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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 X, and X, in a poset stratified space
sxy: X — P, with p < ¢ € P, the associated homotopy link is the space of paths starting in X,
and immediately exiting into X,.

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 [Dou2lal). 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 co-categorical analogue of the



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 T = {py < -+ < pp} C P a finite increasing sequence, denote by HoLinkzX
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 N7 C X of the subdivision of X, such
that there is a canonical weak homotopy equivalence

HoLinkz X ~ (N7)p,.

Furthermore, subdivisions can be chosen such that N7 is compatible with stratum preserving maps
and pushouts along inclusions of subcomplexes.

< >

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 N7 for Z = [0 < 2], [0 < 1 < 2], [1 < 2].

In fact, we show that the subcomplexes N7 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].



Theorem B (Corollary 4.2.8). Let P be a poset and Z = {py < --- < p,} C P a finite increasing
sequence. Consider a pushout diagram of P-stratified cell complexes

A—>B

lf l (1)

X > y7
with ¢ an inclusion of a stratified subcomplex. Then the induced diagram of spaces

‘HoLinkz A —— HoLinkzB

| | g

%Linkz.)( —_—> %Linkl'y,

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 X;,, C N C X of a stratum X,,, 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:Nx[0,1] = X

such that R x (0, 1] is stratum preserving, R; is the inclusion N < X, R is constant on X, and
such that Ry has image entirely in X,,. 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.

. 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].

. 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.

. 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).

. 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 ASPZR (see Definition 4.0.1). In
Section 4, we show that the existence of these ASPZRs provides a way to guarantee that a
neighborhood system is a homotopy link model (Proposition 4.0.7).

. 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 ASPZRs (Proposition 4.1.6). In
particular, this result has [DW22, Thm. 4.8] as a corollary.

. 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 ASPZRs (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).

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 [Dou2la; Dou21lb; DW22; Hai23].



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 A-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; Gau2l]).

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®A™ =T x |A"|.

We denote the resulting simplicial category by Top. Furthermore, we will always consider
Top to be equipped with the Quillen-model structure [Qui67], which makes | — | - Sing a
simplicial Quillen equivalence, between Top 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
A-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 x | K]|.
Instead, it is given by a colimit of products of 7' with the simplices of K. Similarly, the power TX
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 A-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 A-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 A-fication (compactly generated
replacement). Furthermore, all our results concern spaces in the A-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 [Dou2la] and [Hai23]:

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

¢« We denote by A the full subcategory of Pos given by the finite, linearly ordered posets
[n] :={0,--- ,n}, for n € N.

e Given P € Pos, we denote by Ap the slice category A,p. That is, objects are given by
arrows [n] — P in Pos, n € N, and morphisms are given by commutative triangles.



e We denote by sdP the subdivision of P, given by the full subcategory of Ap of such
arrows [n] — P, which are injective.

e The objects of Ap are called flags of P. We represent them by strings [pg < -+ < p,], of
p; € P.

¢ Objects of sdP are called regular flags of P. We represent them by strings [pg < - -+ < py],
of p; € 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).

e 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.

e Morphisms in Stratp are called stratum preserving maps.

e Given a map of posets f: ) — P and X € Stratp, we denote by f*X € Stratg the
stratified space X x; P — (). We are mostly concerned with the case where f is given by
the inclusion of a singleton {p}, of a subset {g ~p | g € P}, for p € P and ~ some relation
on the partially ordered set P (such as <), or more generally a subposet Q C P. We then
write X, (or, respectively, X.,, Xqg) instead of f*X. The spaces &, 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<, is the
stratified space over {g € P | ¢ < p}, given by restricting X and X<, is its underlying topological
space. Note that in the case of the strata there is no notational conflict with using both A}, 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 |AZ|,,
which do not have calligraphic counterparts. In this case, we will simply write |AZ| to indicate
the underlying topological space.

