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THE TORUS TRICK FOR CONFIGURATION CATEGORIES

PEDRO BOAVIDA DE BRITO AND MICHAEL S. WEISS

ABSTRACT. We show that in codimension at least 3, spaces of locally flat topo-
logical embeddings of manifolds are correctly modeled by derived spaces of
maps between their configuration categories (under mild smoothability condi-
tions, and perhaps with one notable exception: source dimension 1 and target
dimension 4). That general claim was reduced in an earlier paper to the spe-
cial cases where the manifolds in question are euclidean spaces. We deal with
these special cases by comparing to other special cases where the manifolds
have the form “torus” and “torus times euclidean space”, respectively, and by
setting up a torus trick for configuration categories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Our main theorem relates the space emb’(R¢,R™) of locally flat topological
embeddings R* — R™ to the space of derived maps (over the nerve of Fin) between
the configuration categories of R* and R™, respectively.

Theorem 1.1. The map emb’ (R, R™) — Rmapg;, (con(R?), con(R™)) determined
by the functoriality of configuration categories is a weak equivalence if m — € > 3
and m > 5.
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We point out that Rmapg;, (con(R?), con(R™)) is weakly equivalent to the space
of derived maps from &, to &,,, where &,, denotes the little m-disk operad. This
was shown in [1]. Therefore the theorem implies

emb (R, R™) ~ Rmap(&;, Em)

for m — ¢ > 3 and m > 5. In this formulation it is more difficult to name the map
which gives the equivalence.

In the following corollary, L and M are smooth manifolds of dimension ¢ and m
respectively, and emb®(L, M) is the space of smooth embeddings from L to M.

Corollary 1.2. The square
emb®(L, M) ————— emb’(L, M)

emb®(L, M) —— Rmapg;,(con(L), con(M))
is homotopy cartesian. More generally, for compact smooth manifolds with bound-

ary, where m —{£ > 3 and m > 5, and a specified smooth embedding OL — OM , the
square

emb} (L, M) —————— emb}, (L, M)
emb3 (L, M) — Rmap2,, (con(L), con(M))

is homotopy cartesian.

Proof of corollary 1.2, conditional on theorem 1.1. We concentrate on the case
where L and M have empty boundary. Let imm®(L, M) and imm®(L, M) be the
spaces of smooth resp. locally flat topological immersions from L to M. In the
commutative diagram

emb®(L, M) — emb’(L, M) Rmapg;, (con(L), con(M))

l | i

imm*(L, M) — imm‘(L, M) —>= Rmapg;, (con'°°(L), con'*(M))

the left-hand square is a homotopy pullback square by [18, Thm.A] and the outer
square is a homotopy pullback square by [1, Cor. 5.2]. The arrow labeled v is a weak
equivalence by theorem 1.1. (Source and target of v can be described as section
spaces of certain fibrations over L. In the case of the source, the fiber over z € L
is, informally speaking, the space of pairs (y, f) where y € M and f is a locally flat
embedding T, L. — Ty, M. In the case of the target, the fiber over x € L is the space
of pairs (y, f) where y € M and f is a derived map from con(T, L) to con(T,M).)
The claim follows with some diagram diagnostics. ([

Remark. A result by Haefliger and Hirsch [15, Thm. 4.2] states that the for-
getful maps imm®(L, M) — imm’(L, M) and immy(L, M) — imm}(L, M) induce
surjections on 7 if 2m > 3¢. Therefore the proof above shows that if 2m > 3¢, the
right-hand columns in those diagrams of corollary 1.2 are weak equivalences.

Remark. If L is compact, and m — ¢ > 3, m > 5, then the space of locally flat
embeddings emb’ (L, M) is weakly equivalent to the space of all injective continuous
maps from L to M. See [18, Thm.1]. Note in passing that we normally think of
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emb' (L, M) as a simplicial set, while the space of all injective continuous maps from
L to M could also be regarded as an honest space with the compact-open topology;
more about that in [18]. We do not know whether emb’ (R, R™) is weakly equivalent
to the space of all injective continuous maps from R to R™. Theorem 1.1 implies
that one is a homotopy retract of the other since the “functoriality of configuration
categories” is perfectly valid for continuous injective maps.

Remark. Krannich and Kupers show [17, Cor E] that theorem 1.1 does not
extend to the cases £ = m, except for m < 2. For £ = m = 2, see [16, Thm. 8.5].
Krannich and Kupers also have counterexamples in codimensions 1 and 2; see [17,
Cor 8.19].

Remark. We are often asked: what is the status of manifold calculus for topo-
logical manifolds, especially in relation to spaces of embeddings? As the proof of
corollary 1.2 illustrates, Lashof’s homotopy cartesian square almost reduces it to
the manifold calculus for smooth embeddings, in the cases where the manifolds in
question admit smooth structures. It is not known wether manifold calculus for
topological embeddings can be developed in parallel to the existing manifold calcu-
lus for smooth embeddings. We can be a little more precise. The manifold calculus
for smooth embeddings has the following foundations. On the more categorical
side, there are the papers [23] and [13] by Weiss and Goodwillie-Weiss, and on the
geometric side, there are Goodwillie’s thesis polished and published as [10], and the
two papers [11], [12] by Goodwillie and Klein. Most experts agree that all of these
can be exported without difficulty to the non-smooth setting ezcept Goodwillie’s
thesis [10]. On the other hand there seems to be no evidence that the multiple
disjunction results of [10] become false in the setting of topological manifolds. On
the contrary, the argument with Lashof’s homotopy cartesian square implies that
they are “often” correct.

Guide to the paper. The torus trick is explained in section 2. It is easy to
understand as a method, but the preparations required to make it work are sobering.
The most important of these help us to translate metric conditions on maps between
configuration categories into homotopical conditions. For that we have mainly
sections 4 and 7. Sections 3 and 6 support sections 4 and 7 respectively by dropping
some useful anchors. In section 5 we develop a homotopical decomposition method
for configuration categories, based on partitions of unity. This is needed in sections 6
and 7. In the appendix sections A, B, C and D we introduce language, models and
points of view. Section D introduces a new procedure for conservatization. (This
is new only in relation to the conservatization procedure used in [1, §8], but in a
more general context it is well known to some experts.)

2. THE TORUS TRICK

2.1. A form of torus trick for embeddings. Let T be the /-dimensional torus.
Let f:T¢ — T x R? be a locally flat topological embedding, and let H be a
homotopy from f to the standard inclusion. For any self-covering map m : T¢ — T*,
path lifting determines a unique lift of the homotopy H to a homotopy H’ satisfying
(m x id)H" = Hw with Hj the standard inclusion. Then H{ is an embedding that
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lifts f:
Hy
Tt 25 T x R4

-

TZ*f>TZ><Rd

The following instance of a geometric torus trick has guided this paper. Think of
T* as a topological abelian group (hence a Z-module) and suppose d > 3, £4d > 5.

Lemma 2.1. Let f%) be the lift of f across the covering map 7:T¢ — T where
7(x) = kx for some positive integer k. If k is sufficiently large, then the lift f*) is
isotopic to the standard inclusion.

(The meaning of sufficiently large depends on f and H.) The argument for this
can be broken up into several steps.

(1) f is e-bounded for some € (which can be large)
(2) if f is e-bounded then f*) is e/k-bounded
(3) therefore f*) is isotopic to the standard inclusion if & is large enough.

By an e-bounded map f : T* — T* x R? (equipped with a homotopy to the

standard inclusion) we mean a map whose lift to the universal cover

R 5 R x R?
is e-close to the standard inclusion e in the sense that the distance between pje(x)
and p; f*(z) is < ¢ for all z € RY, where p;: R’ x RY — R’ is the first projection.
We are not very interested in the distance between pae(x) and po f°°(x) since we can
easily make it as small as we like (for all = simultaneously) by applying a suitable
isotopy to f (shrinking in the R? factor).

Points (1) and (2) are clear. For (3) we must refer to the appendix of [18],
and specifically to theorems 1 and 2 in there. Together these imply a complicated
local contractibility property for spaces of locally flat embeddings of topological
manifolds in codimension > 3. Lashof attributes this to [5]. Here the consequence
is that f) for sufficiently large k admits a “small” isotopy to the standard inclusion,
but that isotopy might not be locally flat. On the other hand there is a theorem
saying that, if there is such an isotopy, then there is also one which is locally flat,
although that one might not be small.

Lemma 2.1 has a family version where the embedding f is replaced by a compact
family of embeddings. We restate this in more homotopical terms, after fixing some
language and notation.

Definition 2.2. A topological embedding T — T* x R? together with a homotopy
to the standard inclusion will be called a grounded embedding. The space of such
is denoted emb’ (T, T* x R?). Tt is the homotopy fiber of

emb’(T¢, T* x RY) — map(T*, T* x RY)
over the standard inclusion.

As we noted already, grounded embeddings lift uniquely across self-coverings of
the torus. For a covering 7 : T* — T, this gives a map

emb’ (T¢, T¢ x RY) ™ emb'(T*, T* x RY) .

The family version of Lemma 2.1 is then:
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Proposition 2.3. Let 7w : T* — T* be the covering map given by m(x) = 2. The
homotopy colimit of the tower

emb! (T¢, T x RY) ™ emb!(T*, T x RY) = ...
is contractible.
2.2. The torus trick for configuration categories. For the purposes of this
section, we make the following abbreviations. For topological manifolds L and M
let bun®(T'L,TM) be the space of pairs (f,g) where f: L — M is any map and
g:TL — TM covers f, and is fiberwise linear and injective. The definition of
bun®(TL, TM) is similar, but we replace the linearity condition by local flatness.
We write

emb? (L, M) := Rmapg;,(con(L), con(M)),

bun?(TL, TM) := Rmapg;, (con'®°(L), con'®®(M)).

The superscript p is a reference to particles or patches. Another justification (for

the bun” notation) comes from noting that con'°(L) is in some sense sense a bundle
of configuration categories con(T, L) where x € L.

Definition 2.4. Let emb” (7% T* x R%) be the homotopy fiber, over the standard
inclusion, of the map

emb? (T, T* x RY) — map(T*, T* x R%)

given by restriction to the space of objects of con(T*) over 1 in Fin. We again refer
to the homotopy as a grounding and the elements as grounded things.

Remark 2.5. The forgetful map
emb? (T, T* x RY) — emb?(T*, T* x RY)

is a fibration with homotopically discrete fibers. An alternative description of the
elements of emb? (T*, T* x R?) is as pairs (f, f*°) where f € emb?(T*, T* x R?) and

R RO x R
is a lift of the map T¢ — T x R? determined by f to the universal covers. This
variant will be used later in the text.

In [3], we have shown that derived maps of configuration categories can be lifted
to maps of configuration categories of covering spaces under mild assumptions.
Consequently, given a covering map 7 : T¢ — T*, there is a dashed arrow

emb! (T, T! x RY) —> emb(T*, T* x RY)
emb? (T, T¢ x RY) ™= emb?(T*, T* x RY)

making the diagram homotopy commutative.
The main technical result of this paper is then:

Theorem 2.6 (Torus trick for configuration categories). Let w : T* — T* be the
degree 2 covering of the torus. The homotopy colimit of the tower

emb? (T, T* x RY) = emb?(T*, T x RY) =

is contractible.



6 PEDRO BOAVIDA DE BRITO AND MICHAEL S. WEISS

The remaining sections in the paper taken together prove this theorem. We will
indicate how in a moment. Before we do so, let us explain how theorem 2.6 implies
theorem 1.1.

2.3. Proof of theorem 1.1. To shorten notation, we abbreviate
L=T" and M=T"'xR"
(and m := £ + d). In analogy with the definitions and notation from before, let
bun’(T'L, TM)

be the homotopy fiber of bun?(TL, TM) — map(L, M) where 7 can be s, t or p.
The master diagram, relating the different types of spaces, is:

emb®(L, M) ——— emb’(L, M) ——— emb”(L, M)

l i i

bun®(TL,TM) — bun'(TL,TM) — bun?(TL,TM)

This has a forgetful map to a similar diagram where no grounding is imposed (the
underlining in the terms disappears). The left-hand square is homotopy cartesian
by [18, Thm.A] and the outer rectangle is homotopy cartesian by [1, Thm.5.1].
Therefore the right-hand square is almost homotopy cartesian (i.e., the vertical ho-
motopy fiber over the base point in the middle column maps by a weak equivalence
to the vertical homotopy fiber over the base point in the right-hand column).

These diagrams are the layers in a tower which is obtained by invoking the self-
covering map 7: L — L of proposition 2.3 and letting it act repeatedly. This extends
the towers for emb®(L, M), @t(lj7 M) and emb” (L, M). We have explained this
for the arrows in the top row (and it is clear for the left-hand square). For the
remaining arrows, it is a consequence of two observations (for more details, see [1]).
First, the lifting-across-m map

7 : emb? (L, M) — emb” (L, M)

can be made natural with respect to inclusions of open subsets of L. Second, the
lower row is obtained functorially from the upper row by homotopy sheafification
wrt the ordinary notion of open cover.

Passing to the top of the tower, i.e., taking the sequential homotopy colimit in
each column, associated to the right-hand square in the diagram above we obtain
a square

colim  emb’(L, M) ——  colim emb”(L, M)
iterated 7* iterated 7*

i l

colim  bun'(TL,TM) ——  colim bun”(TL,TM) .

iterated 7* iterated 7*

Since homotopy pullbacks commute with directed homotopy colimits, this is still
almost homotopy cartesian; i.e., the induced map on vertical homotopy fibers over
the respective base points is a weak equivalence. Since the terms in the top row
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are contractible, it follows that the lower horizontal map is a weak equivalence on
base point components.
The last step is easy. Since L and M are parallelized, the map
colim  bun’(TL,TM)— colim bun?(TL,TM)

iterated 7* iterated 7*
is weakly equivalent to

colim  map(L,emb!(R*, R™)) — colim map(L,emb” (R, R™).
iterated 7* iterated "
(The maps in these towers are given by precomposition with 7.) The last map has
the standard comparison map

emb’(RY, R™) — emb” (R, R™)

as a retract (use restriction of maps out of L to the base point, and inclusion
of constant maps). Therefore we may conclude that the said comparison map
is a weak equivalence on base point components. But these spaces happen to be
connected. For the target space, this follows from [14], and here again the condition
m — £ > 3 is important. For the source, our local flatness assumption implies that
the map TOP(m) — emb’(R¢, R™) given by restriction induces a surjection of path
components. Famously TOP(m) has only two path components, and clearly these
determine the same path component of emb’(R¢, R™).

2.4. Proof of Theorem 2.6. We keep the abbreviations of section 2.3. For reasons
given in [4], we prefer to work with the Rezk completions of the Segal spaces con(L)
and con(M). They are denoted ucon(L) and ucon(M ), respectively, where the “u”
is for unordered as in unordered configuration. The manifolds L and M will be
regarded as Riemannian manifolds (with the standard flat Riemannian metrics).
This allows us to use the Riemannian multipatch models for ucon(L) and ucon(M),
which are more useful here than the particle models. The multipatch models are
described in [1] and/or in appendix A below. In the Riemannian multipatch model,
ucon(L) and ucon(M) are nerves of topological posets (whose elements are the
multipatches). Then we can provisionally re-define

emb? (L, M) := Rmap,g;, (ucon(L), ucon(M)) = map,g;,(ucon(L), pucon(M))

where ¢ is for a Reedy fibrant replacement (whereas ucon(L) is already Reedy
cofibrant). This is in agreement with the previous definition of emb?(L, M) up to
weak equivalence.

