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Basics of Model Categories and Examples

1 Definitions

2 The Homotopy Category
3 Quillen Adjunctions

4  Examples

5 Localizations of Model Categories
Recall. T % FEAET 2, DE0HZH1 N CHFAELT T 2 Sh(C) L2 2HET 3,

o “ODMEAT, T DEIDS (geometric morphism) f: T — T &k, ZREE f*: T — T L ARE
fo:T =T O f=(f*f.) THoT, f*WHERMGREHEODZLEF D,

e NKRZAT DR (point) L&k, FKADH f:Set - T DI L TH5,

o MRANFHREFRFD (has enough points) L%, H DMK f; : Set — T BFEEL T, R EZ KWk
T5ILEFD, HEZLIIT, AMEKRT S L, UFORMEHZTILE2ED (RO T O
Fo:FoGIzonT, o BWHBIGITHLE I, ERD i 1T LUT fi(p) DHESTH 2 Z LIZFH
fETdH 5,

o A MCH+ARERFDOLIE Sh(C) B+HMERHOILES D,

CEINRER YA beT2L, UTOMWEDED LD :

e Sh(C) IX PSh(C) DA TH 0, BEKHTREAMIEKNTTH S,

o JAAL (ZEBEME)PSh(C) — Sh(C) I3/ BRABIR % (1,

o PSh(C) DI DfEW % % stalk IZ ARG % 5] S 2 SRIFOHDES L $5 &, Sh(C) = PSh(C)(W1]
TH5,

ZD &S BRI %E, Sh(C) 1% PSh(C) DRIEMIFBATE (reflexive localization) & & 5.

fully faithful right adj.
Sh(C) = PSh(C)W—1] § PSh(C)

left exact left adj.

KRR b % A€ b E—BTEREY 2 & 50T T IVEIZE Y 5 T 0542 BR A2 DHIRDE Bousfield /&



FritTH % :

& 5.1. CxETINVELT S, C DX Bousfield Bt (left Bousfield localization) Cioc & &, BAT % i
FIETFTLVEDODI ETHS

e B LTIEC=Co TH5,
e Cofe.. =Cofc TH 5,
e Wee,.. D Wee TH 5,

AR 5.2, UIRARD LD :

. .Fibcloc = (C'OfcIOC N Wecloc)J‘ C (Cofc N WEC)J‘ = Fibe
o Fibe,. N Wee,,. = COfCJIoc = Cofx = Fibc N Wec

2 Q % C @ cofibrant replacement F{F & § UK, F 1L Clpe D cofibrant replacement FHFTHH 5, X

Iz
e id : Cioc — C 134 Quillen BF

L, RE PE—REORME
right adj. Rid
Ho(Cioc) Ho(C)

left adj. Lid

’2?%50
8 5.3. Cloc 7' C O/ Bousfield BAbTH 5 & &, Rid : Ho(Cloc) — Ho(C) IZEEARTETH 5,

SERA. ABEMEN B ELAMTH D Z X, BEED unit PHRAMTHZ I L LAMTHD I LITHERET
%, X € Ho(Cioe), (X € Cioe) ZEEIZH D, HRAH LidRid(X)) » X HEENCTHNITE W,
Q(Foc(X))) = Lid(Rid(X)), Floe(X) = X TH B2 5. X 1F Cloe D fibrant L L LTRY, $5&
Q(X) — X 7 C ® weak equivalence TH 5 Z 255 Q(X) = Lid(Rid(X)) — X & Ho(Coc) D FIELGH L

%5, O

5. CRETNVEE TS, ERIZEXZHO (W) EE S C Mor(C) iU, CDHLWETILIEET
¥ > T, weak equivalence 2% & @ weak equivalence £ S T “H &k S &” ERIND LIRHLDVHEH?

