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Abstract

Homotopy links haven proven to be one of the most powerful tools of stratified homotopy
theory. In previous work, we described combinatorial models for the generalized homotopy
links of a stratified simplicial set. For many purposes, in particular to investigate the
stratified homotopy hypothesis, a more general version of this result pertaining to stratified
cell complexes is needed. Here we prove that, given a stratified cell complex X, the generalized
homotopy links can be computed in terms of a certain subcomplex of a subdivision of X. As
a consequence, it follows that homotopy links map certain pushout diagrams of stratified
cell complexes into homotopy pushout diagrams. This result is crucial to the development
of (semi)model structures for stratified homotopy theory in which geometric examples of
stratified spaces, such as Whitney stratified spaces, are bifibrant.

1 Introduction
Stratified spaces were first introduced by Whitney, Thom and Mather to investigate spaces with
singularities (see[Whi65; Mat12; Mat73; Tho69]). One of the central insights of [Mat73] was that a
key ingredient in the study of stratified spaces with smooth manifold strata was having a theory of
tubular neighborhoods of strata available. These made it possible to understand stratified spaces
in terms of their strata and the so-called link bundles, connecting the latter. In a less geometric
scenario, such tubular (or regular) neighborhoods may generally not be available. To avoid this
difficulty, [Qui88] introduced the notion of a homotopy link - a homotopy-theoretic proxy for the
boundary of a regular neighborhood. Given two strata Xp and Xq in a poset stratified space
sX : X → P , with p < q ∈ P , the associated homotopy link is the space of paths starting in Xp

and immediately exiting into Xq.
It turns out that much of the homotopy theory of stratified spaces may be understood in terms of
the homotopy types of homotopy links and strata. For example, [Mil13] proved that a stratum-
preserving map between two sufficiently regular stratified spaces is a stratum preserving homotopy
equivalence, if and only if it induces equivalences on strata and (pairwise) homotopy links. [Dou21b;
Hen] build on this insight, and developed a homotopy theory of stratified spaces in which weak
equivalences are defined as such stratified maps that induce weak equivalences on all generalized
homotopy links, which replace exit-paths by more general stratified singular simplices. We call
this theory the Douteau-Henriques homotopy theory, henceforth. It turns out that the Douteau-
Henriques homotopy theory is in some sense minimal amongst many stratified homotopy theories
(see [Dou21a]). Thus, it is not surprising that many other approaches to stratified homotopy theory
turn out to be localizations, global versions, or subtheories of the latter (see [Waa24a]). It follows
from this that much about stratified homotopy theory (not only about the Douteau-Henriques one)
can be understood in terms of generalized homotopy links. For example, in [DW22], we obtained
explicit combinatorial models - in terms of a subobject of a subdivision - for the homotopy link
of a stratified simplicial set. We used this to prove a stratified ∞-categorical analogue of the
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Kan-Quillen equivalence between topological spaces and simplicial sets ([DW22, Thm. 5.1, Rem.
5.4]). The latter can be used to prove Quillen equivalence version of the topological stratified
homotopy hypothesis (see [Waa24b]).
The applications in [DW22] show the strength of a general paradigm: Homotopy links as a
mathematical tool become most powerful when geometric or combinatorial as well as homotopy
theoretic models are available.

The main goal of this work is to extend the availability of such models to the case of so-called
stratified cell complexes. Roughly speaking, a stratified cell complex is a stratified space obtained by
inductively gluing in stratified simplices along stratum preserving maps defined on the boundaries
of the simplices. From a technical point of view, constructing and verifying models for generalized
homotopy links in terms of subcomplexes of a subdivision of a stratified cell complex turns out to
be significantly more involved than the simplicial set case. This is mainly due to the fact that the
case of cell complexes allows arbitrarily complicated gluing maps, rather than only allowing for
(piecewise) linear ones (see Example 4.2.6). Nevertheless, here we prove the following theorem:

Theorem A (Theorems 2.4.14 and 4.2.7 and Proposition 3.2.11). Let X be a stratified cell complex
over a poset P and I = {p0 < · · · < pn} ⊂ P a finite increasing sequence, denote by HoLinkIX
the I-th generalized homotopy link of X (see [Dou21b; DW22]). There exists a (barycentric)
subdivision of the cell structure on X , and a subcomplex NI ⊂ X of the subdivision of X , such
that there is a canonical weak homotopy equivalence

HoLinkIX ≃ (NI)pn
.

Furthermore, subdivisions can be chosen such that NI is compatible with stratum preserving maps
and pushouts along inclusions of subcomplexes.
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Figure 1: The upper left corner shows a stratified cell structure for the pinched torus, stratified
over the poset {0 < 1 < 2}. Vertices with the same name, and edges with the same markings
are being identified and the stratification is indicated by the coloring. To its right, a barycentric
subdivision of this cellstructure is shown. In the following row there are illustrations of the
subcomplexes NI for I = [0 < 2], [0 < 1 < 2], [1 < 2].

In fact, we show that the subcomplexes NI can even be used to model the whole homotopy link
diagram of [Dou21b]. Theorem A has the following corollary, which is central to the construction
of semimodel categories of stratified spaces in [Waa24b].
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Theorem B (Corollary 4.2.8). Let P be a poset and I = {p0 < · · · < pn} ⊂ P a finite increasing
sequence. Consider a pushout diagram of P -stratified cell complexes

A B

X Y,

c

f (1)

with c an inclusion of a stratified subcomplex. Then the induced diagram of spaces

HoLinkIA HoLinkIB

HoLinkIX HoLinkIY,

(2)

obtained by taking generalized homotopy links is homotopy pushout.

In [Waa24b] we use the latter result to construct new (semi)model structures for stratified
homotopy theory in which classical examples of stratified spaces such as Whitney stratified spaces
are bifibrant. Furthermore, we derive from this semimodel structure a version of the stratified
homotopy hypothesis pertaining to a conjecture of [AFR19] ([Waa24b, Thm. B]).

1.1 Overview of the article
It is a well-known classical result that the (pairwise) homotopy link of a piecewise linear two
strata stratified space may be computed in terms of the boundary of a regular neighborhood
of the lower stratum. Equivalently, one may take the homotopy type of the complement of the
lower stratum in the regular neighborhood. In [Qui88] the author generalized this result to more
general topological notions of regular neighborhood Xp ⊂ N ⊂ X of a stratum Xp, which admit a
so-called nearly stratum preserving deformation retraction (this nomenclature was first
used in [Mil13], Quinn speaks of tame inclusions of strata). These are given by homotopies

R : N × [0, 1] → X

such that R× (0, 1] is stratum preserving, R1 is the inclusion N ↪→ X, R is constant on Xp and
such that R0 has image entirely in Xp. In the case of the realization of a stratified-simplicial set,
such regular neighborhoods can be obtained by first taking a barycentric subdivision, and then
taking the union of closed simplices intersecting the lower stratum (see [Qui88]). The goal here is
a two-fold generalization. Firstly, we aim to replace pairwise homotopy links with generalized
homotopy links, obtained by replacing the stratified interval with stratified simplices. Secondly,
we generalize from stratified simplicial sets to stratified cell complexes. The case of generalized
homotopy links of stratified simplicial sets was studied in detail in [DW22]. To further generalize
these results to stratified cell complexes, we need to generalize the notions of neighborhood and
nearly stratum preserving deformation retraction to the n-strata case. We proceed to do so in the
following steps.

1. In Section 2.4, we introduce the notion of a system of strata-neighborhoods of a stratified
space X . These are defined in a way that they allow for a computation of homotopy links close
to a singularity. The ultimate goal of the theory is to identify a class of such neighborhood
systems for which the topology of the neighborhoods themselves may be used to compute
the homotopy type of homotopy links, and there is no need to pass to path-spaces. Such
neighborhood systems are called homotopy link models. Following from this, our strategy
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of proof is then to show that every stratified cell complex may be equipped with a homotopy
link model, and furthermore that this can be done in a way that is compatible with pushout
diagrams.

2. A first step lies in constructing the so-called standard neighborhood-systems for realiza-
tions of stratified simplicial sets (Section 4.1). We show that these standard neighborhoods
turn out to be universal in some sense (Proposition 3.1.19). This result is crucial to
obtain homotopy link models that are compatible with given maps of stratified cell com-
plexes. Furthermore, it provides a new proof of a locality principle for homotopy links of
strata-neighborhoods, which ultimately provides a more conceptual proof of [DW22, Thm.
4.8].

3. In Section 3.2, we then use the results on strata-neighborhoods of stratified simplicial sets
to generalize the construction of standard neighborhood systems to stratified cell complexes.

4. Having strengthened our understanding of strata-neighborhood systems, we return to the
notion of a homotopy link model. At this point, we have all the results necessary available
to prove that the regular complement diagram (Construction 2.4.11) associated to a
homotopy link model is weakly equivalent to the diagram of homotopy links of the associated
stratified space (Theorem 2.4.14).

5. Finally, it remains to prove that the standard neighborhood systems we have constructed for
stratified cell complexes are homotopy link models. To accomplish this, we first define an
adaptation to the n-strata scenario of the notion of nearly stratum preserving neighborhood
retracts (as they were defined in [Qui88]) a so-called ASPIR (see Definition 4.0.1). In
Section 4, we show that the existence of these ASPIRs provides a way to guarantee that a
neighborhood system is a homotopy link model (Proposition 4.0.7).

6. In Section 4.1, we then return to the standard neighborhood systems of realization of stratified
simplicial sets and show that these can be equipped with ASPIRs (Proposition 4.1.6). In
particular, this result has [DW22, Thm. 4.8] as a corollary.

7. Finally, in Section 4.2, we generalize the results of the previous section to standard neigh-
borhood systems of stratified cell complexes. To do so, we first provide a technical gluing
lemma that ultimately allows a cell-by-cell construction of ASPIRs (Lemma 4.2.2). It
then remains to investigate the case of a single cell (Lemma 4.2.3), to finish the proof that
standard-neighborhood systems provide homotopy link models (Proposition 4.2.4).

2 Basic notions: From homotopy links to their models
The goal of this section is to introduce the basic objects and notions under investigation. We begin
by recalling the necessary language and notation from stratified homotopy theory Section 2.1 in
particular the notion of homotopy link Section 2.2. We then introduce the central objects of study
to this paper: Stratified cell complexes (Section 2.3). Our goal is to find convenient models for
the homotopy links of such stratified cell complexes. We make this idea rigorous with the notions
of strata-neighborhood systems and homotopy link models in Section 2.4.

2.1 Language and notation
Let us first fix some language and notation pertaining to stratified homotopy theory, mostly lifted
from [Dou21a; Dou21b; DW22; Hai23].
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Notation 2.1.1. Top is going to denote either of the following three categories of topological
spaces.

1. The category of all topological spaces, which we will also refer to as general topological
spaces.

2. The category of compactly generated topological spaces, i.e., such spaces that have the final
topology with respect to compact Hausdorff spaces (see, for example, [Rez17]).

3. The category of ∆-generated topological spaces, i.e. such spaces which have the final topology
with respect to realizations of simplices, or equivalently just with respect to the unit interval
(compare [Dug03; Gau21]).

We denote by |−| : sSet → Top the realization functor of simplicial sets and by Sing : Top → sSet
its right adjoint. Top naturally carries the structure of a simplicial category, tensored and powered
over sSet, induced by left Kan extension of the construction

T ⊗ ∆n := T × |∆n|.

We denote the resulting simplicial category by TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop. Furthermore, we will always consider
TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop to be equipped with the Quillen-model structure [Qui67], which makes | − | ⊣ Sing a

simplicial Quillen equivalence, between TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop and sSet, which creates all weak equivalences in
both directions.

Remark 2.1.2. Note, that one commonly only defines the simplicial structure for compactly or
∆-generated spaces. This is, however, mostly due to the fact that, for general topological spaces T
and infinite simplicial sets K, the tensoring T ⊗K does not agree with the inner product T × |K|.
Instead, it is given by a colimit of products of T with the simplices of K. Similarly, the power TK
is not given by an internal mapping space (which does not necessarily exist for arbitrary K) but
by the limit of the mapping spaces of simplices of K, equipped with the compact open topology.
The reason we do not take the regular approach of restricting to one fixed convenient category
of topological spaces is that much of the literature has been formulated for the ∆-generated
case, while we will make several arguments in the category of general topological spaces later on,
which seem to lack an internal analogue in the category of ∆-generated spaces. Note that from a
homotopy-theoretic perspective these choices in set-theoretic-topological foundations are usually
not relevant, as any space is canonically weakly equivalent to its ∆-fication (compactly generated
replacement). Furthermore, all our results concern spaces in the ∆-generated category (which is
included in the other two categories) and the choice of larger framework is thus mostly inessential.

For the remainder of this section, we fix some category of topological spaces Top as in
Notation 2.1.1.

Notation 2.1.3. We are going to use the following terminology and notation for partially ordered
sets, drawn partially from [Dou21a] and [Hai23]:

• We denote by Pos the category of partially ordered sets, with morphisms given by order-
preserving maps.

• We denote by ∆ the full subcategory of Pos given by the finite, linearly ordered posets
[n] := {0, · · · , n}, for n ∈ N.

• Given P ∈ Pos, we denote by ∆P the slice category ∆/P . That is, objects are given by
arrows [n] → P in Pos, n ∈ N, and morphisms are given by commutative triangles.
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• We denote by sdP the subdivision of P , given by the full subcategory of ∆P of such
arrows [n] → P , which are injective.

• The objects of ∆P are called flags of P . We represent them by strings [p0 ≤ · · · ≤ pn], of
pi ∈ P .

• Objects of sdP are called regular flags of P . We represent them by strings [p0 < · · · < pn],
of pi ∈ P .

Notation 2.1.4. Having fixed a category of topological spaces Top, we then use the following
notation for stratified topological spaces (all of the constructions already appeared in [Dou21b]
amongst over places).

• We think of the 1-category Pos as naturally embedded in Top, via the Alexandrov topology
functor, equipping a poset P with the topology where the closed sets are given by the
downward closed sets. By abuse of notation, we just write P , for the Alexandrow space
corresponding to it (compare [DW22, Def. 2.2].

• For P ∈ Pos, we denote by StratP the slice category Top/P .

• Objects of StratP are called P -stratified spaces. They are given by a tuple (T, s : T → P ).
We will usually use calligraphic letters for stratified spaces and stick to the notational
convention X = (X, sX ) to refer to the underlying space and the stratification.

• Morphisms in StratP are called stratum preserving maps.

• Given a map of posets f : Q → P and X ∈ StratP , we denote by f∗X ∈ StratQ the
stratified space X ×f P → Q. We are mostly concerned with the case where f is given by
the inclusion of a singleton {p}, of a subset {q ∼ p | q ∈ P}, for p ∈ P and ∼ some relation
on the partially ordered set P (such as ≤), or more generally a subposet Q ⊂ P . We then
write Xp (or, respectively, X∼p, XQ) instead of f∗X . The spaces Xp, for p ∈ P are called
the strata of X .

Notation 2.1.5. Throughout this paper, we will consider a series of subspaces of stratified spaces
in the category Top, that is, use maps on them that are not stratum preserving. We keep following
the convention (Notation 2.1.1), which is that calligraphic letters indicate the stratified context,
and regular letters the non-stratified one. For example, for X ∈ StratP and p ∈ P , X≤p is the
stratified space over {q ∈ P | q ≤ p}, given by restricting X and X≤p is its underlying topological
space. Note that in the case of the strata there is no notational conflict with using both Xp and
Xp, if we identify stratified space over a poset with one element with topological spaces. This type
of notational convention reaches its syntactic limits when applied to expressions such as |∆I |s,
which do not have calligraphic counterparts. In this case, we will simply write |∆I | to indicate
the underlying topological space.

Notation 2.1.6. We use the following terminology and notation for (stratified) simplicial sets,
drawn partially from [Dou21a] and [Hai23]:

• We denote by sSet the simplicial category of simplicial sets, i.e. the category of set valued
presheaves on ∆op, equipped with the canonical simplicial structure induced by the product
(see [Lur09] for all of the standard notation used for simplicial sets).

• When we treat sSet as a model category, this will generally be with respect to the Kan-
Quillen model structure (see [Qui67]), unless otherwise noted. When we use Joyals model
structure for quasi-categories ([JT08]) instead, we will denote this model category by sSetJ.
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• We think of Pos as being naturally embedded in sSet, via the nerve functor (compare
[Hai23]). By abuse of notation, we just write P , for the simplicial set given by the nerve of
P ∈ Pos.

• For P ∈ Pos, we denote by sStratP the slice category sSet/P , which is equivalently given
by the category of set valued presheaves on ∆P .

