CAHIERS DE
TOPOLOGIE ET GEOMETRIE DIFFERENTIELLE
CATEGORIQUES

ANTONIO R. GARZON

JESUS G. MIRANDA
Homotopy theory for (braided) cat-groups

Cahiers de topologie et géométrie différentielle catégoriques, tome
38,n°2 (1997), p. 99-139

<http://www.numdam.org/item?id=CTGDC_1997__38 2_99_0>

© Andrée C. Ehresmann et les auteurs, 1997, tous droits réservés.

L’acces aux archives de la revue « Cahiers de topologie et géométrie
différentielle catégoriques » implique I’accord avec les conditions
générales d’utilisation (http://www.numdam.org/conditions). Toute
utilisation commerciale ou impression systématique est constitutive
d’une infraction pénale. Toute copie ou impression de ce fichier
doit contenir la présente mention de copyright.

NuMbDAM

Article numérisé dans le cadre du programme
Numérisation de documents anciens mathématiques
http://www.numdam.org/


http://www.numdam.org/item?id=CTGDC_1997__38_2_99_0
http://www.numdam.org/conditions
http://www.numdam.org/
http://www.numdam.org/

CAHIERS DE TOPOLOGIE ET Volume XXXVIII-2 (1997)
GEOMETRIE DIFFERENTIELLE CATEGORIQUES

HOMOTOPY THEORY FOR (BRAIDED) CAT-GROUPS
by Antonio R. GARZON and Jesus G. MIRANDA

RESUME. Les catégories de Gr-catégories (tressées ou symétriques)
ou les catégories équivalentes de modules croisés (2-modules croisés
réduits ou modules stables) représentent des modeles algébriques pour
les types d'espaces connexes dont les groupes d'homotopie sont nuls
pour les ordres autres que 1,2 (ou 2,3, ou n, n+1 pour n > 2).

Dans cet article, on munit ces catégories d'une structure de catégorie a
modeéle fermée, et on étudie la théorie d'homotopie associée. On cons-
truit I'espace des chemins, le cylindre, l'espace des lacets et la suspen-
sion. On identifie les relations d'homotopie déduites de ces structures.
Ceci conduirait a une classification algébrique des classes d'homotopie
d'applications continues entre espaces topologiques connexes dont les
groupes d'homotopie sont nuls sauf ceux d'ordre n, n+1 pour unn > 1.

INTRODUCTION

In his lecture at the International Congress of Mathematicians (1950),
[33], J.H.C. Whitehead outlined the general aims of “algebraic homo-
topy” which, in particular, included the following basic homotopy clas-
sification problems: classify the homotopy types of polyhedra X, Y,...,
by algebraic data; compute the set of homotopy classes of maps [X, Y]
in terms of the classifying data for X, Y. Both problems, including
other types of spaces, have been studied in the last 40 years by many
authors.

Algebraic models of homotopy types have been often obtained by
giving functors which carry the spaces under consideration to algebraic
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objects like chain complexes, crossed complexes, chain Lie algebras,...,
and then showing an equivalence between the respective homotopy cat-
egories.

In this way, recall that groups are algebraic models of 1-types, that
is, there is a classifying space functor

B : Groups - CW—complexes

such that for any group G the space BG is connected and satisfies
mBG = G and m;BG = 0 for j > 1, and further any pointed, connected
CW-complex X with m; = 0 for 7 > 1 is of the homotopy type of Bm X.

Crossed modules of groups, introduced by J.H.C. Whitehead, [32]
(see also [3]), are algebraic models of 2-types. There is a classifying
space functor

B : Crossed modules - CW—complezxes

such that if p: L - M is a crossed module then B(L — M) is con-
nected and it has m B(L — M) = cokerp, moB(M — L) = kerp and
1;B(L — M) =0 for j > 2. Further, any connected CW-complex X
with ;X = 0 for j > 2 is of the homotopy type of B(L — M) for some
crossed module L — M; in fact the crossed module describing the 2-
type of a CW-complex X is mo(X, X1) NS (X!) where X! denotes
the 1-skeleta of X (see [26], [25]). Note that the category of crossed
modules of groups is equivalent to the category Cat(Gp) of internal
categories (groupoids) in groups and so this last category also provides
algebraic models for 2-types.

Algebraic models of 3-types were given by Conduché, [18], by means
of the category of 2-crossed modules. This category is equivalent to
the category of simplicial groups with Moore complex of length 2 and
also it is equivalent to the category of braided regular crossed modules
introduced by Brown and Gilbert in [5]. On the other hand, the category
of cat-groups, [25], is equivalent to the category of crossed squares, [21],
and they also provide algebraic models of 3-types. In [19], Ellis has used
homotopical methods of crossed squares for computation with homotopy
3-types. Note that a crossed square has associated a non-abelian group
complex which is in fact a 2-crossed module (see [5]).
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All these results have found higher-dimensional versions (see [25],
[15]) which give algebraic models for homotopy n-types, n > 1.

The study of connected spaces with only two non-zero consecutive
homotopy groups is particularly interesting. Crossed modules provide
algebraic models for such spaces in the lowest dimensions. The full
subcategory of the category of 2-crossed modules whose objects have
trivial righthand side groups, called reduced 2-crossed modules, is just
the category of braided crossed modules of groups in the sense of Brown-
Gilbert, [5], and it provides algebraic models for spaces X with 7;X =0
for j # 2,3. Note that this category is equivalent to the category of
strict braided categorical groups (see [24], [13]). Further, reduced 2-
crossed modules with an extra condition of symmetry (usually called
stable crossed modules, [18]) are the same as strict symmetric categor-
ical groups and both categories provide algebraic models for spaces X
with 7;X =0 for j #n,n+1 and n > 3 (see [18], [13]).

With regard to the classification of the set of homotopy classes of
continous maps [X,Y], this problem has found, in several particular
cases, different solutions which involve the use of suitable cohomology
sets. We are interested in the homotopy classification of maps into a
space with two consecutive non-trivial homotopy groups. Note that this
problem is somewhat equivalent to the dual problem studied in [1] which
describes, in terms of cohomology groups and cohomology operations,
the homotopy classification of maps X — Y when X has two non zero
homology groups in exactly two consecutive dimensions.

Eilenberg and Mac Lane gave a homotopy classification for maps
X — Y when X is a CW-complex and Y is a space with a unique
non trivial homotopy group # in dimension n > 2, in terms of the
cohomology group H™(X,w). There have been generalisations of this
result to local coefficients. This classification theorem was generalized
in [10] by showing that, if X is a CW-complex with skeletal filtration X
and C is any crossed complex, there is a natural bijection of homotopy
classes [X, BC] = [rX, C] where X is the fundamental crossed complex
of X and BC is the image of C' under the classifying space functor
B : Crossed complexes — CW—complexes. A similar result for 3-types
is given recently in [19]. The special case when C is a reduced crossed
module and with a different definition of BC' was proved in [12]. Also,
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in [12], Eilenberg-MacLane’s classification theorem was generalised to
the case when Y has the homotopy type of a reduced 2-crossed module,
and then in [13] to the case when Y has the homotopy type of a stable
crossed module. These classifications have found generalizations, when
X and Y are spaces with m; =0 for all j #n,n+1,n =0,1,2, in terms
of isomorphism classes of (braided) monoidal functors for (n =2) n =1
(see [16]).

