Pro(C)
and hence a simplicial Quillen adjunction £ 2 Lt Pro(C). We conclude that the model
structure Lt Pro(C) satisfies items (i)—(iii) of Theorem 1.1. m]

9 Example: complete Segal profinite spaces vs profinite
quasicategories

Recall that in Example 5.7, we defined the profinite Joyal model structure. In this
section, we will define another candidate for the homotopy theory of profinite co—
categories, namely a profinite version of Rezk’s model category of complete Segal
spaces. We then show that there are two Quillen equivalences between the model
category of complete Segal profinite spaces and the profinite Joyal model structure.
After establishing these Quillen equivalences, we characterize in both these model
categories the weak equivalences between the fibrant objects as the essentially surjective
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and fully faithful maps, where being fully faithful is defined in terms of the Quick
model structure. It is worth mentioning that in Remark A.11, we moreover give a
precise description of the underlying co—category of these model categories.

Let us start with a short review of the theory of complete Segal spaces, originally
defined by Rezk in [35]. Consider the category bisSet = sSet®” of bisimplicial sets,
or simplicial spaces, equipped with the Reedy model structure (with respect to the Kan—
Quillen model structure on sSet). We denote this model category by bisSetg. Objects
of bisSet have two simplicial parameters. We denote the “inner” one by n,m, ... and
refer to it as the space parameter, and we denote the “outer” one (corresponding to the
A in sSet®™) by s,t,7,.... For any pair of simplicial sets X and Y, one can define
the external product X X Y by (X XY ), = X; X ¥y. Note that the external product
A? x A" is the functor A°P x A°P — Set represented by ([¢], [#]). In particular, the
internal hom of bisSet can be defined by (Y ¥);, = Hom((A? x A") x X, Y). This
internal hom allows one to regard bisSet as a simplicial category in multiple ways; the
two simplicial enrichments that we will use are given by

Map; (X,Y):=(Y¥*).o and Map,(X,Y):=(¥Y¥),..
The category bisSet is tensored and cotensored with respect to both of these enrichments.

As described in [35, Sections 10 and 12], one can localize the Reedy model structure
on bisSet by the Segal maps
Sp Al x A% > AT x A?,
where Sp A’ = A[0, 1]U---U At — 1, ] is the spine of the 7—simplex. This gives the
model category bisSetss for Segal spaces. Localizing one step further by the map
{0} x A > J x A

gives the model category bisSetcss for complete Segal spaces. Here J is the nerve
of the groupoid with two objects and exactly one isomorphism between any ordered
pair of objects. It is part of a cosimplicial object J* in sSet, J? being the nerve of the
groupoid with # + 1 objects and exactly one isomorphism between any ordered pair of
objects.

All three of the model structures bisSetg, bisSetss and bisSetcss are sSetxg—enriched
model structures with respect to the enrichment Map, mentioned above.

The model category bisSetcss is Quillen equivalent to sSety. In fact, there are Quillen
pairs in both directions, whose right Quillen functors are the evaluation at the inner
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coordinate n = 0,
evo: bisSet — sSet; (evo X); = X; o,

and the singular complex functor with respect to J°,
Sing,: sSet — bisSet;  Sing;(X);, = Map(J", X); = Hom(A’ x J", X).

These Quillen equivalences are described in detail in [22]. One can prove, using the
Quillen equivalence evy together with the fact that bisSetcss is a cartesian closed
model category, that bisSetcgs is an sSet;—enriched model category with respect to
the simplicial enrichment Map; mentioned above. Both of the above right Quillen
functors are simplicial functors that preserve cotensors with respect to this simplicial
enrichment. This is explained in detail in the proof of Proposition E.2.2 of [37].

Now let L® be the category of doubly lean bisimplicial sets, ie those bisimplicial
sets X for which X; , is finite for each ¢ and n, and such that X" == cosk; ,(X) for some
t and n. Here cosk; ,: bisSet — bisSet is the functor that restricts X € bisSet to a
functor A;pt X Aospn — Set and then right Kan extends along Ag X A(gn — A% x AP,
This agrees with the notion of doubly lean as defined at the end of Section 2.2, and it
follows from (the dual of) Theorem 2.3 that the inclusion L® < bisSet extends to an
equivalence Pro(L®)) ~ bisSet.

Each of the three model structures bisSetg, bisSetss and bisSetcss gives rise to the
structure of a fibration test category on L® by the general scheme of Example 5.3.
We will mainly be interested in the Reedy and the complete Segal model structures, so
denote the corresponding fibration test categories by L1(12) and Lézs)s, respectively.