• Objects of sStratP are called P -stratified simplicial sets. They are given by a tuple
X = (X, sX : X → P ).

• Morphisms in sStratP are called stratum preserving simplicial maps. Simplicial ho-
motopies in sStratP are called stratified simplicial homotopies. Simplicial homotopy
equivalences in sStratP are called stratum preserving simplicial homotopy equiva-
lences.

• Given a map of posets f : Q → P and X ∈ sStratP , we denote by f∗X ∈ sStratQ the
stratified simplicial set X ×f P → Q. We are mostly concerned with the case where f is
given by the inclusion of a singleton {p}, of a subset {q ∼ p | q ∈ P}, for p ∈ P and ∼ some
relation on the partially ordered set P (such as ≤), or more generally, a subposet Q ⊂ P .
We then write Xp (or, respectively, X∼p, XQ) instead of f∗X . The simplicial sets Xp, for
p ∈ P are called the strata of X .

• For a flag J = [p0 ≤ · · · ≤ pn] ∈ ∆P , we write ∆J for the image of J in sStratP under the
Yoneda embedding ∆P ↪→ sStratP . Equivalently, ∆J is given by the unique simplicial map
∆n → P mapping i 7→ pi. ∆J is called the stratified simplex associated to I.

• Using the fully faithful (and continuous) embedding ∆P ↪→ sStratP , we extend the base
change notation for stratified simplicial sets to flags. That is, for f : Q → P we write f∗J
for the unique flag of Q corresponding to f∗(∆J ). We use the same shorthand notation for
subsets Q ⊂ P . For example J≤p is the flag obtained from J by removing all entries not
lesser equal to p.

• Given a stratified simplex ∆J , for J = [p0 ≤ · · · ≤ pn], we write ∂∆J for its stratified
boundary, given by the composition ∂∆n → ∆n → P .

Recollection 2.1.7. [Dou21a] For fixed P ∈ P , the two categories StratP and sStratP are
connected through a singular simplicial set, realization style adjunction, denoted

| − |s : sStratP ⇌ StratP : Sings.

The left adjoint is constructed by mapping a stratified simplex ∆I → P , with J = [p0,≤ · · · ≤ pn],
to the stratified space

|∆n| → P

x 7→ sup{pi ∈ J | xi > 0},

where we consider |∆n| as embedded in Rn+1 ∼= RJ . If we consider sStratP as the category of
set valued presheaves on ∆P , then by the logic of a nerve and realization functor, SingsX is hence
given the stratified simplicial set

SingsX (J ) = StratP (|∆J |s,X )

with the obvious structure morphisms.
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2.2 Generalized homotopy links
Homotopy links were originally introduced in [Qui88] order to obtain a homotopy-theoretic
replacement for the boundary of a regular neighborhood in the piecewise-linear scenario. As
functors, they may be understood as the right adjoint to taking products with stratified simplices.

Notation 2.2.1. In the following subsections, we will make frequent use of the action of Top on
StratP , given by

Top × StratP → StratP
(T,X ) 7→ T × X := (T ×X

πX−−→ X
sX−−→ P ).

In case there is any possibility of confusion, the stratification always arises from the second
component.

Recollection 2.2.2 (See [Dou21b]). Given a (locally compact in the case of general topological
spaces) stratified space S, the functor

− × X : StratP → Top

admits a right adjoint. It is given by equipping StratP (S,X ) with the respective subspace
topology (depending on the choice of category TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop) of the space of all continuous maps, equipped
with the compact open topology. We are particularly interested in the case S = |∆I |s, for I ∈ sdP
a regular flag. For X ∈ StratP , the image under the right adjoint to − × |∆I |s is called the I-th
(generalized) homotopy link of X . Explicitly, it is given by topologizing the set of stratum
preserving maps

{|∆I |s → X }

as described above. We then can summarize the homotopy links in a global functor

HoLink : StratP → Fun(sdP op,Top),

with structure maps of the diagram HoLinkI(X ), HoLinkI(X ) → HoLinkI′(X ) given by restricting
along the inclusion |∆I′ |s ⊂ |∆I |s, for I ′ ⊂ I.

Example 2.2.3. If I = [p] is a singleton, then HoLinkIX is naturally homeomorphic to the
stratum Xp. For I = [p0 < p1] a pair, the homotopy link HoLinkIX is the space of paths starting
in Xp and immediately exiting into Xq, so-called exit paths defined in [Qui88].

Example 2.2.4. Let I ∈ sdP and X ∈ sStratP be a stratified simplicial set. We can consider the
first barycentric subdivision of the underlying simplicial set sdX. The vertices of sdP correspond
to pairs (∆J → X ,J ′) with J ′ ⊂ J ∈ ∆P and ∆J → X non-degenerate. We may then consider
the full subsimplicial set of sdX spanned by such vertices for which J ′ degenerates from I. The
latter is called the simplicial link, denoted LinkIX . In the case of two strata, for I = [p < q],
|LinkI | is precisely the boundary of a regular neighborhood of (|X |s)p. In particular, in this case,
it is weakly equivalent to the homotopy link of |X |s. In [DW22], we proved the case of general I
of this result obtaining weak homotopy equivalences

HoLinkI |X |s ≃ |LinkIX |.
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2.3 Stratified cell complexes
Let us now move on to the case of more general stratified cell complexes.

Definition 2.3.1. Let X ∈ StratP . A stratified cell structure on X is a family of stratum
preserving maps (σi : |∆Ji |s → X )i∈I such that the following properties hold.

1. X has the final topology with respect to the maps σi.

2. For each i ∈ I, σi induces a homeomorphism from |∆Ji |s \ |∂∆Ji |s onto its image. Denote
these images by ei. Furthermore, denote the image of |∂∆J

i |s under σ by ∂ei.

3. X is given by the (set-theoretic) disjoint union of the cells ei.

4. Denote by ≺ the relation on I, which is generated under transitivity by

i ≺ j ⇐⇒ ei ∩ ∂ej ̸= ∅.

Then ≺ is irreflexive, and every element of I only has finitely many precursors with respect
to ≺.

A stratified Hausdorff space X together with a stratified cell structure (σi)i∈I on it is called a
stratified cell complex. A stratified subcomplex of (X , (σi)i∈I), is a stratified subspace
A ⊂ X , together with a subset I ′ ⊂ I such that I ′, A =

⋃
i∈I′ ei, and such that I ′ is closed below

under ≺.

Remark 2.3.2. In many respects, stratified cell complexes behave much like their unstratified
counterparts. In particular, it is not hard to see that every stratified subcomplex is closed, and
itself a stratified cell complex, with the induced cell structure. We will usually refer to a stratified
cell complex just by its underlying stratified space, and keep the cell structure implicit. At times,
we will say X is a stratified cell complex, to refer to the fact that it is Hausdorff and admits a
stratified cell structure.

Example 2.3.3. Every realization of a stratified simplicial set X ∈ sStratP naturally inherits
the structure of a stratified cell complexes, with cells given by the realizations of non-degenerate
simplices ∆J → X .

If we forget about the cell structure, stratified cell complexes are simply the spaces that arise
as absolute cell complexes (in the sense of [Hir09]) from the set of stratified boundary inclusions
{|∂∆J |s ↪→ |∆J |s | J ∈ ∆P }.

Proposition 2.3.4. Let X ∈ StratP . Then the following are equivalent:

1. X is an absolute cell complex with respect to the set {|∂∆J ↪→ ∆J |s | J ∈ ∆P }.

2. X is Hausdorff and admits a stratified cell structure.

Furthermore, the following relative version of this result holds. Suppose that A is a stratified cell
complex. Then, for a stratified map i : A → X , the following are equivalent.

1. i is a relative cell complex with respect to the set {|∂∆J ↪→ ∆J |s | J ∈ ∆P }.

2. X is Hausdorff and admits a stratified cell structure, which makes A a stratified subcomplex.
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Proof. Essentially, this argument is identical with the non-stratified case. For some reason, we
were unable to find a reference for this in the literature. First, note that being an absolute
cell complex as above implies that X is Hausdorff. Indeed, this already holds for absolute cell
complexes in the Quillen model structure, and may be seen by extending disjoint opens cell by
cell, via a transfinite inductive argument. The remaining translation of structures is handled by
Construction 2.3.5 below.

Construction 2.3.5. Let X ∈ StratP . If we write ∅ → X as a transfinite compositions

X 0 → X 1 → · · · → Xα = X

with pushout diagrams
|∂∆Jβ |s |∆Jβ |s

X β X β+1,

(3)

then the compositions
|∆Jβ |s → X β → X

define a cell structure on X . The finite precursor conditions follows from the fact that every
compactum in an absolute cell complex is contained in a finite subcomplex (see [Hir09, Prop.
10.7.4], for the topological case). Conversely, if X admits a stratified cell structure, (σi)i∈I , then
we may extend the precursor order on I to a well-order as follows: By well-founded induction, we
obtain an order-preserving map ν : I 7→ N, inductively defined via τ 7→ sup{ν(τ ′) | τ ′ ≺ τ}. Then,
for every fiber ν−1(n), choose a well order ≺n, and finally equip

I =
⊔
n∈N

ν−1(n)

with the lexicographic order

i < p ⇐⇒ i ≺ j ∨ (ν(i) = ν(j) = n ∧ i ≺n j).

Under this construction, we can identify I as an ordinal αI . Then, for β ≤ αI denote X β =⋃
j<i eβ ⊂ X . By construction, |∂∆Jβ |s ↪→ |∆Jβ |s

σβ−−→ X factors through X β, and one may check
that the diagrams

|∂∆Jβ |s |∆Jβ |s

X β X β+1,

(4)

are pushout and that, whenever β is a limit element, then X β = lim−→β′<β
X β. The relative case is

essentially analogous.

It follows from [Hir09, Prop. 10.7.6]:

Lemma 2.3.6. If X ∈ StratP is a stratified cell complex, then every compactum K ⊂ X is
contained in a finite subcomplex A of X .
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2.4 Systems of strata-neighborhoods
One of the central properties of pairwise homotopy links is that they may be computed locally using
neighborhoods of a stratum (compare [Qui88]). This type of argument was also central in the proof
of [DW22, Thm 4.8]. In this subsection, we introduce the notion of a strata-neighborhood system
of a stratified space X which provide a general framework for these type of local computations.
We then move on to the question, when the homotopy links may instead be computed entirely in
terms of these strata-neighborhood systems, in which case we speak of a homotopy link model.

Definition 2.4.1. Let X ∈ StratP and S ⊂ X . A ∆P -neighborhood of S in X is a subset
U ⊂ X such that for any flag J of P and any stratum preserving map σ : |∆J |s → X the set
σ−1(U) is a neighborhood of σ−1(S) in |∆J |s.

The following elementary property follows immediately from the definition of a ∆P -neighborhood.

Lemma 2.4.2. Let f : X → Y in StratP . If U ⊂ Y is a ∆P -neighborhood of S ⊂ Y, then f−1(U)
is a ∆P -neighborhood of f−1(S) in Y.

Roughly speaking, we should think of ∆P -neighborhoods as subsets of X that look like a
neighborhood if one takes the perspective of a finite stratified cell complex. This heuristic is made
rigorous by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4.3. If X ∈ StratP is equipped with the structure of a finite stratified cell complex
and S ⊂ U ⊂ X, then the following are equivalent:

1. U is a ∆P -neighborhood of S.

2. For every cell σ : |∆J |s → X , the set σ−1(U) is a neighborhood of σ−1(S).

3. U is a neighborhood of S.

Proof. That the first condition implies the second is trivial. Clearly, also the third implies the
first. It remains to show that the second condition implies the third. This is the content of
Lemma A.0.1.

For infinite stratified cell complexes we may still state the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4.4. If X admits the structure of a cell complex, then U ⊂ X is a ∆P -neighborhood of
S ⊂ U ⊂ X , if and only if the inverse image under every cell σ : |∆J |s → X of U is a neighborhood
of σ−1(S) in |∆J |.

Proof. The only if case is immediate by the definition of a ∆P -neighborhood. Now, for the
converse, note that any continuous map |∆J |s → X factors through a finite subcomplex A of X .
It follows from this that it suffices to show that U ∩ A is a ∆P -neighborhood of S ∩ A, for any
finite subcomplex A of X . Therefore, the result follows from Lemma 2.4.3.

Next, let us define the notion of a strata-neighborhood system.

Definition 2.4.5. A strata-neighborhood system of a stratified space X ∈ StratP is a family
of subspaces UX = (UX (p))p∈P such that UX (p) is a ∆P -neighborhood of Xp in X that further
fulfills X≤p ⊂ UX (p).

Remark 2.4.6. The additional requirement that X≤p ⊂ UX (p) is only there for the sake of
notational convenience, when passing to flags in Notation 2.4.9. Aside from this, this is immaterial
for the constructions in this section. We decided to add this condition, as it is automatically
fulfilled for the strata-neighborhood systems we construct in this article, and can always be
achieved by replacing UX (p) with UX (p) ∪X<p.
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The goal of a strata-neighborhood system is ultimately to provide a geometric model for the
homotopy link diagram of a stratified space. However, we do not only need to model the homotopy
links, but also the functoriality of the latter. This requires the following definition.

Definition 2.4.7. Let X ,Y ∈ StratP be equipped with strata-neighborhood systems UX and UY ,
respectively. We say f : X → Y lifts to a map of strata-neighborhood systems UX → UY ,
if f(UX (p)) ⊂ UY(p), for all p ∈ P .

Notation 2.4.8. Denote by SNS the category which is defined as follows. Objects are given by
pairs (X ,UX ) with X ∈ StratP and UX a strata-neighborhood system of X . The set of morphisms
from (X ,UX ) to (Y,UY) is given by such stratum preserving maps f : X → Y which lift to a map
of neighborhood systems UX → UY . We will usually just refer to a pair (X ,UX ) just by UX .

To extract an object of Fun((sdP )op,Top) from a strata-neighborhood system, we need the
following construction.

Notation 2.4.9. For UX a strata-neighborhood system of X ∈ StratP and I ∈ sdP a regular
flag, we write UX (I) :=

⋂
p∈I UX (p).

Notation 2.4.10. Given a strata-neighborhood system UX a strata-neighborhood system of
X ∈ StratP , and I ∈ sdP , we are going to follow our conventions on stratified and non-stratified
objects (see Notation 2.1.4), and write UX (I), for the P -stratified space obtained by equipping
UX (I) with the stratification inherited from X . In particular, for p ∈ P , it makes sense to use
expressions such as UX (I)≤p, which in this case refers to the subspace of UX (I), given by the
strata of index lesser or equal to p.

Construction 2.4.11. Let UX be a strata-neighborhood system for X ∈ StratP . We denote by
DT (UX ) ∈ Fun((sdP )op,Top) the diagram

I = [p0 < · · · < pn] 7→ UX (I)≥pn

with structure maps given by inclusions. The resulting object DT (UX ) ∈ Fun((sdP )op,Top) is
called the regular complement diagram of X ∈ StratP . This construction defines a functor

DT : SNS → Fun((sdP )op,Top).

We may now ask the question under which conditions on a neighborhood system UX , on a
stratified space X , there is a canonical weak equivalence of diagrams between HoLink(X ) and
DT (UX ).

Definition 2.4.12. Let X ∈ StratP . We say that a strata-neighborhood system UX of X is a
model for the homotopy links of X (is a homotopy link model) if the natural maps

HoLinkI(UX (I)) ev−→ HoLinkpn
(UX (I)) = UX (I)pn

,

and
UX (I)pn ↪→ UX (I)≥pn

are weak equivalences of topological spaces, for each regular flag I = [p0 < · · · < pn] ⊂ P .
We denote by HLMod the full subcategory of SNS given by pairs (X ,UX ) with UX a homotopy
link model for X .

Remark 2.4.13. We should note that the second condition in the definition of a homotopy link
model is necessary since (using the notation of Construction 2.4.11) DT (UX )(I) is defined as
UX (I)≥pn

rather than just using UX (I)pn
. This in turn is necessary if we want DT (UX ) to provide
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a model for the whole diagram HoLink(X ), not just its pointwise values. To obtain the structure
maps of DT (UX ) we need to have inclusions DT (UX )(I1) ⊂ DT (UX )(I0), whenever I0 ⊂ I1. In
particular, if we also want this inclusion to hold when I0 and I1 do not share a maximal element,
then we need to define DT as in Construction 2.4.11. In any case, the second condition for being
a homotopy link model will usually turn out to be the easy one to verify, as it can be verified
entirely in the language of classical homotopy theory, unlike the first one which requires stratified
considerations.