EI 5.4 (Smith OEH nLab 2M). C % left proper combinatorial ZRETIVEE L, S C Mor(C) 24D
INEWEBETE, ZOLE SITETAHE “br5E (HLT L5 COHLVETIVHEELH D, %
Nz LgC &FRBIE, LgC 1% C OFE Bousfield Rk & 75,

Bl 5.5. S & —K—AF—L, Sm/g % S L smooth 8 AF —L D% I L U, Nisnevich fI#8IZ &0 ¥
A MNEeERD, EEULAXF—LDH f: X - Y » Nisnevich TH 2 &, f 2 étale fHThHh->T, T5HI
FEOY DMy c Y ICNULTHEM e e X BWIFELT, f(x) =y 2D k(x) =k(y) %522 %2ED
(k(z) 1&FIARIK), Nisnevich fifHIZ Z DHIZ Lo TEBR I NEBMHDOZ L TH B,

—fiz. (TR ERED) 0 b C LD KK (FT) D73 B sSh(C),sPSh(C) 1 Joyal-Jardine €7 )b
&2 £ D left proper combinatorial 72 € T IVE L% 5, Z Z T Joyal-Jardine & 7I)VEEIEIZ 5 1) 5 weak



equivalence 1, % stalk DfIZ weak equivalence % 5| E {2 3 A BARE S D weak equivalence TH D,
cofibration lZE /DO & THB, ZOETIVIELERF X5 L &, sSh(C)s,sPSh(C); &HEH <,
S 4 {hyyur — hx} EBFIE. Smith OEHI & b/ Bousfield Ffi{k Ls(sSh(Smg)) HEET 5, 2

DE b Y Ho(Lg(sSh(Sm5))) #EF T 4 v 4 HE NE—BLE .
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Model Structures on Pro(sSh(C))

6 Pro-categories

7 Weak Fibration Categories
SHOHERDIZDOIZ, FATHLHPUTOMREEALTEHL ¢

EETL Cz2BE. M CCz#iBE,. Nz CoROKEETE, ZDLE (C,N, M) » factorization
category TH 5 2%, UTFDEME2ETHZTILESD ¢

o CIIHREMTH 5,

o M IFEEZHTEHL 5,

e Mor(C) = MoN %iii7=d, ZOFESOEEKE, FEDC OH fIZHL. H5 MIZET 249 N
BT A5 W BFHELT, f=goh&#3, LWVWHOEKTH S, functorial TH B Z LIHKE L 2\,

factorization category \ZBH9 2 AR E LT, URABIT SN S, GEHIED 4 KETH S ([BaSc,
3.15] &) :

EHE 7.2, (C,N, M) % factorization category £ 95, ZD& E, f£ED Pro(C) D& f: X - Y IZHUL
TX % Hp Y 205 functorial BAHRTH > T, g € Lw™(N) N+ M, h € Sp™(M) & 75 5 DAL
ERR

E&H 7.3. CxlE. FWcCcCaxHaEeds, (C,W,F) D weak fibration category TH 5 &k, AT
DM EETHZTILEEED !

e Wik 2 out of 3 2727,
e (C,W,F),(C,C,FNW) IZZFNEN factorization category T 2,

Bl 7.4. CHETFTNVETHS L E, (C,We, Fib) i& weak fibration category T®H 5.

B 7.5 (non-trivial examplel!!). [Jar, 4 %] 2, C & (TR WMZEHFH /NI V) I 1 b $5, sSh(C) £/l
sPSh(C) D& fizDoWT, UTFDOEHET S :

e f ?'local weak equivalence T»H 5 & I, {EED T stalk »* simplicial set @ weak equivalence
ThHhdHILEED,
e [ W local fibration T 5 & &, LR D T stalk »* simplicial set @ fibration TH2Z L% E 5,

Z D& E (sSh(C),local we.,local fib.), (sPSh(C),local we.,local fib.) & weak fibration category T & %
([BaSc, 7 ] &), Z# 5 D weak fibration category DIEEN, HDETIVEHOEEDEH LD &
BRSO Z2WZ LITHERL THEL (FDREKT non-trivial example)s,

local fibration (2B LTI RO Z L IZERE L TH LK, 9. simplicial set @ fibration 1&, AP — A™ (2[4
L T right lifting property 2723 5D TH 5, Lo THIZ, U TFORADE /M p IZDWVWTEKDIAILDZ L5,



f: F — G Mlocal fibration THEZ L DEHTH S :