In a quite different way, Baues, [2], has extended Whitehead’s results
on the algebraic classification of 3-dimensional connected CW-spaces.
He replaces crossed modules and crossed complexes by quadratic mod-
ules and quadratic complexes and he obtains a homotopy classifica-
tion of maps from a 3-dimensional connected CW-complex X to some
other connected CW-space Y and also the homotopy classification of
4-dimensional connected CW-spaces.

In both problems, to find algebraic models for spaces and to classify
homotopy classes of maps, it is to be hoped, as is pointed out in [29],
that the “algebra” reflects the “geometry” in the spaces or, in other
words, that the homotopy structure of the spaces can be described in
an algebraic way. To do that requires to be able to do homotopy theory
in the algebraic setting.

A well known and quite powerful context in which an abstract ho-
motopy theory can be developed is supplied by a category with a closed
model structure in the sense of Quillen, [30]. The object of this pa-
per is to show that each of the categories Cat(Gp) (internal cate-
gories in groups), BCat(Gp) (strict braided categorical groups) and
SCat(Gp) (strict symmetric categorical groups) ( and so the equiva-
lent categories of crossed modules, YM(Gp), of reduced 2-crossed mod-
ules, 2 — xM,ea(Gp), and of stable crossed modules, xM(Gp)) may
be given the structure of a Quillen closed model category. Moreover,
we study the corresponding associated homotopy theories by identifying
cylinder and path constructions in each case; we then characterize the
homotopy relations deduced from these constructions. This then allows
the determination of homotopy classes of maps between spaces X and
Y such that m;X = m;Y =0 for all j # n,n+ 1, n > 1, in terms of
homotopy classes [6(X), d(Y")] of morphisms between the corresponding
algebraic models §(X) and §(Y).
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In §1 we recall the categories Cat(Gp), BCat(Gp), SCat(Gp)
and their equivalence with xXM(Gp), 2 — xM,ea(Gp) and xM(Gp)
respectively. Also we recall some general facts about Quillen’s model
categories. In §2 we define (co)-fibrations and weak equivalences in each
one of the categories Cat(Gp), BCat(Gp) and SCat(Gp), we charac-
terize the cofibrations in an adequate form and then we prove that, with
respect to these classes of morphisms, each of these categories is a closed
model category. In §3 we identify path and cylinder constructions, loop
and suspension functors and we characterize the homotopy relations de-
duced from these constructions. Finally, in §4, we translate definitions
and results of §2 and §3 to the categories xM(Gp), 2 — xM;ea(GpP)
and xMg(Gp).

In this paper we use additive notation for groups.

1 Preliminaries

Let Simp(Gp) be the category of simplicial groups, i.e., Simp(Gp) is
the functor category Gp~” where Gp is the category of groups and A is
the category whose objects are the ordered sets [0] = {0}, [1] = {0, 1},...,
and the arrows are the order preserving functions between them.

An 1-truncated simplicial group is a diagram of groups and group

morphisms
S0
do O\
G, =Gy
dy

such that dyso = d1so = Idg,.- A morphism between 1-truncated sim-
plicial groups is a diagram

S0

#dg N
Gi :d—:iGo
1
f fo
S0
do N
H, *;_—_:Ho
1
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where f; and fj are group morphisms such that fody = do f1, fod1 = di fo
and f180 = sofo. We will denote Tr'(Simp(Gp)) the category of 1-
truncated simplicial groups.

In what follows Cat(Gp) will denote the category of internal cat-
egories in the category of groups. An object of Cat(Gp), called a
cat-group, will be represented by a diagram of groups and group mor-

phisms
I
S

A o

such that sI =tI = Idp, and the composition of two morphisms
z,y € A with s(z) =t(y) will be denoted by zoy. Note that
the composition of two such morphisms in A is determined by
zoy=1x— L) +y=y— Ly +=.
A cat-group can be given equivalently (see [25]) as a l-truncated
S0
simplicial group 01@G0 satisfying [Kerdy, Kerd;] = 0. Then
1
one can consider Cat(Gp) as a subcategory of Tr!(Simp(Gp)) and
the inclusion functor J : Cat(Gp) — Tr!(Simp(Gp)) has a left adjoint
P : Tr'(Simp(Gp)) — Cat(Gp) given by

S0 S0
/%\ o
P G ——=@G = G Go -
1 0 [Kerdo,Kerd,) p] 0
1 1

Recall that limits in Cat(Gp) are calculated by computing them on
objects and arrows. Colimits in Tr!(Simp(Gp)) are computed dimen-
sionwise and then colimits in Cat(Gp) are computed by applying P to

those constructed in Tr!(Simp(Gp)).
I

Given a cat-group G : 4

¢
O/t(Ker(s)) and m(G) = Ker(s) N Ker(t).
A braiding for a cat-group G (see [24], [13]) is a map

o recall that mo(G) = coequ(s,t) =

Ox0O—A

(p, 9) — Tp.q
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which satisfies
a) STpq=p+¢q tTpg=q+p:
b) Naturality:

Given z,y € A; =z : p — P/, vy : ¢ — ¢, the following square is
commutative
p+q-%p +¢

TNIl irp’ '

g+p5q +p

¢) hexagon axiom:

For any p, q,n € O the following diagrams are commutative

p+(g+n) (p+q) +n
/ Ip+Tn,q / Wp*'[n
(p+q) +n p+(n+q) p+(g+n) (g+p)+n
T(p+q).n ] T(q+n).PI
n+(p+q) (ptn)+q (g+n)+p g+ (p+n)
\ /:,p'uq \ Ig+Tn,p
(n+p)+gq g+ (n+p)

d) T0p = Tpo = Ip

A cat-group together with a braiding is usually called a braided cat-
group.

Given braided cat-groups (G, 7), (¢',7'), a morphism between them
is a morphism of cat-groups which is compatible with 7 in the sense
that the following square is commutative

OxO0—=A

foxfol lfx

O'x 0'—> A’
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BCat(Gp) will denote the category of braided cat-groups. There
exists then a forgetful functor U : BCat(Gp) — Cat(Gp).

A braided cat-group (G, 7) is called a symmetric cat-group if Tp_’ql =
Tep> VD, ¢ € O. In such a case, 7 is usually called a symmetry.

We will denote SCat(Gp) the full subcategory of BCat(Gp) whose
objects are the symmetric cat-groups and In : SCat(Gp) — BCat(Gp)
will denote the inclusion functor.

A detailed list of examples of symmetric cat-groups is given in [13].

