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Abstract

Let O - BM be a BM-operad that exhibits an co-category D as weakly
bitensored over non-symmetric co-operads V — Ass, W - Ass and € a V-

enriched co-precategory. We construct an equivalence

Funfﬁn((?, D) ~ FunV(C7 D)

of co-categories weakly right tensored over W between Hinich’s construc-
tion of V-enriched functors of [6] and our construction of V-enriched func-

tors of [4].

Introduction
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19

Gepner-Haugseng [1] develop a theory of enriched oo-categories and extend
many structural results from enriched category theory to enriched oco-category
theory. For any non-symmetric co-operad V the authors define V-enriched oo-
precategories - under the name categorical algebras in V- as a many object
version of associative algebras in V [1, Definition 4.3.1.]. Moreover they asso-
ciate to any V-enriched oco-precategory a Segal space [1, Definition 5.1.13] and
define V-enriched oco-categories as those V-enriched oco-precategories whose as-
sociated Segal space is complete [1, Definition 5.2.2.]. Gepner-Haugseng define
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these many object versions of associative algebras as algebras over a many ob-
ject version of the associative oo-operad: they construct for every space X a
generalized non-symmetric oo-operad Assx, which agrees with the associative
oo-operad if X is contractible, and define V-enriched oo-precategories with space
of objects X as Assx-algebras in V [1, Definition 2.4.5.].

Haugseng [3] defines profunctors of enriched oco-categories as a many object
version of bi-modules. To define these many object versions of bi-modules he
extends the generalized non-symmetric co-operad Assx to a generalized BM-
operad: (generalized) BM-operads were studied by Lurie [7, 4.3.1] and Haugseng
[3] to describe weak bi-actions of two (generalized) non-symmetric co-operads
on an oo-category, a weakening of a bi-action of two monoidal co-categories on
an oo-category. To define enriched profunctors Haugseng constructs for every
spaces X,Y a generalized BM-operad BMx y that encodes a weak bi-action of
Assx, Assy on the space X xY and agrees with the final BM-operad governing
bi-modules if X,Y are contractible [3, Definition 4.1.]. He defines V-enriched
profunctors from a V-enriched oco-precategory with space of objects X to a V-
enriched oco-precategory with space of objects Y as BMx y-algebras in V [3,
Definition 4.3.].

Hinich [6] constructs a Yoneda-embedding for V-enriched co-categories. To
define V-enriched presheaves he defines and studies V-enriched functors. He
constructs for every V-enriched co-precategory € with space of objects X and
oo-category M with weak bi-action of non-symmetric oco-operads V,'W an oo-
category Funyy, (C,M) of V-enriched functors € — M that carries a weak right
‘W-action [6, Definition 6.1.3.]. To perform this construction Hinich produces
for every space X a non-symmetric co-operad Quivy (V) whose colors are X-
quivers in 'V, i.e. functors X x X - V., that weakly acts from the left on the
oo-category of functors X — M compatible with the diagonal right W-action.
Then he presents V-enriched oo-precategories with space of objects X as asso-
ciative algebras in Quivy (V) [6, Proposition 3.4.4.] and defines the co-category
Fungy,, (€, M) of V-enriched functors € - M as the co-category of left G-modules
with respect to the weak left action of Quivy (V) on the co-category of functors
X — M [6, Definition 6.1.3.]. The oo-category Funjy;, (€, M) inherits a weak
right W-action from the diagonal weak right W-action on the oco-category of
functors X — M. Hinich constructs the non-symmetric co-operad Quivy (V) via
Day-convolution from a non-symmetric oco-operad Assx [6, 3.2]: he proves that
the endofunctor (—) xass Assx of the co-category of non-symmetric co-operads
admits a right adjoint [6, Proposition 3.3.6] that sends V to the non-symmetric
oo-operad Quivy (V). Adjointness implies that associative algebras in Quivy (V)
are classified by ssx-algebras in V. By a result of Macpherson [9, Theorem
1.1.] the latter are equivalent to Assx-algebras in V and so are equivalent to
Gepner-Haugseng’s model for V-enriched oco-precategories with space of objects
X. In a similar way Hinich constructs the weak bi-action of Quivy (V), W on the
oo-category of functors X — M via Day-convolution from a BM-operad BMx
[6, 3.2].

In [4] we define an oo-category Fun" (G, M) of V-enriched functors € - M
by performing a similar construction like Hinich but using Haugseng’s gener-
alized BM-operad BMx := BMx . instead of Hinich’s BM-operad BMx. We
use the first since Hinich’s BM-operad B9k is very elaborate to construct and
combinatorially very challenging while Haugseng’s BMx is combinatorially very
simple. This simplifies many of our proofs in [4] involving BMx [4, Lemma



5.10., Lemma 5.23.]. We use the oco-category Fun" (€, V) to view V-enriched
oco-categories in the sense of Gepner-Haugseng as oo-categories with weak left
V-action. This way we construct a functor L from V-enriched co-categories in
the sense of Gepner-Haugseng to a special class of oo-categories with weak left
V-action, which were proposed by Lurie as a model for V-enriched oco-categories
[7, Definition 4.2.1.28.]. We prove that the functor L gives an equivalence be-
tween Gepner-Haugseng’s and Lurie’s model of enriched oco-categories [4, Theo-
rem 6.7.]. We obtain as a corollary that for every V-enriched co-categories €, D
there is an equivalence [4, Proposition 4.68.]:

Fun” (€, L(D))* ~ PreCat’, (€, D). (1)

Equivalence (1) views objects of Fun” (€,L(D)) as V-enriched functors € - D
in the theory of Gepner-Haugseng and motivates us to consider Fun” (€, L(D))
as a model for the oo-category of V-enriched functors € — D.