AP —— F,

"
ER
J // pr
L7

Ang’gp

A A" IZZNZE D finite 7% simplicial set 22D T, $F A} — F, A" — GRENEN p DIEEU ~eFbH Lk
D5 (Y1 MDY LD E I [Stacks, Tag 00Y3] ZH8), it > TIXD simplicial set DX %5 :

A — F(U)

o

A" Gg()

BOOHBFEHETEZZ X, ZOMRIT “local 2" V7 MR EFEHETEZIZHELW, DF D, f A local

fibration TH 2 Z &k, LEDO U ARG A7 FigomHRizd U, U O#E {V; - U} BEHEL., T
BOIZHUTUTDOY 7 bR EETLII L LRAETH S :

A7 F(U) —— F(Vi)
j ,/fiz"/// qum
A" G(U) a(Vi)

F#RIZ, f »¥local trivial fibraton, D% b local weak equivalence %> local fibration TH 3 Z &k, {IE
DU LALR DA HM K

A" —— F(U)

e

A" Gg)

U, U OWE {V; — U PEIEL, RO i i UTUATFOY 7 M WBFEET R I LAETH 5 -

oA" —— F(U) —— F(V)
‘ //fizf’// quw
A" gU) G(Vi)

T 7.6. (C,W,F) % (homotopically small pro-admissible %) *!weak fibration category &3 %, Z®
&%, Pro(C) XA TDEFIVEOREZ D

e We =Lw~ (W),
e Fib= R(Sp~ (F)),

T ZZTREHRLE, UL [BaSc, 4 #]) 221,



e Cof =L(FNW). 7272 U constant 7 pro-object (Z& > T C C Pro(C) £ A7 LT3,

IHICZDEE

o~

e FibNWe = R(Sp— (FNW))
e CofNWe="+F

A

REBA. FF#IE [BaSc, 4 %] S, HONMICETIUTOZ L ZFERELTHL @ 7.212 K 5T Pro(C) @
FEOH X Y idgeLw W)NLF heSp~(F) £zl ge H(FNW),h € Sp~ (FNW) ick>T
functorial 1= X % H; LNy v ame s, O

% 7.7. Pro(sSh(C)) 1& (WA WA LEIKT) ETIVE L5, —DIx sSh(C); % weak fibration category
EROBEIIABETNVEOEETH S, 5 —2Id local weak equivalence & local fibration 12 & - T
weak fibration category & > 725 EIC A ETNVEOMHIETH D, HEDETIVEE Pro(sSh(C))ee & &
{Zrits s,

X 7.8. C % (homotopically small pro-admissible) weak fibration category &3 %, Z®& & constant
72 pro-object ZXH I E 5B TF C — Pro(C) & Ho(C) — Ho(Pro(C)) 51 E# T, ZOEFIZ—MIZESE
FTH 2 Z LA mtES ([BaSc, 6 #] ZH),

ER 7.9, KL
fully faithful right adj.
sSh(C) ¢ sPSh(C)

left exact left adj.

MOEIER I I NS ETIVEOM OB
Pro(sSh(C))10c &= Pro(sSh(C))ioc

1% Quillen AETH S, ZHikloc® JIZEXTERAL, 61

Pro(sSh(C))10c == Pro(sSh(C) ;)

% Quillen FMETH 5,

ER 7.10. C BHRDB—HDOADY A bDEE, ZDE & sPSh(C); = sSh(C); = sSetquillen THH. 5
IZ Pro(sSet ;) = Pro(sSet)ioc £7%4%, ZDET VDG [[sa, 10 Hi] 1235\ T “strong model structure”
EIEENT WD, 5, 72AIZ Pro(sSet) £ HEWHEICIE, ZOETIVEOBETEZS I LIZT 5,

