:. Algebraic & Geometric Topology 14 (2014) 1489-1539
msp

Moduli spaces of algebras over nonsymmetric operads

FERNANDO MURO

In this paper we study spaces of algebras over an operad (nonsymmetric) in symmetric
monoidal model categories. We first compute the homotopy fiber of the forgetful
functor sending an algebra to its underlying object, extending a result of Rezk. We
then apply this computation to the construction of geometric moduli stacks of algebras
over an operad in a homotopical algebraic geometry context in the sense of Toén and
Vezzosi. We show under mild hypotheses that the moduli stack of unital associative
algebras is a Zariski open substack of the moduli stack of nonnecessarily unital
associative algebras. The classical analogue for finite-dimensional vector spaces was
noticed by Gabriel.

18D50, 14K10; 55U35

1 Introduction

Let k be a commutative ring. An associative algebra structure on a free k—module F

of rank n with basis {eq,...,e,} C F = k" is determined by structure constants clkj,

1 <i,j,k <n,such that

The associativity condition (e; - ¢;) - ey = e; - (ej - ex) is equivalent to the identities of
structure constants

n
A m
Z‘u‘mk—zcim‘jk’ 1<l <n.
m=1

Therefore, the moduli space of associative algebra structures on a free module of rank »
is the finitely presented affine subspace Spec R C AT ,

R= k[cu, <i,j. k<n]/(Z(c”cmk szcjk) 1<i,j, kl<n)
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A unital associative algebra structure on F is given by an associative algebra structure
together with a unit element

n
1= Zaiei eF
i=1

satisfying the following equations for 1 <k <n, which are equivalentto 1-¢; =¢; =¢;-1,
1<i=<n:

L L k™ place
‘11 " Cn J
(ai,...,an) Dot =(0,...,1,...,0)
k k
Cnl e Cnn
0
k k
‘N C1n a1 :
S . =1 1 | <&™place
k k
(/nl e (/nn an

0
Hence, the moduli space of unital associative algebra structures on a free module of
rank 7 is the affine subspace Spec S C At

n n
S = R[al,...,an]/((Sjk—Zaicfj,Sjk—Zc]]fiai;1 Ej,kfn),

i=1 i=1
where dxx =1 and 6, =0 if j # k.

The morphism f: Spec .S — Spec R consisting of forgetting the unit is induced by the
inclusion R C S'. This morphism is a categorical monomorphism since an associative
algebra may have at most one unit. Moreover, f is a Zariski open immersion, ie it
is also flat and of finite presentation; see Gabriel [12, 2.1 Lemma] and Crawley-
Boevey [8, page 4].

Associative algebra structures are somewhat rigid. We are rather interested in them up
to isomorphism. The algebraic group GL, = Auty (F) acts on Spec R. The orbits are
the isomorphism classes of associative algebra structures. The isotropy group at a given
point is the automorphism group of the corresponding associative algebra structure.

In order to obtain a meaningful quotient which remembers all this, we must move to
the category of algebraic stacks. The quotient stack

Ass, = Spec R/GL,
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Moduli spaces of algebras over nonsymmetric operads 1491

is the moduli stack of associative algebras on rank » vector bundles. The same applies
to Spec .S, and the quotient

uAss, = Spec S/GL,

is the moduli stack of unital associative algebras on rank n vector bundles. The
morphism f: Spec S — Spec R induces a morphism between these algebraic stacks,

[ uAss, —> Assy,

which inherits most properties from /', eg / is a monomorphism, affine, locally of
finite presentation and flat; see Dwyer and Kan [15].

These stacks can be described as follows. The category Affy of affine schemes over k is
opposite to the category of commutative (associative and unital) k—algebras. We assume
this category is endowed with the étale topology. For any commutative k—algebra A4,
let Ass,(A) be the category of associative A—algebras whose underlying 4-module
is locally free of rank n. Denote by iAss,(A) the subcategory of isomorphisms. A
change of coefficient functors gives rise to a pseudofunctor

Affi;p —> Groupoids,
A iAssy(A),

which is the ‘functor of points’ of the stack Ass,. Similarly, if uAss,(A4) is the category
of unital associative A—algebras whose underlying 4-module is locally free of rank 7,
the ‘functor of points’ of uAss, is

Affy? —> Groupoids,
A+ iuAss,(A),

and the morphism f: uAss, — Ass, is induced by the functors forgetting the unit
uASss,(A4) — Assy(A).

In this paper we consider the same situation in a homotopical algebraic geometry
(HAG) context in the sense of Toén and Vezzosi [26]. In such a context, the category
of k—modules is replaced with a symmetric monoidal model category V" and the
category of affine schemes Affy is the opposite of the category of commutative algebras
(ie monoids) in V. There is also a fixed model pretopology 7 and a class P of
morphisms which plays the role of smooth morphisms. A stack is a contravariant
functor from affine schemes to simplicial sets, Affo?/p — Set®”, satisfying certain
homotopy invariance and descent properties.
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Given an operad O in ¥ (nonsymmetric), admissible in the sense of Definition 4.1,
we define a stack Algy(O) such that, for any commutative algebra A4,

Algy (0)(4) = [wAlgyoa(a) (O)]

is the classifying space of the category of weak equivalences between O—algebras in the
category Mod(4) of A-modules. We call Algy(O) the moduli stack of O—algebras.

Notice that we proceed in a way inverse to the classical situation illustrated above. We
do not present Algy(QO) as a quotient of an affine stack, but in terms of its ‘functor of
points’. The connection to affine stacks is described below.

Admissibility is not a very strong condition since all cofibrant operads are admissible.
Moreover, the associative and unital associative operads, Ass and uAss, are always
admissible.

The stack of quasicoherent modules is a stack QCoh such that, for any commutative
algebra 4,
QCoh(A4) ~ |[wMod(A)|

is the classifying space of the category of weak equivalences between 4-modules. We
show that the forgetful functors from O-algebras to modules gives rise to a morphism
of stacks

£9: Algy(0) —> QCoh.

The stack QCoh is too big and one is often interested in smaller substacks satisfying
nice geometric properties, such as the stack Vect, of rank »n vector bundles, or the
stack Perf of perfect modules; see [26, Section 1.3.7]. We will consider a generic
substack F C QCoh such that the connected components of F(A) are represented by
perfect A—modules, and often restrict to the substack Algr(Q) C Algy (O) obtained
as the homotopy pullback of £© along the inclusion F?M .

We prove that the restriction
§F: Algr(0) — F

is an affine morphism (Theorem 5.17). The homotopy fiber of £© at an A—point
RSpec(A) — F represented by a perfect A—module M is an affine stack over
RSpec(A4)

Mapop ) (O, Endyioq4) (M)

called moduli stack of O—algebra structures on M , since, for any A—algebra B,

Mapop() (O, Endmod(4) (M) (B) =~ Mapoyry (O, Endyioacsy (M &Y B))
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is the mapping space in the model category Op(7) of operads in V" from O to the
endomorphism operad of a fibrant—cofibrant replacement of the B-module M ®% B,
so it does classify derived (O—algebra structures on derived extensions of scalars of M .

A consequence of this fact is that Algr(O) is geometric provided F is, eg F = Vect,
in many HAG contexts, and F' = Perf in the weak complicial and brave new algebraic
geometry contexts. Notice that

Algvect, (Ass) and  Alg vect, (uAss)
are the immediate generalizations of Ass, and uAss, above.

We finally tackle our goal. The stack Algy(O) is a contravariant functor in O. The
operad morphism ¢: Ass — uAss which models the forgetful functor from unital
associative algebras to associative algebras induces a morphism of stacks

(1-1) Algy(¢): Algy (uhss) — Algy(Ass),
which generalizes f* above.

Similarly, ¢ induces a morphism of affine stacks

(1-2) Mapop ) (uAss, Endyodca) (M) —> Mapopr) (Ass, Endyieq(4) (M),
which generalizes f .

Our main results on the properties of these morphisms are summarized in the following
theorem. We refer the reader to [26] for the definition of the geometric terms in the
statement.

Theorem 1.1 Consider the morphism Algr(¢): Algr(uAss) — Algp(Ass) obtained
by restricting (1-1). Let M be a perfect A—module.

(1) The morphism Algp(¢) is affine, ie (—1)-representable. The morphism (1-2) is
obviously affine since it has affine source and target.

(2) IfV is simplicial or complicial, then (1-1) and (1-2) are monomorphisms of
stacks, in particular so is Algr(¢).

(3) Ifin addition V' is locally finitely presentable as a category, finitely generated as
a model category, and the tensor unit is finitely presented, then (1-2) is a finitely
presented morphism of affine stacks and Alg g (¢) is categorically locally finitely
presented. -

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)
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The crucial tool in the proof of (1) is a nonsymmetric generalization of one of the main
theorems in Rezk’s thesis [22, Theorem 1.1.5], which computes the homotopy fibers of
the forgetful functor sending an (O—algebra to the underlying object; see Theorem 4.6
below. The proof of (2) is based in the main theorem by the author in [19], which
proves that ¢ is a homotopy epimorphism in Op(?¥’). For the proof of (3) we use
Lurie’s [16, Theorem 5.2.3.5].

The only property of affine Zariski open immersions we do not address in Theorem 1.1
is flatness. Flatness is defined in arbitrary HAG contexts for morphisms between
affine stacks, but otherwise it is only defined for morphisms between geometric stacks
whenever flatness is a local property for 7, so it may well happen that it does not
make sense to speak about the flatness of Algr(¢) in a given HAG context. This
contrasts with the properties considered in Theorem 1.1, which are defined in all
HAG contexts. Nevertheless, in most HAG contexts of interest " is stable, with the
remarkable exception of the derived algebraic geometry context. In stable contexts, all
morphisms of affine stacks are flat, hence flatness is a local property and all morphisms
between geometric stacks are flat, so (1-2) and Algr(¢) would be flat in this situation
if F were geometric. o

The morphisms (1-2) and Algr(¢) are also flat in derived algebraic geometry. Indeed,
since (1-2) is a finitely prese_nted monomorphism, it is étale by [26, Proposition 1.2.6.5],
and therefore flat by [26, Corollary 2.2.2.11]. Flatness is a local property in this context
by [26, Lemma 2.2.3.4], hence it easily follows that Algr(¢) is flat in the sense
of [26, Definition 1.3.6.2]; compare the proof of Propositi_on 6.15.

To finish, in contrast with the classical situation, we show with an example that the
stack Mapoy(y) (Ass, Endyjea(4) (M )) need not be finitely presented. Our example is in
complicial algebraic geometry, in the two HAG contexts considered in [26, Section 2.3].
It is simply given by 4 =k = Q and M = X"Q for n < 2.

Moduli stacks of algebras over operads have already been considered by Toén and
Vezzosi in the following specific situations [25; 26].

In the derived algebraic geometry context, where 9" = Mod(k)2” is the category of
simplicial modules over a commutative ring k, the stack Algvec, (O) and the map
é\(?ectn were considered in [26, Section 2.2.6.2] for O an operad_of projective k—modules
regarded as a constant simplicial operad. They prove that S\(?ectn is affine and hence
Alg yeer,, (O) is geometric. In the proof, they use Rezk’s aforementioned theorem in a
\Fry clever way.

The stack Algperf(Ass) and the map £p5% were also considered in the complicial
algebraic geometry context [26, Sections 2.3.3.2 and 2.3.5.3] and in the brave new
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algebraic geometry context [25, Section 4.2]. In these contexts, V" = Ch(k) is the
category of chain complexes over a commutative (Q—algebra k and the category of
symmetric spectra, respectively. They invoke Rezk’s Theorem to deduce that £45°

Perf is
affine and that Algperf(Ass) is geometric.

Toén and Vezzosi, however, did not provide full proofs of these claims in [25; 26].
On the one hand, they leave the reader to check that these moduli stacks of algebras
over operads satisfy the required homotopy invariance and descent properties. On the
other hand, Rezk did not prove his theorem for Ch(k) or for the category of symmetric
spectra, and it is not completely obvious how to do so. Certainly, Rezk’s proof does
not extend to Ch(k). For instance, he uses in a crucial way the simplicial structure
of Set®” and Mod(k)2”, but Ch(k) is the paradigm of model category which is not
simplicial. However, the results and proofs in this paper subsume such gaps in [25; 26].