Notation 2.1.6. We use the following terminology and notation for (stratified) simplicial sets,
drawn partially from [Dou2la] and [Hai23]:

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

o 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 sSet”.




e 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 Ap.

e Objects of sStratp are called P-stratified simplicial sets. They are given by a tuple
X=(X,sx: X = P).

e 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.

e Given a map of posets f: Q — P and X € sStratp, we denote by f*X € sStratg the
stratified simplicial set X x; P — ). We are mostly concerned with the case where f is
given by the inclusion of a singleton {p}, of a subset {g ~ p | ¢ € P}, for p € P and ~ some
relation on the partially ordered set P (such as <), or more generally, a subposet Q C P.
We then write X, (or, respectively, X.,, Xg) instead of f*X. The simplicial sets X, for
p € P are called the strata of A.

e Foraflag J =[pg <--- < pn| € Ap, we write A7 for the image of J in sStratp under the
Yoneda embedding Ap — sStratp. Equivalently, A7 is given by the unique simplicial map
A™ — P mapping i — p;. A7 is called the stratified simplex associated to Z.

o Using the fully faithful (and continuous) embedding Ap < 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*(AY). We use the same shorthand notation for
subsets Q C P. For example J<, is the flag obtained from J by removing all entries not
lesser equal to p.

« Given a stratified simplex A7, for J = [pg < --- < py], we write A7 for its stratified
boundary, given by the composition 0A™ — A" — P.

Recollection 2.1.7. [Dou2la] For fixed P € P, the two categories Stratp and sStratp are
connected through a singular simplicial set, realization style adjunction, denoted

| — |s: sStratp = Stratp: Sing,.

The left adjoint is constructed by mapping a stratified simplex AT — P, with J = [po, < --- < p,],
to the stratified space

|A?| — P
x +— sup{p; € J | x; > 0},

where we consider |A"| as embedded in R"*! = R If we consider sStratp as the category of
set valued presheaves on Ap, then by the logic of a nerve and realization functor, Sing, X is hence
given the stratified simplicial set

Sing,X(J) = Stratp(|A7],, X)

with the obvious structure morphisms.



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 x Stratp — Stratp
(T,X)—»TxX:=(TxX5% X2 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 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 Top) of the space of all continuous maps, equipped
with the compact open topology. We are particularly interested in the case S = |AZ|,, for Z € sdP
a regular flag. For X € Stratp, the image under the right adjoint to — x |AZ|; is called the Z-th
(generalized) homotopy link of X. Explicitly, it is given by topologizing the set of stratum
preserving maps

{Ia%]s —» &}

as described above. We then can summarize the homotopy links in a global functor
HoLink : Stratp — Fun(sdP°P, Top),

with structure maps of the diagram HoLinkz(X'), HoLinkz(X') — HoLinkz: (X) given by restricting
along the inclusion |AT | C |AZ|,, for 7/ C T.

Example 2.2.3. If 7 = [p] is a singleton, then HoLinkzX is naturally homeomorphic to the
stratum X),. For Z = [py < p1] a pair, the homotopy link HoLinkz X is the space of paths starting
in X, and immediately exiting into X, so-called exit paths defined in [Qui88].

Example 2.2.4. Let Z € 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 (A7 — X, J’') with J' € J € Ap and A7 — X non-degenerate. We may then consider
the full subsimplicial set of sdX spanned by such vertices for which 7’ degenerates from Z. The
latter is called the simplicial link, denoted LinkzX. In the case of two strata, for Z = [p < ¢,
|Linkz| is precisely the boundary of a regular neighborhood of (|X|s),. In particular, in this case,
it is weakly equivalent to the homotopy link of |X|s. In [DW22], we proved the case of general 7
of this result obtaining weak homotopy equivalences

HoLinkz|X|s ~ |LinkzX|.



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 (o;: |A7¢|; — X);er such that the following properties hold.

1. X has the final topology with respect to the maps o;.

2. For each i € I, o; induces a homeomorphism from |AZ¢ |, \ [0A7i|; onto its image. Denote
these images by e;. Furthermore, denote the image of |8A;7 |s under o by Oe;.

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

4. Denote by < the relation on I, which is generated under transitivity by
i<j <= enoej #0.

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 (¢;);er on it is called a
stratified cell complex. A stratified subcomplex of (X, (0;):cr), is a stratified subspace
A C X, together with a subset I’ C I such that I’, A = (], ; e;, 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 AY — 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

{l0A7], = |A7|, | T € Ap}.