Recall now that the category Cat(Gp) is equivalent to the category
XM(Gp) of crossed modules of groups (see for example [18]). Given a

crossed module £ : (L —£> M) , the equivalence is given by the functor
® : xYM(Gp) — Cat(Gp) where ®(L) is the following cat-group

I
RN
LxM __,._t'_’ M
with s(l,m) =m, t(l,m) = p(l) + m, I(m) = (0,m). It is easy to
see that the composition of two morphisms is (I',m')o (I,m) =
U p(l) + m)o (I, m) = (I' +1,m).
I

PEPERN
—0

The quasi inverse ®~! associates to any cat-group A

the crossed module Ker s —s O where the action is given by *l =
I(z)+1l—-1I(z), € O, l € Ker s.
A crossed module (- (L—”—> M) together with a map

{=,—}: M x M — L satisfying the following identities is called a re-
duced 2-crossed module (see [18]):

L. p{m,m'} =m+m' —m —m'.

2. {p(l),m} =1-"1.

3. {m,p()} =™ —1.

4. {mymt +m") = {m, m}4™ {m, .

5. {m+m',m”} =m{m/,mn} + {m,mn}'
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A morphism between reduced 2-crossed modules is a morphism of
crossed modules ¢ : £ — L' which satisfies ¢1{m, m'} = {do(m), do(m')}
for all m,m' € M. We will write 2 — xXM,ea(Gp) for the category
of reduced 2-crossed modules. Obviously there is a forgetful functor
U:2— xMrea(Gp) = xXM(Gp).

The category 2 — xXMea (GP) is just the category of braided crossed
modules of groups in the sense of [5] and it is equivalent to the full
subcategory of Simp(Gp) whose objects have trivial Moore complex
at dimensions other than one and two and, also, it is equivalent to
the full subcategory of the category of 2-crossed modules, [18], with
trivial righthand side groups. Moreover, 2 — xMea(Gp) is equivalent
to the category BCat(Gp) and the equivalence is given by the func-
tor ® : 2 — xM,eq(Gp) — BCat(Gp), which associates to any reduced

2-crossed module (L£:(L—2>M),{—,—}) the braided cat-group
I I

(L) : ([ % ]C[/_—L\»M ,T) where [ @M is the cat-group as-
t t

sociated to the crossed module L —2> M ,andT: M XM —>LxM
is given by T = ({m',m}, m +m’).

The quasi inverse functor associates to any braided cat-group

I

8

s N\
GiA—=

O the crossed module associated to the cat-group G to-

gether with the map

Ox0 L Ker s

P, ) ——Tgp— I — I,

Note that there is a full and faithful functor from 2 — xM,eqa(Gp)
to the category of crossed squares (see [18]); it is given by associating

to any ( L : (L —£= M) ,{—, —}) the following crossed square
L—M
P H with function h = {—, -} M x M — L
M=—M
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In [19], Ellis defined a functor
6 : 3 — dimensional reduced CW — spaces — Crossed squares

whose image lies in 2 — M eq(Gp) when the CW-space is, for example,
the 2-sphere S? or a wedge \/, ;< S° of k 2-spheres. In fact, in the first
case, '
Coo —> Coo
w=o |
Coo ==Cy

where C, is the infinite cyclic group generated by the 2-cell ¢ of S?
and h : Co X Cop — Co is given by h(#,¢) = t¥, that is, §(S?) is
the reduced 2-crossed module ( ¢, —%~ C,, ,{—,—} = h). In the case

X = V15igk s?

PeprLls

pP
w-i] ]
P P

where P is the free group of rank k, P ® P is the non-abelian tensor
product of groups defined in [11], the homomorphism [, | sends a gen-
erator p ® p' to [p,p'] = pp'p~'p'~!, with h(p,p') = p®p' for p,p' € P
and with P acting on itself by conjugation. Thus, §(X) is the reduced
2-crossed module (P ® P Ll P {-,—-}=h).

We will write xMg(Gp) for the full subcategory of
2 — xMea(Gp) whose objects (called stable crossed modules)
are those reduced 2-crossed modules (L:(L—2>M),{—,-})
such that {m,m'} +{m/,;m} =0 (see [18]). Then the equiva-
lence ®:2 — xM,eqa(Gp) — BCat(Gp) restricts to an equivalence
xMt(Gp) ~ SCat(Gp).

Next we will recall some facts about Quillen’s model categories (see
(30]).

A closed model category is a category C endowed with three distin-
guished families of morphisms called fibrations, cofibrations and weak
equivalences satisfying the axioms CM1-CM5 as stated in [31].
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Given a model category C, the category obtained by formal inversion
of the weak equivalences is denoted Ho(C).

If X is an object of C, a cylinder for X is a factorization of the
codiagonal morphism

X[[X2 x@r—2>x

where i + ¢; is a cofibration and o is a weak equivalence.

A path object for an object Y of C is a factorization of the diagonal

morphism
y <>y @8y .y
where (0, 0;) is a fibration and o is a weak equivalence.

If f,g € Homg(X,Y), a left (resp. right) homotopy from f to g
is defined to be a morphism k: X ® I —» Y (resp. h: X — Y7)
such that kip = f and ki; = g (resp. 9yh = g and S1h = f). The
morphism f is said to be left (resp. right) homotopic to g if such a
left (right) homotopy exists. When X is cofibrant (resp. Y is fibrant)
“is left homotopic to” (resp. “is right homotopic t0”) is an equivalence
relation in Homg(X,Y). Moreover, if X is cofibrant and Y is fibrant,
then the left and right homotopy relations on Homg(X,Y') coincide.

Finally, it is illustrative for the development of this paper, to recall
the known Quillen’s model structures in some categories which provide
algebraic models of homotopy types in low dimensions.

The category of groupoids is a closed model category where the
fibrations are the fibrations of groupoids, [4], the weak equivalences are
the equivalences of categories and the cofibrations are the morphisms
which are injective on objects. In this model category every object is
fibrant and cofibrant. If I denotes the groupoid with two objects 0 and
1, their identities and two morphisms i : 0 — 1 and ™' : 1 — 0, then I
has properties analogous to the unit interval in the homotopy theory of
spaces. Homotopy of groupoids can be described by a cylinder object
G®I(= G x I) or by a path object H’ (which is just the category
(groupoid) of functors from I to H).

Algebraic models for non-necessarily connected 2-types are provided
by any of the following equivalents categories: that of crossed modules
over groupoids [9], the category of 2-groupoids, [28], and the category of
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simplicial groupoids with trivial Moore complex in dimensions greater
than 1, [20]. These categories come supplied with monoidal closed struc-
tures and a unit interval object from which the homotopy theory derives
(for example, in the category of 2-groupoids, the unit interval object
is the interval groupoid I as above). Also, these categories support
a Quillen’s model structure (see [28], [20]) where, for example, in the
category of crossed modules over groupoids, a morphism f : £ — £’
represented by the diagram

L: L M 0]
fl le lfl lfo
c: I — M o'

is a fibration if (fi, fo) is a fibration of groupoids and for any p € O,

L(p) —2— M(p)

le lfl

L'(fo(p) —£> M'(fo(p))

is a fibration of crossed modules of groups, i.e., fa : L(p) = L'(fo(p)) is
surjective (see §4); the morphism f is a weak equivalence if

VRN ~ VIR
o M O = T M’——>O’

and, for any p € O, f induces group isomorphisms

Coker (L(p) LN M(p)) o~ Co/?er (L'(fo(p)) LR M’(fo(P)))
nd
) Ker (L(p) 4 M(p)) =~ Ker (L'(fo(P)) LS M’(fo(p)))

(see §4).
Recall also that the category of crossed complexes ([9],[10]) was
shown in [6] to carry the structure of a closed model category by using
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the notion of fibration introduced by Howie, [22], and of weak equiva-
lence defined in [8]. Crossed modules over groupoids are crossed com-
plexes of dimensions less than or equal to 2, and for these, fibrations
and weak equivalences are just the same classes of morphisms we have
given explicitly above for crossed modules.