When proving homotopy invariance and descent for Algy(O) and that 51(? is affine,
and hence Algr(Q) is geometric, we closely follow the ideas in [26]. Moreover, our
proof of the_generalization of Rezk’s Theorem also follows [22] in different ways,
in particular we use an extension of Quillen’s Theorem B and some computations of
classification complexes. Therefore, this paper is very much indebted to Rezk, Toén
and Vezzosi.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we fix terminology concerning model
categories and monoidal structures, and recall some notions about operads and their
algebras. Section 3 considers homotopy invariance properties of endomorphism operads,
which play a role in the proof of the generalization of Rezk’s Theorem in Section 4.

The moduli stacks of algebras and algebra structures over an admissible operad are
constructed in Section 5. The existence of Algy (O) is far from obvious. The proofs of
invariance and descent properties depend l?avily on the homotopy theory of nonsym-
metric operads developed by the author in [20; 21]. Neither the existence of £° nor
the contravariant functoriality of Algy(O) is obvious. We also prove in this section
those properties of £© and the moduli stacks of algebras and algebra structures which
hold for any admissible operad O.

Finally, in Section 6 we concentrate in O = Ass, uAss and in the maps (1-1) and (1-2).
Theorem 1.1 follows directly from the results in that section.

At the end of the paper, there is a short appendix on a technical property of the tensor unit
of a monoidal model category, which is always satisfied by the underlying symmetric
monoidal model category V" of a HAG context. It is also satisfied when the tensor unit
is cofibrant. The interest of this axiom comes from the fact that in some HAG contexts
of interest the tensor unit is not cofibrant, eg in brave new algebraic geometry.
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2 Operads and algebras

This section contains some background about operads and their algebras. All operads
considered in this paper are nonsymmetric.

We will be mostly dealing with (symmetric) monoidal model categories. Model struc-
tures are not really relevant in this section, but we prefer to fix now the standard
assumptions needed in most of the paper.

Definition 2.1 A monoidal model category 6 in the sense of Hovey [13, Defini-
tion 4.2.6] is a biclosed monoidal category endowed with a model structure such that
the pushout product axiom (see Schwede and Shipley [23, Definition 3.1]) and the unit
axiom hold. These two axioms imply that the homotopy category Ho € has an induced
biclosed monoidal structure [13, Section 4.3]. The tensor product is denoted by ® and
the tensor unit by I. If we need to distinguish between different monoidal categories
we add a subscript, eg ®« and I.

We further assume that monoidal model categories satisfy the monoid axiom [20, Defi-
nition 9.1] and the strong unit axiom [21, Definition A.9], recalled in Remark A.2 below.
They guarantee the existence of transferred model structures on monoids, operads,
algebras over operads etc.; see [23; 20]. The strong unit axiom allows the transfer of
Quillen equivalences and always holds if the tensor unit is cofibrant; see [21].

We will also assume that all monoidal model categories are cofibrantly generated by
sets of generating (trivial) cofibrations with presentable sources.

A symmetric monoidal model category V' is a monoidal model category as above whose
underlying monoidal category is symmetric. In this case the monoid axiom simplifies;
see [23, Definition 3.3].

For the rest of this section, we fix a symmetric monoidal model category 7.
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Definition 2.2 An operad O in V is a sequence O = {O(n)},>¢ of objects in V'
equipped with an identity,
ido: T — O(1),

and composition laws, 1 <i < p, ¢ >0,
0;: O(p)®0O(q) — O(p+q—1),

satisfying certain associativity and unit equations; see [20, Remark 2.6]. We refer
to O(n) as the arity n component of O.

A morphism of operads f: O — P is a sequence of morphisms f(n): O(n) — P(n)
in V', n = 0, compatible with the identities and composition laws in the obvious way.
We denote Op(7') the model category of operads in V. An operad morphism f is a
fibration (resp. weak equivalence) if f(n) is a fibration (resp. weak equivalence) in V'
for all » > 0 [20, Theorem 1.1].

Example 2.3 The unital associative operad uAss is defined as follows: uAss(n) =1
is the tensor unit for all 7 > 0, o;: uAss(p) ® uAss(q) — uAss(p + g —1) is the unit
isomorphism I ® I = I in all cases, and idyss is the identity map in I.

The associative operad Ass is defined by uAss(0) = @ the initial object and by
the existence of an operad morphism ¢: Ass — uAss such that ¢(n) is the identity
forn > 1.

Remark 2.4 If ¥ = Set is the category of sets, the identity is simply an element
idp € O(1) and the associativity and unit equations are:

(1) (xojy)ojz=(x0jz)oj4q_1yif 1 <j<iandzeO(q)

(2) (xo0jp)ojz=x0;(yoj_j+12)if yeO(p)andi <j<p+i

3) idpojx=x

4) xo;idop=x
The same happens if V" = Mod(k) is the category of modules over a commutative
ring k.

If ¥ = Mod(k)Z is the category of Z—graded k-modules then the identity must be in
degree 0, idp € O(1)¢, and (1) must be replaced with

(1) (xo;y)0jz=(=D)PIl(x0;2) 0,441y if 1 <j <i and z € O(q).

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)
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This reflects the use of the Koszul sign rule in the definition of the symmetry constraint
for the tensor product in Mod(k)Z .

Furthermore, if V" = Ch(k) is the category of differential graded k—modules, in addition
the identity must be a cycle, d(idp) =0, and the differential must behave as a derivation
with respect to all composition laws,

d(xoiy)=d(x)o; y+ (~=1)x 0; d().
In this paper, differentials have degree |d| = —1, ie we consider chain complexes.

In all these cases, the compatibility conditions an operad morphism f: O — P must
satisfy are

F(p)x)oi f(@(y) = f(p+g—Dxoiy), [f(D(do)=idp.

Definition 2.5 A model V'—algebra 6 is a monoidal model category, in the sense of
Definition 2.1, equipped with a left Quillen functor z: V' — %€ and natural isomorphisms
multiplication: z(X) ®¢ z(X') — z(X ®v X7),

unit: Iy —> z(Iy),
(X, Y) z(X) Q¢ Y — Y ®¢ z(X),

satisfying some coherence laws; see Borceux [6, Definition 6.4.1] and [20, Section 7].

We also assume that z satisfies the I—cofibrant axiom [21, Definition B.6]. Hence,
Quillen equivalent V'—algebras have Quillen equivalent categories of algebras over a
same nice enough operad; see [21, Theorem D.11].

A symmetric model V' —algebra 6 is a symmetric monoidal model category equipped
with a strong symmetric monoidal left Quillen functor z: V" — € satisfying the I—
cofibrant axiom.

In Hovey’s terminology, a model ¥ "—algebra is the same as a central monoidal ¥"—model
category, and a symmetric model *'—algebra is a symmetric ¥"'—~model category; see
the paragraph after [13, Definition 4.2.20].

For the rest of this section, let us fix a model V'—algebra 6.

Example 2.6 The trivial example of symmetric model “"—algebra is ¢ = V" and z the
identity functor.
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Remark 2.7 The functor z(—) ® Y: ¥ — % has a right adjoint
Homg(Y,—): € —

for any Y in ‘€. These morphism objects define a tensored ¥'—enrichment of € over V';
see Janelidze and Kelly [14, Appendix]. Moreover, this enrichment can be enhanced to
a monoidal V' —category structure on 6. For this, given two objects ¥ and Y’ in €,
we define the evaluation morphism

evaluation: z(Home(Y,Y') ® Y — Y’

as the adjoint of the identity in Hom¢(Y, Y”), and given two other objects X and X’
in € we define the morphism in V"’

®«: Home (X, X') @ Home (Y, Y') — Homg(X ®¢ Y, X' ®¢Y')
as the adjoint of:
z(Home (X, X') @y Homg (Y, Y')) ®¢ X ®¢ Y
multiplication ™! ®«idy @, v | =
z(Homeg (X, X)) ®¢ z(Homg(Y,Y')) ¢ X Q¢ Y
¢ (Hom¢ (Y,Y"),X) | =

z(Home (X, X)) ®¢ X ®¢ z(Home(Y,Y')) Q¢ Y

evaluation®evaluation

X/ ®(€ Yl

Definition 2.8 Let O be an operad in V. An O-algebra A in € is an object of €
equipped with structure morphisms

vt 2(O) @ A®" — A, n>0,

which satisfy compatibility relations with the composition laws and the unit of O;
see [20, Definition 7.1].

An O-algebra morphism g: A — B is a morphism in 6 compatible with the structure
morphisms in the obvious way; see again [20, Definition 7.1]. We denote Alg,(O) the
model category of O—algebras in €, where a morphism is a fibration (resp. weak equiv-
alence) if its underlying morphism in 6 is a fibration (resp. weak equivalence) [20, The-
orem 1.2].
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Example 2.9 Algebras over the unital associative operad uAss in Example 2.3 are
unital associative algebras in 6, ie monoids, and algebras over the associative operad
Ass are associative algebras in €, ie nonunital monoids.

Remark 2.10 Let ¥ = % and z the identity functor. If ¥ = Set or Mod(k), as in
Remark 2.4, and we denote

vp(x,ay,...,ay) =x(ay,...,an),
then the relations an O —algebra must satisfy are:
(1) If x e O(p) and y € O(q), then
(xoiy)ar,....ap+q—1)
=x(ar,...,ai—1,y(@,...,qi+q—1),di+q>--->Ap+q—1)

2) idp(a) =a

If ¥ = Mod(k)Z then (1) must be replaced with:
(1) If x € O(p) and y € O(q), then
(x oi y)(a17 LI 7ap+q—1)

i1
= (—)i=1laily @@y, ey, y(a, . itg—1)Aitqs---Aptg—1)-

Moreover, if " = Ch(k), then in addition the following derivation-like formula holds:

n .
d(x(ay,....an)=d(x)(a;.... ,an)+2(—1)|xl+25=11 9l x(ay,....d@),... an)
i=1
In all these cases the compatibility conditions that an O—algebra morphism g: A — B
must satisfy are
gx(ay.....an)) =x(g(a).....g(an)).

Algebras over an operad can be alternatively described by means of endomorphism
operads.

Definition 2.11 The endomorphism operad of an object Y in € is the operad End¢(Y)
in V" with

End¢(Y)(n) = Home (Y ®",Y).
The identity of this operad is the 9" —enriched identity in Y. Composition laws are
described in [20, Definition 7.1].
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Remark 2.12 In the first (resp. last) two examples of Remark 2.10, composition laws
in the endomorphism operad are given by equation (1) (resp. (17)).

Lemma 2.13 For any operad O in V' and any object Y in €, there is a bijection
between the morphisms O — Endg(Y) in Op(V') and the O —algebra structures on Y .

Proof The adjoint of the morphism O(n) — End¢(Y)(n) = Home (Y ®",Y) is the
structure morphism v,: z(O(n)) ® Y®" — Y. a

Diagrams of algebras over an operad O can also be descried as O—algebras in a
category of diagrams.

Given a small category I, the category of I —shaped diagrams in € is the category @1
of functors / — % and natural transformations between them. This category inher-
its from %€ a model °/'—algebra structure. A morphism Y — Y’ between diagrams
Y,Y’: I — % is a fibration (resp. weak equivalence) if Y (i) — Y’(i) is a fibration
(resp. weak equivalence) for all objects i in I. The tensor product of ¥ and Y’ is
defined as

YY) =Y@)®Y'(i), iel,

and the tensor unit of ¢/ is the constant diagram I/ (i) = L. The rest of the structure
is given by

v — z@h), X6 =z2(X), X Y)6) =X, Y0)).
The right adjoint of z/ (=) ® Y: ¥ — %! is the functor
Hom: (Y, —): ¢! —

defined by the following end in V" (see Mac Lane [18, IX.5]):

Homy (Y, Y') = / Home (Y (i), Y'(i))
iel
The next result follows readily from the previous lemma and the universal property of

an end.