Proposition 2.3.4. Let X € Stratp. Then the following are equivalent:
1. X is an absolute cell complex with respect to the set {|0AY < A7 |, | J € Ap}.
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 {|0AT — AT |, | T € Ap}.

2. X is Hausdorff and admits a stratified cell structure, which makes A a stratified subcomplex.



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. O

Construction 2.3.5. Let X € Stratp. If we write § — X as a transfinite compositions
X0 x5 s xv=x

with pushout diagrams
0AT3|, —— [AT],

] ®

then the compositions
ATE |, - &P 5 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, (0;);cr, 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 v: I — N, inductively defined via 7 — sup{v(7') | 7/ < 7}. Then,
for every fiber v=1(n), choose a well order <., and finally equip

I= |_| v=t(n)
neN
with the lexicographic order
i<p <= i<jVi)=vQ)=nAi<,]).

Under this construction, we can identify I as an ordinal oy . Then, for f < o denote X8 =
_.eg C X. By construction, |0AT8|, — |AT8], 22 X factors through X®, and one may check
1<t B

that the diagrams

|0ATs | —— A5,

] g

Xﬂ « 5 XBJFl,

are pushout and that, whenever B is a limit element, then XP = hﬂﬁ%ﬁ XP . 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 C X is
contained in a finite subcomplexr 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 C X. A Ap-neighborhood of S in X is a subset
U C X such that for any flag J of P and any stratum preserving map o: |A7|, — X the set
o~1(U) is a neighborhood of ¢~1(S) in |A7|,.

The following elementary property follows immediately from the definition of a A p-neighborhood.

Lemma 2.4.2. Let f: X — Y in Stratp. IfU C Y is a Ap-neighborhood of S C Y, then f~(U)
is a Ap-neighborhood of f=1(S) in Y.

Roughly speaking, we should think of Ap-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 C U C X, then the following are equivalent:

1. U is a Ap-neighborhood of S.
2. For every cell o: |A7 |, — X, the set o~ Y(U) is a neighborhood of o~ 1(9).
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. O

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 C X is a Ap-neighborhood of
S C U C X, if and only if the inverse image under every cell o: |A7 |, — X of U is a neighborhood
of o= 1(S) in |AT].

Proof. The only if case is immediate by the definition of a Ap-neighborhood. Now, for the
converse, note that any continuous map |A7|, — X factors through a finite subcomplex A of X.
It follows from this that it suffices to show that U N A is a A p-neighborhood of S N A, for any
finite subcomplex A of X'. Therefore, the result follows from Lemma 2.4.3. O

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 4y = (Ux(p))pep such that Ux(p) is a Ap-neighborhood of X, in X that further
fulfills X<, C Ux(p).

Remark 2.4.6. The additional requirement that X<, C 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) U X,,.
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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', ) € Stratp be equipped with strata-neighborhood systems x and Ly,
respectively. We say f: X — ) lifts to a map of strata-neighborhood systems iy — 3y,
if f(Ux(p)) C 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, 4y) with X € Stratp and Uy a strata-neighborhood system of X'. The set of morphisms
from (X,4x) to (V,4y) is given by such stratum preserving maps f: X — ) which lift to a map
of neighborhood systems {ly — 4ly. We will usually just refer to a pair (X, y) just by Ly.

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

Notation 2.4.9. For iy a strata-neighborhood system of X € Stratp and Z € sdP a regular
flag, we write Ux (Z) := (,cz Ux (p).

Notation 2.4.10. Given a strata-neighborhood system iy a strata-neighborhood system of
X € Stratp, and 7 € sdP, we are going to follow our conventions on stratified and non-stratified
objects (see Notation 2.1.4), and write Ux (Z), for the P-stratified space obtained by equipping
Ux(Z) with the stratification inherited from X. In particular, for p € P, it makes sense to use
expressions such as Ux(Z)<p, which in this case refers to the subspace of Ux(Z), given by the
strata of index lesser or equal to p.

