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Abstract

We describe a generalization of Gabriel and Zisman’s Calculus of Fractions to quasicategories,
showing that the two essentially coincide for the nerve of a category. We then prove that the marked
Ex-functor can be used to compute the localization of a marked quasicategory satisfying our condition
and that the appropriate (co)completeness properties of the quasicategory carry over to its localization.
Finally, we present an application of these results to discrete homotopy theory.
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Introduction

The localization of a category at a class of maps (usually thought of as some sort of ‘weak equivalences’)
refers to a universal or free way of inverting these maps in the category. Computing it is in general hard,
as the morphisms in the localization are classes of finite zigzags, e.g., · ← · → · ← · · · → · where the
‘backwards’ maps are weak equivalences. It is perhaps not surprising that even if the category in question
is locally small, its localization need not be. Likewise, it is unreasonable to expect the localization to
possess any interesting categorical structure, like limits or colimits, and indeed very few examples of
localizations do, even when the category being localized is itself complete and cocomplete.

Introduced in [GZ67], calculus of fractions is a set of conditions on a marked category, i.e., a pair
(C,W ) consisting of a category and a class of maps, which simplifies this task. Shall (C,W ) satisfy (or
admit) calculus of fractions, the set of maps between any two objects can be described using zigzags of
length 2 instead of general zigzags. In addition, several (co)completeness properties can be carried over
from C to its localization. As such, calculus of fractions is a powerful tool for computing localization, see,
e.g., [Mar83]. We should note here that there are two sets of conditions one could impose: calculus of left
fractions and calculus of right fractions. Throughout this introduction, we speak of the former, but all
statements have dual versions, given in the paper, involving the latter.

In this paper, we present a generalization of the calculus of fractions to the theory of (∞, 1)-categories,
taken here to be quasicategories. Given a marked quasicategory (C,W ), we can express our conditions
as a certain lifting property against a family of poset inclusions of a half-cube into a whole cube. This
resembles the familiar condition from the usual calculus of fractions [GZ67, Def. 2.2] which asks that every
(co)span be completed to a square.

As a test case, we consider quasicategories arising as nerves of categories and show that the nerve of a
marked category (C,W ) satisfies (our quasicategorical) calculus of fractions exactly when (C,W ) satisfies
proper calculus of fractions. The properness condition is a mild strengthening of the definition found in
[GZ67] and is satisfied by most interesting examples. In particular, it is implied by the 2-out-of-3 property.

As indicated above, the key result proven in [GZ67, Ch. 1] is that if (C,W ) satisfies calculus of left
fractions, then the localization of C at W is given by the category of left fractions W−1C, i.e., its objects
are zigzags · → ·

∼
← · of length 2. Our replacement of it is the marked Ex-functor. Recall that the

Ex-functor [Kan57] is a functor on simplicial sets given by (ExX)n = sSet(sd[n], X), where sd[n] is the
poset of non-empty subsets of the linear order [n] = {0 ≤ 1 ≤ . . . ≤ n} ordered by inclusion. We ‘upgrade’
it to a functor Ex+ from marked simplicial sets to simplicial sets by equipping sd[n] with a marking: a
1-simplex A0 ⊆ A1 is marked if and only if maxA0 = maxA1. (We note that the marked sd functor
was previously used by Szumi lo [Szu17] to prove that the homotopy theories of cofibration categories and
cocomplete quasicategories are equivalent.)

With this definition, we can state our first main theorem:

Theorem (cf. Theorems 7.5 and 9.6). If a marked quasicategory (C,W ) satisfies calculus of left frac-
tions, then Ex+(C,W ) is a quasicategory and the canonical map max∗ : C → Ex+(C,W ), induced by
max: sd[n]→ [n], is the localization of C at W .

We note here that our calculus of fractions condition is satisfied by a wide range of marked quasicate-
gories. For example, all reflective localizations (referred to simply as localizations in [Lur09, Def. 5.2.7.2])
satisfy calculus of fractions.

We then generalize another theorem of Gabriel and Zisman’s, namely that if a marked category (C,W )
satisfies calculus of left fractions, then the canonical functor from C to its localization preserves finite
colimits, and moreover if C is cocomplete, then so is its localization. In [GZ67], this is proven by establishing
that the hom-sets in the category of fractions are filtered colimits of those in C. The same line of argument
applies in our setting, although the proofs are less straightforward:
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Theorem (cf. Corollaries 10.9 and 11.5 and Theorem 11.7). Suppose that a marked quasicategory (C,W )
satisfies calculus of left fractions and W is closed under 2-out-of-3.

1. The mapping space in Ex+(C,W ) from x to y is a filtered colimit of mapping spaces from x to y′,
indexed by marked 1-simplices y

∼
→ y′.

2. If C is finitely cocomplete, then so is Ex+(C,W ). Moreover, max∗ : C → Ex+(C,W ) preserves finite
colimits.

We conclude the paper with an application of our results to discrete homotopy theory, a young area
of mathematics which uses ideas from homotopy theory to study combinatorics (cf. [BL05]). Our main
application is in establishing the relevant (∞, 1)-category of graphs, which is done using calculus of right
fractions. We can then prove that the graph nerve functor constructed in [CK22a] ascends to a repre-
sentable functor from the quasicategory of graphs to that of spaces. This allows us to state a conjecture:

Conjecture (cf. Conjecture 14.3). The simplicial map induced by the graph nerve functor is an equivalence
of quasicategories, thus establishing an equivalence between the discrete and classical homotopy theory.

Our quasicategorical setting seems to provide the appropriate tools to prove this conjecture.
In order to establish our desired application, we make extensive use of cubical sets, cubical categories,

and the homotopy coherent nerve (both cubical [KV20] and simplicial [Lur09, Ch. 1]). Many results
pertaining to these objects might be well-known in folklore or unsurprising to say the least, however
precise references are hard to find. We therefore collect the relevant facts about them in an appendix.
Two results may be of independent interest:

Theorem (cf. Theorem B.16, Proposition B.17, and Theorem B.20).

1. The category Cat� of cubical categories carries a Bergner-style model structure which is Quillen
equivalent to the Joyal model structure on simplicial sets.

2. The quasicategory given by the cubical homotopy coherent nerve of the cubical category of cubical
Kan complexes N�Kan� is equivalent in the Joyal model structure to the homotopy coherent nerve
of the simplicial category of (simplicial) Kan complexes N∆Kan∆, thus making the former a model
for spaces.

Relation to [Cis19]. Ideas similar to those of Section 10 are considered in [Cis19, §7.2]. One of
the main results of Section 10 is that if (C,W ) satisfies calculus of (right) fractions then the mapping
spaces in the localization may be computed as a filtered colimit of mapping spaces in C, indexed by the
“marked slice” over the domain (as indicated above). For us, this is a not-so-easy consequence of the
definition of the marked Ex-functor. In [Cis19, Thm. 7.2.8], an analogous colimit formula (which is no
longer filtered in general) is proven for any sufficiently well-behaved model of the marked slice. Moreover
in [Cis19, Rem. 7.2.10], a model for this colimit is given whose 0-simplices are spans/right fractions, just
as in the mapping spaces of our marked Ex (though the two do not coincide in general). In the language
of [Cis19, Def. 7.2.6], a well-behaved model for the marked slice at an object x is called a calculus of right
fractions at x.

Comments on style. As mentioned before, calculus of fractions appears in two forms: calculus of
left fractions and calculus of right fractions. For the readers’ convenience, we give most statements in both
forms; the only exceptions being technical lemmas that are only needed for a proof of another theorem
and that we do not expect to be of independent interest.

In addition, we assume that the reader is familiar with the basics of simplicial homotopy theory
[GJ99] and the main ideas of quasicategory theory [Cis19, Joy09, Lur09]. While we have included some
background material on these in Section 2, it is rather brief. We try to give precise references, notably
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to [Cis19, Joy02, Joy09, Lur09] for all facts used in the paper, but we realize that this does not replace a
comprehensive introduction.

Organization of the paper. In the first three sections, we collect the necessary background on
calculus of fractions (Section 1), following [GZ67], quasicategories (Section 2), and marked simplicial sets
(Section 3). As indicated above, throughout the paper, we assume familiarity with foundational notions
and results of simplicial homotopy theory, so this review is rather brief and intended mostly to establish
the necessary notation. We then define calculus of fractions for quasicategories (Section 4), compare it to
the classical version (Section 5), and provide a wide range of examples (Section 6). We then move towards
describing the localizations of marked quasicategories admitting a calculus of fractions. In Section 7, we
define the marked Ex-functor and show that it takes marked quasicategories satisfying calculus of fractions
to quasicategories. Before showing that it computes the localization of an arbitrary marked quasicategory
in Section 9, we first prove (Section 8) this result when the quasicategory is marked at equivalences. We
then turn our attention to properties of the resulting localization. In Section 10, we give a formula for
the mapping spaces in the localization as a filtered colimit of those in the quasicategory itself; and in
Section 11, we prove results about existence of finite (co)limits in the localization as well as preservation
thereof by the localization functor. We then apply our results to construct the quasicategory of graphs
and its ‘global sections’ functor to spaces, which we conjecture to be an equivalence of quasicategories. We
are not assuming prior familiarity with discrete homotopy theory, and hence we begin this part with an
introduction to the field in Section 12. In Section 13, we show that the naive localization of the category
of graphs (at homotopy equivalences) has all finite limits. This result along with those proven in previous
sections allows us then to construct the quasicategory associated to discrete homotopy theory in Section 14.
In the last three sections, we make heavy use of some constructions on and facts about cubical sets and
cubical categories, not all of which we were able to find in the literature. For this reason, we have collected
them in Appendices A and B, respectively.

Acknowledgements. This paper grew out of the third author’s Ph.D. thesis written in 2018 at
Indiana University under the supervision of Mike Mandell. The three of us are deeply grateful to Mike for
suggesting this research direction to us. We would also like to thank Andrew Blumberg and Mike Mandell
for writing [BM19], which provided the initial motivation and an application of some of the results found
in this paper.

This material is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-
1928930 while the first two authors participated in a program hosted by the Mathematical Sciences Re-
search Institute in Berkeley, California, during the 2022–23 academic year.

Preliminaries

1 Classical calculus of fractions

In this section, we recall the classical results on calculus of fractions following [GZ67, Ch. 1]. The main
results of interest are Theorems 1.7 and 1.8. These results both have analogues in the quasicategorical
case and our exposition in this section is intended to reflect the structure of the paper going forward. In
particular, the analogue of Theorem 1.7 is proven in Section 9, and the analogue of Theorem 1.8 is proven
in Sections 10 and 11.

We first define marked categories, which package the data of a category with the collection of morphisms
one wishes to localize at.

Definition 1.1. A marked category is a pair (C,W ) where C is a category and W is a collection of
morphisms in C.

In a marked category (C,W ), we write either x y∼ or x y∼ to indicate that the morphism x y

is in W . For a category C, we write C♮ for the pair C marked at all isomorphisms of C. Given marked
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categories (C,W ), (C′,W ′), we write Cat+((C,W ), (C′,W ′)) for the full subcategory of the functor category
from C to D consisting of functors which sends morphisms in W to morphisms in W ′.

We recall the definition of the localization of C at a class W .

Definition 1.2. Let (C,W ) be a marked category. The localization of C at W is a functor

γ : C → C[W−1]

into a category C[W−1] such that

• the functor γ sends morphisms in W to isomorphisms in C[W−1]; and

• for any category D, the pre-composition functor

γ∗ : Cat(C[W−1],D)→ Cat+((C,W ),D♮)

is an equivalence of categories.

In [GZ67], a construction is given for the localization of a pair (C,W ) which satisfies calculus of
fractions. This condition allows one to construct a workable model of the localization in which morphisms
between objects become (co)spans of morphisms rather than arbitrary zigzags.

Definition 1.3. A marked category (C,W ) satisfies calculus of left fractions (or CLF ) if the following
conditions hold:

1. W is closed under composition and contains identities;

2. any span (f : X → Y,w : X → X ′) with w ∈ W can be completed to a commutative square

X X ′

Y Y ′

w
∼

f

∼
w′

with w′ ∈W ;

3. given parallel morphisms f, g : X → Y , if there exists w : X ′ → X in W such that fw = gw then
there exists v : Y → Y ′ in W such that vf = vg (as in the diagram)

X ′ X Y Y ′w
∼

f

g

v
∼

We also introduce a slight strengthening of calculus of fractions.

Definition 1.4. A marked category (C,W ) satisfies proper CLF if it satisfes conditions (1) and (3) of
Definition 1.3, as well as the following strengthening of condition (2):

2’. Any span (f : X → Y,w : X → X ′) with w ∈W can be completed to a commutative square

X X ′

Y Y ′

w
∼

f f ′

∼
w′

with w′ ∈W . Moreover, if f is in W then so is f ′.
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Definition 1.5. A marked category (C,W ) satisfies calculus of right fractions (or CRF ) if (Cop,W )
satisfies CLF. It satisfies proper CRF if (Cop,W ) satisfies proper CLF.

In Section 4, we will introduce the notion of calculus of fractions for quasicategories. When viewing an
ordinary category as a quasicategory, this notion will agree with proper CLF (respectively, proper CRF)
but not CLF (respectively, CRF).

Remark 1.6. Most examples which satisfy CLF (or CRF) also satisfy proper CLF (respectively, proper
CRF). For instance, if W is closed under 2-out-of-3 then the two are equivalent. The diagram

· · . . .

· . . .

· · . . .

∼ ∼

∼

∼
∼ ∼

depicts an example of a marked category which satisfies CLF but not proper CLF.

We describe the model of the localization constructed in [GZ67] for a pair (C,W ) satisfying CLF.
Define a category CW−1 whose objects are those of C. The set of morphisms from x to y in CW−1 is

the set of cospans

x y′ y
f w

∼

where w is a weak equivalence, subject to the equivalence relation defined by (f, w) ∼ (g, v) if there exists
a commutative diagram

y′

x y′′′ y

y′′

f

g

w

v

∼

In particular, conditions (2) and (3) of CLF (Definition 1.3) are required to define composition of mor-
phisms. With this, there is an evident functor C → CW−1 which is identity on objects and which sends a
morphism f to the equivalence class of the co-span (f, id).

Dually, if (C,W ) satisfies CRF then there is an analogous construction W−1C whose morphisms are
given by spans.

Theorem 1.7 ([GZ67, Prop. 2.4]). Let (C,W ) be a marked category.

1. If (C,W ) satisfies calculus of left fractions then the functor C → CW−1 is the localization of C at W .

2. If (C,W ) satisfies calculus of right fractions then the functor C → W−1C is the localization of C at
W .

Moreover, under certain conditions on (C,W ), the category CW−1 is locally small and admits finite
colimits (dually, the category W−1C is locally small and admits finite limits). In the following statement,
we write x ↓W (dually W ↓ x) for the full subcategory of the slice category x ↓ C (dually C ↓ x) comprised
of weak equivalences x

∼
−→ x′ (dually x′

∼
−→ x).

Theorem 1.8 ([GZ67, Prop. 3.1 & Cor. 3.2]). Let x, y be objects in a locally small marked category (C,W ).
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1. Suppose (C,W ) satisfies CLF and that y ↓W is finally small. Then,

• the set of maps in CW−1 from x to y is computed by the filtered colimit

CW−1(x, y) ∼= colim
y′∈y↓W

C(x, y′);

• the functor C → CW−1 preserves finite colimits; and

• if C admits all finite colimits then so does CW−1.

2. Suppose (C,W ) satisfies CRF and that W ↓ x is finally small. Then,

• the set of maps in W−1C from x to y is computed by the filtered colimit

CW−1(x, y) ∼= colim
x′∈(W↓x)op

C(x′, y);

• the functor C →W−1C preserves finite limits; and

• if C admits all finite limits then so does W−1C.

2 Quasicategories

In this section, we review aspects of quasicategory theory such as: detecting equivalences, the Joyal
model structure, joins, slices, mapping spaces, and (co)limits. Throughout, we will assume familiarity
with the basics of simplicial homotopy theory, including the Kan–Quillen model structure.

We write sSet for the category of simplicial sets. Arbitrary simplicial sets will typically be denoted
with capital letters e.g. X,Y, . . . . We follow standard notation, including writing [n] for the linear order
{0 ≤ 1 ≤ · · · ≤ n} and ∆ for the category of finite non-empty linear orders. We write

∂i : [n− 1]→ [n], σi : [n]→ [n− 1]

for the face and degeneracy poset maps, respectively, omitting the data of the domain and codomain from
our notation. We write ∆n for the representable n-simplex, ∂∆n for its boundary, and Λnk for the (n, k)-
horn. The action of simplicial operators will be written on the right, e.g. xσ0 denotes the 0-degeneracy of
an n-simplex x ∈ Xn.

Definition 2.1. A quasicategory is a simplicial set C with the right lifting property against the set

{Λnk →֒ ∆n | n ≥ 2, 0 < k < n}.

Example 2.2. If C is a category then its nerve NC ∈ sSet is a quasicategory.

We adopt the convention of referring to 0-simplices in a quasicategory as objects and 1-simplices in a
quasicategory as morphisms.

Let E1 denote the nerve of the contractible category with two objects 0, 1.

Definition 2.3. A 1-simplex f in a simplicial set X is an E1-equivalence if, as a map f : ∆1 → X , it
admits a lift to a map E1 → X .

∆1 X

E1

f

Example 2.4. If C is a category then an E1-equivalence in its nerve is exactly an isomorphism in C.
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Let J denote the simplicial set

1 0

1 0

Unless otherwise specified, any map ∆1 →֒ J will denote the inclusion of the 1-simplex from 0 to 1.

Definition 2.5. A 1-simplex f in a simplicial set X is a J-equivalence if, as a map f : ∆1 → X , it admits
a lifts to a map J → X .

∆1 X

J

We recall that E1-equivalences and J-equivalence coincide in a quasicategory.

Proposition 2.6. If X is a quasicategory then a 1-simplex in X is a J-equivalence if and only if it is an
E1-equivalence.

In light of Proposition 2.6, we will refer to both E1-equivalences and J-equivalences in a quasicategory
as simply equivalences (or invertible).

The simplicial sets E1 and J give well-behaved interval objects for defining a notion of homotopy.

Definition 2.7.

• For simplicial maps f, g : X → Y , an E1-homotopy (or natural equivalence) from f to g is a map
α : X × E1 → Y such that α|X×{0} = g and α|X×{1} = g.

• A map f : X → Y is an E1-homotopy equivalence if there exists g : Y → X along with E1-homotopies
gf ∼ idX and fg ∼ idY .

• For simplicial maps f, g : X → Y , a J-homotopy from f to g is a map α : X × J → Y such that
α|X×{0} = f and α|X×{1} = g.

• A map f : X → Y is a J-homotopy equivalence if there exists g : Y → X along with J-homotopies
gf ∼ idX and fg ∼ idY .

If Y is a quasicategory then any map α : X × ∆1 → Y whose restriction α|{x}×∆1 : {x} × ∆1 → Y
along every 0-simplex x ∈ X0 is invertible lifts to a natural equivalence.

Recall that quasicategories are the fibrant objects in the Joyal model structure on simplicial sets.

Theorem 2.8 ([Joy09, Thm. 6.12]). The category of simplicial sets sSet admits a model structure where

• cofibrations are monomorphisms;

• fibrant objects are quasi-categories; fibrations between fibrant objects are inner isofibrations;

• weak equivalences are weak categorical equivalences.

In particular, both E1-homotopy equivalences and J-homotopy equivalences are weak categorical equiv-
alences.

We also recall the definition of left fibrations, which we use in Section 11 to compute colimits of
∞-groupoids.
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Definition 2.9. A left fibration is a simplicial map f : X → Y with the right lifting property against the
set

{Λnk →֒ ∆n | n ≥ 1, 0 ≤ k < n}.

In particular, a left fibration between quasicategories is a fibration ([Joy09, Prop. 4.10]).
In Section 11, we also make use of the join and slice constructions, which we now define. Let ∆aug

denote the category obtained by adjoining an initial object [−1] to ∆. Define the ordinal sum functor
∆aug ×∆aug → ∆aug by

([m], [n]) 7→ [m+ n+ 1].

By Day convolution, this gives a monoidal product on the presheaf category, which we denote by

− ∗ − : sSetaug × sSetaug → sSetaug.

The inclusion ∆ ⊆ ∆aug induces a forgetful functor on presheaf categories sSetaug → sSet (which we do

not introduce notation for). This functor admits a right adjoint X 7→ X̂ defined by

X̂n :=

{
{∗} n = −1

Xn otherwise.

Definition 2.10. The join of simplicial sets is the functor − ∗ −sSet× sSet→ sSet defined by

X ∗ Y := X̂ ∗ Ŷ .

Proposition 2.11 ([Joy09, Prop. 3.2]). For simplicial sets X,Y , the n-simplices of X ∗ Y are given by
the formula

(X ∗ Y )n := Xn ⊔ Yn ⊔
∐

i+j+1=n

Xi × Yj .

If X and Y are quasicategories then X ∗ Y is again a quasicategory ([Joy09, Cor. 3.23]).
The simplicial set X ∗ Y admits two natural inclusions

i0 : X →֒ (X ∗ Y ) i1 : Y →֒ (X ∗ Y ).

Thus, we may view the functors − ∗X and X ∗ − as taking values in the slice under X , i.e.

− ∗X,X ∗ − : sSet→ X ↓ sSet.

In this sense, both functors admit right adjoints ([Joy09, Prop. 3.12]). These are the slice over and slice
under functors, respectively. Explicitly, these functors send an object (Y, f : X → Y ) to the simplicial sets
f ↓ Y and Y ↓ f defined by

( f ↓ Y )n := X ↓ sSet ((X ∗∆n, i0), (Y, f))
(Y ↓ f )n := X ↓ sSet ((∆n ∗X, i1), (Y, f)) .

There are natural projection maps
f ↓ Y → Y Y ↓ f → Y

defined by restriction along the inclusion ∆n → ∆n ∗X .
If Y is a quasicategory then both the slice over and the slice under Y are quasicategories ([Joy09,

Cor. 3.20]). As such, we occasionally refer to them as slice quasicategories.
Recall that mapping spaces in a quasicategory may be constructed in multiple equivalent ways, one of

which is as a certain fiber of the slice under the domain (or over the codomain).

9



Definition 2.12. Let x, y be objects in a quasicategory C.