As a first step, we restrict cardinalities. That is, we replace the configuration
category con(L) by the subcategory con(L;«). For each «, we have a tower

emb? (L, M; ) i>embp(L7M;oz) LA

(in self-explanatory notation). It suffices to show that the colimit of each of these
towers is contractible. With that in mind, we fix an « throughout.

In a similar vein, we often find it helpful to restrict the size of patches in a
multipatch in L. This leads to notation like ucons(L;«), where ¢ is an upper
bound on the radius of patches. The inclusion of ucons(L;«) in ucon(L;a) is a
(degreewise) weak equivalence. We seize the opportunity to re-define once more

emb? (L, M) := colim map,g,(ucons(L), pucon(M)).
6—0
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(If we have to be precise, the colimit is taken in the category of simplicial sets.
There will be no further re-definitions of emb? (L, M) in this section.)

Next, there is a notion of e-boundedness for elements (more correctly, simplices)
of emb?(L, M). This is very similar to the notion of e-boundedness for elements of
@t(L7 M). Tt is slightly more complicated though; see definitions 4.2 and 6.4.

Now the necessary definitions are in place and the strategy can be outlined. It
is close in spirit to the topological torus trick above. Let K be a finitely generated
simplicial set and let f: K — emb”(L, M) be a map of simplicial sets. We like to
think of f as a family (fu)ueck-

(1) After a homotopy applied to the family, each f, is e-bounded for some ¢
independent of u € K.

(2) If a simplex in emb?(L, M; @) is e-bounded, and k is any positive integer,
then for sufficiently large r (depending on k) the image of that simplex
under the r-fold iteration of

7 emb? (L, M; o) — emb? (L, M; «)

is (¢/k)-bounded.
(3) Ifein (1) is sufficiently small, then the family (f,,) is nullhomotopic. (There
is a preferred base point in emb” (L, M; «).)
Each of these steps is a major undertaking. Step (1) is achieved in theorem 6.5.
Step (2) is a consequence of theorem 7.1 and the observation, justified in the last
section of [3], that the r-fold iteration of 7*:emb”(L, M;a) — emb” (L, M;«) is
homotopic to the map determined by lifting across the covering map

momo---om: Tt — T
————
I

Step (3) is theorem 4.3. Strictly speaking, theorem 4.3 makes a claim which looks
slightly weaker than (3). It says that under conditions as in (3), the composition

U fo forgetful

(2.1) K emb” (L, M; a) emb? (L, M; a)

is nullhomotopic. In order to show that this does not make any difference, we
expand the map emb? (L, M; ) — emb”(L, M;«) into a Barratt-Puppe sequence.
This gives

-+ = Qemb? (L, M; o) — Qmap(L, M) — emb? (L, M; o) — emb? (L, M; a).

The map Qemb? (L, M;a) — Qmap(L, M) in the sequence has a right homotopy
inverse, since the base point component of map(L, M) is weakly equivalent to L and
since L, being a topological abelian group, is a retract of emb? (L, M'). Therefore,
if a map from a simplicial set K to emb? (L, M;«) is nullhomotopic as a map to
emb” (L, M; o), then it was already nullhomotopic to begin with.

3. LEAN AND FAT MULTIPATCHES

Vocabulary and notation: see section A.

Lemma 3.1. i) Let W be an open a-cover of the closed Riemannian manifold
L. The inclusion ucony (L;a) — ucon(L; @) is a weak equivalence. ii) Let & be a
positive real number. The inclusion uconsW(L; o) — ucon(L; @) is a weak equiva-
lence. ]
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Lemma 3.2. Let L be a closed smooth Riemannian manifold and letV be an open
a-cover of L. Then there exists § > 0 such that for every finite subset S C L where
|S| < «, the open d-neighborhood of S in L is contained in some U € V. (]

(In the case o = 1, this lemma is a special case of Lebesgue’s covering lemma.)
The important implication of lemma 3.2 for us is that if we wish to make a sensible
selection of objects of con(L; «) by imposing upper bounds on size, as in lemma 3.1,
then we can often do so by just imposing a uniform upper bound on the radii of
the (multi-)patches.

In the remainder of the section we mainly ask how far we can go in imposing
lower bounds on the size of objects of ucon(L;«) or con(L; ), if we still wish to
have a sensible selection. This turns out to be a much more difficult topic.

Again let L be a closed smooth Riemannian manifold. Let k be a positive
integer. For ¢ > 0 let pack(k,c) C emb(k, L) be the open subset consisting of the
embeddings f:k — L such that di.(f(x), f(y)) > 2¢ whenever z,y € k are distinct
(where dj, is the geodesic distance). If ¢ is less than the global injectivity radius
of L, then it is alright to think of pack(k, ¢) as the space of multipatches in L (as
in definition A.1) with exactly & components, where each component has radius
exactly c.

Proposition 3.3. If ¢ is sufficiently small, then the inclusion
pack(k, ¢) — emb(k, L)
is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Note first that emb(k, L) is a smooth manifold and pack(k,c) is an open
subset of it. We may assume from the outset that 6¢ is less than the global injectivity
radius of the Riemannian manifold L. Call a tangent vector v to f € pack(k,c)
admissible (in this proof) if, for every curve v:J — pack(k,c) (where J C R is
an open interval containing 0) having v(0) = f and +/(0) = v, and every choice of
distinct 2,y € k such that dr(f(z), f(y)) < 6¢, the distance in question increases
along . More precisely, we wish to have

% t=0 dr(y(t)(z),y(t)(y)) >0

for such = and y. (The differential quotient exists because of the condition on c.)
Clearly if elements v, w of the tangent space Typack(k, ¢) are admissible, then v+w
is also admissible, and sv is admissible for any positive s € R. The admissibility
condition is an open condition, i.e., the set of admissible elements in Tpack(k, ¢)
(total space of the tangent bundle of pack(k, ¢)) is an open set. If f € pack(k,3c) C
pack(k, c), then every v € Typack(k, c) is admissible. — The next thing to observe is
that if ¢ is sufficiently small, then for every f € pack(k, ¢) there exists an admissible
tangent vector in Typack(k,c). To see this, let R be the smallest equivalence
relation on k which contains all pairs (x,y) € k x k such that dp(f(z), f(y)) < 6c.
We may assume from now on that 6kc is smaller than the global injectivity radius
of L. Each equivalence class A of R is contained in an open metric ball By of
radius 6kc about some point z4 € L. These balls need not be disjoint, but it is
clear that if A; and A, are distinct equivalence classes and x € Ay, y € As, then
dr(z,y) > 6c. Therefore in our effort to find an admissible v € Ty(c, k) we may
treat each equivalence class A of R separately. By applying a “radial expansion”
of B4 with center point z4, and restricting that to f(A), we obtain a curve v4 in
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emb(A, L) such that v(0) = f|a and such that 4/ (0) has the required positivity
properties, as far as elements x,y of A are concerned, provided 6kc is sufficiently
small. (Here the smallness requirement could be quantified in terms of the curvature
properties of the Riemannian metric, in addition to the global injectivity radius.)
Together the vectors 7/ (0) make up a tangent vector v € Typack(k,c) which is
admissible. — Using all that and partitions of unity, one can easily construct a
smooth vector field £ on pack(k,c) which is everywhere admissible. The flow of
¢ is “forward complete”. More precisely, if f € pack(k,c), then by definition of
pack(k, c) there exists a positive ¢ such that f € pack(c + d,k) and § < 2¢. The
integral curve of ¢ passing through f € pack(k,c) at time ¢ = 0 can never escape
from the closure of pack(c+4, k) in pack(k, ¢), which is compact. More to the point,
if C' is any compact subset of pack(k,c), then the flow of £ will move it into the
open subset pack(k,3c) in finite time. — Now let W C pack(k,c) be defined as
follows: f € pack(k,c) belongs to W if and only if dy(z,y) > 6¢ for all distinct
x,y €{1,2,3,...,k —1}. Then we have a diagram of inclusion maps

pack(k, 3¢) L5 W £ pack(k, ) £ emb(k, L).

We still want to show that g3 is a homotopy equivalence. The forgetful projection
W — pack(k — 1,3¢) is a fiber bundle. (Each fiber is the complement in L of
k — 1 pairwise disjoint metric closed balls of radius 2¢; the balls are disjoint because
their center points have distance > 6¢.) By induction, and making ¢ smaller if
necessary, we may assume that the inclusion of pack(k — 1, 3¢) in emb(k — 1, L) is
a homotopy equivalence. It follows that g3gs in the above diagram is a homotopy
equivalence. (We can describe g3go as a map between the total spaces of two fiber
bundles which respects the bundle projections, induces a homotopy equivalence
of the base spaces, and restricts to homotopy equivalences between corresponding
fibers.) Now we can conclude with a formal argument. For every compact CW-
space Z, the map go induces a surjection, thanks to the vector field £, from the
set of homotopy classes [Z, W] to [Z,pack(k,c)]. As we have seen, gsg2 induces
a bijection from [Z, W] to [Z,emb(k, L)]. Therefore g3 induces a bijection from
[Z, pack(k, c)] to [Z,emb(k, L)]. By itself that does not allow us to conclude that
g3 is a weak homotopy equivalence. But we know also that the target of g3 is
homotopy equivalent to a compact CW-space, so that g3 has a homotopy right
inverse. With that it is an exercise to show that g3 is a weak equivalence. Then
it is also a homotopy equivalence, since source and target are finite dimensional
smooth manifolds. (]

There is a mild generalization of proposition 3.3 in which L is allowed to have a
boundary. In the generalization, suppose that L is a compact smooth Riemannian
manifold with boundary and let k be a positive integer. For ¢ > 0 let pack(k, c) be
the open subset of emb(k, L~ L) consisting of the embeddings f:k — L~ 0L such
that dr(f(x), f(y)) > 2c whenever z,y € k are distinct (where dy, is the geodesic
distance), and also dp(f(z),z) > ¢ for any z € OL and z € k.

Proposition 3.4. For sufficiently small ¢, the inclusion
pack(k,c) — emb(k, L \ OL)

is a homotopy equivalence.
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The proof is left to the reader. It can be modeled on the proof of proposition 3.3.
We will only need this in the cases where L is a disk, though not necessarily a disk
with the standard Riemannian metric. O

It is a easy to think of generalizations and variants of proposition 3.3 and 3.4
where the multipatches are replaced by nested systems of multipatches. We will
also need such variants (in the proof of theorem 4.3 below). To specify the type of
nested system, we fix a diagram in Fin,

(3.1) D= (kg k¢ -k, k)
(where ko, k1, .., kp are positive).
Let cg,c1,...,cp, be a string of positive real numbers. Suppose that cg is less

than the global injectivity radius of L. Let Pack(D,co,c1,...,¢p) be the space of
systems of multipatches

(3.2) UyoUi D---DUp-1 DU,

in L where the string of finite sets and maps obtained by applying 7o to (3.2) is
identified with D in (3.1), and moreover, for j € {0,1,...,p}, the individual patches
in U; have radii > cocq -+ - ¢j—1¢j. (In the case p = 0, we can write k, instead of D.
There is a small distinction between Pack(ky, co) and pack(ko, co) because in one
of them we allow patches whose radii are at least cg, whereas in the other one the
patches must have radii equal to ¢y. But the inclusion pack(ko, co) — Pack(ky, co)
is clearly a homotopy equivalence.)

Theorem 3.5. If cy,c1,...,c, are sufficiently small, then the inclusion
Pack(D, cg, 1, ..., ¢p) — con(L)p
is a homotopy equivalence.
Proof. (See remark 3.7 for an overview.) Let
Packy (D, co, c1,...,¢p) C Pack(D, co,¢1,...,¢p)

be the subspace determined by the additional condition that the innermost multi-
patch, whose name is U, in (3.2), must have all patch radii equal to cocy ---¢p. It
is clear that the inclusion of Packs (D, co,c1,...,¢p) in Pack(D,co,c1,...,¢p) is a
homotopy equivalence. Therefore it is enough to investigate Pack; (D, co, ¢1, . .., ¢p).

Let d,D be the diagram obtained from D by deleting the object k,,. There is a
forgetful map

(3.3) Packy (D, co, c1, ..., cp—1,¢p) —> Pack(dpD, co,c1, ..., Cp—1).

If we can show that this is a weak Serre fibration, see definition 3.6 below, then
we can proceed by induction on p. Indeed we have a good understanding of the
fibers of that forgetful map (by dint of proposition 3.4), and the case p = 0, the
induction beginning, is taken care of by proposition 3.3. Therefore we concentrate
on showing that (3.3) is a weak fibration. (This appears to be nontrivial even in
the case where the Riemannian metric on L is flat.) Here we can again proceed
by induction on the positive integer k,. The case where the map from k, to k,_;
in D is injective is trivial, i.e., in that case (3.3) is clearly a weak fibration. In
particular that takes care of the case k;, = 1. Suppose now that the map from k,
to k,_; is not injective. Then kj, > 2 and without loss of generality, the elements
kp and kjp — 1 of k,, both map to the same element of k, ;. Let D’ be the diagram



12 PEDRO BOAVIDA DE BRITO AND MICHAEL S. WEISS
obtained from D by deleting the element k;, from the set k,, and restricting the
map k, — k,_; accordingly. By inductive assumption, the forgetful map
(3.4) Pack, (D', co, c1, - -+, Cp—1,3¢p) — Pack(d,D, co,c1, ..., Cp_1)
is a weak Serre fibration. (Note that d,D = d,D’.) Let
W C Packi (D, co,c1, .-+, Cp_1,Cp)

be the preimage of Pack; (D', ¢o, ¢1, ..., ¢p—1,3¢p) under the forgetful map

Packy (D, co, c1, - -, cp—1,¢p) = Packy (D', co,c1, ..., cp1,¢p)-
(Strictly speaking it is incorrect to say that Pack (D', co,c1,. .., cp—1,3¢p) is a sub-
space of Packy (D', co,c1,...,¢p—1,¢p), but there is a preferred embedding of one

into the other given by fattening the innermost multipatches.) By analogy with the
proof of proposition 3.3, the map

(35) W — Pack(dpD, COyClyenny Cp_1)

obtained from (3.3) by restriction is also a weak Serre fibration, since it is the
composition of the fiber bundle projection W — Pack:(D’,co,c1,...,cp—1,3¢p)
and the weak Serre fibration (3.4). Now it is almost true, though perhaps not quite
true, that (3.3) is a fiberwise homotopy retract of (3.5). More precisely: the vector
field argument from the proof of proposition 3.3 can be employed fiberwise to show
that if K C Packy (D, cp,c1,...,cp—1,Cp) is any compact subset, then there exists a
vertical homotopy

(ht : K — Packq (D, co,c1, - - ., Cp—1, Cp))te[o,l]

such that hg is the inclusion and h;(K) is contained in W. (Vertical means that

each h; is a map over Pack(d,D, co,c1,...,cp—1).) Using that and the information
that (3.5) is a weak Serre fibration, it is straightforward to deduce that (3.3) is also
a weak Serre fibration. (Il

Definition 3.6. A map p: E — B of spaces is a weak Serre fibration if the following
holds. For every compact CW-space X with a map ¢g: X — F and a homotopy
(h¢: X — B) such that hg = pg and h; = hg for ¢ in a neighborhood of 0 € [0, 1],
there exists a homotopy (H¢: X — E)icjo,1) such that Hy = g and pH; = hy for all
t €[0,1]. (This is a variant of the notion of weak fibration; see [7].)