Let us now finish this subsection by stating the result that legitimizes the nomenclature of
homotopy link models.

Theorem 2.4.14. The diagram

HLMod SNS

StratP Fun((sdP )op,Top)
DT

HoLink

(5)

commutes up to weak equivalence.

At this point, we do not yet have the tools necessary for a proof of Theorem 2.4.14. The proof
follows in Section 3.3.

3 Strata-neighborhood systems for stratified simplicial sets
and cell complexes

From the perspective of Theorem 2.4.14, the goal of this paper is to construct homotopy link
models for stratified cell complexes. In this section, we provide a general construction for strata-
neighborhood systems, first for the simplicial case (Section 3.1) and later the case of stratified cell
complexes (Section 3.2). Importantly, we prove that this construction can be made compatible
with stratum preserving maps, which ultimately leads to a proof of Theorem 2.4.14.

3.1 Standard strata-neighborhood systems for stratified simplicial sets
Before we move on to investigating strata-neighborhood systems on stratified cell complexes, let
us first consider the simpler case of the realization of a stratified simplicial set. To do so, we are
going to make heavy use of the following coordinates.

Construction 3.1.1. Let J be a flag in P . For p ∈ P , we denote Jp the unique maximal subflag
of J that degenerates from the regular flag [p] (see Notation 2.1.6 for an overview). The inclusion
Jp ⊂ J induces a natural projection

RJ → RJp ,

where RJ denotes the vectorspace spanned by the elements of J (counted with repetition). Next,
consider the canonical embedding |∆|sJ

↪→ RJ , which embeds |∆J |s as the affine hull of the
standard basis vectors. For x ∈ |∆J |s, we write xp for the image of x under the composition

|∆J |s ↪→ RJ → RJp .

Now, if I = [p0 < · · · < pn] is the regular flag such that all elements of J are contained in I, then
J is equivalently given by the concatenation

Jp0 ∪ · · · ∪ Jpn
.
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(Note that we may indeed allow pi that are not in J , as then Jpi
is the empty flag.) In particular,

we have a natural isomorphism
RJ ∼= Πi∈[n]RJpi ,

which allows us to make sense of the expression

x = (xp0 , · · · , xpn).

Further, recall from Notation 2.1.6, that J≤p denotes the maximal subflag given by such entries
of J , of value lesser or equal to p. Analogously, we denote by J̸≤p the maximal subflag given by
such entries of J , of value not lesser equal to p, and so on. Just as in the case of a singleton, we
denote by x≤p the image of x ∈ |∆J |s under

|∆J |s ↪→ RJ → RJ≤p ,

and similarly proceed with x ̸≤p, x<p and so on.

Next, we need a normalized version of the coordinates defined in Construction 3.1.1, so-called
join cordinates. The notation here will be somewhat sloppy, in the sense that we are often going
to write expressions like yp, when we formally should be writing yp(x).
Construction 3.1.2. We again use the setup of Construction 3.1.1. At the level of underlying
simplicials sets, we may then identify ∆J as the join

∆J = ∆Jp0 ∗ · · · ∗ ∆Jpn .

Doing so, we can equip |∆J |s ⊂ RJ with n-fold join coordinates. Explicitly, the topological join

|∆Jp0 | ∗ · · · ∗ |∆Jpn |

can be described as follows. For I ⊂ [n], denote by |∆I | ⊂ |∆n| the face corresponding to I.
Furthermore, for I ′ ⊂ I, denote by πI,I′ the obvious projection Πi∈I |∆Jpi | → Πi∈I′ |∆Jpi |. Then,
the n-fold join can be described as the quotient space of⊔

I⊂[n]

(Πi∈I |∆Jpi |) × |∆I |

where we mod out by the equivalence relation generated by

(y, s) ∼ (πI,I′(y), s)

whenever y ∈ Πi∈I |∆Ipi | and s ∈ |∆I′ | ⊂ |∆I |. The homeomorphism to |∆J | is then given by
mapping

|∆Jp0 | ∗ · · · ∗ |∆Jpn | ∋ (y, s) 7→
∑
i∈[n]

siyi ∈ |∆J |.

Note that if yi is not defined, then si = 0 and this expression makes sense. Conversely, an inverse
is obtained by

|∆J | ∋ x 7→
(
( xp0

|xp0 |
, · · · , xpn

|xpn |
), (|xp0 |, · · · , |xpn |)

)
∈ |∆Jp0 | ∗ · · · ∗ |∆Jpn |.

Again, note that this expression makes sense, even if |xp| = 0. This leads us to the following
change to join coordinates, which we are going to use frequently in this section. For x ∈ |∆J |s we
denote

yp := xp
|xp|

;

sp := |xp|.
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Finally, we will need another set of coordinates using the decomposition x = (x≤p, x̸≤p), for
x ∈ |∆J |s and p ∈ P .

Construction 3.1.3. Again, in the setup of Construction 3.1.1, we may - just as in Construc-
tion 3.1.2 - identify

∆I = ∆I<p ∗ ∆I ̸<p ,

∆I = ∆I≤p ∗ ∆I ̸≤p ,

· · · = · · ·

etc. This leads to a change of coordinates

s<p := |x<p|; s̸<p := |x ̸<p|; · · · = · · ·

y<p := x<p
|x<p|

; y ̸<p := x ̸<p

|x ̸<p|
; · · · = · · ·

Remark 3.1.4. Let us remark some immediate facts on the s-coordinates of Construction 3.1.2
and Construction 3.1.3. First, note that they are indeed invariant under stratified face and
degeneracy maps and therefore extend to any realization of a stratified simplicial set X ∈ sStratP .
Then, the s-coordinates interact with the stratification of |X |s as follows. Let x ∈ |X |s. Then, we
have equivalences

• s(x) < p ⇐⇒ s<p = 1 ⇐⇒ s̸<p = 0.

• s(x) ≤ p ⇐⇒ s≤p = 1 ⇐⇒ s̸≤p = 0.

• · · · .

It immediately follows that

• s(x) = p ⇐⇒ s≤p = 1 ∧ sp > 0 ⇐⇒ s̸≤p = 0 ∧ sp > 0 ⇐⇒ · · · .

We are now going to use these coordinates to define strata-neighborhoods for realizations of
stratified simplicial sets.

Construction 3.1.5. Suppose p ∈ P and φp : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is a continuous function such that
φp(s) > 0, whenever s > 0. Let X ∈ sStratP . We may then consider the following subspaces of
|X |s. We set

U
φp

X (p) := {x ∈ |X |s | s̸≤p ≤ φp(s̸<p)sp}
and call it the φp-standard neighborhood associated to X . Note that, since all s-coordinates
are invariant under realizations of maps of stratified simplicial sets, this construction extends to a
functor

Uφp

− (p) : sStratP → StratP .

Example 3.1.6. Consider the stratified simplex |∆[0<1<2]|s, pictured below with the strata
colored in red, green and blue, in ascending order. If we set φp = 1 for p = 0, 1 we obtain the
following standard neighborhoods shaded in red and green respectively for p = 0, 1.
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For a smaller choice of φ1, here with φ1(0) = 0, we obtain a φ1-standard neighborhood whose
boundary is tangential to the 1-stratum at the 0-stratum:

Proposition 3.1.7. Let φp be as in Construction 3.1.5. For any stratified simplicial set X ∈
sStratP the space Uφp

X (p) ⊂ |X |s defines a p-stratum neighborhood.

Proof. Consider the open subset of O ⊂ U
φp

X (p) ⊂ (|X |s)̸<p defined by the condition

s̸≤p < φp(s̸<p)sp.

By Remark 3.1.4, for any x ∈ (|X |s)p the value of s̸≤p is 0, sp > 0 and s̸<p ≥ sp > 0. As φp(s) > 0
for s > 0, it follows that

s̸≤p = 0 < φp(s̸<p)sp.
Consequently, (|X |s)p ⊂ O ⊂ U

φp

X (p) and U
φp

X (p) is even a neighborhood of the p-stratum in the
strong sense.

In particular, standard neighborhoods allow us to factor stratified realization through the
category of strata-neighborhood systems:

Corollary 3.1.8. Let φ = (φp)p∈P be a family of functions as in Construction 3.1.5. Then,
X 7→ UφX = (|X |s, (Uφp

X (p))p∈P ) defines a factorization

sStratP SNS

StratP .
|−|s

Uφ
−

(6)

Proof. By Proposition 3.1.7, it suffices to verify that (|X |s)≤p ⊂ U
φp

X (p), for X ∈ sStratP and
p ∈ P . This is immediate from Remark 3.1.4.

Example 3.1.9. The most important case to consider is the case where all functions φp are given
by the constant function with value 1. In this case, the condition for a point x to lie in Uφp

X (p) is
simply that

s̸≤p ≤ sp.

In this case, we denote the resulting neighborhood system by UX and call it the standard
neighborhood system.

Let us also remark on some of the more degenerate examples of standard neighborhoods:

Lemma 3.1.10. Let φp be as in Construction 3.1.5. If p /∈ J , then Uφp

∆J (p) = |∆J<p |s.

Proof. Indeed, when p /∈ J , then for any x ∈ |∆J |s it holds that sp = 0. Hence, the defining
condition for Uφp

∆J (p) is fulfilled if and only if s̸≤p = 0, that is, when x ∈ (|∆J |s)≤p = |∆J<p |s.

Next, we give a purely combinatorial description of the standard neighborhood in the special
case where X is a stratified simplicial complex, by making use of barycentric subdivisions.
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Construction 3.1.11. For X ∈ sStratP , consider the first barycentric subdivision of X , equipped
with the stratification induced by the last vertex map sdX → X, and denote it sdX (see [DW22,
Def. 3.7]). If X = ∆J , for some flag J of P , then we denote by N∆J (p) ⊂ sd∆J the subcomplex,
spanned by those vertices that correspond to the subflags J ′ of J such that

p ∈ J ′ ∨ ∀q ∈ J ′ : q < p.

We denote by N∆J (p) the stratified simplicial set obtained by equipping N∆J (p), with the strati-
fication inherited from sd∆J . This construction is functorial with respect to maps of stratified
simplices and hence extends to a functor

N−(p) : sStratP → sStratP ,

via left Kan extension, together with a natural transformation N−(p) ↪→ sd, identifying NX (p)
with a stratified subsimplicial set of sdX , for X ∈ sStratP .

Construction 3.1.12. If X ∈ sStratP is a stratified simplicial complex (i.e. every simplex in
X is uniquely determined by its vertices), then we may identify UX (p) with the realization of
NX (p)1 A stratum preserving homeomorphism |NX (p)|s → UX (p), is constructed as follows. On
each stratified simplex |∆J |s, where J degenerates from a regular flag [p0 < · · · < pn], consider
the weighted barycenter bJ , given in join coordinates by

bJ := [(bp0 , · · · , bpn
), (1

2 ,
1
4 , · · · , 1

2n ,
1
2n )],

where bpi
is the barycenter of |∆Jpi |s. We denote

Ψ : |sdX |s → |X |s

the stratum preserving homeomorphism which is affinely extended from the map on vertices

v 7→ |σv|s(bJ ),

where v corresponds to a non-degenerate simplex σv : ∆J → X with flag J . Then, the content of
Proposition 3.1.15 is that Ψ restricts to a homeomorphism from |NX (p)|s to UX (p).

Example 3.1.13. In the context of Example 3.1.14, the following figure shows the weighted
barycentric subdivision given by Construction 3.1.12. As indicated in the following picture, the
standard neighborhoods of the 0 and 1-stratum are precisely spanned by such vertices in the
subdivision fulfilling the condition of Construction 3.1.11.

Example 3.1.14. For a nondegenerate flag I = [p0 < · · · < pn] and X ∈ sStratP , we denote by
NX (I) the intersection

⋂
p∈I NX (p). If X = ∆I , then NX (I) is given by the image of the unique

embedding ∆I ↪→ sd∆I .
1This also works in the general simplicial set case. However, the constructions become significantly more involved,

and we have no need for this case here.
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The following proposition then shows that the construction in Construction 3.1.12 does indeed
provide a combinatorial model for standard neighborhoods.

Proposition 3.1.15. Let p ∈ P and X ∈ sStratP be a stratified simplicial complex. Then
Ψ: |sdX |s → |X |s - as defined in Construction 3.1.12 - restricts to a stratum preserving homeo-
morphisms |NX (p)|s

∼−→ UX (p).

Proof. The statement is easily reduced to the case where X = ∆J , for J a flag of P , degenerates
from a nondegenerate flag [p0 < · · · < pn]. Let us begin by computing the value of s̸≤p(bJ ) and
sp(bJ ) : If p = pn, then

s̸≤p(bJ ) = 0 < 2−n = sp(bJ ). (7)
If p = pk, for some k ∈ [n− 1], then bJ fulfills

s̸≤p(bJ ) = 2−(k+1) = sp(bJ ). (8)

If pk < p, for all k ∈ [n], then
s̸≤p(bJ ) = 0 ≤ 0 = sp(bJ ). (9)

Finally, if p /∈ J and k ∈ [n] is minimal with the property that pk ̸≤ p, then

s̸≤p(bJ ) = 2−k > 0 = sp(bJ ). (10)

It follows, from the inequalities (7) to (9) that Ψ does indeed restrict to an embedding |NX (p)|s →
UX (p). It remains to show surjectivity of this restriction. So, let x ∈ U∆J (p) ⊂ |∆J |s be a point
in |∆J |s. Let {J0 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Jm}, be the minimal set of subflags of J such that x lies in the affine
span of (bJi)i∈m, i.e. we have

x = t0bJ0 + · · · + tmbJm

with ti > 0, for all i ∈ [m]. We need to show that for each i ∈ [m] either p ∈ Ji or q < p, for all
q ∈ Ji. In other words, we need to show that the set

S = {i ∈ [m] | p /∈ Ji ∧
(
∃q ∈ Ji : q ̸≤ p

)
}

is empty. Since x ∈ U∆J (p), we have

s̸≤p(x) ≤ sp(x)

and thus

t0s̸≤p(bJ0) + · · · + tms̸≤p(bJm
) = s̸≤p(x) ≤ sp(x) = t0sp(bJ0) + · · · + tmsp(bJm

)

Using Eqs. (8) and (9) it follows that∑
i∈S

tis̸≤p(bJi) ≤
∑
i∈S

tisp(bJi). (11)

By Eq. (10), the right-hand side of this equality is 0 and the left-hand side is a sum of strictly
positive numbers. It follows that S = ∅, as was to be shown.

We will need the following technical lemma. Roughly speaking, it states that, for a finite
simplicial set X , the strata-neighborhood system UφX of Construction 3.1.5 are universal.

Lemma 3.1.16. Let X ∈ sStratP be a finite stratified simplicial set. Let U|X |s
be any neighborhood

system on |X |s. Then there exists a family of functions φ as in Corollary 3.1.8 such that, for any
p ∈ P , we have

U
φp

X (p) ⊂ U|X |s
(p).

In other words, the identity on |X |s lifts to a map of neighborhood systems UφX → U|X |s
.
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Proof. Note first that it suffices to solve the problem on each simplex and then define φp by
passing to minima. Hence, without loss of generality we may assume that X = ∆J , for some flag
J . Fix some p ∈ P and denote U = U|∆J |s

(p). By Lemma 2.4.3, we may therefore assume that
U is actually a neighborhood of the p-stratum. Next, note that for any 0 < α ≤ 1 the set

Sα := {x ∈ (|∆J |s)p | s̸<p ≥ α}

is compact. A neighborhood basis for Sα in |∆J |s is given by the sets

Sα,β := {x ∈ |∆J |s | s̸<p ≥ α− β ∧ s̸≤p ≤ β},

where β > 0. Hence, for any n ∈ N there exists some βn > 0 such that for any x ∈ |X |s, the
implication

s̸<p ≥ 1
n

∧ s̸≤p ≤ βn =⇒ x ∈ U

holds. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the sequence βn is decreasing. Choosing a
partition of unity σn on the family (( 1

n , 1])n∈N covering (0, 1], we set

φp(s) =
∑
n∈N

σn(s)βn.

In this fashion, we obtain a continuous function φp : [0, 1] → [0, 1], which is positive outside of 0.
Now, let x ∈ |X |s be such that s̸<p ∈ ( 1

m ,
1

m−1 ], for some m > 1, and suppose that s̸≤p ≤ φp(s̸<p).
Then, since σn(s) = 0 for s < 1

n , we obtain

s̸≤p ≤ φp(s̸<p) =
∑
n∈N

σn(s̸<p)βn

=
∑
n≥m

σn(s̸<p)βn

≤ βm ,

where the last inequality follows as
∑
n≥m σn(s̸<p)βn is a convex combination and (βn)n∈N is a

decreasing sequence. Thus, it follows that

s̸<p > 0 ∧ s̸≤p ≤ φp(s̸<p) =⇒ x ∈ U,

and in particular also
s̸<p > 0 ∧ s̸≤p ≤ φp(s̸<p)sp =⇒ x ∈ U,

for any x ∈ |∆J |s. We deduce that

(Uφp

∆J (p)) ̸<p ⊂ U.