It is the goal of this article to identify Hinich’s oo-category Fungpy, (€, M)
of V-enriched functors € — M with our co-category Fun’ (€, M) of V-enriched
functors € - M to connect our both theories. To achieve that we prove the
following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. [Theorem 4.16] Let X be a small space. There is a map BMx —
BN of generalized BM-operads that induces for every BM-operad O — BM an
equivalence of BM-operads

Fun®™ (BMx, 0) - Fun® (BMx, 0).
Passing to left modules we immediately obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.2 (Corollary 4.19). Let O - BM be a BM-operad that exhibits an
oo-category M as weakly bitensored over non-symmetric co-operads V,' W and C
a V-enriched oo-precategory with small space of objects X. There is a canonical
equivalence

Fungin(e, M) ~ FunV(G, M)
of co-categories weakly right tensored over W.

Taking the pullback along the left embedding Ass ¢ BM and using that every
non-symmetric co-operad V — Ass gives rise to a weak biaction of V,V on 'V,
Theorem 1.1 implies the following corollary:

Corollary 1.3 (Corollary 4.20). Let X be a small space. There is a map
Assx — Ussx of generalized non-symmetric co-operads such that for every non-
symmetric co-operad V® — Ass the induced map of non-symmetric co-operads

Fun™* (Assx, V) - Fun™* (Assx, V)
is an equivalence.

Passing to associative algebras and using the universal property of the Day-
convolution we obtain an alternative proof of Macpherson’s result [9, Theorem
1.1

Corollary 1.4. Let X be a small space. There is a map Assx — Ussx of
generalized non-symmetric co-operads such that for every non-symmetric oo-
operad V® — Ass the induced functor

Algﬁlsgx (V) - AlgAssX (V)

is an equivalence.
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1.2 Notation and terminology
We write
e Set for the category of small sets.

o A for the category of finite, non-empty, totally ordered sets and order
preserving maps.

e § for the oco-category of small spaces.

e Cat, for the co-category of small co-categories.

For any co-category B and oco-category € containing objects A, B we write
e C(A,B) for the space of maps A —» B in C,

o C/, for the oco-category of objects over A,

e C* for the maximal subspace in C.

e Fun(B,C) for the co-category of functors B — C.

2 The generalized BM-operad BMx y

In this article we will heavily deal with the notions of (generalized) Ass-operads,
LM-operads, RM-operads and BM-operads, where

Ass:= A%, BM:= (A1),

LM c BM is the full subcategory of functors [n] — [1] that send at most one
object to 1 and RM c BM is the full subcategory of functors [n] — [1] that send
at most one object to 0. See [1, Definition 3.1.3., 3.1.13.] for the definitions of
(generalized) Ass-operads and [4, Definition 2.9., Lemma 2.15.] and [6, 2.9.2.]
for the definitions of (generalized) LM-operads, RM-operads and BM-operads.
The forgetful functor A[;; - A is opposite to a functor BM — Ass that exhibits
BM as a generalized Ass-operads [4, Remark 2.13.]. There are embeddings
Ass - LM c BM, Ass > RM c BM induced by the maps {0} c [1],{1} c [1].

We write a for the constant map [1] - {0} c [1], b for the constant map
[1] - {1} c [1] and m for the identity of [1]. We say that a generalized LM-
operad O — LM exhibits Oy, as weakly left tensored over O, that a generalized
RM-operad O — RM exhibits Oy, as weakly right tensored over Oy, and that a
generalized BM-operad O — BM exhibits O, as weakly bitensored over O, Q.
Notation 2.1. We write Opa°™ for the oo-category of small generalized Ass-

operads, which is a subcategory of Cate,/ass, and we write Oplss ¢ Qphssieen

BM,gen

o)

for the full subcategory of Ass-operads. We write Op for the oo-category
of small generalized BM-operads, which is a subcategory of Cat. gy, and we

write OpoM ¢ OpEMe°" for the full subcategory of BM-operads.



Remark 2.2. The opposite poset involution on A gives rise to an involution

on Ass = A°P, which we denote by 7, and to an involution 7 on BM = (A 17)°P.

Taking pullback along these involutions gives rise to involutions on Opis>8en

and Op2M8°" that restict to involutions on Op2%, OpEM denoted by (-)™".

oo oo

We recall the definition of the generalized BM-operad BMx y — BM of [4,
Notation 4.16.] associated to spaces X,Y.

Notation 2.3. The forgetful functor
a:A - Set, [n]~{0,1,....,n}

gives rise to a functor p: A1) > A x A, where the last functor takes the fiber
over 0 on the first factor and the fiber over 1 on the second factor.

Definition 2.4. Let X,Y be a small spaces.

o Let Assx — Ass be the left fibration classifying the functor

°p Fun(-,X
Ax : Ass = Ass = A% 25 SetP ¢ §OP &

8.

e Let BMx v — BM be the left fibration classifying the functor

p°r AX XA
Ox v : BM — Ass x Ass SESALAY 3

e Let BMx := BMx . — BM.

Remark 2.5. The functor Ax is the restriction of fx v along the embedding
Ass ¢ LM c BM and Ay is the restriction of fx y along the embedding Ass c
RM c BM. Therefore Assx — Ass is the pullback of BMx y - BM along the
embedding Ass ¢ LM ¢ BM and Assy — Ass is the pullback of BMx y - BM
along the embedding Ass c RM c BM.

Remark 2.6. The functor BMx y — BM is a cocartesian fibration of general-
ized BM-operads [4, Remark 4.17.]. This implies that the pullback Assx — Ass
is a cocartesian fibration of generalized Ass-operads.