Corollary 2.14 For any operad O in V', any small category I, and any diagram
Y: I — €, there is a bijection between the morphisms O — Endr(Y') in Op(7') and
the collections of O —algebra structures on the objects Y (i) in 6, i € I, such that the
morphisms in the diagram are O —algebra morphisms.
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Definition 2.15 A V'—algebra functor is a lax monoidal functor between /"—algebras
F: € — 9 equipped with a monoidal natural isomorphism Fz¢(X) = zg(X) such
that the diagram in [13, Definition 4.1.11] commutes (after replacing Hovey’s i with
our z, which is just a matter of notation).

Remark 2.16 A % —algebra functor F: € — 9 is V'—enriched. For any two objects ¥
and Z of 6, the morphism F(Y, Z): Hom¢(Y, Z) — Homg (F(Y), F(Z)) in ¥ is
the adjoint of

zg(Home (Y, Z)) @g F(Y)

Fzg(Home(Y, Z)) ® F(Y)
mul.
F(z¢(Homg(Y, Z)) ®¢ Y)
F (evaluation)

F(Z).

A functor F: J — I between small categories induces by precomposition a strong
monoidal ¥'—algebra functor

F*: ¢! — ¢/, F*(Y)=YF.
The morphisms between morphism objects in V',
F*(Y,Z): Homy: (Y, Z) —> Homys (YF, ZF),

are defined by the universal property of an end. These morphisms give rise to morphisms
in Op(¥’) between endomorphism operads,

(2-1) F*: Endyr(Y) —> Endes (YF).
Denote A the simplex category, whose objects are the finite ordinals
n={0<---<n}, n=0,

and morphisms are nondecreasing maps. These ordinals are regarded as categories
with morphisms going upwards i — j, i < j. The category A is generated by the
coface and codegeneracy maps,

d:n—-1—n, s :n+1—n, 0<i<n,
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which satisfy the duals of the usual simplicial relations. As usual, we denote (d?)* = d;
and (s")* =s;.
A morphism in € is the same as a functor 1 — 6. Applying the previous corollary to

I =1, we deduce the following characterization of O—algebra morphisms.

Corollary 2.17 Given an operad O in V' and two O-algebras in €, X and Y,
defined by morphisms fy: O — End¢(X) and fy: O — Endg(Y) in Op(V), there
is a bijection between the morphisms g: X — Y in Alg,(O) and the morphisms
g: X — Y in € such that there exists a morphism fg: O — Endg1(g) making the
following diagram commutative:

o
fx l fr
fe

d d
Endg(X) «—— Endq1(g) —— Ende(Y)

In this corollary, the morphism fg is unique provided it exists since, by definition of
end, we have pullback diagrams as follows, n > 0:

dy

Enm End1(8)(n) do
(2-2)
Home (X®" ,g)J/ pull l \

Homg (X®n ,Y) HOIIlr@(Y(Xm Y)= End<g(Y)(l’l)
Home (g®",Y)

3 Homotopy invariance of endomorphism operads

Let V" be a symmetric monoidal model category and ¢ a model “"—algebra. In this
section we establish the homotopy invariance properties in Op(%’) of endomorphism
operads of objects in ‘6. This is a standard way of transferring algebra structures along
weak equivalences in ‘6, compare Berger and Moerdijk [5, Theorem 3.5], and it will
have further applications in Section 4.

Lemma 3.1 Given a cofibrant object Y in ‘€, the adjoint pair

2(0)®Y
e

%
Home (Y,—)
is a Quillen pair.
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Proof Since z is a left Quillen functor and Y is cofibrant then z(—) ® Y is a left
Quillen functor by the pushout product axiom. a

Corollary 3.2 IfY is a fibrant—cofibrant object in € then End¢(Y') is a fibrant operad
in Op(7).

Proof The tensor powers Y ®” are cofibrant for n > 1 by the pushout product axiom.
Hence, by the previous lemma, the objects End¢ (Y )(n) = Home (Y ®”,Y) are fibrant
in ¥ since Y is fibrant and Home (Y ®”, —) is a right Quillen functor. Similarly,
End¢(Y)(0) = Homg (I, Y) is fibrant since Y is fibrant and Home (I, —) is a right
Quillen functor. It is actually the right adjoint of the left Quillen functor z. |

Lemma 3.3 If f: X — Y is a cofibration (resp. trivial cofibration) and Z is a fibrant
object in 6, then the induced morphism
Home( f, Z): Homg(Y, Z) — Homg (X, Z)

is a fibration (resp. trivial fibration).

Proof Consider a commutative square of solid arrows in 7/,

U —"s Hom(Y, 2)

P
(3-1) gl /’/ g lHom@(f,Z)
14 /T> Home(X, Z),

where g is a trivial cofibration (resp. cofibration). We must construct a diagonal
morphism / such that the two triangles commute.

The solid diagram (3-1) is the same as a commutative square in €

U
e x % ey

Z(g)®Xl lﬁ

N —— Z
k

where / and k are the adjoints of / and k, respectively. We will consider the induced
morphism from the pushout of the left upper corner to Z:
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U
ex L% ey

Z(g)®Xl push l?

NRX ——— W

Since z is a left Quillen functor, z(g) is a trivial cofibration (resp. cofibration), hence
the pushout product z(g) ©® f: W - z(V)® Y of z(g) and f, see [20, Section 4],
is a trivial cofibration by the pushout product axiom. Since Z is fibrant, there exists a
morphism /: z(V) ® Y — Z fitting into a commutative diagram:

w—" sz

w7

zV)Q®Y —— %

Here * denotes the final object. We can take /: V' — Homg(Y, Z) to be the adjoint
of /. ml

The following result is a consequence of the previous lemma and Ken Brown’s Lemma.

Corollary 3.4 For any fibrant object Z in 6, the functor Homg(—, Z): €°P — V'
takes weak equivalences between cofibrant objects in € to weak equivalences in V.

An immediate consequence of the following proposition is that the endomorphism
operad of a fibrant—cofibrant object in € is an invariant of its weak homotopy type.

Proposition 3.5 Let f: X — Y be a morphism in €. Consider the induced morphisms
between endomorphism operads in Op(7'),

d d
Ende(X) <— Endg1 (/) —> Ende(Y).

(1) If f is a (trivial) fibration and X is cofibrant then dy is a (trivial) fibration.

(2) If f is a trivial fibration between fibrant—cofibrant objects then d; is a weak
equivalence.

(3) If f is a (trivial) cofibration between cofibrant objects and Y is fibrant then d;
is a (trivial) fibration.

(4) If f is a trivial cofibration between fibrant—cofibrant objects then dy is a weak
equivalence.
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Proof Consider the pullback diagram (2-2). By the pushout product axiom, the tensor
powers X ®" are cofibrant in the four cases. Hence, under the assumptions of (1) and
(2), Home (X ®", £) is a (trivial) fibration by Lemma 3.1. Now (1) follows from the
fact that (trivial) fibrations are closed under pullbacks.

Under the hypotheses of (2), the pushout product axiom and Ken Brown’s Lemma
show that the tensor powers f®" are weak equivalences between cofibrant objects,
hence Home (f®",Y) is a weak equivalence between fibrant objects by Lemma 3.3
and Corollary 3.4. Therefore (2) follows, since the pullback of a weak equivalence
between fibrant objects along a fibration is a weak equivalence.

Under the assumptions of (3) and (4), the tensor powers f®" are (trivial) cofibrations
between cofibrant objects by the pushout product axiom. Hence, Home (/' ®”,Y) is a
(trivial) fibration between fibrant objects by Lemma 3.3. Notice that (3) follows from
the same reason as (1). Moreover, under the hypotheses of (4), Home (X ®”, f) is a
weak equivalence between fibrant objects by Lemma 3.1 and Ken Brown’s Lemma,
hence (4) follows from the same reason as (2). a

The following result follows from the usual lifting properties, Proposition 3.5 and
Corollary 2.17.

Corollary 3.6 Let O be a cofibrant operad in V' and f: X — Y a weak equivalence
in 6.

(1) If f isatrivial fibration, X is cofibrant, and Y is an O —algebra, then there exists
an O —algebra structure on X such that f becomes a morphism of O —algebras.

(2) If f is a trivial cofibration, X is cofibrant, Y is fibrant, and X is an O —algebra,

then there exists an (O —algebra structure on Y such that f becomes a morphism
of O-algebras.

The following corollary of Proposition 3.5 will be very useful in our study of spaces of
algebras.

Corollary 3.7 Let f;: X; — X;41 be trivial fibrations between fibrant—cofibrant
objects in €, 0 < i < n. The induced morphisms between endomorphism operads
in Op(7),

dyt1 (’;'H
Endegn (Xo — -+ — X)) <——Endgn+1(Xo = -+ — X = Xy 1) —— Ende (X 41),
are a weak equivalence and a trivial fibration, respectively. Moreover, these three
operads are fibrant in Op(V').
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Proof By induction on n. The case n = 0 follows directly from Proposition 3.5 and
Corollary 3.2. Assume 7 > 0. Consider the following pull back diagram:

dy
Enden (Xo — -+ — Xp)(m) ¢ Endgnt1(Xo = - = Xn = Xnp1)(m)

d(’)’l

Endi¢ (X,) (m)
H pull dit!
Home (X,2™, Xy)
Homf@(x,?m,ml
Home (X", X, 41) pome (" X ) Home (X", Xy 11) = Ende(Xy41)

The morphism d is a trivial fibration by induction hypothesis. We showed within the
proof of Proposition 3.5 that, under the hypotheses of this corollary, the morphisms
Home (X, 2™, f,) and Home(/,2™, X,+1) are a trivial fibration and a weak equiva-
lence between fibrant objects, respectively. Hence, the first part of the statement follows
from the facts that trivial fibrations are closed under composition and pullbacks and that
weak equivalences between fibrant objects are closed under pullbacks along fibrations.
Finally, the first and last operads are fibrant by induction hypothesis, and the middle
one is fibrant since d(’)’ *1 s a trivial fibration with fibrant target. |

4 Spaces of algebras

The main result of this section (Theorem 4.6) generalizes Rezk’s [22, Theorem 1.1.5]
in the nonsymmetric context.

We will be concerned with the classifying space |wM| (also called nerve) of the
subcategory of weak equivalences w.l in a model category Jl, and more generally
in appropriate subcategories of a model category. The classifying space |w.t| is
sometimes referred to as the classification complex or space of M, compare Dwyer
and Kan [10]. This need not be an honest simplicial set because Jl may have a proper
class of objects. Moreover, it need not be homotopically small in the sense of Dwyer
and Kan [9]. We will overlook this fact since there are well known ways of patching
these problems: restricting to the closure of a set of objects under weak equivalences,
working with Grothendieck universes etc.

Denote M. and My the full subcategories of cofibrant and fibrant objects in JM,
respectively. The inclusions induce weak equivalences |w.le| ~ [w/]| >~ [wlly]
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(see [22, Lemma 4.2.4].) Moreover, a Quillen equivalence F: M = N: G induces
weak equivalences |wJle| >~ [wN¢| and [wN |~ |wls| by Cisinski [7, Proposition 2.3,
Exemple 2.5 and Théoreme 2.9]. Therefore, if in addition G or F preserves weak
equivalences then it induces a weak equivalence |w.Jil| >~ |wN]|.

In this paper, the word space is a synonym of simplicial set. Bisimplicial sets will be
regarded as spaces via the diagonal construction.

Let V" be a symmetric monoidal model category and ¢ a model "—algebra. A morphism
f: O — P in Op(V") induces a Quillen pair of change of operad functors,

S
4-1) Alg,(0) <f—*A1g<@ (P).

The functor f* restricts the action of P to O along f and is the identity on underlying
objects in 6, hence it preserves fibrations and weak equivalences. The functor f is left
adjoint to /™. This Quillen pair is a Quillen equivalence if f is a weak equivalence
and the operads O and P are admissible in the sense of the following definition;
see [21, Theorem D.4].

Definition 4.1 An object X in V' is I—cofibrant if there exists a cofibration I > X
from the tensor unit [. An operad O in V' is admissible if each O(n) is cofibrant or
I —cofibrant, n > 0.