Since U contains (|X |s)≤p by assumption, it follows that

U
φp

∆J (p) ⊂ U

as was to be shown.

In the next step, we show that (up to a stratum preserving homeomorphism) we may really
replace UφX by UX , making the latter universal among strata-neighborhood systems in this sense.
Before we do so, let us introduce another set of coordinates, to simplify notation.
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Construction 3.1.17. In the framework of Construction 3.1.3 we may repeat the procedure
described there with ∆J ̸≤p , and decompose

∆J ̸<p = ∆Jp ⋆∆J ̸≤p .

We denote the resulting coordinates by

tp := |yp|; t ̸≤p := |y ̸≤p|; zp := yp
|yp|

; z̸≤p := y̸≤p

|y̸<p|
.

Using the affine relations between the several variables (such as 1 = s<p + s̸<p), we may then
express x entirely in terms of y<p, zp, z̸≤p and s̸<p, t̸≥p. Explicitly, we have

x = (1 − s̸<p)y<p + s̸<p(t ̸≤pz̸≤p + (1 − t ̸≤p)zp).

Remark 3.1.18. By construction, whenever t̸≤p is defined, we have equality

t ̸≤p = s̸≤p

s̸<p
.

Using this, the condition for x ∈ |X |s to lie in U
φp

X (p) may equivalently be rewritten as

s̸<p = 0 ∨ t̸≤p ≤ φp(s̸<p)
1 + φp(s̸<p)

.

Proposition 3.1.19. Let φ be a system of functions as in Construction 3.1.5. Then there exists
a natural stratum preserving automorphism

Φ: | − |s → | − |s

that, for each X ∈ sStratP , lifts to a map UX → UφX . In particular, Φ induces a natural
transformation

U− → Uφ−

in SNS. Furthermore, Φ can be taken naturally stratum preserving homotopic to the identity,
through a family of natural homeomorphisms which lift to maps UX → UX .

Proof. We use the coordinates as in Construction 3.1.17. We first define separate homeomor-
phisms for each p ∈ P , Φp. Note that by left Kan extension it suffices to construct the natural
transformation Φp for stratified simplices. On |∆J |s, we define Φp via

[(y<p, zp, z̸≤p), (s̸<p, t̸≤p)] 7→ [(y<p, zp, z̸≤p), (s̸<p, t̸̂≤p)]

where

t̸̂≤p :=
{

2t̸≤p − 1 + (2 − 2t ̸≤p) φp(s ̸<p)
1+φp(s̸<p) , for t̸≤p ≥ 1

2

2t̸≤p φp(s ̸<p)
1+φp(s̸<p) , for t̸≤p ≤ 1

2 .

One may easily verify that this assignment is well defined (under the identifications in the join),
using the fact that the only coordinate that changes is t ̸≤p, that t ̸≤p = 1 ⇐⇒ t̂ ̸≤p = 1 and that
t̸≤p = 0 ⇐⇒ t̂ ̸≤p = 0. Similarly, one can easily verify that the resulting map

Φp : |∆J |s → |∆J |s

is stratum preserving. Naturality follows from the fact that both s̸<p and t ̸≤p are invariant under
stratified face inclusions and degeneracy maps. Let us assume for a second that p ∈ J . Then, if
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s̸<p > 0 and all coordinates except t̸≤p remain fixed, the t̂ ̸≤p component of Φp is given by gluing
affine homeomorphisms [0, 1

2 ] ∼−→ [0, φp(s ̸<p)
1+φp(s̸<p) ] and [ 1

2 , 1] ∼−→ [ φp(s̸<p)
1+φp(s̸<p) , 1]. It follows from this

fiberwise decomposition that Φp does indeed define a bijection (which is clearly continuous). Since
source and target are compact Hausdorff spaces, this already shows that Φp defines a stratum
preserving homeomorphism. Next, let us agglomerate some more observations about Φp, the first
of which verifies that Φp is a homeomorphism if p /∈ J .

(i) Whenever p /∈ J , then t ̸≤p = 1 for all x ∈ |∆J |s. Hence, then Φp is given by the identity.

(ii) For any p ∈ P , we have Φp(U∆J (p)) ⊂ U
φp

∆J (p).

(iii) For q ≤ p, Φp(Uφq

∆J (q))) ⊂ Φp(Uφq

∆J (q))).

(iv) For any q ∈ P , Φp(U∆J (q))) ⊂ Φp(U∆J (q)).

Observations (i) and (ii) are immediate from the construction of Φp. Let us verify Observations (iii)
and (iv). Note first that by Observation (i), we may assume that p ∈ J . Furthermore, by
Lemma 3.1.10 we may assume that q ∈ J . Therefore, since J is a flag, we may proceed with
the remaining cases q < p, q = p, and q > p. Furthermore, since any of the relevant q-strata
neighborhoods contains (|∆J |s)<q and Φp is stratum preserving, we may always assume s̸<q > 0.
For q < p, note that Φp(x)≤q = x≤q, for all x ∈ |∆J |s (this follows from the computation of x in
Construction 3.1.17). From this it follows that

s̸<q(Φp(x)) = 1 − s<p(Φp(x)) = 1 − s<p(x) = s̸<q(x)

and similarly
t̸≤q(Φp(x)) = t ̸≤q(x)

(whenever the latter is defined). In particular, this immediately implies Observations (iii) and (iv).
If q = p, then by Observation (ii) and since Uφp

∆J (p) ⊂ U∆J (p), we have

Φp(Uφp

∆J (p)) ⊂ Φp(U∆J (p)) ⊂ U
φp

∆J (p) ⊂ U∆J (p).

It remains to consider the case where q > p for Observation (iv). In this case, one can compute
from the description of x ∈ |∆J |s in Construction 3.1.17 the equalities

s̸<q(Φp(x)) = t̸≤p(Φp(x))
t ̸≤p(x) s̸<q(x) (12)

s̸≤q(Φp(x)) = t̸≤p(Φp(x))
t ̸≤p(x) s̸≤q(x) (13)

whenever these expressions are defined. An elementary verification shows, that this is indeed the
case whenever t ̸≤q(Φp(x)) > 0. It follows, that in this case

t ̸≤q(Φp(x)) = s̸≤q(Φp(x))
s̸<q(Φp(x)) = s̸≤q(x)

s̸<q(x) = t ̸≤q(x).

In particular, Observation (iv) holds for the remaining case q > p . This finishes the verification
of the properties of the natural transformation Φp. Next, for a flag J degenerating from a regular
flag [p0 < · · · < pn], we set

Φ = Φpn ◦ · · · ◦ Φp0 : |∆J |s → |∆J |s.
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Note, that this still defines a natural transformation of the realization functor (on the stratified
simplex category). Indeed, whenever there is a stratum preserving simplicial map

∆J → ∆J ′

and J ′ degenerates from [q0 < · · · < qm], then [p0 < · · · < pn] ⊂ [q0 < · · · < qm]. Thus, it follows
from Observation (i) that on |∆J |s

Φpn ◦ · · · ◦ Φp0 = Φqm ◦ · · · ◦ Φq0 .

Using this equation, the naturality of Φ follows from the naturality of the Φqn
. By left Kan

extension Φ extends to a natural automorphism of | − |s. It remains to verify that ΦX lifts to
a map UX → UφX . By construction of these neighborhood systems, it suffices to verify this on
stratified simplices ∆J , where J degenerates from the regular flag [p0 < · · · < pn]. As before, we
may assume that p ∈ J , i.e. p = pk, for some k ∈ [n]. Then, we have

Φ(U∆J (p)) = Φpn ◦ · · · ◦ Φp0(U∆J (p))
⊂ Φpn ◦ · · · ◦ Φpk

(U∆J (p))
⊂ Φpn

◦ · · · ◦ Φpk+1(Uφp

∆J (p))
⊂ U

φp

∆J (p),

where the first inclusion follows by Observation (iv), the second inclusions follows by Observa-
tion (ii), and the final inclusion follows by Observation (iii).
It remains to see that Φ is stratum preserving homotopic to the identity. Given any family
of functions φ as in the assumption, we write Φ(φ) for the corresponding Φ, constructed as
above. Note that Φ varies continuously in each φp (with respect to the supremum distance on
C0([0, 1], [0, 1]) and that Φ(φ) = 1, if φ is given by the constant functions of value 1. For t ∈ [0, 1],
define φt via φtp(s) = (1 − t) + tφp, for p ∈ P . Then, t 7→ Φ(φt) defines the required natural
homotopy.

We may combine Lemma 3.1.16 and Proposition 3.1.19 as the following result, which will be
central to generalizing our construction of strata-neighborhood systems to stratified cell complexes.

Proposition 3.1.20. Let X ∈ sStratP be a finite stratified simplicial set. Let UY be a strata-
neighborhood system on Y ∈ StratP and f : |X |s → Y be any stratum preserving map. Then, there
exists a natural stratum preserving automorphism Φ of | − |s, naturally stratified homotopic to the
identity though a family of automorphisms which lift to maps UX → UX such that f ◦ΦX : |X |s → Y
lifts to a map UX → UY .

A first consequence of Proposition 3.1.20 is that strata-neighborhood systems may be used to
compute homotopy links using only data close to a singularity. Such an argument was essentially
the decisive step in the proof of [DW22, Theorem 4.8], where we gave an elementary proof of a
special case of the following more general statement.

Proposition 3.1.21. Let (X ,UX ) ∈ SNS and I ⊂ P a regular flag. Then the inclusion
UX (I) ↪→ X induces a weak equivalence

HoLinkI(UX (I)) → HoLinkI(X ).

Proof. We use Lemma B.0.1. Under the adjunction

− × |∆I |s : Top ⇌ StratP : HoLinkI ,
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we may thus equivalently show that every stratum preserving map g0 : Dn+1 × |∆I |s → X which
maps Sn× |∆I |s to UX (I) is stratum preserving homotopic to a map g1 : Dn+1 × |∆I |s → X with
image in UX (I) through a homotopy mapping Sn × |∆I |s to UX (I). Now, fix some identification
|∆n+1| ∼= Dn+1. Under this identification, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

|∆n+1 × ∆I |s ∼= |∆n+1| × |∆I |s ∼= Dn+1 × |∆I |s,

identifying |∂∆n+1 × ∆I |s with Sn × |∆I |s. We can now apply Proposition 3.1.20 to

g0 : |∆n+1 × ∆I |s ∼= Dn+1 × |∆I |s → X ,

from which it follows that g0 is stratum preserving homotopic to a stratum preserving map
g′

0 : |∆n+1 × ∆I |s ∼= Dn+1 × |∆I |s → X that maps U∆n+1×∆I (I) into UX (I). Furthermore, by
naturality of the homotopy in Proposition 3.1.20, it follows that the homotopy between g0 and g′

0
maps Sn × |∆I |s into UX (I). Next, note that the identification |∆n+1 × ∆I |s ∼= Dn+1 × |∆I |s
restricts to an identification of

U∆n+1×∆I (I) ∼= Dn+1 × U∆I (I).

Hence, we may assume without loss of generality that g0 maps Dn+1 ×U∆I (I) into UX (I). Finally,
note that, by Example 3.1.14, the inclusion U∆I (I) ↪→ |∆I |s , equivalently given by

|∆I |s ↪→ |sd∆I |s ∼= |∆I |s.

Choose any strong (stratum preserving) deformation retraction R : |∆I |s × [0, 1] → |∆I |s of
the inclusion |∆I |s ↪→ |sd∆I |s ∼= |∆I |s (given, for example, by affine interpolation between the
identity and the last vertex map). Then the homotopy

g0 ◦ (1Dn+1 ×R) : Dn+1 × |∆I |s × [0, 1] → Dn+1 × |∆I |s

has the required properties.

3.2 Strata-neighborhood systems for stratified cell complexes
Next, let us generalize the construction of standard neighborhood systems to stratified cell
complexes. The obvious issue at hand is that we may generally not expect the choices of standard
neighborhood on cells to be compatible with attaching maps. To amend this difficulty, we first
need a notion of subdivision of a stratified cell complex. For the remainder of this section, by a
stratified cell complex we will always mean a P -stratified space, together with a fixed choice of
cell structure (σi : |∆Ji |s → X )i∈I . By a slight abuse of notation, we will often just refer to the
underlying space.

Definition 3.2.1. Let X be a stratified cell complex, defined by cells (σi : |∆Ji |s → X )i∈I .
By a barycentric subdivision of X we mean a family of stratum preserving homeomorphisms
Ψi : |sd∆Ji |s

∼−→ |∆Ji |s, for i ∈ I, which fulfill Ψi(|sd∆J |s) ⊂ |∆J |s, for J ⊂ Ji.

Remark 3.2.2. Note that any choice of barycentric subdivision (Ψi)i∈I on a stratified cell
complex X naturally induces a new cell structure on X which is indexed over

{(i, τ) | i ∈ I, τ simplex of sd∆Ji s.t. Ji ∈ τ}.

We write sdΨX , for the underlying space of X equipped with this new cell structure.
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Example 3.2.3. If X ∈ StratP is the realization of a stratified simplicial complex K, equipped
with the induced cell structure, and we take Ψi : |sd∆Ji |s → |∆Ji |s to be the barycentric
subdivision homeomorphism, then the cell structure induced by the subdivision Ψ is the one
coming from the barycentric subdivision homeomorphism |sdK|s ∼= |K|s = X .

Definition 3.2.4. Let X be a stratified cell complex, and Ψ a choice of subdivision of X . We say
that Ψ defines a standard neighborhood system on X if for every p ∈ P and every i ∈ I
the inclusion

σi ◦ Ψi(|N∂∆Ji (p)|s) ⊂
⋃
j≺i

σj ◦ Ψj(|N∆Jj (p)|s),

holds (here ≺ denotes the precursor order of Definition 2.3.1).

Example 3.2.5. Consider the pinched torus S1 × S1/(S1 × x0), stratified over {0 < 2} taking
the equivalence class S1 × x0 as the 0-stratum. To the left, a stratified cell structure induced by a
simplicial model is shown, with the stratification indicated by the coloring. To the right, we show
a subdivision of this cell structure, which defines a standard neighborhood system on the pinched
torus. The standard-neighborhood of the p-stratum induced by this subdivision is shown shaded
in red.

x x

y

y

x x

y

y

a b

ba

Note that the definition of a stratified cell complex allows for the attachment of n-cells to n-cells,
as long as this does not lead to cycles in attachment.

Remark 3.2.6. Note that the condition in Definition 3.2.4 can be equivalently defined by replacing
the precursor order by any ordinal structure on I, which exposes X as an absolute cell complex
with respect to stratified boundary inclusions of simplices (see Construction 2.3.5).

Construction 3.2.7. The condition in Definition 3.2.4 precisely guarantees that when a subdivision
Ψ of a cell complex X defines a standard neighborhood system on X , then the indexing set

{(i, τ) | i ∈ I,Ji ∈ τ ; τ ⊂ N∆Ji (p)}

corresponding to such cells in sdX that lie in standard neighborhoods in the stratified cells define a
subcomplex of sdΨX . As a stratified space, it is given by the union⋃

i∈I
σi ◦ Ψi(|N∆Ji (p)|s) ⊂ X .

We denote this subcomplex by UΨ
X (I). We call UΨ

X (I) the p-th standard neighborhood
associated to the subdivision Ψ. Furthermore, we denote

UΨ
X := (UΨ

X (p))p∈P

and call this family the standard neighborhood system of X associated to the subdivision
Ψ.
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Let us verify that the nomenclature of Construction 3.2.7 does make sense, that is, that we
have indeed defined a strata-neighborhood system. Before we do so, note the following remark.

Remark 3.2.8. For any stratified simplicial complex X ∈ sStratP we may use Proposition 3.1.15
to identify |NX (p)|s with UΨ

|X |s
(I), where Ψ is the barycentric subdivision of Construction 3.1.12.

Proposition 3.2.9. In the setting of Construction 3.2.7, the family UΨ
X defines a neighborhood

system on X . Furthermore, UΨ
X has the property that UΨ

X (I) ⊂ X is a subcomplex of sdΨX , for
every regular flag I ⊂ P .