2 Cat(Gp) (BCat(Gp) or SCat(Gp)) as a
closed model category

Let

S

H: H —= H,
be a morphism of cat-groups.

Definition 2.1. i) f is said to be a fibration if it is a fibration of
groupoids (i.e., if the canonical morphism Gy — Hi5% 5,Gy is sur-
jective).

it) f is said to be a weak equivalence if it is an equivalence of categories.

i11) f is said to be a cofibration if it has the LLP with respect to the
trivial fibrations.

Note that the category Cat(Gp) is equivalent to the category of
1-hypergroupoids of groups and that the above structure coincides,
through the equivalence, with the model structure in this last category
shown in [14]. In §4 we will compare this model structure with that on
crossed complexes, [6].

Considering the functors S Cat(Gp)gBCat(Gp)—gCat(Gp) we also
give the following:
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Definition 2.2. A morphism f : G — H in BCat(Gp) (resp. in
SCat(Gp)) is a fibration or weak equivalence if U(f) (resp. Uln(f))
is a fibration or weak equivalence in Cat(Gp). The morphism f is a
cofibration in BCat(Gp) (resp. in SCat(Gp)) if it has the LLP with
respect to the trivial fibrations in BCat(Gp) (resp. in SCat(Gp)).

In the following, C will denote any of the categories Cat(Gp)
BCat(Gp) or SCat(Gp).

Note that every object in C is fibrant.

The weak equivalences can be characterized easily as follows:

Proposition 2.3. A morphism f : G — H in C is a weak equivalence
if and only if mo(f) and m1(f) are isomorphisms.

Definition 2.4. Given two morphisms in C, f,g: G — H, a homotopy
from f to g is a natural transformation o : f = g which s a group
morphism.

This homotopy relation is an equivalence relation on the set of mor-
phisms in C from G to H and the set of equivalence classes will be de-
noted by [G,H]. Note that if f and g are homotopic then mo(f) = mo(g)
and m;(f) = mi(g).

Given H € C let us consider the object of C, H!, which is the cat-
group whose objects are H; and whose morphisms are the commutative
squares of elements of H; with multiplication defined pointwise, i.e.,

(===

where

() =0 ()= () -1

and, if 7 is the braiding (symmetry) in M, the braiding (symmetry) in
#! is given as follows:
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For any z,y € (H!)o = H; we define 7, : 2 +y — y + z as the

commutative square

Y

T i}
ST + sy —=% sy + sz

z+yl ly+z
Ttz ty

tr +ty ——>ty + iz

In this way 7' is a braiding (symmetry) in #! and so #! € C. We
will verify only the naturality of 7'. This means that, given f : z — 2’
and g : y — 7/, the following diagram must be commutative

+y

Yy y'
by+x%

T+ +1'

Now, f:x — 2’ and g : y — 3’ are commutative squares

sz Lo g Y sy
m. ‘zl y\ ly,
tr Loty ty Lty

and so, we have to prove that the two rhombuses in the following dia-
gram are commutative
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fo+90 Tsz! sy’

\
/

fitg1 Tea! ty'
z+y v+’

Taz o0 90+ o

+z
Ttz ty Y g1+

that is, Top ey (fo+90) = (go + fo)Tszsy aNd  Tiwr sy (fr + 1) =
(91 + f1)Tiopy- But sz =sfo, sz’ =tfo, sy = sgo, sy’ = tgo, tx = sf,
tz' =tf1, ty = sg1, ty' = tg; and then it is easy to see that the required
identities are just the naturality conditions of 7 with respect to the
morphisms fo, go and f1, g;.

Note that this construction determines a functor (—)! : C — C
which clearly preserves fibrations and weak equivalences.

Proposition 2.5. Given H € C, there is a factorization of the diagonal
morphism
80,0
H—pr CB gy oy

where o is a weak equivalence and (3o, 01) is a fibration.

Proof. Consider ¢ and (9, 0;) defined by:

oo()=(-="), ai(z)= H

(6o, 01)o(z) = (t(z), s(z)) € Ho x Hy
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T
- —_—

(G0, O1)1 l . l = (y,z) € H; x Hy

« —_—

Then it is straightforward to see that (9, 8;) is a morphism in C which
is a fibration.

On the other hand, it is also clear that o is a morphism in C which
is a weak equivalence since dyo = Idy and Idy: is homotopic to o0y
where the homotopy 7 is defined, for any object z : p — ¢q in H/, by the
commutative diagram

2q

»-Q<—"§

={q
g

Proposition 2.6. Let f,g : G — H two morphisms in C. To give a
homotopy from f to g is equivalent to give a morphism h: G — H! such
that Ogh = g and 0,h = f.

Proof. Let us suppose that h : G — ! is a morphism in C such that
Ooh = g and 0;h = f. Let p € G and define o, = ho(p). It is clear that
« is a group morphism and o, is an arrow in H such that

s(ap) = sho(p) = G1ho(p) = fo(p); t(op) = tho(p) = Goho(p) = go(p)

The naturality of o follows that for any z € Hy, = : p — ¢, hy(z) is
a commutative square and

fo) 2L £o(q)

hl (.’17) = apl ‘aq

90(p) 5 90(9)
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Conversely, if « is a natural transformation from f to g which is a
group morphism, we define ho(p) = o, and for any z: p — ¢

90(P) —= 90(q)

It is clear that h : G — H! is a morphism in Cat(Gp). If f and g are
morphisms in BCat(Gp) (resp. SCat(Gp)), then, for any p,q € Gy

fo(p) + folg) —222"~ fo(q) + fo(p)

Thophog = | ho(p)+ho(a) ho(a)+ho(p)

90(p) + 90(g) —22~ go(q) + 9o (p)

and
f1(7p.q)
fo(p) + folq) fo(a) + fo(p)
hy (Tp,q) = Qptq Qg+p
1(7p,q)
90(p) + g0(q) — 90(2) + 90(p)
and so 7 4., = P1(7p,4); thus, h is a morphism in BCat(Gp) (resp.
SCat(Gp)).
Finally, it is clear that ph = g and 01h = f. a

Corollary 2.7. Given G,H € C and h : G — H' a morphism in
Cat(Gp), then h is a morphism in C if and only if Oph and O,h are
morphisms in C.

Proposition 2.8. Any morphism f : G — H in C can be factored
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where 1 is a weak equivalence and k is a fibration.

Proof. 1t is clear that Jpo f = f and so there exists an unique morphism
n making the following diagram commutative

The morphism « is the composition 0;7.