Remark 2.7. Gepner-Haugseng [1, Definition 4.1.1.] define a generalized Ass-
operad AFY — A° = Ass, which is the pullback of Assx — Ass of Definition
2.4 along the equivalence 7 : Ass ~ Ass of Remark 2.2. We define Assx our
way and not as AJ for the following reason: a AY’-algebra in any monoidal
oo-category V — Ass consists of a map C: X x X =~ (AF)p; = Vppp and a
coherently associative composition map p : ®y o (€ xx €) — € o q of functors
X' x X x X = V3, where ®y : V[o; = V[1] x V[1] = V[1] is the tensor product
and q : X x X x X = (AP)2] = (A¥)p = X x X is the projection to the
first and third factor. So p provides for any A, B,C € X a composition map
C(A,B) ® C(B,C) - C(A,C). On the other hand the Ass-operad Assx — Ass
provides for any A,B,C € X a composition map €(B,C) ® C(A,B) — C(A, C).
Choosing the composition this way is in accordance to Hinich’s work [6] and our
work [4].



Remark 2.8. Let 7 be the involution on Ass of Remark 2.2. There is a canonical
equivalence of functors avo 7°P ~ @ whose component at any [n] € A is the order
reversing bijection {0,...,n} ~ {0,...,n},i » n—1i. Thus Ax ~ Ax o 7 giving an
equivalence Assx ~ (Assx )™V of generalized Ass-operads.

Remark 2.9. Let 7 be the involution on BM of Remark 2.2. The composition
p°P o7 : BM — Ass x Ass factors as p°P followed by the auto-equivalence of
Ass x Ass switching the factors and applying 7 on both components. Therefore
the composition 0x y o7 : BM — 8 is equivalent to 6y x using Remark 2.8 giving
an equivalence BMx y ~ (BMy x)™" of generalized BM-operads. The pullback
of this equivalence along the left embedding to Ass gives the equivalence Assx ~
(Assx)™V, the pullback along the right embedding to Ass gives the equivalence
Assy ~ (Assy )™, the fiber of this equivalence over m is the equivalence X xY =~
Y x X switching the factors.

Remark 2.10. Let X, X’,Y,Y’ be small spaces. The definition implies that
the canonical map of generalized Ass-operads Assxxx: — Assx xass Assxs is an
equivalence (since it is fiberwise). For the same reason the canonical map of
generalized BM-operads BMx.x/,yxy = BMx vy xam BMx/ v+ is an equivalence.
In particular, invoking Remark 2.9 there is the following canonical equivalence
of generalized BM-operads:

BMx vy ¥ BMx . xgm BM. vy 2 BMx . xgm (BMy . )™".

3 Hinich’s B9Mx v

We recall the definition of Hinich’s BM-operad BMx — BM of [6, 3.2.] for any
small oco-category X and extend Hinich’s definiton to a BM-operad BMx y —
BM for any small oco-categories X,Y. Hinich uses that the restricted Yoneda-
embedding

Catoo/BM (- fP(Catoo/BM) - fP(A/BM)

is fully faithful and constructs a functor
%gﬁ(_) :Cateo — T(A/BM) (2)

that lands in the subcategory Opo pm © Catoo/pm = ?(A/gwm) [6, Lemma 3.3.1,
Proposition 3.3.3].
We extend Hinich’s construction in the following way:

Definition 3.1. Let X,Y be small co-categories. We set
BMx,y = BMx xpy BNy,
£Mix = LM xpym BMx,
Assx = Ass xp v LMx.
The definition implies that BMx . = BNk and BM, x = BM".

Remark 3.2. Stefanich [10, Remark 2.2.10.] gives a different construction of
BMx vy in the language of internal BM-cooperads.



To define the functor (2) Hinich [6, 3.2.] constructs a functor F : A/gy —
Cate that by Yoneda-extension [8, Theorem 5.1.5.6.] gives rise to an adjunction

Fi:P(A/gum) = Cateo : BM(_y := F. (3)

The functor F : A gy = Cato, sends any colimit decomposition

m]~{0<1}[[{1<2}]]-. ][] {n-1<n} (4)
{1} 2y (-1}

in A/gy to a colimit, sends a functor of the form [0] — BM to a set, a functor
of the form [1] - BM to a finite (possibly empty) coproduct of copies of [0] and
[1], and an arbitrary functor [n] — BM to a finite (possibly empty) coproduct
of copies of objects of A.

Let L : Cates 2 8 be the canonical adjunction, where the right adjoint is
the canonical embedding and the left adjoint formally inverts the morphisms.
Composing the latter adjunction with adjunction (3) gives an adjunction

?[Z?(A/BM)%SZ%W(,)ﬁ.}M, (5)

where J is the composition A gy 5 Cateo L 8. The functor F lands in the
category Fin of finite sets because the essential image of F consists of finite
(possibly empty) coproducts of copies of objects of A and L([n]) is contractible
for any [n] € A.

Although it is some work to describe F : A gy = Catoo combinatorially [6,
3.2.5.], it is much easier to describe the functor F, which we do in the following;:
Since F preserves any colimit decomposition (4), it will be enough for us to
describe the images under F of [0] and [1].

Example 3.3. The case n =0.
In this case a corresponds to an object of BM given by a map ¢ : [k] - [1]
in A and we write F(¢) for F(«).

*H*’ SD:O
If k =0, we have F(p) =@. If k=1, we have F(¢) =12, ¢ =1,
*, @ =id.

In general we write
[k]~{0<1}[J{1<2}]].. ] {k-1<k}
{13} {2} {k-1}
in A7 and have

Fle)=F{o<1H)[[F1<2) - []F({k-1<k}).

To treat the case n =1 it is convenient to fix the following notation:

Notation 3.4. Let ¢ : [k] » [1] be a map in A. The fiber ¢ *({0}) c [k] of
¢ over 0 is of the form [¢] for some —1 < £ < k. Let 0 < 5 <1 be the cardinality
of the set of all 1 <i <k with p(i—1) < ¢(i). Then F(¢) has 2¢ + 8 elements,
which we denote by

{x},x%,...,xé,x?}, (8=0)

{X%aX%"“’Xé’X?’X@-l}a (6:1)

where the set {x],x},...,x;,x; } is empty by convention if ¢ < 1.



Example 3.5. The case n=1.