Remark 3.7. The formulation of theorem 3.5 reflects the proof. An important
guiding principle in that proof is that the face operator d; : con(L); — con(L)g , also
known as target, has some good properties, such as being a Serre fibration. The face
operator dy from con(L); to con(L)y cannot compete with that. Therefore, to find
positive numbers co, ¢y, ..., c, small enough in theorem 3.5, we determine first cy
which sets the lower bound for patch radii in Uy of (3.2), the ultimate target. The
upper bound for allowed choices of ¢y will depend strongly on the metric properties
of L, such as diameter, curvature and the like. Then we select ¢;. Together, ¢y and
¢1 determine the lower bound cgcy for patch radii in Uy of (3.2). (Therefore ¢; has
the purpose of a ratio.) The upper bound for the choice of ¢; depends less strongly
on the metric properties of L, especially in the limit ¢y — 0, because it only reflects
the Riemannian metric properties of disks or open balls in L of radius < ¢y (which
we may rescale to radius 1 without losing essential information). Then we select
€2,C3,...,Cp in the same manner. The upper bounds for ¢y, ¢, ..., c, may depend



THE TORUS TRICK FOR CONFIGURATION CATEGORIES 13

on ¢y but they converge to the same positive real number for ¢y — 0, and that
positive real number does not even depend on L.

Corollary 3.8. For every choice of positive integers v and o there exist a positive
real number p and a simplicial subspace X of the r-skeleton skrucon(L; ) such
that every patch in a multipatch V € X has radius > p, and the inclusion of X't

in sk,.ucon(L; «) is a weak equivalence.
Proof. By theorem 3.5, for every diagram
D= (kgL ky & &k, & k,) € (NFin),,

positive real numbers by, ..., b, can be selected, all <1 with the possible exception
of by, such that the inclusion of Pack(D,cy,...,¢,) in con(L)p is a homotopy
equivalence whenever 0 < ¢; < b; for all j € {0,1,...,p}. The selection can be
made in such a way that b; = 1 whenever g; is injective. It is a trivial matter
to translate this into a statement about the unordered configuration category, but
it is convenient to keep the diagram D. Therefore we write Pack([D],co,...,¢p)
and ucon(L);p;. Let b be the minimum of all the b; obtained in this way, for
all D € (NFin), involving only objects of Fin of cardinality < «, and all p < r.
This is still a positive real number. By definition, the preimage of [D] in X;at is
Pack([D], co, . - ., ¢p), where cg,c1, ..., ¢, depend on D and r as follows:

cocy - cp = b

c; = 11if 7 > 0 and g; is injective,

c; =bif j > 0 and g; is not injective.
This defines X' in degrees p < r. By inspection, the simplicial operators in
sk.ucon(L; o) respect X' as long as they are induced by morphisms [p] — [q] in
A where p,q < r. There is exactly one way to finish the construction of Xt in
such a way that it is a simplicial subspace of sk,ucon(L; ). The inclusion of X
in sk,.ucon(L; ) is a degreewise weak equivalence. This is true by theorem 3.5 in
degrees < r. In degrees > r it is an easy consequence of the statement for degrees
< r and the observation that both X' and sk.ucon(L;«) are Reedy cofibrant
simplicial spaces. — Therefore p := b'*" is a correct decision. ([l

4. PERTURBATION AND TOLERANCE

Vocabulary and notation: see section A.

In this section we assume that M is a Riemannian manifold and L is a compact
smooth submanifold of M (both without boundary). Then L inherits a Riemannian
metric from M, and we assume that L is totally geodesic in M (all geodesics in L
are also geodesics in M) and that M is geodesically complete. For simplicity we
also assume that M is connected. Then the Riemannian metric on M induces an
honest metric dy; on M, the geodesic distance.

We also want to speak of a preferred inclusion of ucon(L) in ucon(M). This
should be “induced” by the inclusion L — M. On objects, the idea is therefore that
we take a multipatch in L with center points z1, 23, ..., 2z and radii ¢y, cs, ..., ¢ to
the multipatch in M with the same center points 21, 29, ..., z;x and the same radii.
But this may not work. We are on the safe side if we assume that for every z € L
the injectivity radius of M at z agrees with the injectivity radius of L at z. This is
quite a strong condition on the inclusion L — M.
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Definition 4.1. Let U be an open subset of L. For € > 0 we denote by ©.U C M
the e-thickening of U in M, in other words, the union of all metric open balls in
M with center in U and radius €. Nota bene: we assumed U C L, but ©.U is an
open subset of M.

Definition 4.2. Let € and ¢ be positive real numbers. A map from ucons(L; @) to
wucon(M) over uFin is e-bounded if for every open subset U of L, the map takes
ucons(U; @) to wucon(©.U).

More generally, let f be a k-simplex in map(ucons(L; &), pucon(M)). This can be
thought of as a family of maps f. : ucons(L; @) — @ucon(M) depending continuously
on z € AF. Consequently we say that f is e-bounded if each f, is e-bounded.

Remarks. 1) It is sensible, though not compulsory, to require € > ¢ because
otherwise the standard inclusion ucons(L;a) — @ucon(M) will find it difficult to
be e-bounded. ii) Remember lemma 3.1.

Let Z. C map(ucons(L; «), pucon(M)) be the simplicial subset consisting of the
e-bounded simplices.

Theorem 4.3. For every choice of o there exist €,0 > 0, where € > §, such that
the inclusion Z. — map(ucons(L; a), pucon(M)) is based nullhomotopic.

Clarification. The real number ¢ depends on L and M with their Riemann-
ian metrics, and on a. Meaning of the inclusion is based nullhomotopic: the in-
clusion is based homotopic to the constant map which takes everything to the
base point. Remember that we have taken some care to set up a base point for
map,gin (ucons (L; o), pucon(M)).

Proof of theorem 4.3. The finite presentation result of [4] says that for large
enough 7, the r-skeleton sk,.con(L; a) of ucon(L; o) contains a finite presentation of
ucon(L; ). Therefore it suffices to show: for every r > 1 there exist €, > 0 such
that the composition

Z. < map,g;, (ucons (L; @), pucon(M)) == map,i, (skrucons (L; o), pucon(M))

is nullhomotopic.

Here is an overview of the rest of the proof. Let us write X'°*" for sk,.ucon;(L; ),
simplicial subspace of sk,ucon(L;«). By imposing certain lower bounds on the
radii of patches in multipatches, we define another simplicial subspace X' of
skrucon(L; «); this was done already in corollary 3.8. The inclusion of X in
skrucon(L; «) is a degreewise weak equivalence by construction. Also by construc-
tion, X' and Xt are degreewise disjoint simplicial subspaces of skrucon(L; o).
Another simplicial subspace X of sk,.ucon(L; ) will be defined which contains the
(disjoint) union of X'** and Xt and then some more to ensure that the inclusion
X — skyucon(L; @) is a good approximation. It turns out to be a conservatization
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map. Then we construct the broken arrow in a strictly commutative diagram

map, g (X1, ¢(ucon(M)))

- restriction
trivial map

> 1MapPFin (X’ @(UCOH(M)))

lrestriction

map,gin (X', (ucon(M)))

The two vertical arrows are weak equivalences since the inclusion maps Xt — X
and X'*® — X are weak equivalences modulo conservatization, and the common
target ¢(ucon(M)) is conservative. This completes the argument. It does not
construct an explicit nullhomotopy. Instead it proceeds by making a few useful
homotopy equivalences. (End of overview.)

First order of business: definition of X and the choice of €, > 0. For Xt we
can take the construction in the proof of corollary 3.8. The only condition on ¢ is
£ < p/2, where p is the lower bound in corollary 3.8, also known as b'*". The only
condition on J is § < /2.

The next order of business is the definition of X, again a simplicial subspace of
skrucon(L; «). For motivation and warm-up, let us take the view that sk,ucon(L; @)
is a Segal space in degrees < r, fiberwise complete over the nerve of uFin. (The prefix
sk, has done some damage to the Segal property.) Consequently Xt and X'**" are
both Segal spaces in degrees < r, fiberwise complete over the nerve of uFin. (The
inclusions Xt — sk.ucon(L;a) and X'**" — sk,.ucon(L; ) are degreewise weak
equivalences.) As noted in the overview, X' and X'®" are degreewise disjoint as
simplicial subspaces of sk,.ucon(L; @) (because multipatches in L which are objects
of Xt have all patch radii > 2e, whereas multipatches which are objects of X'e2"
have all patch radii < ¢/2). We wish to define X as a simplicial subspace of
sk,ucon(L; «), in such a way that it is also a Segal space in degrees < r. It must
contain X%t and X' Tt should not contain objects other than those in Xfat
and X'¢#, It should however contain “most” of the morphisms in ucon(L; ) from
objects in X'°® to objects in Xt (There are no morphisms in ucon(L;a) from
objects in Xt to objects in X'®") To be precise: a morphism in ucon(L; )
from an object in X'®*" to an object in Xt (which is an inclusion U — V of
multipatches) qualifies as a morphism in X if the closure of U in V has distance
> 2¢ from the boundary of V in L. Therefore X,, for n < r is the space of systems
of multipatches

(4.2) UyDU1D---DUp—1 DU,

in L satisfying one of the following (mutually exclusive) conditions (i),(ii),(iii).
(i) The entire system is an element in degree n of Xt
(ii) The entire system is an element in degree n of X'¢".
(iii) There exists p € {0,1,2,...,n} such that Upy1 D Upyo D --- D U,_1 DU,
is an element of X' in degree n —p—1and Uy DUy D - D Up—1 D U,
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is an element of X' in degree p, and the closure of U, in U, has distance
> 2¢ from the boundary of U, in L.

We give almost the same definition for p > r, but then we require in addition
that Uy D Uy D -+ D Up—1 D U, is an element of sk,.ucon(L;«) in degree p.
Equivalently, at least n — r of the containments U;_; D U; are identities.

By inspection, X is a Segal space in degree < r. As such it is also fiberwise
complete over the nerve of uFin. But it is not conservative over the nerve of uFin
(except perhaps for some extreme choices of L, such as L = ). Indeed, there are
elements in X; of the form Uy D U; where Uy is an element of X! in degree 0
and U; is an element of X'®®" in degree 0, and the inclusion induces a bijection
mo(U1) = mo(Up). These do not qualify as homotopy invertible elements in X;.

The Segal space X comes with an important simplicial map w to A[1], the nerve
of [1]°P. This expresses the fact that objects of X belong either to X! in which
case w takes them to 0, or to X'*®* in which case w takes them to 1.

Next order of business: construction of the broken arrow in diagram (4.1). Read-
ers are advised to try a construction of their own making, but if none is forthcoming
then they should read on. Let f be a 0-simplex of Z. ,. (We ought to begin with:
let f be a j-simplex of Z. ,, but we take j = 0 and leave the generalization to
arbitrary j > 0 to the reader. Remember that a j-simplex of Z. , is nothing but a
family of O-simplices of Z. , parametrized continuously by A*.) Then f restricts to
a map from X' to gucon(M), which we still denote by f. We must extend this
to a map f' defined on X in such a way that f' also extends the standard inclusion
t:sk,ucon(L;a) — ucon(M) restricted to Xft. In the language and notation of
section C, the construction of f' can be indicated by the following diagram. Write
NP for ucon(L; ) and NQ for ucon(M). These are nerves of topological posets P
resp. Q, because we are using the Riemannian patch models for the configuration
categories. The goal is now to define f': X — ¢NQ.

X ¢NQ
(incl.,w)l T Tsa(pmj.)
(4.3) NP x A[l] B ~ o(NQ x A1)
sep. diag., defn. c.ei lg@(sop. diag.)
NP+ NP —T o NQxpNQ %™ L (NQ« NQ)

The vertical arrow in the right-hand column with the label p(sep. diag.) is an em-
bedding. It follows that the broken arrow is unique if it exists. We have to show
that it exists, i.e., that the image of the map X — ¢@(NQ x NQ) obtained by
going along the lower circuit is contained in the image of the map with the label
p(sep. diag.). We begin with an n € {0,1,...,7} and an element (4.2) of X,,. In
the cases (i) and (ii) of (4.2), there is nothing to verify, so we can assume (iii).
Moving forward to NQ % ¢ NQ in (4.3), we obtain the element

(LU0 .. D Up), f(Ups1 D+ DUp)) € NQp x (pNQ)y—p—1 C (NQx pNQ),, .
The important observation to make now is that

(44)  f(Upr1 DD Un) € (pucon(u(Up))np-1 C ($NQ)uopo1
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by (iii) and our assumptions on f. Now we can apply lemma C.8 and it follows
that the broken arrow in (4.3) exists.

There is something tedious left to do under the same heading. The extension f'
of f (restricted to sk.ucons(L; «)) has been defined, but it remains to be shown that
it is a map over uFin. We adopt the point of view developed at the end of section A,
after definition A.5 and in lemma A.6. Arguments similar to those which led to
lemma A.6 will be used. Therefore, to turn f' into a map over uFin we require, for
every element V of Xy (which is a multipatch in L), a preferred bijection

wy (V) = mo(fH(V)).

We have this already because V belongs either to X'®®" in which case wy comes
with the package f, or V belongs to Xt in which case f'(V) = «(V) and we define
wy to be the bijection induced by the inclusion of V' in «(V). It remains only to
test for naturality. Suppose that U and V are elements of Xy (multipatches in L)
such that U C V. Then we must show that the diagram of finite sets

mo(U) == mo(f'(U))
(45) ind. by incl.i idetermined by f{(V D U)
mo(V) —= mo(f1(V))

commutes. We must not take for granted that f'(U) is contained in f'(V). The
cases where U and V are both in X' or both in X' are nevertheless triv-
ial. Therefore we may assume that U belongs to X(I)ea“ and V belongs to X(f)at.
Then (4.5) simplifies to

mo(U) ————=mo(f(U))
(4.6) ind. by incl.l ldct. by f{(V D U)
W()(V) ind. by incl. WO(L(V))

Reasoning as in lemma A.6, we can reduce to the situation where my(U) has only
one element. More precisely, let Uy be a connected component of U. Then (4.6)
expands to

70 (Up) ———>— mo(f (V)
ind. by incl. det. by f(U D Up)
(4.7) To(U) —— 1o (f(U)) det. by f'(V > Up)
ind. by incl. det. by f'(V D U)
7o(V) ind. by incl. 7o(e(V))

Here the upper square commutes, and the deformed triangle commutes because we
have f'(V > U D Up), an element in degree 2 of pucon(M). So if the outer rectangle
in (4.7) commutes for every choice of component Uy C U, then the lower square
commutes. — Now we may assume that U has only one connected component.
Let Vp be the connected component of V' containing U. Then (Vy D U) is an
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element of X in degree 1, and (V D Vy D U) is an element of X in degree 2, and
so diagram (4.6) can be expanded as follows:

mo(U) = mo(f(U))
ind. by incl. det. by f'(Vo D U)
ind. by incl. ,
(48) 7T0(V0) 7T0(L(VQ)) det. by f(V D U)
ind. by incl. ind. by incl.
ind. by incl.
mo(V) Y mo(e(V))

Here the upper square commutes for a trivial reason, and the lower square com-
mutes for another trivial reason. The deformed triangle commutes because we have
the element f'(V O Vy D U) in degree 2 of ucon(M). So (4.8) commutes, and
therefore (4.5) commutes.