Remark 4.2 If O is a cofibrant operad then O(n) is cofibrant for n # 1 and I-
cofibrant for n = 1 [21, Corollary C.3], hence cofibrant operads are admissible. The
unital associative operad in Example 2.3 is I—cofibrant in all arities, and the associative
operad is [—cofibrant in positive arities and cofibrant in arity 0, so they are also
admissible despite not being cofibrant.

If O° is a cosimplicial operad then the contravariant change of base operad functors,
like f™* in (4-1), induced by cofaces and codegeneracies gives rise to a simplicial
category Alg,(O°®).

Lemma 4.3 If O° is a cosimplicial resolution in the sense of [9, Section 4.3] of an
admissible operad O in V', then there is a weak equivalence

|wAlge ()] — [wAlg, (O°)].

Proof The operads O" are cofibrant, hence admissible, n > 0, so faces and degen-
eracies in Alg,(O°®) are right adjoints of a Quillen equivalence, therefore they induce

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



Moduli spaces of algebras over nonsymmetric operads 1509

weak equivalences on nerves. This implies that the iterated degeneracies induce a weak
equivalence
|[wAlg,(O%)] — [wAlg(O®)].

For the same reason, the weak equivalence @ — O induces a weak equivalence

|wAlge(O)] — [wAlge(O°)]. o

Denote fw%y. the category of fibrant-cofibrant objects in 6 and trivial fibrations
between them. Under the assumptions of the previous lemma, define the simplicial
category %e as the following pullback:

Te — wAlg,(O°)

(4-2) p’.l pull lp.

we o —— €
f fe inclusion

Here we regard the two categories in the bottom as constant simplicial categories, and pe
is the forgetful simplicial functor. Notice that %, is the category of trivial fibrations
between 0" —algebras whose underlying objects in %6 are fibrant and cofibrant.

Lemma 4.4 In the situation of the previous paragraph, the horizontal (simplicial)
functors in (4-2) induce weak equivalences

| fwse] —> [wel, [Da] —> |wAlg((O®)].

Proof The first part of the statement follows from [22, Lemmas 4.2.4 and 4.2.5].
Moreover, by the same results together with [21, Corollaries D.2 and D.3], the inclusion
Dn C wAlge(O") induces a weak equivalence

|Dn| — [wAlg((O™)]. n >0,
hence the second map in the statement is also a weak equivalence. a
Recall that the category of simplices AK of a simplicial set K is the category whose
objects are pairs (n,x) with n > 0 and x € K. A morphism o: (n,x) — (m, y)
in AK is a morphism ¢: n — m in A such that the induced map o*: K, —> K,
takes y to x, 0™(y) = x. This category comes equipped with a natural projection

functor px: AK — A, pg(n,x) = n. This construction defines a functor from the
category of simplicial sets to the category of small categories over A,

Set®” — Cat | A,
Kl—)p[(.
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Lemma 4.5 If Y is a fibrant—cofibrant object in € and O° is a cosimplicial reso-
lution in Op(*V'), then, with the notation in (4-2), |p, | Y| is weakly equivalent to
Op(V)(O°®,End¢(Y)) = Mapop(ry (O, Ende(Y)).

Proof We will use an alternative construction of the bisimplicial set |, | Y| in terms
of endomorphism operads. By Corollary 2.14,

@3) gl Yls= 11 Op(V)(O". Endees (Xo — ++- — X5)).
Xo—>—=>X;—=Y in fwGy,

Notice that the set indexing this coproduct is [( fw%y.) | Y|s. In order to describe the
bisimplicial structure of |p, | Y| in terms of the right hand side of (4-3), we consider
the functor

E: (A|6])°® — Op(V),
(n, Xg > -+ — Xj) — Endgn (X9 — -+ = Xj).
Note that Xo— ---— X}, is a functor X: n—%. Given a morphism o: (n, X)—(m, X')
in the category of simplices, then we have that the induced morphism E(o) is

0*: Endgm (X’) — Enden (X); here we use the notation in (2-1). We also consider the
functor

Fy: (fw6s) |l Y — 6,
X—->Y)~ X,
and the composite functor

AlFy|)*® Op(¥)(O®,— o
A we ) L YLD gor £ opry P T a

Taking the left Kan extension [18, X.3] of this functor along the opposite of the natural
projection from the category of simplices to A, we obtain a bisimplicial set

Op() (O, E(A|Fy ).

Lan_op
Pi(rwere DY

One can easily check that the (s, ) set of this bisimplicial set is the right hand side of
(4-3). Moreover, this defines an isomorphism between this bisimplicial set and [p], | Y|.

‘We need two more functors
Ly(n,Xo— =X, —->Y)=n+1,Xg—>--— X, —>7Y),
Lyd)=d', Ly(s')=s'
CY(”,XO—)"'ﬁXn—)Y):(O,Y),
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where Cy is constant, and two natural transformations,
Sy: A|Fy|= Ly, éy(n.Xo— =X, —Y)=d"T!,
cy:Cy = Ly, cy(m, Xog—--— X, —>Y) ="+

For simplicity, denote K = |[(fw%y.) | Y|. We claim that the following morphisms
of bisimplicial sets are weak equivalences:

Lan o Op(V)(O°*, E(A|Fy|)P)
TLanpw 0p(N)(O*, E(Gy)
K
Lanpc;g Op(")(O°, EL())P)
JLaHPOP Op(V)(O®,E(sy))
K

Lan o0 Op(M)(O°, EC;p)

It is enough to notice that, at the (n, ®) simplicial set, we have the coproduct indexed
by K, of the morphisms of simplicial sets obtained by applying Op(7)(O°®, —) to the
weak equivalences between fibrant operads in Corollary 3.7, n > 0:

]_[ OP(OV) ((’)” Endgn (XO S e > Xn))
Xo—+—=>X,—Y in fwby.

(dp+1) | ~

]_[ Op(oV)((’)" Endgn+1 Xo—= = Xp—Y))
Xo——=>Xp—Y in fwby.

ity |~

11 Op(V)(O®,Ende(Y))
XO_)...—)XH—>Y in fw(gfc

The functor Op(V)(O°®, —) takes the weak equivalences between fibrant operads in
Corollary 3.7 to weak equivalences of simplicial sets by [9, Corollary 6.4].

In order to complete the definition of the weak equivalence claimed in the statement
we notice that

Lan,» Op(V)(O*, ECy’) = |(fwbsc) | Y| x Op(1)(O°, Endig(Y)).

The category (fw%y.) | Y has a final object, the identity in Y, hence its nerve
is contractible and the projection onto the second factor of the product is a weak
equivalence. a
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We can now proceed with the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.6 Let O be an admissible operad in V'. The homotopy fiber of the map
|wAlge(O)] — [we|

induced by the forgettul functor Alg,(O) — € at a fibrant—cofibrant object Y is
Map oy (O, Endeg(Y)).

Proof We want to apply [22, Lemma 4.2.2] to the simplicial functor p,: D¢ — fw% .
in (4-2). This lemma of Rezk says that the commutative diagram of simplicial sets

P L Y| ————|%s|

l |

|fwCyre L Y[ ——|/wey]

is a homotopy pullback if the maps |p, | Y| — |p, | Y’| induced by maps g: ¥ — Y’
in fw%s, are weak equivalences. In the previous square, the vertical maps are induced
by p, and the horizontal maps are defined by the source functors on comma categories.

Using Lemma 4.5, we can identify the map |p, | Y| — |pL | Y| in the homotopy
category of spaces with the map represented by the zigzag

Mapop(r) (O, Endg(Y)) <— Mapop(y) (O, Endgi (g)) —> Mapopey) (O, Endg(Y"))

obtained by applying Mapgp)(O,—) to di and dy in Proposition 3.5. Since g
is a trivial fibration between fibrant—cofibrant objects, d; and d are weak equiva-
lences between fibrant operads by Corollary 3.2 and Proposition 3.5(1) and (2). This
and [9, Corollary 6.4] imply that the previous zigzag consists of two weak equivalences
of spaces. Therefore |p, | Y| — |p, | Y’'| must be weak equivalence, as we wanted to
show.

We have now established that the commutative square in the first paragraph is a
homotopy pullback. The space | fw%y. | Y| is weakly contractible since fw6s. | Y
has a final object (the identity in Y"), hence the homotopy fiber of |pg|: |De| — | fwE |
at Y is |} | Y|, which is weakly equivalent to Mapop ) (O, Ende(Y')) by Lemma 4.5.

The map in the statement is weakly equivalent to | pg|: [De| — | f W€y, | by Lemma 4.4.
This observation concludes the proof. |

Mapping spaces take homotopy colimits in the first variable to homotopy limits. Hence,
we deduce the following result.
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Corollary 4.7 The contravariant functor O — |wAlg,(O)| defined by the contravari-
ant change of base operad functors, like f™* in (4-1), takes homotopy colimits of
admissible operads to homotopy limits of spaces.

5 Stacks of algebras

In this section we place ourselves in a homotopical algebraic geometry (HAG) con-
text (V',Vo, s, 1, P) in the sense of [26, 1.3.2.13]. This consists, first of all, of
an underlying combinatorial symmetric monoidal model category 7", in the sense
of [13, Definition 4.2.6], and two full subcategories V¢, { C ¥ which intuitively
play the role of the aisle and the heart of a 7#—structure in a triangulated category,
respectively. Among the various required assumptions, the category Comm(V’) of
commutative algebras (ie monoids) in V" must carry a model structure with fibrations
and weak equivalences defined by the underlying morphisms in ". The model category
Affy = Comm(V)°P of affine stacks is the opposite model category, t is a model
pretopology on Affy, which induces a Grothendieck topology on Ho(Affy), and P is
a class of morphisms in Affy, which are regarded as good enough to define quotients.

Apart from the axioms imposed in [13, Definition 4.2.6] to symmetric monoidal
model categories, V" satisfies the strong unit axiom by [26, Assumption 1.1.0.3]
and [21, Lemma A.11]. The monoid axiom is not explicitly required in [26], but
it is satisfied by all known examples. We will also assume that %" satisfies the monoid
axiom, so it is a symmetric monoidal model category in the sense of Definition 2.1.

A simplicial presheaf F is a (contravariant) functor from affine stacks to simplicial
sets,
F: Aff? — Set®”,

that is, a (covariant) functor from Comm(%"). The category SPr(Affy) of simplicial
presheaves carries a model structure where weak equivalences (resp. fibrations) are
pointwise weak equivalences (resp. fibrations) of simplicial sets. In particular, a
simplicial presheaf is fibrant if and only if its values are Kan complexes.

A stack is a simplicial presheaf F which preserves weak equivalences, finite homotopy
products, and satisfies the following descent condition [26, Corollary 1.3.2.4]: given a
commutative algebra A, a cosimplicial commutative algebra B®, and a cosimplicial
map A — B*® corresponding to a T—hypercover in Affy, where A4 is regarded as a
constant cosimplicial object, the induced morphism

F(A) — holim,ca F(B")

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



1514 Fernando Muro

is a weak equivalence of spaces. The simplicial presheaf represented by a commutative
algebra 4,

RSPGC(A) = MapComm(V) (A, _)v

is a stack, that we call affine stack. It is defined by a cosimplicial resolution of A and a
functorial fibrant resolution in Comm(%’). In order to turn RSpec into a Yoneda-like
functor

RSpec: Affyy —> SPr(Affy)
we choose a functorial cosimplicial resolution in Comm(7").

The model category of stacks Affy" is a left Bousfield localization of SPr(Affy)
whose fibrant objects are the stacks taking values in Kan complexes. The homotopy
category of stacks St(V', t) = Ho(Aff,") can be identified with the full subcategory
of Ho(SPr(Affy)) spanned by stacks. The homotopy limit of a diagram of stacks is
the same in Aff;" and in SPr(Affy), ie it can be computed as a pointwise homotopy
limit in the category of spaces. A simplicial presheaf weakly equivalent to a stack in
SPr(Affy) is itself a stack. A map between stacks is a weak equivalence in Aff;* if
and only if it is a weak equivalence in SPr(Affy). The functor RSpec above induces a
full embedding -

RSpec: Ho(Affy) — St(V, 7).