In this case a corresponds to a morphism ¢ — ¢’ of BM, which is given by a
map ¢ : [k'] - [k] over [1] in A. The fiber ¢ *({0}) c [k] is of the form [¢] for
some -1 < ¢ <k and the fiber ¢~} ({0}) c [K'] is of the form [¢'] for -1 < ¢ <K'
Let 0 < 8 < 1 be the cardinality of the set of all 1 <i<k with ¢(i—1) < (i) and
0 < ' <1 the cardinality of the set of all 1 <i <k’ with ¢'(i—1) < ¢'(i). Let
9:(50) = {X%aX%a ""Xé’xivxﬁl} and 9:(50,) = {yivy% "'7yé’7y?”yw+l}'

The set F(«) is the pushout of sets

T 7)) I 3

Jx{0,1}

where the map A* : J x {0,1} - F(o)LIF(¢") is the map corresponding to
the inclusion J ¢ (F(¢)LI1F(¢"))*? of the following set J : For 1 < i < ¢ let
Ji < (F(p)1IF(¢"))*? be the following set:

o If ¢(i-1) = (i), we have J; = {(yi.y{)}-
o If p(i—1) < (i), we have
3i = {(yll,X;(l)), (Xi(i71)+17yi2)a (Xj27Xj1—1) | ¢(1 - 1) +1 <j < ¢(1)}

If 5=0, we set J := [11<i<p Ji-
If 4’ =1, in which case also 3 =1, we set

d:= I_I di U{(X@-lvxé)v (Xi(@)+17yz’+1)7 (Xj27Xj1—1) |¢(£l) +2<j< E}

1<i<e’
Note that J has £’ + ¢(¢' + 8") — $(0) elements.
In particular, we obtain the following proposition:
Proposition 3.6. Let X, Y be small spaces.

1. For everyn >0 and X1, ...,Xn,y € X x X there is a canonical equivalence

Mlﬂg[ﬁfvx (Xla '--axn;y) = X(ylvxi) X X(X%ayQ) X X(X2 le—l)a

n
j
j=2
2. For everyn,m >0 and X1,...,xXn € XxX,2, W€ XxY,y1,....,ym € Y xY there
s a canonical equivalence

Mulssony v (X1, -, X, 2, Y150y Y W) &

X7 %) x X O, wh) < [TXO x2) < Y (2, y3) x Y (vT, w?) < [T Y (v, vi)-
j=2 i=2

Proof. 1: Let a : ¢ - ¢’ be the morphism of Ass ¢ BM corresponding to
the unique order preserving map [1] — [n] over [1] preserving the minimum
and maximum. By Example 3.5 we have F(¢) = {x{,x3,...,xz,x; } and F(¢') =
{y',y*}. The set F(a) is the pushout of sets (F(@)LIF(¢")) Lgx(o,1} d, where
the map A\*: Jx {0,1} - F(¢)[1F(¢') is the map corresponding to the inclusion
Jc(F(p)L1T(¢"))*? of the set

3= {(y" %), (.y?), (6 x51) [ 1 <j<m}.



We obtain a canonical equivalence
Mulgssy (X1, 00y Xn5Y) ~ Mulmsory (X1, 0y XnY) =

{((X17 "'7Xn)7y)} X(‘Bmx)[n]x(%ﬁnx)[l] FHHBM([l],%SDTX)
2 L (X1, %0), )} X(8(F(0),X)x8(F(),X)) S(F (), X) =~

{(y' ), O2,¥%), 6, x10) | 1 <j<m} x(pp,. xy QJX
€

Hence statement 1. follows since the fiber of the diagonal map X - X x X over
any pair (A,B) € X x X is the mapping space X(A, B).

2. Let a: ¢ — ¢’ be the morphism of BM corresponding to the unique
order preserving map [1] — [n] over [1] preserving the minimum and maxi-
mum, where [1] lies over [1] via the identity. By Example 3.5 we have F(¢) =
{x3,x3,...,xL,x3,x} and F(¢') = {y}. The set F(a) is the pushout of sets

(F()UF(¢")) Ugxo,13 d, where the map A* :  x {0,1} — F(p)[IF(¢") is the
map corresponding to the inclusion g c (F(¢)L1F(¢"))*? of the set

3= {(xx), 64,y), (6, xiy) [ 1 <j<m}.
We obtain a canonical equivalence
Mulogony v (X1, ey Xy Xy %,y vy $3Y) =
{000, X0, X, %,y %), Y) B X (9050 g x (B o, Fansm ([1], BMx)
S {((X0y oo Xns X5 %, ooy %), Y) F X (8(F (), X)x8(F(07), X)) S(F(a), X) =

{(6x0), (5,y), O, x-1) | 1 <j<n} (., xe2) ng ~
€

X(X7 Xll) x X(X%ay) X QX(Xanle—l)a
j=

where the last equivalence follows like in the proof of 1. Since BMx v is by
definition the pullback BMx xpy (BMDy )™V, we obtain an equivalence

Mulgony v (X1, s Xns 2, Y15 0y Y3 W) =

Mulgony (X1, e X 2Lk *;Wl) x Mulgony (Y1, ...,ym,ZQ, *, .. *;WQ) ~
X (2!, %) x X<, wh) x [TX0x5-1) x Y(22,ya) x Y(yE,w?) < [TY (7, yina)-
j=2 i=2

O

4 The comparison

In this section we prove our main result (Theorem 4.16). To state Theorem
4.16 we first need to construct for every small spaces X,Y a comparison map
of generalized BM-operads BMx y — BMx y. This will be the content of the
next proposition:



Proposition 4.1. There is a canonical natural transformation
§:BM( ) > BM(- -

of functors § x § — Opfj?BM.