Definition 9.1 The model structures on bisSet obtained by applying Theorem 5.2 to
the fibration test categories Ll(f) and L(Czs)s will be called the Reedy model structure for
profinite spaces and model structure for complete Segal profinite spaces, and denoted
by bisS/\etR and bisS/\etcss, respectively. A fibrant object in bisS/\etCSS will be called a
complete Segal profinite space.

Since we can view bisSetcsg as a simplicial model category in two ways, the full subcat-
egory L(czs)s inherits two different structures of a fibration test category, namely one with
respect to the enrichment Map; and one with respect to Map,. The (trivial) fibrations
of both fibration test category structures agree, so they will induce the same model
structures on Pro(L(z)) =~ bisSet. This shows that we can view bisg\etcss as an sSet;—

enriched model category through the enrichment Map,, and as an sSetgg—enriched
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model category through Map,.!

In what follows, we will consider the simplicial
enrichment Map,, since this one is compatible with the right Quillen functors evy and

Sing; discussed above.

By Proposition 7.13, the profinite completion functor bisSet — bisSet is a left Quillen
functor, whose right adjoint is given by the functor U : bisSet — bisSet that sends a
bisimplicial profinite set to its underlying bisimplicial set. Levelwise, this is the functor
that sends a profinite set to its underlying set.

Since Lgs)s has fewer test objects than L(Z), we see that bisS/\ethg has more weak
equivalences than bisS/\etR. By Proposition 6.8, the cofibrations are the monomorphisms
in both model structures, hence bisS/\etcss is a left Bousfield localization of bisS/\etR.
In particular, the construction of the model structure bisS/\etcss given in Example 8.4
agrees with the one given here.

The right Quillen functors evy and Sing; mentioned above restrict to morphisms of
fibration test categories between Ly and Lgs)s’ where Lj is the category of lean simplicial
sets (with the fibration test category structure from Example 5.7). This amounts to
showing that evy maps doubly lean bisimplicial sets to lean simplicial sets, and that
Sing; maps lean simplicial sets to doubly lean bisimplicial sets. In the case of evy, this
follows directly from the definition, while the case of Sing; requires some work.

Lemma 9.2 The functor Sing;: sSet — bisSet takes lean simplicial sets to doubly
lean bisimplicial sets.

Proof Let X be a lean simplicial set and suppose that X is n—coskeletal. It suffices to
show that Sing;(X). » and Sing;(X);,. are both n—coskeletal and degreewise finite
simplicial sets for any #,m € N. Since J is a degreewise finite simplicial set for
every m, we see that Sing;(X ). » = Map(J™, X) is an n—coskeletal degreewise finite
simplicial set for every m. This automatically shows that Sing;(X); . is a degreewise
finite simplicial set as well. It therefore remains to show that, for every n—coskeletal
simplicial set X and every ¢, the simplicial set Sing;(X);,, = Hom(J* x A, X) =
Hom(J*, X At) is n—coskeletal. Since any cotensor XY of an n—coskeletal simplicial
set X is again n—coskeletal, it suffices to prove the case ¢ = 0. To this end, let J k+1
denote the simplicial subset

L I e
xe(Ak+1),

Tn fact, one can show that bisSetcsg is a bisSetcss—enriched model category, strengthening this statement.
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or equivalently, the left Kan extension of J*: A — sSet along the Yoneda embedding
A — sSet, evaluated at A¥T! € sSet. The inclusion 3J*¥+1 < J*k+1 restricts to
an isomorphism sk, 3JK*t! — sk, J¥*! for any k > n. Combining this with the
canonical isomorphism Hom(dAK+! Hom(J*, X)) = Hom(3J**1, X), it follows
that Hom(J*, X)) is n—coskeletal. |

Denote the profinite Joyal model structure by sSet;. We can apply Proposition 7.12
to evp: Lézs)s — Lj and Sing;: Ly — L(czs)s to show that the induced functors between
sS/\etJ and bisS/\etcss are right Quillen equivalences. We will denote these functors by
evg and Sing; as well.

Proposition 9.3 The functors evy: bisSAetcss — sS/\etJ and Sing; : sSAetJ — bisSAetcss
are right Quillen equivalences.