1. The left mapping space mapL(C, x, y) from x to y in C is the pullback

mapL(C, x, y) x ↓ C

∆0 C

y

y

2. The right mapping space mapR(C, x, y) from x to y in C is the pullback

mapR(C, x, y) C ↓ y

∆0 C

y

x

Proposition 2.13 ([Lur09, Prop. 1.2.2.3 & Cor. 4.2.1.8]). The left and right mapping spaces are homotopy-
equivalent Kan complexes.

Using slice quasicategories, one may define the notion of cones over (and under) a diagram, as well as
limits and colimits in a quasicategory.

Definition 2.14. Let C be a quasicategory and f : K → C be a simplicial map.

1. An initial object in C is an object x ∈ C such that any map f : ∂∆n → C satisfying f |{0} = x can be
lifted to a map ∆n → C.

2. A cone under f is a lift of f to a map K ∗∆0 → C, i.e. an object of f ↓ C.

3. The colimit cone of f is the initial object of f ↓ C.

These definitions dualize in a straightforward way.

Definition 2.15. Let C be a quasicategory and f : K → C be a simplicial map.

1. A terminal object in C is an object x ∈ C such that any map f : ∂∆n → C satisfying f |{n+1} = x can
be lifted to a map ∆n → C.

2. A cone over f is a lift of f to a map ∆0 ∗K → C, i.e. an object of C ↓ f .

3. The limit cone of f is the terminal object of C ↓ f .

Note that the mapping space between any two initial (or terminal) objects is contractible [Joy02,
Prop. 4.4], hence any two colimits (or limits) of f are equivalent.

3 Marked simplicial sets and localization

Our final section of preliminaries describes the analogues of marked categories and localization for
quasicategories. Mainly, we are interested in the category of marked simplicial sets and the model structure
thereon. We begin with the definition of a marked simplicial set.

Definition 3.1. A marked simplicial set is a pair (X,W ) where X is a simplicial set and W ⊆ X1 is a
subset of 1-simplices which contains all degenerate 1-simplices.

10



We write sSet+ for the category of marked simplicial sets and simplicial maps which preserve marked
1-simplices. This category is Cartesian closed, and we write (−)(X,W ) : sSet+ → sSet+ for the left ad-
joint to the functor (X,W ) × − : sSet+ → sSet+. Moreover, if (X ′,W ′) is a marked quasicategory then
(X ′,W ′)(X,W ) is a quasicategory for any (X,W ) ∈ sSet+ [Lur09, Rem. 3.1.3.1].

We make use of the following functors between simplicial sets and marked simplicial sets.

Proposition 3.2. There is an adjoint quadruple

((−)
♭
⊣ U ⊣ (−)

#
⊣ Core+)

between marked simplicial sets and simplicial sets where

• (−)
♭
: sSet → sSet+ is the minimal marking functor which sends X to the pair (X, σ0X0), where

σ0X0 denotes the collection of degenerate 1-simplices in X;

• U : sSet+ → sSet is the forgetful functor which sends a marked simplicial set (X,W ) to its underlying
simplicial set X.

• (−)# : sSet→ sSet+ is the maximal marking functor which sends X to the pair (X,X1); and

• Core+ : sSet+ → sSet is the marked core which sends (X,W ) to the maximal simplicial subset of X
whose 1-simplices are all marked.

Additionally, we have the natural marking functor

(−)
♮
: sSet→ sSet+

which sends X to the pair (X,W ) where W is the set of J-equivalences in X . The natural marking is
functorial as simplicial maps preserve J-equivalences.

Remark 3.3. The minimal marking functor (−)♭ : sSet→ sSet+ admits a further left adjoint which sends
a marked simplicial set (X,W ) to the quotient X/W . That is, the pushout

∐
w∈W

∆1 X

∐
w∈W

∆0 X/W

w

p

However, we will not make use of this functor.

The category sSet+ is a reflective subcategory of a presheaf category. The representable presheaves

are the minimally marked simplices (∆0)
♭
, (∆1)

♭
, (∆2)

♭
, . . . along with the maximally marked 1-simplex

(∆1)
#

. In particular, every marked simplicial set is a canonical colimit of representable presheaves.
We now discuss generalizations of closure under composition and closure under 2-out-of-3 to the qua-

sicategorical setting.

Definition 3.4. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set.

1. The set W is weakly closed under composition if every map (Λ2
1)

#
→ (X,W ) lifts to a map (∆2)

#
→

(X,W ).

2. The set W is strongly closed under composition if, given any 2-simplex u ∈ X2 whose ∂0- and ∂2-faces
are marked, we have that its ∂1-face is also marked.

11



3. The set W is closed under 2-out-of-3 if, given a 2-simplex u ∈ X2 such that any two faces of u are
marked, the third face is also marked.

Remark 3.5. We can rephrase the above properties in terms of properties of the marked core of (X,W ).
Namely, the set W is

1. weakly closed under composition if and only if the marked core Core+(X,W ) has the right lifting
property with respect to the horn inclusion Λ2

1 →֒ ∆2;

2. strongly closed under composition if and only if the marked core inclusion Core+(X,W ) →֒ X is an
inner fibration;

3. closed under 2-out-of-3 if and only if the marked core inclusion Core+(X,W ) →֒ X is a Kan fibration.

In particular, closure under 2-out-of-3 implies strong closure under composition.
If X is a quasicategory then condition (1) is equivalent to Core+(X,W ) being a quasicategory. Thus,

if W is strongly closed under composition then it is weakly closed under composition. This is not true in

general, with the maximally marked horn (Λ2
1)

#
providing a counter-example.

Note the join of simplicial sets naturally ascends to a monoidal product on marked simplicial sets as
follows: given marked simplicial sets (X,W ) and (X ′,W ′), we write (X,W ) ∗ (X ′,W ′) for the marking on
X ∗X ′ given by the images of W and W ′ under the join inclusions, respectively. The induced endofunctors

− ∗ (X,W ), (X,W ) ∗ − : sSet+ → sSet+

have right adjoint defined on an object (X ′,W ′, f : (X,W )→ (X ′,W ′)) by

( f ↓ X ′,W ′)n := (X,W ) ↓ sSet+ ((∆n ∗X, i2), (Y, f))
(X ′ ↓ f ,W ′)n := (X,W ) ↓ sSet+ ((X ∗∆n, i1), (Y, f))

where a 1-simplex (X,W ) ∗∆1 → (X ′,W ′) (or ∆1 ∗ (X,W )→ (X ′,W ′)) is marked if it ascends to a map

(X,W ) ∗ (∆1)
#
→ (X ′,W ′) (or (∆1)

#
∗ (X,W ) → (X ′,W ′)). That is, the marked simplices are created

by the pre-image of W under the projection map (f ↓X ′,W ′)→ (X ′,W ′).
We now define localization of quasicategories.

Definition 3.6. Let (C,W ) be a marked quasicategory. The localization of C at W is a marked map

γ : (C,W )→ C[W−1]
♮

from C to some quasicategory C[W−1] with the property that, for any quasicategory D, the induced map

γ∗ : sSet(C[W−1],D)→ sSet+((C,W ),D♮)

is an equivalence of quasicategories.

Remark 3.7. We distinguish two “edge-cases” of localization. First, when (C,W ) = C♮, the localization
is an equvalence in the Joyal model structure. Second, when (C,W ) = C#, the localization is a fibrant
replacement of C in the Kan–Quillen model structure. This follows from the proof of [Cis19, Prop. 7.1.3],
which shows that the localization fits into (and can be computed as) a homotopy pushout

Core+(C,W ) C

Ex∞ (Core+(C,W )) C[W−1]

γ

of quasicategories. This also shows the localization always exists and is unique up to categorical equiva-
lence.
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For an ordinary marked category (C,W ), it is generally not the case that the “∞-localization” of
(NC,W ) (in the sense of Definition 3.6) is categorically-equivalent to the nerve of its “1-localization” (in
the sense of Definition 1.2). For instance, every ∞-groupoid arises as the localization of a maximally-
marked poset, but not every ∞-groupoid is weakly equivalent (in the Joyal model structure) to the nerve
of a category. However, when passing to homotopy categories, the∞-localization of (NC,W ) becomes the
1-localization of (HoNC,W ) = (C,W ) (cf. [Cis19, Rem. 7.1.6]).

The corresponding notion of homotopy for marked simplicial sets is given by marked homotopies.

Definition 3.8.

1. For marked maps f, g : (X,W ) → (X ′,W ′), a marked homotopy from f to g is a marked map

α : (X,W )× (∆1)
#
→ (X ′,W ′) such that α|X×{0} = f and α|X×{1} = g.

2. A map f : (X,W )→ (X ′,W ′) is a marked homotopy equivalence if there exists g : (X ′,W ′)→ (X,W )
along with marked homotopies gf ∼ id(X,W ) and fg ∼ id(X′,W ′).

The following result shows that marked homotopies between preorders are preserved by the join.

Proposition 3.9. For any marked simplicial set (X,W ), the functors

− ∗ (X,W ), (X,W ) ∗ − : sSet+ → sSet+

preserve marked homotopies between preorders (and hence marked homotopy equivalences between pre-
orders).

Proof. We prove the result for − ∗X , as the proof for X ∗ − is analogous.
For m ≥ 0 and a preorder P , consider the map

α : (P ∗ (∆m)
♭
)× (∆1)

#
→ (P × (∆1)

#
) ∗ (∆m)

♭

defined, as a preorder map, by

α(x, t) :=

{
(x, t) x ∈ P

x x ∈ ∆m.

It is straightforward to verify this map preserves markings and induces a natural transformation

P ↓ sSet+

sSet+ (P × (∆1)
#

) ↓ sSet+

α

−×id
(∆1)#P∗−

(P×(∆1)
#
)∗−

via extension by colimits. With this, we have that for any marked homotopy H : P × (∆1)
#
→ Q from f

to g and (X,W ) ∈ sSet+, the composite

(P ∗ (X,W ))× (∆1)
# α(X,W )
−−−−−→ (P × (∆1)

#
) ∗ (X,W )

H∗(X,W )
−−−−−−→ Q ∗ (X,W )

is a marked homotopy from f ∗ (X,w) to g ∗ (X,W ).

Recall from [Lur09] that sSet+ admits a model structure (the model structure for Cartesian fibrations
over ∆0).

Theorem 3.10 ([Lur09, Props. 3.1.3.7 & 3.1.4.1]). The category sSet+ admits a model structure where
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• cofibrations are monomorphisms;

• fibrant objects are quasicategories marked at equivalences.

We also note that marked homotopy equivalences are weak equivalences in this model structure. The
key property of this model structure which we wish to use is the following.

Proposition 3.11 ([Hin16, Prop. 1.1.3]). A marked map of the form (C,W )→ D♮ between quasicategories
is a weak equivalence if and only if it is the localization of C at W .

This model structure is Quillen equivalent to the Joyal model structure via the minimal marking
adjunction.

Theorem 3.12 ([Lur09, Prop. 3.1.5.3]). The adjunction

(−)
♭
: sSet ⇄ sSet+ :U

is a Quillen equivalence between the Joyal model structure on sSet and the model structure on sSet+.

(∞, 1)-calculus of fractions

4 (∞, 1)-calculus of fractions — definition

In this section, we introduce the definition of calculus of fractions for quasicategories. Namely, the
marked quasicategories satisfying calculus of (left or right) fractions will be those that satisfy a certain
right lifting property.

To describe this right lifing property, we first give an auxiliary construction.

Definition 4.1.

1. For n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, define a subset ∗Lnk of the powerset P [n], viewed as a simplicial set, by

∗Lnk := {A ⊆ [n] | k ∈ A}.

A 1-simplex A0 ⊆ A1 in ∗Lnk is marked if max(A0) = max(A1).

2. For n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, let ∗Rnk be the opposite simplicial set of ∗Lnk , where a 1-simplex A0 ⊇ A1

is marked if minA0 = minA1.

3. For n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, let Lnk be the maximal simplicial subset of ∗Lnk which omits the 0-simplex
[n].

4. For n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, let Rnk be the maximal simplicial subset of ∗Rnk which omits the 0-simplex
[n].

Example 4.2. We depict the pairs L2
1 ⊆

∗L2
1, L2

2 ⊆
∗L2

2, and L3
1 ⊆

∗L3
1, respectively.

{1} {0, 1}

{1, 2}

∼

⊆

{1} {0, 1}

{1, 2} {0, 1, 2}

∼

∼

The inclusion L
2

1 ⊆
∗

L
2

1.

{2} {0, 2}

{1, 2}

∼

∼ ⊆

{2} {0, 2}

{1, 2} {0, 1, 2}

∼

∼ ∼

∼

The inclusion L
2

2 ⊆
∗

L
2

2.
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{1} {0, 1}

{1, 2} {0, 1, 2}

{1, 3} {0, 1, 3}

{1, 2, 3}

∼

∼

∼

∼

⊆

{1} {0, 1}

{1, 2} {0, 1, 2}

{1, 3} {0, 1, 3}

{1, 2, 3} {0, 1, 2, 3}

∼

∼

∼

∼
∼

∼

The inclusion L3
1 ⊆

∗L3
1.

We also depict the pairs R2
0 ⊆

∗R2
0, R2

1 ⊆
∗R2

1, and R3
2 ⊆

∗R3
2, respectively.

{0, 1}

{0, 2} {0}

∼

∼

⊆

{0, 1, 2} {0, 1}

{0, 2} {0}

∼

∼ ∼

∼

The inclusion R
2

0 ⊆
∗

R
2

0

{0, 1}

{1, 2} {1}∼

⊆

{0, 1, 2} {0, 1}

{1, 2} {1}

∼

∼

The inclusion R
2

1 ⊆
∗

R
2

1.

{1, 2, 3}

{0, 2, 3} {2, 3}

{0, 1, 2} {1, 2}

{0, 2} {2}

∼

∼

∼
∼

⊆

{0, 1, 2, 3} {1, 2, 3}

{0, 2, 3} {2, 3}

{0, 1, 2} {1, 2}

{0, 2} {2}

∼

∼

∼

∼

∼
∼

The inclusion R3
2 ⊆

∗R3
2.

The isomorphism F : [n]op → [n] defined by F (i) = n− i induces a map

F∗ : (∗Lnk)op → ∗Rnn−k

which sends a subset to its image under F .

Proposition 4.3. The map F∗ : (∗Lnk)op → ∗Rnn−k is an isomorphism. Moreover, F∗ restricts to an
isomorphism

F∗|Ln
k

: (Lnk )op
∼=
−→ Rnn−k.
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Definition 4.4. Let (C,W ) be a marked quasicategory.

1. We say (C,W ) satisfies calculus of left fractions (or CLF) if W is weakly closed under composition
and (C,W ) has the right lifting property against the set

{Lnk →֒
∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n}.

That is, for n ≥ 2 and 0 < k ≤ n, any map Lnk → (C,W ) lifts to a map ∗Lnk → (C,W ).

Lnk (C,W )

∗Lnk

2. We say (C,W ) satisfies calclulus of right fractions (or CRF) if W is weakly closed under composition
and (C,W ) has the right lifting property against the set

{Rnk →֒
∗Rnk | n ≥ 2, 0 ≤ k < n}.

Remark 4.5. It follows from Proposition 4.3 that (C,W ) satisfies CLF if and only if (Cop,W ) satisfies
CRF.

A priori, the quasicategorical definition of calculus of fractions may not agree with the classical def-
inition when viewing an ordinary category as a quasicategory. We will show in Theorem 5.2 that the
quasicategorical notion agrees with that of proper calculus of fractions (Definition 1.4). As our focus going
forward will be on quasicategories, we use the terms calculus of left fractions and CLF (or calculus of right
fractions and CRF, respectively) to mean the quasi-categorical notion unless otherwise specified.

The following proposition establishes that the k = n lifting condition in CLF (and the k = 0 condition
in CRF) is redundant.

Proposition 4.6. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set.

1. If (X,W ) has the right lifting property against {Lnn−1 →
∗Lnn−1 | n ≥ 2} then it has the right lifting

property against {Lnn →
∗Lnn | n ≥ 2}.

2. If (X,W ) has the right lifting property against {Rn1 →
∗Rn1 | n ≥ 2} then it has the right lifting

property against {Rn0 →
∗Rn0 | n ≥ 2}.

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is dual. Given n ≥ 2, the inclusion ∗Lnn →
∗Ln+1
n defined, as a poset map, by

A 7→ A ∪ {n+ 1} has a retraction r : ∗Ln+1
n → ∗Lnn defined by

r(A) :=

{
σn(S) if n+ 1 ∈ S

{n} otherwise.

This map restricts so that the diagram

Lnn Ln+1
n Lnn

∗Lnn
∗Ln+1
n

∗Lnn

r|
L
n+1
n

r

commutes. Thus, Lnn →
∗Lnn is a retract of Ln+1

n → ∗Ln+1
n .
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5 (∞, 1)-calculus of fractions vs. classical calculus of fractions

We now show that the quasicategorical definition of calclulus of fractions agrees with that of proper
calculus of fractions, as stated in Definition 1.4 (cf. Theorem 5.2).

To show this, we use the following technical lemma which encapsulates our usage of the “co-equalising”
condition from classical CLF (i.e. condition (3) of Definition 1.3).

Lemma 5.1. Let (C,W ) be a marked category satisfying CLF. For m ≥ 1, let

{fi, gi : xi ⇒ y | i = 1, . . . ,m}

be a set of m parallel pairs of morphisms with identical codomains. If, for each i, there exists a weak
equivalence wi such that fiwi = giwi then there exists a weak equivalence u such that ufi = ugi for all
i = 1, . . . ,m.

Proof. We fix m and construct u by induction over i. For i = 1, this holds by definition of CLF.
Fix i and suppose there exists a weak equivalence ui such that uifj = uigj for all j = 1, . . . , i.

As uifi+1wi+1 = uigi+1wi+1 and (C,W ) satisfies CLF, there exists a weak equivalence u′ such that
u′uifi+1 = u′uigi+1. Setting u = u′ui gives that ufj = ugj for j = 1, . . . , i+ 1.

Theorem 5.2. Let (C,W ) be a category with weak equivalenes.

1. The pair (C,W ) satisfies proper CLF if and only if (NC,W ) satisfies CLF.

2. The pair (C,W ) satisfies proper CRF if and only if (NC,W ) satisfies CRF.

Proof. We show (1), as (2) is dual.
Suppose (NC,W ) satisfies CLF. Given a diagram,

· ·

·

(∼)

∼

a filler exists as (NC,W ) has the right lifting property against L2
1 →֒

∗L2
1 and L2

0 →֒
∗L2

0.
For f, g ∈ C and w ∈W such that fw = gw, define a map L3

1 → (NC,W ) by the diagram:

· ·

· ·

· ·

·

w

fw

gw

f

g
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This map admits a lift ∗L3
1 → (NC,W ) as in the diagram:

· ·

· ·

· ·

· ·

w

fw

gw

f

g

u1

u2

u3

The right face witnesses that u1f = u2g. The maps u2 and u3 are weak equivalences by assumption. The
front and bottom faces witness that u1 = u2 = u3, which suffices.

Now, suppose (C,W ) satisfies proper CLF. Weak equivalences are (strongly) closed under composition
by assumption, so it remains to show (NC,W ) has the right lifting property with respect to the set of
maps

{Lnk →
∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n}.

We proceed by induction on n. The base case n = 2 follows by definition of proper CLF.
Fix f : Ln+1

k → (C,W ) and suppose (NC,W ) has the right lifting property against

{Lnk →
∗Lnk | 0 < k ≤ n}.

It suffices to construct an object x ∈ C and, for i 6= k, a morphism

ϕi : f([n+ 1]− {i})→ x

which is a weak equivalence for i 6= n+ 1 and such that the square

f([n+ 1]− {i, j}) f([n+ 1]− {j})

f([n+ 1]− {i}) x

ϕj

ϕi

commutes for all i, j = 0, . . . , n+ 1 where i, j 6= k.
Let d denote the value ∂nk (n). That is,

d :=

{
n if k = n+ 1

n+ 1 otherwise.

The inclusion Lnn → Ln+1
k defined by S 7→ ∂nk (S) ∪ {k} gives a lifting problem

Lnn Ln+1
k (NC,W )

∗Lnn

f

g0

which admits a lift g0 : ∗Lnn → (C,W ) by the inductive hypothesis. Let x0 denote the object g0|{[n]} and,
for i = 0, . . . , n+ 1 such that i 6= k, d, let

ϕ0,i : f([n+ 1]− {i})→ x0
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denote the image under g0 of the 1-simplex [n]− {(∂nk )−1(i)} ⊆ [n]. Note this map is a weak equivalence
except when d = n and i = n+ 1.

The diagram

f([n+ 1]− {0, d}) f([n+ 1]− {0}) x0

f([n+ 1]− {d})

∼

ϕ0,0

∼

admits a lift

f([n+ 1]− {0, d}) f([n+ 1]− {0}) x0

f([n+ 1]− {d}) x1

∼

ϕ0,0

∼

w∼

ϕ1,d

thus defining a map ϕ1,d. If k = n+ 1 then d = n, which gives that the top map (and hence the bottom
map) is a weak equivalence. For i 6= k, d, let

ϕ1,i : f([n+ 1]− {i})→ x1

denote the composite ϕ0,i ◦ w. Note that ϕ1,i is a weak equivalence for i 6= n+ 1.
Fix i, j = 0, . . . , n+ 1 such that i, j 6= k. If i, j 6= d then the square

f([n+ 1]− {i, j}) f([n+ 1]− {i})

f([n+ 1]− {j}) x1

ϕ1,i

ϕ1,j

commutes by construction. Otherwise, we have that every face except the front face in the cube

f([n+ 1]− {0, i, d}) f([n+ 1]− {0, i})

f([n+ 1]− {i, d}) f([n+ 1]− {i})

f([n+ 1]− {0, d}) f([n+ 1]− {0})

f([n+ 1]− {d}) x1

∼

commutes. Thus, the front face commutes after pre-composition with the top-left weak equivalence. By
Lemma 5.1, there exists a weak equivalence

u : x1 → x

such that x and ϕi = u ◦ ϕ1,i assemble to give a lift of f : Ln+1
k → (C,W ).