Proof. That, for any p ∈ P , it holds that X≤p ⊂ UΨ
X (p), is immediate from Remark 3.2.8,

Proposition 3.1.15 and Corollary 3.1.8. Next, let us verify that UΨ
X (I) does indeed define a

p-stratum neighborhood. By Lemma 2.4.4, it suffices to show that, for every p ∈ P and every cell
σ : |∆Ji |s → X of X , the set σ−1(UΨ

X (I)) defines a neighborhood of the p-stratum. Since Ψi is a
stratum preserving homeomorphism, we may equivalently show that (σ ◦ Ψi)−1(UΨ

X (I)) has this
property. Note that by construction we have

|N∆Ji (p)| ⊂ (σ ◦ Ψ)−1(UΨ
X (I)).

By Proposition 3.1.15, up to a stratum preserving homeomorphism of |∆J
i |s we have

|N∆Ji (p)|s = U∆Ji (p),

which shows that both |N∆Ji (p)| and thus also (Ψ ◦ σ)−1(UΨ
X (I)) is a neighborhood of the p-

stratum. The statement on subcomplexes is immediate from the fact that the intersection of
subcomplexes is again a subcomplex.

Example 3.2.10. If X ∈ StratP is the realization of a stratified simplicial complex K, equipped
with the induced cell structure, and we take Ψi : |sd∆Ji |s → |∆Ji |s to be the subdivision
homeomorphism of Construction 3.1.12, then UΨ

X (I) = UK(p).

Next, let us show that there always exists a subdivision which defines a standard neighborhood
system on a stratified cell complex X . This is ultimately a consequence of Proposition 3.1.19, and
provides a first step towards Theorem A

Proposition 3.2.11. For every stratified cell complex X , there exists a subdivision Ψ of X such
that Ψ defines a standard neighborhood system on X . Furthermore, if such a subdivision ΨA has
already been chosen on a subcomplex of A ⊂ X , then Ψ may be taken such that

ΨA,i = Ψi

whenever i ∈ I defines a cell of A. Additionally, for any P -stratified space Y equipped with a
strata-neighborhood system UY and any stratum preserving map f : X → Y, Ψ may be chosen such
that f lifts to a map UΨ

X → UY .

Proof. Via transfinite induction, it suffices to show the following. For any commutative diagram

|∂∆Ji |s A

|∆Ji |s Y ,

(14)

where A → Y lifts to a map of neighborhood systems UA → UY , there exists a stratum preserving
homeomorphism Ψi : |sd∆Ji |s → |∆Ji |s (which is compatible with faces) with the following
properties.
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1. The composition |sd∂∆Ji |s
Ψi||sd∂∆Ji |s−−−−−−−−→ |∂∆Ji |s → A lifts to a map of neighborhood systems

(|N∂∆Ji (p)|s)p∈P → UA.

2. The composition |sd∆Ji |s
Ψi−−→ |∆Ji |s → Y lifts to a map of neighborhood systems

(|N∆Ji (p)|s)p∈P → UY .

We may first apply Proposition 3.1.15 and instead show the analogous statement with sd∆J
i

replaced by ∆J
i and (|N∆Ji (p)|s)p∈P replaced by U∆Ji . Next, apply Proposition 3.1.20 twice, first

to |∆Ji |s → Y, obtaining a natural stratum preserving automorphism ΦY of | − |s, and then to
the composition |∂∆Ji |s

ΦY−−→ |∂∆Ji |s → A, obtaining a natural stratum preserving automorphism
ΦA of | − |s. By construction, these have the following properties:

1. The composition |∂∆Ji |s
ΦY ◦ΦA−−−−−→ |∂∆Ji |s → A lifts to a map U∂∆Ji → UA.

2. |∆Ji |s
ΦA−−→ |∆Ji |s lifts to a map U∆Ji → U∆Ji .

3. The composition |∆Ji |s
ΦY−−→ |∆Ji |s → Y lifts to a map U∆Ji → UY .

In particular, by the composability of morphisms of strata-neighborhood systems, it follows that
the composition Ψi := ΦY ◦ ΦA also has the property that |∆Ji |s

Ψi−−→ |∆Ji |s → Y also lifts to a
map U∆Ji

→ UY .

Furthermore, we can now a first result towards Theorem B.

Corollary 3.2.12. Suppose, we are given a pushout square in StratP

A B

X Y,

c

f (15)

with A,X stratified cell complexes and c an inclusion of a stratified subcomplex. Let (σi)i∈I be
the cell structure on X , (σj)j∈J be the cell structure on A and (σj)j∈I⊔J′ be the cell structure on
B, extending the one on A along c. Then, there exist barycentric subdivisions Ψ of X and Φ̂ of B
such that the following holds:
Denote by Φ the restriction of Φ̂ to A. Denote by Ψ̂ the subdivision of the induced cell structure
on Y, given by (Ψi)i∈I ∪ (Φj)j∈J′ . Then, Diagram (15) lifts to a diagram of strata-neighborhood
systems

UΦ
A UΦ̂

B

UΨ
X UΨ̂

Y .

c̃

(16)

Proof. By Proposition 3.2.11, we obtain subdivisions Φ̂ and Ψ as in the claim such that A → X lift
to maps of neighborhoods systems UΦ

A → UΨ
X . Now, define Ψ̂ as above. Let us show that Ψ̂ does

define a strata-neighborhood system on the induced cell structure on Y . Via transfinite induction,
we may without loss of generality assume that B is given by gluing a single cell σm : |∆J |s → B
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to A. Then, Y is given by gluing |∆J |s to X along |∂∆J |s → A → X . Denote the resulting cell
of Y, by σ̂m : |∆J |s → Y. Then, by construction, we have

σ̂m ◦ Ψ̂m(|N∂∆J (p)|s) = f ◦ σm ◦ Φm(|N∂∆J (p)|s)
⊂ f(UΦ

A(p))
⊂ UΨ

X (p)

=
⋃
i∈I

σj ◦ Ψj(|N∆Jj (p)|s)

for all p ∈ P , which (by Remark 3.2.6) was to be shown. It is then immediate by construction,
that B → Y also lifts to a map of strata-neighborhood systems.

Next, let us verify that the functor DT : SNS → Fun((sdP )op,Top) sends Diagram (16) to a
homotopy pushout square.

Lemma 3.2.13. In the situation of Corollary 3.2.12, the image of Diagram (16) under DT has
the following property. For each I ∈ sdP , the resulting square

DT (UΦ
A)(I) DT (UΦ̂

B(I))

DT (UΨ
X (I)) DT (UΨ̂

Y (I))

(17)

is such that:

1. All objects of the square are cell complexes in Top;

2. The square is pushout in Top;

3. The horizontals are relative cell complexes in Top.

In particular, Diagram (17) is a homotopy pushout diagram in Top.

Proof. It is immediate from the construction of the standard neighborhoods of a stratified cell
complex that the diagrams

UΦ
A(I) U Φ̂

B (I)

UΨ
X (I) U Ψ̂

Y (I)

(18)

are pushout diagrams of stratified cell complexes (see also Proposition 3.2.9), with the upper
vertical a relative (stratified) cell complex, for every I ∈ sdP . Indeed, note that the cells missing
in UΨ

X (I) from U Ψ̂
Y (I) correspond precisely to the respective cells missing in UΦ0

A (I) from UΦ
B (I).

What remains to be shown is that these properties are preserved under applying the functor
(−)≥p : StratP → Top. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma A.0.4 and Lemma A.0.3.
We can thus summarize that Diagram (17) is a pushout diagram of cell complexes where the
upper horizontal is given by a relative cell complex, in particular a cofibraiton. It follows from
[Lur09][A.2.4.4] that the diagram is homotopy cocartesian.
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3.3 The proof of Theorem 2.4.14
As a consequence of Proposition 3.1.21 we are now ready to give a proof of Theorem 2.4.14, which
tells us that we may indeed use homotopy link models to compute homotopy links. Precisely,
Proposition 3.1.21 guarantees us that for X ∈ StratP the diagram HoLink(X ) may equivalently
computed via the diagram given by I 7→ HoLinkI(UX )(I)), where UX is any strata-neighborhood
system of X .

Notation 3.3.1. Let (X ,UX ) ∈ SNS. We denote by DH(UX ) the element of Fun((sdP )op,Top)
given by

I 7→ HoLinkI(UX (I))

with the obvious structure maps induced by the ones on HoLinkI(X ). We denote

DH : SNS → Fun((sdP )op,Top)

the functor induced by this construction.

We may then rephrase Proposition 3.1.21 as follows.

Corollary 3.3.2. The inclusions UX (I) ↪→ X , for (X ,UX ) ∈ SNS and I ∈ sdP , induce a natural
weak equivalence of functors

DH ≃−→ HoLink.

The obvious next step to prove Theorem 2.4.14 is to show that DH is in turn weakly equivalent
to DT . The definition of a homotopy link model suggests to use the maximal vertex evaluation
maps

HoLinkI(UX (I)) evpn−−−→ UX (I)pn
↪→ UX (I)≥pn

However, there is a technical difficulty to overcome first. In fact, these maps do not induce a
morphisms of diagrams. Already in the case where I = [p0 < p1] the diagram

HoLinkp0<p1(UX (p0 < p1)) UX (p0 < p1)≥p1

HoLinkp0(UX (p0)) = (UX (p0))p0 UX (p0)≥p0

evp1

(19)

is only commutative up to homotopy. What we may do instead is to construct a natural
transformation DH → DT only up to homotopy coherence. We may then use rigidification results
such as [Lur09, Prop. A.3.4.12] to obtain a weak equivalence of functors.

Remark 3.3.3. There will occur a slight set-theoretical difficulty when using [Lur09, Prop.
A.3.4.12]. Namely, we will want to consider the homotopy coherent nerve of TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop as an element of
sSet. Size issues require us to pass to a larger Grothendieck universe. To make this rigorous, we
need to assume large cardinals κ < κ′, and denote by sSet the category of simplicial sets of size
smaller than κ some fixed large cardinal, and by s̃Set the category of simplicial sets of cardinality
smaller than κ′.

Definition 3.3.4. In the case where Top denotes either ∆-generated or topologically generated
spaces (i.e., StratP is cartesian closed). We denote by XY the internal mapping space of
Y,X ∈ Top. For any X ∈ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop, this constructions defines a simplicial functor

X− : TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopop → TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop,
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by mapping an n-simplex
σ : |∆n| × Z → Y

of TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop(Y,Z) to the adjoint map of

XY × |∆n| × Z
1×σ−−−→ XY × Y

ev−→ X,

which indeed defines an n-simplex of TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop(XY , XZ).

Construction 3.3.5. We only construct the weak equivalence for a fixed (X ,UX ) ∈ DT . General-
izing to the case of a whole natural transformation essentially just comes down to an increase in
notation. Furthermore, we only prove the case where TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop is cartesian closed. The general case
follows from this using that every space is weakly equivalent to its kelleyfication with respect to
∆-generated spaecs. We denote by N the homotopy coherent nerve functor from the category of
(κ′) small simplicial categories s̃Cat to s̃Set. We denote its leftadjoint by S.
Denote by Pos the category of all (κ small) posets, with its simplicial structure inherited from sSet.
Furthermore, consider the posets Q = sdP × [1]op as a category. Now, consider the assigment
E : Q → Pos by mapping

(I, 1) 7→ [0]
(I, 0) 7→ I

and

(I, 1) ≤ (I ′, 1) 7→ ([0] → [0]])
(I, 1) ≤ (I ′, 0) 7→ {0 7→ max I ′}
(I, 0) ≤ (I ′, 0) 7→ (I ↪→ I ′).

This assignment does not define a functor! However, we can turn it into a homotopy coherent
functor. This is due to the fact that E has the property

E(f ◦ g)(p) ≥ E(f) ◦ E(g)(p), (20)

for composable f, g ∈ Q and p in the source of E(g). For α1, α0 ∈ Q, denote by Qα1,α0 ⊂ Q the
poset of all regular flags S ⊂ Q, with minS = α1 and maxS = α0 ordered by reverse inclusion.
Next, consider map

E : Qα1,α0 × E(α1) → E(α0)
([S0 < · · · < Sn], p) 7→ E(Sn−1 ≤ Sn) ◦ · · · ◦ E(S0 ≤ S1)(p).

It follows by Eq. (20) that E defines a map of posets. Thus, equivalently E specifies a simplicial
map

N(Qα1,α0) → sSet(N(E(α1)),N(E(α0))).
In this manner, we have defined a simplicial functor

E : S(sdP × [1]op) → Pos,

where S is the left adjoint to the homotopy coherent nerve (see for example [Lur09, Sec. 1.1.5])
and where the simplicial structure on the right hand side is inherited from the one on sSet. Next,
consider the composition of simplicial functors

S((sdP )op × [1]) E−→ Posop N−→ sSetop |−|−−→ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopop X−

−−→ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop.
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It specifies a homotopy coherent diagram D in TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop, indexed over (sdP )op × [1], which restricts
to the constant diagram of value X at 1 and to the diagram D0 given by I 7→ X |∆I | at 0. We
may then consider DH(UX ) as a subdiagram of D0 and DT (UX ) as a subdiagram of D1. For
α0 = (I0, 0) and α1 = (I1, 1), and p ∈ I1, Eα1,α0 has the property that E(−, p) has image in
{q ∈ I0 | q ≥ max I0}. It follows from this that restricting to DH(UX ) at 0 and DT (UX ) at 1
defines a homotopy coherent subdiagram of D. To summarize, we have constructed a simplicial
functor

ev ∈ s̃Cat(S((sdP )op × [1]), TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop) ∼= s̃Set(sdP op × [1],N ( TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop))

which restricts to DH at 0 and DT at 1, or in other words by the identity

s̃Set((sdP )op × [1],N ( TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop)) ∼= Fun((sdP )op,N ( TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop))1.

a natural transformation of functors of quasi categories between

N ((sdP )op DH (UX )−−−−−→ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop)

and
N ((sdP )op DT (UX )−−−−−→ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop).

For any fixed flag I = [p0 < · · · < pn] this natural transformation is given by

HoLinkI(UX (I)) evpn−−−→ UX (I)≥pn .

Now, if UX is a homotopy link model for X , then the latter map is a weak equivalence. Hence, if we
pass to Kan-complex (sSeto) by applying singular simplicial sets, then this natural transformation
is given pointwise by an isomorphism in the quasi-category N (sSeto). We have thus defined an
isomorphism between the functors of quasi-categories

N ((sdP )op DH (UX )−−−−−→ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop → sSeto),

N ((sdP )op DT (UX )−−−−−→ TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop → sSeto).

We may now finish the proof of Theorem 2.4.14.

Proof of Theorem 2.4.14. We only provide a weak equivalence for some fixed homotopy link model
UX . The global case is essentially analogous. We consider s̃Cat as equipped with the model
structure for simplicial categories (see [Ber07]) making the adjunction S ⊣ N a Quillen equivalence
between s̃Cat and simplicial sets equipped with the Joyal model structure, s̃Set

J
([Joy, Thm.

1.21]). If not indicated otherwise by an superscript J, we consider sSet to be equipped with the
Kan-Quillen model structure. Let UX be a homotopy link model for a stratified space X ∈ StratP .
We need to show, that HoLinkX and DT (UX ) are weakly equivalent. By Corollary 3.3.2, we may
instead show that DT (UX ) and DH(UX ) are weakly equivalent. Using the Quillen equivalence
between TopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTopTop and sSet, we may equivalently show that Sing ◦ DT (UX ) : (sdP )op → sSet and
Sing ◦ DH(UX ) : (sdP )op → sSet are weakly equivalent. In other words, we need to show that
these two functors present the same path component in π0(Fun(sdP )op, sSet)) (using the notation
of [Lur09, Prop. A.3.4.12].) By [Lur09, Prop. A.3.4.12] there is a a canonical bijection:

π0(Fun(sdP )op, sSet)) = hos̃Cat((sdP )op, sSeto).
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Furthermore, under the Quillen-equivalence between simplicial and quasi-categories [Joy, Thm.
1.21], this bijection extends to

π0(Fun(sdP )op, sSet)) = hos̃Cat((sdP )op, sSeto) = hos̃Set
J
((sdP )op,N (sSeto)).

hos̃Set
J
((sdP )op,N (sSeto)) is the set of isomorphism classes of functors of quasi-categories

(sdP )op → N (sSeto). We have constructed such an isomorphism between N (Sing ◦ DT (UX )) and
N (Sing ◦ DH(UX )) in Construction 3.3.5.