Proof Since there is a natural isomorphism evg Sing;(X) 2 X/, it suffices to show that
evyp: bisS/\etcss — SS/\etJ is a right Quillen equivalence. The same then follows for Sing;
by the two-out-of-three property. Since evg: bisSetcss — sSet; is a (simplicial) right
Quillen equivalence, its restriction evg: L(Czs)s — Lj is a morphism of fibration test cate-
gories that is homotopically fully faithful when restricted to test objects. Furthermore, it
is homotopically essentially surjective since X = evq(Sing; X) for any lean quasicate-
gory X . By Proposition 7.12, we conclude that induced functor evy: bisS/\etcss — sS/\etJ
(and hence Sing;: sS/\etJ — bisS/\etcss) is a right Quillen equivalence. O

One can prove “profinite versions” of many of the properties that complete Segal spaces
enjoy. The general strategy for proving such a profinite version of a given property
is to reduce it to its classical counterpart. We will illustrate this by showing that the
weak equivalences between complete Segal profinite spaces coincide with (a profinite
version of) the Dwyer—Kan equivalences. This is done by exploiting two facts: that
bisS/\etcss is a left Bousfield localization of the Reedy model structure bisS/\etR (with
respect to sg\etQ), and that the weak equivalences between fibrant objects in sg\etQ can
be detected underlying in sSetkq. To state this explicitly, denote the functor that sends a
simplicial profinite set to its underlying simplicial set by U : sSet — sSet. Note that this
functor is right Quillen as a functor from Quick’s model structure to the Kan—Quillen
model structure, and that its left adjoint is the profinite completion functor.

Proposition 9.4 A map X — Y between fibrant objects in sg\etQ is a weak equivalence
ifand only if UX — UY is a weak equivalence in sSetkq.
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Proof This follows from Theorem E.3.1.6 of [25], which states that the functor between
the underlying co—categories of sS/\etQ and sSetkq induced by U (which is called “Mat”
by Lurie) is conservative. Another way to deduce this proposition is to show that the
weak equivalences between fibrant objects in sS/\etQ are the mi—isomorphisms (as in
the proof of Proposition 3.9 of [10]) and that the underlying group/set Un, (X, x) of
the profinite group/set m, (X, x) agrees with 7, (U X, x) for any fibrant X € SS/\etQ and
any x € Xp. |

Since bisS/\etcss is a left Bousfield localization of the model category bisS/\etR, which
by Proposition 6.9 coincides with the Reedy model structure on bisSet with respect to
sS/\etQ, we see that a map between complete Segal profinite spaces is a weak equivalence
if and only if it is levelwise a weak equivalence in sS/\etQ. In particular, we obtain the
following result:

Proposition 9.5 A map X — Y between complete Segal profinite spaces is a weak
equivalence if and only if for every t, the map X;,. — Y;,. is a weak equivalence in
sg\etQ. In particular, X — Y is a weak equivalence between complete Segal profinite
spaces if and only if UX — UY is a weak equivalence between complete Segal spaces.

For a complete Segal profinite space X and two objects x, y € Xy o, ie two maps
A% x A® — X, we can mimic the classical definition of the mapping space by defining
a profinite space mapy (x, y) as the pullback

mapy (x,y) —— Xi.

|
l(d 1.do)
A° &) X0, X X0,0
Since X is Reedy fibrant, the map (d1, dy): X1 « = X0,e X X, is a fibration in sSetQ,
and hence mapy (x, y) is a fibrant object in sSetQ Since U : blsSetcss — bisSetcss
preserves limits, we see that U(mapy (x, y)) = mapy y (x, ) for any complete Segal
profinite space X . If /: X — Y is a map between complete Segal profinite spaces, then
for any x, y € X9, we obtain a map mapy (x, y) — mapy (fx, /) from the universal
property of the pullback. We call a map between complete Segal profinite spaces
S X =Y fully faithful if, for any x, y € Xy o, the map mapy (x, y) — mapy (fx, fy)
is a weak equivalence in sg\etQ. It follows from Proposition 9.4 that X — Y is fully
faithful if and only if UX — UY is a fully faithful map of complete Segal spaces.
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One can also mimic the classical definitions of a homotopy and of homotopy equiv-
alences in a complete Segal space, and use this to define what it means for a map
of complete Segal profinite spaces to be essentially surjective. An equivalent, but
easier, way is to say that X' — Y is essentially surjective if and only if the induced
map 79 Xo,e — Y0, is an epimorphism of profinite sets. Since UngZ = moUZ for
any fibrant object Z in SS/\etQ, and since epimorphisms of profinite sets are detected
underlying, we see that a map of complete Segal profinite spaces X — Y is essentially
surjective if and only if UX — UY is.

Definition 9.6 A map between complete Segal profinite spaces is called a Dwyer—Kan
equivalence or DK—equivalence if it is essentially surjective and fully faithful.

Theorem 9.7 A map between complete Segal profinite spaces is a Dwyer—Kan equiva-
lence if and only if it is a weak equivalence in bisSetcss.