8 The Isaksen Model Structure on Pro(sSet)

E&E 8.1. X 2HANEL LT D, UITFOKLEIZ LY groupoid DEANS D L0 % II(X) LHFE VT, X O

fundamental groupoid & & 5 :

cwcClc™Y
sSet Cat Cat

nerve forget




X EOBAFR (local system) ¥ &, BFE LS(X) L [[I(X),Ab] OHEDZ L& E 5,

IR 8.2. Ab USMCHi2 L OBALRMALESIMEEMS e Ab s, e xIE T (X) : T(X) —
Gp,x— m(X,z) 8 &,

i 8.3. 11,(X) : II(X) — Ab(Gp), z + 7, (X, 1)

BES8AL (f: X oY) esSet HLT f:TI(X) = (YY) BB FEIIN, ZHCKOVET f*: LS(Y) —
LS(X) MBI ERIEhD, Z0r X FIRFEE :

o f X weak equivalence

o mo(f) X (BBED) FETHD, THIMEED n T UTHEAROH I1,(X) - fIL,(Y) HRET
b5,

o mo(f) X (BBED) FETHY, TSHITEED n i UTU FORRAI fiber HOMHN & 725 -

HzeXO 7Tn()(?x) — HerO WR(K y)

! !

X 0 e YO

SERA. —DH & =2 HDEMEMIX weak equivalence DEENFHHE M E—HORIZHETH 25 SR &
o, ZOHE=D2HORMEMEIZZ DHIIAEF TERIITET 2R 2B VTWT, =Z2HIFZ S TiERw
WS ETTH B, O

EH 8.5. X € Pro(sSet), X : I — sSet I LT, £S(X) 1% colimse; £L8(X;) L EHT 5. ZhIZEDHE
TO filtered colimit TH 2, (f : X — Y) € Pro(sSet) »* Isaksen weak equivalence TH 53 &id, BT
EETHILTILESED :

o 7o(f) I pro-set DRI,
o RO nITHU I,(X) — f*IL,(Y) % Pro(LS(X)) ®FIE (XD remark % 2).,

JEE 8.6. X € Pro(sSet), X : I —sSet &% ie [IZRLU,

LS(X;) — colimies £L8(X;) = LS(X), T (X;) — T, (X;)
BB FRZING, TR 5T IL(X) L {I1,(X,),i € I} € Pro(LS(X)) B % 5.
EHE 8.7. Pro(sSet) [3PAFDETIVHEE Z KD -

e we. = Isaksen we.

e cof. = Lw~ (mono.)
ZDETINVEDOHEZ Pro(sSet)s, £E <,
X 8.8. f: X — Y % pro-simplicial set D& & 35,

f € Lw(we.)
= HEIPH>TX,Y: I —-sSet THYH, THIT f;: X; = Y 133 RT weak equiv.
= Vi Tno(f;) WAEBESTH O, Vi,Vn TIL,(X;) — fFIL,(Y:) & LS(X;) DFEEIG,



= 7o(f) 1& pro-set DFEBFITH O, Vn TIL,(X) = f*IL,(Y) IF Pro(LS(X)) DIFEEIL,

= f I Isaksen weak equivalence.

7205, Pro(sSet)s, & Pro(sSet) /¢ Bousfield Gtk TH 5, £oT

fully faithful right adj.

Ho(Pro(sSet)1sa) —— Ho(Pro(sSet))
eft adj.

b,
Isaksen weak equivalence DD D701z, UTFDEHZT 5 :

E#E 8.9. X ¢ Pro(sSet),L = (Li)iel S ES(X) = colim;¢ g ES(XZ) 95,

H(X; L) % colimy s, H (X535 Ly |x,)

LEET D, LELURMROIFED Y —ZRMUEBRD LORMERE L ZEZXLIAFETY—TH 5,

EZ 8.10. X € sSet ® Postnikov tower
PX): X— - 5 P(X)=P1(X)— - = Py(X)