Note that the objects of G x4 H! are pairs (p,z) € Gy x H; such
that ¢(z) = fo(p), and a morphism from (p,z) to (g,y) is given by a
morphism z : p — ¢ or, equivalently, by a commutative diagram

s(z) — fo(p)

y‘lfl(z)Z' 1f1(2)

s(y) —~ fola)

The group of morphisms of G x4 H! is then the group of triplets
(z,2,y) where z,y € Hy, z € Hy and t(z) = sf1(2), t(y) = tf1(2).

The functors 7 and ~ are defined as follows: 79(p) = (p, Is,p) and,
for any z € G, m1(2) is given by the morphism z; with regard to y we
have

s(z) — fo(p)

Y (p, ) = z and v (z, z,y) = y“fl(z)zl 'fx(Z)

s(y) —5> fo(q)
It is clear that Homg(p,q) = Homgy, 31 (m0(p),0(q)) and for any
object (p, ) in G x4 H', the identity in p determines an (iso)morphism
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from n9(p) to (p,z). Consequently, the functor 7 is full, faithful and
dense and so, it is a weak equivalence.

On the other hand, given (p,z)€ (g Xx 'H’)O and 1’ € H;
such that s(z') = ko(p,z), the morphism (z, I, z(z')"!) satisfies
ki(z, I, z(z')™1) = z' and s(z,I,,z(z')"!) = (p,z), and so, % is a §i-
bration.

O

Let us consider now the following objects in Cat(Gp):

0

;/I\ :
and T=P | 7,2 7"20+2 | where 7,757 "257 ssthel-
t t

truncated simplicial group in which the morphisms s, ¢, I are determined
by the following relations:

Tug = vg; Tuy = vy
SUg = Ug; SV = Ug; SV = Uy; TUg = Up; tV1 = Up; tve = Uy
where u; : Z - ZxZ, v =0,1and v; : Z - ZxZ*Z, j = 0,1,2
are the canonical injections. We also denote v;, j = 0,1, 2 the induced
morphisms Z — #’;—?;}ZTQ.

Note that these cat-groups are objects in C; the only non trivial
case is Z and now we define a symmetry on it.

To do that, we put Tua)u,1) = v1(1) + vo(1) — v1(1) + v2(1) and
Tuo(-1)ur (1) = V2(1) — vo(1) +v1(1) — v2(1) — v1(1) + vo(1). In the gen-
eral case, we use these definitions and the fact that 7 must
satisfy the hexagon axiom. For example, Tuo(—1)u(1)+uo(l)+u(1) =
Fur) + Luo(t) + Tuo(=1, (1) © L) + Lus) © (Tuo(-1)101) + Luo()+
I, (1y)- It is straightforward to check that 7 is, certainly, a symmetry in

I

Let G : @, —j—_’Go be an object in C. Then it is easy to see

that giving a morphism from I to G is equivalent to giving an element
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z € Gy such that s(z) = t(z) = 0 and giving a morphism from I; to
G is equivalent to giving an element p € Gy. Next we analyze in more
detail what it means to give a morphism from Z to G.

Lemma 2.9. Let G € C. Then, to give a morphism I — G is equiva-
lent to giving a morphism in G.

Proof. First we note that, for any 1-truncated simplicial group G, the
simplicial identities imply that giving a morphism in Tr!(Simp(Gp))
I

from 7z, Z@* 7, to G is equivalent to choosing an element

z € G;. Then, if G € Cat(Gp), using the adjunction P+ J, to give
a morphism from Z to G is just to give an arrow in G.

Now, the only thing that remains to prove is that the associated
morphism in Cat(Gp) to any arrow in G is, in fact, a morphism in C.

For any = : p — ¢, £ € G, the associated morphism f : Z — G is
determined by fo(uo(1)) = p, fo(ur(1)) = ¢, fi(vo(1)) = L, fi(v2(1)) =
z and fi(v2(1)) = I;. Then, we have to prove that fi(7ap) = Tfo(a),f0()
for any a,b € Z x Z. In the case a = up(1l) and b = wi(1), g =
fi(v1(1) +vo(1) — v1(1) +v2(1)) = z + I, —  + I, and this last relation
is true because of the naturality of 7 applied to the morphisms z and
I,. Other cases are shown in a similar way. O

Next we will consider the morphisms iy,%; : Z; — Z determined by
uo(1) and u;(1) respectively.

Proposition 2.10. Let f : G — H be a morphism in C. Then:

i) f is a fibration if and only if f has the RLP with respect to the
morphism ig : Iy = T

it) f is a trivial fibration if and only if f has the RLP with respect to
the morphisms 0 = I, Iy - 0 and io + 4, : Iy [ [Th — T.

Proof.
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i) It is clear since giving a commutative diagram in C
,—¢

f

20

I—H

is equivalent to giving an element p € Gy and an element z € H; such
that fo(p) = s(z) and to find a lifting in the diagram is equivalent to
give an element y € G such that fi(y) = z and s(y) = p.

ii) It is straightforward to see that f has the RLP with respect to 0 — I
(resp. 40+t : Iy [[Z1 = Z, resp. Ty — 0) if and only if f is surjective
(resp. m1(f) is surjective and mo(f) is injective, resp. m1(f) is injective).
Now if f satisfies the RLP with respect to the above morphisms, we
have that f is a weak equivalence (see proposition 2.3). To see that f
is a fibration, take (y,p) € HisX 5,Go; since fy is surjective there exists
g € Gy such that fy(q) = t(y) and using that f is an equivalence of
categories, there exists z € G1, = : p — ¢ such that fi(z) = y.
Conversely, if f is a trivial fibration, the only thing that remains to
prove is that f; is surjective, but this is clear because given ¢ € Hy and
using that mo(f) is surjective, there exists y € H; such that ¢(y) = ¢
and s(y) = fo(p) for some p € Gy, and so, since f is a fibration, there
is z € Gy such that fi(z) = y. Then, fo(t(z)) = gq. O

Proposition 2.11. Any morphism f : G — H in C can be factored as
a cofibration followed by a trivial fibration.

Proof. To get the required factorization of f use the above character-
ization of the trivial fibrations and the “small object argument” (see
(30]). a

Proposition 2.12. A morphism f : G — H in C is a cofibration if
and only if it is a retract of a morphism in C which is of the form
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T - Tl‘éz_:\ao*zrv

where F'V is the free group on the set V.

Proof. Since the cofibrations are closed under retracts, we will do the
proof only for the morphisms as above.
Given a commutative diagram in C

G—>Xx
h‘ jf where f is a trivial fibration
T—5>Y

the lifting v : 7 — X is defined as follows:

Since fo: Xo — Yy is surjective, one can define a morphism
FV — X, and this one together with oy determine ~y : Ty — X satis-
fying fovo = Do

On the other hand, given z € T}, z : p — g, there exists an unique
z € X1,z : v%(p) = YI(q), such that fi(z) = Bi(z) because f is an
equivalence of categories. Thus, we define v;(z) = z, and it is straight-
forward to see that -y is a morphism in Cat(Gp).