The canonical natural transformations
BM(- -y = BM(_.) xBm BM(x -y 2 BM(_ ) xBm (BM(- 1))™,

%gﬁ(,y,) g %gﬁ(,y*) XBM %gﬁ(*’,) ~ %gﬁ(,y*) XBM (%Dﬁ(,’*))rev

of functors 8§ x 8§ - Op%’ 7BM are equivalences. The first map is an equivalence

by Remark 2.10, the second map is tautologically an equivalence. We construct
a canonical natural transformation

¢ BM(- ) > BM(- )

gen

of functors § - Opm/BM

and define £ as the induced natural transformation

rev

rev $*XBMS
BM(__y ~ BM(_ ) xpum (BM(_ )™ ———s
%Dﬁ(,y*) XBM (%Dﬁ(,’*))rev =~ %gﬁ(,’,).
Since the restricted Yoneda-embedding
Catoo/pm © P(Catoo/pm) = P(A)BM)

is fully faithful, to construct ¢ as a natural transformation of functors § —
Caty /BM; it is enough to construct a map

Cateo/pm (@, BMx) — Catoo /gy (@, BMx)

natural in @ € Ajgy and X € 8. Note that ¢ is automatically a natural trans-

formation 8 - Op®’ ?BM c Cate/pym since for every small space X the functor

(x : BMx « = B9Mx . over BM and so also the functor £&x v : BMx v — B0Mx v
over BM are maps of generalized BM-operads. This holds since 8Mx v — BM
is a BM-operad whose fibers are spaces so that all lifts in BMx y of morphisms
of BM that admit a cocartesian lift in B9Mx y are preserved.

By adjunction (5) there is a canonical equivalence

Catoo/BM(aa BMx) =~ 8(F(a),X) (6)
natural in o € A gy and X € 8.

Notation 4.2. Let W — BM = (A/17)°? be the right fibration classifying the
functor o : A1) > Set taking the fiber over 0.

Lemma 4.3. There is a canonical equivalence
Catoo/pm (@, BMx) = 8(L(a xpm W), X)

natural in o € Agyy and X € 8, where L is the left adjoint of the embedding
S c Cateo.

10



Proof. The left fibration BMx — BM is classified by the functor

o°P Fun(-,X
BM — Set°P c §°P Fun(%), 8.

So by [2, Proposition 7.3.] there is a canonical equivalence
Catw/BM(OA, BM)() ~ Catw(a XBM W,X)

natural in a € A gy and X € Cateo. So the claim follows.
O

In view of equivalence (6) and Lemma 4.3 we find that Proposition 4.1 follows
from the following proposition:

Proposition 4.4. There is a canonical natural transformation
7:F > Gi=Lo (=) xom W)
of functors Ay — 8.
To prove Proposition 4.4 we use the following lemma:

Lemma 4.5. The functor G: Ay — 8 preserves the colimit decomposition

{o<1}]J{r<2}]]. ] {n-1<n}~[n]
{13 {2} {n-1}

and induces a functor A gy — Fin.

Proof. The functor
(=) xBm W Catee gy = Catooyw

preserves colimits since W — BM is a cartesian fibration so that the latter
functor admits a right adjoint [7, Example B.3.11.]. Thus the functor

for
(=) xBy W Catog /s = Catusjyy ——s Cateo

preserves small colimits so that G preserves the colimit decomposition

O<1}[[{1<2} ] [] {n-1<n}=[n]
o 2 e

Hence § induces a functor A/gy — Fin if § sends every functor a : [n] - BM
for n = 0,1 to the empty or contractible space. Indeed by induction if M is a
finite set and T, K are empty or contractible, then M ][ K is a finite set.

If n =0, then « is an object ¢ : [k] - [1] of BM and G(«) is L([0] xgm W),
which is the image under L of ¢™*({0}) € A that is empty or contractible.

Let n = 1. If the fiber over 0 of the cartesian fibration [1] xppy W — [1] is
empty, then the fiber over 1 has also to be empty and so [1] xgy W is empty
so that L([1] xpm W) is empty. If the the fiber over 0 of the cartesian fibration
[1] xgm W — [1] is non-empty, then it belongs to A and so admits an initial
object. This initial object lies over 0, the initial object of [1], and therefore is
an initial object of [1] xgy W since [1] xpm W — [1] is a cartesian fibration.
Hence L([1] xgm W) is contractible as it admits an initial object.

O
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. By Lemma 4.5 the functor §: A gy — 8 takes values
in JFin like F does. So we need to construct a natural transformation v:F - G
of functors Ajgy — JFin, in particular, a natural transformation of functors
between discrete co-categories. Since F, G preserve the colimit decomposition

{0<}[J{1<2}[]. I] {n-1<n}=~[n],
{1 {23 {n-1}
the map ~ is determined by its components on a: [n] - BM for n € {0,1}.

The case n = 0: in this case « corresponds to an object of BM that is given

by amap ¢: [k] - [1] in A and we write (), §(), 7() for F(a), §(a),7(a).
The map v(¢) : F(¢) = G(¢) is compatible with the colimit decomposition

{0<[J{1<2}]]. IJ {k-1<k}=~[k]
{1} (2} {k-13
in Aj[q) and thus is determined by all ¢ : [k] - [1] with k € {0,1}.
* (0)=0

so that there is onl
2, ¢(0) =1 Y

If k = 0, we have F(¢) = @ and G(p) = {

one choice for v(¢).

** =0
If k=1, we have F(p) =G(p) =43, p =1, and v(¢) is the identity.
%, p=1id

The fiber of ¢ over 0 is of the form [¢] and let 0 < 8 < 1 be the cardinality
of the set of all 1 <i <k with p(i—1) < ¢(i). Then F(¢) has 2¢ + § elements,
which we denote by

ISR (8=0)

{X%aX%a---aX%aX?axf+1}a (ﬁ: 1);
where the set {x},x?, ...,x},x?} is empty by convention if £ < 1.

In contrast the set G(p) ~ [0] xgm W has £+ 1 elements and the map v(¢)
identifies x; with xj ; for 2 < j < £ and x1 with x;. Set xj := xf. Then ~(¢)
identifies xj2 with le_1 for 1<j</.