Remark 5.3. The proof of the reverse direction in Theorem 5.2 proves a slightly stronger result: given a
marked quasicategory (C,W ), if

• W is weakly closed under composition; and

• (C,W ) has the right lifting property against the maps L2
1 →֒

∗L2
1 and L3

1 →֒
∗L3

1,

then its homotopy category Ho C, when marked at all morphisms which are identified with a morphism
in W , satisfies classical CLF. If (C,W ) additionally has the right lifting property against L2

2 →֒
∗L2

2 then
Ho C at this marking satisfies proper CLF. The dual statement holds for (proper) CRF.
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6 Examples of calculus of fractions

This section is devoted to giving examples of marked quasicategories (beyond nerves of 1-categories)
which satisfy calculus of fractions. In particular, analogues of the examples given in [GZ67, Ch. 1] are
covered in this section. These include: marking at equivalences (Corollary 6.2), marking at the inverse
image of equivalences under a limit-preserving functor (Theorem 6.3), and pulling back CLF/CRF from an
adjunction (Theorem 6.5). Note that this last example applies to all reflective localizations (Corollary 6.6).

We also introduce the notion of a simple inner horn decomposition in Definition 6.7. This is a technical
condition for showing when a marked map has the left lifting property against all marked quasicategories
(C,W ) where W is weakly closed under composition (see Lemma 6.8). In particular, we use this both in
the proof of Theorem 6.5 and in Section 7 to show that our analogue of the category of fractions produces a
quasicategory (Theorem 7.5). We conclude by showing that if a marked quasicategory satisfies calculus of
fractions then the full subcategory of the arrow category spanned by marked arrows also satisfies calculus
of fractions (Corollary 6.12). This requires a lemma relating right lifting properties against the maps
Lnk →֒

∗Lnk between a marked quasicategory and its marked arrow category (Lemma 6.11), which we use
in Section 10 when considering the “marked slice” of a marked quasicategory (see Proposition 10.2).

To show that a quasicategory marked at equivalences satisfies CLF (and CRF), we make use of the
following result.

Proposition 6.1.

1. a) For n ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the map max: ∗Lnk → (∆{k,...,n})
♭
is a marked homotopy equivalence.

b) For n ≥ 2 and 0 < k ≤ n, the inclusion Lnk →
∗Lnk is an acyclic cofibration.

2. a) For n ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the map min: ∗Rnk → (∆k)
♭
is a marked homotopy equivalence.

b) For n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ k < n, the inclusion Rnk →
∗Rnk is an acyclic cofibration.

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.

a) The map max: ∗Lnk → (∆{k,...,n})
♭

has a section defined by i 7→ {0, . . . , i}. For A ∈ ∗Lnk , the 1-simplex
A ⊆ {0, . . . ,maxA} is marked, giving the desired homotopy.

b) The inclusion ∂0 : ∗Ln−1
k−1 → Lnk defined by sending a subset to its image under ∂0 admits a retraction

defined by A 7→ σ0(A − {0}). For A ∈ Lnk , the 1-simplex ∂0(σ0(A − {0})) ⊆ A is marked as
maxA ≥ k > 0 (hence A− {0} contains maxA). Thus, ∂0 is a marked homotopy equivalence. The
diagram

∗Ln−1
k−1 Lnk

∗Lnk

∆{k−1,...,n−1} ∆{k,...,n}

∼max

∼

∂0

∼ max

∼=

commutes, hence the top right map is a weak equivalence by 2-out-of-3 (applied twice).

Corollary 6.2. Any quasicategory marked at equivalences satisfies both CLF and CRF.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 6.1, as quasicategories marked at equivalences are fibrant objects in the
model structure on sSet+.

Our second example of when CLF is satisfied is in the case where weak equivalences are created by a
colimit-preserving functor.
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Theorem 6.3. Let F : C → D be a functor between quasicategories and W ⊆ C1 be the 1-simplices which
are sent to equivalences under F .

1. If C admits all finite colimits and F preserves finite colimits then (C,W) satisfies CLF.

2. If C admits all finite limits and F preserves finite limits then (C,W ) satisfies CRF.

Before proving Theorem 6.3, we introduce an additional construction. This construction is only used
to prove Theorem 6.3 and will not be needed going forward (though a related construction is introduced
in Section 11).

For n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, define L̂nk to be the nerve of the preorder whose underlying set is

{A ⊆ [n] | k ∈ A and A 6= [n]}

and where A0 ≤ A1 if maxA0 ≤ maxA1. There is an evident inclusion Lnk ⊆ L̂nk . The E1-equivalences

in L̂nk are exactly the 1-simplices A0 ≤ A1 where maxA0 = maxA1. In particular, the map max: L̂nk →
∆{k,...,n} is an E1-equivalence with inverse given by i 7→ {k, i}.

Lemma 6.4. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set. For n ≥ 2 and 0 < k ≤ n, the map

Lnk ∗ (X,W ) →֒ L̂nk
♮
∗ (X,W )

is an acyclic cofibration of marked simplicial sets.

Proof. Applying Proposition 3.9 gives that the top and left maps in

∗Ln−1
k−1 ∗ (X,W ) Lnk ∗ (X,W )

∆{k−1,...,n−1} ∗ (X,W ) ∆{k,...,n} ∗ (X,W )

∼max ∗(X,W )

∼

∂0∗(X,W )

max ∗(X,W )

∼=

are marked homotopy equivalences. By 2-out-of-3, the right map is a weak equivalence. Similarly,
max: L̂nk → ∆{k,...,n} is an E1-homotopy equivalence, hence a weak equivalence of marked simplicial
sets. The result follows by 2-out-of-3 on the triangle

Lnk ∗ (X,W ) L̂nk
♮
∗ (X,W )

∆{k,...,n} ∗ (X,W )

∼ ≃

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem 6.3.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. We show (1), as (2) is analogous. Fix a map D : Lnk → C. The underlying simplicial
set of ∗Lnk is the join of the underlying simplicial set of Lnk with ∆0. Thus, the colimit cone λD gives a lift

Lnk C

∗Lnk

D

λD
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of underlying simplicial sets. It remains to show that if A ∈ Lnk is such that n ∈ A then the component
map D(A)→ colimD is a weak equivalence. As F preserves finite colimits and creates weak equivalences,
it suffices to show FD(A)→ colim(FD) is an equivalence in D.

By assumption, FD : Lnk → D sends marked simplicies to equivalences. In the commutative triangle,

L̂nk
♮

Lnk (∆{k,...,n})
♭

max

max

the right map is an E1-homotopy equivalence and the bottom map is a weak equivalence by Proposition 6.1.
Thus, the left inclusion is an acyclic cofibration of marked simplicial sets. Hence, there exists FD : L̂nk → D
such that the triangle

Lnk D♮

L̂nk
♮

FD

∼
(FD)

♮

commutes. The inclusion Lnk →֒ L̂nk induces a map

f : FD ↓ D → FD ↓ D

by pre-composition. It suffices to show f is a trivial fibration: this would imply that the colimit of FD
(which is an initial object of FD ↓D) is equivalent to the colimit of FD. A subset A ∈ Lnk such that n ∈ A

is a terminal object in L̂nk , hence the component map

FD(A) = FD(A)→ colim(FD) = colim(FD)

is an equivalence in D.
Given a commutative square

∂∆n FD ↓ D

∆n FD ↓ D

u

f

v

the maps u and v may be identified as maps

u : L̂nk ∗ ∂∆n → D, v : Lnk ∗∆n → D

making the triangles

L̂nk

L̂nk ∗ ∂∆n D

FD

u

Lnk

Lnk ∗∆n D

FD

v

commute. These maps assemble into a square

Lnk ∗ (∂∆n)♭ Lnk ∗ (∆n)♭

L̂nk
♮
∗ (∂∆n)♭ D♮

v

u
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of marked maps, which induces a map P → D♮ from the pushout P . In the square of marked maps

Lnk ∗ (∂∆n)
♭

Lnk ∗ (∆n)
♭

L̂nk
♮
∗ (∂∆n)♭ L̂nk

♮
∗ (∆n)♭

the left and right maps are acyclic cofibrations by Lemma 6.4. Thus, the induced map from the pushout

into L̂nk
♮
∗ (∆n)

♭
is as well, since it is both a weak equivalence (by 2-out-of-3) and a monomorphism (by

direct verification). Thus, the map P → D♮ lifts to a map L̂nk
♮
∗ (∆n)♭ → D. This gives a lift of the

starting square when viewed as a map ∆n → FD ↓ D.

The following result gives a condition for when CLF (or CRF) may be “pulled back” from an adjunction.

Theorem 6.5. Let L : C → D be a map between quasicategories with right adjoint R : D → C.

1. Suppose W ⊆ D1 is a marking on D such that (D,W ) satisfies CLF. If every component of the unit
is sent by L to a marked 1-simplex Lηx : Lx→ LRLx then (C, L−1W ) satisfies CLF.

2. Suppose W ⊆ C1 is a marking on C such that (C,W ) satisfies CRF. If every component of the counit
is sent by R to a marked 1-simplex Rεy : RLRy→ Ry then (D, R−1W ) satisfies CRF.

This result will require a more technical proof, in particular, we will construct explicit cellular decom-
positions in the marked model structure. Before doing so, we recall a consequence of Theorem 6.5 which
follows from Corollary 6.2.

Corollary 6.6. Let i : D → C be a fully faithful functor between quasicategories.

1. If i admits a left adjoint L : C → D then (C, L−1(EquivD)) satisfies CLF, where L−1(EquivD)
denotes the set of morphisms in C which are sent to equivalences in D.

2. If i admits a right adjoint R : C → D then (C, R−1(EquivD)) satisfies CRF, where R−1(EquivD)
denotes the set of morphisms in C which are sent to equivalences in D.

As for the proof of Theorem 6.5, we begin by introducing the definition of a simple inner horn decom-
position, which will also be used in Section 7.

Definition 6.7. For an injective map f : (X,W ) →֒ (Y, V ) between marked simplicial sets, a simple inner
horn decomposition for f consists of

• for n ≥ 0, a partition of the set of non-degenerate n-simplices in Y which are not in the image of f
into a pair of sets An ⊔Bn such that A1, A0, and B0 are empty;

• for n ≥ 1, a pair of finite partitions

An = An1 ⊔ · · · ⊔A
n
a(n), Bn = Bn1 ⊔ · · · ⊔B

n
b(n)

such that b(1) = 1 and a(n+ 1) = b(n);

• for n ≥ 2, a function d : {1, . . . , a(n)} → {1, . . . , n− 1};

such that for n ≥ 2 and k ∈ {1, . . . , a(n)},
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1. the d(k)-th face map restricts to a bijection

∂d(k)|An
k

: Ank
∼=
−→ Bn−1

k ;

2. for u ∈ A2
1, if u∂1 is marked then every face of u is marked;

3. for u ∈ Ank and i 6= d(k), writing u∂i as a degeneracy ~σ : ∆n−1 → ∆p of some non-degenerate
p-simplex v : ∆p → Y , one of the following holds:

• v is contained in the image of f ;

• v is contained in Api for some i ∈ {1, . . . , a(p)};

• p < n− 1 and v is contained in Bpi for some i ∈ {1, . . . , b(p)};

• p = n− 1 and v is contained in Bn−1
i for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}.

We say f admits a simple inner horn decomposition if there exists a simple inner horn decomposition
for f .

Lemma 6.8. Let f : (X,W )→ (Y, V ) be an injective map of marked simplicial sets. If f admits a simple
inner horn decomposition then f is in the saturation of the set

{(Λnk )
♭
→֒ (∆n)

♭
| n ≥ 2, 0 < k < n} ∪ {(Λ2

1)
#
→֒ (∆2)

#
}.

Proof. Let Y 1
1 ⊆ (Y, V ) denote the image of f , viewed as a marked simplicial subset of (Y, V ). For n ≥ 2

and k ∈ {1, . . . , a(n)}, define a sequence of marked simplicial subsets of Y inductively by

Y nk :=

{
Y n−1
a(n) ∪B

n−1
1 ∪An1 if k = 1

Y nk−1 ∪B
n−1
k ∪ Ank if k > 1.

The conditions for a simple inner horn decomposition assert that each Y nk is a well-defined simplicial subset
of Y , i.e. that if u is a non-degenerate simplex of Y nk then every face of u is also contained in Y nk . By
construction, there is a sequence of inclusions

Y 1
1 ⊆ Y

2
1

⊆ Y 3
1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Y

3
a(3)

...
⊆ Y n1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Y

n
a(n)

...

and the colimit of this sequence is Y . We show each inclusion in this sequence is a pushout of a coproduct
of maps in the set

{(Λnk )
♭
→֒ (∆n)

♭
| n ≥ 2, 0 < k < n} ∪ {(Λ2

1)
#
→֒ (∆2)

#
}.

For a 2-simplex u ∈ A2
1, the restriction u|Λ2

1
: Λ2

1 → Y to the 1-horn factors through Y 1
1 by definition

of a simple inner horn decomposition. Moreover, if u∂1 ∈ B
1
1 is marked then every face of u is marked.

As ∂1|B2
1

: A2
1 → B1

1 is a bijection, it follows that the square

∐
u∈A2

1
u∂1 marked

(Λ2
1)

#
⊔

∐
u∈A2

1
u∂1 unmarked

(Λ2
1)
♭

Y 1
1

∐
u∈A2

1
u∂1 marked

(∆2)
#
⊔

∐
u∈A2

1
u∂1 unmarked

(∆2)
♭

Y 2
1

u|
Λ2
1

u
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is a pushout in sSet+. Similarly, for n ≥ 3 and k > 1, the squares

∐
u∈An

1

(Λnd(1))
♭

Y n−1
a(n−1)

∐
u∈An

1

(∆n)
♭

Y n1

u|Λn
d(1)

u

∐
u∈An

k

(Λnd(k))
♭ Y nk−1

∐
u∈An

k

(∆n)
♭

Y nk

u|Λn
d(k)

u

are pushouts.

We highlight an important benefit of Lemma 6.8, which is that marked quasicategories which are
weakly closed under composition are exactly the objects in sSet+ with the right lifting property against

the set {(Λnk)♭ →֒ (∆n)♭ | n ≥ 2, 0 < k < n} ∪ {(Λ2
1)

#
→֒ (∆2)

#
}.

The following lemma, which makes use of simple horn decompositions, will then allow us to prove (a
generalization of) Theorem 6.5.

Lemma 6.9. For a marked poset (P,W ) and any subset Q ⊆ P , viewed as a discrete set, the induced map
f from the pushout in the diagram

(P,W ) (P,W )× (∆1)
#

(P ∗∆0,W ∪ (Q ∗∆0)1) ·

(
(P ×∆1) ∗∆0, (W ×∆1

1) ∪ ((Q × {0, 1}) ∗∆0)1
)

i1

p

i1∗∆
0

f

is in the saturation of the set

{(Λnk )
♭
→֒ (∆n)

♭
| n ≥ 2, 0 < k < n} ∪ {(Λ2

1)
#
→֒ (∆2)

#
},

Proof. By Lemma 6.8, it suffices to construct a simple inner horn decomposition for f .
Note the codomain of f is the poset (P × [1])∗ [0]. We write the cone point as ⊤ and all other elements

as (x, ε) for some x ∈ P and ε = 0, 1. A non-degenerate n-simplex in (P × [1]) ∗ [0] is an alternating chain.
An n-chain is not contained in the image of f if and only if the first element in the chain is of the form
(x, 0) for some x ∈ P and the last element in the chain is the cone point. Let Sn denote the set of such
n-chains.

For n ≥ 2 and k = 1, . . . , n− 1, define subsets Ank ⊆ S
n and Bn−1

k ⊆ Sn−1 by

Ank :=



((x0, 0) ≤ (x1, ε1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−1, εn−1) ≤ ⊤) ∈ Sn |

εk−1 = 0
εk = 1
xk = xk−1





Bn−1
k :=



((x0, 0) ≤ (x1, ε1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−2, εn−2) ≤ ⊤) ∈ Sn |

εk−1 = 0
εk = 1
xk 6= xk−1



 .
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(For Bn−1
n−1 , our convention is that the second and third conditions are vacuous.) The sets Ank and Bnk are

all mutually disjoint, and the pair

An := An1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ A
n
n−1, Bn := Bn1 ⊔ · · · ⊔B

n
n−1

partitions Sn. We show the tuple (
{Ank}

n−1
k=1 , {B

n
k }

n
k=1, id

)

is a simple inner horn decomposition for f .
Fix n ≥ 2 and k ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.

1. For a chain ((x0, 0) ≤ (x1, ε1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−1, εn−1) ≤ ⊤) in Ank , we have that εk+1 = 1. As this
chain is non-degenerate and εk = εk+1, we have that xk+1 6= xk = xk−1. Thus, the k-th face of
((x0, 0) ≤ (x1, ε1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−1, εn−1) ≤ ⊤) is an element of Bn−1

k . The inverse function is given
by

((x0, 0) ≤ · · · ≤ (xk−1, 0) ≤ (xk, 1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−2, 1) ≤ ⊤)

7→ ((x0, 0) ≤ · · · ≤ (xk−1, 0) ≤ (xk−1, 1) ≤ (xk, 1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−2, 1) ≤ ⊤).

2. For ((x0, 0) ≤ (x0, 1) ≤ ⊤) ∈ A2
1, the ∂1-face (x0, 0) ≤ ⊤ is marked if x0 ∈ Q. This gives that

(x0, 1) ≤ ⊤ is marked. The 1-simplex (x0, 0) ≤ (x0, 1) is marked as a product of marked 1-simplices.

3. For an n-simplex ((x0, 0) ≤ (x1, ε1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−1, εn−1) ≤ ⊤) ∈ Ank and i 6= k, the i-th face of this
n-simplex is non-degenerate. We proceed by case analysis on i:

• if i < k − 1 then the i-th face is an element of An−1
k−1 ;

• if i = k − 1 then we proceed by case analysis on k:

– for k = 1, the 0-th face does not contain any elements of the form (x, 0). Thus, it is in the
image of f ;

– for k ≥ 2, we have that xk−2 6= xk−1 as ((x0, 0) ≤ (x1, ε1) ≤ · · · ≤ (xn−1, εn−1) ≤ ⊤) is
non-degenerate and εk−2 = εk−1 = 0. As xk = xk−1, the (k − 1)-th face is an element of
Bn−1
k−1 ;

• if i > k then we proceed by case analysis on k:

– if k < n− 1 then εn−1 = 1, thus the i-th face is an element of An−1
k .

– if k = n− 1 then i = n. The n-th face does not contain ⊤, hence is contained in the image
of f .

The following theorem is a generalization of Theorem 6.5, giving a condition for when a calculus of
fractions within a quasicategory C may be pulled back from a smaller class to a larger class.

Theorem 6.10. Let W0 ⊆ W be two markings on a quasicategory C where W is weakly closed under
composition and let F : (C,W )→ (C,W0) be an endofunctor which takes W to W0.

1. If (C,W0) has the right lifting property against the set {Lnk →֒
∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n} and there

exists a marked homotopy α : (C,W )× (∆1)
#
→ (C,W ) from id to F then (C,W ) satisfies CLF.

2. If (C,W0) has the right lifting property against the set {Rnk →֒
∗Rnk | n ≥ 2, 0 ≤ k < n} and there

exists a marked homotopy α : (C,W )× (∆1)
#
→ (C,W ) from F to id then (C,W ) satisfies CRF.
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Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.
It suffices to show (C,W ) has the right lifting property against {Lnk →֒

∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n}. Thus,
we fix a map f : Lnk → (C,W ). The composite Ff : Lnk → (C,W0) admits a lift Ff : ∗Lnk → (C,W0) by
assumption. This gives a commutative square

Lnk Lnk × (∆1)
#

∗Lnk (C,W0)

i1

α◦(f×id)

Ff

We apply Lemma 6.9 with (P,W ) = Lnk and Q ⊆ P being the collection of subsets which contain n. Thus,
this square induces a map from the pushout which admits a lift to a map

[α, Ff ] :
(
(P ×∆1) ∗∆0, (W ×∆1

1) ∪ (Q× {0, 1}) ∗∆0
)
→ (C,W ).

We have an inclusion from ∗Lnk to the domain of [α, Ff ] defined, as a poset map, by sending [n] to the
cone point and all other subsets A to (A, 0). The composite

∗Lnk →֒
(
(P ×∆1) ∗∆0, (W ×∆1

1) ∪ (Q × {0, 1}) ∗∆0
) [α,Ff]
−−−−→ (C,W )

is the desired lift.

From Theorem 6.10, we deduce Theorem 6.5.

Proof of Theorem 6.5. For (1), we apply Theorem 6.10 to the inclusion of markings F (W ) ⊆ L−1(W ) and
the endofunctor FL : C → C. The required homotopy is given by the unit η : id → RL.

Statement (2) is dual.

We show that if a quasicategory satisfies CLF then its arrow category does as well. To do this, we
make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 6.11. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set.

1. For n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the marked simplicial set (X,W ) has the right lifting property against
Ln+1
k+1 →֒

∗Ln+1
k+1 if and only if the map

i∗0 : (X,W )(∆
1)

#

→ (X,W )

has the right lifting property against Lnk →֒
∗Lnk .

2. For n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the following are equivalent, the marked simplicial set (X,W ) has the
right lifting property against Rn+1

k →֒ ∗Rn+1
k if and only if the map

i∗1 : (X,W )(∆
1)

#

→ (X,W )

has the right lifting property against Rnk+1 →֒
∗Rnk+1.

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is dual.
The data of a commutative square

Lnk (X,W )(∆
1)

#

∗Lnk (X,W )

u

i∗0

v
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is exactly the data of a map u : Lnk × (∆1)
#
→ (X,W ) and a map v : ∗Lnk → (X,W ) such that v is a lift

of the map u ◦ i0 : Lnk → (X,W ). Such a square admits a lift if and only if the map from the pushout

[u, v] : ∗Lnk ∪Ln
k
Lnk × (∆1)

#
→ (X,W )

admits a lift to a map ∗Lnk × (∆1)
#
→ (X,W ). We show the inclusion

∗Lnk ∪Ln
k
Lnk × (∆1)

#
→֒ ∗Lnk × (∆1)

#

is naturally isomorphic to the inclusion Ln+1
k+1 →֒

∗Ln+1
k+1 , from which the result follows.

Define a map f : ∗Lnk × (∆1)
#
→ ∗Ln+1

k+1 by

f(A, i) :=

{
∂0(A) if i = 0

∂0(A) ∪ {0} if i = 1.

This map has an inverse defined by

A 7→

{
(σ0(A), 1) if 0 ∈ A

(σ0(A), 0) if 0 6∈ A.

This gives an isomorphism ∗Lnk × (∆1)
# ∼= ∗Ln+1

k+1 . Moreover, the map f restricts to a map

f |Ln
k
×(∆1)# : Lnk × (∆1)

#
→ Ln+1

k+1 .