4 Regular neighborhoods and homotopy link models
In the previous section, we have constructed strata-neighborhood systems for stratified simplicial
sets and stratified cell complexes. For a proof of Theorem A, in light of Theorem 2.4.14, it
remains to show that these strata-neighborhood systems are homotopy link models. To do so,
we develop a generalized notion of regular neighborhoods for stratified spaces, which also applies
to flags I ∈ sdP of length greater equal to two. Recall from [Fri03, A] the notion of a nearly
stratum preserving deformation retraction (introduced in similar form in [Qui88]). The following
generalizes this notion to the case of more than two strata.

Definition 4.0.1. Let X ∈ StratP be a stratified space and let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] be a regular
flag in P . We say that X admits an almost2 stratum preserving I-retraction - ASPIR for
short - if the following holds: There exists a stratum preserving map R : Xpn

× |∆I |s → X such
that, for each p ∈ I, the map of (general topological) spaces

(Xpn
∪X≤p) × |∆I≥p |s → X

(x, u) 7→

{
R(x, u) s(x) = pn

x s(x) ≤ p

is well defined and continuous.

Remark 4.0.2. To get a first intuition for Definition 4.0.1, let us decode what the requirements
in Definition 4.0.1 mean in the case where I = [p0 < p1] = P . Then, we may identify |∆I |s
with the (stratified) interval [0, 1]. Suppose a (stratified) neighborhood N ⊂ X of Xp0 admits an
ASPIR R. Then, equivalently R is a stratum preserving map

R : Np1 × [0, 1] ∼= Np1 × |∆I |s → N

which extends to
N × [0, 1] → N

by taking constant homotopy of the inclusion on Xp0 ↪→ N , and furthermore R restricted to
Npn × {1} is given by the inclusion Npn ↪→ N .
We may summarize this information as R defining a strong deformation retraction from N to
Xp0 , which is stratum preserving, except at time 0 when all of N is mapped into Xp0 . Note
that this is (up to a slight but inessential variation in target space) the definition of a nearly
stratum preserving strong deformation retraction given in [Fri03, A] (adapted from [Qui88]). It is
a consequence of [Fri03, Prop. A.1] that (under some additional conditions on X ) the existence of
such a deformation retraction guarantees that the map

HoLinkp0<p1(N)
evp1−−−→ Np1

2The usage of ’almost’ instead of ’nearly’ is purely for the sake of having a phonetically pleasant acronym.
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is a homotopy equivalence. Note that this is half the condition required for N to be part of a
homotopy link model for X . This already makes it plausible that ASPIRs may be used to verify
that certain strata-neighborhood systems are homotopy link models.

Another technical remark on questions of set theoretic topology is in order.

Remark 4.0.3. In Definition 4.0.1, we required the map (Xpn ∪X≤p) × |∆I≥p |s → X to be a
continuous map of general topological spaces. In particular, we take (Xpn ∪X≤p) ⊂ X to have
the classical relative topology, not the ∆-generated or compactly generated one. Indeed, since
(Xpn

∪X≤p) is not open in X, this is generally a stronger requirement. For example, this subtlety
will be important in the proof of Proposition 4.0.9.

Remark 4.0.4. We are often going to treat an ASPIR R : Xpn ×|∆I |s → X as a (not-necessarily
continuous) map

Xpn × |∆I |s ∪
⋃
p∈I

X≤p × |∆I≥p |s → X.

In this sense, we also write
R(x, u) := x

for x ∈ Xp and u ∈ |∆I≥p |s. Furthermore, under the adjunction − × |∆I |s ⊣ HoLinkI it can
be useful to treat an ASPIR R as a map Xpn

→ HoLinkI(X ), the value of which at x ∈ X we
denote by Rx.

Finally, let us give another characterization of ASPIRs in the case where X is a metric space,
which may be somewhat more intuitive.

Remark 4.0.5. When X is metrizable, we may equivalently require the stratum preserving map
R as in Definition 4.0.1 to have the following property. Whenever a sequence xm ∈ Xpn

converges
to x ∈ Xp, then the sequence of stratum preserving simplices

Rxm ||∆I≥p |s
: |∆I≥p |s → X ,

converges uniformly to the constant map

cx : |∆I≥p | → X

of value x. In particular, if we denote by vn the maximal vertex of |∆I |s, then R(x, vn) = x.

Remark 4.0.6. The question may arise, why we have chosen to use the more technical condition,
to only require ASPIRs to extend continuously to certain subspaces of X≤pn

× |∆I |s, and not to
the whole space. For realizations of standard neighborhoods of stratified simplicial sets one can
indeed produce ASPIRs which extends to the whole space (see Proposition 4.1.6). For stratified
cell complexes, however, this is not the case (see Example 4.2.6). This is ultimately due to the
fact that stratified cell complexes allow for vastly pathological gluing maps, which are generally
far from being piecewise linear. Nevertheless, the more general definition of ASPIRs we have
chosen here also applies to stratified cell complexes.

Remark 4.0.2 already suggests the following condition.

Proposition 4.0.7. Let X ∈ StratP and let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] ⊂ P be a regular flag. If X
admits an ASPIR, then

HoLinkI(X ) ev−→ Xpn

is a weak homotopy equivalence in Top.
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Figure 2: Illustration in barycentric coordinates of the maps σ ⋆t R for t = 1
2 , t = 3

4 and
I = [0 < 1 < 2]. As t increases from 0 to 1, the stratified simplex σ is gradually replaced by
simplices of the form Rσ(u), ending in Rσ(vn), for t = 1.

To prove this proposition, we need the following construction:

Construction 4.0.8. Let X ∈ StratP and let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] ⊂ P be a regular flag. Let
R : Apn

× |∆I |s → A define an ASPIR on a closed subspace A of X . Then, for any p ∈ P , it
follows from A ⊂ X being closed that the restriction of R to Apn

× |∆I≥p |s extends continuously
to a map

(Apn
∪X≤p) × |∆I≥p |s → X

by mapping (x, u) to x, whenever s(x) ≤ p. For notational simplicity, we consider R as a (not
necessarily continuous) map

R :
⋃
p∈I

(Apn ∪X≤p) × |∆I≥p |s → X

in this fashion. We may identify |∆I |s × [0, 1] = |∆I × ∆1|s. Having done so, we can consider
the natural embedding

|∆I × ∆1|s ↪→ |∆I ∗ ∆I |

under which |∆I × ∆1|s corresponds to the union of joins |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p |, p ∈ I. This embedding
induces join coordinates (u, t) =̂ [y0, y1, t] on |∆I × ∆1|s.
Now, denote by vn the maximal vertex of |∆I |. Let σ : |∆I |s → X be a stratum preserving map,
and t ∈ [0, 1] such that σ(u) ∈ A ∪X<pn

, if upn
= t. We define

σ ⋆t R : |∆I |s → X
u 7→ R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1) .

See also the illustration of σ ⋆t R in Fig. 2. If σ(u) ∈ A, for all u ∈ |∆I |s, then this construction
extends to a homotopy

σ ⋆ R : |∆I |s × [0, 1] → X
(u, t) 7→ σ ⋆t R(u).
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Proposition 4.0.9. Using the notation of Construction 4.0.8, σ ⋆ R is well defined and has the
following properties:

1. σ ⋆t R is stratum preserving.

2. (σ ⋆ R)0 = σ and (σ ⋆ R)1 = R(σ(vn),−).

3. Consider X≤p0 as a subspace of the space of continuous maps from |∆I | to X, C0(|∆I |, X),
equipped with the compact open topology, by mapping x to the constant map cx with value x.
Furthermore, let S denote the union of

{(σ, t) | σ ∈ HoLinkI(X ) ∧ ∀u ∈ |∆I |s : upn = t =⇒ σ(u) ∈ A}

with X≤p0 × [0, 1] in C0(|∆I |, X) × [0, 1]. We equip S with the compatcly generated topology,
that is, the Kelleyfication of the subspace topology in C0(|∆I |, X) × [0, 1] with respect to
compact Hausdorff spaces.
Then, the map

− ⋆ R : S → HoLinkI(X ) ∪X≤p0

(σ, t) 7→ σ ⋆t R.

(x, t) 7→ x

is continuous.

In particular, if X = A, then we obtain a homotopy

− ⋆ R : HoLinkI(X ) × [0, 1] → HoLinkI(X )
(σ, t) 7→ σ ⋆t R.

(with respect to the Kelleyfication topology) between the identity and σ 7→ Rσ(vn).

Proof. Let us first verify that σ ⋆tR is indeed well defined on each join |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p |. For p = pn,
and u ∈ |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p | the coordinate y1(u) is given by vn. It follows that R(−, y1) is given by
the identity on X and there is nothing to show.
For any t > 0 and p < pn the point (1 − t)y0 + tvn satisfies ((1 − t)y0 + tvn))pn = t. As σ is
stratum preserving, this also implies σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn) ∈ Apn

, making R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1) a
well-defined expression, as long as we show independence from a choice of representatives in join
coordinates. If t = 0, then (1 − t)y0 + tvn = y0 = u, and hence σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn)) ∈ Xpk

, for some
pk ≤ p. As y1 ∈ |∆I≥p |s ⊂ |∆I≥pk |s, it follows that then the expression R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1)
is independent of y1, hence well defined in join coordinates. Precisely, we have

R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1) = σ(u).

Conversely, if t = 1, R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1) is clearly independent of y0 and given by

R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1) = R(σ(vn), y1).

Next, note that σ ⋆t R is stratum preserving. We only need to check the case t > 0. Then,
(1 − t)x+ tvn ∈ (|∆I |s)pn . Hence, as σ was assumed to be stratum preserving, it also follows that
σ((1 − t)x + tvn) ∈ Xpn . Now, the stratum of [y0, y1, t] (in join coordinates) is given by s(y1),
whenever t > 0. Hence, it follows from the assumption that R is stratum preserving, that we
indeed have

s(R(σ((1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1)) = s(y1) = s(y0, y1, t),
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as was to be shown. It remains to verify the continuity of

− ⋆ R : S → HoLinkI(X ) ∪X≤p0

(σ, t) 7→ σ ⋆t R

(x, t) 7→ x.

Using mapping space adjunctions, it suffices to verify the following statement: Let D be a compact
Hausdorff space and let f : D × |∆I |s → X and τ : D → [0, 1] be a pair of maps such that for all
a ∈ D either f(a,−) is stratum preserving and f(a, u) ∈ A whenever upn

= τ(a), or f is constant
with value in X≤p0 . Then the map

f ′ : D × |∆I |s → X

(a, u) 7→ R
(
f

(
a, (1 − τ(a))y0(u, τ(a)) + τ(a)vn, τ(a)

)
, y1(u, τ(a)

))
is continuous.
For p ∈ I, denote by T p the pushout of general topological spaces

(X≤p ∪Apn
) × |∆I≥p |s ∪

X≤p×|∆I≥p |s
X≤p.

Note that R induces a continuous maps

Rp : T p → X .

We obtain a closed covering of D × |∆I |s by the sets Dp, for p ∈ I, where

Dp = {(a, u) ∈ D × |∆I |s | (u, τ(a)) ∈ |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p |},

and verify continuity of f ′ separately on these pieces. Now, on each Dp, f ′ is given by a composition

Dp → Dp ×τ,t |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p | → T p
Rp

−−→ X

with the respective maps defined by

(a, u) 7→ ((a, u), [y0(a, u), y1(a, u), τ(a)])
((a, u), [y0, y1, t]) 7→ [f(a, (1 − t)y0 + tvn), y1]

[z, y] 7→ Rp[z, y].

To verify the continuity of the first of these maps, one needs to treat the set Dp ×τ,t |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p |
as a pullback, while for the second, one needs to use the topology given by taking the pushout of

Dp ×τ,π{0,1} (|∆I≤p | × |∆I≥p | × {0, 1}) Dp ×τ,π[0,1] (|∆I≤p | × |∆I≥p | × [0, 1])

Dp ×τ,π{0} |∆I≤p | × {0} ⊔Dp ×τ,π{1} |∆I≥p | × {1} .
(21)

The latter is, a priori, finer than the former. Since Dp ×τ,t |∆I≤p ∗ ∆I≥p | is Hausdorff, with
respect to the former topology, and compact, with respect to the latter, the two topologies do in
fact agree. Summarizing, we have shown continuity of f ′ on each Dp, and hence continuity of f ′.

We can now prove Proposition 4.0.7.
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Proof of Proposition 4.0.7. We are going to show that ev is a homotopy equivalence, if we pass to
the ∆-generated topology. Note, that since the ∆-generated topology on S, as in Proposition 4.0.9,
is finer than the Kelleyfication with respect to compact Hausdorff spaces, − ⋆ R is also continuous
with respect to the ∆-generated topology. Since any space is naturally weakly equivalent to its
∆-ification, this shows the result also for the case of compactly generated and general topological
spaces. Let R : Xpn

× |∆I |s → X define an ASPIR on X . Consider the map

ι : Xpn
→ HoLinkIX

x 7→ {u 7→ R(x, u)}.

Since R is stratum preserving, this map is indeed well defined. Furthermore, since R(x, vn) = x,
we have

ev ◦ ι = 1.
By Proposition 4.0.9, the map

− ⋆ R : HoLinkI(X ) × [0, 1] → HoLinkI(X )
(σ, t) 7→ σ ⋆t R.

defines a homotopy between the identity and ι ◦ ev.

4.1 ASPIRs of standard neighborhoods
Now, let us construct ASPIRs for the standard neighborhoods of stratified simplicial sets of
Construction 3.1.5. To accomplish this, let us first describe a class of retracts of the inclusions
X≤p ↪→ UX (p).

Construction 4.1.1. Let p ∈ P and J ⊂ P be a flag. We use coordinates y≤p, y ̸≤p and s≤p (as
in Construction 3.1.17) on |∆J |s. Consider the map

ρp : U∆J (p) → (|∆J |s)≤p

[y≤p, y̸≤p, s≤p] 7→ [y≤p, y̸≤p, 1] = [y≤p].

Note, that since s≤p ≥ 1
2 , for x ∈ U∆J (p), this map is indeed well defined. Under left Kan

extension, ρp extends to a natural transformation

ρp : UX (p) → (|X |s)≤p

which defines a retract to the natural inclusion

(|X |s)≤p ↪→ UX (p)

of functors sStratP → Top. In fact, ρp extends to a strong deformation through the natural
homotopy defined simplexwise by

([y≤p, y̸≤p, s≤p], t) 7→ [y≤p, y̸≤p, (1 − t)s≤p + t].

If we consider UX (p) as stratified over P≤p via

x 7→

{
s(x) s(x) ≤ p

p s(x) ̸≤ p

then this construction, in fact, defines a natural stratum preserving strong deformation retraction
of functors sStratP → StratP≤p

.
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Next, we verify that the retractions ρp are compatible with intersections of p-standard neigh-
borhoods.

Lemma 4.1.2. Let X ∈ sStratP . Then, for any q ≤ p, the inclusion

ρp(UX (q) ∩ UX (p)) ⊂ UX (q)

holds.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.1.16 one may easily verify that

sq(ρp(x)) = sq(x)
s≤p(x) , (22)

s̸≤q(ρp(x)) = 1 − s≤q(ρp(x)) = 1 − s≤q(x)
s≤p(x) . (23)

Let x ∈ UX (q) ∩ UX (p). Then by Eqs. (22) and (23)

s̸≤q(ρp(x)) = 1 − s≤q(x)
s≤p(x)

= 1
s≤p(x) (s≤p(x) − s≤q(x))

≤ 1
s≤p(x) (1 − s≤q(x))

≤ sq(x)
s≤p(x)

= sq(ρp(x)),

that is, ρp(x) ∈ UX (q), as was to be shown.

Using the simplexwise convexity of the standard neighborhoods, we immediately obtain.

Corollary 4.1.3. For any regular flag I = [p0 < · · · < pn] ⊂ P and any X ∈ sStratP the natural
transformation ρpn : UX (pn) → (|X |s)≤pn restricts to a a natural transformation

ρI : UX (I) → UX (I)≤pn .

Even more, ρI is part of a natural strong deformation retraction (over P≤pn) of the inclusion

UX (I)≤pn
↪→ UX (I).

As a first consequence of Corollary 4.1.3 we obtain that the standard neighborhood systems
UX , for X ∈ sStratP , fulfill the second requirement of being a homotopy link model:

Corollary 4.1.4. For any X ∈ sStratP and I = [p0 < · · · < pn] ∈ sdP the inclusion

UX (I)pn
↪→ UX (I)≥pn

is a homotopy equivalence of topological spaces.

Proof. By Corollary 4.1.3, the inclusion UX (I)≤pn
↪→ UX (I) is a stratum preserving homotopy

equivalence over P≤pn
. Consequently, the restriction of this inclusion to the pn-stratum is a

homotopy equivalence, as was to be shown.
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Next, we use the retractions ρp to define ASPIRs for standard neighborhoods.