So the image of v(y) is the set

1 .1 .1 1 1
{X07X15X2"'5X2717X€}'

So v(y) factors as F(p) = {x§,x1, x5, xp_1,%¢ } = [£] = G(¢), where the last

isomorphism is order preserving with the evident order on the left hand side.

The case n = 1: in this case a corresponds to a morphism ¢ — ¢’ of BM,
which is given by a map ¢ : [k'] = [k] over [1] in A. The fiber o 1({0}) c [k] is
of the form [¢] for some -1 < ¢ <k and the fiber ¢'~1({0}) c [k’] is of the form
[¢'] for -1 < ¢ <Kk'. Let 0 < 8 <1 be the cardinality of the set of all 1 <i<k
with ¢(i—1) < (i) and 0 < 8’ < 1 the cardinality of the set of all 1 <i <k’ with
©'(i-1) < ¢'(i). The set F(a) is defined as the pushout of sets

FI7e I 3.

Jx{0,1}
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where J c (F(¢)11F(¢'))*? is defined in Example 3.5 and has ¢/+¢(¢'+ ") - ¢(0)
elements.

We define y(«) : F(a) - G(a) 2 L([1] xpm W) as the map of sets

(@) Lv(¢")
_—

F() T (¥") S(p) [IS(¢") =
L({0,1} xem W) - L([1] xam W) = §(«)
and have to see that the maps

T(0) 225 §(p) = L({0} xmaa W) > L([1] xpm W) = §(a)

and
5(¢") 2% 5(4') = L({1) % W) = L([1] x5 W) = §(a)

coincide.
For that we need to show that for every element T of J the map of sets

() T (#")
—_—

0,1} 25 5() 17 () [15(+) =
L({0,1} xpm W) — L([1] xpm W)

is constant. The latter map corresponds to a pair T’ = (T, T5) and the map
is constant if and only if T} ~ T%. We prove this in the following. Let F(¢) =

{XLX%) "'axévxga (Xe+1)} and 57(90’) = {y%ay%a -'-ay[}'ay?'a (y€’+1)}-
The canonical functor

{Xé,X%,X%...,Xé_l,Xé} H{yévyivy%'"ay[}’—lvyl}’}
~5(p) [15(¢") ~L({0,1} xpm W) = L([1] xpm W)
identifies y{ with x;(i)for 0 <i< /' because the order preserving isomorphisms
{65, X1, X5 Xg_1, %0 } = {0} xpm W = {0, ..., £}

and
Yo, y1: Y2 Yoras Yo d = {1} xpu W= {0,... 7}
sent x;(i) to ¢(i) and y! to i, and the cartesian fibration [1] xpy W — [1]
classifies the map {0,...,¢'} - {0,...,£} induced by the map ¢ : [k’] — [k] on the
fiber over 0.
In the following we use the definition of J of Example 3.5. Let 1 <i< /.

o If p(i-1) =¢(i) and T = (y{,y?), then T} ~ T} since in L([1] xgm W) we
have y! = X<1;s(i) = Xi&(i—l) =yl =vy2

o If (i—1) < (i) and
Tedi= {(y115x(;(1))7 (Xi(i—1)+17yi2)a (XanXj1—1)7¢(i - 1) +2 SJ < ¢(1)}a

then T ~ T} since in L([1] xgm W) we have y; = x;(i),xi(i_1>+1 = Xé)(i—l) =
yl , =y? and XJ-2 = le_l for ¢p(i—1)+2<j<o(i).

13



This proves the case for 5 =0. If 3’ =1, in which case also 8 =1 and

TEH\ I_I Hi:{(Xé+laxé)’(Xi(é’)+1ayé'+1);(XjQ’le—l)|£2j2¢(€,)+2}5

1<i<e’

then T} ~ T4 since in L([1] xgm W) we have
12 1 1 2 _ 1
Xe+1 = Xg, Xpy+1 = Xgp(er) = Yo TYo+1, %5 = X5

for p(£')+2<j< L.
(|

Notation 4.6. Let X be a small space. The pullback of the map (x : BMx —
BNy of generalized BM-operads along the embedding Ass c LM c BM gives a
map ox : Assx — UAssx of generalized Ass-operads.

Remark 4.7. Let X be a small space. By Remark 2.3 there is an equiva-
lence (Assx )™ ~ Assx of generalized Ass-operads. There is also an equivalence
(ssx )™ ~ Assx of Ass-operads. Let ¢ : Ass c LM ¢ BM. This follows from the
facts that Assx = Ass xgy BMx — Ass viewed as object of Cate/ass © P(A/Ass)

. e ! LoF
is the composition A/, N Ajgy — Cateo and that LoF oy ~LoFoyom.

)rev )rev rev

is (ox)

Remark 4.8. Let X,Y be small spaces. The pullback of the map (x : BMx —
BNy of generalized BM-operads along the embedding Ass ¢ RM c BM gives
the identity of Ass. Hence the pullback of the map &x v : BMx,y = BMix vy of
generalized BM-operads along the embedding Ass ¢ LM c BM is ox : Assx —
Assx and using Remark 4.7 the pullback of £x,y along the embedding Ass c
RM c BM is oy : Assy — Assy.

The composition (Assx ~ Assy 25 Assy ~ (Assx

Remark 4.9. Let X,Y be small spaces. Taking coproduct gives rise to a map
of left fibrations

BMX7Y =BM X(Sopxgop) (S/X)Op X (S/Y)Op g ASSX]_[Y ~ Ass Xgop (S/Xuy)Op
over Ass natural in X,Y € 8. The induced map of left fibrations
BMX7Y - BM XASS*U* ASSXI_IY

over BM is an equivalence as it induces on the fiber over any « : [n]*[m] — [0]*
[0] = [1] the following equivalence induced by the embeddings X, Y c X[ Y :

Fun({0,...,n},X) x Fun({0,...,m},Y) ~
{Oé} XFun({O ..... n} 11{0,..., m},* []*) FU.D({O,,D}H{O,,ID},XHY)
By [10, Remark 2.2.10] there is a canonical equivalence of generalized BM-

operads
%WX,Y ~ BM X‘leg*u* leﬁxuy.