Lk, N THRZFDOU 507z simplicial set DFITH O, U FDOERMZHZTEDTH S :

o Hn I UT Ppy1(X) — Po(X) & fibration TH 5,
o HnlZXNLT, Vi<nVre Xy Tm(X,z) 2m(P,(X),z) ThHD,
e ZnlIHLT. Vi>nVee Xy Tm(Py(X),2)=0Th5,

X %% Kan complex THIUE, cosk,(X) ¥ X O Postnikov tower % EH 3,
X € Pro(sSet), X : I — sSet @ Postnikov towor %. P(X) : I x N — sSet, (i,n) — P,(X;) TE%

35,

EIH 8.11 (cohomological criterion of Isaksen weak equivalence). (f : X — YY) € Pro(sSet) {Z& UL TET
(EIFME

(a) f iF Isaksen weak equivalence TH 5,
(b) M FZ2E2THI/ZT :

— mo(f) 1% pro-set DEH TH 5,

— BRZH I (X) — (V) RETH 5,

— RO EEED Le LS(Y) LT H(Y;L) - H(X, f*L) XAMTH 3,
(c) (P(X)— P(Y)) € Lw™ (we.) TH 5 (Isaksen D ZZETIF, strict weak equivalence),

AR R, [Isa, EHE 7.3] B, sSet ILEDODB VL ONDEFIVENES L-DT, BHEEEL
THEL, UFIZBWT, FHOMIZBEREN L 72> TWT, S AN D 5H7E (Quillen) FifE & 725 T
W5

const. id

sSet Pro(sSet) Pro(sSet)rsa
lim id
Ho
L const. Lid
Ho(sSet) &=————— Ho(Pro(sSet)) =———= Ho(Pro(sSet)sa)
Rlim Rid



5 111 B
The Etale Homotopy Type as a Derived Functor

9 The Etale Homotopy Type

E#& 9.1. C % (NSWV) A N THA/MERDL TS, ' : sSet S sSh(C) : T, % & HUE-KISY] W o F
fEedd, ZOLE D IFHBMBIRZ R D accessible RHFTH S, ZOLE “BERHFEI SI2L D,
Pro(I'*) : Pro(sSet) — Pro(sSh(C)) \¥ZERE#¥ Lr- 252, T I we. & fib. Z TN E 1 local we. & local fib.
~NEFT DT, Pro(T'*) I& right Quille BKF& 25, & o THEX (Lr-, Pro(T'*)) & Quillen BfETH 5,

IC| = | Sh(C)] :d:‘Sf]LLF*(*) € Ho(Pro(sSet)) £ E# L. TN % C D topological realization & 55, 7

ZU x 3R TH 5,

ER 9.2, Sh(C) VBFTEHE (locally connected), 2 F D LD N RAGERE IR D coproduct 72> T2
L¥ B, DL EET T : Set — Sh(C) WABERE 70 : Sh(C) — Set 2 F5D (A % £ BWT), T5&
Lp~ = Pro(mg) &72%, &> T |C| =LPro(m)(*) TH 5,

Bl 9.3. CENEETZ, id DARWEE T2 EWARMEIZLD CE¥ A heAaBT, ZOLE sSh(C) =
sPSh(C) = sSet®” £ 75, WL U e CIlzi LT, U #RATBETF (—)(U) : PSh(C) — Set, F s F(U) I&
P ORERLTH D, Ko THMFERFEEIZ L D LM Ry : Set — PSh(C) &>, Bt ((-)(U), Ru)
X PR ADE Set — PSh(C) THED T, TN PSh(C) Drir7sd, X-oTHHSHIZ PSh(C) i+ %
2,

Bl 7ThDOERBOEBEBNVETE, ZORMHT f: F — G A local fibration TH 5 Z &Ik, 7ZAILE
UeClzxtLT f(U): F(U) — G(U) # fibration TH 2 Z & %L\, $4bb, sSet® d local weak
equivalence & local fibration &, $3E€ FIVEIEIZ B 1) % weak equivalence & fibration TH 5, L->TZ
D sSet®” @ weak fibration category OR§iEix, HEETMEEDSH L LTHSNS,