It remains to show the square

Lnk Lnk × (∆1)
#

∗Lnk Ln+1
k+1

i0

f |
Ln
k
×(∆1)#

∂0

is a pushout. A non-degenerate n-simplex (A0 ( · · · ( An) in Ln+1
k+1 is in the image of ∂0 : ∗Lnk → Ln+1

k+1

if and only if An does not contain 0. Moreover, if An 6= [n + 1] − {0} then this n-simplex is also in the
image of fi0. This shows the intersection of the images of the bottom and right maps is the image of the

composite map. If An contains 0 then (A0 ( · · · ( An) in Ln+1
k+1 is in the image under f of Lnk × (∆1)

#
,

which shows the union of the images of the bottom and right maps is all of Ln+1
k+1 , which suffices.

Corollary 6.12. Let (C,W ) be a marked quasicategory such that W is strongly closed under composition.

1. If (C,W ) satisfies CLF then the marked arrow category (C,W )(∆
1)

#

satisfies CLF.

2. If (C,W ) satisfies CRF then the marked arrow category (C,W )(∆
1)

#

satisfies CRF.

Proof. Marked 1-simplices are weakly closed under composition by assumption. For (1), Lemma 6.11
shows the marked arrow category has the right lifting property with respect to the set {Lnk →֒

∗Lnk | n ≥
2, 0 < k ≤ n}. Statement (2) is dual.
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Model for the localization

7 The marked Ex functor

We now describe the analogue of the category of fractions CW−1 (or W−1C) for quasicategories. Given
a marked simplicial set (X,W ), we form a simplicial set whose 0-simplices are those of X and whose 1-
simplices are (co)spans of the form x → y′

∼
← y (or x

∼
← x′ → y). This is done using a marked variant of

the Ex functor. The main theorem of this section is Theorem 7.5, which generalizes the analogous result
for classical calculus of fractions: if (C,W ) is a marked quasicategory where W is weakly closed under
composition then calculus of fractions is a sufficient and necessary condition for the “category of fractions”
to be a quasicategory.

For n ≥ 0, let sd+[n] be the poset P 6=∅[n] of non-empty subsets of [n] (regarded as a simplicial set).
We view a 1-simplex A0 ⊆ A1 as marked if maxA0 = maxA1. This gives the data of a cosimplicial object
∆→ sSet+, with simplicial operators defined using the image.

Example 7.1. We give example depictions of sd+[0], sd+[1], and sd+[2], respectively.

{0} {0, 1} {1}

{0}

∼

{0}

{1}

{2}

{0, 1} {1, 2}

{0, 2}

{0, 1, 2}

∼

∼

∼

∼
∼

∼

The marked simplicial sets sd+[0], sd+[1], and sd+[2].

Definition 7.2. The marked subdivision functor Sd+ : sSet → sSet+ is the extension by colimits of the
cosimplicial object sd+ : ∆→ sSet+.

∆ sSet+

sSet

sd+

Sd+

The marked Ex-functor is its right adjoint Ex+ : sSet+ → sSet, defined by

Ex+(X,W )n := sSet+(sd+[n], (X,W )).

Remark 7.3. The composite

sSet
(−)#

−−−→ sSet+
Ex+
−−−→ sSet

recovers Kan’s original Ex-functor [Kan57].

We write sdop
+ [n] for the opposite poset of sd+[n]. We view a 1-simplex A0 ⊇ A1 of sdop

+ [n] as marked
if minA0 = minA1.

Example 7.4. Below are example depictions of sdop
+ [0], sdop

+ [1], and sdop
+ [2], respectively.
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{0} {0, 1} {1}

{0}

∼

{0}

{1}

{2}

{0, 1} {1, 2}

{0, 2}

{0, 1, 2}

∼

∼
∼

∼

∼

∼

The marked simplicial sets sdop
+ [0], sdop

+ [1], and sdop
+ [2].

The respective extension by colimits is denoted Sdop
+ : sSet→ sSet+, and its right adjoint Exop

+ : sSet+ →
sSet is defined by

Exop
+ (X,W )n := sSet+(sdop

+ [n], (X,W )).

By construction, we have a natural isomorphism Sdop
+ ∆n ∼= (Sd+(∆n)op)op of cosimplicial objects. This

induces isomorphisms

Sdop
+ X ∼= (Sd+X

op)op, Exop
+ (X,W ) ∼= (Ex+(Xop,W ))

op

natural in X ∈ sSet and (X,W ) ∈ sSet+, respectively.
The goal of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 7.5. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set.

1. a) If Ex+(X,W ) is a quasicategory then (X,W ) has the right lifting property with respect to the
set {Lnk →֒

∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n}.

b) If X is a quasicategory and (X,W ) satisfies CLF then Ex+(X,W ) is a quasicategory.

2. a) If Exop
+ (X,W ) is a quasicategory then (X,W ) has the right lifting property with respect to the

set {Rnk →֒
∗Rnk | n ≥ 2, 0 ≤ k < n}.

b) If X is a quasicategory and (X,W ) satisfies CRF then Exop
+ (X,W ) is a quasicategory.

To prove this, we establish some auxiliary definitions and results. As Theorem 7.5 is our primary
focus in this section, we work with calculus of left fractions and Sd+ : sSet → sSet+, omitting the dual
statements.

We identify Sd+ Λnk with the maximal simplicial subset of Sd+ ∆n which omits the 0-simplices [n] and
[n]− {k}. Note that there are inclusions ∗Lnk ⊆ Sd+ ∆n and Lnk ⊆ Sd+ Λni .

Proposition 7.6. For n ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the inclusion Lnk →֒
∗Lnk is a retract of the inclusion

Sd+ Λnk →֒ Sd+ ∆n.

Proof. The inclusion ∗Lnk ⊆ Sd+ ∆n admits a retraction defined, as a poset map, by A 7→ A ∪ {k}. The
restriction of this retraction to Sd+ Λnk factors through Lnk , as desired.

Lnk Sd+ Λnk Lnk

∗Lnk Sd+ ∆n ∗Lnk

∪{k}

∪{k}
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Definition 7.7. For n ≥ 0 and 0 < k < n,

1. let Jnk ⊆ Sd+ ∆n be the marked simplicial subset which contains Sd+ Λni and, for k ≥ 0, all m-
simplices (A0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Am) such that k ∈ A0; and

2. let Kn
k ⊆ Sd+ ∆n be the maximal marked simplicial subset which omits the 0-simplex [n]− {k}.

By definition, there is a sequence of inclusions

Sd+ Λnk ⊆ J
n
k ⊆ K

n
k ⊆ Sd+ ∆n.

Note there is an inclusion ∗Lnk ⊆ J
n
k which restricts to an inclusion Lnk ⊆ Sd+ Λni .

Proposition 7.8. For n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the square

Lnk Sd+ Λnk

∗Lnk Jnk

is a pushout.

Proof. Follows since the simplices in Jnk which are not contained in Sd+ Λni are exactly the chains A0 ⊆
· · · ⊆ Am where Am = [n] and all subsets contain k (i.e. k ∈ A0).

Corollary 7.9. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set. If (X,W ) has the right lifting property against
{Lnk →֒

∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n} then it has the right lifting property against

{Sd+ Λnk →֒ Jnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n}.

Proposition 7.10. For n ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ k < n, the inclusion Kn
k ⊆ Sd+ ∆n admits a retraction.

Proof. The retraction is defined by

S 7→

{
[n] if S = [n]− {i}

S otherwise.

This map preserves marked 1-simplices as i 6= n by assumption.

Lemma 7.11. The inclusion Jnk ⊆ K
n
k is in the saturation of the set

{(Λnk )
♭
→֒ (∆n)

♭
| n ≥ 2, 0 < k < n} ∪ {(Λ2

1)
#
→֒ (∆2)

#
}.

Proof. We construct a simple inner horn decomposition and apply Lemma 6.8.
The simplices of Kn

k which are not contained in Jnk are exactly chains (A0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Am) such that
Am = [n] and k 6∈ A0. For m ≥ 2 and j = 1, . . . ,m − 1, define subsets Smj ⊆ (Kn

k )m of non-degenerate
m-simplices by

Smj :=



(A0 ( · · · ( Am) ∈ (Kn

k )m |
Am = [n]
k 6∈ Aj−1

Aj = Aj−1 ∪ {k}



 .
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For m ≥ 1 and j = 1, . . . ,m, define subsets Tmj ⊆ (Kn
k )m of non-degenerate m-simplices by

Tmj =



(A0 ( · · · ( Am) ∈ (Kn

k )m |
Am = [n]
k 6∈ Aj−1

Aj ) Aj−1 ∪ {k}



 .

We show that
({Smj }

m−1
j=1 , {T

m
j }

m
j=1, id{1,...,m−1})

is a simple inner horn decomposition for the inclusion Jnk ⊆ K
n
k .

Fix m ≥ 2 and j ∈ {1, . . . ,m− 1}.

1. Every simplex (A0 ( · · · ( Am) in Smj is non-degenerate, thus Aj+1 contains an element which is

not contained in Aj = Aj−1∪{k}. This shows the image of ∂j |Sm
j

is contained in Tm−1
j . The inverse

function Tm−1
j → Smj is defined by

(A0 ( · · · ( Am−1) 7→ (A0 ( · · · ( Aj−1 ( Aj−1 ∪ {i} ( Aj ( · · · ( Am−1).

2. If (A0 ( A1 ( A2) is such that maxA0 = maxA2, then maxA0 ≤ maxA1 and maxA1 ≤ maxA2

implies (A0 ( A1 ( A2) is maximally-marked.

3. For u ∈ Smj and l 6= j, we proceed by case analysis on u∂l:

• if l < j then u∂l ∈ S
m−1
j−1 ;

• if l > j then f∂l ∈ S
m−1
j ;

• if l = m then u∂l ∈ Sd+ Λni since, writing u = (A0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Am), we have that Am−1 6= [n] as u
is non-degenerate.

With this, we may prove Theorem 7.5.

Proof of Theorem 7.5. Statement (1) follows from Proposition 7.6.
For (2), fix a map Λnk → Ex+(X,W ) for n ≥ 2 and 0 < i < n. By adjointness, it suffices to show

the tranpose Sd+ Λnk → (X,W ) admits a lift to Sd+ ∆n → (X,W ). A lift from Sd+ Λni to Jnk exists by
Corollary 7.9. A lift from Jnk to Kn

k exists by Lemma 7.11. As Sd+ ∆n retracts ontoKn
k by Proposition 7.10,

this gives the desired lift.

Sd+ Λni (X,W )

Jnk

Kn
k

Sd+ ∆n

by 7.9

by 7.11

by 7.10
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8 Localization at equivalences via marked Ex

In this section, we move towards showing that if (C,W ) satisfies CLF then Ex+(C,W ) is a model
for the localization of C at W . We construct the canonical map C → Ex+(C,W ) (or C → Exop

+ (C,W))
and show that it sends weak equivalences to equivalences (Proposition 8.1). We then consider the case
where W is exactly the set of equivalences in C. In this case, one has that the localization is a categorical
equivalence (Corollary 9.5), which we prove by adapting the argument given in [LTW79, Thm. 4.1] to
show that X → ExX is a weak homotopy equivalence.

The map of posets max: sd+[n] → [n] is natural in n; that is, it induces a natural transformation
between functors ∆→ sSet+. For a simplicial set X , this induces a map

max! : Sd+X → X♭

natural in X via extension by colimits. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ), pre-composition by max
induces a map

max∗ : X → Ex+(X,W )

which sends an n-simplex f : ∆n → X of X to the n-simplex f ◦max: Sd+ ∆n → (X,W ) of Ex+(X,W ).
Dually, the map min: sdop

+ [n]→ [n] induces a map

min! : Sdop
+ X → X♭

and a map
min∗ : X → Exop

+ (X,W ).

The map max∗ : C → Ex+(C,W ) (and its dual) will be our candidate for the localization map. Note
that for a weak equivalence w ∈W , the diagram

•

•

•

••

• •

• •

•

•

w

w

w

w

w
w

defines a map J → Ex+(X,W ) which witnesses that (max∗)1(w) ∈ Ex+(X,W )1 is invertible. Dualizing
this diagram gives that

Proposition 8.1. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ), the maps

max∗ : X → Ex+(X,W ), min∗ : X → Exop
+ (X,W )

send weak equivalences to J-equivalences.

Via Proposition 8.1, the maps

max∗ : X → Ex+(X,W ), min∗ : X → Exop
+ (X,W )

ascend to marked maps

max∗ : (X,W )→ Ex+(X,W )♮, min∗ : (X,W )→ Exop
+ (X,W )

♮

A further corollary of Proposition 8.1 is that the functors Ex+,Exop
+ : sSet+ → sSet send marked homotopy

equivalances to J-homotopy equivalences.
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Proposition 8.2. The functors Ex+,Exop
+ : sSet+ → sSet send marked homotopy equivalences to J-

homotopy equivalences.

Proof. For Ex+, the map

J → Ex+ (∆1)
#

which witnesses the invertibility of the 1-simplex (max∗)1(id(∆1)#) ∈ Ex+((∆1)
#

)1 preserves endpoints.
Thus, a marked homotopy

α : (X,W )× (∆1)
#
→ (X ′,W ′)

induces a J-homotopy

Ex+(X,W )× J → Ex+(X,W )× Ex+ (∆1)
#
→ Ex+(X ′,W ′).

The argument for Exop
+ is analogous.

In order to show Ex+(C,W ) computes the localization, we first consider the case where W is exactly
the equivalences in C. In this case, we wish to show Ex+ C

♮ is weakly equivalent to C. To show this, we
prove the following lemma.

Lemma 8.3. For n ≥ 0, the map

max: Sd+ ∆n → (∆n)
♭

is a marked homotopy equivalence.

Proof. The map of posets max: sd+[n]→ [n] has a section f : [n]→ sd+[n] defined by

f(i) := {0, . . . , i}.

For A ∈ sd+[n], the inclusion A ⊆ {0, . . . ,maxA} induces a marked homotopy Sd+ ∆n×(∆1)
#
→ Sd+ ∆n

from the composite f ◦max to the identity map on Sd+ ∆n.

Our proof that max∗ : C → Ex+ C
♮ is a categorical equivalence uses an analogous argument to [LTW79,

Thm. 4.1], which shows X → ExX is a Kan–Quillen weak equivalence. In particular, we make use of the
generalized diagonal lemma of [CKW23, Thm. 2.5] and specifically its instantiation to the Joyal model
structure [CKW23, Ex. 3.6].

Theorem 8.4. For a quasicategory C, the maps

max∗ : C → Ex+ C
♮, min∗ : C → Exop

+ C
♮

are equivalences of quasicategories.

Proof. We show the map max∗ is an equivalence. The argument for min∗ is dual.
We regard the square

sSet+

(
(∆m)

♭
×∆0, C♮

)
sSet+

(
Sd+ ∆m ×∆0, C♮

)

sSet+

(
(∆m)♭ × (∆n)#, C♮

)
sSet+

(
Sd+ ∆m × (∆n)#, C♮

)
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as a diagram of bisimplicial sets by varying m and n. Fixing n, the left map in the square

C Ex+ C
♮

U((C♮)(∆
n)#) Ex+((C♮)(∆

n)#)

is obtained by applying the forgetful functor U : sSet+ → sSet to the map

!∗ : (C♮)∆
0

→ (C♮)(∆
n)# .

This map is a marked homotopy equivalence as (C♮)− : (sSet+)op → sSet+ preserves marked homotopies.

The codomain is a quasicategory since C is. A marked 1-simplex of the codomain H : (∆n)
#
×(∆1)

#
→ C♮

is a marked homotopy. As C is a quasicategory marked at equivalences, every such H ascends to an E1-
homotopy, thus the codomain is marked at exactly equivalences. This gives that !∗ is a weak equivalance
between fibrant-cofibrant objects in sSet+, hence the left map is an equivalence of quasicategories. The
right map is obtained by applying Ex+ : sSet+ → sSet to !∗. By Proposition 8.2, the right map is a weak
equivalence.

Fixing m, the bottom map

· ·

Core+

(
(C♮)(∆

m)♭
)

Core+
(
(C♮)Sd+ ∆m)

is obtained by applying Core+ : sSet+ → sSet to the map

(C♮)max : (C♮)(∆
m)♭ → (C♮)Sd+ ∆m

.

This map is a marked homotopy equivalence by Lemma 8.3. It is, moreover, a map between quasicategories
marked at equivalences, hence this map is an equivalence of quasicategories. Thus, it is an equivalence of
categories after applying Core+.

Applying the diagonal functor to this square,

C Ex+ C
♮

· ·

∼ ∼

∼

the left, right, and bottom maps are weak equivalences by [CKW23, Ex. 3.6]. Thus, the top map is a weak
equivalence by 2-out-of-3.

9 Localization via marked Ex

In this section, we show that Ex+(C,W ) and Exop
+ (C,W ) are models for the localization for an arbitrary

W , using the “base case” where W is the set of equivalences. Our main theorem is Theorem 9.6, which is
the quasicategorical analogue of Theorem 1.7. In particular, this result requires multiple auxiliary lemmas,
most important of which is Lemma 9.3. As these statements are more technical in nature and are only used
to prove the main theorem of this section (Theorem 9.6), we state Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 and Corollaries 9.4
and 9.5 only for Ex+, omitting the dual versions.

35



Lemma 9.1. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ), the composite

Sd+X
max!−−−→ X♭ →֒ (X,W )

is adjoint transpose to the map

X
max∗

−−−→ Ex+(X,W )

under the (Sd+ ⊣ Ex+)-adjunction.

Proof. We wish to show the diagram

Sd+X X♭

Sd+ Ex+(X,W ) (X,W )

max!

Sd+ max∗

ε(X,W )

commutes. It suffices to show it commutes after applying U . That is, it suffices to show the triangle

U Sd+X X

U Sd+ Ex+(X,W )
Sd+ max∗

max!

ε(X,W )

commutes.
Recall the n-simplices of Sd+X are pairs (u, v) where

• u : ∆m → X is an m-simplex of X for some m ≥ 0; and

• v : ∆n → Sd+ ∆m is an n-simplex of Sd+ ∆m

subject to the identification (uϕ, v) = (u, Sd+(ϕ) ◦ v) for any map ϕ : [m]→ [m′] in the simplex category.
The top map is given by the formula

(max!)n(u, v) = u ◦max ◦v.

We calculate the bottom composite as

(ε(X,W ))m((Sd+ max∗)m(u, v)) = (ε(X,W ))m(u ◦max, v)

= (u ◦max) ◦ v.

Lemma 9.2. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ), the squares

sSet(∆n,Ex+(X,W )) sSet(∆n,Ex+(Ex+(X,W )
#

))

sSet+(Sd+ ∆n, (X,W )) sSet+(Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n), (X,W ))

(max∗)∗

∼= ∼=

Sd+(Umax∗)

and

sSet(∆n,Ex+(X,W )) sSet(∆n,Ex+X
#) sSet(∆n,Ex+(Ex+(X,W )

#
))

sSet+(Sd+ ∆n, (X,W )) sSet+((U Sd+ ∆n)
♭
, (X,W )) sSet+(Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n), (X,W ))

Ex+(η(X,W ))∗

∼=

Ex+((max∗)#)∗

∼=

(εSd+ ∆n )∗ (max!)
∗
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commute for all n ≥ 0.

Proof. For the first square, the top square in

sSet(∆n,Ex+(X,W )) sSet(∆n,Ex+(Ex+(X,W )#))

sSet+((∆n)
♭
,Ex+(X,W )

#
) sSet+(Sd+ ∆n,Ex+(X,W )

#
)

sSet+(Sd+ ∆n, (X,W )) sSet+(Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n), (X,W ))

(max∗)∗

∼= ∼=

max∗

∼= ∼=

Sd+(Umax∗)

commutes by definition and the bottom square commutes by naturality of adjunction bijections. The
desired square is identical to the outer square in this diagram.

For the second square, we show that each sub-diagram of

sSet(∆n,Ex+(X,W )) sSet(∆n,Ex+X
#) sSet(∆n,Ex+(Ex+(X,W )

#
))

sSet+(Sd+ ∆n, (X,W )) sSet+(Sd+ ∆n, X#) sSet+(Sd+ ∆n,Ex+(X,W )
#

)

sSet(U(Sd+ ∆n), X) sSet(U(Sd+ ∆n),Ex+(X,W ))

sSet+((U Sd+ ∆n)
♭
, (X,W )) sSet+(Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n), (X,W ))

Ex+(η(X,W ))∗

∼=

Ex+((max∗)#)∗

∼= ∼=

(η(X,W ))∗

(εSd+ ∆n )∗

((max∗)#)∗

∼= ϕ ∼=

∼= ψ

(max∗)∗

∼=θ

(max!)
∗

commutes. The desired equality is exactly the outer composite.
The top left and right squares commute by naturality of adjunction bijections. The middle right square

commutes by definition. We show the bottom left triangle and bottom right square commute by explicit
computation.

For the bottom left triangle, fix f : Sd+ ∆n → (X,W ). We apply the forgetful functor U : sSet+ → sSet

and calculate
U(ψϕ(η(X,W ) ◦ f)) = U(ψ(ϕ(η(X,W )) ◦ Uf))

= U(ψ(Uf))
= Uf (∗)
= Uf ◦ id
= Uf ◦ UεSd+ ∆n

= U(f ◦ εSd+ ∆n),

where (∗) holds since applying U to any map g obtained by the adjunction bijection ψ is exactly g.
For the bottom right square, fix f : U Sd+ ∆n → X . We calculate

θ(max∗ ◦ f) = θ(max∗) ◦ Sd+ f
= εX ◦max! ◦ Sd+ f by Lemma 9.1
= εX ◦ f ◦max! by naturality
= θ(f) ◦max!,

where εX denotes the counit X♭ → (X,W ) of the minimal marking adjunction.

Lemma 9.3. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ),
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1. the maps

Ex+(X,W ) Ex+

(
Ex+(X,W )

♮
)

max∗

Ex+(max∗)

are J-homotopic; and

2. the maps

Exop
+ (X,W ) Exop

+

(
Exop

+ (X,W )
♮
)

min∗

Ex+(min∗)

are J-homotopic.

Proof. We show (1), as (2) is dual.
For n ≥ 0, consider the (non-commuting) triangle

Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n) Sd+ ∆n

(U Sd+ ∆n)
♭

max!