Construction 2.4.11. Let Uy be a strata-neighborhood system for X € Stratp. We denote by
DT (Ux) € Fun((sdP)°P, Top) the diagram

Z=1[po < <pn| = Ux(D)>p,

with structure maps given by inclusions. The resulting object DT (Ux) € Fun((sdP)°?, Top) is
called the regular complement diagram of X' € Stratp. This construction defines a functor

D”': SNS — Fun((sdP)°?, Top).

We may now ask the question under which conditions on a neighborhood system ily, 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 iy of X is a
model for the homotopy links of X (is a homotopy link model) if the natural maps

HoLinkz (Ux (Z)) < HoLink,, (Ux(Z)) = Ux(L),,

and
Ux (I)pn — Ux (I) >Pn

are weak equivalences of topological spaces, for each regular flag 7 = [pg < --- < p,] C P.
We denote by HLMod the full subcategory of SNS given by pairs (X, {lx) with ${x 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 (x)(Z) is defined as
Ux(Z)sp, rather than just using Ux (Z),, . This in turn is necessary if we want D (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 D (£x) we need to have inclusions D (Ux)(Z;) € DT (4x)(Zy), whenever Zy C Z;. In
particular, if we also want this inclusion to hold when Zy and Z; 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

| o (5)

Stratp ~2m Fun((sdP)°?, Top)

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 [J, the unique mazimal subflag
of J that degenerates from the regular flag [p] (see Notation 2.1.6 for an overview). The inclusion
Jp C J induces a natural projection

R7 — R7P,
where R denotes the vectorspace spanned by the elements of J (counted with repetition). Neat,

consider the canonical embedding |A|,7 < R, which embeds |A7|, as the affine hull of the
standard basis vectors. For x € |A7|,, we write xp for the image of x under the composition

A |, = RT — R,

Now, if T = [pg < -+ < py] is the reqular flag such that all elements of J are contained in I, then
J is equivalently given by the concatenation

Top U+ U T,
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(Note that we may indeed allow p; that are not in J, as then Jp, is the empty flag.) In particular,
we have a natural isomorphism

R7 2 Tl ) R,

which allows us to make sense of the expression

T = (Tpg, 5 Tp,)-

Further, recall from Notation 2.1.6, that J<, denotes the mazximal subflag given by such entries
of J, of value lesser or equal to p. Analogously, we denote by Jgp the mazimal 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<, the image of x € |A7|s under

A |, = RT — RI=r,
and similarly proceed with T¢,, <, 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 y,, when we formally should be writing y,(z).

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 A7 as the join

AJ — AJPO k ...*A‘jpn.
Doing so, we can equip |A7 |y C R with n-fold join coordinates. Explicitly, the topological join
|A«7P0| koo ok |A~7pn|

can be described as follows. For I C [n], denote by |Af| C |A"| the face corresponding to I.
Furthermore, for I' C I, denote by w1 the obvious projection W;er|A7vi | — Wiep|AT2i|. Then,
the n-fold join can be described as the quotient space of

| | (Micr| A
IC[n]

) x |A]

where we mod out by the equivalence relation generated by
(y,8) ~ (71,0 (y), )

whenever y € Wcr|A%vi| and s € |AT'| C |AT|. The homeomorphism to |AY| is then given by

mapping

|ATvo | 5k |[ATen | S (y, 5) Z siy; € |A7].
i€[n]
Note that if y; is not defined, then s; = 0 and this expression makes sense. Conversely, an inverse
is obtained by

X Iy,
‘Ajl ST ((‘xpor___ ) |:Epn‘)7(|$po‘7"' a|xpn
Po Pn

)) G‘AJPO|**|A~7Pn|

Again, note that this expression makes sense, even if |x,| = 0. This leads us to the following
change to join coordinates, which we are going to use frequently in this section. For x € |A7 |, we
denote

_ Tp .
vp |$p|’
sp = |zp).
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Finally, we will need another set of coordinates using the decomposition = = (z<p, z«p), for
z € |A7|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

T _ AT a
AT = AT<r 5 AT#r,
AT = AT<v « AT2r,

etc. This leads to a change of coordinates

S<p ‘= |Z‘<p|; Sgp 1= |$<p|7 el = e
L<p Lp
Y<p = 5 Ygp &= =
S fp |2 4p|’