EHEET T @ Set — Set® EHACSRONEEARME T EMEAT CP — Set ZHIEI ¥ 2
HWFECTH B, ZDLEMIEE colimeer TH B, T — Q — * BN « OB Set’” 2B 3 cofibrant
repracement BT & 5%, 4, sSet’” IZHEE TG EZEZTWEDT, Pro(sSet® ) OE TG DE
H#NS, T — Q — * 13 Pro(sSet®”) IZB1F % cofibrant repracement EFIZH 2> TW5, foT

|C| = L Pro(colimcop ) (%) (étale homotopy type DE )
= Pro(colimeer ) (Q) (total derived functor D E )
= colimeor (Q) (Q 1% constant %% pro-object)
= hocolimcor (*) (homotopy colimit M %)
= |CP| (well-known)
=|C]

L5,

*2 accessible ZE T & 1k, +HKRER £ IZH L T k-filtered colimit Z{EOEFDZ &
*3 HUES : [BaSc, 5 #] 2R



10 Comparison with Artin-Mazur's Etale Homotopy Type

£122 10.1. C % (homotopically small pro-admissible 72) weak fibration category & 9 %, 9 % &,
EHL 76128 D Pro(C) BRETNVHEZRFD, X I C ONRTHL L5, [ C/x DARMIMIE Triv, x
2L FOWILETAHY - X 628D LTEHT D,

X @ Pro(C) IZH1F % cofibrant replacement % f : H — X &35, 20O &, €M 72L0, f €
SpT(FNW) &b, T, H: I -C&2UL, X:I=Ci— X EX, fIRAREHR f - H, - X 12k
DIROENTVWE LTS, $5& feSp(FNW) CLw(FNW) THd»6, e FOWTHb, oTH
EETF o I — Trivx,i— H(i) 2ED S, B (Y = X) € FOW IR U, Pro(C) ®X\

_—

%] Y
E
cof.‘ ‘FOW
H

X
MTE5, FOWCSp (FNW) DT, ZOMAMNY 7 hT5, EoTUFDOIEAbR5 :

h
t.fib.

o EEDOHRARY € Triv)x IZHL, HBiecl 4 (h:H(i) = Y) e Triv)x BIFET 5,

DXD, a:l— Triv/x & cofinal &7 5,
(E#RLD) FNW BEELBTHL TWA DT, Triv,x 1& cofiltered £ 7% Z L IZEET 5. > T,
Triv)x = C,(Y = X) =Y & H £ [FA#7% pro-object 2 %,

% sSh(C) DBEIHMAT 5, UTFOHELD S :

Recall (Jardine). C 2 (/NE W, +4 %KD, subcanonical &™) ¥4 h& 3§25, X € C #MHe T
%, hx = Home(—,X) € Sh(C) C sSh(C) £i&E<L, Uy — X & X @ hypercover &9 %, HRHED L
u:hy, = hx WTE 5,

ZD & E, uldlocal trivial fibration Th 5, > T uldk Triv),, OHNRKTHD, 512 X @ hypercover
=B, Trivy,, OHT cofinal TH %,

SERA. Appendix (ZEHTH, ZOHHIETVAIZE “FE MY —FRIN" TH Y., hypercover DEIR % BAREIZ L
TND, BHEOHDLDIZLEES, O

UToEHZEZLTEL

E& 10.2. X ZHKIE L $ 5, Triv)y O#% Hom % right homotopy T#l| > 7% nTriv/, &L,
T, MKHWEOS f,g: F -G LThsdh: F > GRQA BHFEELT f,g BZNETNh D 0,1~
DEF L5 &, f ¢l right homotopic THB L EDH D, Z I THAKRMES X L HAME Gz LT
G&XHE(G®X)n E [[,ex, Gn TEDSB, ~DO right homotopic K4 f,g: F = G DHE L —%
h:F—GoA 2FThE, m0(G @ Al) = 19(G) x A TH B 5 5. mo(h) W& 7o (f), mo(g) %27 < right