Sd+(U max)

(∗)

The underlying simplicial set of the right and middle terms is the poset of subsets of [n] ordered by
containment. The underlying simplicial set of the left term is the poset of chains A0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Ak of subsets
of [n] ordered by containment. We identify the (underlying) maps above as monotone functions

sd(sd[n]) sd[n]

sd[n]

max!

Sd+(U max)

id

defined by

Sd+(U max)(A0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Ak) = {maxA0, . . . ,maxAk}

max!(A0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Ak) = Ak.

The natural containment {maxA0, . . . ,maxAk} ⊆ Ak induces a marked homotopy

Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n)× (∆1)
#
→ Sd+ ∆n

between the composites in Diagram (∗). The map

Sd+ J → (∆1)
#

which witnesses invertibility of (max∗)1(id(∆1)#) ∈ (Ex+ (∆1)
#

)1 induces a map

Sd+(U Sd+ J) Sd+ J (∆1)
#
.

max!

Let α denote the composite

Sd+(U Sd+(∆n × J)) Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n)× Sd+(U Sd+ J) Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n)× (∆1)
#

Sd+ ∆n
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(where the first map is induced by the universal property of the product). Pre-composition by α induces
a map

α∗ : Ex+(X,W )→ Ex+

(
Ex+(X,W )

#
)J

.

By Lemma 9.2, this map witnesses that the diagram

Ex+(X,W ) Ex+

(
Ex+(K,W )

#
)

Ex+X
#

max∗

Ex+ η(X,W ) Ex+((max∗)#)

commutes up to J-homotopy.
Note that, for f : Sd+ ∆n → (X,W ), the map

fα : Sd+(U Sd+ ∆n)→ (X,W )

sends weak equivalences to equivalences as f does by Proposition 8.1. Thus, α∗ factors as

Ex+(X,W )× J Ex+(Ex+(X,W )#)

Ex+(Ex+(X,W )
♮
)

β

α∗

Ex+ η

We show that β is the desired homotopy by verifying its endpoints evaluate to max∗ and Ex+(max∗),
respectively. The diagram

Ex+(X,W ) Ex+(Ex+(X,W )
♮
)

Ex+(Ex+(X,W )
#

)

max∗

Ex+(X,W )♮

max∗

Ex+(X,W )#

Ex+ η

commutes by naturality of max∗ : U ⇒ Ex+ applied to the inclusion Ex+(X,W )
♮
→֒ Ex+(X,W )

#
. From

this, we have that

Ex+ η ◦max∗
Ex+(X,W )♮

= max∗
Ex+(X,W )#

= α∗|Ex+(X,W )×{0} = Ex+ η ◦ β|Ex+(X,W )×{0},

which implies max∗
Ex+(X,W )♮

= β|Ex+(X,W )×{0} as Ex+ η is monic. For the other endpoint, the diagram

(X,W ) Ex+(X,W )
♮

X# Ex+(X,W )
#

max∗

η′ η

(max∗)#

commutes as it commutes after applying U : sSet+ → sSet. Thus, this diagram commutes after applying
Ex+ : sSet+ → sSet. Hence,

Ex+ η ◦ Ex+ max∗ = Ex+ (max∗)# ◦ Ex+ η
′ = α∗|Ex+(X,W )×{1} = Ex+ η ◦ β|Ex+(X,W )×{1},

which implies Ex+ max∗ = β|Ex+(X,W )×{1} as Ex+ η is monic.
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Corollary 9.4. For a marked quasicategory (C,W ) satisfying CLF, the (underlying) maps in the diagram

Ex+(C,W )
♮

Ex+

(
Ex+(C,W )

♮
)♮

max∗

Ex+(max∗)
♮

are E1-homotopic.

Proof. The underlying maps are J-homotopic by Lemma 9.3. The result follows since the codomain is a
quasicategory.

Corollary 9.5. For a marked quasicategory (C,W ) satisfying CLF, the map

Ex+(max∗) : Ex+(C,W )→ Ex+

(
Ex+(C,W )

♮
)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. This map is E1-homotopic to max∗ (Corollary 9.4), which is an equivalence (Theorem 8.4).

With this, we may prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 9.6. Let (C,W ) be a marked quasicategory

1. If (C,W ) satisfies CLF then max∗ : C → Ex+(C,W ) is the localization of C at W .

2. If (C,W ) satisfies CRF then min∗ : C → Exop
+ (C,W ) is the localization of C at W .

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.
Let γ : C → C[W−1] be the localization of C at W . By Proposition 8.1, we have the following diagram

of maps

C Ex+(C,W )

C[W−1]

max∗

γ
F

which commutes up to natural equivalence. This implies the map

max∗
C[W−1] : C[W

−1]→ Ex+(C[W−1]
♮
)

is E1-homotopic to the composite Ex+(γ) ◦ F since

(Ex+(γ) ◦ F ◦ γ) ∼ (Ex+(γ) ◦max∗) = (max∗ ◦ γ),

where the equality follows from naturality. Moreover, this diagram ascends to a diagram of marked
simplicial sets

(C,W ) Ex+(C,W )♮

C[W−1]
♮

max∗

γ
F
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whose underlying maps commute up to E1-homotopy. By Proposition 8.2, the bottom right triangle in

C[W−1] Ex+(C,W )

Ex+(C[W−1]
♮
) Ex+(Ex+(C,W )

♮
)

F

max∗ Ex+(max∗)Ex+(γ)

Ex+ F

commutes up to E1-homotopy. As the vertical maps are equivalences (by Theorem 8.4 and Corollary 9.5,
respectively), the map F is an equivalence by 2-out-of-6.

Corollary 9.7. Let C be a quasicategory. Then Ex C is a Kan complex if and only if C# admits the
calculus of left fractions.

Proof. If Ex C is a Kan complex, then by the first part of Theorem 7.5, we get that C# admits the calculus
of left fractions. The converse follows from Theorem 9.6 and Remark 7.3.

Remark 9.8. A special case of Corollary 9.7 for the nerve of a category was observed in [LTW79,
Rmk. 5.8] (where it is attributed to Fritsch and Latch) and proven in [MO15, Thm. 2.1]. Note that a fully
marked category C# satisfies CLF if and only if it satisfies proper CLF, and hence the result above indeed
generalizes those of [LTW79,MO15].

Example 9.9. Recall that a localization γ : C → C[W−1] is reflective is γ admits a full and faithful
right adjoint. These are occasionally referred to simply as localizations, e.g., [Lur09, Def. 5.2.7.2]. In
view of Corollary 6.6, these are therefore necessarily of the form max∗ : C → Ex+(C,W ) (as described in
Theorem 9.6) where W is the collection of maps in C inverted by γ. Dually, a coreflective localization is
of the form min∗ : C → Exop

+ (C,W ).

Properties of the localization

10 Mapping spaces in the localization

In this section, we give explicit descriptions for the mapping spaces in Ex+(C,W ) and Exop
+ (C,W ). To

do so, we give two constructions of the “marked slice” category. Mirroring the usual slice construction,
both are defined by mapping out of “marked cones” over an n-simplex. We form one version of the marked
cone using the product; the other is formed using the join. These allow us to define the simplicial set
of fractions between two objects in a quasicategory (Definition 10.4), whic yields our first description of
the mapping space (Theorem 10.5). Our second description of the mapping spaces in Ex+(C,W ) is as a
colimit of mapping spaces in C (Corollary 10.9), indexed by the marked slice category.

Define a cosimplicial object CL : ∆→ (sSet+)∗ by the pushout

(∆n)
♭

∆0

(∆n)♭ × (∆1)
#

CL∆n

i0

p

[i0]

We regard CL∆n as pointed with distinguished basepoint [i0].
Geometrically, one thinks of CL∆n as a prism ∆n ×∆1 which has been quotiented to a cone at the

0-endpoint. The 1-simplices which extend from the cone point to the original n-simplex are exactly the
marked 1-simplices of CL∆n.
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This induces a functor CL : sSet → (sSet+)∗ via extension by colimits which sends a simplicial set X
to the pushout

X ∆0

X × (∆1)
#

CLX

i0

p

[i0]

with distinguished basepoint [i0]. The additional assignment

CL([1]
#

) := colim




(∆1)
#

∆0

(∆1)
#
× (∆1)

#

i0




extends CL to a functor sSet+ → (sSet+)∗. Pre-composition gives a functor − ↓ − : (sSet+)∗ → sSet+
defined, on an object (X,W, x), by

(x ↓W )n := (sSet+)∗(CL∆n, (X,W, x)).

We refer to x ↓W as the marked slice under x, as it is the simplicial subset of the “fat” slice under x
(cf. [Lur09, §4.2.1]) spanned by 0-simplices (y, x→ y) such that x → y is in W . Explicitly, an n-simplex
of x ↓W is a map u : ∆n ×∆1 → X such that

• the restriction u|∆n×{0} is constant at the 0-simplex x; and

• for i = 0, . . . , n, the 1-simplex u|(i,0)≤(i,1) : ∆1 → X is marked.

A 1-simplex u : (∆1)2 → X is marked if the restriction u|(0,1)≤(1,1) : ∆1 → X is a marked 1-simplex. Note
the map

(∆n)
♭
× (∆1)

#
→ CL∆n

induces a natural inclusion
x ↓W → (X,W )(∆

1)
#

by pre-composition. We write Πx for the composite

x ↓W →֒ (X,W )(∆
1)

# i∗1−→ (X,W )

which we refer to as the projection map.
We similarly define a cosimplicial object CR∆n by the pushout,

(∆n)
♭

∆0

(∆n)♭ × (∆1)
#

CR∆n

i1

p

[i1]

which one thinks of as a prism (∆n)♭ × (∆1)
#

which has been quotiented to a cone at the 1-endpoint.
This defines a functor CR : sSet+ → (sSet+)∗ via extension by colimits (with an analogous definition on

∆1#). Its right adjoint − ↓− : (sSet+)∗ → sSet+ is defined by

(W ↓ x)n := (sSet+)∗(CR∆n, (X,W, x)).
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We refer to W ↓ x as the marked slice over x. This functor comes with a natural projection map

W ↓ x →֒ (X,W )(∆
1)

# i∗0−→ (X,W )

Note that for (X,W, x) ∈ (sSet+)∗, there is an isomorphism

(x ↓W )op ∼= W op ↓ x

natural in (X,W, x).
The following proposition follows by construction.

Proposition 10.1. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ) and x ∈ X0, the squares

x ↓W (X,W )(∆
1)

#

∆0 (X,W )

y
i∗0

x

W ↓ x (X,W )(∆
1)

#

∆0 (X,W )

y
i∗1

x

are pullbacks.

Proposition 10.2. Let x ∈ X be a 0-simplex in a marked simplicial set (X,W ) such that W is strongly
closed under composition.

1. If X is a quasicategory then x ↓W and W ↓ x are quasicategories.

2. If (X,W ) satisfies CLF then x ↓W satisfies CLF.

3. If (X,W ) satisfies CRF then W ↓ x satisfies CRF.

Proof. For (1), applying [Lur09, Cor. 2.4.7.12] to the map ∆0 x
−→ X gives that x ↓W → ∆0 is a fibration.

Dually, W ↓ x→ ∆0 is a fibration.
For (2), the result for x ↓W follows from Lemma 6.11, as x ↓W → ∆0 is a pullback of a map which

has the right lifting property against {Lnk →֒
∗Lnk | n ≥ 2, 0 < k ≤ n} by Proposition 10.1.

The proof of (3) is dual.

We now describe an alternate construction of the marked cone and slice using the join rather than the
product. Let CL∗ : sSet→ (sSet+)∗ denote the functor which sends a simplicial set X to the simplicial set
∆0 ∗X (whose distinguished point is the cone point), where every 1-simplex connected to the cone point
is marked. This functor has a right adjoint (sSet+)∗ → sSet which sends (X,W, x) to the simplicial set

(x ↓∗ W )n := (sSet+)∗(CL∗ ∆n, (X,W, x)).

Explicitly, x ↓∗ W is the simplicial subset of the ordinary slice category under x spanned by 0-simplices
(y, x→ y) such that x→ y is in W . The map CL∆n → CL∗ ∆n induced by the square

(∆n)
♭

∆0

(∆n)
♭
× (∆1)

#
CL∗ ∆n

i0 ⊥

(i,0) 7→i

(i,1) 7→⊥

commutes with faces and degeneracies. Thus, pre-composition induces a map

x ↓∗ W → x ↓W
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which is natural in (X,W, x). Analogously, one defines a functor CR∗ : sSet→ (sSet+)∗ and a map CR∆n →
CR∗ ∆n, which induces a map

W ↓∗ x→W ↓ x.

Proposition 10.3. Let x be an object in a marked quasicategory (C,W ). The maps

x ↓∗ W → x ↓W, W ↓∗ x→W ↓ x

are categorical equivalences.

Proof. These maps are restrictions onto full subcategories of the canonical equivalences from the ordinary
slice to the “fat” slice ([Lur09, Prop. 4.2.1.5]).

For the remainder of this section, we work with the marked “fat” slice x ↓W rather than the marked
ordinary slice x ↓∗ W .

With this, we introduce the following auxiliary construction.

Definition 10.4. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set and x, y ∈ X be 0-simplices.

1. The simplicial set LF(X,W )(x, y) of left fractions from x to y is the pullback

LF(X,W )(x, y) (x ↓X,W )

y ↓W (X,W )

y
Πx

Πy

in sSet+.

2. The simplicial set LF(X,W )(x, y) of right fractions from x to y is the pullback

RF(X,W )(x, y) (X ↓ y,W )

W ↓ x (X,W )

y
Πy

Πx

in sSet+.

Our interest in the simplicial set of left (and right) fractions is in modelling the mapping space of the
localization.

Theorem 10.5. Let (X,W ) be a marked simplicial set and x, y be 0-simplices. There are isomorphisms

mapL(Ex+(X,W ), x, y) ∼= Ex+(LF(X,W )(x, y)),

mapR(Exop
+ (X,W ), x, y) ∼= Exop

+ (RF(X,W )(x, y))

natural in (X,W ) and x, y.

The proof of Theorem 10.5 will require some additional definitions and lemmas. We present these only
for Sd+ and Ex+, omitting their dual statements, as their primary purpose is in proving Theorem 10.5.
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Observe that the left mapping space of a quasicategory arises as pre-composition by a cosimplicial
object. For n ≥ 0, let ∆n+1/∂0 denote the simplicial set obtained by the pushout

∆n ∆0

∆n+1 ∆n+1/∂0

∂0
p

[∂0]

Let q denote the quotient map ∆n+1 → ∆n+1/∂0. We regard ∆n+1/∂0 as bi-pointed at 0 and [∂0]. The
left mapping space mapL : sSet∗∗ → sSet is exactly the induced functor given by pre-composition, i.e.

mapL(X, x, y)n := sSet∗∗((∆n+1/∂0, 0, [∂0]), (X, x, y)).

Define a map f : ∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n → Sd+ ∆n+1 by

f(A) :=

{
{0} A = ⊥

∂0(A) ∪ {0} otherwise.

This formula defines a map on the underlying simplicial sets as the domain and codomain are nerves of
posets. One verifies this map sends marked 1-simplices to marked 1-simplices. We also define a map

g : Sd+ ∆n × (∆1)
#
→ Sd+ ∆n+1 by

g(A, t) :=

{
∂0(A) if t = 0

∂0(A) ∪ {0} if t = 1.

Lemma 10.6. The square

Sd+ ∆n Sd+ ∆n × (∆1)
#

∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n Sd+ ∆n+1

id ×{1}

i1 g

f

is a pushout.

Proof. The square commutes by definition. Given a non-degenerate simplex (A0 ( · · · ( An) of Sd+ ∆n+1,
we show this simplex is in the image of f or g by case analysis on A0. Moreover, we show the intersection
of the images is the image of the composite map in the square. This suffices as each map in the square is
injective.

If A0 = {0} then this simplex is in the image of f as

(A0 ( A1 ( · · · ( An) = f(⊥ ( σ0(A1 − {0}) ( · · · ( σ0(An − {0})).

Note this simplex is not contained in the image of g as {0} is not contained in the image of g.
If A0 does not contain 0 then let i = 0, . . . , n be maximal such that 0 6∈ Ai. Applying g to the n-simplex

(σ0(A0), 0) ( · · · ( (σ0(Ai), 0) ( (σ0(Ai+1), 1) ( · · · ( (σ0(An), 1)

gives exactly (A0 ( · · · ( An). Note this simplex is not contained in the image of f as the 0-simplices in
the image of f are subsets that contain 0.

The simplices that remain in our case analysis are exactly those in the set of non-degenerate simplices
defined by

{(A0 ( · · · ( An) | {0} ( A0}.
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Note the previous argumens show that the intersection of the images of f and g must be contained
in this set. However, this set is contained in the image of the composite map since, for an n-simplex
(A0 ( · · · ( An) in this set, we have equalities

(f ◦ i1)(σ0(A0 − {0}) ( · · · ( σ0(An − {0})) = ∂0σ0(A0 − {0}) ∪ {0} ( · · · ( ∂0σ0(An − {0}) ∪ {0})

= (A0 ( · · · ( An),

and

(g ◦ (id×{1}))(σ0(A0 − {0}) ( · · · ( σ0(An − {0}))

= ∂0σ0(A0 − {0}) ∪ {0} ( · · · ( ∂0σ0(An − {0}) ∪ {0})

= (A0 ( · · · ( An).

This gives both that the intersection of the images is the image of the composite and that every non-
degenerate n-simplex of Sd+ ∆n+1 is contained in either the image of f or the image of g.

The square

Sd+ ∆n ∆0

Sd+ ∆n × (∆1)
#

Sd+ ∆n+1 Sd+(∆n+1/∂0)

id ×{0} [∂0]

g q

induces a map [g] : CL(Sd+ ∆n) → Sd+(∆n+1/∂0) by universal property of the pushout. This map gives
a commutative square

(∅→ Sd+ ∆n)
(
{[i0]} → CL(Sd+ ∆n)

)

(
{⊥} → ∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n

) (
{0, [∂0]} → Sd+(∆n+1/∂0)

)

i1

[g]

qf

in the arrow category sSet+
[1]. One verifies these maps are natural in n, so that for a marked simplicial

set (X,W ) and x, y ∈ X , this induces a commutative square

mapL(Ex+(X,W ), x, y) Ex+(x ↓ (X,W ))

Ex+(y ↓W ) Ex+(X,W )

(qf)∗

[g]∗ Ex+ Πx

Ex+ Πy

by pre-composition, where one verifies that Ex+ Πx is identical to the pre-composition map with (∅ →֒
Sd+ ∆n) →֒ ({⊥} → ∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n) and Ex+ Πy is identical to the pre-composition map with (∅ →֒
Sd+ ∆n) →֒ ({[i0]} → CL(Sd+ ∆n)).

Lemma 10.7. 1. The square

(∅→ Sd+ ∆n)
(
{[i0]} → CL(Sd+ ∆n)

)

(
{⊥} → ∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n

) (
{0, [∂0]} → Sd+(∆n+1/∂0)

)

i1

[g]

qf

is a pushout in the arrow category sSet+
[1].
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2. For a marked simplicial set (X,W ) and x, y ∈ X, the square

mapL(Ex+(X,W ), x, y) Ex+(x ↓X,W )

Ex+(y ↓W ) Ex+(X,W )

(qf)∗

[g]∗ Ex+ Πx

Ex+ Πy

is a pullback in sSet.

Proof. For (1), it is clear that the domains form a pushout square. For the codomains, we consider the
diagram

Sd+ ∆n ∆0

Sd+ ∆n Sd+ ∆n × (∆1)
#

CL(Sd+ ∆n)

∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n Sd+ ∆n+1 Sd+(∆n+1/∂0)

i0

p

[i0]

i1

i1
p

g [g]

f

The bottom left square is a pushout by Lemma 10.6. The top right square is a pushout by definition
of CL : sSet → (sSet+)∗. The right composite square is a pushout as Sd+ preserves colimits, hence the
bottom right square is a pushout. This gives that the bottom composite square is a pushout.

For statement (2), fix n ≥ 0 and consider the product of co-spans

1 sSet+({⊥}, {x, y}) sSet+
[1]

(
({⊥} → ∆0 ∗ Sd+ ∆n), ({x, y} → (X,W ))

)

1 sSet+(∅, {x, y}) sSet+
[1] ((∅→ Sd+ ∆n), ({x, y} → (X,W )))

1 sSet+({[i0]}, {x, y}) sSet+
[1](({[i0]} → CL(Sd+ ∆n)), ({x, y} → (X,W )))

⊥7→x

id (∅→{⊥})∗ i∗1

!

[i0] 7→y

id (∅→{[i0]})
∗ i∗1

where the right horizontal arrows are given by applying the domain projection sSet+
[1] → sSet+. The

pullback of each horizontal co-span gives the co-span

Ex+(x ↓X,W )n

Ex+(y ↓ (X,W ))n Ex+(X,W )n

(Ex+ Πx)n

(Ex+ Πy)n

As limits commute with limits, this pullback is computed by the pullback of the pullbacks of the vertical
co-spans. The co-span

sSet+
[1](({0, [∂0]} → Sd+(∆n+1/∂0)), ({x, y} → (X,W )))

1 sSet+({⊥, [i0]} → {x, y})
⊥7→x

[i0] 7→y

is the pullback of the vertical co-spans as the contravariant Yoneda embedding takes colimits to limits. In
particular, our computation of the top right corner follows from statement (1). This pullback is exactly
the n-simplices of the left mapping space of Ex+(X,W ) from x to y.
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With this, we may prove Theorem 10.5, giving our first description of the mapping spaces in the
localization.

Proof of Theorem 10.5. The first isomorphism follows from Proposition 10.1 and item (2) of Lemma 10.7,
as Ex+ : sSet+ → sSet preserves pullbacks. The second is dual.

For our second description of the mapping spaces in the localization, which will mirror the classical
description of mapping spaces (cf. Theorem 1.8), we make use of the following colimit computation.

Theorem 10.8. For a Grothendieck universe U , let x, y be objects in a locally U-small quasicategory C.

1. Suppose U(y↓W ) is finally U-small. Then, the Kan fibrant replacement of the (underlying) simplicial
set of left fractions LF(C,W )(x, y) from x to y models the ∞-colimit of the functor

U(y ↓W )
UΠ
−−→ C

C(x,−)
−−−−→ S.

That is, there is an equivalence of Kan complexes

colim (C(x,−) ◦ UΠ ◦ i) ≃ U(LF(C,W )(x, y))[LF(C,W )(x, y)−1
1 ].