Proof As explained above Definition 9.6, f: X — Y is essentially surjective and fully
faithful if and only if UX — UY is so. By Proposition 7.6 of [35], this is the case if
and only if UX — UY is a weak equivalence in bisSetcss. By Proposition 9.5, this is
equivalent to X — Y being a weak equivalence in bisS/\etcss. m|

One can lift Proposition 9.5 and Theorem 9.7 to analogous results about weak equiva-
lences between proﬁnlte quasicategories using the Quillen equivalences evy and Sing;
between sSetJ and blsSetcss

Proposition 9.8 A map X — Y between profinite quasicategories is a weak equiva-
lence in sSet;y if and only if UX — UY is a weak equivalence in sSet;.

Proof Let f: X — Y be a map between profinite quasicategories. If f is a weak
equivalence in sS/\etJ, then Uf: UX — UY is a weak equivalence of quasicategories
since U : SS/\etJ — sSet; is right Quillen. Conversely, suppose Uf" is a weak equivalence
of quasicategories. Then Sing; Uf : Sing;(UX) — Sing;(UY) is a weak equivalence
between complete Segal spaces. Note that Sing; oU ~ U o Singy, since both functors
preserve cofiltered limits and they agree on lean simplicial sets. By Proposition 9.5,
Sing; X — Sing; Y is a weak equivalence between complete Segal profinite spaces.
Since evy is right Quillen, the original map evg Sing; X = X — Y ~ev( Sing; Y isa
weak equivalence in SS/.\et]. |
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For a profinite quasicategory X and two O—simplices x, y € X, (ie maps A® — X)),
we define mapy (x, y) as the pullback

mapy (x. y) —— XA

J
l(eVo ,evy)

A Y v x

Since the right-hand vertical map is obtained by cotensoring with the cofibration
Al < Al it must be a fibration in SS/\etJ. In particular, mapy (x, y) is fibrant in s§\et1.
One can show that, analogously to the classical case, mapy (x, y) is actually fibrant in
sS/\etQ. However, the proof of this is technical and not necessary for what follows, so it
is not included.

A map f: X — Y of profinite quasicategories induces a morphism mapy (x, y) —
mapy (fx, fy) for any x, y € X by the universal property of the pullback. We say
that f is fully faithful if mapy (x, y) — mapy (fx, ) is a weak equivalence in sS/\etJ
for any x, y € X,.? For a l-simplex « € X; with dja = x and doo = y, ie a O—simplex
in mapy (x, y), we say that o is a homotopy equivalence if A %5 X extends to a
map J! — X. Here J! is viewed as a simplicial profinite set through the inclusion
sFinSet <> sSet. We say that a map of profinite quasicategories f: X — Y is essentially
surjective if for any y € Y, there exists an x € X, and an o € mapy (fx, ) such that
o is a homotopy equivalence.

Since U : sSet — sSet preserves pullbacks, we see that U mapy (x, y) = mapy y (x, »).
By Proposition 9.8, a map X — Y of profinite quasicategories is fully faithful if and
only if UX — UY is. Since Hom(J!, X) =~ Hom(J!, UX) for any X € sSet, we also
see that X' — Y is essentially surjective if and only if UX — UY is.

Definition 9.9 A map between profinite quasicategories is called a Dwyer—Kan equiv-
alence or DK—equivalence if it is essentially surjective and fully faithful.

Theorem 9.10 A map between profinite quasicategories is a Dwyer—Kan equivalence
if and only if it is a weak equivalence in sSet;.

Proof A map X — Y of profinite quasicategories is a DK—equivalence if and only
if UX — UY is. Since the weak equivalences between fibrant objects in sSet; are

2Since the simplicial profinite sets mapy (x, y) and mapy (fx, fy) are actually fibrant in s§e\tQ, this is
equivalent to asking that mapy (x, y) — mapy (fx, fy) is a weak equivalence in sSetg.
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exactly the DK—equivalences, we conclude from Proposition 9.8 that a map of profinite
quasicategories X — Y is a DK—equivalence if and only if it is a weak equivalence. O

Appendix Comparison to the co—categorical approach

The goal of this appendix is to compare the model structures on Ind(C) and Pro(C)
constructed in this paper to the co—categorical approach to ind- and pro-categories.
Since the cases of ind- and pro-categories are dual, we only treat the case of ind-
categories and dualize the main result at the end of this appendix.

Given a cofibration test category C, the underlying co—category of the completed model
structure on Ind(C) will be denoted by Ind(C)eo. Recall that this co—category is defined
as the homotopy-coherent nerve of the full simplicial subcategory spanned by the fibrant-
cofibrant objects. We will show that if (C, T) is a cofibration test category with a suitable
assumption on T, then the co—category Ind(C)eo is equivalent to Ind(N(T)). Here
N(T) is the homotopy-coherent nerve of the simplicial category T, and Ind denotes
the oo—categorical version of the ind-completion as defined in [24, Definition 5.3.5.1].