Let A be a commutative algebra in . The category Mod(A) of 4-modules is a model

category with fibrations and weak equivalences defined by the underlying morphisms

in V. In an ideal world, there would be a stack of modules, denoted by QCoh, defined

by -
QCoh(A4) = |[wMod(4)|.

Moreover, given a commutative algebra morphism A — B, the induced map
(5-1) QCoh(A4) = |[wMod(A)| —> QCoh(B) = |[wMod(B)|

would be defined by the change of coefficients functor — ® 4 B: Mod(A4) — Mod(B).
However, there are some issues.

The homotopical issue is that the change of coefficients functor — ® 4 B does not
preserve weak equivalences, so it cannot define a map as (5-1). This can be solved by
restricting to full subcategories of cofibrant objects,

QCoh(4) = [wMod(A).|.

since — ®4 B is a left Quillen functor, so it preserves weak equivalences between
cofibrant objects. This is not harmful since |{wMod(A).| >~ |[wMod(4)].
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The categorical issue is that this construction does not define a functor since, given
commutative algebra morphisms 4 — B — C and an A-module M , the natural
isomorphism M ® 4 BQpC =~ M ® 4 C is not the identity. Nevertheless, these natural
isomorphisms satisfy the coherence condition by Anel in [2, Définition 1.56], so the
nonfunctor 4 — Mod(A) defines a weak presheaf of model categories, which can
be strictified before restricting to weak equivalences and taking nerves; see [2, Sec-
tion 1.2.3.1]. The strictification of QCoh is explicitly described in [26, Section 1.3.7] in
terms of categories of quasicoherent modules, hence the name QCoh of this simplicial
presheaf. -

The geometric issue is to check that the simplicial presheaf QCoh is a stack. This
holds in any HAG context, essentially by definition; see [26, Theorem 1.3.7.2].

Given an admissible operad O in ¥, in this section we aim at constructing a moduli
stack of O-algebras Algy(O). We would like that

Algy (0)(4) = [wAlgyea(4) (O)],
and that given a commutative algebra morphism A — B, the induced map
Algy (0)(4) = [wAlgyea(a) (O)] —> Algy(O)(B) = |wAlgyoq(s) (O)]

were defined by the change of coefficients functor — ® 4 B. We would also like that
the forgetful functors Algyy,q¢4)(O) — Mod(A) defined a morphism of stacks

£9: Algy(0) — QCoh.

In order to achieve this goal, we will face the same difficulties as for the definition of
QCoh and some other specific issues. We will rely on the homotopy theory of operads
developed in [20; 21].

First of all, in order the model category of O—algebras in Mod(A) to be defined, we
need to endow Mod(A4) with a model ¥ —algebra structure.
Lemma 5.1 Let A be a commutative algebra in V'. The functor

zg=—Q® A: V — Mod(A)

endows € = Mod(A) with the structure of a combinatorial symmetric model V' —algebra
in the sense of Definition 2.5. In addition, it satisfies the very strong unit axiom in
Definition A.1.

Proof By [26, Assumption 1.1.0.2], Mod(A) is a combinatorial model category and
satisfies the pushout product axiom and the unit axiom. The monoid axiom follows
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from [23, Theorem 4.1(2)]. The very strong unit axiom follows from [26, Assump-
tion 1.1.0.3]; see Remark A .4.

The functor z4, which is obviously strong symmetric monoidal, is a left Quillen functor
since its right adjoint, the forgetful functor Mod(A4) — %, preserves fibrations and
weak equivalences. Moreover, z4 satisfies the [—cofibrant axiom by Lemma A.6. O

The next step is to show how, given a commutative algebra morphism 4 — B, the
change of coefficients functor — ® 4 B: Mod(A) — Mod(B) induces a functor — ® 4

B: Algpioa(a) (O) = Algyoacs) (O)-

Definition 5.2 A symmetric V' —algebra functor is a lax symmetric monoidal func-
tor between symmetric V' —algebras F: € — % equipped with a monoidal natural
isomorphism Fz¢(X) = zg(X).

A symmetric V' —algebra Quillen adjunction F: € = %: G is a Quillen pair between
symmetric model V'—algebras which is a lax—lax symmetric monoidal adjunction and
such that F is equipped with the structure of a symmetric ¥ —algebra functor. In
particular F is strong monoidal. We assume in addition that the [—cofibrant axiom
in [21, Definition B.6] is satisfied.

Example 5.3 Given a commutative algebra morphism 4 — B in V', the functor
— ®4 B: Mod(A) — Mod(B) is the left adjoint in a symmetric V' —algebra Quillen
adjunction. The natural isomorphism z4(X)@4 B=XQAQ®4 B=XQ B =zg(X)
is the obvious one. The [—cofibrant axiom follows from Lemmas A.6 and 5.1. If
A — B is a weak equivalence then this symmetric ¥'—algebra Quillen adjunction is a
Quillen equivalence as a consequence of [26, Assumption 1.1.0.3].

Remark 5.4 Given a symmetric V' —algebra Quillen adjunction F: € = %: G and
an operad O in V', there is an induced Quillen pair between categories of algebras
F: Alg,(0O) 2 Algg (O): G which overlies the previous adjunction; see [21, Proposi-
tion 7.1] and its proof. The latter is a Quillen equivalence if the former is and O is
admissible [21, Theorem D.11].

Therefore, if O is an admissible operad, we can define a simplicial presheaf Algy(O)
by

(5-2) Algy(0)(A) = [wAlgyoqa)(O)cl-

Honestly speaking, we should go through a categorical strictification process before
restricting to weak equivalences between cofibrant objects and taking nerves, as in the
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case of QCoh, but we will keep this technical issue aside so as not to overload the
paper.

Now we must show that Algy-(O) is a stack. The most complicated property is descent.
We will see that descent for operads follows from descent for modules, which is an
assumption of HAG contexts. In order to check this technical condition, we need some
definitions.

Definition 5.5 Given a cosimplicial commutative algebra A°®, a cosimplicial A®—
module M® = (M",d",s") consists of a A” —module M" for each n > 0 together with
coface morphisms of 4”~!-modules d’: M"~! — M"™ and codegeneracy morphisms
of A"*1_modules s': M"T! — M", 0 <i <n, satisfying the usual cosimplicial iden-
tities. Here M™ is regarded as A”~!-module and as an A”!-module via restriction
of scalars along the coface d?: A”~! — A" and codegeneracy s': A"T1 — A" in A°®,
respectively.

We say that a cosimplicial 4°-module M *® is homotopy cartesian if the derived adjoints
M1 ®1H4jn_l A" — M" and M"+! ®E}n+1 A" — M™ of all coface and codegeneracy
maps are weak equivalences.

Remark 5.6 The category Mod(A*®) of cosimplicial 4°®-modules carries (at least)
two combinatorial model structures, called projective and injective, with the same
weak equivalences; see Barwick [3, Theorems 2.28 and 2.30 and Section 2.22]. A
morphism f*: M*® — N* of cosimplicial A®-modules is a weak equivalence if each
f" M" — N" is a weak equivalence. Moreover f® is a projective fibration if each f"
is a fibration in Mod(A") (or equivalently in "), and f® is an injective cofibration if
each f" is a cofibration in Mod(A4"). The injective model structure is technically more
convenient, and will be the only one we use. Toén and Vezzosi use the projective model
structure in [26], probably because the injective model structure was not available
at that time. We can freely change since both model structures have the same weak
equivalences.

We must consider O—algebras in Mod(A*). For this, we need the following result.

Lemma 5.7 The injective model structure and the tensor product of A" —modules,
n > 0, induce a combinatorial symmetric monoidal model structure on Mod(A*)
satisfying the very strong unit axiom. Moreover, the functor z4e: V" — Mod(A4°),
z40(X)" = X ® A", endows Mod(A4°®) with the structure of a symmetric model
V —algebra.
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Proof The pushout product axiom, the monoid axiom, and the very strong unit
axiom in Mod(A4°®) follow from the corresponding axioms in Mod(A4"), checked in
Lemma 5.1, since we are working with the injective model structure. Hence Mod(A4°)
is a combinatorial symmetric monoidal model category in the sense of Definition 2.1,
since it is locally presentable.

The functor z4e is obviously strong symmetric monoidal. Its right adjoint sends a
cosimplicial A®*-module M *® to the limit limyeca M™ in V. By Lemma 5.1, each z4n
preserves (trivial) cofibrations, hence so does z4e for the injective model structure.
Finally, the [ —cofibrant axiom for z4« is a consequence of the fact that this axiom is
satisfied by all z4» ; see again Lemma 5.1. a

Notice that the functor z4e sends cofibrant objects to homotopy cartesian simplicial
A®-modules.

Now we are ready to show that Algy(O) is a stack, at least when O is cofibrant.

Proposition 5.8 Let O be a cofibrant operad in V. The simplicial presheaf Algy(O)
is a stack.

In the proof of descent, we use the following technical observation.

Lemma 5.9 Let F: s 2 B: G be an adjoint pair F < G. The functor F is fully
faithful if and only if the unit X — GF(X) is a natural isomorphism. Moreover, if F
is fully faithtul then the essential image of F consists of those objects Y in % such
that the counit FG(Y) — Y is an isomorphism.

Proof of Proposition 5.8 By Example 5.3 and Remark 5.4, if 4 — B is a weak
equivalence in Comm(7’) then — ®4 B: Algyjoq(4)(O) — Algpoa(p) (O) is the left
adjoint of a Quillen equivalence, hence it induces a weak equivalence

|wAlgy0a() (O] —> [WAlgpoa(m) (O)cl.
This proves that Algy(O) preserves weak equivalences.
Let A and B be fibrant commutative algebras in ¥". Then the product category
Mod(A) x Mod(B) is a symmetric model V'—algebra with the obvious product struc-

ture. Moreover, the natural projections induce a symmetric model V'—algebra Quillen
equivalence [26, proof of Lemma 1.3.2.3(1)],

(_®A><BA9—®A><BB)
Mod(A x B) Mod(A4) x Mod(B).
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Again by Remark 5.4, we obtain an induced Quillen equivalence between categories of
O-algebras,

Algpoaax By (O) T Algnoa(4) xMod(B) (O) = Algyioaca) (O) X Algyoq( ) (O).

The left adjoint gives rise to a weak equivalence

| Algytoa(ax B) (O)el —> [Algpaa(a) (O)e| X |Algypoacs) (Oel-
Therefore Algy(O) preserves finite homotopy products.

Now, let us tackle the descent condition. Let 4 be a commutative algebra, that we also
regard as a constant cosimplicial object, B® a cosimplicial commutative algebra, and
@: A — B® amap as in [26, Assumption 1.3.2.2(3)]. There is a symmetric */"—algebra
Quillen adjunction

(283
Mod(4)——=Mod(B*)
(p*

defined by ¢« (M)" = M ® 4 B". This is indeed a Quillen pair because we are using
the injective model structure on the right. The derived adjoint pair

Lo«
HoMod(A4)——Ho Mod(B*)
Re*

satisfies the following properties: L is fully faithful and any homotopy cartesian
B*®-module is in the essential image of Lg, [26, Assumption 1.3.2.2(3)]. These two
properties can be read as properties of the unit and counit of the derived adjoint pair;
see Lemma 5.9.

By Remark 5.4, the previous symmetric ¥"—algebra Quillen adjunction induces a Quillen
adjunction

(783
Algnmod(4) (O)T——Algnmoa(p+) (O)-
P

Moreover, the derived adjunction

L
Ho Algpoa(.4)(O) vé Ho Algyioa(p*)(O)
¢

overlies the previous derived adjoint pair, since cofibrant (J—algebras in Mod(A4) have
an underlying cofibrant A-module [21, Corollaries C.3 and D.3] and fibrant O —algebras
in Mod(B*) have an underlying fibrant cosimplicial B®-module. Therefore, the unit
and counit of the former derived adjunction underlie those of the latter, so they share
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the properties in the statement of Lemma 5.9. This, together with [26, Corollary B.0.8],
finishes the proof. a

In order to check that Algy(QO) is actually a stack for any admissible operad O, we need
functoriality in O for Algy(©). Continuing with our ideal picture, given a morphism
of admissible operads f: O — P, we would like to have a morphism of simplicial
presheaves

Algy(f): Algy(P) — Algy(O)
defined by the contravariant change of base operad functor f™* in (4-1),
Algy (P)(A) = [wAlgyoq(a) (P —> Algy (0)(A4) = [wAlgyoq(.4)(O)].