Next and last order of business in this proof: showing that the inclusion of X
in Y := sk,ucon(L;«) is a conservatization map. There is a good reason why this
should be so: the inclusion X < Y has a factorization

(4.9) X Y x Af1] 2%y

where the first arrow is a weak equivalence (by inspection). Here we view Y as a
simplicial space with reference map Y — uFin, as usual, and we view A[l] as a sim-
plicial space with reference map v: A[1] — A[0]. Therefore Y x A[1] is a simplicial
space with reference map to uFin x A[0] 2 uFin. In this situation proposition D.6
states that the conservatization A respects products. (We use a new incarnation
A" of the conservation procedure here, but we write A for short. See section D.)
Therefore the map

(incl.,w)

idy xv:Y x A[1] = Y x A[0]
is a conservatization map over uFin x A[0] 2 uFin because id: Y — Y is a conserva-
tization map over uFin and A[l] — A[0] is a conservatization map over A[0]. This
completes the verification that X — Y is a conservatization map, and thereby the
proof as a whole. O

5. PARTITIONS OF UNITY IN A SIMPLICIAL SETTING

Let Y be a space and let U = (U;);cs be an open cover of Y. For every finite
nonempty subset S of J, write Usg = ﬂie sUi. Then S — Ug is a contravariant
functor from the poset of nonempty subsets of J to spaces. There is a standard
projection map

(5.1) hocolim Us — Y = colim Us.
fte nonempty SCJ fte nonempty SCJ

Lemma 5.1. (Segal [21, §4].) If Y is paracompact, then (5.1) is a homotopy
equivalence. O

We repeat some of Segal’s arguments because we want to make a statement
which is stronger in some respects. The official definition of the hocolim in (5.1) is

H Ag % Us/relations
s
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where S is a nonempty finite subset of J and Ag is the classifying space of the poset
of nonempty subsets of S. (The relations in the denominator of the “fraction”
are of the coend type; indeed, S — Ag is a covariant functor and S +— Ug is
contravariant.) There is a natural identification of Ag with A(S), the simplex
spanned by S. Therefore the source in (5.1) can be written as

H A(S) x Ug/relations.
s

A partition of unity (¢;:Y — [0,1]);cs subordinate to the cover U gives rise to a
map from Y to hocolimg Ug which takes z € Y to the element represented by

((Yi())ier, x) € A(T) x Ur
where T is the finite nonempty set {i € J | ¢;(z) > 0}. We are using barycentric
coordinates in A(T). It is easily seen that this map from Y to hocolimg Ug is

continuous, and that it defines a section of (5.1). This is our cue for making a
stronger statement.

Lemma 5.2. The space of sections of (5.1) can be identified with the space P(Y,U)
of partitions of unity subordinate to U.

Here it is necessary to explain what is meant by space of sections and the like.
In the absence of an obvious or otherwise preferred topology on the set of such
sections, we define the space of sections as a simplicial set. A k-simplex is a map
from A* x Y to hocolimgUsg such that (post-)composition with (5.1) gives the
projection from A*F x Y to Y. Similarly, P(Y,) is a simplicial set. A k-simplex is
a partition of unity subordinate to the open cover (A* x U;);c; of AF x Y.

As regards the proof of lemma 5.2, the arguments already given can be extended
mechanically to give us a map from P(Y,U) to the space (simplicial set) of sections
of (5.1). This is injective by inspection. Surprisingly, it is in fact bijective. See
[24, Lem. 2.3]. (Keep in mind that the hocolim in (5.1) was not defined to be a
subspace of A(J) x Y, not even in the cases where J is finite. It has a continuous
and injective map to A(J) x Y, but often this is not a topological embedding.
Example: take Y = [0,1], let J = {0,1} and let U be the open cover consisting
of Uy =Y ~ {0} and U; =Y ~ {1}. Then the hocolim is the homotopy pushout
of the diagram Uy <— Uy NU; — U;. It is not metrizable and is consequently not
homeomorphic to any subspace of Al x [0, 1] whatsoever.)

The following two lemmas are in the nature of observations.

Lemma 5.3. IfY is a paracompact space and U = (U;);cg is an open cover of Y,
then P(Y,U) is a contractible simplicial set. It is also fibrant, i.e., it has the Kan
filling property. O

Lemma 5.4. IfY is a paracompact space, U = (U;)ics is an open cover of Y and
C is a closed subspace of Y, then the forgetful map of simplicial sets

P, U) — P(C,Uc)
(where Ue == (U; N Ciecg) is a Kan fibration. O

Next we will develop simplicial variants of lemmas 5.1 and 5.2. So let Y be a
simplicial space. Suppose that Yy is equipped with an open cover U = (U;);cs. For
J € [k] let e ;: Yy — Yp be the face operator determined by the morphism [0] — [k]
in A taking 0 to j. We write
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U(k,j); for the preimage of U; under ey ; (an open subset of Y});
similarly U(k, j)s for the preimage of Ug (where S C J is finite, nonempty);
U(k,7) for the open cover of Y determined by U, open cover of Yy, and
pullback along ey, ;.

We make the following assumptions.

- Y is degreewise paracompact Hausdorff and Reedy cofibrant.
- For each i € J, we have the following inclusions of open subsets of Y}:

U(/C,O)l CU(]C,].)ZCCU(]C7]€)Z

Let S be a finite nonempty subset of J. Then [k] — U(k,0)s defines a simplicial
subspace of Y.

Proposition 5.5. There exists a factorization as in

hocolim (k] = U(k,0)s)

fte nonempty SC.J

(52) Tk

@lay = o Y
where the horizontal arrow is adjoint to the inclusion of Y in oY .

(The hocolim is a degreewise hocolim of simplicial spaces. The vertical arrow is
a levelwise homotopy equivalence by lemma 5.1. The factorization is strict.)

Proof. For this undertaking we need:

(i) for every p > 0 and every string of p composable morphisms
D: [ko] ¢ [ka) ¢ [ke] €% - € [ky)

in Ayyj, a p-simplex (D) in P(Y,,U(ko,a)) where a = g1g2 - - - gp(0).
The simplices (D) are jointly subject to the following condition:

(ii) f*(o(D)) is in agreement with o(f*D) whenever f:[p1] — [po] is a mor-
phism in A and D is a string of py composable morphisms in Ajy;.

The agreement asked for is an equality of p;-simplices in the simplicial set which is
the home of o(D) and f*(a(D)), but o(f*D) is a p;-simplex in
P(ka(o)a Z/l(kf(O)v b))
where b = gr0)+1950)+2 97 (p1)(0). The request is meaningful because there is a
simplicial map
P(ka(ﬂ)’ U(k}f(o), b)) — 'P(Yko, U(ko, a))
by pullback along the face operator Yy, — Yj,, determined by the morphism

9192 - 950y : [kr0)] = [ko

in Ajpj. This uses also that a > g1g2...g5(0)(b)-
We have to impose one more condition. Let D be a diagram in Aj,;j as before and
let s: [ko] = [€o] be a surjective morphism in A. Then diagram D can be uniquely
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completed to a commutative diagram of the form

D [ko] ~o [k1] = (k2] s o [Fep]
oo i ¢
R R R

in A, where the arrows in the lower row (and in the upper row) belong to Ajy;.
Now the new condition:

(iii) o(D) is taken to o(£) under the map
P(Ykm U(ko,a)) - P(Yem U(fg, S(Q)))
induced by the degeneracy operator s*:Y,, — Yy, .

Condition (ii) refers only to the face operators in Y, whereas condition (iii) refers
mainly to the degeneracy operators in Y.

We begin with the constructing of a collection (¢(D)) satisfying (i), (ii) and
(iii). It will proceed by induction on (p, k), where p is the length of D and [k]
is the ultimate target. We use the lexicographic ordering on the set of such pairs
(p, ko). The induction therefore begins with p = 0, kp = 0 and continues with
p=0, ko =1,2,3,.... The induction steps here (where p = 0 is fixed) grapple with
condition (iii) only. Lemma 5.4 makes a contribution. Then we make the step from
p =0 to p =1, and this is where condition (ii) becomes important.

Cases p =0, k := ko arbitrary. Here we have to select a 0-simplex in
P(Yy, U(k,0)),

in other words a partition of unity on Yj subordinate to the cover U(k,0). We
proceed by induction on k. For k = 0, there is no further condition to be satisfied
and a solution exists by lemma 5.3. For k > 0, the partition of unity is already
prescribed (by inductive assumption) on the degenerate part of Y, also known as
latchiyY C Y. The induction step can be carried out by lemma 5.4.

Cases p = 1, ko arbitrary. The diagram is D = [ko] <% [k1], and we write
a = ¢g1(0). We have to select a 1-simplex ¢(D) in

P(Ykov Z/{(k‘o, a))a

in other words a partition of unity on A® x Y}, subordinate to the open cover
A' x U(kg,a). If g; is onto, then it is the identity map of [ko] and o (D) is already
fully prescribed by condition (ii); it has to be the pullback of o([ko]) along the
projection
Al X Yko — Yko-

In the more interesting case where g; is not onto, we proceed by induction on k.
The induction begins with kg = 1. In that case the restriction of (D) to A x Y] is
prescribed because of condition (ii). Here we are also using the standing assumption
that A xU(ko, a) is refined by A xU (ko,0). The restriction to A' xlatch;Y is also
prescribed because of condition (iii). There is a solution by lemmas 5.3 and 5.4. For
k := ko > 1, the restriction of o(D) to DA x Y}, is prescribed because of condition
(ii). Here we are also using the standing assumption that A x U(ko, a) is refined
by Al x U(kg,b) whenever b < a. The restriction to A® x latch;Y is also prescribed
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because of the inductive assumption and condition (iii). There is a solution by
lemmas 5.3 and 5.4.

Cases p > 1, ko arbitrary. If one of the maps g; in the diagram D is onto,
hence an identity map, then o(D) is already determined thanks to condition (ii)
and previous steps (smaller p). Otherwise, the reasoning is as in the case p = 1.

It remains to be said how the (D) allow us to produce a broken arrow as in (5.2).
By equation (B.3), the simplicial space ¢'*Y is a quotient of [ ], Y, x ¢'*(A[n]), so
that it is enough to exhibit compatible maps from

Y, x ¢®(A[n]) = Y, x hocolim A[m)]
[m]—[n]
in Ainj
to the hocolim in (5.2), for n > 0. (The compatibility checks will be left to the
reader, however.) In degree k, the right-hand side of this last equation is
Y,, x hocolim mora([k], [m]).
[m]—[n]
in Ajnj
This is a quotient of a disjoint union of pieces Y,, x AP corresponding to pairs (f, D)
where f € mora([k], [m]) and

(5.3) D: 0] = [mo] = [ma] € [mo] - & [my)] = [m]
is a diagram much as in item (i) at the beginning of this proof; the g; are morphisms
in Ajpj, and we can assume that none of them are identity maps. Therefore we have
to exhibit compatible maps
(5.4) Y,, x AP — hocolim U(k,0)s,

s
one for each of these pairs (f, D). Now (D) is a p-simplex in P(Y,,,U(n,a)) where
a = g192---gp(0). It can also be viewed as a p-simplex in P(Y,,,U(n,b)) where
b= g192---gpf(0). Pulling this back along g1g2---g,f we obtain a p-simplex in
P(Yi,U(k,0)), which gives us the second arrow in

(5.5) Y, x Ap 0182 m T Ap L hocolim UK, 0)s

s
in the manner of lemma 5.2. The composition of the two arrows is the map that
we have been looking for. ]

We return to configuration categories. For an open a-cover V = (Vj);cs of
a (smooth, complete) Riemannian manifold L we have ucony(L;«) as in defini-
tion A.1. This can also be written as the colimit, over all finite nonempty subsets
S C J, of the con(Vs; o) where Vs = ;5 Vj-

Proposition 5.6. There exists a factorization

hocolim ucon(Vs; @)
ScJ

T

@ (ucony (L; o)) —— ucony(L; a)
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(The horizontal arrow is adjoint to the inclusion of ucony, (L; «) in ¢(ucony, (L; a).
The vertical arrow is the canonical map from the homotopy colimit to the colimit.
It is a weak equivalence. The factorization is strict, not just up to homotopy.)

Proof of proposition 5.6. This is a straightforward application of proposition 5.5.
We choose Y := ucony(L; ). The open a-cover V of L determines an open cover
U of Yy with the same indexing set J. Namely, a multipatch W € Yj is said to be
an element of U; C Y} if, as a subset of L, it is contained in V; (for the same i € J).
An element of U(k, j); is then a nested system of multipatches

Wo D W1 D---D Wy

such that W; C U;. (Confusion alert: j € {0,1,2,...,k} but i € J.) Clearly,
U(k,j); C U(k,0); for all £ € {j,...,k}. So the assumptions of proposition 5.5 are
met. ([l

Remark 5.7. Let W C L be an open set and let V| be the open cover of W
consisting of the V; N W, where V; € V. Then there is a (strictly) commutative
diagram

¢'*ucony,,, (W;a) —— hocolim ucon(Vs N W; )
ScJ J

¢'?ucony(L; ) ——— hocolim ucon(Vs; )

ScJ
where the vertical arrows are inclusion maps and the lower horizontal arrow is the
broken arrow from proposition 5.6. Later we may modify or simplify this. For
example, in the upper right-hand term, those S C J for which Vg N W is empty
make no contribution to the hocolim and can be left out.

6. GROUNDING AND BOUNDING

We return to the setting and hypotheses of section 4. Specifically we have a
complete Riemannian manifold M and a compact smooth submanifold L C M
(empty boundary) with the induced Riemannian metric. As in section 4 we also
assume that M is connected. Let ITj;: Apy — M be a universal covering space and
let Iy : A, — L be the restricted covering space, so that there is a strict pullback
square

AL —_—> AM

HLi/ \LHM

L——M
Now Ajs inherits a Riemannian metric from M such that II,; is a local isometry.
Similarly Ay, inherits a Riemannian metric from L such that II, is a local isometry.
Important for us: the preimage under ITy; of a geodesic ball in M (center z, radius
less than the injectivity radius of M at z) is a disjoint union of geodesic balls in
Ajpy, of the same radius. Something analogous can be said about L and IIj.

Definition 6.1. A grounded multipatch in L is a multipatch U C L together with
a map s:U — Aj such that IIps: U — L is the inclusion. (The name can be
justified as follows. Select a base point in Ap;. Then M has a preferred base point,
too, and Ajs can be identified with the space of pairs (y, [y]) where y € M and [7]
is a homotopy class of paths in M beginning at  and ending at the base point. Let
R be the finite set of center points of U. The datum s: U — Ay, is equivalent to a
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choice of homotopy classes of paths v, in M, one for every x € R C U, beginning
at © € L C M and ending at the base point.) Write

grucon(L)

for the resulting adaptation of ucon(L). More precisely, grucon(L) is (still) the
nerve of a topological poset. Namely, a grounded multipatch (U,s:U — Ap) in L
is considered to be < another grounded multipatch (V,¢:V — Ap) if U C V and
s(U) C t(V). The notation grucon(L) can be combined with embellishments as in
grucong(L; ). (Usually the embellishments refer only to conditions on the under-
lying multipatch of a grounded multipatch.) The forgetful map from grucon(L) to
ucon(L) is, in every degree, a covering space.

There is an analogous definition of grounded multipacth in M. This is a mul-
tipatch U C M together with a map s:U — Ay such that II;s: U — M is the
inclusion. Now grucon(M) can be defined in analogy with grucon(L). The forgetful
map grucon(M) — ucon(M) is, in every degree, a covering space.