One can prove that there is a commutative square of generalized BM-operads:

BMX7Y 4:> BM X Ass, 1+ ASSXI_IY

lgx,y \LBMXG*U*O’XUY

%Dﬁ)gY —:> BM XAss, 11+ Qlﬁﬁxuy.

14



Consequently, the map &x,y is uniquely determined by the maps oz for some
small spaces Z.

For the next notation we call a functor € — D flat if the pullback func-
tor (=) xp € : Cateyp — Catoje preserves small colimits (see [7, B.3.] or [5,
Definition 2.33.] for the study of flat functors). For O € {Ass,BM} we call a
generalized O-operad ¢ : U — O flat if ¢ is flat.

Notation 4.10. Let O € {Ass,BM} and U — O a flat generalized O-operad. By
[4, Theorem 10.13.] the functor (=) xo U : Op2E™ - Op2E™ admits a right
adjoint denoted by Funo(u, -).

[4, Remark 10.5.] implies the following remark:
Remark 4.11. Let O € {Ass,BM} and U - O a flat generalized O-operad.

1. fUW - O is an O-operad, Fun® (U, U') - O is an O-operad and for every
7 € O lying over [1] € Ass the fiber Fun® (U, U)z is Fun(Uz, UL).

2. If W - BM is a BM-operad, the pullback of Fun®™ (U, U’) - BM along
any of the two embeddings Ass c BM is the Ass-operad

Fun™ (Ass xgp U, Ass xgy U') — Ass.

Remark 4.12. Let U — BM be a flat generalized BM-operad and U — BM a
BM-monoidal co-category compatible with small colimits. By [4, Proposition
10.20.] the functor Fun® (U, W) - BM is a locally cocartesian fibration. Let
Uact € U be the subcategory of morphisms of U whose image in BM corresponds
to an order preserving map [n] — [m] over [1] that preserves the minimum and
maximum.

For every F,F" e Fun(Ug, U} ), H € Fun(Um, Uy, ), G € Fun(Up, U}), T € Ug, Z €
U by [4, Lemma 10.21.] there are canonical equivalences

(F ® F’)(T) ~ COhm(ny)e(uaxun)quz;%t F(X) ® F’(Y),
(FeH)(Z) ~ COHm(X,Y)e(uaxu“,)XUU‘;‘;F(X) ® H(Y),
(H ® G)(Z) ~ COhm(ny)e(umxub)qu‘?%t H(X) ® G(Y)

Notation 4.13. Let X,Y be small spaces, O - BM a BM-operad and V — Ass
an Ass-operad.

1. The map &x.v : BMx,y = B9x v of generalized BM-operads of Proposi-
tion 4.1 induces a map of BM-operads

'yg’Y : Fun®™ (BMx v, 0) - Fun®™(BMx v, 0).

2. The map ox : Assx — Ussx of generalized Ass-operads induces a map of
Ass-operads

B Fun®*(Ussx, V) - Fun®*(Assx, V).
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3. The map ﬂ%( induces on associative algebras the functor

a% : Algmﬁsx (V) - AlgASSX (V)
induced by Ass xgyp €x « : Assx — 2ssx.

Remarks 4.8 and 4.11 imply the following remark:

Remark 4.14. Let X,Y be small spaces, O - BM a BM-operad and V — Ass
an Ass-operad.

1. The map 85 : Fun®*® (Assx, V) - Fun®**(Assx, V) of Ass-operads induces
on the fiber over a the identity

Fun(X x X, V) =~ Fun((2Assx )a, Va) = Fun((Assx)a, Va) = Fun(X x X, V,)
since (Assx)q ~ X x X ~ (Assx)q.
2. The map 'yé(’y of BM-operads induces on the fiber over m the identity
Fun(X xY,0n) 2 Fun((BMx, v )m, Om) = Fun((BMx, v )m, Om)
~ Fun(X x Y, Op)
since (BMx v)m 2 X xY = (BMx,y)m.

3. The pullback of 7)@(,\( along the embedding Ass ¢ LM c BM is the map
ﬂz)x(sstMo : Fun®® (Assx, Ass xpgy O) — FunASS(AssX, Ass xgy O) and the
pullback of ’yg’Y along the embedding Ass c RM c BM is ﬂzsstMo-

Proposition 4.15. Let X,Y be small spaces and O — BM a BM-monoidal
co-category compatible with small colimits. The map of BM-operads

yg’y : FunBM(%mey, 0) > FunBM(BMXy, 0)

ts @ BM-monoidal equivalence between BM-monotidal co-categories.
For every F,F e Fun(X x X, 04),G e Fun(Y x Y, 0p ), H € Fun(Y x X, 0, ) we
have the following descriptions:

FOF :XxX = 04 (A,A") » colimzexF(Z,A") @ F'(A,Z),

FOH:Y xX - On, (A,A") » colimzex F(Z,A") ® H(A, Z),
H®G:Y xX = On, (A, A") = colimzeyH(Z,A") @ G(A, Z).