Warning A.1 There is a subtlety here that we should point out: if (C, T) is a cofibration
test category with respect to the Joyal model structure on sSet, meaning that items
(i1) and (iii) of Definition 3.3 hold with respect to the trivial cofibrations and weak
equivalences of sSet;y, then the “mapping spaces” of T are quasicategories but not
necessarily Kan complexes. Recall that any quasicategory X contains a maximal Kan
complex, which we will denote by k(X). Since this functor k preserves cartesian
products, any category enriched in quasicategories can be replaced by a category
enriched in Kan complexes by applying the functor k to the simplicial hom. If (C, T)
is a cofibration test category with respect to sSet;, then we will abusively write N (T)
for the simplicial set obtained by first applying the functor & to all the mapping spaces
in T, and then applying the homotopy-coherent nerve. Similarly, by the underlying
infinity category Ind(C), of Ind(C), we mean the quasicategory obtained by taking
the full subcategory on fibrant-cofibrant objects, applying k to all mapping spaces, and
then taking the homotopy-coherent nerve.

Since Ind(C) o is the underlying oo—category of a combinatorial model category, we

see that it is complete and cocomplete. Furthermore, since T is a full subcategory of the
fibrant-cofibrant objects in Ind(C), we see that the inclusion T < Ind(C) induces a fully
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faithful inclusion N (T) < Ind(C)eo. By Proposition 5.3.5.10 of [24], this inclusion
extends canonically to a filtered colimit-preserving functor F: Ind(N(T)) — Ind(C)eo.
In order for this functor to be an equivalence, any object in Ind(C) needs to be equivalent
to a filtered homotopy colimit of objects in T. This means that T should be “large
enough” for this to hold. It turns out that this is the case if T is closed under pushouts
along cofibrations (in the sense of Definition 7.10).

Theorem A.2 Let (C,T) be a cofibration test category and suppose that T is closed
under pushouts along cofibrations. Then the canonical functor

F:Ind(N(T)) - Ind(C) o

is an equivalence of quasicategories.

Remark A.3 In many of the examples discussed in this paper, the category T of
test objects is closed under pushouts along cofibrations. For example, this is the case
if (C, T) has inherited the structure of a cofibration test category from some model
category £ in the sense of Example 3.6.

Remark A4 1If (C, T) is a cofibration test category, then one can always “enlarge” the
full subcategory T together with the sets of (trivial) cofibrations to obtain a cofibration
test category (C, T') such that T’ is closed under pushouts along cofibrations, and for
which the completed model structures Ind(C, T) and Ind(C, T’) coincide. To see this,
note that we can define T’ to consist of all objects in C that are cofibrant in Ind(C, T),
and that we can define the (trivial) cofibrations of (C, T”) to be the trivial cofibrations of
Ind(C, T) between objects of T'; that is, we endow C with the structure of a cofibration
test category inherited from Ind(C, T); see Example 3.6. It is then clear that the model
structures Ind(C, T) and Ind(C, T’) coincide, and that T’ is closed under pushouts along
cofibrations. In particular, we see by Theorem A.2 that the underlying co—category of
Ind(C, T) can be described as the ind-category of the small co—category N(T'), which
contains N (T) as a full subcategory.

Before proving this theorem, we will prove the following rectification result.
Lemma A.5 Let (C,T) be a cofibration test category such that T is closed under

pushouts along cofibrations, and let I be a poset with the property that I ; is finite for
every i. For any diagram X : N(I) — N(T), there exists a strict diagram Y : [ — T
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such that N(Y'): N(I) — N(T) is naturally equivalent to X. This diagram Y can be
constructed in such a way that for any i € I, the map
colimY; —Y;
j<i

is a composition of two pushouts of cofibrations in T.
The following lemma is needed for the proof.

Lemma A.6 Let (C,T) be a cofibration test category and let {Y;};c; be a diagram
in T indexed by a finite poset such that for any i € I, the map
colimY; —Y;
j<i
is a finite composition of pushouts of cofibrations of (C, T). Then, for any k € I, the
map

Y, — colim Y;
iel

is a finite composition of pushouts of cofibrations. In particular, if T is closed under
pushouts along cofibrations, then colim; Y; is an object of T.

Proof This follows from the dual of [7, Proposition 2.17]. For the convenience of the
reader, we spell out their argument in our setting. Throughout this proof, we call a
map in C good if it is a finite composition of pushouts of cofibrations. Note that any
pushout of a good map is again a good map. A subposet S C [ is called a sieve if for
any i € S andany j <iin I, one has j € §. Write Ys = colim;cg Y; for any sieve S
and Y; for Y;_, = colim;j<; Y; forany i € [I.