homotopy & 72 Z L IZiEET 5,

*4RHEBDIAA C — PSh(C) 23 Sh(C) 2T B L VW> Z &,

10



D& & nTriv/y B L7z cofiltered TH Y. BRZH Triv/y — 7Triv,x 1 cofibal TH 5,

—#& DY 1 b C @ topological realization Z3H L THAB, DD, CITHAR « 2RO T 5, -
EAFAF—L X ITHT B Zariski 1 b X étale 1 MIEBL S LML ERFD, 75L& h, & sSh(C)
DI G (M7 5720, @, @ Triv, — sSh(C) 1% * @ cofibrant replacement % 5 X % D T, ¢, ®
Lp« : Pro(sSh(C)) — Pro(sSet) TD 17 & 513 Ho(Pro(sSet)) IZ2HWT |C] E AN {25, D% D,
Ho(Pro(sSet)) i2BWT |C|] = Lr- (@) TH 5, MiHDEDIZ, T5IZCIIREAMEMKTHI LTS, ZDLE
Ly« = Pro(my) TH %, §%& Pro(mg)(ps) = mo 0 @x = Triv,, — sSet TH %,

H 2R 72 4F Pro(sSet) — Pro(Ho(sSet)) 1% & 7212 levelwise weak equivalence % [ B IZ 5§ O T,
Pro(sSet) — Ho(Pro(sSet)) % —EMIZRHT 5, ZD & &, Ho(Pro(sSet)) DR |C| = Pro(m) () :
Triv,, — sSet & Pro(Ho(sSet)) (BT Triv, 16, et — Ho(sSet) N HEXI N5,

Triv , 19 sSet — Ho(sSet) I right homotopy % RIEIANE ST DT, HRBH Triv,, — nTriv,, % =K
FEHIT 5 -

o

Triv, sSh(C) sSet
Jrr Ho
HR(C)C TTriV )y - mommmmm o S » Ho(sSet)

nTriv,, OHIT % @ hypercover 725 THL S N7z full subcategory # HR(C) & #H <, ZD& & Triv), ®

H1 T hypercover 725 %% cofinal TH -7 &5 5, HR(C) C nTrivy,  cofinal TH %, Ak HR(C) —

nTriv,, — Ho(sSet) DED IR L [AM, 9 #] (28 % Verdier functor 1247 572\, HR(C) — wTriv,, A

cofinal TH B Z &h 5, Tk |C| € Ho(Pro(sSet)) @ Pro(Ho(sSet)) TOITELETH H 5,
PAETIROIBGEHAVR S e

EHE 10.3. C ZHMRME%ZFFH . locally connected T, MNRAHERE LS RE 2D 1 hed 5 ([AM, 9
HETORYyT A VvY), ZOLE[AM, 9 #E] IZH1F 5 Verdier functor 1IC 1%, HHAZ S Ho(Pro(sSet)) —
Pro(Ho(sSet)) I2& % |C| DEDH L FREITH 2,

Z D#Ei% % D7 > T Ho(sSh(C)) DI DA 2 itk U, Eilenberg-MacLane X 4t % ffi 5 T Verdier ®
hypercovering theorem #&EH 3 2% £\ 5556 H 5 ([BaSc, fil 7.25] 218).,

11



{$8% A A Note about Hypercoverings

hypercover #* Triv/;, (28T cofinal TH % £\ 5 Jardine DFERZFEH T 5. 13 LI hypercover D
EHEEZBVWHLTHEL

EE AL CEYA ML, X 20RET B, C D simplicial object Uy 7 X @ hypercover Tdh 5 & Ik,
UTO&RMERTHIZTILEEFD ¢

o Uy — X IWETH 5,
o Zn >0 LT Upyrq — cosky(Us)pyir EHEETH 5,

Y - X EETHIE hy — hx FEHERD I L ITHERT S, £72. cosk, (FERMRIZ LD EHI
NTWT, h:C — Sh(C) BMIRETTH LM 5. heosk,, (U )nsr = COSKn(hy, Jnp1 £72%,

simplicial set @ coskeleton DEFEHN S, X € sSet (2K U cosk, (X),r1 = Homgser (A", cosk, (X)) =
Homgset (sky, (A" 1), X) = Homgser (AT, X)) £725 Z L IZERET 5,

