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—n

If X, Y € CT sends the initial object f: i — j € 8(i/T) = i/z — {id} to a weak
equivalence then so does [X, Y] € CZT.
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Limits of pointwise weakly equivalent Reedy fibrant C-valued inverse
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pullback-stable
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pullback-pushforward mate f*p, — p.g* is a weak equivalence if f, g are
weak equivalences
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glN le = g*T \ T *
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Suppose for each i € Z, if id # w: i — j is a weak equivalence then

all i — k are weak equivalences or all (i — k) # id factors uniquely via w

Homotopical Reedy fibrations are closed under pushforwards along homotopical
Reedy fibrations.
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Pushforwards in inverse homotopical diagrams
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Pushforwards in inverse homotopical diagrams

Thank you for your attention
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