2. Suppose U(W ↓x) is finally U-small. Then, the Kan fibrant replacement of the (underlying) simplicial
set of right fractions RF(C,W )(x, y) from x to y models the ∞-colimit of the functor

U(W ↓ x)op
(UΠ)op

−−−−−→ Cop
C(−,y)
−−−−→ S.

That is, there is an equivalence of Kan complexes

colim (C(−, y) ◦ (UΠ)op ◦ i) ≃ U(RF(C,W )(x, y))[RF(C,W )(x, y)−1
1 ].

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.
By [Lur09, Cor. 3.3.4.6], the colimit of any functor F : C → S is computed by the Kan fibrant replace-

ment of the domain of the left fibration classified by F . Thus, it suffices to show the functor C(x,−) ◦ Π
classifies the left fibration LF(C,W )(x, y)→ y ↓W .

Applying [Cis19, Cor. 5.3.21], the right square in

LF(C,W )(x, y) x ↓ C S∗

y ↓W C S

y

Π C(x,−)

is a homotopy pullback (in the Joyal model structure) as C(x,−) classifies the left fibration x ↓ C → C.
The left square is a homotopy pullback as a pullback along a left fibration. Thus, the composite square is
a homotopy pullback by [Cis19, Cor. 5.3.21], which suffices.

This gives a description of mapping spaces in the localization as a filtered colimit of mapping spaces
in C indexed by the marked slice category.

Corollary 10.9. For a Grothendieck universe U , let x, y be objects in a marked quasicategory (C,W )
which is locally U-small.

1. If U(y ↓W ) is finally U-small and (C,W ) satisfies CLF then there is an equivalence

mapL(Ex+(C,W ), x, y) ≃ colim(C(x,−) ◦ UΠ)

which is natural in x, y and (C,W ).
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2. If U(W ↓ x) is finally U-small and (C,W ) satisfies CRF then there is an equivalence

mapR(Exop
+ (C,W ), x, y) ≃ colim(C(−, y) ◦ UΠop)

which is natural in x, y and (C,W ).

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is analogous.
By Theorem 10.5, we have an isomorphism

mapL(Ex+(C,W ), x, y) ∼= Ex+(LF(C,W )(x, y)),

natural in (C,W ), x, and y. As the left simplicial set is Kan, the right one is. The marked 1-simplices in
LF(C,W )(x, y) are closed under composition as W is strongly closed under composition. Thus, Theorem 7.5
gives that LF(C,W )(x, y) satisfies CLF. By Theorem 9.6, the map

max∗ : ULF(C,W )(x, y)→ Ex+(LF(C,W )(x, y))

is the localization of LF(C,W )(x, y). As the codomain is Kan, this map is also the localization of ULF(C,W )(x, y)
at all maps, i.e. the Kan fibrant replacement of ULF(C,W )(x, y). The result then follows by Theo-
rem 10.8.

11 (Co)limits in the localization

This section fully establishes the quasicategorical analogue of Theorem 1.8, giving conditions for the
existence of (co)limits in the localization (Theorem 11.7). Following the argument given in [GZ67, Ch. 1],
we prove this by showing the categories x ↓ W and W ↓ x are filtered if W is closed under 2-out-of-3
(Corollary 11.5). In fact, we show more generally that, in the presence of either CLF (or CRF) on a
maximally-marked quasicategory C#, being (co)filtered is equivalent to being weakly contractible (Corol-
lary 11.4). From this, one concludes that the mapping spaces in Ex+(C,W ) are filtered colimits of the
mapping spaces in C.

Define a cosimplicial object ŝd : ∆→ sSet+ which sends [n] to the preorder on the set

{A ⊆ [n] | A 6= ∅}

where
A0 ≤ A1 := maxA0 ≤ maxA1.

We view this preorder as a simplicial set marked at E1-equivalences (i.e. a 1-simplex A0 ≤ A1 is marked if

maxA0 = maxA1). Let Ŝd : sSet→ sSet+ denote its extension by colimits. Note the commutative triangle
of cosimplicial objects

sd+ [n] ŝd [n]

[n]

max max

induces a commutative triangle

Sd+X ŜdX

X♭

max!
max!

where each map is natural in X .
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Proposition 11.1. For a simplicial set X,

1. the map max! : ŜdX → X♭ is an E1-homotopy equivalence;

2. each map in the triangle

Sd+X ŜdX

X♭

max! max!

is a weak equivalence.

Proof. 1. The map f : [n]→ ŝd[n] defined by i 7→ {i} commutes with faces and degeneracies. Moreover,

for A ∈ ŝd[n], we have that A ≤ {maxA} is an equivalence. This induces a homotopy ŝd[n]×E[1]→

ŝd[n] from the identity to f ◦max which also commutes with faces and degeneracies. Thus, this map

induces a section X♭ → ŜdX to the map max! : ŜdX → X♭, along with a homotopy ŜdX × E1 →

ŜdX from the identity to f! ◦max!.

2. Lemma 8.3 shows the map max: sd+[n]→ [n] is a homotopy equivalence. By [Cis19, Prop. 3.1.14],
the left map in the triangle is a weak equivalence. The right map is a weak equivalence by (1). Thus,
the top map is by 2-out-of-3.

Corollary 11.2. For a simplicial set X, each map in the triangle

(Sd+X) ∗∆0 (ŜdX) ∗∆0

X♭ ∗∆0

max!∗∆
0 max!∗∆

0

is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 3.9 using an argument analogous to the proof of Proposition 11.1.

Recall (cf. [Lur09, Def. 5.3.1.7]) that a simplicial set X is filtered if every map K → X from a finite
simplicial set K (i.e. K has finitely many non-degenerate simplices) admits a lift to a map K ∗∆0 → X .
Dually, X is cofiltered if every such map K → X admits a lift to a map ∆0 ∗K → X .

Lemma 11.3. If a quasicategory has the right lifting property against the set of maps

{Sd∂∆n →֒ Sd ∆n | n ≥ 0}

then it is filtered.

Proof. Let C be a quasi-category with the right lifting property against {Sd∂∆n →֒ Sd ∆n | n ≥ 0}. By
[Lur09, Lem. 5.3.1.12], it suffices to check that every map ∂∆n → C admits a lift to a map ∂∆n ∗∆0 → C.
That is, it suffices to show C has the right lifting property against the set of maps

{∂∆n →֒ (∂∆n) ∗∆0 | n ≥ 0}.
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The square

Sd+ ∂∆n Ŝd ∂∆n

(Sd+ ∂∆n) ∗∆0 (Ŝd ∂∆n) ∗∆0

induces a map from the pushout, which we denote by f : P → (Ŝd ∂∆n) ∗ ∆0. The horizontal maps are
weak equivalences by Proposition 11.1 and Corollary 11.2, respectively. Thus, f is a weak equivalence by
2-out-of-3. One verifies f is a monomorphism, thus it is an acyclic cofibration.

As C has the right lifting property against the set {Sd∂∆n →֒ Sd ∆n | n ≥ 0}, its maximal marking
C# has the right lifting property against the set of maps

{Sd+ ∂∆n →֒ (Sd+ ∂∆n) ∗∆0 | n ≥ 0}

by adjointness (as Sd ∆n ∼= U(Sd+ ∂∆n ∗ ∆0)). Thus, it has the right lifting property against the map

Ŝd ∂∆n →֒ P .
Given a map u : ∂∆n → C, this gives that the composite

Ŝd ∂∆n max!−−−→ (∂∆n)
♭ u♭

−→ C♭ →֒ C#

lifts to a map
v : P → C#.

As this composite sends marked 1-simplices to degeneracies and Ŝd ∂∆n →֒ P is surjective on 1-simplices,
we may view v as a map P → C♮.

The map P → (Ŝd ∂∆n) ∗∆0 is an acyclic cofibration and C♮ is fibrant, hence v lifts to a map

v : (Ŝd ∂∆n) ∗∆0 → C♮.

Applying naturality to the section i : (∂∆n)
♭
→ Ŝd ∂∆n defined in Proposition 11.1 gives a commutative

square:

(∂∆n)
♭

Ŝd ∂∆n

(∂∆n)
♭
∗∆0 (Ŝd ∂∆n) ∗∆0

i

i∗∆0

The (underlying) map v ◦ (i ∗∆0) is the desired lift.

(∂∆n)
♭

Ŝd ∂∆n (∂∆n)
♭

C♭ C♮

(∂∆n)
♭
∗∆0 (Ŝd ∂∆n) ∗∆0

i max! u♭

i∗∆0

v

Corollary 11.4. Let C be a quasicategory.

1. If C# satisfies CLF then C is filtered if and only if the Kan fibrant replacement of C is contractible.

2. If C# satisfies CRF then C is cofiltered if and only if the Kan fibrant replacemnt of C is contractible.
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Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.
For the forward direction, apply [Lur09, Lem. 5.3.1.18]. For the converse, Theorem 9.6 shows that

Ex+ C
# ∼= Ex C is a Kan fibrant replacement of C. By adjointness, Ex C is contractible if and only if C has

the right lifting property with respect to the set of maps {Sd ∂∆n →֒ Sd ∆n | n ≥ 0}. This then follows
from Lemma 11.3.

We can now show that if W is closed under 2-out-of-3 then the marked slice category is filtered.

Corollary 11.5. Let x be an object in a marked quasicategory (C,W ) such that W is closed under 2-out-
of-3.

1. The underlying simplicial set U(x ↓W ) of the marked slice under x is filtered.

2. The underlying simplicial set U(W ↓ x) of the marked slice over x is cofiltered.

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.

As W is closed under 2-out-of-3, every 1-simplex of x ↓W is marked. That is, x ↓W = U(x ↓W )
#

. As
x↓W satisfies CLF by Proposition 10.2 and Corollary 11.4, it suffices to show the Kan fibrant replacement

of U(x↓W ) is contractible. This follows as x↓W is a quasicategory with an initial object (x, x
xσ1−−→ x).

From this, it follows that the localization functor C → Ex+(C,W ) preserves colimits. The proofs
presented here follow the arguments given in [GZ67, Ch. 1].

Lemma 11.6. Let (C,W ) be a marked quasicategory.

1. If (C,W ) satisfies CLF then every co-equalizer diagram ∆1 ∪∂∆1 ∆1 → Ex+(C,W ) is E1-homotopic
to one which factors through max∗ : C → Ex+(C,W ).

2. If (C,W ) satisfies CRF then every equalizer diagram ∆1 ∪∂∆1 ∆1 → Exop
+ (C,W ) is E1-homotopic to

one which factors through min∗ : C → Exop
+ (C,W ).

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.
Fix a co-equaliser diagram F , which we view as a map Sd+ ∆1 ∪{0,1} Sd+ ∆1 → (C,W ) as in the

diagram:
y1

x y

y2

f1

f2

w1

∼

w2

∼

As (C,W ) satisfies CLF, the span (w1, w2) may be completed to a commutative square as in the diagram:

y y1

y2 y3

w1

∼

w2 ∼
v0

∼ v1∼

v2
∼

Let v1f1 : x → y3 be a composite of f1 and v1 and let v2f2 : x → y3 be a composite of f2 and v2. The
diagram

x y1 y

x y3 y3

f1

v1f1 v1

w1

v0v0

v1f1

x y2 y

x y3 y3

f2

v2f2 v2

w2

v0v0

v2f2
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depicts a marked homotopy (Sd+ ∆1 ∪{0,1} Sd+ ∆1) × (∆1)
#
→ (C,W ) from F to [v1f1, v2f2] ◦ max!

(note the outer vertical 1-simplices in each component of the diagram are identified). This induces an
E1-homotopy in Ex+(C,W ) from F to max∗ ◦ [v1f1, v2f2].

With this, we may state a complete quasicategorical analogue of Theorem 1.8, giving a criterion for
the existence of colimits in the localization.

Theorem 11.7. Let (C,W ) be a marked quasicategory which is locally U-small where W is closed under
2-out-of-3.

1. Suppose (C,W ) satisfies CLF and that, for any object x ∈ C, the marked slice U(x ↓W ) over x is
finally U-small. Then,

a) for any finite colimit cone λ : K ∗∆0 → C, the composite

max∗ ◦ λ : K ∗∆0 → Ex+(C,W )

is a colimit cone; and

b) if C admits all finite colimits then Ex+(C,W ) admits all finite colimits.

2. Suppose (C,W ) satisfies CRF and that, for any object x ∈ C, the marked slice U(W ↓ x) under x is
finally U-small. Then,

a) for any finite limit cone λ : K ∗∆0 → C, the composite

min∗ ◦ λ : K ∗∆0 → Exop
+ (C,W )

is a limit cone; and

b) if C admits all finite limits then Exop
+ (C,W ) admits all finite limits.

Proof. We prove (1), as (2) is formally dual.
For (a), let F denote the restriction λ|K : K → C of λ to K and let colimF denote the value of λ at the

cone point. It suffices to show colimF , as an object in Ex+(C,W ), represents the functor of cones under
max∗ ◦ F . That is, for every object x ∈ Ex+(C,W ), we show that the canonical map

ϕ : Ex+(C,W )(colimF, x)→ lim

(
Kop max∗◦F

−−−−−→ Ex+(C,W )op
Ex+(C,W )(−,x)
−−−−−−−−−−→ S

)

is an equivalence of Kan complexes.
Let G : Kop × U(x ↓W )→ S denote the composite map

Kop × U(x ↓W )
F op×Πx−−−−−→ Cop × C

C(−,−)
−−−−→ S.

We show there is a natural E1-homotopy from ϕ to the canonical map

colim
U(x↓W )

(lim
Kop

G)→ lim
Kop

( colim
U(x↓W )

G).

As U(x ↓W ) is filtered (Corollary 11.5), the result would then follow since filtered colimits commute with
finite limits (cf. ([Lur09, Prop. 5.3.3.3])).

Comparing the codomains of ϕ and the canonical map, the diagram colimU(x↓W )G : Kop → S is
naturally E1-homotopic to the diagram

Kop max∗◦F
−−−−−→ Ex+(C,W )

Ex+(C,W )(−,x)
−−−−−−−−−−→ S
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by Corollary 10.9. Comparing the domains, the diagram limKop G : U(x ↓ W ) → S is naturally E1-
homotopic to the diagram

U(x ↓W )
Πx−−→ C

C(colimF,−)
−−−−−−−−→ S

as the Yoneda embedding Y : Cop → SC takes colimF = lim(F op) to lim(Y ◦F op) (cf. [Lur09, Prop. 5.1.3.2]).
Thus, the colimit of limKop G is naturally equivalent to the mapping space Ex+(C,W )(colimF, x) by Corol-
lary 10.9.

For (b), this follows from (a) by Lemma 11.6.

Application to discrete homotopy theory

In the remainder of the paper, we describe an application of our theory to the area of discrete homotopy
theory, which is a combinatorially meaningful homotopy theory of graphs. We begin with an overview
of the field of discrete homotopy theory, which culminates with the construction of an (∞, 1)-category
of graphs N�Graph. This (∞, 1)-category is not quite the correct object, being the localization of the
category of graphs at the class of homotopy equivalences, not weak equivalences. We show however that
the pair (N�Graph,weak equiv’s) satisfies calculus of right fractions and hence Theorem 9.6 can be used
to compute the localization. This then allows us to prove that the functor N : Graph → cSet constructed
in [CK22a] ascends to a representable functor between the corresponding (∞, 1)-categories.

Throughout, we freely use the language of cubical homotopy theory, including the model structures
on cubical sets and cubical categories. The reader unfamiliar with these notions may wish to consult
Appendices A and B, where the requisite background is collected.

12 Background on discrete homotopy theory

Discrete homotopy theory, introduced by Barcelo and collaborators in [BKLW01,BBdLL06], is a novel
approach to the homotopy theory of graphs. The usual viewpoint on graphs in algebraic topology is
that they are 1-dimensional CW-complexes and hence their homotopy type is completely determined by
the Euler characteristic χ(X) of each connected component, defined as the number of vertices minus the
number of edges. The corresponding homotopy type is then the coproduct of Eilenberg–Mac Lane spaces
K(F1−χ(X), 1), where F1−χ(X) is the free group on 1− χ(X) generators. As indicated, discrete homotopy
theory departs from this view, instead defining homotopy groups of a graph to carry combinatorial meaning.
Consequently, it is possible for graphs to have non-trivial homotopy groups in any number of degrees.

The origins of discrete homotopy theory go back to the work of Atkin [Atk74, Atk76], a physicist,
who began developing homotopy theory of simplicial complexes to model certain social and technological
networks. Kramer and Laubenbacher made these ideas mathematically precise [KL98], while Barcelo
[BKLW01, BBdLL06] realized that the natural framework for them lies in the category of graphs, which
initiated a systematic study of the field.

Since then, the area of discrete homotopy theory has found a number of applications, including in
combinatorics (to hyperplane arrangements and matroid theory) and, more recently, in topological data
analysis [BCW14,MZ19].

We begin our introduction to the subject with the definition of a graph:

Definition 12.1.

1. A graph is a set G with a symmetric and reflexive relation ∼. The elements of G are called vertices
and two vertices v and w are connected by an edge if v ∼ w.

2. A graph map f : (G,∼)→ (H,∼) is a function f : G→ H between sets preserving the relation.
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3. The category of graphs and graph maps is denoted Graph.

In other words, our graphs are reflexive graphs without multiple edges. When depicting graphs we
will omit the loops on each vertex. We will generally omit the relation from the notation used for graphs,
denoting graphs simply with capital letters G, H , K, . . .

We mention the following examples of graphs:

Example 12.2.

1. The graph Im has, as vertices, the integers 0, 1, . . . , m and i ∼ j whenever |i− j| = 1. For instance,
we can depict I3 as follows:

0 1 2 3

Note in particular that I0 is the graph with a single vertex and hence the terminal object in the
category of graphs.

2. The graph I∞ has, as vertices, all integers with i ∼ j whenever |i− j| = 1.

3. The graph Cm is obtained from Im by identifying the vertices 0 and m. For instance, we can depict
C3 as

1

2 3

Definition 12.3. The box product of graphs G and H is a graph G ⊗H whose set of vertices is G ×H
and where (v, w) ∼ (v′, w′) if either

1. v = v′ and w ∼ w′; or

2. v ∼ v′ and w = w′.

One easily verifies that the box product equips the category of graphs with a symmetric monoidal
structure. This structure is moreover closed: the functor G ⊗ − : Graph → Graph admits a right adjoint
given by the internal hom graph hom⊗(G,H) whose vertices are graph maps G→ H with f ∼ g whenever
f(v) ∼ g(v) for every vertex v ∈ G.

Definition 12.4.

1. Let f, g : G→ H be graph maps. A homotopy from f to g is a graph map

α : G⊗ Im → H

for some integer m ≥ 0 such that α|G⊗{0} = f and α|G⊗{m} = g.

2. A graph map f : G→ H is a homotopy equivalence if there is a map g : H → G along with homotopies

α : gf ∼ idX and β : fg ∼ idY .

Example 12.5. With the definitions above, it can be shown that Im → I0 is a homotopy equivalence,
but the map I∞ → I0 is not.
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Similarly, we can speak of pointed graphs (i.e. graphs with a distinguished vertex), pointed maps
(i.e. maps preserving the distinguished vertex), and based homotopies (i.e. homotopies constant on the
distinguished point).

Definition 12.6. Let (G, v0) be a pointed graph. The n-th homotopy group of (G, v0) is

An(G, v0) = {f : I⊗n∞ → G | f(~m) = v0 for all but finitely many ~m ∈ I⊗n∞ }/ ∼∗ ,

where the equivalence relation ∼∗ is based homotopy.

One can verify that An(G, v0) are groups for n ≥ 1 and are abelian for n ≥ 2. These homotopy groups
carry important information about the graph and are at the forefront of the aforementioned applications
of discrete homotopy theory to matroid theory, hyperplane arrangements, and topological data analysis.
Unfortunately, computing them in general is difficult and little is known about them.

Definition 12.7. A graph map f : G → H is a weak equivalence if for all vertices v ∈ G and all non-
negative integers n ≥ 0, the induced map

f∗ : An(G, v)→ An(H, f(v))

is an isomorphism.

Example 12.8. It can be shown that all cycles Cm are weakly equivalent for m ≥ 5. Furthermore,
I∞ → I0 is a weak equivalence.

One can ask whether there is a construction associating a space to a graph in such a way that the usual
homotopy groups of the space agree with the homotopy groups of a graph as defined above. A tentative
construction of that kind was given in [BBdLL06] and proven to work in [CK22a]. Here, we will present
a different construction, N : Graph→ cSet called the nerve of a graph, also introduced in [CK22a] for the
purpose of proving the conjecture of [BBdLL06]. Our model for spaces is therefore the category cSet of
cubical sets. Readers unfamiliar with cubical sets are welcome to consult Appendix A for the necessary
background or one of the references [Cis06,DKLS20,CK22b].

Before introducing the functor, we need a preliminary notion of stability of a graph map. To state it,
we fix a graph G and n ≥ 1. For i = 0, . . . , n and ε = 0, 1, a map f : I⊗n∞ → G is stable in direction (i, ε)
if there exists M ≥ 0 so that for mi > M , we have

f(m1, . . . , (2ε− 1)mi, . . . ,mn) = f(m1, . . . , (2ε− 1)M, . . . ,mn).

We are now ready to define the nerve functor N : Graph→ cSet.

Definition 12.9. The nerve of a graph G is a cubical set NG whose n-cubes are given by

(NG)n = {f : I⊗n∞ → G | f is stable in all directions}

The key property of cubical sets arising as nerves of graphs is that they are always fibrant, i.e., Kan
complexes.

Theorem 12.10 ([CK22a, Thm. 4.5]). For any graph G, its nerve NG is a Kan complex.

Moreover, the homotopy groups of the nerve (and hence the geometric realization thereof) agree with
the homotopy groups of the graph. Here, the homotopy groups of a cubical sets are as defined, e.g., in
[Kan55] and investigated further in [CK22b].

Theorem 12.11 ([CK22a, Thm. 4.6]). For any pointed graph (G, v0), we have canonical isomorphisms:

An(G, v0) ∼= πn(NG, v0),∼= πn(|NG|, v0).
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As a closed monoidal category, the category of graphs is enriched over itself. Since the nerve functor
N : Graph→ cSet is lax monoidal [CK22a, Lem. 5.16.(2)], we may apply Example B.8 to obtain that Graph
(or N•Graph, in the notation of Appendix B) is a cubical category with the mapping cubical set from G
to H given by N hom⊗(G,H).