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|s. Then, we
have equivalences

o 5(2)<p = Scp=1 <= 54, =0.
o 5(2)<p = Ss<p=1 <= 54, =0.
It immediately follows that
o S(2)=p = 5<p=1AN5>0 <= 5£, =0A5, >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 ¢, : [0,1] — [0,1] is a continuous function such that
©p(s) > 0, whenever s > 0. Let X € sStratp. We may then consider the following subspaces of
|X|s. We set

U (p) = {x € |X]s | sgp < wp(s¢p)sp}
and call it the ¢,-standard neighborhood associated to X. Note that, since all s-coordinates
are tnvariant under realizations of maps of stratified simplicial sets, this construction extends to a
functor

U (p): sStratp — Stratp.

Example 3.1.6. Consider the stratified simplex |AY<'<?l| | pictured below with the strata
colored in red, green and blue, in ascending order. If we set ¢, = 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 (1, here with ¢1(0) = 0, we obtain a ¢;-standard neighborhood whose
boundary is tangential to the 1-stratum at the O-stratum:

Proposition 3.1.7. Let ¢, be as in Construction 3.1.5. For any stratified simplicial set X €
sStratp the space U3" (p) C |X|s defines a p-stratum neighborhood.

Proof. Consider the open subset of O C U3” (p) C (|X]s)¢p defined by the condition

sgp < p(Sgp)Sp-
By Remark 3.1.4, for any = € (|X|s), the value of s¢,, is 0, s, > 0 and sz, > 5, > 0. As @p(s) >0
for s > 0, it follows that
sgp =0 < p(s¢p)sp-
Consequently, (|X|s), C O C UL (p) and U3” (p) is even a neighborhood of the p-stratum in the

strong sense. O

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

Corollary 3.1.8. Let ¢ = (¢p)pep be a family of functions as in Construction 3.1.5. Then,
X = U5 = (|X]s, (U3 (p))pep) defines a factorization

@

I
sStratp —— SNS

o ©)

Stratp .

Proof. By Proposition 3.1.7, it suffices to verify that (|X|s)<, C U3? (p), for X € sStratp and
p € P. This is immediate from Remark 3.1.4. O

Example 3.1.9. The most important case to consider is the case where all functions ¢, are given
by the constant function with value 1. In this case, the condition for a point = to lie in Uj;” (p) is
simply that

Sgp < Sp.

In this case, we denote the resulting neighborhood system by iy 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 ¢, be as in Construction 3.1.5. If p ¢ J, then UL (p) = |A7<r|,.

Proof. Indeed, when p ¢ J, then for any = € |A7|s it holds that s, = 0. Hence, the defining
condition for U (p) is fulfilled if and only if sy, = 0, that is, when z € (|A7[,)<, = [AT<r|,. O

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 = A7, for some flag J of P, then we denote by Nas(p) C sdA7 the subcomplez,
spanned by those vertices that correspond to the subflags J' of J such that

pedJ VvV YqgeJ :q<np.

We denote by Nas(p) the stratified simplicial set obtained by equipping Nas (p), with the strati-
fication inherited from sdAY . 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 matural 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)t A stratum preserving homeomorphism |Nx(p)|s — Ux(p), is constructed as follows. On
each stratified simplex |AY |, where J degenerates from a reqular flag [po < --- < py], consider
the weighted barycenter by, given in join coordinates by

11 1

1
bj = [(bpoa 7bpn)7(§aia"' 727727)]a

where by, is the barycenter of |A7vi|s. We denote
U |sdX s — |X]s
the stratum preserving homeomorphism which is affinely extended from the map on vertices
v foy|s(bg),

where v corresponds to a non-degenerate simplex o,: AT — X with flag J. Then, the content of
Proposition 3.1.15 is that W 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 Z = [py < - -+ < p,,] and X € sStratp, we denote by
Nx(Z) the intersection () 7 Nx(p). If X = A%, then Ny (T) is given by the image of the unique
embedding AT — sdAZ.