R A.2. X % simplicial set &£ U, Y 285295, f: X — Y % simplicial set DFf & T4, ZDLE f
A trivial fibration T#H 272D DMEA+DEMIE. AR 2H2TLT5

o fo: Xg—Y EEHITHS,
o [TEDn >0 ULT X401 — coskp(X)pi1 FEHTH B,

X
|
Y

2HEZB, n=00D FIZZOMANY T ITEILR, fo: Xo =Y BERHTHEILLAMBTH 5,
n>0D&E, oA L X 13z € cosk,_1(X), EXIET B2 L ICHEET S, n>0DEAICZOMAN
DT RFBI LI, f AL OAY C AP Tk DEE B AL X, = coskn_1(X)n Xeosk,_ (v, Yo BEH
THHILLAMTHD, Y IZEATHEH S AR Y, — cosky_1 (V) BABEED . f>TI ORI
MY 7 MBI EREE X, — cosk,_1(X), DRFMELFEMETH B, O

FERR. R
OA™

|

An

% A.3. C% (T4 R%ZFD, subcanonical 72) ¥4 b &35, WAHR X UL, Uy — X & X @ hypercover
LB, ZDL EHRENEDH hy, — hx I local trivial fibration T 2,

SEPA. stalk IZABRMR & \#ETH S0 5. KT cosk, LAHTH 5, H & FHHED» SHE D, O

% Ad4. C% (+4 %KD, subcanonical 22) ¥ h& 95, YV 2 C LD, X %2 C LORKNEE U,
[: XY 24ted5, ZDLE f A local trivial fibration TH 272D DBE -+ 5ME. U T 22 THiZ
TILTHD:

o fo: Xy =Y XEHITH B,
o [LED n T UTHRGS X1 — coskn(X)py1 EEHTH B,
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SERA. £ stalk Z&ICHiEZEH T 5, O
Jardine OEM % FEHY 5,

T A.5. C% (T4 m%KD, subcanonical 2) ¥4 h&§5, X 2 CONRLTH, X ZHAEKNEE L,
X — hx % local trivial fibration £ 3%, Z®D& Z, X O hypercover U, & hy LOHRNEDH hy, — X
MPIEET 5,

FERR. RANENICHER T B, £ A = hx BRI THDE I L L, idx € hx(X) # D THDI N6, &
5 X OWHE Uy BFIEL. X(Uo) # @ L7 5, BU7IC ap € Xo(Up) ZiEA TRHDOHBETHIST 24
hy, = X &2 &%,

n >0 &U., (n—1)-trancated 7 BIRFIHR U, & hy ED (n — 1)-trancated 72 BRI E D4 hy, —
trp 1 (X)) PERINWTVT, i < niZH LT U — coski_1(U,); PHETHDLT 5, 72720L
cosk_1(U,) = X &35, U, ZHWIRITNIXR V., (n — 1)-trancated 72 BARIJE DS hy, — tr,_1(X)
IZ cosk, 1 ZMEL T, HARHIEDH cosk, _1(hy,) — cosk, 1(X) 21825, T I THARIZ cosk,_1(hy,) =
Reosk, 1 (Us) CHBIE, n-IRDEDZ R T, BHOH hoosk, (v, — coskn_1(X), 2135, KEADOHHE T
J&S B IC By € coskn_1(X)n(cosky—1(Us)n) & &%, EDH X, — cosk,—1(X), FEHTHEN5. H5
cosky,_1(Us)p, DWE U, £ H BT o, € X (Uyp) BWEIEL. ayy, D cosky,—1 (X)) (Up) TOIFEEE By, &
B, an CHIET 248 hy, — X, ZEGUE, RHENIEDNE B, O
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