A grounded map over NuFin from ucon(L) to pucon(M)) is a pair (f, f°°) as in
the following commutative square of maps over NuFin,

oo

grucon(L) LA wgrucon(M)

i i

ucon(L) I, wpucon(M)

where the vertical arrows are forgetful, and the upper horizontal arrow respects
the left actions of the covering translation group T' of IIy;. (Here f is uniquely
determined by f°°. Therefore we could also define: a grounded map ... is a I'-
equivariant map from grucon(L) to @grucon(M) which descends to a map from
ucon(L) to pucon(M).) Write

grmapu,:in(ucon (L)v QDUCOH(M))

for the “space” (simplicial set) of these grounded maps. Here too, embellishments
can be added, as in grmap, g, (ucons(L; @), pucon(M)). There is a forgetful map

grmaquin(ucon(L)v <pucon(M)) — maquin(ucon(L)7 <pucon(M))

of simplicial sets, and it is a covering space. There is another forgetful map from
grmap, g, (ucon(L), pucon(M)) to map,g;, (ucon(L), pucon(Ays)) which in many cases
is not a covering space. End of definition.

Remark 6.2. The definition of grounded map (from grucon(L) to ygrucon(M))
over NuFin has other equivalent formulations. In the definition, as given above, of
a grounded map as a pair (f, f°°), the f*° is already fully determined by f and the
restriction of f°° to the space of grounded “single” patches, which is a map from
grucon(L; 1) to grucon(M;1)g. More to the point, there is a strict pullback square

grmap,g;, (ucon(L), pucon(M)) —= map' (Ar, Anr)

i |

map,ei, (ucon(L), pucon(M)) —— map(L, M)

where map' (A, Ay) is the space of I-maps from Ay to Ay;. This can be used
as another definition of grmap,g;,(ucon(L), pucon(M)). (For the lower horizon-
tal arrow in that pullback square we need to make a choice. The forgetful map
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ucon(L;1)o — L taking single patches in L to their center points is a fibration with
contractible fibers. Choose a section ¢ for it. A map ucon(L) — wpucon(M) can be
restricted to give a map of spaces from ucon(L; 1)y to ucon(M;1)g. This can be
precomposed with ¢ and postcomposed with the projection ucon(M;1)g — M.)

The description of grmap g, (ucon(L), pucon(M)) as in definition 6.1 has some
advantages which can be appreciated in definition 6.4 below.

Conventions 6.3. In the situation of definition 6.1 we will assume that ¢ is less
than the global injectivity radius of L, unless otherwise stated.

Definition 6.4. Let ¢ be a positive real number. An element alias 0-simplex
(f, f°°) of grmap, g, (ucons(L; o), pucon(M)) is said to be weakly e-bounded if for
every open U C L, the map f takes ucons(U; @) to pucon(©.U). (See definition 4.1
and compare definition 4.2.) It is said to be strongly e-bounded if for every open
V C L equipped with a partial section s:V — Ay, of I, the composition

ucons(V; o) 225 grucong (L; ) ERN pgrucon(M) forgetful, wpucon(Apy)

lands in pucon(©.s(V)).

For k-simplices of grmap,;,(ucons(L; ), pucon(M)) where k > 0, there are
similar definitions. Such a k-simplex is a family of pairs (f., f2°) depending con-
tinuously on z € AF, and we say that it is weakly resp. strongly e-bounded if and
only if every (f,, f2°) in the family is weakly resp. strongly e-bounded. Let

Z,. C grmap,i, (ucons(L; o), pucon(M))

be the simplicial subset consisting of the strongly e-bounded simplices. Let Z__ be
the union of the Z, for all ¢ > 0. We may also write Z_(L, M) resp. Z (L, M) for
these simplicial subsets if it helps to avoid confusion.

Remarks. a) If a simplex of grmapg;,(ucons(L; cr), pucon(M)) is strongly e-
bounded, then it is weakly e-bounded. Reason: II,; is distance-non-increasing.
b) The simplicial set grmap,g;,(ucons(L; o), pucon(M)) is a fibrant simplicial set
(a.k.a. Kan simplicial set) by construction, and Z, is also fibrant by construction.

Theorem 6.5. The inclusion Z ., < grmap,g,(ucons(L; a), pucon(M)) admits a
homotopy right inverse.

The § turns out to have little influence in the proof of this, and so it will be
written out for ucon(L; o). (That case could be simulated by taking for § a number
larger than the diameter of L.) Apart from that, the proof requires a great deal of
preparation.

Lemma 6.6. The smooth compact manifold L admits an open c-coverV = (V;) e
with finite indexing set J such that, for each nonempty subset S C J, the set
Vs = ijS Vj is diffeomorphic to a disjoint union of finitely many copies of R¢.

Proof. Begin with a smooth triangulation 7 = 7° of L. Let 7% be the k-fold
barycentric subdivision of 7°. Let W) be the open cover of L defined as follows:
V € W®) iff and only if V is a disjoint union of finitely many subsets each of which
is an open star (of a vertex) in one of the triangulations 7°,7%,..., 7%, Let us
show that for sufficiently large k, the open cover W) is an open a-cover of L.
To this end let Cy, C mapt({1,2,...,a}, L) consist of all f:{1,2,...,a} — L such
that im(f) is not contained in any of the open sets which make up W®). Then C,
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is compact for all k, and Cy D Cy D Cy D ..., and moreover the intersection of all
the C is empty. It follows that there is some k& > 0 for which Cj is empty. Set
V = W®) for such a k. O

Choose an open cover V = (V;), e as in lemma 6.6. The open cover determines
a poset K as follows. The elements of K are the pairs (S,T) where S is a nonempty
subset of J and T is a subset of my(Vs) of cardinality < a. (We allow T'=(.) The
ordering has (Sp,Ty) < (S1,71) if and only if S; C Sy and the inclusion

VSO — V51

takes every connected component selected by Tj to a component selected by T7.
(The resulting map Ty — T does not have to be injective.)

For (S,T) € K let Vgr C Vg be the union of the connected components of
Vs selected by T. Then (S,T) — Vg is a covariant functor. The inclusions
ucon(Vs r; &) — ucon(L; o) determine a map

hocolim ucon(Vg r;a) — ucony (L; ).
(S, T) in K

Lemma 6.7. There exists a (strict) factorization

hocolim ucon(Vs r; «)
(S,T) in K

(6.1 Tk
©'?(ucony,(L; o)) ——— ucony(L; a)

The important message of the lemma is that there is a homotopy colimit decom-
position of the Segal space ucony(L; «), indexed by a finite poset, in which every
piece ucon(Vs r; ) is a Segal space which admits a homotopy terminal object.

Proof. The following commutative diagram is our guide.

¢ hocolim ucon(Vg r; o)

(S,T) in K
H 7 i
(6.2) hocolim ucon(Vg; ) — ¢ hocolim ucon(Vg; @)
scJ scJ

] |
©"?(ucony(L; o)) ——= ucony(L; ) ———— gucony(L; )

The three vertical arrows are induced by inclusions. Two of the horizontal arrows
are preferred inclusions and the other one is a preferred projection. The map u
comes from proposition 5.6. The map H is something that we have to design now,
and we use remark B.10 for that. Fix some k > 0. For every nonempty S C J
there is a preferred embedding

ucon(Vg; ) — H ucon(Vs ; )
T
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(whose image is a summand, a.k.a union of connected components) because for
every element z of ucon(Vg; a) there is a minimal T" such that z € ucon(Vg ;).
These maps are natural in S (for fixed k), and so they determine a map
hocolim ucon(Vg; ), — hocolim ucon(Vs ;) .
scJ (5,T) in K

Let this be Hp in the case where D is the diagram in A;,; consisting of [k] only. The
maps Hp = H[;) are not claimed to be compatible with the simplicial operators in
X := hocolimgc yucon(Vs; a), respectively Y := hocolim g ryucon(Vs, r; ). But for
g:[j] = [k] in Ajy; there is a preferred homotopy relating g* Hy, to Hj;) g* because
for every z € ucon(Vs; @)y the minimal (S,7}) in K for which z € ucon(Vs ;@) is
> the minimal (S, Tp) for which ¢g*z € ucon(Vg 1,; ). Let this homotopy be Hp in
the case where D is g: [j] — [k]. And so on; a diagram

D = ([ko] = [ka] &= -+ & [kya] €= [k])
in Ajyj determines a map or higher homotopy
HD:XkO x A" —)YkT.

These maps Hp satisfy the naturality properties listed in remark B.10. Moreover
they are maps over X. Therefore broken arrow H has come to life and it does make
diagram (6.2) commutative. — Now Hu in diagram (6.2) is a map which we can
write in the form

la, la

©*p*(ucony(L;a)) — hocolim ucon(Vs ;).
(8,T) in K

Then we may pre-compose with p'* — @201 of corollary B.9 to obtain the broken
arrow in (6.1). Commutativity in (6.1) follows easily from commutativity in (6.2).

It remains to be shown that the vertical arrow in diagram (6.1) is a weak equiva-
lence. Observe that the rule taking a finite nonempty S C J to the poset of all
(R,T) € K with R = S can be made into a contravariant functor (from the poset
of nonempty finite subsets of J to the category of finite posets). On the basis of
that observation we can set up a diagram

hocolim  hocolim ucon(Vs r; )
ScJ T: (S,T)eK

l

hocolim ucon(Vg r;a) ———— hocolim ucon(Vs; o)
(S,T)E’C ScK

in which the vertical arrow is a weak equivalence by the general theory of homotopy
colimits [8, §9]. Then it suffices to show that the composition of these two arrows
is a weak equivalence. The composition is the map of homotopy colimits induced
by a natural transformation

hocolim  ucon(Vg ;o) — ucon(Vs; )

T: (S, T)eK
of contravariant functors in the variable S. It suffices to show that this gives a
weak equivalence for each S. But this is clear, e.g., because in each degree it is a
fibration with contractible fibers. O
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By lemma 6.7 there is a map
holim grmap,g;, (ucon(Vs, r; o), pucon(M))
(8,T)ek
grmapyrin (UCOI’](L; Ot), (pUCOﬂ(M))

which is a weak equivalence (of simplicial sets). We move on from there by inves-
tigating each term grmap, g, (ucon(Vs r; @), pucon(M)) separately.

Lemma 6.8. For fized (S,T) € K, the inclusions W — M for W & ucon(M)g
determine a weak equivalence

hocolim grmap,g;,(ucon(Vs 1; ), pucon(W))
w
grmap,fi, (ucon (Vs r; ), pucon(M))
(The homotopy colimit is taken over the discrete poset of multipatches in M.)

Proof. Let U be a weakly terminal object for ucon(Vs r;a). That is to say, U is
a multipatch in Vg7 such that the inclusion U — Vg r induces a bijection in mg.
Let xy C ucon(Vs ;) be the simplicial subspace generated by U as an element of
ucon(Vs r; a) in degree 0, so that *y has exactly one element in each degree. Then
for every multipatch W in M there is a homotopy cartesian square

grmap,gi, (ucon(Vs r; ), pucon(W)) —— grmap, g, (ucon(Vs r; @), pucon(M))

l l

mapyFin (*U7 (pUCOH(W)) mapyrin (*U’ <pucon(M))

where the vertical arrows are restriction maps. This follows easily from the (derived)
universal property of U and the locality statement [1, Cor.3.6]. Therefore it suffices
to show that the map

hocolim map,i, (*u, pucon(W)) — map, g, (xu, pucon(M))
w
determined by the inclusions W — M is a weak equivalence. Evidently this can

be simplified, using the weak homotopy invariance of hocolim. We can choose a
bijection k£ — moU. Then the simplified map is

hocolim emb(k, W) — emb(k, M) .
w

It is a weak homotopy equivalence because it is a Serre microfibration with con-
tractible fibers [24, Lem. 2.2]. (The fiber over some f € emb(k, M) is the classifying
space of the poset of all multipatches W in M which contain the image of f.) O

Sketch proof of theorem 6.5. The most important observation here is that for an el-
ement (S,7T) € K and a multipatch W in M, any grounded map from ucon(Vs r; @)
to pucon(W) is automatically strongly e-bounded for some ¢, if we view it as a map
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to wucon(M). Another useful observation, or a pair of useful observations, is that
lemma 6.8 gives us a weak equivalence of simplicial sets

holim map,g;, (ucon(Vs r; ), pucon(M))
(8,1)

= map,rin( ho((;oli)m ucon(Vs ; o), pucon(M))
T

map,g;, (ucon(L; «), pucon(M)).
By a mechanical refinement of that same lemma, this lifts to a weak equivalence

holim grmap,g;,(ucon(Vs r; @), pucon(M))
(8,1)
\

grmapgi, (ucon(L; o), pucon(M)).

which, by inspection, takes holimg 7y Z ., (Vs,r, M) to Z (L, M). (The inspection
uses the full strength of lemma 6.7. It is important here that the poset K is finite.)
Therefore the composition

holim hocolim grmap g, (ucon(Vs r; a), pucon(W))
(S,T) w

holim grmap,g;, (ucon(Vs r; o), pucon(M))
(S7T)

grmap, g, (ucon(L; ), pucon(M))

lands in Z_ (L, M), and it is a weak equivalence by lemma 6.8. O

7. BOUNDED LIFTING

Now we need to make matters more complicated by introducing a subgroup I'y
of the group I of covering translations of IT;: Ap; — M. This subgroup acts freely,
tautologically and isometrically on A and Ar. We write Fjy; and Ep, for the orbit
spaces, respectively, and

W]V[:EM*)M, HZVI,I‘leMHEMa

WLZEL—>L, HLI‘lZAL—)EL

for the resulting covering spaces, so that mp/Ilpr, = I and wp Il p, =1z

Let gremb®(L, M) be the homotopy fiber (over the base point) of the forgetful
map from emb®(L, M), space (simplicial set) of smooth embeddings, to map(L, M).
The base point of map(L, M) is still the inclusion L < M. In [3] we constructed
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the broken arrow in a homotopy commutative diagram

gremb®(Er, Eyr) — Rgrmapg;, (con(EL), con(Eyy))
T A
gremb®(L, M) ——— Rgrmapg;,(con(L), con(M))

(where the R in Rgrmap indicates passage to an unspecified derived setting). This
used the ordered configuration categories, and for these the particle models, which
makes the horizontal arrows obvious. Switching to the Riemannian patch models
is inconvenient from this point of view, but we have to do it. More notation, to
prepare for diagram (7.1):

- ubiFin is the completed variant of biFin;
- grucon(my,) is the limit (pullback) of the forgetful maps

ucon(7y,) — ucon(EyL) + grucon(EL) ;

- similarly for grucon(ma);

- grmap g, (ucon(myr,), pucon(my)) is the space of matching pairs (f, f*°)
where f°°:grucon(m) — pgrucon(mys) is a map respecting the I';-actions
and f:ucon(mwr) — ucon(mys) is a map over ubiFin;

- grmap,g;,(ucon(ry, ), pucon(M)) is the space of matching pairs (f, f°°) where
f°° is a map grucon(wr) — ¢grucon(M) respecting the I'i-actions and
frucon(rwy) — pucon(M) is a map over uFin.

The “abstract” description of the broken arrow does not suffer much in the trans-
lation. In the language used here (and in the notation just introduced) it is the
composition

grmaquin(ucon (L)7 QOUCOH(M))
grmap ey (ucon( ), pucon(may )
(7.1) |
grmap, s, (ucon(r ), pucon(En))

|

grmaquin(ucon (EL)7 (pUCOﬂ(E]u’))

in which the first arrow is an instance of naturality, the second is induced by the
forgetful map ucon(mwps) — ucon(E)s), and the third one is a homotopy inverse for
the map

grmaquin(ucon (EL)7 (pUCOﬂ(EN[))
(7.2) |
grmap, s (ucon (), gucon(Eyy))
induced by the forgetful map ucon(wy) — ucon(Ep). And of course, (7.2) is a

homotopy equivalence because ucon(w;) — ucon(E}) is a conservatization map
over (the nerve of) uFin.
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For us it is important to have some form of metric understanding of “the” ho-
motopy inverse for the map (7.2). This is not provided by [3], but it is provided by
the next theorem.