Proof. The source of ’yg’Y is a BM-monoidal co-category by [6, Theorem 4.4.8].
The target of yg’y is a BM-monoidal co-category by [4, Remark 4.27.] and the
tensor product and left and right actions have the descriptions as above. The
latter descriptions also immediately follow from Remark 4.12 (3). The functor
7)@(,\( induces an equivalence on the fiber over any object of BM by Remark 4.14
and so is an equivalence if it is a BM-monoidal functor. Let V — Ass be the
pullback of O — BM along the embedding Ass ¢ LM ¢ BM and W — Ass be
the pullback of O - BM along the embedding Ass ¢ RM c BM. Hence 'yg’Y isa
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BM-monoidal functor if for every F,F’ € Fun(XxX,04),G € Fun(Y xY,0p),H €
Fun(Y x X, Oy, ) the canonical morphisms

By (F) @ By (F') > B3 (F @ F') (7)

in Fun(X x X, 04) and
By (F) ® 5 (H) - o3 (F @ H), (8)
3 (H) ® Byy(G) = 65 (He G) (9)

in Fun(Y x X, Oy ) are equivalences.
Evaluating (7) at (A, A’) e XxX by Remark 4.12 (3) we obtain the morphism

COhmZeXF(Z, A,) ® F,(A, Z) d COhm(Z_,Z/)EFun([1],X)F(Z’, A’) ® F,(A, Z)

The latter composition is induced by the diagonal embedding X — Fun([1],X),
which is an equivalence since X is a space.
Evaluating (8) at (A,A’) € Y x X by Remark 4.12 (3) gives the morphism

COliHlZExF(Z7 A,) ® }I(A7 Z) g COHm(Z»Z’)eFun([1],X)F(Z,7 A,) ® H(A, Z)

The latter is an equivalence by the reason as above. Evaluating (9) at (A,A’) €
Y x X by Remark 4.12 (3) gives the morphism

COHIHZGYH(Z7 A’) ® G(A, Z) g COHm(Z—»Z’)GFun([l],X)H(Z,; A,) ® G(A, Z)

The latter is an equivalence by the reason as above.

Theorem 4.16. Let X,Y be small spaces. The map
'yg’Y :Fun®M(BMx v, 0) - Fun™ (BMx v, 0)
of BM-operads is an equivalence.

Proof. We first reduce to the case that O — BM is a BM-monoidal co-category
compatible with small colimits. By Remark 4.14 the map 'yg’Y of BM-operads
induces on the fiber over any object of BM an equivalence.

Let Envpy (Q) — BM be the enveloping BM-monoidal co-category [4, Nota-
tion 3.91.] associated to the BM-operad O — BM that comes equipped with
an embedding of BM-operads O c Envpm(O0). Let PEnvpy(O) — BM be
the co-category of presheaves endowed with Day-convolution on the envelop-
ing BM-monoidal co-category, which is a BM-monoidal co-category compatible
with small colimits and comes equipped with an embedding of BM-operads
O c PEnvem(0O) [4, Notation 3.109.]. The embedding O ¢ PEnvpym(0) of BM-
operads induces embeddings of BM-operads

Fun®™ (BMx v, 0) ¢ Fun®™(BMx v, PEnvep (0)),

Fun®™ (89Mx v, 0) ¢ Fun®™ (BMx v, PEnven (0)).

The map of BM-operads 'yg’Y is the pullback of the map of BM-operads
X,Y

VP Envea(0) because Yo, VPEnvpy(0) induce fiberwise equivalences. Therefore
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X, Y

Yo' is an equivalence of BM-operads if fy;,fngM( is an equivalence of BM-

0)
operads. Consequently, to prove that 7()9(,\( is an equivalence we can assume that
O - BM is a BM-monoidal co-category compatible with small colimits. Since
the functor O — BM is a BM-monoidal co-category compatible with small colim-
its, Lemma 4.15 guarantees that 'yg’Y is a BM-monoidal functor of BM-monoidal

oo-categories. Since v, induces fiberwise equivalences, it is an equivalence.
O

Notation 4.17. Let O -» BM be a BM-operad that exhibits an co-category D
as weakly bitensored over Ass-operads V — Ass, W — Ass. Let € be a V-enriched
oo-precategory with small space of objects X. We set

Fungy;,, (€,D) == LMode (Fun® (89Mx ., 0))

and
Fun” (€, D) := LMode (Fun® (BMx ., 0)).

Remark 4.18. Let O - BM be a BM-monoidal co-category compatible with
small colimits. Using the descriptions of the left actions of Proposition 4.15 an
object of Fun" (@, D), i.e. a left C-module in Fun(X, D), is a functor H : X —
D and a coherently unital and associative action map p : € ® H — H whose
component at any Z € X gives a morphism colimzexC(A,Z) ® H(A) - H(Z) in
D corresponding to a compatible family (C(A,Z) ® H(A) - H(Z))a zex in D.

Corollary 4.19. Let O - BM be a BM-operad that exhibits an oo-category D
as weakly bitensored over Ass-operads V — Ass, W — Ass. Let C be a V-enriched
co-precategory with small space of objects X. There is a canonical equivalence

Funyy, (€, D) ~ Fun” (€, D)
of co-categories weakly right tensored over W.
Proof. The canonical equivalence
'yé(’* s Fun® (BMx ., 0) - Fun® (BMx ., 0)
of BM-operads induces an equivalence
LMode (Fun®(89Mx ., 0)) ~ LMode (Fun® (BMx ., 0))

of oo-categories weakly right tensored over 'W.

Theorem 4.16 implies Macpherson’s result [9, Theorem 1.1.]:

Corollary 4.20. Let X be a small space and V — Ass an Ass-operad. The map
By : Fun®** (Ussx, V) - Fun™*(Assx, V)
of Ass-operads is an equivalence. In particular, the functor
ay : Algg sy (V) = Algag, (V)

is an equivalence.
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Proof. Let O - BM be the pullback of V - Ass along the canonical map BM —
Ass. By Theorem 4.16 the map ’yg’Y : FHHBM(%mxﬁy, 0) - FHHBM(BMxﬁy, 0)
is an equivalence. By Remark 4.14 the pullback of yg’y cFun®™ (BMx v, 0) -
Fun®™(BMx v, ©) along the embedding Ass ¢ LM c BM is the map of Ass-
operads 3 : Fun®* (Assy, V) - Fun®*(Assx, V).
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