Construction 4.1.5. Let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] be a regular flag in P and let J be some other flag.
It follows from Lemma 4.1.2 and the convexity of standard neighborhoods, that the map

U∆J (I) × |∆I |s → U∆J (I)

(x, t) 7→
∑
p∈I

tpρ
p(x)

is well defined. One may easily verify, that this construction is natural in J , and thus induces a
natural transformation

RI : U−(I) × |∆I |s → U−(I),
of functors sStratP → Top.

Proposition 4.1.6. For any X ∈ sStratP , the natural transformation RI : UX (I) × |∆I |s →
UX (I) restricts to an ASPIR on UX (I).

Proof. Denote U := UX (I). Note, that by construction RI may even be defined continuously on
all of UX (I) × |∆I |s. Let us first verify that the restriction RI |Upn ×|∆I |s

is stratum preserving.
First, note that for x ∈ Upn , and p < pn we have

sp ≥ s̸≤p ≥ spn
> 0.

It follows that ρp(x) ∈ Up, for all p ∈ I. It follows from this, that
∑
p∈I tpρ

p(x) lies in the stratum
corresponding to the maximal p with tp > 0, as was to be shown. Furthermore, whenever x ∈ U≤p
and t ∈ |∆I≥p |s, then

RI(x, t) =
∑
q∈I

tqρ
q(x) =

∑
q∈I≥p

tqρ
q(x) =

∑
q∈I≥p

tqx = x

as required.

We may now summarize Proposition 4.0.7, Section 4.1, and Corollary 4.1.4 as:

Corollary 4.1.7. For any X ∈ sStratP , the standard neighborhood system UX is a homotopy
link model for |X |s.

4.2 ASPIRs for stratified cell complexes
The problem with extending the construction of an ASPIR as in Construction 4.1.5 to stratified
cell complexes is of course that ASPIRs may generally not be compatible with gluing. This is
circumvented by the following construction.

Construction 4.2.1. Let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] be a regular flag in P and suppose we are given a
pushout diagram of finite stratified cell complexes in StratP

A B

X X ∪A B = Y .

f g

i

(24)

where A ↪→ B is the inclusion of a subcomplex. Furthermore, suppose we are given the following
data:
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1. A function ψ : Bpn
→ [0, 1] such that ψ−1(1) = Apn

, which we consider as extended by 1 to
Ypn ;

2. An ASPIR RX : Xpn
× |∆I |s → X ;

3. An ASPIR RB : Bpn
× |∆I |s → B such that RB(x, u) ∈ A, whenever upn

= ψ(x).

Then, we denote by RY the map

RY : Ypn × |∆I |s → Y

([x], u) 7→
(
(g ◦RB,x) ⋆ψ(x) RX )(u) , for x ∈ B

([x], u) 7→ RX (x, u) , for x ∈ X.

Lemma 4.2.2. RY as in Construction 4.2.1 defines an ASPIR on Y, which extends RX .

Proof. Note first that since all the spaces involved are finite cell complexes, we need not distinguish
between the ∆-generated topology and the relative topology on subspaces of the form Tpn

∪ T≤pi

(see Proposition A.0.5). In particular, both of these topologies also agree with the compactly
generated topology. RY may then equivalently be constructed as follows. Consider the set
S ⊂ C0(|∆I |, Y ) × [0, 1], defined as in Proposition 4.0.9 with respect to the closed inclusion
X ↪→ Y. Furthermore, consider the map

R′0 : Bpn
→ S

−⋆RX−−−−→ HoLinkI(Y) ∪ Y≤p0

b 7→ (g ◦RB,b, ψ(b)) 7→ (g ◦RB,b) ⋆ψ(b) RX

which is continuous by Proposition 4.0.9. Note that, for a ∈ A, this map is given by

a 7→ (g ◦RB,a, 1) 7→ RX (g(a)) = i ◦RX ,f(a).

We claim that R′0 extends to a continuous map

R0 : Bpn
∪B≤p0 → HoLinkI(Y) ∪ Y≤p0

by mapping b 7→ g(b), for b ∈ B≤p0 . Since Bpn
∪B≤p0 is metrizable, it suffices to see that, for any

sequence bm ∈ Bpn
converging to b ∈ B≤p0 , it also holds that R′0(bm) converges to R0(b) = g(b)

(with respect to the topology of uniform convergence on HoLinkI(Y)∪Y≤p0). Furthermore, we may
without loss of generality assume that the sequence ψ(bm) converges. Indeed, this follows from the
standard argument that a sequence yn converges to y, if and only if each of its subsequences has,
in turn, a subsequence converging to y, together with compactness of [0, 1]. For ease of notation,
denote ψ(b) := limm→∞ ψ(bm). Let D denote the subspace of Bpn

∪B≤p0 , given by the elements
of the sequence bm and b. Since bm converges to b, D is a compact Hausdorff space. It follows,
that the map

D → S

bm 7→ (g ◦RB,bm
, ψ(bm))

b 7→ (g ◦RB,b, ψ(b))

is continuous, both with respect to the subspace topology on S as well as with respect to the
compactly generated topology. In particular, the composition of the last map with − ⋆ RX is also
continuous. It follows, that

lim
m→∞

R′
0(bm) = g ◦RB,b ⋆ψ(b) RX = g(b) ⋆ψ(b) RX = g(b)
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as was to be shown.
It follows from the assumption on i and g being closed and Lemma A.0.2 that the square

A≤p0 ∪Apn B≤p0 ∪Bpn

X≤p0 ∪Xpn Y≤p0 ∪ Ypn

(25)

remains a pushout square. Hence, together with

R1 : Xpn
∪X≤p0 → HoLinkI(Y) ∪ Y≤p0

x 7→ i ◦RX ,x ,

R0 glues to a map
R : Ypn

∪ Y≤p0 → HoLinkI(Y) ∪ Y≤p0

whose adjoint is the extension of RY to (Ypn
∪ Y≤p0) × |∆I |s as defined in the proposition. This

shows that RY is indeed well defined and stratum preserving. It remains to verify that RY
interacts with lower strata, as required in the definition of an ASPIR. We have already covered
the case p = p0. All other cases can be reduced to this one, by replacing I by I≥p and restricting
RB and RX accordingly. That RY extends RX is immediate by definition.

Suppose now, for a second, that we have already shown the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2.3. Let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] be a regular flag in P . Then, for any flag J there exists
a function ψ : U∆J (I)pn

→ [0, 1], together with an ASPIR R : U∆J (I)pn
× |∆I |s → U∆J (I) such

that

1. ψ−1(1) = U∂∆J (I)pn
;

2. R restricts to the standard ASPIR on U∂∆J (I) (see Construction 4.1.5);

3. For u ∈ |∆I |s, and x ∈ U∆J (I)pn such that upn = ψ(x), we have R(x, u) ∈ U∂∆J (I).

Then we may proceed to show the following statement.

Proposition 4.2.4. Let X be a finite stratified cell complex and Ψ a barycentric subdivision
of X , which defines a standard neighborhood system of X . Then, for any regular flag I ⊂ P ,
UΨ

X (I) admits an ASPIR, which is compatible with subcomplexes, i.e. whenever B ⊂ X is a
subcomplex of X , then the ASPIR on UΨ

X (I) restricts to one on UΨ|B
B (I). Furthermore, if A ⊂ X

is a subcomplex, then for any such ASPIR RA on UΨ|A
A (I), the ASPIR on UΨ

X (I) may be taken
to extend RA.

Proof. Via induction over the number of cells, it suffices to consider the case where A ⊂ X differ
only in one cell. Then, using Proposition 3.1.15, we have a pushout diagram

U∂∆Ji (I) U∆Ji (I)

UΨ|A
A (I) UΨ

X (I)

(26)

of finite stratified cell complexes. We may then use Construction 4.2.1 together with Lemma 4.2.3
to extend the ASPIR on UΨ|A

A (I) to one on UΨ
X(I). One may verify directly from the construction

in Construction 4.2.1 that the ASPIRs defined inductively in this fashion are compatible with
subcomplexes.
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Remark 4.2.5. One may hope, that the construction in Proposition 4.2.4 generalizes to arbitrary
cell complexes via transfinite composition. While it is true that the construction goes through
note that Construction 4.2.1 requires X to be a finite cell complexes. This assumption was needed
to circumvent the subtle differences between ∆-generated topology and relative topology described
in Example A.0.6. Note, however, that the main purpose of ASPIRs in this work is to compute
homotopy links. For this, existence of ASPIRs on finite subcomplexes is sufficient.

The analogue of Proposition 4.2.4 fails, if one instead changes the definition of ASPIRs such
that they are required to extend continuously to UI × |∆I |s → U . Let us give an example to
illustrate this:
Example 4.2.6. Let I = P = {p < p1 < p2}. Consider the flag J = [p0 ≤ p1 ≤ p1 ≤ p2]. Now,
we may glue |∆I |s to |∆J |s, along any stratum preserving map ξ : |∆[p0<p1]|s → |∆J |s. Denote
the resulting stratified cell complex by X and let A be the subcomplex defined by |∆J |s. Next,
fix any barycentric subdivision Ψ of the stratified cell complex X , and denote by Φ the induced
subdivision of |∆I |s (by treating the latter as a cell of X ). Furthermore, denote U := UΨ

X (I) and
V := UΨA

A (I) ⊂ U , and by V ′ the image of UΦ
|∆I |s

in X . Suppose we are given a map

R : U × |∆I |s → U,

which is stratum preserving when restricted to (U ∩ Xpn
) × |∆I |s, and fulfills R(x, vi) = x,

for i ∈ [2], vi the vertex of |∆I |s corresponding to pi ∈ I and x ∈ Xpi . In particular, all of
these properties are consequences of the altered definition of ASPIRs we are investigating. For
connectivity reasons, using the fact that the p2 stratum consists of two disjoint cells, R must
also fulfill R(x, u) ∈ V , for any x ∈ V , as well as R(x, u) ∈ V ′, for any x ∈ V ′ and all u ∈ |∆I |s.
Consequently, it follows that R(V ∩ V ′ × |∆I |s) ⊂ V ∩ V ′, i.e. R restricts to a map

R′ : (V ∩ V ′) × |∆[p0<p1]|s → V ∩ V ′.

By identifying |∆[p0<p1]|s with the interval [0, 1], it follows that R′ defines a homotopy between
the identity and the constant map with value the unique point y in the p0 stratum of X . Note that
V ∩ V ′ is of the form ξ([0, a]), for some a > 0. Since ξ was allowed to be arbitrarily complicated,
there is no reason to assume that the image ξ([0, a]) is contractible, for any choice of a (think of a
spiral converging to y which intersects itself infinitely often, as it does so). Note, that if ξ was
piecewise linear, we could indeed assume contractibility for sufficiently small a.

We may now finally prove the following theorem:
Theorem 4.2.7. Let X be a P -stratified cell complex X and let Ψ be any subdivision of X that
induces a strata-neighborhood system. Then UΨ

X defines a homotopy link model for X .

Proof. By the standard compactness arguments, it suffices to show the case where X is a finite
stratified cell complex. First, let us show that the maps UΨ

X (I)pn
↪→ UΨ

X (I)≥pn
are weak

equivalences. Let us first note that the result holds when X is the realization of a stratified
simplicial complex K = ∂∆J ,∆J , for some flag J in P and Ψ is the subdivision given by
Construction 3.1.12. Indeed, then we have UΨ

|K|s
(I) = UK(I), for which the result holds by

Proposition 3.1.15. Next, let us proceed to show the result for X a finite cell complex, via
induction over the number of cells. Suppose X is obtained by gluing a cell σ : |∆J |s → X along
|∂∆J |s → A, for some finite complex A. Using Proposition 3.1.15 it follows that there is a pushout
diagram of P -stratified spaces

U∂∆J (I) U∆J (I)

UΨ|A
A (I) UΨ

X (I).

(27)
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From this, we obtain the following commutative cube.

U∂∆J (I)≥pn
U∆J (I)≥pn

U∂∆J (I)pn
U∆J (I)pn

U
Ψ|A
A (I)≥pn

UΨ
X (I)≥pn

U
Ψ|A
A (I)pn

UΨ
X (I)pn .

≃ ≃

≃

(28)

By inductive assumption all the diagonal maps but the lower vertical one are known to be weak
homotopy equivalences in Top. By the standard properties of homotopy pushouts (see for example
[Hir09, Prop 13.5.4]) it suffices to show that the front and the back face of this cube are homotopy
cocartesian. This follows from Lemma A.0.4 together with Lemma A.0.2 and the characterization
of homotopy cocartesian squares in a model category in [Lur09, Prop. A.2.4.4].
Next, we need to show that for any regular flag I = [p0 < · · · < pn] ⊂ P , the natural map

HoLinkI(UΨ
X(I)) ev−→ UΨ

X (I)pn

is a weak equivalence. This follows directly from Proposition 4.2.4 together with Proposition 4.0.7.

As a corollary of Theorem 4.2.7, we obtain the following result, which is central to our
investigation of the stratified homotopy hypothesis in [Waa24b].

Corollary 4.2.8. Let I = [p0 < · · · < pn] be a regular flag in P and suppose we are given a
pushout diagram of stratified cell complexes in StratP

A B

X X ∪A B = Y .

f g

i

(29)

where A ↪→ B is the inclusion of a subcomplex. Then the image of this square under HoLinkI

HoLinkIA HoLinkIB

HoLinkIX HoLinkIY

(30)

is homotopy cocartesian in Top.

Proof. By Corollary 3.2.12, Diagram (29) lifts to a diagram of strata-neighborhood systems

UΦ
A UΦ̂

B

UΨ
X UΨ̂

Y ,

(31)
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for appropriate choice of subdivisions Φ, Φ̂,Ψ, Ψ̂. By Theorem 4.2.7, Diagram (31) is a diagram
of homotopy link models. Thus, by Theorem 2.4.14, Diagram (30) is weakly equivalent to the
image of Diagram (31) under DT at I. That the latter is homotopy cocartesian is the content of
Lemma 3.2.13.

Finally, to finish this section, we still need to provide a proof of Lemma 4.2.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.2.3. Using Proposition 3.1.15 we may identify U∆J (p) with the realization of
N∆J (I) =

⋂
p∈I N∆J (p) as defined in Construction 3.1.12 and proceed analogously with ∂∆J .

As full subcomplexes of sd∆J the two complexes N∆J (I) and N∂∆J (I) only differ in the vertex
corresponding to the maximal simplex of ∆J , xJ . If xJ ∈ S∆J (I), then either I ⊂ J or
max J < pk, for some k ∈ [n]. If max J < pk < pn, then U∆J (I)pn

= ∅ and there is nothing to
show. Hence, we may assume that max J = pn and I ⊂ J .
Step 1: Let x0 ∈ |∆J |s \

⋃
p∈I,p<pn

U∆J (p) ∪ |∂∆J |s. That such a point exists is a consequence
of the inclusion I ⊂ J . Indeed, any point x in the interior of |∆J |s, with spn

(x) > 1
2 will do.

Next, consider the straight line projection through x0

r : |∆J |s \ {x0} → |∂∆J |s.

Let us show that r maps U∆J (I) to U∂∆J (I). By definition of U−(I), and using that max J = pn,
we may instead show that r maps U∆J (p) to U∂∆J (p) for all p ∈ I<pn

. The map r maps x to the
intersection point of the ray

{x+ α(x− x0) | α ≥ 0}

with U∂∆J (p). Let αx be the unique value in [0, 1], specifying this intersection point. In particular,
for any p ∈ I<pn

, we may compute

s̸≤p(r(x)) = s̸≤p(x+ αx(x− x0)) = (1 + αx)s̸≤p(x) − αxs̸≤p(x0)
sp(r(x)) = · · · = (1 + αx)sp(x) − αxsp(x0).