IThis 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
U: |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 = A7, for J a flag of P, degenerates
from a nondegenerate flag [py < --- < py]. Let us begin by computing the value of s¢,(bs) and
sp(bg) : If p = py, then

szp(bg) =0 < 27" = 5p(by). (7)
If p = pg, for some k € [n — 1], then b fulfills
sgp(by) =275 =5, (by). (8)
If pr, < p, for all k € [n], then
Sgp(bj) =0 S 0= Sp(bj). (9)
Finally, if p ¢ J and k € [n] is minimal with the property that p; £ p, then
szp(by) = 278> 0= sp(by). (10)

It follows, from the inequalities (7) to (9) that ¥ does indeed restrict to an embedding [N (p)|s —
Ux (p). Tt remains to show surjectivity of this restriction. So, let x € Ups(p) C |A7|s be a point
in [A7],. Let {Jo C -+ C Jm}, be the minimal set of subflags of 7 such that x lies in the affine
span of (b7, )iem, i.e. we have

xr = tobjo +"'+tmem

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

S={iem]|pg T;A(3qe Ti:q%p)}

is empty. Since z € Ups (p), we have

szp(®) < 8p(2)

and thus

tosgp(bay) + -+ + tmszp(bg,,) = sgp(@) < sp(x) =tosp(by) + -+ + tmsp(bg,,)
Using Egs. (8) and (9) it follows that
> tisgp(bz) <D tisp(bz.): (1)
icS €S

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 = (3, as was to be shown. O

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

Lemma 3.1.16. Let X' € sStratp be a finite stratified simplicial set. Let i x|, be any neighborhood
system on |X|s. Then there exists a family of functions ¢ as in Corollary 3.1.8 such that, for any
p € P, we have

Ux"(p) € Uy, (p)-

In other words, the identity on |X|s lifts to a map of neighborhood systems % — W,
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Proof. Note first that it suffices to solve the problem on each simplex and then define ¢, by
passing to minima. Hence, without loss of generality we may assume that X = A7, for some flag
J. Fix some p € P and denote U = Uja7|, (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 < a <1 the set

Sa = {z € (I1A7]s)p | s4p > a}
is compact. A neighborhood basis for S, in |[A7|, is given by the sets
Sap:={z € [A7]s [ s5¢p > 0= B A5z, < B},

where 8 > 0. Hence, for any n € N there exists some (3, > 0 such that for any =z € |X|s, the
implication

1
s<p25/\s$p§ﬂn = xzeU

holds. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the sequence [3,, is decreasing. Choosing a

partition of unity o, on the family ((%,1]),en covering (0, 1], we set
()= 3 0u(s)Bo
neN

In this fashion, we obtain a continuous function ¢?: [0, 1] — [0, 1], which is positive outside of 0.
Now, let 2 € |X|5 be such that sy, € (&, =], for some m > 1, and suppose that s, < ¢p(S¢p)-

m’ m—1
Then, since o,(s) =0 for s < %, we obtain

sgp < Pp(sgp) = Z on(S¢p)Bn
neN

- Z O’n(S{p)/Bn

n>m

< Bm s

where the last inequality follows as >, -, 0n(S¢p)Pn is a convex combination and (8, )nen is a
decreasing sequence. Thus, it follows that

sgp > 0N sgp < op(sep) = 2z €U,

and in particular also
Sgp > 0N sgp < @P(sgp)sp = w €U,

for any z € |A7|,. We deduce that
(UR5 (0))gp C U.
Since U contains (|X|s)<, by assumption, it follows that
URs(p) CU
as was to be shown. O

In the next step, we show that (up to a stratum preserving homeomorphism) we may really
replace U% by Ly, 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 AJz» | and decompose

AJKP = Ajp *Ajzp_
We denote the resulting coordinates by

Yp _ Yp

ty = upl;  tgp = lygpl; 2zpi= 5 zgpi= .
AR

Using the affine relations between the several variables (such as 1 = s<p + S¢p), we may then
express x entirely in terms of Y<p, 2p, 2gp and Sgp, ty,. Bxplicitly, we have

= (1= 5¢p)y<p + 5¢p(tpzgp + (1 —tzp)2p).
Remark 3.1.18. By construction, whenever t4, is defined, we have equality

tgp = &ﬂ'
S%p
Using this, the condition for z € | X[ to lie in U3? (p) may equivalently be rewritten as
©p(s¢p)
Sgp = 0 Vv tep < .
P Po14 ©p(S¢p)

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

O: [ —fs = [—1s

that, for each X € sStratp, lifts to a map Ux — U%. In particular, ® induces a natural
transformation
U —u?