The functor f* does preserve all weak equivalences. The problem here is that, in
order to define the simplicial presheaf Algy(O), we have had to restrict to cofibrant
(O-algebras (5-2), and f™* does not preserve cofibrant objects.

In order to solve this problem, we thicken Algy (O), ie we give an alternative but
weakly equivalent definition in terms of nerves of categories of weak equivalences
between a class of objects bigger than cofibrant ones.

Let AlgMO d4(A4) (0) C Algpod(4)(O) be the full subcategory of (O-algebras whose
underlying A—module is pseudocofibrant in the sense of [21, Definition A.1]. The
definition of pseudocofibrant object is recalled in Remark A.2 below. Cofibrant al-
gebras over an admissible operad O have a pseudocofibrant underlying 4-module
by [21, Corollary D.3], ie Algyoa(4)(O)e C AlgM d4(A4) (O). Moreover, this inclusion
induces a weak equivalence on nerves [wAlgyoq¢4)(O)c| = |wAlgMO d(A4) (0)], since
functorial cofibrant replacements define a homotopy inverse.

We can equivalently define Algy(O) by
%‘V(O)(A) |wA1gM0d(A) (O)|

since, given a commutative algebra morphism 4 — B, the change of coefficients
functor — ® 4 B preserves pseudocofibrant modules (see [26, Assumption 1.1.0.2]
and [21, Remark B.9]), and weak equivalences between them (see Lemma A.6).

The functor /™ in (4-1) is the identity on underlying objects, hence it yields a morphism
of simplicial presheaves Algy(f): Algy(P) — Algy(O) given by

Algy(P)(4) = [wAIglS o (P)] —> Algy(O)(4) = [wAlglty , (O)]:

Moreover, this morphism is a weak equivalence if f is a weak equivalence.
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Corollary 5.10 Let O be an admissible operad inV". The simplicial presheaf Algy(O)
is a stack.

Proof Let f: ® = O be a cofibrant replacement. The morphism of simplicial
presheaves Algy( ) Algy(0) — Algy(O) is a weak equivalence, and Algy(O) is a
stack by Proposition 5.8. Hence Algy(O) is also a stack. o

Remark 5.11 By Corollary 4.7, Algy(0), regarded as a contravariant functor in O,
takes homotopy colimits of admissible operads to homotopy limits of stacks.

For O an admissible operad, the forgetful functors Algyjoq(4)(O) — Mod(4) induce
a morphism of stacks
£9: Algy(0) — QCoh.

Indeed, if O(0) is cofibrant in V', eg if O is a cofibrant operad [21, Corollary C.3], we
can use the unthickened definition of Algy(O) to define this morphism by the maps

Algy (0)(4) = [wAlgyoq(4)(O)c| —> QCoh(A4) = [wMod(4).|,

since the underlying object of a cofibrant (J—algebra is cofibrant [21, Corollary D.3].
For a general O, we thicken QCoh without changing its homotopy type by using the
subcategories Mod?¢(A4) C Mod(A) of pseudocofibrant A-modules,

QCoh(A4) = [wMod?¢(A)|.

Then we define £© by using the thickened versions of the source and the target stacks
and the maps

Algy(0)(4) = [wAIglS ()] —> QCoh(A) = [wMod? (). |.

The morphism £© is natural in the admissible operad . Our next aim is to study
properties of this morphism.

Definition 5.12 Let O be an admissible operad in ¥, A a commutative algebra
in ¥, and M an A-module. The stack of O-algebra structures on M is the stack
over RSpec(4),

Mapop ) (O, Endyoa(a) (M),

defined as the homotopy pullback of £© along the morphism g: RSpec(4) — QCoh
represented by M .

Honestly speaking, we should take a fibrant replacement of QCoh in order the map g
to be defined in the category of stacks, not just in the homotopy category. However, we
will allow us this kind of language.
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Remark 5.13 For any cofibrant commutative algebra 4 in 7", Mod(A4) is the base
combinatorial symmetric monoidal model category of a new HAG context and Affy; " (4)
is Quillen equivalent to the comma model category Aff;"* | RSpec(A); see [26, Propo-
sition 1.3.2.10] and its preceding paragraph. Hence, we can identify stacks over

RSpec(A) with stacks in this new HAG context.

Remark 5.14 By Theorem 4.6, for any A-algebra B,

Mapop(ry (O, Endod(4) (M) (B) ~ Mapoyr) (O, Endyioacsy (M ®Y B)).
where N denotes a fibrant—cofibrant replacement of a B—module N . This justifies

the name of this stack.

Remark 5.15 The stack Mapop(r) (O, Endyoa(4) (M) is a contravariant functor in
the admissible operad O since Algy(Q) is a contravariant functor in O and £9 is
natural. Moreover, it takes homa)py colimits of admissible operads to homotopy
limits of stacks, since mapping spaces take homotopy colimits in the first variable to
homotopy limits of spaces.

We will show that the stack of (O—algebra structures on a module M is representable
when M is perfect in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 5.16 [26, Definition 1.2.3.6] Let Y be an object in V. For the sake of
simplicity, let us assume that Y is fibrant and cofibrant. Let

qx: OX > X, ry: X > RX,

be functorial cofibrant and fibrant replacements in V', respectively. Moreover, denote
internal morphism objects in V" by Homy .

The dual of Y is YV = Homs (Y, RI). The object Y is perfect if the composition of
the two vertical morphisms in the following diagram is a weak equivalence in V':

Y ® YV = Homy (I, Y) ® Homy (Y, RI) ;g Homy(QI, Y) ® Homy(Y, RI)
q; ®i l .
Homy (QI ® Y, Y ® RI)
l (ry@R1)*
Homy(Y,Y) =Homy(I® Y, Y @) +> Homy (0l ® Y, R(Y ® RI)),
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where x = Homy (g1 ® idy, rygr1(idy ®ry)). In this case, this diagram yields
an isomorphism ¥ ® YV =~ Homy (Y, Y) in Ho'. An arbitrary Y is perfect if a
fibrant—cofibrant replacement is perfect.

If A is a commutative algebra, we can replace V" with Mod(A) and I with A4 in the
previous paragraphs. This yields the notions of dual and perfect 4—module.

Theorem 5.17 Let O be an admissible operad in V', A a commutative algebra in V'
and M a perfect A—module. The stack Mapo, 1) (O, Endyoq(a) (M) is affine.

We need a technical result in order to prove this theorem. Recall that a sequence is an
object in the product model category VN = [1,>0%V. There is a Quillen pair

]:
YNZ=——=0p(¥),

forget

where the right adjoint is the forgetful functor O + {O(n)},>¢ and the left adjoint F
is the free operad functor [20, Section 5].

Lemma 5.18 Any operad in V' is weakly equivalent to the target of a relative cell
complex from a free operad on a cofibrant sequence with respect to a set of cofibrations
between free operads on cofibrant sequences.

Proof Any operad is weakly equivalent to a cell complex with respect to the set of
generating cofibrations in Op(7"). The initial operad is free on a cofibrant sequence:
the initial sequence. Generating cofibrations are maps between free operads, actually
they are free maps; see the proof of [20, Theorem 1.1]. The underlying sequences of
these free operads need not be cofibrant. However, if the tensor unit I is cofibrant,
we can apply the trick at the beginning of the proof of [21, Proposition 4.2] to use
cofibrant sequences instead.

If the tensor unit is not cofibrant, the previous trick only allows us to use sequences U =
{U(n)}p>0 with U(n) cofibrant for n £ 1 and [—cofibrant for n = 1; see [20, Corol-
lary C.3]. Such sequences can be replaced with cofibrant sequences as follows. Let
U —» U be a cofibrant resolution in VN . The induced morphism F (U )— F(U) is
a weak equivalence by [21, Corollary A.14 and Lemma A.15], since a free operad is
built from coproducts of tensor products of the objects in the underlying sequence;
see [20, Section 5]. Finally, we can apply the gluing lemma in the cofibration category
of operads with underlying pseudocofibrant sequence to replace F(U) with F (U );
see [21, Proposition C.8 and Corollary 5.2]. a
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Proof of Theorem 5.17 By Remark 5.15 and Lemma 5.18, it is enough to prove the
theorem for O = F(U) a free operad on a cofibrant sequence U = {Upy},>0-

We can suppose without loss of generality that A4 is a cofibrant commutative algebra
and M a fibrant—cofibrant 4-module. We define a stack F over RSpec(4) in the
sense of Remark 5.13 as follows. Given a commutative A—algebra B, ie a morphism
of commutative algebras 4 — B,

F(B) = l_[ Mapytod(4)(Un ® M®4" ® 4 MY, B).

n=0

This stack is clearly represented by the free commutative A—algebra C generated by

]_[ Uy, @ M®1" @ 4 M.
n=>0

Notice that, by adjunction
F(B) >~ Mapop@) (F(U), Endyoqy (M ®4 B)),

where M ® 4 B denotes a fibrant replacement of the cofibrant B—module M ® 4 B;
see [26, Proposition 1.2.3.7] and its preceding paragraphs. However, we cannot define F
by the right hand side of the previous equation since it is not functorial in B.

Theorem 4.6 shows that, pointwise, RSpec(C) ~ F is the homotopy pullback of £7(¥)
along g. It is only left to define a map of stacks RSpec(C) — Algy(O) realizing the
pointwise inclusion of the homotopy fiber. One can check that it is enough to take a
map determined by an O—algebra structure on the C —module W corresponding
to the connected component of the identity in

Map o) (F(U), Endyoa(cy (M ®4 C))
~ F(C) ~ RSpec(C)(C) = MapComm("V) (C,0). o
One application of Theorem 5.17 is to obtain geometric substacks of Algy(O). The

stack QCoh is too big to have nice geometric properties. To this end, it is necessary to
restrict to smaller substacks.

Definition 5.19 Given a stack G, a substack of G is a stack F such that, for any X
in Affy, F(X) C G(X) is a simplicial subset formed by certain connected components
of G(X) and the inclusions define a morphism F — G.

Example 5.20 Below we give examples of 1-geometric substacks F C QCoh in
different HAG contexts. In each case, we give a name for F' and specify the property that
an A-module must satisfy so the corresponding component of QCoh(A4) ~ |wMod(4)|
lies in F(A).
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(1) The substack Vect, of rank n vector bundles, n > 0, for any HAG context where
the tensor unit I is finitely presented in V" in the sense of [26, Definition 1.2.3.1],
and such that all smooth morphisms of commutative algebras belong to P ;
see [26, Corollary 1.3.7.12]. An A-module M is a rank n vector bundle if there
is a covering {4 — A;};cy in T such that each M ®% A; is weakly equivalent
to the (derived) product Aixh S XhAi-

(2) The substack Perf of perfect modules in the sense of Definition 5.16, in the weak
HAG context for complicial algebraic geometry [26, 2.3.2]; see [26, Proposi-
tion 2.3.3.1].

(3) The substack Perfy, 5 of locally cellular modules of amplitude contained in
a finite interval |a, b] in the sense of [26, Definition 2.3.5.2], in the stronger
HAG context for complicial algebraic geometry [26, 2.3.4]; see [26, Proposi-
tion 2.3.5.4].

Example (1) still holds if T is not finitely presented but P contains all formally smooth
morphisms. Examples (2) and (3) have versions in brave new algebraic geometry;
see [26, 2.4.1].

Definition 5.21 Let O be an admissible operad in V" and F a substack of QCoh. We
define the restricted stack of O-algebras Algp(O) as the following pullback:

Algr(0) — Algr(0)

| m e

F — 5 QCoh
incl. -

This diagram includes the definition of the map SI(?: Algp(0) > F.
Remark 5.22 The pullback square in Definition 5.21 is a homotopy pullback since

the bottom horizontal arrow is a fibration of simplicial presheaves for obvious reasons.
Therefore Algr(O) is indeed a stack.

Proposition 5.23 In the conditions of Definition 5.21, if F is n—geometric and for
any commutative algebra A in V', the connected components of F(A) are represented

by perfect A-modules, then Algr(O) is n—geometric.