It follows from Theorem 12.10 that the cubical category Graph is locally Kan, i.e., that all mapping cu-
bical sets are Kan complexes. Therefore, its (cubical) homotopy coherent nerve N�Graph is a quasicategory
(Proposition B.12). The reader unfamiliar with the (cubical) homotopy coherent nerve N� : Cat� → sSet,
as defined in [KV20], is welcome to consult Appendix B, where we recall its definition and main properties.

Corollary 12.12.

1. The cubical category Graph is locally Kan.

2. The simplicial set N�Graph is a quasicategory.

It is easy to see that the quasicategory N�Graph is the localization of the category of graphs at the
class of homotopy equivalences. However, for applications in discrete homotopy theory, one is interested
in the localization of Graph at the class of weak equivalences. To identify it, we will show that the marked
quasicategory (N�Graph,weak equiv’s) satisfies CRF, which then establishes Exop

+ (N�Graph,weak equiv’s)
as the required localization.

13 Finite limits in N�Graph

To verify that (N�Graph,weak equiv’s) satisfies CRF, we wish to appeal to Theorem 6.3 and hence we
must in particular establish that N�Graph has all finite limits. To this end, our next goal is to show that
N�Graph has pullbacks.

We begin by recalling the path graph functor, which we denote by (−)I : Graph→ Graph. For a graph
G, the path graph GI has

• as vertices, graph maps I∞ → G which are stable in both directions;

• an edge f ∼ g if f(m) ∼ g(m) for all m ∈ I∞.

As well, for a graph map f : G→ K, we write Pf for the double mapping path space of idK and f , i.e. the
pullback

Pf KI

K ×G K ×K

y
(∂∗

1,0,∂
∗

1,1)

idK ×f

Fix a cospan (f : G→ K, g : H → K) of graphs and let P denote the limit of the diagram

G KI KI H

K K K

f ∂∗

1,1 ∂∗

1,0 ∂∗

1,0 ∂∗

1,1 g

We denote the limit projections into the path space of K as π1, π2 : P → KI , respectively. We also write
πG, πH , πK for the respective limit projections, where πK denotes the middle projection in the diagram;
that is, πK = ∂∗1,0π1 = ∂∗1,0π2.

The map π1 : P → KI is a 0-cube in N hom⊗(P,KI). Via the isomorphism N hom⊗(P,KI) ∼=
homL/R(�1,N hom⊗(P,K)) of [CK22a, Prop. 3.10], we may identify π1 as a 1-cube in N hom⊗(P,K)
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from πK to fπG. Likewise, we regard the map π2 : P → KI as a 1-cube in N hom⊗(P,K) from πK to
gπH , giving the data of a cone Π: ∆0 ∗ Λ2

2 → N�Graph over (f, g).

P G

H K

πG

πH πK f

π1

g

π2

Theorem 13.1. For any co-span (f, g) : Λ2
2 → N�Graph, the square Π: ∆0 ∗ Λ2

2 → N�Graph

P G

H K

πG

πH πK f

π1

g

π2

is a pullback in N�Graph.

Before proving this theorem, we note the following computation.

Proposition 13.2. For n ≥ 1, identifying ∂∆n ∗∆1 as a simplicial subset of ∆n+2, we have that

C(∂∆n ∗∆1)(i, j) ∼=





�j−i−1 for i > 0 or i = 0, j < n

∂�n−1 for i = 0, j = n

⊓nn,1 for i = 0, j = n+ 1

⊓nn,1 ⊗ �1 for i = 0, j = n+ 2.

Proof of Theorem 13.1. Fix a diagram λ : ∂∆n ∗ Λ2
2 → N�Graph such that λ|{n}∗Λ2

2
= Π. Identifying

∆n ∗ Λ2
2 as the pushout

∆n ∗∆0 ∆n ∗∆1

∆n ∗∆1 ∆n ∗ Λ2
2

id∆n ∗{1}

id∆n ∗{1}
p

and ∂∆n ∗ Λ2
2 as the pushout

∂∆n ∗∆0 ∂∆n ∗∆1

∂∆n ∗∆1 ∂∆n ∗ Λ2
2

id∂∆n ∗{1}

id∂∆n ∗{1}
p

i2

i1

it suffices to construct fillers
F,G : ∆n ∗∆1 → N�Graph

for the maps
λi1, λi2 : ∂∆n ∗∆1 → N�Graph

such that F |∆n∗∂0
= G|∆n∗∂0

. We identify ∆n ∗∆1 with ∆n+2 and ∂∆n ∗∆1 with a simplicial subset of
∆n+2 so that we may restate this equality as F∂n+1 = G∂n+1 where F,G are maps ∆n+2 → N�Graph.

58



Let
D,D′ : C(∂∆n ∗∆1)→ Graph

denote the adjoint tranposes of λi1 and λi2 under the (C ⊣ N�)-adjunction, respectively. Functoriality
gives cubical maps

D0,n+1 : ⊓nn,1 → N hom⊗(D(0), G)

D′
0,n+1 : ⊓nn,1 → N hom⊗(D′(0), H)

D0,n+2 : ⊓nn,1 ⊗�
1 → N hom⊗(D(0),K)

D′
0,n+2 : ⊓nn,1 ⊗�

1 → N hom⊗(D′(0),K).

where computation of the mapping spaces of C(∂∆n ∗∆1) follows from Proposition 13.2. As λi1|∂∆n∗{1} =
λi2|∂∆n∗{1} by assumption, we have that D(0) = D′(0) and D0,n+2|⊓n

n,1⊗{1} = D′
0,n+2|⊓n

n,1⊗{1}. As the
codomains are all Kan, we define maps

• uG : �n → N hom⊗(D(0), G), which is a lift of D0,n+1;

• uH : �n → N hom⊗(D(0), H), which is a lift of D′
0,n+1; and

• uK : �n → N hom⊗(D(0),K), which is a lift of D0,n+2|⊓n
n,1⊗{1} = D′

0,n+2|⊓n
n,1⊗{1}.

These lifts assemble into maps t1, t2 : ⊓n+1
n,1 → N hom⊗(D(0),K) defined by the face assignments

t1∂i,ε :=





D0,n+2∂i,ε for i < n or (i, ε) = (n, 0)

uK for (i, ε) = (n+ 1, 0)

f∗uG for (i, ε) = (n+ 1, 1)

and

t2∂i,ε :=





D′
0,n+2∂i,ε for i < n or (i, ε) = (n, 0)

uK for (i, ε) = (n+ 1, 0)

g∗uH for (i, ε) = (n+ 1, 1),

where

f∗ : N hom⊗(D(0), G)→ N hom⊗(D(0),K) g∗ : N hom⊗(D(0), H)→ N hom⊗(D(0),K)

are the maps induced by post-composition. The maps t1, t2 admits lifts which we denote by

u1, u2 : �n+1 → N hom⊗(D(0),K).

By adjointness, we identify u1 and u2 as maps

u1, u2 : �n → homL(�1,N hom⊗(D(0),K)) ∼= N
(

hom⊗(D(0),K)
I
)
,

where the isomorphism follows from [CK22a, Prop. 3.10]. There is a natural monomorphism

hom⊗(D(0),K)
I
→ hom⊗(D(0),KI)

which we post-compose with to obtain

u1, u2 : �n → N hom⊗(D(0),KI).
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As N hom⊗(D(0),−) : Graph→ cSet preserves finite limits, the cone

�n

N hom⊗(D(0), G) N hom⊗(D(0),KI) N hom⊗(D(0),KI) N hom⊗(D(0), H)

N hom⊗(D(0),K) N hom⊗(D(0),K) N hom⊗(D(0),K)

uG

u1 u2

uH

f ∂∗

1,1 ∂∗

1,0 ∂∗

1,0 ∂∗

1,1 g

induces a map u : �n → N hom⊗(X0, P ). By construction, u is a filler for the maps

D(0, n), D′(0, n) : ∂�n → N hom⊗(D(0), P ).

Thus, the functors D,D′ : C(∂∆n ∗∆1)→ Graph lift to functors C[n+ 2]→ Graph satisfying the required
equalities, which suffices by adjointness.

Corollary 13.3. The quasicategory N�Graph has finite limits.

Proof. It has pullbacks by Theorem 13.1. As I0 is a terminal object, this suffices by [Lur09, Cor. 4.4.2.4].

14 (∞, 1)-categorical setting for discrete homotopy theory

In this section, we apply earlier results to develop the (∞, 1)-categorical foundations for discrete ho-
motopy theory. More precisely, we construct the quasicategory of graphs, which is the localization of
the category of graphs at weak equivalences (Theorem 14.2), show that the graph nerve functor is repre-
sentable, represented by I0 (Proposition 14.1), and conjecture that it is an equivalence of quasicategories
(Conjecture 14.3).

The nerve functor N : Graph → Kan� extends to a cubical functor N : Graph → Kan� between cubical
categories by Example B.5. The action on mapping spaces N hom⊗(G,H) → homL(NG,NH) is the
adjoint transpose of the composite

N hom⊗(G,H)⊗NG →֒ N(hom⊗(G,H)⊗G)
Nε
−−→ NH.

In Theorem B.20, we construct a canonical equivalence N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆ between cubical Kan
complexes and simplicial Kan complexes. Thus, N�Kan� serves as a model for ∞-groupoids, allowing us
to phrase the question of whether the functor N�N : N�Graph→ N�Kan� is representable (meaning that
post-composing N with the canonical equivalence produces a representable functor).

Proposition 14.1. 1. The composite map

N�Graph
N�N
−−−→ N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆

is representable, represented by I0.

2. The map
N�N : N�Graph→ N�Kan�

preserves finite limits.
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Proof. For (1), we note that the cubical functors

Graph Kan�

N

Graph(I0,−)

are E[1]-homotopic. This suffices by statement (2) of Theorem B.20.
Item (2) follows from item (1) by [Lur09, Prop. 5.1.3.2].

Theorem 14.2.

1. The quasicategory N�Graph marked at the collection W of weak homotopy equivalences satisfies CRF.

2. The localization N�Graph[W−1] of N�Graph at weak homotopy equivalences has all finite limits.

3. The induced map

N�Graph[W−1]
N
−→ N�Kan

preserves finite limits.

4. The composite

N�Graph[W−1]
N
−→ N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆

is representable.

Proof. For (1), we have that N�Graph has all finite limits (Corollary 13.3) and N�N preserves them
(Proposition 14.1). Thus, the pair (N�Graph,W ) satisfies CRF by Theorem 6.3. Item (2) then follows
from Theorem 11.7.

We prove (4), from which (3) follows. By the universal property of the localization, we wish to show
the composite map

N�Graph
max∗

−−−→ Exop
+ (N�Graph,W )

N
−→ N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆

is representable. By Proposition 14.1, it suffices to show the triangle

N�Graph N�Kan�

Exop
+ (N�Graph,W )

max∗

N�Graph(I0,−)

Exop
+ (N�Graph,W )(I0,−)

commutes up to E1-homotopy. For a graph G, the mapping space Exop
+ (N�Graph,W )(I0, G) is a filtered

colimit of mapping spaces in N�Graph indexed over (W ↓ I0)op (Corollary 10.9), hence it suffices to show
I0 is an initial object in the marked “fat” slice W ↓ I0. By Proposition 10.3, it suffices to show I0 is an
initial object in the marked ordinary slice W ↓∗ I0.

Fix a map ∂∆n → W ↓∗ I0 whose value at 0 is I0. We identify this map as a cubical functor
u : C(Λn+1

n+1)→ Graph such that

• u(0) = u(n+ 2) = I0; and

• for i = 0, . . . , n+ 1, the map
u(i ≤ n+ 2): u(i)→ I0

is a weak homotopy equivalence.
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We wish to lift u to a functor C[n+ 1]→ Graph, which corresponds to the data of lifts v1, v2

∂�n N hom⊗(I0, u(n+ 1))

�n

u∗

v1

⊓n+1
n+1,1 N hom⊗(I0, I0)

�n+1

u∗

v2

such that v2∂n+1,1 = u(n + 1 ≤ n + 2)∗(v1). As hom⊗(I0, u(n + 1)) ∼= u(n + 1) is weakly contractible

by assumption, the lift v1 exists. As hom⊗(I0, I0) ∼= I0, the lift v2 exists and the required equality is
immediate.

We conclude with a conjecture that the functor N : N�Graph[W−1] → N�Kan� is an equivalence of
quasicategories.

Conjecture 14.3. The functor
N : N�Graph[W−1]→ N�Kan�

is an equivalence of quasicategories.

Appendices

A Cubical sets

In this section, we recall the definitions and results regarding the homotopy theory of cubical sets which
are used in Sections 12, 13 and 14. The most significant of these is the Grothendieck model structure on
cubical sets, its fibrant objects (i.e. the cubical Kan complexes), and the triangulation Quillen equivalence
(Theorem A.5). Our primary reference is [DKLS20] — other references on the topic include [Cis06],[Cis14],
[Jar06], and [KV20].

We begin by defining the cube category �. The objects of � are posets of the form [1]n = {0 ≤ 1}n

and the maps are generated (inside the category of posets) under composition by the following four special
classes:

• faces ∂ni,ε : [1]n−1 → [1]n for i = 1, . . . , n and ε = 0, 1 given by:

∂ni,ε(x1, x2, . . . , xn−1) = (x1, x2, . . . , xi−1, ε, xi, . . . , xn−1);

• degeneracies σni : [1]n → [1]n−1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , n given by:

σni (x1, x2, . . . , xn) = (x1, x2, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xn);

• negative connections γni,0 : [1]n → [1]n−1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1 given by:

γni,0(x1, x2, . . . , xn) = (x1, x2, . . . , xi−1,max{xi, xi+1}, xi+2, . . . , xn).

• positive connections γni,1 : [1]n → [1]n−1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1 given by:

γni,1(x1, x2, . . . , xn) = (x1, x2, . . . , xi−1,min{xi, xi+1}, xi+2, . . . , xn).
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These maps obey the following cubical identities :

∂j,ε′∂i,ε = ∂i+1,ε∂j,ε′ for j ≤ i; σj∂i,ε =





∂i−1,εσj for j < i;

id for j = i;

∂i,εσj−1 for j > i;

σiσj = σjσi+1 for j ≤ i; γj,ε′γi,ε =

{
γi,εγj+1,ε′ for j > i;

γi,εγi+1,ε for j = i, ε′ = ε;

γj,ε′∂i,ε =





∂i−1,εγj,ε′ for j < i− 1;

id for j = i− 1, i, ε = ε′;

∂j,εσj for j = i− 1, i, ε = 1− ε′;

∂i,εγj−1,ε′ for j > i;

σjγi,ε =





γi−1,εσj for j < i;

σiσi for j = i;

γi,εσj+1 for j > i.

Our convention is to write cubical operators on the right e.g. given an n-cube x ∈ Xn of a cubical set
X , we write x∂1,0 for the ∂1,0-face of x.

Definition A.1.

1. For n ≥ 0, the combinatorial n-cube �n is the representable functor �(−, [1]n) : �op → Set.

2. The boundary of the n-cube ∂�n is the subobject of �n defined by

∂�n :=
⋃

j=1,...,n
η=0,1

Im ∂j,η.

3. given i = 0, . . . , n and ε = 0, 1, the (i, ε)-open box ⊓ni,ε is the subobject of ∂�n defined by

⊓ni,ε :=
⋃

(j,η) 6=(i,ε)

Im ∂j,η.

Cubical sets are related to simplicial sets via the following adjunction.

Definition A.2. Define a functor � → sSet which sends [1]n to (∆1)n. Left Kan extension along the
Yoneda embedding gives the triangulation functor

� sSet

cSet

[1]n 7→(∆1)n

T

whose right adjoint U : sSet→ cSet is defined by

(UX)n := sSet
(
(∆1)n, X

)
.

By construction, there is an isomorphism |X |� ∼= |T (X)|∆ between the cubical geometric realization
of X and the simplicial geometric realization of T (X) (which is natural in X).

Define a monoidal product − ⊗ − : � × � → � on the cube category by [1]m ⊗ [1]n = [1]m+n.
Postcomposing with the Yoneda embedding and left Kan extending gives the geometric product of cubical
sets.

�×� � cSet

cSet× cSet

⊗

⊗
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This product is biclosed: for a cubical set X , we write homL(X,−) : cSet→ cSet and homR(X,−) : cSet→
cSet for the right adjoints to the functors −⊗X and X ⊗−, respectively.

Moreover, the triangulation functor is strong monoidal, i.e. it sends geometric products to products.

Proposition A.3.

1. The triangulation functor T : cSet→ sSet is strong monoidal.

2. Its right adjoint U : sSet→ cSet is lax monoidal.

Proof. For (1), it suffices to check on representables, on which it follows by definition as

T (�m ⊗�
n) = T (�m+n)

= (∆1)m+n

= (∆1)m × (∆1)n

= T (�m)× T (�n).

Item (2) follows formally from item (1).

The following result gives an explicit description of cubes in the geometric product, which we use
implicitly throughout Appendix B

Proposition A.4 ([DKLS20, Prop. 1.24]). Let X,Y be cubical sets.

1. For k ≥ 0, the k-cubes of X ⊗ Y consists of all pairs (x ∈ Xm, y ∈ Yn) such that m+ n = k, subject
to the identification (xσm+1, y) = (x, yσ1).

2. For x ∈ Xm and y ∈ Yn, the faces, degeneracies, and connections of the (m + n)-cube (x, y) are
computed by

(x, y)∂i,ε =

{
(x∂i,ε, y) 1 ≤ i ≤ m

(x, y∂i−m,ε) m+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ n;

(x, y)σi =

{
(xσi, y) 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1

(x, yσi−m) m+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ n;

(x, y)γi,ε =

{
(xγi,ε, y) 1 ≤ i ≤ m

(x, yγi−m,ε) m+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

The category of cubical sets carries the Groethendieck model structure (also known as the Cisinski
model structure), which models the homotopy theory of spaces.

Theorem A.5 (Cisinski, cf. [DKLS20, Thms. 1.34 & 6.26]). The category of cubical sets carries a model
structure where

• cofibrations are monomorphisms;

• fibrations are maps with the right lifting property against all open box inclusions, i.e. the set


⊓

n
i,ε →֒ �

n |
n ≥ 1
i = 1, . . . , n
ε = 0, 1



 ;

and
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• weak equivalences are created by triangulation, i.e. a map f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if
Tf : TX → TY is a weak equivalence in the Kan–Quillen model structure.

Moreover, the triangulation adjunction

T : cSet ⇄ sSet :U

gives a Quillen equivalence with the Kan–Quillen model structure on simplicial sets.

We refer to fibrant cubical sets as cubical Kan complexes.

Definition A.6. A cubical Kan complexes (or simply Kan complex ) is a cubical set with the right lifting
property with respect to all open box inclusions.

B Cubical categories

The purpose of this section is to establish the background on cubical categories used in the applica-
tion of our results to discrete homotopy theory (see Sections 12, 13 and 14). The main result of this
section (Theorem B.20) establishes an equivalence of categories between the cubical homotopy-coherent
nerve of the category of cubical Kan complexes and the simplicial homotopy-coherent nerve of the cat-
egory of simplicial Kan complexes. To do so, we make use of the model structure on cubical categories
(Theorem B.16).

We recall some basic results about enriched categories, of which cubical and simplicial categories are
examples.

Definition B.1. Let (V ,⊗, 1) be a monoidal category. A V-enriched category C (or a category enriched
in (V ,⊗, 1)) consists of

• a class of objects obC;

• for x, y ∈ obC, a hom-object C(x, y) ∈ V ;

• for x, y, z ∈ obC, a composition morphism

◦ : C(y, z)⊗ C(x, y)→ C(x, z);

and

• for x ∈ obC, an identity element morphism idx : 1→ C(x, x),

such that, for all x, y, z, w ∈ obC, the diagrams

C(z, w)⊗ C(y, z)⊗ C(x, y) C(z, w)⊗ C(x, z)

C(y, w)⊗ C(x, y) C(x,w)

C(z,w)⊗◦

◦⊗C(x,y) ◦

◦

C(x, y) C(x, y)⊗ C(x, x)

C(x, y)

C(x,y)⊗idx

id
◦

C(y, y)⊗ C(x, y) C(x, y)

C(x, y)

◦

idy⊗C(x,y)

id

commute.
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Example B.2 ([EK66, Thms. I.5.2 & II.6.4]). If (V ,⊗, 1) is left (or right) closed monoidal then, writing
hom(x,−) : V → V for the right adjoint to the functor − ⊗ x (or x ⊗ −), the category V ascends to a
V-enriched category where the hom-objects are given by hom(x, y).

Example B.3 ([EK66, Prop. II.6.3]). If Φ: W → V is a lax monoidal functor then any W-enriched
category D gives rise to a V-category Φ•D with the same objects. The hom-object from x to y is given by
Φ(D(x, y)).

Definition B.4. Let (V ,⊗, 1) be a monoidal category. A V-enriched functor F : C → D between V-
enriched categories consists of

• an assignment on objects obC→ obD;

• for x, y ∈ obC, a morphism
Fx,y : C(x, y)→ D(Fx, Fy)

in V

such that, for x, y, z ∈ obC, the diagrams

C(y, z)⊗ C(x, y) C(x, z)

D(Fy, Fz)⊗ D(Fx, Fy) D(Fx, Fz)

◦

Fy,z⊗Fx,y Fx,z

◦

�0 C(x, x)

D(Fx, Fx)

idx

idFx

Fx,x

commute.

We write CatV for the category of V-enriched categories and V-enriched functors.

Example B.5 ([EK66, Thms. I.6.6 & II.6.4]). Any lax monoidal functor Φ: W → V between closed
categories ascends to a V-enriched functor

Φ: Φ•W → V

which sends an object x ∈ Φ•W to Φx ∈ V . The action Φx,y : ΦW(x, y) → V(Φx,Φy) on hom-objects is
adjoint transpose to the map

Φ(W(x, y)) ⊗ Φx→ Φ(W(x, y) ⊗ x)
Φ(evaly)
−−−−−→ Φy.

Example B.6 ([EK66, Prop. II.6.3]). The construction given in Example B.3 is functorial, i.e. any lax
monoidal functor Φ: W → V induces a functor

Φ• : CatW → CatV .

In particular, any W-enriched functor C→ D gives rise to a V-enriched functor Φ•C→ Φ•D.
Given another lax monoidal functor Ψ: U → W , the functor (ΦΨ)• is naturally isomorphic to Φ•Ψ•.