We will prove inductively that for two sieves S C 7', the map Yg — Y7 is good. This
certainly holds if | 7| = 0, so suppose this holds for |T'| < n and let sieves S € T with
|T'| = n be given. If S = T then there is nothing to prove, so suppose that S € 7" and

choose some maximal i € T\ S. We then obtain a diagram

ood
Y<i g—> Yl

[
ood
Ys —> Yy — Y71

where the square is a pushout. The map Y.; — Y; is good by assumption while
Ys — Y7\(iy is good by the induction hypothesis, so we conclude that Yg — Y7 is
good. This completes the induction, and the lemma now follows by considering the
sieves S =I<gand T = 1. d
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Proof of Lemma A.5 To distinguish colimits in quasicategories from homotopy
colimits and ordinary colimits in simplicial categories, we will call them co—colimits.
By a homotopy colimit of a diagram Z: J — T, we mean a cocone Z; — W that
induces an equivalence

Map(W, t) — hpliJm Map(Zj,t) forevery t €T.
je

The following proof is for the case that (C, T) is a cofibration test category with respect
to the Kan—Quillen model structure on sSet. The same proof works if (C,T) is a
cofibration test category with respect to sSety; however, one has to replace Map(—, —)
with the maximal Kan complex k(Map(—, —)) contained in it, and one has to replace
A by the simplicial set H (as defined in Lemma 2.1) in the construction of the mapping
cylinder below.

We will construct the diagram Y : I/ — T and the equivalence N (Y) >~ X inductively.
Let i € I be given and suppose that Y|;_;: I<; — T and N(Y|7_;) >~ X|n(7_,) have
been constructed and have the desired properties. We need to construct Y'|;_,: I<; — T
and an equivalence N(Y7_;) >~ X|r_, extending these. Write Y; := colim; <; ¥;. If
I.; is empty, then Y; is the initial object of C and hence an object of T by definition.
If 1-; is not empty, then it follows from the assumptions on Y'|;_;, and Lemma A.6
that Y<; is an object of T. The assumptions on Y|;_, and the fact that Ind(C) is a
simplicial model structure ensure that, for any ¢ € T, the diagram j > Map(Y},?) is
fibrant in the injective model structure on sSet<)” n particular, we see that

Map(Y<;,t) = limMap(Yj, ) >~ holim Map(Y;, t),
Jj<i Jj<i
so Y<; is a homotopy colimit of the diagram Y'|;_,. By Theorem 4.2.4.1 of [24],
it follows that it is also the co—colimit of the diagram N(Y|;_,): N(I<;) — N(T).
In particular, if we define the diagram Y': I<; — T by Y/ = Yj forall j <i and

Y/ = Y, then the natural equivalence N(Y'|7_,) =~ X|n(;_;) extends to a natural map
N(Y') = X|n(.;)- The map Y-; = Y/ — X; factors through the mapping cylinder

YoizzYi®{0} > Y ® Al Uy, {1} X;i®{1} = X;

in T, where the second map is a weak equivalence. The first map can be written as a
composition of the following two pushouts of cofibrations:

g —— Y, ®{0} Yoi®IA! —— Y, ®{0}UX; ®{1}

[ I

Xi®{l} — Y, ®{0juX; ®{1} Yoi®A! — Y@ Al Uy, gy Xi ®{1}
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Define ¥; =Y.; @ A! Uy_, @1} Xi. This defines a diagram Y'|;_, : I<; — T. The above
factorization of Y<; — X; shows that we obtain a natural equivalence N(Y|r_,) ~
X|Nn(1<;) extending the equivalence N(Y|r_;) >~ X|n(_;)- |

We are now ready to prove Theorem A.2.

99

Proof of Theorem A.2 The terms “colimit”, “homotopy colimit” and *“oco—colimit
are used in the same way as in the proof of Lemma A.5. We will denote mapping
spaces in a simplicial category by “Map”’, while mapping spaces in a quasicategory are
denoted by “map”; that is, with a lowercase m.

We will prove that the functor F': Ind(N (T)) — Ind(C) is fully faithful and essentially
surjective. To see that F is fully faithful, we need to show that

mapy,q(n(ry) (X ¥) = mappqc)., (F(X), F(Y))

is a weak equivalence for any X, Y € Ind(N (T)). Since F preserves filtered co—colimits,
it suffices to show this for X € N(T). Write Y = colim; Y; as a filtered co—colimit of
a diagram Y : I — N(T) (which we also denote by Y'). By Proposition 5.3.1.18 of [24]
and Lemma E.1.6.4 of [25], we may assume without loss of generality that [ is the
nerve of a directed poset, which we also denote by I, with the property that /; is finite
for any i € I. By Lemma A.5, we may replace Y by a strict diagram Z: I — T. Since
a diagram as described in Lemma A.5 is cofibrant in the projective model structure
on Ind(C)’, we see that the ind-object Z = {Z;};ey is the homotopy colimit of the
diagram i — Z;. By Theorem 4.2.4.1 of [24], the object Z is an co—colimit of the
diagram Y : N(I) — Ind(C)o, hence Z is equivalent to F(Y) (note that F preserves
filtered colimits). In particular, we obtain a commutative diagram

colim; mapy,q(n(ry) (X, Zi) — colim; mapy,q(c)., (FX, FZ;)