Proof Theorem 5.17 shows that ég: Algp(O) — F is an affine morphism. Hence
Algr(0) is n—geometric by [26, Proposition 1.3.3.4]. a
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6 Spaces and stacks of (unital) A —infinity algebras

Let V' be a symmetric monoidal model category. Assume further that V" is simplicial
or complicial, ie a symmetric model Set®” —algebra or Ch(k)-algebra. Recall from
Example 2.3 the canonical map ¢: Ass — uAss from the associative operad to the
unital associative operad which models the forgetful functor from unital associative
algebras to associative algebras. We proved in [19] that ¢ is a homotopy epimorphism
in Op(V) in the sense of the following definition; compare [26, Remark 1.2.6.2]
and [19, Section 2].

Definition 6.1 A map of simplicial sets g: K — L is a homotopy monomorphism if
it corestricts to a weak equivalence between K and a subset of connected components
of L. This is equivalent to say that the homotopy fibers of g are empty or weakly
contractible.

A morphism f: X — Y in a model category Jl is a homotopy epimorphism if for
any object Z in Jl the induced map f*: Map (Y, Z) — Map (X, Z) is a homotopy
monomorphism.

Amap f: X — Y is a homotopy monomorphism in M if it is a homotopy epimorphism

in JM°P. This is the same as saying that the derived codiagonal, which is the map

A= (iX ): X —->X xé’, X to the homotopy product of X with itself over Y, is a weak
X

equivalence.

The two notions of homotopy monomorphism of simplicial sets coincide.

In particular, if € is a model “"—algebra and Y is a fibrant—cofibrant object in €, the
map

(6-1) ¢™: Mapop(r) (uhss, Endg(Y)) —> Mapoy(y) (Ass, Endg(Y))

is a homotopy monomorphism.

Proposition 6.2 The map |wAlg,(uAss)| — |wAlge(Ass)| induced by the forgetful
functor is a homotopy monomorphism.

This result is a consequence of Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 6.3 below. It also follows
from [16, Theorem 5.2.3.5], which actually goes further, characterizing the essential
image; see Proposition 6.6 below.
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Lemma 6.3 Let

be a commutative triangle of simplicial sets. Denote by Fy , and Fj, , the homotopy
fibers of f and h at x € M, respectively. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) The map g is a homotopy monomorphism.

(2) For any x € My the map gx: Frx — Fj x induced by g is a homotopy
monomorphism.

Proof The square
F fix —— K

s

| lg

Fh,x — L

is a homotopy pullback. This lemma follows from the fact that parallel arrows in a
homotopy pullback have essentially the same homotopy fibers. Let us spell out what
this means in this case. We are interested in the vertical arrows. The homotopy fiber
of gx ata vertex y of Fj , coincides with the homotopy fiber of g at the image of y
along Fy , — L. Moreover, the homotopy fiber of g at a vertex z of L coincides
with the homotopy fiber of g (;) at any vertex y of Fj j(,) which maps to the same
component as z in L. a

The image of the injective map mo|wAlge(uAss)| — mo|wAlge(Ass)| has a friendly
characterization.

Definition 6.4 An associative algebra X in € with underlymg ﬁbrant—coﬁbrant object
is quasiunital if there exists a map u: }L@ — X, where qp,: ]I<@ = I is a cofibrant
replacement of the tensor unit in € that we do not require to be a fibration, such that
the maps

mult.

Hc@@X—>X®X—>X

mult.

X®]I<@—>X®X—>X

. ~ q]Ic(; ® ~ X®qﬂr@
are homotopic to [ @ X —— ¢ @ X 2 X and X @l —— X ® [¢ = X,
respectively.
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If the associative algebra X does not have an underlying fibrant—cofibrant object, we
say that X is quasiunital if a (and hence any) fibrant—cofibrant replacement of X
in Alg,(Ass) is quasiunital. Such a fibrant—cofibrant replacement has an underlying
fibrant—cofibrant object in ‘€ by [21, Corollary D.3].

Remark 6.5 An associative algebra in € with underlying fibrant—cofibrant object sat-
isfies the condition of being quasiunital with respect to some cofibrant replacement g,
of the tensor unit in € if and only if it satisfies that condition with respect to any such
cofibrant replacement.

Proposition 6.6 The image of wo|wAlg,(uAss)| — mo|wAlg, (Ass)| consists of the
connected components of quasiunital associative algebras.

This proposition follows from [16, Theorem 5.2.3.5], which is a deep and complicated
result. We have not found any elementary proof for this proposition. There is an
elementary proof in case V' = ¢ = Ch(k) is the category of chain complexes over a
field k and z is the identity functor. This proof uses the existence of minimal models
for A—infinity algebras, compare [19, Remark 6.8]. The result for k an arbitrary
commutative ring, first proved by Lyubashenko in [17], is already very complicated.

We obtain as a corollary a similar characterization of the image of m(6-1). Recall
that vertices in Mapopy)(Ass, End¢(Y)) do not correspond to associative algebra
structures on Y, but to A—infinity algebra structures, ie algebra structures over a
cofibrant resolution As, —» Ass in Op(¥) of the associative operad Ass.

Corollary 6.7 Let Y be a fibrant—cofibrant object in €. The image of the injec-
tive map o Mapop(y) (uAss, Endg(Y)) < mo Mapop ) (Ass, End¢(Y)) consists of
the connected components of A—infinity algebra structures on Y which are weakly
equivalent in Alg,(Ax) to a quasiunital associative algebra.

This result follows from Proposition 6.6, Theorem 4.6 and an elementary computation
with the low-dimensional part of the long homotopy exact sequence of a homotopy
fibration.

Remark 6.8 Since we can strictify algebras over cofibrant resolutions of admissible
operads by using the Quillen equivalence (4-1), Corollary 6.7 gives a positive answer

to the question raised in [19, Remark 7.5].

Quasiunital associative algebras can be characterized in terms of operads.
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Definition 6.9 Given an object U in V' and an integer m > 0, denote U[m] the
sequence of objects in ¥ whose m™ term is U and whose other terms are the initial ob-
ject @. This construction defines a functor ¥ —¥'N | left adjoint to {V (1) }u>0 — V(m).

Let gy, : ﬁv = I+ be a cofibrant replacement of the tensor unit in ¥, that we do not
require to be a fibration. Choose a cylinder for Iy, which is a factorization of the
folding map

I, Uy > c 51,
The operad Ass% is defined as the following pushout in Op(7):

FEADLFGE(1D

F((Ty U Ty)[1]) T F(([Ty L Ty)[1]) F(C1) L F(C[1)
o | l
Ass I f(ﬁw[O]) Ass®

The morphism ¢; is defined by a map (cq1,c12): I ULy — (Ass I .F(fcy[O]))(l).
The map c; is the composite

Ty 25 Iy = ass(1) — (ass LA [0))(1).

where the second map is given by the inclusion of the first factor of the coproduct. The
map ¢y, is the composite:

Iy =~ Iy ® Iy = Ass(2) ® F(I4[0])(0)

l

(Ass LT F(I4[0]))(2) ® (Ass LI F(I+-[0]))(0)

lol

(Ass LT F(T[0]))(1)

Here the first arrow is given by the tensor product of the inclusions of the factors of the
coproduct. Similarly ¢, is defined by a map (c31, ¢22) such that ¢c;; = ¢q; and ¢;; is
defined like ¢q, but replacing o with o;.

Remark 6.10 Since I+ is cofibrant, the inclusion Ass > Ass LI F (]foy[O]) of the first
factor is a cofibration, and so is the composite Ass >> Ass9". In particular, Ass?" is
admissible by [21, Corollary C.2]. More precisely, Ass9%(0) is cofibrant and Ass%"(n)
is Is—cofibrant for all n > 0.
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Remark 6.11 An Ass9-—algebra in € consists of an associative algebra X in 6
together with a map u: z(ﬁy) — X and two maps z(C) ® X — X . These maps must
satisfy the following two conditions. The restriction of the first z(C) ® X — X to
M) QX Uz([y) ® X = z(Iy UTy) ® X along z(i) ® X must coincide with the
following pair of maps:

mult.

Z(HV)®X—>X®X—>X

~ Z(q]l‘y)®X
Z) QX ———z(I) X =y @ X = X

Moreover, the restriction of the second z(C)® X — X must coincide with the following
pair of maps:

mult.

kS
Z(]Icv)®X X®Z(H°V)—>X®X———>X
é‘ (qﬂv)
Z(]Iq/)®X X®Z(H°V)—>X®Z(Hcv) XQIy=X
Lemma 6.12 Let X be an associative algebra in € with underlying fibrant—cofibrant

object. Then X is quasiunital if and only if the map Ass — End¢(X) defining the
associative algebra structure factors as Ass >> Ass9" — End¢(X).

Proof Let gr, be a choice of cofibrant replacement for the tensor unit in ", that we
use to define the operad Ass?" in Definition 6.9. According to Remark 6.5, we can
take ¢, = z(¢r, ) in Definition 6.4.

Suppose X is an Ass—algebra. Then the underlying associative algebra is quasiunital.
Indeed, the map u in Remark 6.11 satisfies the properties in Definition 6.4, since
z(C) ® X is a cylinder for z(ﬁw) RX=ZX® Z(ﬁoy) and the maps z(C)® X — X in
Remark 6.11 are explicit homotopies between the maps that Definition 6.4 demands to
be homotopic.

Conversely, suppose that X is a quasiunital associative algebra. Choose a particular u
satisfying Definition 6.4. Since z(C) ® X is a cylinder for Z(ﬁcy) RX2X® Z(ﬁcy) we
can choose homotopies z(C) ® X — X between the maps that Definition 6.4 requires
to be homotopic. Such homotopies together with u extend the associative algebra
structure of X to an Ass%"—algebra structure, according to Remark 6.11. |

The universal property of a pushout shows the existence of a unique map
Y Ass® —> uAss
. v .
such that the composite Ass > Ass9" — ulAss is ¢, defined by

~ qly p ~ dly
Iy — [y = uAss(0), C > Iy —> Iy = ulss(l),
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on both copies of C.

Proposition 6.13 For any fibrant—cofibrant object Y in ‘€, the map
¥*: Mapop(r) (uss, Ende(Y)) —> Mapopr) (Ass™, Ende(Y))

admits a retraction in the homotopy category of simplicial sets.

Proof The composite
Mapop ) (ubss, Endg(Y))

|+

Mapgp ) (Ass?”, Endg(Y))

l

Mapop(ry (Ass, Endg(Y))

is the homotopy monomorphism in (6-1), which it induces a weak equivalence between
the source and a subset of connected components of the target. By Corollary 6.7 and
Lemma 6.12, the image of the second map lies on those connected components. Here
we use that we can strictify algebras over cofibrant resolutions of admissible operads
by using the Quillen equivalence (4-1). Hence we are done. a

Now, let us place ourselves in a HAG context, as in the previous section. The notion of
substack in Definition 5.19 is too strict, since it is not homotopy invariant. The follow-
ing lemma shows that homotopy monomorphisms of stacks are homotopy invariant
replacements of inclusions of substacks.

Lemma 6.14 Given a morphism of stacks f: F — G, the following statements are
equivalent:

(1) f(A): F(A) — G(A) is a homotopy monomorphism of simplicial sets for any
commutative algebra A in V.
(2) f is a homotopy monomorphism in SPr(Affy).

(3) f is a homotopy monomorphism in Aff;"".

Proof Homotopy limits in SPr(Affy) are computed pointwise, hence (1) < (2)
follows. The equivalence (2) < (3) is a consequence of the fact that the homotopy
product F x’é F in Aff;"" coincides with the corresponding homotopy product in
SPr(Affy). o
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Recall from the previous section that ¢: Ass — uAss induces a morphism of stacks
(6-2) Algy(¢): Algy (uhss) — Algy(Ass).

Moreover, if A is a commutative algebra and M is an A—module, ¢ also induces a
morphism of stacks

(6-3) ¢*: Mapop(o{/) (uAss, EndMod(A) (M)) —> Mapop(o‘/) (ASS, EndMOd(A) (M))

Proposition 6.15  The homotopy pullback of the morphism Algy(¢) along any map
g: RSpec(4) — Algy(Ass) represented by an associative algebra with underlying
perfect A—module M is an affine stack.