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

Proof. We use the coordinates as in Construction 3.1.17. We first define separate homeomor-
phisms for each p € P, ®,. Note that by left Kan extension it suffices to construct the natural
transformation @, for stratified simplices. On |A7|,, we define @, via

[(Y<p> 2ps 22p)s (S2pr tzp)] = [(Y<ps 2ps 22p), (S fﬁp)]

where
Uy — L+ (2= 2ygy)2280) fort,, > 1
tAg — { £p ( ) £p 1+pp(s¢p) ’ SR
p - wp(s 1
2t4p 1+Zp(§;7p) , for tgp, < 5.

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«,, that {4, =1 < fgp =1 and that
tgp =0 <= fgp = 0. Similarly, one can easily verify that the resulting map

D, [AT], = |A7],

is stratum preserving. Naturality follows from the fact that both s, and ¢4, are invariant under
stratified face inclusions and degeneracy maps. Let us assume for a second that p € J. Then, if

20



s¢p > 0 and all coordinates except t4, remain fixed, the {4, component of ®, is given by gluing

: 1~ ep(sgp) 1 ep(s¢p) . :
affine homeomorphisms [0, 5] — [0, #éip)] and [5,1] — [#@:’@), 1]. It follows from this
fiberwise decomposition that ®,, does indeed define a bijection (which is clearly continuous). Since
source and target are compact Hausdorff spaces, this already shows that ®, defines a stratum
preserving homeomorphism. Next, let us agglomerate some more observations about ®,,, the first

of which verifies that ®, is a homeomorphism if p ¢ 7.
(i) Whenever p ¢ J, then t4, = 1 for all z € |A7|,. Hence, then ®, is given by the identity.

)
(ii) For any p € P, we have ®,(Uas (p)) C UL (p).
(iif) For ¢ < p, ®,(UL%(9))) € ©,(UR% (9)))-
(iv) For any ¢ € P, %,(Uss (0))) € @(Us7 (@)
Observations (i) and (ii) are immediate from the construction of ®,,. 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 g € J. Therefore, since J is a flag, we may proceed with
the remaining cases ¢ < p, ¢ = p, and ¢ > p. Furthermore, since any of the relevant g-strata
neighborhoods contains (JAY|)<, and ®,, is stratum preserving, we may always assume szq > 0.
For q < p, note that ®,(x)<, = 2<,, for all x € |[A7|, (this follows from the computation of x in
Construction 3.1.17). From this it follows that

$2q(Pp()) =1 = 5p(Pp(7)) = 1 = s5<p(T) = 5¢4()

and similarly

t2q(Pp(z)) = tzq(2)
(whenever the latter is defined). In particular, this immediately implies Observations (iii) and (iv).
If ¢ = p, then by Observation (ii) and since Uz’} (p) C Ups(p), we have

®,(UL% (p)) C ©,(Uns (p)) C ULL (p) C Upa (p).

It remains to consider the case where g > p for Observation (iv). In this case, one can compute
from the description of z € |A7 |, in Construction 3.1.17 the equalities

_ tzp(Pp(2))

5501((1)10(5”)) SKq(x) (12)
tzp(ﬂv)

s2a(@y(a)) = 22D (13)
tﬁp(@

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

®00) = G — Sy )

In particular, Observation (iv) holds for the remaining case ¢ > p . This finishes the verification
of the properties of the natural transformation ®,. Next, for a flag J degenerating from a regular
flag [po < -+ < pn], we set

=@, o---0d,: |A‘7|S — |A‘7|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

AT 5 AT

and J' degenerates from [gy < -+ < ], then [pg < -+ < pp] C[go < -+ < ¢m). Thus, it follows
from Observation (i) that on |A7|,
@pﬂ/o...o@Z)O:@qu.o.o@

qo0-*

Using this equation, the naturality of ® follows from the naturality of the ®, . By left Kan
extension ® extends to a natural automorphism of | — |,. It remains to verify that @y lifts to
a map Uy — U%. By construction of these neighborhood systems, it suffices to verify this on
stratified simplices A7, where J degenerates from the regular flag [py < --- < p,]. As before, we
may assume that p € J, i.e. p = pg, for some k € [n]. Then, we have