! !

mapgv(ry) (X, Y) —————— mapyc), (FX, FY)

Here the left-hand vertical map is an equivalence since objects of T are compact (in the
oo—categorical sense), while the right-hand vertical map is an equivalence since it is
equivalent to colim; Mapy,q(c) (X, Zi) = Mappyq(c)(X, Z), which is an isomorphism
since X is compact in Ind(C). The top horizontal map is an equivalence since F' is by
construction fully faithful when restricted to N(T) C Ind(N(T)). We conclude that
the bottom map is an equivalence and hence that F is fully faithful.
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To see that F is essentially surjective, let X' be a fibrant-cofibrant object in Ind(C). By
Lemma 7.11, X is a directed colimit colim; #; of objects in T. By Lemma 3.11, X
is also a homotopy colimit of this diagram, hence X is an co—colimit of the diagram
{t;}; in the underlying oo—category Ind(C)so. View {t;}; as a diagram in N (T) and
let Y denote the co—colimit of this diagram in Ind(N (T)). Since F preserves filtered
oo—colimits, it follows that F(Y) ~ X and hence that F is essentially surjective. 0O

We automatically obtain the following dual result. Note that item (iv) of Theorem 1.1
stated in the introduction is a direct consequence of this theorem.

Theorem A.7 Let (C,T) be a fibration test category and suppose that T is closed
under pullbacks along fibrations (see Definition 7.10). Then the canonical functor

Pro(N(T)) — Pro(C) o
is an equivalence of quasicategories.

The main theorems of this appendix can be used to determine the underlying oco—
categories of many of the examples that were mentioned throughout this paper. More-
over, it shows that the homotopy theory of Pro(C) is often fully determined by the
full simplicial subcategory T of C. By way of illustration, we will single out one
specific example. Namely, we will relate the “profinite” Joyal-Kan model structure
(see Example 5.8) to the profinite stratified spaces defined in [8, Section 2.5]. Note that
one can use similar arguments to determine the underlying co—categories of Quick’s
and Morel’s model structures on sSet (cf [4, Section 7]) and of the profinite Joyal
model structure (see Remark A.11).

Example A.8 Let P be a finite poset and let L/ p be the fibration test category defined
in Example 5.8. The full subcategory of test objects T in this fibration test category
consists of the fibrant objects of the Joyal-Kan model structure on sSet, p whose total
space is a lean simplicial set. We will call these lean P-stratified Kan complexes.
They can be described explicitly as those inner fibrations f: X — P for which X
is lean and the fiber above any point is a Kan complex. We prove in Lemma A.9
below that the homotopy-coherent nerve N (T) of the category of lean P—stratified
Kan complexes is equivalent to Str, p, the co—category of w—finite P—stratified spaces
defined in Definition 2.4.3 of [8]. By Theorem A.7, it now follows that the underlying
oo—category of the profinite Joyal-Kan model structure on sSet /P 1s equivalent to
Pro(Str, p), which is equivalent to the co—category of profinite P—stratified spaces
defined in [8, Section 2.5].
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We conclude this appendix by proving the lemma used in the above example.

Lemma A.9 Let P be (the nerve of) a finite poset and let T be the full simpli-
cial subcategory of sSet, p spanned by the lean P—stratified Kan complexes. Then
the homotopy-coherent nerve N(T) is equivalent to the oo—category of w—finite P—
stratified spaces as defined in [8, Definition 2.4.3].

Proof By slightly rephrasing the definition of “w—finite” given in [8], this comes down
to proving that if X — P is a lean P—stratified Kan complex, then

(i) for any p € P, the set (/' (p)) is finite,

(ii) there exists an n € N such that for all x, y € X, the homotopy groups of
mapy (x, y) vanish above degree n, and