Proof The homotopy pullback of £*ss: Algy(Ass) — QCoh along the compos-
ite £45g is the affine stack Mapopcry (Ass, Endpioq(4)(M)). The homotopy pullback
of £*#%% along £*°¢ is the affine stack Mapoy(r) (uAss, Endyeac4)(M)). Hence

(6-3)
Mapop(ry (uAss, Endyioa(a) (M) ——— Mapopr) (Ass, Endyioq(4) (M)

l l

Algy (ulss) I Algy(Ass)
Algy

is a homotopy pullback, and the homotopy pullback of Algy(¢) along g coincides with
the homotopy pullback of (6-3) along RSpec(4) — @Op@/) (Ass, Endyjod(4)(M)),
the morphism defined by the universal property of a homotopy pullback. Now, the
result follows from the fact that a homotopy pullback of affine stack is affine. a

Assume from now on that the base category V' of our HAG context is simplicial or
complicial.

Theorem 6.16 The morphisms (6-2) and (6-3) are homotopy monomorphisms of
stacks.

This result follows from Lemma 6.14, Proposition 6.2, and the fact that (6-1) is a
homotopy monomorphism.

Definition 6.17 [26, Definition 1.2.3.1] An object X in a model category .l is
homotopically finitely presented if the mapping space functor Map 4 (X, —) preserves
filtered homotopy colimits. A morphism X — Y in M is homotopically finitely
presented if it is homotopically finitely presented as an object in the comma model
category X | M.
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Retracts of homotopically finitely presented objects are also homotopically finitely
presented.

Theorem 6.18 Assume that V' is compactly generated in the sense of [26, Defini-
tion 1.2.3.4(3)] and that the tensor unit is homotopically finitely presented. Suppose M
is a perfect A—module. Then the morphism of affine stacks (6-3) is represented by a
homotopically finitely presented morphism of commutative A—algebras.

Assuming that V" is compactly generated is not a very strong hypothesis. It is sat-
isfied by any model category which is locally finitely presentable (see Addmek and
Rosicky [1, Definition 1.9]) and finitely generated (see [13, Definition 2.1.17]). All
the underlying model categories of the HAG contexts considered in [26] satisfy these
properties. Neither is very strong to assume that the tensor unit is homotopically finitely
presented. This assumption is also used in [26] to show that the general linear group
is a Zariski open affine substack of the affine stack of matrices in a HAG context;
see [26, Propositions 1.2.9.4, 1.3.7.10].

In the proof of Theorem 6.18, we use the following proposition.

Proposition 6.19 For any commutative algebra A and any A-module M , the map
Y™ Mapop ) (uhss, Endyioa(4) (M) —> Mapoy ) (Ass?, Endyioa() (M)

admits a retraction in the homotopy category of stacks.

This result follows in the same way as Proposition 6.13, using Remark 5.14.

Proof of Theorem 6.18 We can suppose without loss of generality that 4 and M are
fibrant and cofibrant. By Definition 6.9, Remark 5.15 and the proof of Theorem 5.17,
if B is a fibrant and cofibrant commutative A —algebra representing

Mapopcr) (Ass, Endyioaca) (M)
then a commutative A—algebra D representing the affine stack
Mapop, ) (Ass™, Endyoaca) (M)
can be defined as a certain homotopy pushout
Sym(TUD @M ®@4MY) Sym4(COM Q4 M)

I R I
Sym(IUN) QM @4 MY) Sym(COM Q@4 M)

l htpy. push J/

B LU Sym(I® M) D

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 14 (2014)



1534 Fernando Muro

in the category of commutative A4 -algebras. Here Sym, denotes the free commutative
A—algebra functor.

Since V" is compactly generated, derived change of coefficient functors along commuta-
tive algebra morphisms preserve homotopically finitely presented objects by [26, Propo-
sition 1.2.3.5]. Since I is homotopically finitely presented in V', then so is 4 in
Mod(A) and more generally any perfect 4—module; see [26, Proposition 1.2.3.7].
Therefore all free commutative A—algebras in the previous homotopy pushout are
homotopically finitely presented. Hence, the map B — D is homotopically finitely
presented.

By Proposition 6.19, any B-algebra representing Mapop ) (uhss, Endyjoq4)(M)) is
a homotopy retract of D, hence also homotopically finitely presented. |

Corollary 6.20 The homotopy pullback of Algy(¢) along any g: RSpec(4) —
Algy (Ass) represented by an associative algebra with underlying perfect A-module M
is an affine stack represented by a homotopically finitely presented A —algebra.

Proof In the proof of Proposition 6.15 we showed that the homotopy pullback in the
statement can be obtained as a homotopy pullback along (6-3). Hence this result follows
from Theorem 6.18 and the fact that the cobase change of a homotopically finitely
presented morphism is homotopically finitely presented [26, Proposition 1.2.3.3(3)]. O

We end this section with an example showing that the affine stack of associative
algebra structures Mapo, v (Ass, Endyoq(4) (M )) need not be homotopically finitely
presented over RSpec(Il), even for M perfect. This is a big contrast with the classical
situation. -

Let us place ourselves in any of the two complicial algebraic geometry contexts
in [26, Section 2.3]. We will use homological notation for complexes Xy, so differ-
entials have degree —1, d: X,, — X,,—1, ie our complexes are chain complexes, not
cochain complexes. We write |x| =n if x € X),.

Consider k =Q, 4 =Q and M = ¥™Q the m—fold suspension of Q. Denote e the
degree m generator of Q. In order to compute a commutative differential graded
algebra (CDGA) representing the affine stack Mapo,(cn(Q)) (Ass, Endcy(@) (2™ Q))
we need a cofibrant resolution of Ass in Op(Ch(Q)). The following operad is a
well-known cofibrant resolution.

Definition 6.21 The differential graded A—infinity operad A is defined as follows.
The underlying graded operad of Ay, is freely generated by

MUn € AOO(n)n—Z’ nz= 29
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and the differential is given by

dun) =Y (=)@ iy o,

ptq—1=n
I<i=p

The operad A is Stasheff’s operad [24]. It is fibrant and cofibrant, and the morphism
Ao — Ass, defined by 1€ Q = Ass(2) and u, +— 0, n > 2, is a trivial fibration.

Let A be any CDGA. An A —algebra structure on the A—-module Z"Q®q@ 4 = X" A4
is determined by degree n — 2 morphisms of graded (Q—modules,

tn: Z"Q®q - ®0E"Q — X"Q®g 4, n>2,
satisfying certain equations. These morphisms are determined by the structure constants
in A,
(6-4) Xn, |xul=n—-24+mn—-m, n=>2,
such that

Un(e, .., e) = xye.

One can straightforwardly check that a choice of structure constants determines an
A —algebra structure if and only if the following equations hold in 4,

(6-5) d(xy) = Z (_1)(q—1)i+(p+m(i—1))(q+l)quxp’ n>2.

p+q—1=n
1<i<p

Hence we deduce the following result.

Proposition 6.22 The stack Mapoy(cn(@)) (Ass, Endcp(@)(£™Q)) is isomorphic to
RSpec(By,) in the homotopy category of stacks, where By, is the CDGA whose
underlying graded commutative algebra is freely generated by the symbols (6-4) and
such that the differential is defined by (6-5).

Proposition 6.23 For m < —2, the CDGA B, is not homotopically finitely presented.

Proof In this range, B,, is a minimal Sullivan algebra in the sense of Félix, Halperin
and Thomas [11, Section 11.12]. Let By, C By, r = 2, be the subalgebra generated
by the x, with n <r. Notice that the differential of B, restricts to By, y, S0 By, is
actually a sub-CDGA of By,. These sub-CDGA are also minimal Sullivan algebras.
They define an increasing filtration of B, such that

Bm == U Bm’r == COlil’l’lr Bm’r == hOCOlimr Bm’r.

r=2
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This is indeed a homotopy colimit since the inclusions By, » C B, ;41 are cofibrations
of CDGAs.

If B,, were homotopically finitely presented, the identity in B, would factor up to
homotopy through the inclusion of a certain By,  C B. This factorization would induce
a quasi-isomorphism from the linear part of B, to itself by [11, Proposition 11.14.13].
This is impossible, since the linear part of By, is the unbounded graded Q—module
with basis {x,},>> and trivial differential, and the linear part of B, , is bounded. It
is actually the subcomplex spanned by {x,},>,>2- a

The stack Vect, of rank n vector bundles, n > 0, is 1—geometric in the complicial alge-
braic geometry contexts since they satisfy the assumptions recalled in Example 5.20(1).
We consider the substack Vect,[m] C QCoh, m € Z, such that, for any CDGA A4, the
connected components of Vect,[m](A) correspond to the m—fold suspensions of rank n
vector bundles. Obviously, suspension defines an isomorphism Vect,[m] =~ Vect,,
m € 7, in the homotopy category of stacks, hence Vect,[m] is 1-geometric.

Corollary 6.24 For m < —2, the affine morphism between 1-geometric stacks

gQ’SLSCJH[M]: Algyecy, [m](Ass) — Vect[m]

is not categorically locally finitely presented in the sense of [26, Definition 1.3.6.4 (1)].
Proof This follows from the fact that the homotopy pullback of S\A,:;l (] along the
essentially unique morphism o

RSpec(Q) — Vect[m],

represented by X™Q, is the affine stack Mapopcn(@)) (Ass, Endep(g) (2™ Q)), which
is not homotopically finitely presented. |

Appendix A: The very strong unit axiom

In this short appendix we consider a strengthening of Hovey’s unit axiom and its
consequences. Here, unlike in Definition 2.1 and the rest of the paper, monoidal model
categories are not assumed to satisfy the strong unit axiom, but just Hovey’s unit axiom.

Definition A.1 A monoidal model category € satisfies the very strong unit axiom

if for any object X and any cofibrant replacement ¢: T = T of the tensor unit, the
morphisms X ® ¢ and ¢ ® X are weak equivalences.
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This axiom has been implicitly used by Batanin and Berger in the proof of [4, Propo-
sition 1.15]. The name ‘very strong unit axiom’ was coined by Berger in private
communication.

Remark A.2 If the very strong unit axiom holds for a certain cofibrant resolution of 1
then it holds for any cofibrant resolution of I. In particular, it is satisfied when I is
cofibrant.

The strong unit axiom considered in [21, Definition A.9] is a weaker version where X
runs only over the pseudocofibrant objects. Recall that X is pseudocofibrant if the
functors X ® — and — ® X preserve cofibrations. This is equivalent to say that X ® —
and — ® X are left Quillen functors; see [21, Remark A.2]. Cofibrant objects are
pseudocofibrant by the pushout product axiom. The paradigm of pseudocofibrant object
which need not be cofibrant is the tensor unit . Moreover, objects X for which there
exists a cofibration I > X are also pseudocofibrant; see [21, Remark B.2]. These
objects are called [—cofibrant.

The following three lemmas can be proved as [21, Lemmas A.11, A.12 and A.13],
respectively, using the very strong unit axiom instead of the strong unit axiom.

Lemma A.3 Suppose that, for q: T > 1 a cofibrant resolution of the tensor unit, the
functors 1 ® — and — ® I preserve weak equivalences. Then the very strong unit axiom
holds.

Remark A.4 In particular, the very strong unit axiom holds in monoidal model
categories where cofibrant objects are flar. Recall that this means that the functors
X ® — and — ® X preserve weak equivalences if X is cofibrant.

The converse is also true, even something stronger holds.
Lemma A.5 If the very strong unit axiom holds, a morphism f: U — V is a weak
equivalence if and only if f ®1 is a weak equivalence for some cofibrant replacement I

of the tensor unit. The same is true replacing f ® TwithlQ f.

The following result is used to show that module categories in a HAG context are
algebras over the base symmetric monoidal model category.

Lemma A.6 Let € be a monoidal model category satistying the very strong unit

axiom. If f: U = V is a weak equivalence with pseudocofibrant source and target
and X is any object, then f ® X and X ® f are weak equivalences.
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