Theorem 7.1. For positive € and 0 satisfying condition () below, there exist posi-
tive 91 < 6 and a filler making the following diagram homotopy commutative:

Z.(L, M) —""%— grmap,g;, (ucons (L; o), pucon(M))
(7.3) grmap,g;, (ucong, (7r; @), pucon(Eypr))

v ET

incl.
Z(X(26+5)+E (EL, EM) - grmaquin(ucon51 (EL; a)v (pUCOh(E]V]))

(1) Every loop in Ej; of diameter < (202 +«)(2e +J) can be contracted to a point.

Proof. Choose a finite open a-cover W = (W), cs of L such that every connected
component of every W € W has diameter < §. Then use lemma 3.1 to find §; > 0
such that

ucong, (L; o) C uconw (L; ).
Let V be the open a-cover of Ey, consisting of the V; := wzl(Wj) for j € J. For a
nonempty S C J let

Vo=V, =7 (Ws).
jes
Let Q be the set of all pairs (S, T") where S is a nonempty subset of J and T' C moVs
is a subset of cardinality < a. For (5,7 in Q let Vg1 C Vg be the union of the
components selected by T. Make Q into a poset in such a way that (S,T) — Vs r
is a covariant functor. By a construction as in lemma 6.7 we can make a map

(7.4) ¢'*grucony,(Er; a) — hocolim grucon(Vs z; )
(S, 7)eQ

which is over grucony,(EL; @), satisfies I';-equivariance and descends to a map
o*ucony(Er;a) — hocolim g 7yegucon(Vs, r; o)
over ucony(Er;a). On the other hand, by [3] there is a preferred map
|Z_(L, M)| x grucons(Er, ™= L; ) — pgrucon(Ey; a)
which also descends to |Z_(L, M)| x ucons(Er, ™% L;a) — pucon(Ey; ). By the

definition of Z_(L, M), this map or pair of maps can be refined mechanically to a
matching pair of natural transformation of functors in the variable (S,T) € Q,

|Z.(L, M)| x grucon(Vgr — Wg;a) — pgrucon(©:Vs r; )
|Z.(L,M)| x ucon(Vgpr — Wg;a) — pucon(0.Vs ;)
with I'j-equivariance in the upper row. Since the forgetful maps
grucon(Vg r — Wg; a) — grucon(Vs ;)

are conservatization maps over uFin, this factors up to derived homotopy through
a matching pair of derived natural transformations

|Z.(L,M)| x grucon(Vg ;@) > pgrucon(O.Vs r; a)

7.5
(7:5) |Z.(L,M)| x ucon(Vg ;) > pucon(0.Vs r; a)
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over uFin. (Think of that matching pair as a map from Z_(L, M) to the homotopy
end of the functor taking an object (Vs, 1,, Vs, 1y ) of K°P x K to a certain subspace,
more precisely simplicial subset, of

grmaquin(ucon(VSmTo ) Oé), gOUCOI’l(M; Oé))

which deserves the name grmap,gi, (ucon(Vg, 1,; @), pucon(0. Vg, 1,; ). See defi-
nition 6.1.) These induce an honest map

|Z.(L,M)| x hocolim grucon(Vsr;a) — colim ¢@grucon(0©. Vg r; )
(5,T)€Q (5. T)€Q

C  ggrucon(E; )

with T'y-equivariance and descent property. Pre-composing in the second input
variable with (7.4) gives

|Z_(L, M)| x ¢'*grucony,(Ep; a) — pgrucon(Eys; a)
with an adjoint which we can write in the form
Z_(L, M) — grmap g, (¢ ucony (EL; o), pucon(Ex)).

In order to simplify this we trade the ¢'* prefix for a ¢ prefix attached to pucon(Ejy),
and apply the monadic transformation ¢ — ¢ of lemma B.8. We may also replace
the V-condition (subscript to ucon) by the stronger d;-condition, and so we obtain
(7.6) Z.(L, M) — grmap,;,(ucons, (EL; @), pucon(Epr)).
It remains to show two things:

(i) the map (7.6) has image contained in Z, (5.4 54 (EL, En), and

(ii) it makes diagram (7.3) homotopy commutative.
Here (ii) does not depend on (i). The construction of (7.6) used the choice of an
open a-cover W of L. It has an invariance property: if we make two choices W
and W’ such that W C W', then the two resulting maps (7.6) are homotopic. (The
choice of 47 is irrelevant by lemma 3.1.) Using this, we can reduce in two steps to
the case W = {L}. Then (7.6) is in the correct homotopy class. This proves (ii).

To prove (i), we begin with a multipatch U in Ej, with at most o components

which have diameter < 1, and s: U — Ap, a section of the covering projection
A — Ep over U. For (S,T) € Q such that Vsr NU # 0 let @gV&T be the
union of all connected components of ©.Vsr which have nonempty intersection
with ©.U. Let v(U) C Ej be the union of all the ©Y Vs 7. We note that

Ucv(U)C @a(25+5)+5U.
Hence the diameter of any connected component of v(U) is less than
a(2(a(2e +6) +¢) + 1) < (2% + a)(2e + 6).

Therefore condition (f) ensures that s: U — Ajp extends uniquely to a (partial)
section of Apy — Ep over v(U) (which we still denote by s). The construction
of (7.6) on the basis of (7.5) ensures that we have strict and matching factorizations

forgetful o (7.6)

Ze(LaM) Hlaquin(UCOH(;l (EL;O[)’QDUCO"](EM))

\Lres.
A

map,ri, (ucon(U; ), pucon(v(U))) ney map, i, (ucon(U; o), pucon(Exy))
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forgetful o (7.6)

Z.(L, M) map, g, (grucons, (EL: a), pucon(Ayy))

\

map,gin (grucon(U; a), pucon(s(v(U)))) ne map,gi, (grucon(U; a), pucon(Axy))
This proves (i). O

A. CHOICE OF GEOMETRIC MODELS

Which models are we going to choose for the configuration categories ? The
question is important because we use (geo)metric arguments in order to achieve
the goals set out in section 1. Here we make some decisions.

Definition A.1. For several reasons we will need unordered configuration cate-
gories more than ordered configuration categories. (We authors have made some
attempts to avoid them, but these attempts have come to nothing and we have
learned that such attempts must be viewed with unrelenting suspicion.)

Let L be a smooth manifold with a complete Riemannian metric. The preferred
model for ucon(L) is the Riemannian multipatch model. It is the nerve of a topo-
logical poset whose elements/objects are the multipatches. Since we will use this
consistently, there is no special notation for this, no embellishments. The multi-
patches are finite disjoint unions of open balls B(z, s) (for € L and s > 0) defined
using the geodesic metric. We always assume that s is less than the injectivity ra-
dius of the Riemannian manifold L at the point z. In such a case the center point
of B(x, s) is uniquely determined by B(z, s); it is the element of B(x, s) which has
maximal distance from the complement of B(x,s) in L.

One more condition: we always assume that the patches do not touch, i.e., their
closures are still disjoint. This has the consequence that the object space of L is a
disjoint union of manifolds (without boundary). The cardinality k contribution is
a manifold of dimension k(dim(L) + 1).

Often we will impose stronger conditions on the multipatches. Typically these
are meaningful when we have an upper bound « on the number of patches in a
multipatch. We write ucon(L;a) as usual for the corresponding full sub-poset.
Suppose that W is an open a-cover of L. (This means that every finite subset of L
having cardinality < « is contained in some open set of W.) We write uconyy (L; @)
for the full topological sub-poset of ucon(L;«) consisting of the multipatches V
whose closure in L is contained in some open set of W.

Let ¢ be a positive real number. We may write ucons(L; o) for the full topological
sub-poset of ucon(L; a) consisting of the multipatches V' in which every patch has
diameter < §. This could also be written in the form uconyy (L; @), for example if we
let W consist of all the open subsets W of L such that every connected component
of W has diameter < 4.

Let V C L be an open set. With the Riemannian metric induced from L, this
may not be complete. In this context, we may nevertheless write ucon(V') for the
nerve of the topological sub-poset of ucon(L) consisting of all multipatches whose
closure is contained in V. Similarly, ucon(V; ) means ucon(V') Nucon(L; &x).

We use Riemannian patch models for the ordered configuration categories, too.
An object of con(L) is an object V of ucon(L) with the extra datum of a bijection
k — mV for the appropriate k¥ > 0. The morphisms are inclusions as in ucon(L).
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The extra data allow us to make a forgetful functor con(L) — Fin. The price for
that is that con(L) is not the nerve of a topological poset.

Example A.2. Let L1, Ly be closed topological manifolds and let w: L1 — Lo be
a covering space, aka fiber bundle with discrete fibers. Let YW be an open a-cover
of Ly. (Meaning: every finite subset of Ls of cardinality < « is contained in some
W € W.) Let V be the open cover of Ly consisting of the sets 7= (W) for W € W.
Then V is an open a-cover of L.

Let m: E — L be a covering space. In [3] we introduced con(w) and a forgetful
map from con(7) to con(E) over NFin. (These definitions relied on the “particle”
models for con(E) and con(L), but it is easy to adapt them to the Riemannian
patch models in the case where L has a complete Riemannian metric.) Here we
need similar definitions for unordered configuration categories.

Definition A.3. Let 7: E — L be a covering space where L is a (smooth, com-
plete) Riemannian manifold. Then F inherits a Riemannian metric from L which
makes 7 into a local isometry. The topological poset ucon(r) has as objects pairs
(V,W) where W is an object of ucon(L), i.e., a multipatch in L, and V is a union of
finitely many connected components of 7= (W), therefore a multipatch in E. Con-
dition: every connected component of W is the image under 7 of some connected
component of V. A morphism in ucon(7) is a commutative square

Vo<=—MW

ool

WO I W1

There are forgetful maps ucon(mw) — ucon(L) and ucon(w) — ucon(E). Both of
these are maps over uFin, but two distinct forgetful maps from ucon(w) to uFin
are involved. One of these takes an object (V,W) to moW, and the other takes
the same object to mpV. From the definition it is rather clear that ucon(w) is a
complete Segal space.

Definition A.4. The definition of con(w), Riemannian patch model, is similar to
definition A.3 but we spell it out (nearly) in order to make a few useful observations.
An object of con(r) is an object (V, W) of ucon(w) together with bijections k — mV
and £ — moW for apropriate k and ¢. Condition: the resulting map k — £ is selfic.
(See [3, §2].) The precise meaning of selfic is not important. The important point
is that it makes the bijection £ — moW redundant; it is determined by the bijection
k — moV. As a consequence, the commutative square

con(m) — ucon(r)

| i

Fin —————= uFin

is homotopy cartesian. (The vertical arrows are the forgetful maps taking an ob-
ject (V,W) to the set mo(V'), with resp. without total ordering.) This confirms
something which we already observed in [3], that con() is fiberwise complete over
Fin wrt the vertical arrow of the left-hand column. — There are forgetful maps
con(m) — con(L) and con(m) — con(E), defined much like the forgetful maps
ucon(7) — ucon(L) and ucon(w) — ucon(E)
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Definition A.5. We describe a model Z for uFin, a complete Segal space. (To
be consistent with [4] we should go for something like ucon(R*®). This is alright
as far as the object space is concerned, but then the morphism spaces contain a
lot of useless information.) Let us agree for now that Z, is the object space of
ucon(R>) := colim,, ucon(R™). More informally, we may write Zy = [],,~q BXm.
Let

W= ]_[ EY,, x5z, m

m>0

so that we have a canonical projection W — Z,. Let W, be the fiber of W — Z,
over x € Zy. A point in Zj, shall be an element (zg, z1,...,z5) € H?:o Z together
with maps (of finite sets)

Wao < Wey &= Wy, | & W, .

k—1

Therefore Zj, is a covering space of H?:o Zy. Face and degeneracy operators in Z
are obvious, and all of them are now fibrations with finite (discrete) fibers.

Often we can avoid specific models for uFin altogether. Suppose for example that
we are interested in constructing maps over uFin from ucon(L) to the Reedy fibrant
replacement of ucon(M). Every point x of ucon(L) (in some degree r) determines
a diagram of finite sets

So S -« 51+ 85,.

These sets are subsets of L or of some geometric constructions functorially asso-
ciated with L. We do not need to think of them as elements in some universal
space of finite sets, such as [[,.,BX;. The image y of x (under the map to be
constructed) should live in degree 7 of (the fibrant replacement of) ucon(M) and it
should also determine a diagram of finite sets

To< Ty - Ty < T,

What we need is not: paths from S; to T; for all ¢ € {0,1,...,n} etc. in a “space
of all finite sets”. What we really need is: compatible bijections from S; to T;.
This observation leads to an even more radical one.

Lemma A.6. Let L and M be Riemannian manifolds without boundary. Let
g:ucon(L) — @ucon(M) be a map of simplicial spaces. Suppose that gy preserves
cardinalities, in other words go:ucon(L)g — ucon(M)q takes the cardinality s
summand to the cardinality s summand, for every s > 0. Then g can be promoted
to the status of a map over uFin in at most one way.

Proof. Suppose that gy preserves cardinalities. The restriction of gy to the sum-
mands corresponding to cardinalities < 1 is a map over uFin for trivial reasons. To
be more precise, we take the point of view just advertised. Therefore the correct
statement is as follows: if U C L is an element of ucon(L) such that moU has at most
1 element, then we have a preferred and unique bijection from mU to mo(g(U)).
Now suppose that V' C L is an element of ucon(L) of cardinality > 1. Choose a
connected component Vy C V (a patch in a multipatch). The diagram V D Vj is
an element of ucon(L) in degree 1. If we look for a preferred bijection wy from moV
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to mp(g(V)), hoping to promote g to a map over uFin, then the square

mo(Vo) —— mo(9(Vo))
induced by (V D Vo)i linduced by g(V D Vo)
MV e o (g(V))

should commute. (Beware that g(V') does not necessarily contain g(Vy), but the
element g(V D Vp) in degree 1 of pcon(M) gives us an element W D W, in degree
1 of ucon(M), and paths W ~» g(V') as well as Wy ~» g(Vp) in ucon(M)q. Therefore
we get a preferred map from mo(g(Vp)) to mo(g(V')) after all.) Reasoning like that
for all connected components of V', we see that there is a unique map wy from
moV to mo(g(V')) which satisfies these conditions. But it is not obvious that it is a
bijection. O

B. HOMOTOPICAL DECISIONS

Notation B.1. Where we encounter mapping spaces, more often than not they
come as simplicial sets because it is tiresome to give them any other status. We
will write map(—, —) for these. There are a few cases where mapping spaces as
topological spaces are more appropriate. For such cases we have the notation
mapt(—, —). (It is unlikely that we can be consistent in using it.) Ezample: let Y
be a simplicial space (each Y;, is a space, a.k.a. object of Top). Then mapt(A[n],Y)
is a space homeomorphic to Y,,, whereas map(A[n],Y) is a simplicial set isomorphic
to the singular simplicial set of Y,,.