(iii) for all x, y € X, the Kan complex mapy (x, y) has finite homotopy groups,

and conversely that any P-stratified Kan complex X — P satisfying these properties
is equivalent to a lean P—stratified Kan complex. If X is lean, then items (i) and (iii)
follow since X is degreewise finite, while (ii) follows since X is coskeletal. For the
converse, let a P—stratified Kan complex X — P satisfy these items. If we replace
X — P by a minimal inner fibration X—>P (cf [24, Section 2.3.3]), then it is still
a P—stratified Kan complex satisfying items (i)—(iii), so it suffices to show that X is
lean. Since pullbacks of minimal fibrations are again minimal, it follows from (i) that
f~Up)c X has finitely many O—simplices for any p € P, and hence that X has finitely
many O-simplices. Since P is (the nerve of) a poset, two maps A" — X are homotopic
relative to the boundary if and only if they are so over P. This implies that X is
itself a minimal quasicategory, and hence degreewise finite by (iii) and Lemma A.10
below. It is proved in Proposition 2.3.4.18 of [24] that if X is a minimal quasicategory
satisfying (ii), then it is coskeletal, so we conclude that X is lean. |

Lemma A.10 Let X be a minimal quasicategory with finitely many O—simplices and
with the property that for any x, y € Xy, the homotopy groups of mapy (x, y) are finite.
Then X is degreewise finite.

Proof Since X has finitely many O—simplices, it suffices to show that for any n > 1
and any map D: dA" — X, there exist finitely many n—simplices filling D. For n = 1
this is clear: by minimality, the number of 1-simplices from x to y in X agrees with
o map(x, y), which is finite by assumption. Now assume 7 > 1 and let D be given.
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Write E for the restriction of D to the face opposite to the n-th vertex, and write dE for
the restriction of E to dA”~!. This restriction induces a left fibration X g ;= X3E/
where these slice categories are defined as in [21, Section 3]. Let z be the 0—simplex
of X obtained by restricting D to the top vertex, and denote the fibers of X g, and
X3g, above z by map(E, z) and map(dE, z), respectively. Since these are fibers of
left fibrations over X, we see that these are Kan complexes. Note that the restriction
of D to Al! defines a O—simplex in map(dE, z). Now define Fill(D) as the pullback

Fill(D) —— map(FE, z)
Lo

{D|ap} — map(dE, z)
It is clear that the O—simplices of Fill(D) correspond to n—simplices in X that fill D.
A 1-simplex in Fill(D) between two such n—simplices f, g in X is exactly an (n+ 1)-
simplex h: A"T! — X such that d,h = f, dyi1h = g and dih = disy, f for any
i <n. Given such an (n + 1)-simplex /, the sequence (s f, 51 f, ..., Su—1 f> h) defines
a homotopy A” x Al — X between f and g relative to dA”.3 In particular, by
minimality of X, the existence of such an (n + 1)-simplex /4 implies that / = g,

and hence the number of elements in o (Fill(D)) equals the number of fillers of
D:0A" — X.

Since X, — Xy, is a left fibration and map(JE, z) is a Kan complex, the restriction
map(E, z) - map(dE, z) is a Kan fibration and hence Fill(D) is the homotopy fiber
of map(E, z) = map(dE, z). In particular, if map(E, z) and map(dE, z) have finite
homotopy groups, then Fill(D) does as well, and hence D has finitely many fillers. If
we let y denote the top vertex of the (n—1)—simplex E, then map(E, z) >~ map(y, z),
which has finite homotopy groups by assumption. To see that map(dE, z) has finite
homotopy groups, note that
map(dE, z) = lim  map(E|x, 2),
p(IE, 2) e p(E|x,2)
where nd(dA™) denotes the poset of nondegenerate simplices of dA”~!. This follows
from the fact that the join of simplicial sets x preserves connected colimits. We see that
for any x € nd(dA”"), the Kan complex map(E|x, z) is equivalent to map(y, z), where
y denotes the top vertex of E|x. In particular, it has finite homotopy groups. Note that
3The converse is also true: if there is a homotopy between f and f” relative to 9A™, then there exists

an (n+1)-simplex /& in X with the given property. A proof of this statement can be obtained by slightly
modifying the proof of Theorem 1.8.2 in [23] in such a way that one only needs to fill inner horns.
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the diagram x +— map(E |, z) is injectively fibrant since the diagram {x}yenda(aan) is
cofibrant in the projective model structure on sSet"@A") particular, map(dE, z)
is a finite homotopy limit of spaces with finite homotopy groups, so it has finite
homotopy groups as well. We conclude that there are finitely many n—simplices filling
D:0A" — X. m|

Remark A.11 It follows as in the proofs of Lemmas A.9 and A.10 that a quasicategory
is equivalent to a lean quasicategory if and only if it has finitely many objects up to
equivalence and all its mapping spaces have finite homotopy groups that vanish above
a certain dimension; let us call such quasicategories w—finite. Applying Theorem A.7
to the fibration test category Ly of Example 5.7 shows that the underlying co—category
of the profinite Joyal model structure sS/\etJ (and hence also of bisg\ﬁcss) is equivalent
to Pro(Cat, ), where Cato, » denotes the co—category of w—finite co—categories.
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