By assumption, s̸≤p(x0) > sp(x0) and s̸≤p(x) ≤ sp(x). Since, αx ≥ 0, it follows that

s̸≤p(r(x)) = (1 + αx)s̸≤p(x) − αxs̸≤p(x0) ≤ (1 + αx)sp(x) − αxsp(x0) = sp(r(x)),

as was to be shown.
Step 2: We need to verify an additional property of r, namely that it is close to being stratum
preserving. We show that for x ∈ U∆J (I)pn

s(r(x)) ≥ pn−1. (32)

Assume, to the contrary, that αx > 0 and sq(r(x)) = 0 , for all q ≥ pn−1. Then, for such q, we
have

sq(x) = αx
1 + αx

sq(x0)

and
s̸≤q(x) = αx

1 + αx
s̸≤q(x0)

and obtain
spn−1(x) = αx

1 + αx
spn−1(x0) < αx

1 + αx
s̸≤pn−1(x0) = s̸≤pn−1(x)
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in contradiction to the assumption that x ∈ U∆J (I).
Step 3: Denote by R the standard ASPIR on U∆J (I) (see Construction 4.1.5). Furthermore,
denote by R̂ : U∆J (I) × |∆I |s the (extended) ASPIR obtained by affinely extending

(x, vk) 7→ x , for k = n

(x, vk) 7→ ρpk (r(x)) , for k < n

where vk denotes the k-th vertex of |∆I |s and ρp are as in Construction 4.1.1. R̂ is well defined
by Lemma 4.1.2 and the fact that r maps into U∆J (I). If x ∈ U∂∆J (I)pn , then r(x) = x and
hence R̂x agrees with R. Furthermore, it follows from the inclusion U∆J (I)<pn ⊂ U∂∆J (I) that
R̂ agrees with R on U∆J (I)≤p×|∆I≥p |s, for any p ∈ I, p < pn. Clearly, also R̂(x, vn) = x. Hence,
to see that R̂ does indeed define an ASPIR, we only need to verify that R̂x is stratum preserving
for x ∈ U∆J (I)pn

. Just as for the proof of the analogous statement in Proposition 4.1.6, one
shows that R̂x being stratum preserving is equivalent to showing that r(x) ∈ U∆J (I)≥pn−1 which
is the content of Eq. (32).
Step 4: The idea of the remainder of the proof is to now combine R̂ and R. To do so, we will
make use of a (continuous) function ψ : U∆J (I)pn

→ [0, 1], with the properties that

1. ψ−1(0) = r−1(U∂∆J (I)<pn) ∩ U∆J (I)pn ;

2. ψ−1(1) = U∂∆J (I)pn
.

Notice that both of these sets are closed subsets of U∆J (I)pn
and that since r(x) = x, for

x ∈ U∂∆J (I), they are also disjoint. Hence, such a function ψ exists. Furthermore, we are going
to need another interpolation function

H : U∆J (I) × |∆I |s × [0, 1] → U∆J (I)
(x, u, t) 7→ (1 − t)R̂(x, u) + tR(r(x), u).

Then one may verify the following properties of H:

(i) H0 = R̂ and H1 has value in U∂∆J (I)pn
.

(ii) If x ∈ U∂∆J (I), then H(x,−,−) is the constant homotopy with value Rx.

(iii) If s(x) = pn, then for any t < 1, H(x,−, t) is stratum preserving.

(iv) If ψ(x) > 0 and s(x) = pn, then H(x,−,−) is stratum preserving.

(v) Restricted to U∆J (I)×|∆I<pn |s, H is given by the constant homotopy of value Rr(x)||∆I<pn |s
.

(vi) If s(x) = pn and ψ(x) = 1, then H(x,−,−) is the constant homotopy with value Rr(x) = Rx.

Step 5: We may now finally define the ASPIR promised in the statement of the proposition.
Consider the map

R : U∆J (I) × |∆I |s → U∆J (I)
(x, u) 7→ H(x, u, 1) , for x ∈ U∆J (I)<pn

(x, u) 7→ H(x, u, 1) , for x ∈ U∆J (I)pn and upn ≤ ψ(x)

(x, u) 7→ H(x, u, 1 − upn

1 − ψ(x) ) , for x ∈ U∆J (I)pn and upn > ψ(x).
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Let us verify the continuity of R. Notice that the first two conditions on (x, t) define a closed
subspace D ⊂ U∆J (I) × |∆I |s. Hence, the only thing to check is that for any sequence (xi, ui),
i ∈ N, with xi ∈ U∆J (I)pn and (ui)pn > ψ(xi), converging to (x, u) ∈ D, it also follows that
H(xi, ui, 1−(ui)pn

1−ψ(xi) ) converges to H(x, u, 1). In the following, by convergence of functions we will
always mean uniform convergence. There are two cases to consider. If x ∈ U∆J (I)<pn

⊂ U∂∆J (I),
then by Property (ii) H(xi,−,−) converges to a constant homotopy and hence H(xi, ui, 1−(ui)pn

1−ψ(xi) )
converges to H(x, u, 1). If x ∈ U∆J (I)pn

, then, by assumption, upn
= ψ(x) and thus if ψ(x) < 1

continuity is immediate from the definition. It remains to consider the case upn
= ψ(x) = 1. In

this case, it follows from Property (vi), that H(xi,−,−) converges to the constant homotopy with
value Rx. Hence, again it follows that H(xi, ui, 1−(ui)pn

1−ψ(xi) ) converges to H(x, u, 1).
Step 6: Let us now verify that R restricts to an ASPIR. If x ∈ U∆J (I)pn

and ψ(x) > 0,
then Rx : |∆I |s → U∆J (I) is stratum preserving by Property (iv). If ψ(x) = 0, then Rx(s) =
H(x, u, 1 − upn

). Hence, by Property (iii), we obtain preservation of strata for upn
> 0. For

upn = 0 and ψ(x) = 0, it follows by Property (v), that then H(x, u, 1)) = R(r(x), u). Since
s(r(x)) ≥ pn−1, by Eq. (32), it follows that Rr(x)||∆I<pn−1 |s

is stratum preserving. This shows
that the restriction of R

R : U∆J (I)pn
× |∆I |s → U∆J (I)

is stratum preserving. Finally, let p ∈ I, u ∈ |∆I≥p |s and x ∈ U∆J (I)≤p. Note first that whenever
s(x) < pn or ψ(x) = 1, then x ∈ U∂∆J (I) and thus

R(x, u) = H(x, u, 1) = R(x, u) = x

by Property (ii). Furthermore, If s(x) = pn and ψ(x) < 1 then, by the assumption that s(x) ≤ p
and u ∈ |∆I≥p |s, it follows that upn

= 1 and hence

R(x, u) = H(x, u, 0) = R̂(x, u) = x

by Property (i). To summarize, we have shown that R is an ASPIR. By Property (ii), R defines an
extension of the standard ASPIR on U∂∆I (I). Finally, if ψ(x) = upn

, for (x, u) ∈ U∆I (I)pn
×|∆I |s,

then R(x, u) = H(x, u, 1) ∈ U∂∆J (I), by Property (i), which finishes the proof.
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A A series of tools from point-set topology
In this section, we list a series of elementary results in point-set topology.

Lemma A.0.1. Consider a pushout diagram of compact Hausdorff spaces

A B

X Y .

f f ′

g′

(33)

Let Z ⊂ U ⊂ Y . If both g′−1(U) is a neighborhood of g′−1(Z) in X and f ′−1(U) is a neighborhood
of f ′−1(Z) in B then U is a neighborhood of Z in Y .

Proof. It is generally true that for any quotient map π : T → Ỹ of compact Hausdorff spaces the
image of any neighborhood V of π−1(Z) is a neighborhood of Z. Indeed, for any open O ⊂ V ,
containing π−1(Z), the set X \ π−1(π(X \ O)) is a saturated open set, which contains π−1(Z)
and is contained in V . Since the map X ⊔ B → Y is such a quotient map and by assumption
g′−1(U)⊔f ′−1(U) is a neighborhood of g′−1(Z)⊔f ′−1(Z), it follows that U = gg′−1(U)∪ff ′−1(U)
is a neighborhood of Z.

Lemma A.0.2. Let
A B

X Y

(34)

be a cocartesian square in StratP such that all arrows pointing into Y are closed maps (or open
maps). Then, for any subset Q ⊂ P , the square of general topological spaces

AQ BQ

XQ YQ

(35)

remains cocartesian. Furthermore, if Q is open or closed in P , then the square remains cocartesian
without any assumptions on the maps.

Proof. We cover the closed cases. We need to verify that the bijection

ϕ : XQ ∪AQ
BQ → YQ

is a closed map. Now, any closed set Z ⊂ XQ ∪AQ
BQ is given by the image of some closed set

ZX⊔ZB ⊂ XQ⊔BQ. The latter is given by the restriction to Q, of some closed set Z̃X⊔Z̃B ⊂ X⊔B.
Denote by Z̃ the image of Z̃X ⊔ Z̃B in Y = X ∪A B. By assumption, Z̃ is again closed, and by
construction we have ϕ(Z) = Z̃Q. The second statement follows similarly, using the fact that then
YQ ↪→ Y is given by a closed inclusion.

Lemma A.0.3. Let p ∈ P . Furthermore, let Top be any of the categories of topological spaces in
Notation 2.1.1. The functor

(−)≥p : StratP → Top

preserves all colimits.
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Proof. First, let us show that (−)≥p preserves all colimits of general topological spaces. It is an
immediate consequence of the more general statement on over-categories of topological spaces,
which one may easily verify using the elementary construction of colimits via final topologies. For
any space T ∈ Top and any open subspace U ⊂ T , the restriction functor

Top/T → Top/U

preserves all colimits. Since {q ≥ p} ⊂ Pos is an open subset in the Alexandrow topology and
the forgetful functor Top/U → Top admits a right adjoint, the result follows. Next, let us
cover the case of ∆-generated spaces. The one of compactly generated spaces is analogous. If
D : I → StratP is a diagram of ∆-generated stratified spaces, then since the inclusion into general
topological spaces is left adjoint (see, for example, [Gau21]), the colimit of lim−→D also defines
the colimit in general topological spaces. Hence, we may apply the previous case, to see that
lim−→D≥p = (lim−→D)≥p in general topological spaces. Now, since (T )≥p ⊂ T always defines an open
subspace, and open subspaces of ∆-generated subspaces are again ∆-generated (see [Gau21, Sec.
2]), the diagram D≥p lives in the category of ∆-generated spaces. Since the inclusion into general
spaces preserves all colimits, we also have lim−→D≥p = (lim−→D)≥p in ∆-generated spaces, as was to
be shown.

Lemma A.0.4. Let p ∈ P . The functors

(−)≥p, (−)p : StratP → Top

and
(−)≤p : StratP → StratP

sends relative stratified cell complexes into relative (stratified) cell complexes.

Proof. Let us begin with (−)≥p. By Lemma A.0.3, it suffices to show that (−)≥p sends stratified
boundary inclusions |∂∆J |s ↪→ |∆J |s into a relative cell complex of topological spaces. Let us
assume that not all elements of J are smaller then p, otherwise both spaces are empty after
applying (−)≥p, and there is nothing to be shown. Then, applying (−)≥p corresponds to removing
a face of the simplex |∆J |s from both spaces. In particular, we may reduce to the following general
statement: Let T ↪→ T ′ be an inclusion of a piecewise linear closed subspace into a piecewise linear
space T . Let A ⊂ T be a further inclusion of a piecewise linear subspace closed subspace. Then,
T \A ↪→ T ′ \A also admits the structure of a closed inclusion of a piecewise linear subspace (this is
ultimately a consequence of the existence of piecewise linear regular neighborhoods). In particular,
there is a compatible triangulation of T \A and T ′ \A, which makes T \A ↪→ T ′ \A a relative
cell complex. The case of (−)≤p, follows similarly by the natural isomorphisms (|X |s)≤p ∼= |X≤p|s,
for X ∈ sStratP . Finally, the case of (−)p follows from the equality (−)p = (−)≥p ◦ (−)≤p.

Proposition A.0.5. Let X ∈ StratP be a finite stratified cell complex. Then for any Q ⊂ P the
relative topology on XQ ⊂ X makes XQ a ∆-generated space.

Proof. First, let us show that for any flag J of P , the space (|∆J |s)Q with the relative topology
is ∆-generated. (|∆J |s)Q ⊂ |∆J |s ⊂ RJ may equivalently described by

{s ∈ |∆J |s | ∀p ∈ P \Q : (∃q ∈ Q : q > p ∧ sq > 0) ∨ sp = 0}.

It follow from this description, that (|∆J |s)Q ⊂ |∆J |s ⊂ RJ is a convex set. It turns out that
every convex subset C of Rn is ∆-generated. Indeed, let A ⊂ C be such that σ−1(A) is closed, for
every continuous map σ : |∆1| → C. Let xn, n ∈ N, be a sequence in A which converges to c ∈ C.
Since C is convex, we may use affine interpolation to define a continuous map σ : [0, 1] → C with
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σ(2−n) = xn. In particular, the inverse image of A under σ contains {2−n | n ∈ N}. As σ−1(A) is
closed, it follows that 0 ∈ σ−1(A). By continuity of σ, we hence have c = σ(0) ∈ A, showing that
A is closed.
We now proceed to show the case of a general complex X via induction over the number of cells.
The case n = 0 is trivial, so let X admit the structure of a simplicial cell complex with n+ 1 cells.
In other words X fits into a pushout diagram

|∂∆J |s |∆J |s

A X ,

(36)

with X a stratified space admitting the a cell structure with n cells. By Lemma A.0.2, the
diagram

(|∂∆J |)Q (|∆J |)Q

AQ XQ

(37)

is a pushout diagram of general topological spaces. In particular XQ is a quotient of AQ⊔(|∆J |s)Q.
We have already seen that (|∆J |s)Q is ∆-generated. By the inductive assumption, the same holds
for XQ. Thus XQ is ∆-generated as a quotient of ∆-generated spaces.

Example A.0.6. The statement of Proposition A.0.5 is generally not true for infinite stratified cell
complexes, even if X is given by the realization of a stratified simplicial set. Let P = {p0 < p1 < p3}
and Q = {p0 < p2}. Consider the realization of the stratified simplicial set given by gluing
countably many ∆P along ∆{p0<p1} i.e. the there is a pushout diagram⊔

n∈N |∆{p0<p1}|s
⊔
n∈N |∆P |s

|∆{p0<p1}|s X .

(38)

Then, XQ is not ∆-generated. To see this, consider the subset S of X given by⋃
n∈N

Sn

where
Sn = {s ∈ |∆P |s | sp0 ≤ 1 − 1

n
}

lies in the n-th copy of |∆P |s in X. S is not a closed subspace of X. In fact, S contains the
subspace |∆p0<p1 |s \ {x0} where x0 is the point corresponding to the vertex p0 ∈ ∆{p0<p1}. Thus,
x0 is an element of the closure of S, but x0 does not lie in any Sn. It follows, that the set
SQ ⊂ XQ is also not closed in the relative topology on XQ, as its closure contains x0. However,
SQ is ∆-closed. To see this denote by Xn the subcomplex of |X|s given by the first n copies of
|∆P |s. Note that since |∆1| is compact, it follows that any map f : |∆1| → XQ factors though
some (Xn)Q, for n sufficiently large. Furthermore, we have

SQ ∩ (Xn)Q = ((
⊔
m≤n

Sm) ∩Xn))Q

which shows that SQ ∩ (Xn)Q is a closed subset of (Xn)Q. Consequently, f−1(SQ) is closed in
|∆1|.
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B A characterization of weak equivalences of topological
spaces

The following characterization of weak equivalences is certainly well known. For a lack of convenient
reference, we nevertheless give a proof here.

Lemma B.0.1. A map f : T → T ′ is a weak homotopy equivalence in Top, if and only if for
every solid commutative diagram

Sn T

Dn+1 T ′ ,

g1

f

g0

l (39)

with n ≥ −1, there exists a dashed arrow l such that (1T , f) ◦ (l|Sn , l) is homotopic to (g1, g0) as
a map of arrows (i.e. homotopic in the presheaf category Fun((∆1)op,Top) with respect to the
cylinder given by the pointwise product with [0, 1]).

Proof. We use the classical characterization of weak equivalences found for example in [May99,
Ch. 9.6]. Indeed, the classical characterization of weak equivalences even guarantees a lift, where
the homotopy may be taken constant on S1. Conversely, if we are given such a lift l, together
with a homotopy (H1, H0) : (g1, g0) =⇒ (1T , f) ◦ (l|Sn , l), then any extension

Sn × [0, 1] ×Dn+1 × {1} T

Dn+1 × [0, 1]

H1∪l

L̂
(40)

will provide l̂ = L̂0 such that the upper left triangle in

Sn T

Dn+1 T ′

g1

f

g0

l̂ (41)

commutes on the nose. Furthermore, then f ◦ L̂ and H0 both provide extensions

Sn × [0, 1] ×Dn+1 × {1} T ′

Dn+1 × [0, 1] .

f◦(H1∪l)

(42)

Since the left hand vertical of the last diagram is an acyclic cofibration, any two such extensions
are homotopic relative to Sn × [0, 1] ×Dn+1 × {1}. It follows that f ◦ l̂ = (f ◦ L̂)0 and g0 = (H0)0
are homotopic relative to Sn.
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