Definition B.2. The current preference for a model category structure on Top is
the mixed model structure [6] in which the objects of Top are the compactly gen-
erated weak Hausdorff spaces [22], the categorical weak equivalences are the weak
homotopy equivalences and the categorical fibrations are the Hurewicz fibrations.
This was also used in [3]. The current preference for a model category structure on
the category of simplicial spaces is the corresponding Reedy model structure. One
of the main reasons for this is that con(L) and ucon(L) are already Reedy cofibrant;
this is a statement about the degeneracy operators in con(L) and ucon(L) only. It
is clear what Reedy fibrant means for a simplicial space X. It means that for every
n > 1, the map
X, — match,, X := lim X
f:[m]—[n] in Ay
m<n

induced by the various f is a fibration. More generally, a map of simplicial spaces
X — Y is a Reedy fibration if for every m > 0 the map from X, to the limit of
(Y,, — match,,Y + match,,X) determined by the commutative square

X,, —— match,, X

| i

Y,, — match,, Y

is a fibration. — It is less clear what could be meant by the standard (functorial)
Reedy fibrant replacement ¢ X of a simplicial space X. But there is such a thing.
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The formula is
(X)) = holim Xm

[m]—[n] in Ajpj

where [m] — [n] runs over the comma category (Ainj | [n]). The simplicial operators
are defined as follows. (See also [3, §3].) Let €, be the forgetful functor from the
comma category (Ainjd[n]) to A. A morphism f:[m] — [n] in A induces a functor

fi: (Ainj\lx[m]) — (Ainj\l/[n})

which is the composition of fo:(Ainj ) [m]) = (Al [n]) with the left adjoint of
the inclusion (Ain; } [#]) — (A} [n]). There is a preferred and obvious natural
transformation &, — &, fi which induces contravariantly Xe, fi — X¢e,, and then

(¢X)yn = holim(Xe,,) — holim(Xe,, fi) — holim(Xe,,) = (¢X)m -

Proposition B.3. If f: X — Y is a map of simplicial spaces which is a fibration
in the projective structure, i.e., a levelwise fibration, then the induced map @f from
wX to oY is a Reedy fibration.

Proof. In this proof, a commutative square of spaces

A——2B

oo

C——D

will be called 7-fibrant if the tautological map from A to the homotopy limit of
C — D < B is a fibration in Top. — We need to show that for every n > 0 the
commutative square

holim X,, —— lim holim X,,
[m]—[n] [m]—[n] [£]—[m]
m<n

i

holim Y,, —— lim holim Y,
[m]—[n] [m]—=[n]  [g]—[m)
m<n

is 7-fibrant. The square simplifies immediately to

holim X,, ——=  holim X,,
[m]—[n] [m]—[n]

(B.1) L i

holim Y,, ——=  holim Y,
[m]—[n] [m]—[n]
m<n

We begin with the following observation. If in a commutative diagram of spaces

AOHBO%CQ

SR

AlﬁBl%Cl
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the vertical arrows are fibrations in Top, then the induced map between the homo-
topy limits of the rows is again a fibration in Top. This observation applies to the
diagram

id

X,, ——  holim X,,<— holim X,,
[m]—[n] [m]—[n]
m<n m<n
fm
J/f* \Lid
Y —> holim Yy <2— holim X
[m]—[n] [m]—[n]
m<n m<n

so that the map between the homotopy limits of the rows is a fibration. But this is
exactly the tautological map from the initial term in (B.1) to the homotopy limit
of the three-term diagram obtained by deleting the initial term. [

Corollary B.4. Let g: X — Y be a map of simplicial spaces. Let py X be the
levelwise homotopy limit of

(pX »(9) <,0Y incl. v

Then the projection py X — Y is a Reedy fibration.

Proof. Let X" be the homotopy limit of X %V <Ly (degreewise) and let
XY

be the projection. This is a fibration in the projective model structure, so that

0(g"): o(X") — @Y is a Reedy fibration by proposition B.3. Pulling this back

along the inclusion Y — Y gives oy X — Y, which is therefore also a Reedy
fibration. 0

Lemma B.5. The Reedy fibrant replacement ¢ has a left adjoint p'.

Proof. This follows from the adjoint functor theorem, but we give an explicit de-
scription. For n > 0 and a (constant) space Z, the simplicial space Z x A[n]
is a co-representing object for the functor X +— mortop(Z, X,,). It follows that
©'%(Z x Aln]) is a co-representing object for X — mortop(Z, (9X),). Therefore
(B.2) ©*(Z x A[n]) = hocolim  Z x Alm] = Z x ¢'*(A[n])

[m]—[n] in Ajyj
where the homotopy colimit is taken (degreewise) in the category of simplicial
spaces. It is still easy to understand how a morphism u:[ng] — [n1] in A induces
a simplicial map

P (Alno]) — ¢! (Alm)).
(If v:[m] — [ng] is a morphism in Aj,;, then uv need not be in A;,; but it has a
unique factorization [m] — [m/] — [n1] in A where [m] — [m/] is surjective and
[m'] — [n1] is injective.) An arbitrary simplicial space X can be written in the

coend form
(H X, X A[n])/relations.

Therefore
(B.3) orX = (HX" X wla(A[n]))/rela‘cions.
n
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The relations are the familiar ones,
(f*a,b) ~ (a, f.b)
for (a,b) € X,, x p®(A[m]) and f:[m] — [n] in A. O

Remark. Tt is correct to say that ¢ has little effect in low degrees, e.g., no effect
in degree 0, but it is wrong to think that ¢'® has little effect in low degrees. For
example, A[1] in degree 0 is discrete (with two elements), but ¢'*A[1] in degree
0 is the disjoint union of two intervals. Related to this observation: it is always
true that ¢(skiX) 2 sk (pX), but for most k£ and simplicial spaces X it would be
wrong to claim ¢'*(skp X) = sky (0% X).

Lemma B.6. If X is a Reedy cofibrant simplicial space, then the map
vipPX - X
adjoint to the inclusion u: X — ¢X is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Let Y be a Reedy fibrant simplicial space. There is a commutative triangle

map(X,Y) o map(p'*X,Y)
map(X, ¢Y)

in which the arrow labeled uo is a weak equivalence (because u is a weak equivalence
of Reedy fibrant objects and X is Reedy cofibrant). It follows that the horizontal
arrow is always a weak equivalence, and it is a map between spaces (here simplicial
sets) which can call themselves derived mapping spaces. O

Proposition B.7. Let X and Y be simplicial spaces and let f: X — Y be a Reedy
cofibration. Then @2 f: 02X — Y is a projective cofibration. In particular, if
Y is a Reedy cofibrant simplicial space, then ©'*Y is projectively cofibrant.

Proof. Let g: P — @ be a map of simpiicial spaces which is an acyclic fibration in
the projective structure, i.e., a levelwise fibration. We are supposed to show that
¢ has the appropriate lifting property with respect to ¢'®f. By adjunction, this is
equivalent to showing that g has the appropriate lifting property with respect to f.
But it does have that property because g is a Reedy fibration by proposition B.3
and f is a Reedy cofibration by assumption. O

Frequently we are confronted with a pile-up of fibrant replacements. In such a
case the following lemma can provide relief.

Lemma B.8. The fibrant replacement X — X and the preferred natural inclusion
tx: X — ©X together admit the structure of a monad.

Proof. We have to find a natural transformation p: poyp — ¢ satisfying associativity
and having ¢ as a two-sided unit. Let X be a simplicial space and choose n > 0.
Then

(ppX)n = mapt(Afn], ppX) = mapt(¢*Aln], p.X) = mapt(¢"*¢"*An], X).
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Therefore we turn our attention to 22 Aln]. Using (B.3) we obtain

o Aln] =TI, ((¢"*An])r x ¢*Alk]) /relations
= Il (hocolim (A[m])r x hocolim A[j])/relations
[m]—[n] li1—=1k]
= [l (hocolim mora ([k], [m]) x hocolim A[j])/relations
[m]—[n] [7]—=[#]
2 hocolim (Hk (moer([k:}7 [m]) x hocolim A[j])/relations)
[m]—[n] [7]—= (%]
>~  hocolim hocolim Alj]
[ml=[n]  [1]=[m]

where [m] — [n], [j] — [k] and [j] — [m] denote morphisms in A;,j. This simplifies
some more, so that we have
(B.4) O™ A[n] = hocolim  A[j].

l1]=[m]—=[n]

In more detail, there is a category B,, whose objects are diagrams [j] — [m] — [n]
in Ajpj, with fixed [n]. A morphism is a commutative diagram

[jo] [mo [n]
| | I=
(1] [ma] [n]

Then there is a functor @, from B,, to simplicial sets (simplicial spaces) taking
[j] = [m] — [n] to A[j]. We have calculated ¢'*p'*A[n] 2 hocolim Q.

This calculation is natural in [n]. Namely, a morphism f:[m] — [n] in A, not
necessarily injective, induces a functor f.: B, — B, (details left to the reader) and
a natural transformation Q,, — @, f«. These in turn determine a map

hocolim @, — hocolim @,.
Using (B.4) and (B.2), it is easy to produce a natural transformation

(B.5) ™ Aln] =hocolim A[j] —  hocolim A[j] = @@ Aln]

[5]—=[n] [5]—=[m]—[n]
(natural in [n] as an object of A). Namely, let A, be the category whose objects
are diagrams [j] — [n] in Ajy,j, with fixed [n], etc., so that hocolimyj_, 1, Al7] is the
hocolim of the functor P, on A, given by P,([j] — [n]) = A[j]. We need functors
Uy : Ay, — B, and we define them by

(U] = [n]) = (l3] = 3] = [n]).
(This definition of w, has the desirable consequence u,, f, = fit,, for morphisms

f:[m] = [n]in A.) Then Q,u, = P, and this leads to a map from hocolim P,, to
hocolim @,, which implements (B.5). The resulting map

(X )n — (9X)n

(for a simplicial space X) is covariantly natural in X and contravariantly natural
in [n], object of A, by inspection. Therefore we have constructed p:¢ oo — .
The associativity property is easily verified on the basis of

~

wlawlawlaA[n] o hocolim Alj]

[i]=li]—=[m]=n]
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(where [i] — [j], [j] = [m] and [m] — [n] denote morphisms in A;,;). This is
a calculation similar to (B.4), the details of which are left to the reader. The
unit properties are more obvious. Keep in mind that ¢:id — ¢ is adjoint to a
natural transformation ('® — id which is induced by certain maps p'*A[n] — Aln],
for n > 0. These maps are just the usual maps from a homotopy colimit to the
corresponding colimit, hocolim;) ) A[j] — colimp;j ) A[j] = Aln]. O

Corollary B.9. The functor X — ©'*X and the natural projection ¢'*X — X
together admit the structure of a comonad. O

Remark B.10. Let X and Y be simplicial spaces. How should we imagine a map
from X to Y, or equivalently, a map from ©'®X to Y ? Understanding this can
be more useful than having a good idea of what Y is, or what ¢'*X is. A map
from X to ¢Y is a package which provides, for every r > 0 and every diagram

D = [ko) <& [ka] & - &5 [kroa] <& [ko]
in Ajnj, amap Hp: X, xA” — Y}, . These maps Hp are subject to two naturality
conditions. Firstly, for any morphism wu: [¢q] — [r] in Aj,; the diagram

Hp
kao X AT - Ykr
idxu*T
Xko x Al (Ju(r)+19u(r) - gr—19r)"

(9192 Gu(0))” Xidl

*

q w* D
Xku(o) x A —>qu(”

commutes. Secondly, if in a commutative diagram

(ko] =— [F1] == -+ == [kra] = [k/]
ilpo i/m \Lpr—l \Lpr
[lo] <— [O] <— -+ <= [lra] <— [6:]

in A, all horizontal arrows are injective and all vertical arrows are surjective (top
row D, bottom row &), then

Xk x AT 2> Yk,,

Tpaxid Tp:

H
XAT$WT

0

Xy

0
comimutes.
C. JOINS IN A SIMPLICIAL SETTING

Definition C.1. The (geometric) join Y * Z of two spaces Y and Z is the homotopy
colimit, aka homotopy pushout, of

y &y g POy g

It is often thought of as a quotient of the disjoint union Y U(Y x Z x AYHYUZ. f Y
and Z are both nonempty, it can of course be viewed as a quotient of Y x Z x Al. In
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that case elements can be labeled (sy,tz) wherey € Y, 2z € Z and (s,t) € A'. Then
the relations are (sy1,tz1) ~ (syz,tz2) iff (s,t) = (1,0) and y; = y2 or (s,t) = (0,1)
and z1 = 25.

The geometric join can pass for a monoidal product in Top. The space () is a
two-sided unit for the join.

Example C.2. For integers p, ¢,n > 0 such that p+ ¢+ 1 = n, there is a preferred
homeomorphism AP x A7 — A™ given by

((Wo, Y15 -, Yp)s (20,21, - -+, 2), (8, )) — (SYo, - - - » SYp, t20, . . ., T2q).

Definition C.3. The join of two simplicial spaces A and B is a simplicial space

A * B. The definition begins with a few auxiliary conventions, [—1] := @ and
A_{:=%=: B_y. Then
(AxB), == [] AyxB,
pq=—1
p+g+l=n

for n > 0. The simplicial operator corresponding to a morphism f:[m] — [n] in
A acts on A, x By (where p+ ¢+ 1 = n) as follows. Determine m; > —1 and
ms > —1 in such a way that m; + ma+1 =m and f(z) < p if and only if z < m;.
Then there are unique monotone maps f1:[m1] — [p] and fo:[mso] — [g] such that
fi(z) = f(z) for x € [m1] and fa(z) + p+ 1 = f(x +mq + 1) for € [mg]. For
(21, 22) € Ay x By let f*(21,2) = (1 (21), f3(22)) € Ay X Brng C (A% By,

There are preferred inclusions A — A* B and B — A x B. (The first of these in
degree n is given by A, =2 A, x B_; C (A% B),.) There is a preferred simplical
map A * B — A[l] taking the summand A, x B, of (A % B),, to the monotone
map g: [n] — [1] which has g(z) = 0 for z < p and g(z) = 1 for z > p.

Example C.4. The join of Afp] and Alg] is isomorphic as a simplicial set to
Alp+ g+ 1]. This is an easy exercise.

The join as in definition C.3 is important to us (particularly in section 4) because
of the following observation.

Proposition C.5. If the simplicial spaces A and B are Segal spaces, then A x B
is also a Segal space. (]

Looking at some special cases, we can be a little more precise. Suppose for
example that C and D are (discrete) small categories. Let NC and ND be their
nerves. Then NC x ND is isomorphic to the nerve of a third category I, defined
as follows. The set of objects ob(K) is the disjoint union of ob(C) and ob(D). For
x,y € ob(K) we let

more(z,y) if 2,y € ob(C)
) morp(z,y) ifz,yeob(D)
mor(z, y) = . if 2 € ob(D) and y € ob(C)
0 if x € ob(C) and y € ob(D).
A similar example: suppose that P and Q are topological posets. Then NP x NQ

is isomorphic (as a simplicial space) to the nerve of another topological poset. As
a space, this is P U Q, with the order relation which has z < y if and only if

zayeEPandax <yinP,orz,yc Qand z <yin Q,orx € Q and y € P.
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Definition C.6. Let C be a simplicial space. There is a map of simplicial spaces
k:CxA[ll] — CxC

as follows. Given z € C), and monotone f:[n] — [1], let p be the maximum of the
x € [n] such that f(xz) =0 (and let p = —1 if there is no such z). Let ¢ :=n—p—1.
Let g:[p] — [n] be the inclusion and let h:[¢] — [n] be defined by h(z) =x+p+1.
Then

w(x, f) = (97 (2), h"(x)) € Cp x Cg C(CC)y.

We may call x the separation diagonal if a name is needed.