Moreover, 7 is a morphism in C because for any p,q € Ty the mor-
phisms 7y;(7,4) and 7y,pye have the same source and target, and also,
F1(1(7p,g)) = f1(Toopr0q)- Thus, using that f is an equivalence of cate-
gories one has that v1(7p,q) = Tyopyoq-

Conversely, if f is a cofibration, we factor f = pi as in proposition
2.11 and we obtain a commutative diagram

G—>T

fl J

H=—H
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in which there exists a lifting because f has the LLP with respect to the
trivial fibrations. Then, it is clear that f is a retract of . Also, one can
see that ¢ has the required form according to the construction of 7. O

1

3

Corollary 2.13. An object 3, G, €Cis cofibrant if and only
t

if Go is a free group.

Proposition 2.14. The trivial cofibrations in C have the LLP with
respect to the fibrations.

Proof. Using proposition 2.12 we only will prove the required LLP when
the cofibration is of the form

I

Vi T
G, :t; Gy
hy ho
I
L5 =

T _—_%’ Gox FV
Now, given a commutative diagram in C
G—>x
h[ ’f where f is a fibration
T—5>Y

the lifting v : 7 — X is defined as follows:

Since mo(h) is an isomorphism, given v € V there exists g, € G and
k, € Tj such that s(k,) = g, and t(k,) = v. Now, because f is a fibration
and f;(k,) is an element in Y; such that s(81(k,)) = Bo(gv) = foo g,
there is z, € X; such that fi(z,) = B1(k,) and s(z,) = ao(gy). Thus,
we have maps 7 : V — X given by v (v) = t(z,) and k : V — T
given by k(v) = k, which induce group morphisms v, : FV — X, and
k: FV — T;. The morphism 7y, together with ag determine a morphism
Y : Go * FV — X4 and it is clear that fyy9 = B,. On the other hand,

-122-



GARZON & MIRANDA - HOMOTOPY THEORY FOR (BRAIDED) CAT-GROUPS

the morphisms k and I : Gy — T; induce a morphism & : Go*x FV — T
which satisfies tk = Id and I'mage(sk) =

Now, for any v € V we define v,(k,) = z,, and for any g € G, we
put v1(kg) = Iag(g).- Then, we have defined +; for any element which is
in the image of k : Go x F'V — T3.

Finally, we  have  y=kyy o ((kuw) ™! ¥ ksw)) © (Ksy)) ™
for any ye€T. Using that h is an equivalence of cate-
gories, we can identify G; with h;(G;) and then we define
1Y) = nlkew) 0 (ki) ! ¥ kay) © 1 ((Ra)™H):

It is straightforward to see that v = (7y1,7) is a morphism in
Cat(Gp) which satisfies fy = 8 and vh = c.

Next we will see that «y is a morphism in C, i.e., 71(7pq) = Tyop,y0q

Using the naturality of 7 we obtain that (kg4p) ™! Tpg kptq = Topga
(where g, = s(k,)), and according to the definition of v, we have that
Y1(7p,q) is the arrow making the following diagram commutative

YoP + Yoq e > Yoq + YoP YoP -+ Y > Yq + YoP
(n Chpa))™* (riks) 2 +(rike) ™!
= kg +1kp
71 (kg+p)
aggp + Otoggtl—>gp gqaogq + apgq Yogp + Y09q Mggyogq + Y094
which is exactly 7.,,p 40q- d

Theorem 2.15. The category C with the classes of morphisms given
in Definition 2.1 or Definition 2.2 is a closed model category.

Proof. CM1 is known, and CM2 and CM3 are clear. The only non
trivial part of CM4 is given in proposition 2.14. The factorization of
any morphism as a cofibration followed by a trivial fibration is given in
proposition 2.11. Finally, to get the other factorization required in CM5
use proposition 2.8 to factor f = kn and then factor 7 as in proposition
2.11. d
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3 Homotopy theory in Cat(Gp) (BCat(Gp)
or SCat(Gp))

In this section we study the homotopy theory in C associated to the
closed model structure defined in §2.
Propositions 2.5 and 2.6 give directly the following:

Proposition 3.1. Given H € C, H! is a path object for H in C and
for any morphisms f,g: G — H in C, to give a right homotopy from f
to g is equivalent to give a homotopy from f to g.

The path construction determines the loop functor Q2 : C — C de-

fined as Q(#H) = Ker(0p, 01). Then Q(H) can be identified with the ob-
1d

. . : : “Id
ject of C associated to the abelian group m (H), i.e., m(H) == m(H) -
Id

In the following we will give a cylinder construction in C.
Let
I
s

g N\
§=G, —=G,

t

an object of C and consider the following 1-truncated simplicial group
1

(;1 * (;1 * (;1 :::i:;:(;g * C;o
t

where 5, and I are determined as follows: suppose u; : Gy — Go * Gy
the 4-th canonical injection, ¢ = 0,1, and v; : G; = G; * G * G the
corresponding j-th injection, j = 0,1, 2; then 5, f and I are determined
by the relations

Tug = vol; Tuy = vol

3Uo = upS; SU; = UgS; SUp = u1S; tug = ugt; tv; = uit; tvg = uit

Now, if N is the congruence in G; * G * G; generated by the relations
— z+y=y+z;, c€Kers, ye Kert
— vix=vzx;, T € Kert
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— vz =vyx; x € Ker s
we have a cat-group

7
3
—>G0*G0

g1 = G]*CIJVI*GI

We also will denote by v;, j =0,1,2, the induced morphism

Gl *G1 *Gl

Proposition 3.2. Given Ge€ C then GQ I € C.

Gl—)

Proof. We first prove that for any x : p — ¢ € G the following squares
are commutative:

vilp volp v lp
Upp —— U1p Uop Uop Upp —— U1P
vla:l lvzz vowl Jvlz vozl l'vgz
u1q Uu1q Uop —— U1qg Upp — U1q
vol, v1ly v1lg

The commutativity of the first one means that voz o v, = v, i.e.,
V2T — Igyyp + vil, = viz but, Tspps = val,, and so, we need to prove
that vy(z — I) = vi(z — Ip) which is true because z — I, € Ker s. The
commutativity of the others diagrams is proved in a similar way.

Now, given a € {0,1,2} we consider 3 and v as follows: if & = 0
then 3=y=1;ifa=1thenf=1landy=2andifa=2,=v=2.

Then we have that the following squares are commutative

vplp
u5_1p — U1p

vax\ Ivzz

Uy-1¢ ——> U1q
vylq
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which allows us to show that for any z; : p; = ¢;, 1 <t < n, z; € Gy,
the following square is commutative
g, Ipy +-+va,, Ipn
g, 1P1 + -+ Ugy 1Pp P oy (py -+ )
|

Va) T1++Van Tn va(z1+-+2Zn)

ui(gr + -+ qn)

Uny—1q1 + ** + Uy -1
71—-19 Yn—19n Vg Iay + 0 Igm

n m

Now, let p,q € Go * Go. Then, p= 3 usp; and ¢ = Y, ug,q; where
=1 j=1
6;,0; = 0,1 and we define Tpq @5 the following composition

!
Tp.a

pt+q q+p

n ' m
E v5i+11pi+z v6’.+llqi
i=1 i=1

m n -1
Z v5l+1lqg+.2 vs, +11p;
j=1 J i=1

n m m n
Yowpi + Y u1g; Yougi + > wap;
i=1 j=1 (T p.Te)) =1 i=1

It is straightforward to see that 7, ; is well defined and that 7' satisfies

the same properties than 7.
a

Note that the object Z considered in §2 is just 7; ® I.