Definition B.7. Given V-enriched functors F,G : C→ D, a V-enriched natural transformation α from F
to G consists of, for each object x ∈ C, a morphism αx : 1 → D(Fx,Gx) in V such that, for x, y ∈ C, the
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square

C(x, y) D(Fx, Fy)

D(Fy,Gy)⊗ D(Fx, Fy)

D(Gx,Gy) D(Gx,Gy)⊗ D(Fx,Gx) D(Fx,Gy)

Fx,y

Gx,y

αy⊗id

◦

id ⊗αx ◦

commutes.

Example B.8 ([EK66, Prop. II.6.3]). Any monoidal natural transformation η between lax monoidal
functor Φ,Ψ: W → V induces a V-enriched natural transformation η• from Φ• to Ψ•.

Cubical and simplicial Kan complexes

Our interest in enriched categories lies in studying cubical and simplicial categories, which we now
define.

Definition B.9.

• A cubical category is a category enriched in (cSet,⊗,�0). A cubical functor is a cSet-enriched functor
between cubical categories.

• A simplicial category is a category enriched in (sSet,×,∆0). A simplicial functor is an sSet-enriched
functor between simplicial categories.

Let Cat� denote the category of cubical categories, and Cat∆ denote the category of simplicial cate-
gories.

In a cubical or simplicial category, we refer to the hom-object from x to y as the mapping space from
x to y. Following Example B.2, we write cSet for the cubical category of cubical sets with mapping spaces
given by homL(x, y). Likewise, sSet denotes the simplicial category of simplicial sets. We write Kan� for
the full cubical subcategory of cSet spanned by cubical Kan complexes, and Kan∆ for the full simplicial
subcategory of sSet spanned by simplicial Kan complexes.

Following Example B.6, the triangulation adjunction T : cSet ⇄ sSet :U induces an adjunction

T• : Cat� ⇄ Cat∆ :U•.

Simplicial and cubical categories which are locally Kan give examples of quasi-categories via their
homotopy-coherent nerve. This construction is defined via pre-composition with a cosimplicial object (in
Cat� or Cat∆, respectively), which we now define.

Remark B.10. Our primary reference for results regarding the cubical homotopy-coherent nerve is
[KV20]. Although this reference is written using the categorical product on cubical sets as the base
for enrichment (as opposed to the geometric product), any results used apply to both products.

For n ≥ 0, define a cubical category C[n] as follows:

• the set of objects of C[n] is {0, . . . , n};
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• for i, j ∈ {0, . . . , n}, the mapping space from i to j is defined by

C[n](i, j) :=





�j−i−1 i < j

{idi} i = j

∅ i > j.

• for i, j, k ∈ {0, . . . , n}, the composition map when i < j < k is given by

�
k−j−1 ⊗�

j−i−1 ∼= �
k−i−2

∂j,1
−−→ �

k−i−1.

If i = j or j = k then composition is defined to be the natural isomorphisms

C[n](j, k)⊗ {idj}
∼=
−→ C[n](i, k)

∼=
←− {idj} ⊗ C[n](i, j),

respectively. Otherwise, the composition map is trivial as the domain becomes the empty cubical
set.

We omit definitions of the simplicial operators of C[n], which may be found in [KV20, Lem. 2.2]. Extension
by colimits yields a functor C : sSet→ Cat�. The cubical homotopy-coherent nerve N� : Cat� → sSet is its
right adjoint, which is defined by

(N�C)n := Cat�(C[n],C).

The simplicial homotopy-coherent nerve N∆ : Cat∆ → sSet is defined by

(N∆D)n := Cat�(T•C[n],D).

In particular, there is a natural isomorphism N∆
∼= N� ◦ U• ([KV20, Prop. 2.8]).

Definition B.11.

1. A cubical category C is locally Kan if for all x, y ∈ obC, the mapping space from x to y is a cubical
Kan complex.

2. A simplicial category D is locally Kan if for all x, y ∈ obC, the mapping space from x to y is a
simplicial Kan complex.

Proposition B.12.

1. If C is a locally Kan cubical category then N�C is a quasicategory.

2. If D is a locally Kan simplicial category then N∆D is a quasicategory.

Proof. Item (1) is [KV20, Thm. 2.6]. Item (2) is [Lur09, Prop. 1.1.5.10].

Locally Kan simplicial categories are the fibrant objects in the Bergner model structure on simplicial
categories. The simplicial homotopy-coherent nerve is the right adjoint in a Quillen equivalence between
the Bergner model structure and the Joyal model structure ([Lur09, Thm. 2.2.5.1]). We move towards
defining an analogous model structure on cubical categories which is Quillen equivalent to these. This will
require some auxiliary definitions and results.

The adjunction π0 : cSet ⇄ Set :Sk0 induces an adjunction

(π0)• : Cat� ⇄ Cat : (Sk0)•

We write Ho: Cat� → Cat for the functor (π0)• and refer to HoC as the homotopy category of C. Its right
adjoint (Sk0)• is a full subcategory inclusion, hence any ordinary category may be viewed as a cubical
category with discrete mapping spaces. For an ordinary category C, we often write the cubical category
(Sk0)•(C) as simply C.
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Proposition B.13. For a cubical category C, there is an equivalence of categories

Ho(C) ≃ Ho(N�C)

natural in C.

Before proving Proposition B.13, we give a brief explicit description of the functor C : sSet → Cat�.
Similar descriptions may be found in [RZ18, Rem. 5.2], and in the simplicial case in [Rie14, Thm. 16.4.1]
and [DS11, Cor. 4.4] for the functor C∆ : sSet→ Cat∆.

For a simplicial set X with 0-simplices x, y, the k-cubes of the mapping space CX(x, y) are finite tuples
of pairs

((sn, fn), . . . , (s1, f1))

where

• each si is an (mi)-simplex of X for some mi ≥ 1 such that

– s1|{0} = x and sn|{mn} = y; and

– for i = 1, . . . , n− 1, si|{mi} = si+1|{0};

• each fi is a (di)-cube of the mapping space C[mi](0,mi) ∼= �mi−1 for some di, where d1+· · ·+dn = k,

subject to the equivalence relation generated by

• for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . ,mi, the relation

(
(sn, fn), . . . , (si∂j , fi), . . . , (s1, f1)

)
∼

(
(sn, fn), . . . , (si,C(∂j)0,mi−1 ◦ fi), . . . , (s1, f1)

)
;

• for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . ,mi − 1, the relation

(
(sn, fn), . . . , (siσj , fi), . . . , (s1, f1)

)
∼

(
(sn, fn), . . . , (si,C(σj)0,mi+1 ◦ fi), . . . , (s1, f1)

)
;

and

• for i = 1, . . . , n− 1, the relation

(
(sn, fn), . . . , (si+1, fi+1), (si, fiσmi+1), . . . , (s1, f1)

)

∼ ((sn, fn), . . . , (si+1, fi+1σ1), (si, fi), . . . , (s1, f1)) .

If x = y then we identify the empty tuple with the 0-cube idx ∈ CX(x, x). Otherwise, we consider all
tuples to be non-empty. Composition is given by concatenation of tuples, hence if each di = 0 for all i
(that is, each fi is a 0-cube) then

[((sn, fn), . . . , (s1, f1))] = [(sn, fn)] ◦ · · · ◦ [(s1, f1)]

in π0(C(X)(x, y)).
If X is the homotopy-coherent nerve of a cubical category C, an mi-simplex si of X = N�C is a cubical

functor si : C[mi]→ C. With this, the counit map (εC)x,y : CN�C(x, y)→ C(x, y) has an explicit formula

((sn, fn), . . . , (s1, f1)) 7→ (snfn) ◦ · · · ◦ (s1f1),

where sifi denotes the composite

�
di fi
−→ C[mi](0,mi)

(si)0,mi−−−−−→ C(si(0), si(mi)).
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Proof of Proposition B.13. The triangle of left adjoints

sSet Cat

Cat�

τ1

C (π0)•

commutes (up to natural isomorphism) when restricted to representable presheaves, hence it commutes.
Instantiating at N�C gives an isomorphism

Ho(N�C) ∼= Ho(CN�C)

natural in C. It suffices to show the counit CN�C → C induces a bijection on connected components in
each mapping space, hence an equivalence of homotopy categories Ho(CN�C) ≃ HoC.

Fix objects x, y ∈ C and consider the cubical map

(εC)x,y : CN�C(x, y)→ C(x, y).

It is clear this map is surjective on 0-cubes, hence it is surjective on connected components. For injectivity,
fix u, v ∈ (CN�C(x, y))0 such that [(εC)x,yu] = [(εC)x,yv] in π0C(x, y). We write

u = ((sm, fm), . . . , (s1, f1))

v = ((s′n, f
′
n), . . . , (s′1, f

′
1)) ,

where each fi is a 0-cube in C[mi](0,mi) and each f ′
i is a 0-cube in C[ni](0, ni). As the equivalence

relation defining π0 is generated by 1-cubes, we may assume there exists a 1-cube t ∈ C(x, y)1 from
(smfm) ◦ · · · ◦ (s1f1) to (s′nf

′
n) ◦ · · · ◦ (s′1f

′
1). Note that t induces a cubical functor t : C[2] → C whose

assignment on objects is
t(0) = x
t(1) = t(2) = y

and whose action on the mapping space

C[2](0, 2)→ C(x, y)

is given by t : �1 → C(x, y).
Given a 2-simplex

a1

a0 a2

s12

s02

s01

in a simplicial set X , the isomorphism τ1X ∼= (π0)•C(X) induces an equality

[(s12, ∗)] ◦ [(s01, ∗)] = [(s02, ∗)]

in π0C(X)(a0, a2), where ∗ denotes the unique 0-cube of C[1](0, 1). An induction argument shows that,
given an n-simplex, writing sij for the restriction of this n-simplex to the 1-simplex i ≤ j gives an equality

[(s(n−1)n, ∗)] ◦ · · · ◦ [(s01, ∗)] = [(s0n, ∗)]

in π0C(X)(a0, an).
The composable sequence of arrows (smfm), . . . , (s1f1) gives a cubical functor [m]→ C. The composite

C[m]→ [m]→ C
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defines an m-simplex r ∈ (N�C)m whose restriction to the 1-simplex 0 ≤ m is the composite (smfm) ◦
· · · ◦ (s1f1). Analogously, the composable sequence (s′nf

′
n), . . . , (s′1, f

′
1) defines an n-simplex r′ ∈ (N�C)n

whose restriction to the 1-simplex 0 ≤ n is the composite (s′nf
′
1) ◦ · · · ◦ (s′1f

′
1). The tuple (t, ϕ) (where

ϕ denotes the unique non-degenerate 1-cube in C[2](0, 2)) defines a 1-cube from (r|0≤m, ∗) to (r′|0≤n, ∗).
Therefore,

[((sm, fm), . . . , (s1, f1))] = [(sm, fm)] ◦ · · · ◦ [(s1, f1)]

= [(r|0≤m, ∗)]

= [(r′|0≤n, ∗)]

= [(s′n, f
′
n)] ◦ · · · ◦ [(s′1, f

′
1)]

= [((s′n, f
′
n), . . . , (s′1, f

′
1))].

Remark B.14. This is a cubical analogue of the result stated in [Lur09, Warn. 1.2.3.3]. Here, we are
able to prove it without the additional assumption that C is locally Kan.

Corollary B.15. Given an arrow f : [1] → C in a locally Kan cubical category C, the following are
equivalent:

1. f becomes an isomorphism in HoC;

2. f lifts to a map C(E1)→ C;

3. the adjoint transpose f̃ : ∆1 → N�C of f lifts to a map E1 → N�C.

Proof. The homotopy-coherent nerve of C is a quasicategory by Proposition B.12. Thus, we have implica-
tions (1) =⇒ (3) =⇒ (2) =⇒ (1), where the first implication follows from Proposition B.13.

Define a functor Σ� : cSet→ Cat� which sends a cubical set X to the cubical category Σ�X with two
objects 0, 1 and whose mapping spaces are

Σ�X(0, 1) := X Σ�X(1, 0) := ∅

Σ�X(0, 0) := {id0} Σ�X(1, 1) := {id1}.

Theorem B.16. The category of cubical categories carries a model structure where:

• cofibrations are the saturation of the set

{∅ →֒ [0]} ∪ {Σ�∂�
n →֒ Σ��

n | n ≥ 0};

• fibrant objects are locally Kan cubical categories; fibrations between fibrant objects are maps with the
right lifting property against the set

{[0] →֒ C(E1)} ∪ {Σ�⊓
n
i,ε →֒ Σ��

n | n ≥ 1, i = 1, . . . , n ε = 0, 1};

• weak equivalences are DK-equivalences, i.e. cubical functors F : C→ D such that

1. HoF : HoC→ HoD is an equivalence of categories; and

2. for all x, y ∈ C, the cubical map

Fx,y : C(x, y)→ D(x, y)

is a weak equivalence in the Grothendieck model structure.
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Moreover, the triangulation adjunction induces a Quillen equivalence

T• : Cat� ⇄ Cat∆ :U•

with the Bergner model structure on simplicial categories.

Proof. For existence of the model structure as well as the description of the cofibrations and weak equiv-
alences, we apply [Lur09, Prop. A.3.2.4]. The Quillen equivalence follows from [Lur09, Rem. A.3.2.6].

For the description of fibrant objects, we apply [Sta14, Prop. 2.3], where I is the set of generating
cofibrations in the theorem statement and J is the set

J = {[0] →֒ C(E1)} ∪ {Σ�⊓
n
i,ε →֒ Σ��

n | n ≥ 1, i = 1, . . . , n, ε = 0, 1}.

One verifies that a locally Kan cubical category is exactly a cubical category with the right lifting property
with respect to J . We show that a weak equivalence between locally Kan cubical categories that has the
right lifting property with respect to J is an acyclic fibration; the remaining hypotheses of [Sta14, Prop. 2.3]
are immediate.

To this end, fix such a map F : C
∼
−→ D. It suffices to show this map has the right lifting property with

respect to the set of generating cofibrations

{∅ →֒ [0]} ∪ {Σ�∂�
n →֒ Σ��

n | n ≥ 0}.

The maps Σ�∂�
n →֒ Σ��

n are immediate, so it remains to show F has the right lifting property against
the map ∅ →֒ [0]. Given a square

∅ C

[0] D

F

y

there exists x ∈ C and an isomorphism f : E[1]→ HoD from HoF (x) to y. As D is locally Kan, applying
Corollary B.15 gives a cubical functor f : C(E1)→ D such that Ho f = f . The square

[0] C

C(E1) D

x

F

f

admits a lift g : C(E1)→ C by assumption. The object g(1) is a lift of the starting square.

Proposition B.17. The adjunction
C : sSet ⇄ Cat� :N�

is a Quillen equivalence.

Proof. We first show that C ⊣ N� is a Quillen adjunction. By [JT07, Prop. 7.15], it suffices to show
C : sSet → Cat� sends monomorphisms to cofibrations and N� : Cat� → sSet sends fibrations between
fibrant objects to fibrations.

As C is a left adjoint, it suffices to show it takes boundary inclusions to cofibrations. This follows as
the square

Σ�∂�
n

C(∂∆n)

Σ��
n

C[n]

07→0

17→n

07→0

17→n
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is a pushout for all n ≥ 1. The inclusion C(∂∆0) →֒ C[0] is a cofibration by definition.
The functor N� sends locally Kan quasicategories to quasicategories by Proposition B.12. One verifies

that it sends fibrations between fibrant objects to inner isofibrations between quasicategories, thus N�

preserves fibrations between fibrant objects.
In the commutative triangle of adjunctions

sSet Cat∆

Cat�

C

C
N∆

U•

T•

N�

the top adjunction is a Quillen equivalence by [Lur09, Thm. 2.2.5.1]. The bottom right adjunction is a
Quillen equivalence by Theorem B.16. Thus, C ⊣ N� is a Quillen equivalence by 2-out-of-3.

Our main goal is to contruct an equivalence of quasicategories

N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆.

To do so, we use the following fact about cubical natural transformations.

Proposition B.18. Let F,G : C → D be cubical functors. Any natural transformation α from F to G
induces a natural transformation

α : N�C×∆1 → D

from N�F to N�G.

Proof. We construct a natural transformation

α : N�C×∆1 → N�D

from N�F to N�G by skeletal induction on N�C, with the property that the adjoint transpose factors as

C(N�C×∆1) CN�D

CN�C× [1]

C(α)

β

We define α0 : Sk0 N�C×∆1 → N�D on a 1-simplex (x, 0 ≤ 1) to be the 1-simplex αx : Fx→ Gx of N�D.
The adjoint transpose of this map factors as in the above triangle as the left map is identity-on-objects.

Fix αn : Skn N�C×∆1 → N�D. To construct αn+1, we fix a non-degenerate (n+ 1)-simplex u of N�C

and give a lift as in the diagram

∂∆n+1 ×∆1 Skn N�C×∆1 N�D

∆n+1 ×∆1

u×id αn

By adjointness, this is equivalent to a lift as in the diagram

C(∂∆n+1 ×∆1) C(N�C×∆1) D

C(∆n+1 ×∆1)

C(u)×id αn
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By the inductive hypothesis, the top map factors as

C(∂∆n+1 ×∆1) D

C(∂∆n+1)× [1]

βnC(u)

Thus, it suffices to give a lift as in

C(∂∆n+1)× [1] D

C[n+ 1]× [1]

βnC(u)

since we may concatenate with a naturality square on the left to obtain a lift

C(∂∆n+1 ×∆1) C(∂∆n+1)× [1] D

C(∆n+1 ×∆1) C[n+ 1]× [1]

βnC(u)

Let ϕ denote the map βnC(u). The inclusion C(∂∆n+1) →֒ C[n + 1] is a bijection on objects. As
mapping spaces commute with products, one verifies that it suffices to construct lifts as in

∂�n D(ϕ(0, 0), ϕ(n+ 1, 0))

�n

ϕ(0,0),(n+1,0)

v1

∂�n D(ϕ(0, 1), ϕ(n+ 1, 1))

�n

ϕ(0,1),(n+1,1)

v2

∂�n D(ϕ(0, 0), ϕ(n+ 1, 1))

�n

ϕ(0,0),(n+1,1)

v3

such that
ϕ|(n+1,0)≤(n+1,1) ◦ v1 = v3 = v2 ◦ ϕ|(0,0)≤(0,1).

For i = 0, . . . , n + 1, recall that ϕ|(i,0)≤(i,1) = αC(u)(i) by construction. Setting v1 = FC(u)(0),C(u)(n+1)u
and v2 = GC(u)(0),C(u)(n+1)u, the required equality follows from naturality.

Given a product-preserving fibrant replacement functor on simplicial sets (e.g. Ex∞), we write

T f : cSet→ Kan∆

for the composition of the triangulation functor with such a fibrant replacement.
For any cubical category C, there is a cubical functor

(η̃•)C : C→ (UT f)•C

which is identity-on-objects and whose action on mapping spaces

η̃C(x,y) : C(x, y)→ UT f(C(x, y))

is defined to be the derived unit of the triangulation adjunction. Moreover, this functor is natural in C

(cf. Example B.8). Analogously, for any simplicial category D, there is a simplicial functor

(ε̃•)D : (TU)•D→ D

natural in D.
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Proposition B.19.

1. For any cubical category C, the cubical functor

(η̃•)C : C→ (UT f)•C

is a DK-equivalence.

2. For a locally Kan simplicial category D, the simplicial functor

(ε̃•)D : (TU)•D→ D

is a DK-equivalence.

Proof. Follows since (T ⊣ U) is a Quillen equivalence.

Following Example B.5, the functor T f : cSet → Kan∆ is lax monoidal, hence induces a simplicial
functor

T f : (T f)•cSet→ Kan∆.

Applying U• gives a cubical functor U•T f : (UT f)•cSet→ U•Kan∆. We further apply N� : Cat� → sSet to
the composite

Kan� →֒ cSet
(η̃•)cSet
−−−−→ (UT f)•cSet

U•(T
f )

−−−−→ U•Kan∆

which gives a map N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆ (as N∆
∼= N� ◦ U•). We refer to this map as the canonical

equivalence of cubical Kan complexes and simplicial Kan complexes.

Theorem B.20.

1. The canonical equivalence
N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆

is a categorical equivalence.

2. For a locally Kan cubical category C and X ∈ C, the composite

N�C
N�(C(X,−))
−−−−−−−−→ N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆

is a model for the representable functor represented by X.

Proof. Let F denote the composite

Kan� →֒ cSet
η̃•
−→ (UT f)•cSet

U•(T f )
−−−−→ U•Kan∆,

so that N�F : N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆ is the canonical equivalence. For (1), the lax monoidal functor
U : sSet→ cSet induces a cubical functor

U : U•Kan∆ → Kan�.

We show N�U is an inverse of N�F up to E1-homotopy.
The derived unit of the triangulation adjunction defines a natural transformation from idKan� to U ◦F .

Applying N� gives a natural transformation

N�Kan� ×∆1 → N�Kan�
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from idN�Kan� to N�U ◦ N�F . Each component of this natural transformation is a weak equivalence
between Kan complexes, hence invertible. Thus, this natural transformation is an E1-homotopy. An
analogous argument shows the image under Ex∞ of the derived counit defines an E1-homotopy

N�U•Kan∆ × E
1 → N�U•Kan∆

from idN�U•Kan∆ to N�F ◦N�U .
For (2), the triangle of simplicial functors

T f
•C Kan∆

T f
•cSet

T f
•
(C(X,−))

(T f
•
C)(X,−)

T f

commutes by definition of T f . Applying N� yields the E1-homotopy commutative diagram

N�C N∆T
f
•C N∆Kan∆

N�Kan

N�cSet N∆T
f
•cSet

N�(η̃•)C

≃

N�(C(X,−))

N∆(T f
•
C)(X,−)

N∆T
f
•
(C(X,−))

N�(η̃•)cSet

≃

N∆T f

where the left square is given by naturality of η̃• and Proposition B.18. The left horizontal maps are
categorical equivalences by Proposition B.19. As the top right map is a model for the representable
functor at X ∈ N∆T

f
•C, the top composite is a model for the representable functor at X ∈ N�C. The

composite N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆ along the left and bottom is the canonical equivalence.

Remark B.21. We do not state a dual version of item (2) in Theorem B.20 for the contravariant repre-
sentable

(N�C)op
N�(C(−,X))
−−−−−−−−→ N�Kan� → N∆Kan∆.

This is because the geometric product of cubical sets is not symmetric, hence the composition map of C
does not dualize to a composition in (what would be) Cop. As there is no opposite category, there cannot
be a contravariant (representable) functor.
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