If C is the nerve of a topological poset, C = NP, then « in definition C.6 is
an embedding of simplicial spaces with closed image. (We assume that the order
relation is a closed subset of P x P.)

The fibrant replacement ¢ of section B interacts in an interesting way with the
join of definition C.3. To explain this we begin with the left adjoint ¢'®. Suppose
that p, q,n are integers such that p+ ¢+ 1 = n, where n > 0 and p,q > —1. Then
there is a preferred map of simplicial spaces

1) o Aln] — Alp]* 9(Alg)
as follows.
¢ Aln] Alp] * ©*Alg]
- 4
hocolim A[m] Alp] * (hocolim A[mg])
[m]—[n] [ma]—[d]

- r

hocolim  A[m;] * A[mg] — hocolim Alp] * A[ms]
[ma1]—[p] [ma]—[d]
[m2]—[q]

(All maps which appear here under hocolim signs are monotone injective. Beware
that p, g, m1, my can take the value —1. As before, [—1] means (), but we must also
agree that A[—1] = 0.)

Definition C.7. Let A and B be simplicial spaces. There is a preferred map
Axp(B) — o(Ax B)

as follows. An element of Axp(B) in degree n is a pair of simplicial maps A[p] — A,
©'*Alq] — B for some p,q > —1 such that p+¢+1 = n. These determine a simplicial
map

Alp] * ¢©®Alq] — Ax B

which we may pre-compose with the map (C.1). The composition is a map from
¢ An] to A * B. This is tantamount to an element of (A * B) in degree n.

Lemma C.8. Let K be a topological poset. For w € K let K(w) C K be the
topological poset consisting of all v € K which satisfy v < w. There is a strict
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pullback square of simplicial spaces

A P(NK x A[1])
incli lg@(separation diag.)
NEK x opNK —— p(NK « NK)
where A is the simplicial subspace of NI * o NIC defined as follows.
A= ] A.g) < ][ NK,x(¢NK),
p,g=—1 p,g=—1
p+g+l=n p+g+l=n

and A(p,q) C NK, x (pNK), consists of the pairs (z,y) such thaty € (pNK(zp)),,
where x, € NKo = K is the ultimate source of x € NK,. If p=—1or ¢ = —1,
then there is no such condition, i.e., A(p,q) = NK, x (¢NK),.) O

D. ANOTHER VIEW OF CONSERVATIZATION

Let C be a (discrete) small category. Let X be simplicial space and let X — NC
be a map of simplicial spaces. Recall from [9] or [1, Def.8.1] that X — NC is
conservative if (and only if) for every surjective f:[m] — [n] in A, the square

5

X, —— X,

L

(NC)p ——= (NC),

is homotopy cartesian. In [1] we constructed a functor A from the category of
simplicial spaces over NC to itself which is derived left adjoint to the inclusion of
the full subcategory consisting of the conservative objects. A map of simplicial
spaces over NC as in

W——sX
N
NC

is a comservatization map if X is conservative over NC and the map is derived initial
among maps over NC from W to a conservative object; equivalently, if the induced
map AW — AX is a degreewise weak equivalence of simplicial spaces.

Now we want to describe and use another variant A" of A, definition D.1. This
is inspired by [20, §3.3]. It is defined under more general circumstances. Briefly,
we can replace NC by any simplicial space Y. A map X — Y of simplicial spaces
is conservative if (and only if) for every surjective f:[m] — [n] in A, the square

5

X, — X,

L

Y, ——Y,
is homotopy cartesian.

In this section and from now on, we write Space for simplicial set. We make an
effort to avoid ordinary topological spaces. The realization of a simplicial Space is
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a Space (coend construction; see [19], proof of Thm A). By A[n] we mean a certain
simplicial Space which is discrete in every degree.

Definition D.1. Let X be a simplicial Space and let u: X — Y be a map of
simplicial Spaces, where Y is degreewise fibrant. Let X (u) be the bisimplicial
Space defined by

map(A[m],Y)
([m], [n]) ~ holim |
map(A[m] x Aln], pX) LN map(A[m] x Aln],pY)

Let A°®X be the simplicial Space obtained from the bisimplicial Space X (u) by
realization in the second variable [n]. There is a preferred inclusion of ¢y X in A2y
(try n = 0) and there is a preferred forgetful map A®X — Y. The composition of
these is the standard fibrant replacement of u: X — Y.

Remarks. The Space map(A[m],Y) is isomorphic to Y;, and we can say that it
is contained in (¢Y'),,. The vertical arrow within the large parentheses is induced
by the projection from A[m| x A[n] to A[m]. By definition A[n] is the simplicial
set represented by [n], object of A. With our conventions for nerve, it is more
obviously identified with the nerve of [n]°P than with the nerve of [n].

Using exponential notation for derived internal hom objects, we see that there
is a homotopy cartesian square of simplicial Spaces

XUy, — Yo
(D.1) | |
XA[m] YA[m]

where Y;,, in the upper row is meant as a constant simplicial Space.
In the rest of this section we write A to mean A2,
Proposition D.2. AX is conservative over Y.

Proof. Let f:[m + 1] — [m] be a surjective morphism in A; let ¢t € [m] C [m + 1]
be the unique element such that f(t) = f(t + 1) = t. We have to show that

*

(AX)p L (AX)ia
(D.2)
Lo

Ym —— Ym+1
is homotopy cartesian, or equivalently, that the map

(AX)m-i-l
(D.3) (AX),, — holim i

*

Ym —— Ym+1

determined by (D.2) is a weak equivalence. Now (D.3) can be written, up to weak
equivalences, in the form of a map of Spaces |P| — |Q| induced by a map of
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simplicial Spaces f(*): P — Q. Here P is the simplicial Space [n] — X (U)m,n and
Q is the simplicial space

X<u>m+1,n
[n] +— holim i

*

Ym E—— Ym+1

Let g: [m] — [m + 1] be the injective morphism in A which has ¢ ¢ im(g). Then
g™ &) is the identity of P. To complete the proof we only need to construct a
simplicial homotopy @ x A[1] — @ from the identity to f*)¢*). This means that
for every monotone map c¢ from [n] to [1] we need an “induced” map @, — Q.
For that we take the map which is determined by the identity on Y,, the map
(9f)*: Y41 — Yiy1 and the map from X (w)p 41,5 t0 X (W)my1,, which is induced
by the order-preserving endomorphism of [m + 1] x [n] given by (s,t) — (s,t) if
c(t) =0, and (s,t) — (gf(s),t) if c¢(t) = 1. O

Lemma D.3. If X =5 Y is a conservative map of simplicial spaces, then the
induced map X2 — YA s also conservative.

Once again this uses exponential notation for derived internal hom objects; so
XA is the simplicial space which has map(A[m] x A[n], ¢X) in degree n.

Proof. Fix [m] and an epimorphism ¢: [n] = [n — 1] in A. We have to show that

map(A[m] x Aln —1],Y) —%=map(A[m] x Aln —1],Y)

o0 |

map(A[m] x Aln], pX) —=— map(A[m] x A[n], ¢Y)
is homotopy cartesian. Write

A[m] x Aln] = colim Alk]
g: [k]—=[m]x[n]
where g:[k] — [m] x [n] runs over the nondegenerate simplices in A[m] x Al[n].
(The homotopy limit is taken over Q(m,n), the poset of nondegenerate simplices
of Alm] x Aln].) In the Reedy model structure, this colim is a hocolim, and so the
lower row of (D.4) can be re-written (up to weak equivalences)

holim X — holim Yk
g: [k]—=[m]x[n] g: [k]—[m]x[n]

where we use X = map(A[k], X) and Y, = map(Alk],Y). Now we propose to
write the upper row in a similar manner:

holim Xk(g) — holim Yk(g)
g: [k]=[m]x[n] g: [k]=[m]x[n]

where k(g) is determined by the commutative diagram

(D.5) ¢ \L[m]xq
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To justify this proposal it suffices to show that the functor F' taking g € Q(m,n)
to the injective monotone map [k(g)] — [m] as in (D.5), an element of Q(m,n —1),
is homotopy terminal. This amounts to showing that certain subposets of Q(m,n)
have a (weakly) contractible classifying Space. We can take the view that the
objects of Q(m,n) are certain nonempty subsets of [m] x [n], and similarly for
Q(m,n—1). Now we have to show that for every T' € Q(m,n—1), the full sub-poset
of Q(m,n) consisting of the S € Q(m,n) such that F(S) D T has a contractible
classifying Space. Here F'(S) is simply the image of S under the right-hand vertical
arrow in (D.5). By an adjunction argument, this is equivalent to showing that for
every T € Q(m,n — 1), the full sub-poset Q(m,n,T) of Q(m,n) consisting of the
S € Q(m,n) such that F(S) =T has a contractible classifying Space.

Here we should make a case distinction. Let z € [n — 1] C [n] be the unique
element such that g(z) = g(z + 1). If T has empty intersection with [m] x {z},
then Q(m,n,T) has exactly one element, and the classifying Space is contractible.
If that intersection has r + 1 elements, > 0, then Q(m,n,T) is isomorphic to
Q(r,1,U) where U is all of [r] x [0]. The classifying Space is a concatenation of 2r
copies of A[1], and so it is contractible.

Having settled that, we can recast (D.4) in the form of a commutative square

u

holim Xigy — holim Yi(o)
g: [K]—[m] x[n] g: [k]=[m] x[n]
(D.6) | |
holim  Xj —— > holim  Yj
g: [K]=[m] x[n] g: [K]—[m] x[n]

determined by the collection of commutative squares

Xig) —= Yi(y)
(D.7) I I

XkL>Yk

where g € Q, and the vertical arrows are induced by preferred monotone surjections
[k] — [k(g)]. Since the squares (D.7) are all homotopy cartesian by our assumption
on u, it follows that (D.6) is homotopy cartesian. O

Proposition D.4. If u: X — Y is already conservative, then the second-variable
simplicial operators X {(u)m,0 — X{(W)m,n in the bisimplicial Space X (u) are all
weak equivalences. Hence the inclusion X — AX is a weak equivalence.

Proof. By lemma D.3, the square
Xp———>Y,
XAm] o yA[m]
is homotopy cartesian. Comparison with (D.1) finishes the proof. O

Let £(Y) be the category of all simplicial Spaces over Y and let K(Y) C L(Y)
be the full subcategory consisting of the objects which are conservative.
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Proposition D.5. The functor A, viewed as a functor L(Y) — K(Y), is a derived
left adjoint for the inclusion K(Y) — L(Y). The natural inclusion id = A is the
unit of the adjunction.

Proof. Let X be an object of £L(Y). Write tx: X — AX for the inclusion. The
general theory of derived adjoints says that we need to establish two properties of
A and ¢.

(i) If X is in K(Y'), then tx: X — AX is a weak equivalence.
(ii) For every X in L(Y), the map A(tx): AX — A(AX) induced by tx is a
weak equivalence.
Of these, (i) has already been established. Statement (ii) follows from (i) and

(iii) for every X in £(Y') and integer m > 0, the two maps tpx and A(rx) from
AX to A(AX)) are (weakly) homotopic in degree m.

In the proof of (iii) we are going to make heavy use of naturality arguments. There-
fore we introduce £, the arrow category of simplicial Spaces. (An object is a map
of simplicial spaces X — Y, and a morphism is a commutative square. This has a
full subcategory K spanned by the objects u: X — Y where u is conservative. We
will write objects of £ in the form X ~ Y in order to mark them as objects. For
AX as in (iii) we will now write A(X ~ Y') to show the dependence on Y. The
functor A can be regarded as an endofunctor of £, if that is convenient.)

For the proof of (iii) we introduce a small subcategory U,, of £. This is the
image of the functor from A to £ taking [n] to

U(m,n) := (Alm] x Aln] ~ A[m])

where the (curved) arrow is the projection.

Note that A(U(m,n)) is U(m,0) up to weak equivalence, by direct computation.
The map vy(mny: U(m,n) — A(U(m,n)) can be identified with the unique mor-
phism U(m,n) — U(m,0) in Uy,,. Therefore we have a preferred derived natural
transformation

(U(m,n) — *)

(D.8) J
(U(m, n) — (AU (m, n)))m)

by writing (A(U(m,n)))m =~ (A[m])n and using the inclusion of the unique non-
degenerate element in the finite set (A[m]),,. This helps us in making a crucial
observation.

(obs) For fixed m > 0, the functor (X ~Y) — (A(X ~Y)),, from L to Spaces
is the derived left Kan extension of the constant one-point functor on U,,.
The derived natural transformation (D.8) is the unit transformation implied
by this relationship.

(Justifucation of (obs): the Space (A(X ~Y)),, is known to us as the realization
of the simplicial Space [n] — Rmap,(U(m,n), X ~ Y). The realization is weakly
equivalent to the homotopy colimit of the functor [n] — Rmap,(U(m,n),X ~Y)
on A°P. But that is also the preferred formula for the value at (X ~ Y') of the
derived left Kan extension of the constant functor x on U, along U,, — L.)

Because of (obs), statement (iii) can be deduced from a statement about A
restricted to U,,.
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(iv) For X ~Y in U,, C L, the two maps tpx and A(ryx) from A(X ~Y) to
AA(X ~ Y)) are (weakly) homotopic in degree m by a derived natural

homotopy.
But (iv) is obvious because A(AU(m,n)) ~ AU(m,n) = U(m,0), so that the m-th
space of A(AU(m,n)) is homotopy discrete. O

Now we are in a good position to prove that conservatization is compatible with
products. In more detail, suppose that we have commutative diagrams of simplicial
Spaces

W——X W —s X'

NSNS

Proposition D.6. If W — X is a conservatization map over Y, and W' — X'
is a conservatization map over Y', then the induced map W x W' — X x X' is a
conservatization map over Y x Y.

Proof. We are told that X is conservative over Y, that X’ is conservative over
Y’, and that the maps AW — AX, AW’ — AX' are weak equivalences. We
need to deduce that A(W x W’') — A(X x X’) is a weak equivalence. Fibrant
replacement ¢ and the contravariant functor map(A[m]x A[n], —) respect products.
The ungeometric realization (applied to Reedy cofibrant simplicial Spaces) also
respects products up to weak equivalence. (I

Let Y be a Segal Space. Let X — Y be a map of simplicial Spaces making X
into a fiberwise complete Segal Space over Y. Write kX — kY for the induced
map between their Rezk completions.

Proposition D.7. The square of simplicial Spaces
A(X) —— A(kX)
Y —«kY
is a (degreewise) homotopy pullback square.
We will use homotopical shorthand for the proof. In degree n, the map from

A(X) to A(kX) in the above square is the (ungeometric) realization of the map of
simplicial Spaces

(The exponential means derived inner hom; so Y,, C Y2I" and xY,, c kY2["))

Proof. Since X — Y is fiberwise complete, the map X — xX XZY Y which it
induces is a (degreewise) weak equivalence. Therefore the induced map

XA (5X) A0l YA

is also a degreewise weak equivalence for each n. It follows that (D.9) is the upper
row in a homotopy cartesian square whose lower row is

Y, = kY,

viewed as a map between constant simplicial Spaces. Therefore (D.9) is a lucky case
of a map between simplicial Spaces where we are allowed to interchange realization
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with taking homotopy fibers. That is, every homotopy fiber of AX,, — A(kX),
maps by a weak equivalence to the appropriate homotopy fiber of Y,, — kY,

settling the claim. O

Corollary D.8. (Notation of definition A.3.) The forgetful map from ucon(w) to

ucon(E) is a conservatization map over NuFin. O
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