Lemma 3.3. Given G € C there is a factorization of the codiagonal
morphism

GlI6 g1 —2>g

Proof. Let ig = (vo,up) and ¢; = (vq,u;). It is clear, according to the
definition of the braiding in G ® I (see proposition 3.2), that 7; is a
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morphism in C. Also, iy is a morphism in C since the following square

is commutative
V0Tp,q

up(p + q) uo(g +p)

vilptq (v1 Iq+p)_1{

u(p+q) —5m > wlg +p)

Both morphisms iy, and %; induce the morphism in C,
On the other hand, the identities ogu; = Idg,, ¢ = 0,1 and oyv; =
Idg,, 7 =0,1,2, determine a morphism ¢ : G ® I — G which is given

n n n
explicitly by og (Z u,;ipi> = Y p;, for any Y usp; € Go * Gy, and
=1 =1 i=1

m m m
o1 | Yvgz; | =Y x; for any Y vz € GGG ¢ = 0,1,2.
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
It is clear finally that o9 = 0%y = Idg. O

Lemma 3.4. Given G H € Cand k : G® I — H a morphism in
Cat(Gp), then k is a morphism in C if and only if kig and ki, are
morphisms in C.

Proof. The only non trivial thing is to prove that, if kiy and ki; are
morphisms in C then k is also a morphism in C.

Let us denote f = k’bg and g = kil; thus f() = koUo, go = k}o’ul,
f1 = k]_'UQ and g1 = kl’Ug.

We want to prove that, for any p,q € Go * G, k]_(’r;,’q) = Thop,kog-
Now, it is straightforward to check that, if p,q € Go, then ki(7, ,..,) =

! _ ! _ / —_
Tgop,909> kl(Tuop,ulq) = Tfop,g0q> kl(Tulp,uoq) = Tgop,foq aDd kl(Tuop,uoq =

T fop,foq-
For example, the above second relation is equivalent to the commu-

tativity of the diagram

Tfop,904

Jop + 90 ————— goq + fop

kiviIp+Id Id+k1011p|

Tgop,909

9op + 909 ————— goq + Gop
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which is true because this diagram is just 74, ; ;4 (see the definition of
7' in HT).
For general p = Z ug;p; and ¢ = E Ug g; in Go*Gy, we use induction

=1

on n and m as the following example quggeqtq Suppose p = uopg +uip;

and q = uoqo; then one has 7, . = (7} 0 uogo T{Burp1) © (L dugpo + Ty uoqo)
from where
ky (Tzlhq) =k (Tv./topo,uoqo + Idmm) ok (Iduopo + Tilum,uo%) =

[kl(Tlltopo,uoqg) + Idko(mm)] [(Idko(uopo) + kl( ulpl,uoqo)] =
= [T(kouopo,kouoqo) + Idko(uxpl)] © [(Idko(Uopo) + T(koulph koUol]o)] =

= T(kouopo+kou1p1,kouogo) = Tkop,koq

d

Proposition 3.5. The functor — ® [ : C — C is left adjoint to the
functor (=)!: C — C.

Proof. Consider ¢ : Homcat(gp)(G, H') = Homcatcp)(G @ I,H) the
map given by ¢(h) = k where, if f = 01h and g = oh, (ki1,ko) is
given as follows: Let ko be determined by kouo = fo and kou; = go and
consider the morphism in Tr!(Simp(Gp))

7
Gl*Gl*Gl i Go*Go
t
El kO
I
i (e —— i A

determined by kyvg = fi, k1v2 = ¢1 and kqv; given, for any z : p — g,
by

fo(p) Mfo( ) Folp) e
El(le) - ho(q)l = lho(p) :
. - 90(9) 90(p) gl—(x;go(q)
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where

fo(p) 2% fo(q)
|ho(p> ho(q)l = hy(z)

90(p) 53 90(0)

This morphism (&, ko) determines, using the adjunction P  J, a mor-

T
. . - /—E\
phism in Cat(Gp), (k1,ko) :P | G+ G %G —=GoxGo | = H
t

and this morphism induces another one (ky, ko) : G ® I — H because,
if € Ker(t), ki (v1z — vox) = 0, and, if x € Ker(s), ky(vyx — v17) = 0
as can be easily checked out.

On the other hand, given a morphism in Cat(Gp), k : G®I — H, let
¢ : Homcat(gp)(G ® I, H) = Homcat(ap)(G, H') be given by ¢(k) =
defined by

fopﬁ*foq
ho(p) = (fop Mo gop) s hiz:p—oq) = 1ho(p)ho(q)J

9oP —=> 9oq
where f = kip and g = ki;.

Note that the last square is commutative because in G®I one has, for
any z : p — g € Gy, the relation v, I; 0 vgx = vaz 0 v1 I, (see proposition
3.2)

It is clear that 0,h = kiyp and Oph = ki; and then ¢ and ¢ give a
bijection

Homg(G ® I,H) & Homg(G, H)
because, by corollary 2.7 and lemma 3.4, one has that
k€ Homc(G® I,H) if and only if kig,ki; € Homg(G,H) if and
only if 81h, dh € Home(G, H) if and only if h € Homg(G, H').
O
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Proposition 3.6. IfG is a cofibrant object in C then G®I is a cylinder
object for G in C.

Proof. We have according to lemma 3.3, a factorization of the codiago-
nal morphism

GlIG6 2 goI—2>G

and it is clear that, if G is cofibrant, iy + i, is a cofibration according to
the characterization of the cofibrations given in proposition 2.12
On the other hand, o is a weak equivalence because
oty =Idg and Idggr is homotopic to ¢;0, the homotopy
n

a:ldg = 1,0 being given, for any p= ) usp; € Go*Gy, by
i=1

i=
ap = Vs 41dp, + . + V54105, 0 = ur(p1 + .. 4 Pr). The natural-
ity is deduced from the relations proved for G ® I in proposition
3.2.

a

Note that the functor — ® I : C — C preserves cofibrations and
weak equivalences.

Corollary 3.7. If G is a cofibrant object in C and f,g : G — H are
two morphisms in C, then f and g are right homotopic if and only if
they are left homotopic if and only if they are homotopic.

Corollary 3.8. If G is a cofibrant object in C and H is any object of
C then
Hompoc)(9,H) =[G, H]

The cylinder construction determines a suspension functor
¥ : C — C defined by X(G)=Coker(io + %1); this can be described using
the following:

Proposition 3.9. Given G € C, Coker (io+1, : G[[G = G I) can
be identified with the object of C

0

TN

('/TO(G))ab ? 0
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Proof. Let us consider the 1-truncated simplicial group

T

3

G1xG1xG
v

Go*GO

where N’ is the congruence generated by the relations vz = vz,
z € Ker t; vix = vx, x € Ker s and also consider the following mor-
phism f in Tr!(Simp(Gp))

I
Gl*Gl_—%_—;Go*Go

\vo+vz lm-l—m

—
G *g;I*G] GO % GO

o ~|

o+l

Note that, if G € Cat(Gp) then P(f)=1ip+i; and therefore
P(Coker(f)) = Z(9).

0
/_0\0

0
where H = Coker(vy + vq) is the quotient group of G; * G * G1 under
the congruence generated by the relations vpx = vox = 0, Vz € Gy;
nz =0, z € Ker(s) or ¢ € Ker(t). Since [Ker s,Ker t| = 0 we
have that H & W%I?Eﬁ 2 7m9(G). Then, by applying P we have that
(2(G)1 = (m0(G))ab-

For any object GeC it is weasy to see that
E(U(G)) = Coker(ip + 11).

Now, Coker(f) is the 1-truncated simplicial group g

a
Note that 3(Z;) = Z,.

Corollary 3.10. The functor ¥ : C — C is left adjoint to the functor
Q.
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4 Model structure and homotopy theory
in the categories YM(Gp), 2 — xMed(GpP)
and XMst(Gp)'

In this section we use the commutative diagram of categories and func-
tors ’

XM, (Gp) —2— SCat(Gp)

M
In In

2 — XMea(Gp) —> BCat(Gp)

U U

XM(Gp) —2— Cat(Gp)

to define model structures in the categories xYM(Gp), 2 — xMred (GP)
and xM,(Gp), and to study the associated homotopy theories.

The equivalence ® : xM(Gp) — Cat(Gp) and the model struc-
ture in Cat(Gp) (see definition 2.1) together with propositions
2.3 and 2.12 allow us to consider the following model struc-
ture in xM(Gp) (cf. [14]): the fibrations are those morphisms
f=0fo): (L:(L—-L>M) — (L' (L’—-—’-"—>M’)) such that f; is
surjective, the weak equivalences are those f = (f1, fo) such that the
induced morphisms Coker(p) — Coker(p') and Ker(p) — Ker(p') are
isomorphisms and the cofibrations are the retracts of those morphisms
f = (f1, fo) where M' = M x FV. Note that the inclusion functor from
xM(Gp) to the category of crossed modules over groupoids clearly pre-
serves weak equivalences but it does not preserve fibrations because, in
this last category, fibrations (f1, fo) between crossed modules of groups
also require that fy be surjective (see §1).

In the same way as above, the following equivalences of categories

(see §1)
2 — XM;ed(Gp) ~ BCat(Gp), xM(Gp) ~ SCat(Gp)

allow us to consider model structures in 2 — xM,eq(Gp) and XM (Gp).
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In these closed model categories fibrations, cofibrations or weak equiv-
alences are just those morphisms f such that U(f) (resp. UIn(f)) is a
fibration, a cofibration or a weak equivalence in xM(Gp).

We will denote by D any of the categories YM(Gp), 2 — XMyea (GP)
or XMst(G'p)-

Next we will make explicit some homotopy constructions in D which
are the ones corresponding to those given in C in §3.

Definition 4.1. Given two morphismsin D, f,g: L — L', a homotopy
from f to g is a fo-derivation n: M — L' such that np = g1 — f1 and
p'n = go — fo.

This homotopy relation is an equivalence relation on the set of mor-
phisms in D from £ to £’ and the set of equivalence classes will be
denoted by [L, L']. It is clear that [£, L] =& [®(L), ®(L)].

It should be noted that if one eliminates the freeness assumption,
Whitehead’s homotopy systems of dimension 2, [32], are just crossed
modules of groups and the homotopy relation defined by Whitehead for
morphisms between two such objects is that considered in the above
definition. More in general, without the assumption of only one vertex,
homotopies for crossed complexes have been extensively studied (see
[11], [6], [9]) and, for reduced crossed complexes of dimension 2, one
has again the definition of homotopy given in 4.1. Homotopies between
morphisms of crossed complexes have been used for example by Hueb-
schmann, [23], to interpret the cohomology H"(G, A) of a group G with
coefficients in a G-module A.

Proposition 4.2. Given L € D there is a factorization of the diagonal
morphism

- 80,0
L—2m o1& e p

where o is a weak equivalence and (0, d;) is a fibration.

Proof. Given £ € D and considering ®(L) € C, there exists (see propo-
sition 2.5) a factorization in C of the diagonal morphism

I (60781)

(L) —Z> &(L) 3(L) x (L)
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and then applying ®~!

Lo 1a(0)) 2% ¢

is the required factorization.
Next we make explicit the object of D, ®~1(®(L)), and also the
morphisms o and (8, 91).

Considering £ : (L —2> M)) the underlying crossed module of
)

L € D, it is straightforward to see that the underlying crossed mod-
ule of £ = &~1(®(L)T) is

oo [ LrL—"—LxM
S\ D, (1))

where L » L is the semidirect product with action of L on itself by
conjugation and the action of L, x M on L x L is given by

(ll’m)(l,, l) — (ll + mll _ m+p(l)—ml1’ ml)

The factorization of the diagonal morphism is
L—
pl
- M=
oo(m) = (0,m); a1(l) = (0,1)

(0o, 01)o(l,m) = (p(l) + m,m); (8o,01)1(',1) = (' +1,1)

The braiding (symmetry) 7' in ®(£)! determines a map
{==}:(LxM)x(LxM)— Lx L which is defined by

L L% r

T

LXM(E(—)-,};SOMXM

where

{(t,m), (', m)} = T oy 0my = Lam) — Lo mr)
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and it is straightforward to check that
{(t,m), (', m')} = (z + ™ 4 {mym'y =™ — ' — p{m,m'}, {m, m’}) .
O

Proposition 4.3. Let f,g : L — L' two morphisms in D. To give a
homotopy from f to g is equivalent to give a morphism h : L — "’
such that Oph = g and O1h = f, i.e., a right homotopy from f to g.

Proof. Let n: M — L' be a fy-derivation

L L M
fl l.gl ‘ fo ‘lgo
ey

such that np=9:— fi and p'n=go— fo. Then we define
ho: M — L' x M and hy : L - L' x L' as follows:

M L' M L———L'xL
m———=(n(m), fo(m)) L————(p(), /(D))

and it is straightforward to see that h = (hy, hg) is a morphism in D
satisfying (0o, 01)h = (g, f).
Conversely, if h is a homotopy from f to g, we have a commutative
diagram
(91,f1)

/\

o ) [ !
L= L'l GgosLxL

!

p 7 o'xp
M —20 1 &2 o ap
\—/

(90,fo)
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Then, if we denote ho(m) = (ho,o0(m), ho,1(m)), it is straightforward
to see that the map n : M — L' defined by n(m) = hgo(m) is a
fo-derivation satisfying np(l) = ¢:(!) — f1(l), VI € L, and p'n(m) =
go(m) — fo(m), ¥m € M. O

Corollary 4.4. Gwen L,L" € D and morphisms f,g: L — L', then f
and g are right homotopic if and only if they are homotopic.

Corollary 4.5. If L is a cofibrant object in D and L' is any object in -
D, then
HomHo(Q)(E, L = (L, [,’].
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