®(Uas(p)) = Pp, 0+ 0 Dpy (Uas (p))
C Py, 0 0®y, (Uns(p))

C (I)Pn ©---0 q)il?lc-H (Uzpj (p))
C UR5 (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 ® is stratum preserving homotopic to the identity. Given any family
of functions ¢ as in the assumption, we write ®(¢) for the corresponding ®, constructed as
above. Note that ® varies continuously in each ¢, (with respect to the supremum distance on
C(]0,1],[0,1]) and that ®(¢) = 1, if ¢ is given by the constant functions of value 1. For ¢ € [0, 1],
define ¢" via @l (s) = (1 —t) + tg,, for p € P. Then, t — ®(¢") defines the required natural
homotopy. O

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 ) € Stratp and f: |X|s — Y be any stratum preserving map. Then, there
exists a natural stratum preserving automorphism ® of | — |, naturally stratified homotopic to the
identity though a family of automorphisms which lift to maps Uy — Uy such that fody : |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,Uy) € SNS and T C P a regular flag. Then the inclusion
Ux(Z) — X induces a weak equivalence

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

— X \AI\S: Top = Stratp: HoLinkz,
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we may thus equivalently show that every stratum preserving map go : D! x |A%|, — X which
maps S™ x |AZ|, to Ux (Z) is stratum preserving homotopic to a map g; : D"t x |AZ|, — X with
image in Ux (Z) through a homotopy mapping S™ x |AZ|s to Ux(Z). Now, fix some identification
|Antl| =2 Dl Under this identification, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

AR AT|, = [ARH x [AT], = DM x AT,
identifying [0A"T! x AT|, with S™ x |AZ|,. We can now apply Proposition 3.1.20 to
go: |AMT 5 AT| = DML AT - X,

from which it follows that gg is stratum preserving homotopic to a stratum preserving map
gb: A" x AT|g =2 DL x JAT|, — X that maps Uant1xaz(Z) into Uy (Z). Furthermore, by
naturality of the homotopy in Proposition 3.1.20, it follows that the homotopy between gg and g,
maps S™ x |AZ], into Ux (Z). Next, note that the identification |[A"H x AT|, =2 DnFl x |AZ|,
restricts to an identification of

Upni1xaz(Z) = D" x Upz ().

Hence, we may assume without loss of generality that gy maps D" ! x Uxz(Z) into Ux (Z). Finally,
note that, by Example 3.1.14, the inclusion Uxz(Z) < |AZ|s , equivalently given by

|AT|, — |sdAT|, = |AT,.

Choose any strong (stratum preserving) deformation retraction R : |AZ|, x [0,1] — |AT|, of
the inclusion |AZ|; < |sdAZ|, = |AZ|, (given, for example, by affine interpolation between the
identity and the last vertex map). Then the homotopy

goo (1pnt1 x R): D" x |AT|, x [0,1] = D™ x |AT|,

has the required properties. O

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 (o;: |A7 |, — X);er. 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 (o;: |A% |, — X)ier.
By a barycentric subdivision of X we mean a family of stratum preserving homeomorphisms
U, : |sdA7i |y =5 |ATi|,, for i € I, which fulfill U;(|sdA7|,) C |AY |, for T C ;.

Remark 3.2.2. Note that any choice of barycentric subdivision (¥;);c; on a stratified cell
complex X naturally induces a new cell structure on X which is indexed over

{(i,7) | i € I, 7 simplex of sdA” s.t. J; € 7}.

We write sdy X, 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 ¥;: [sdA7 |, — |AZ|, to be the barycentric
subdivision homeomorphism, then the cell structure induced by the subdivision W is the one
coming from the barycentric subdivision homeomorphism [sd|s = |[K|s = X.

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

the inclusion
g; 0 ‘I’i(|NBA~7i (p)|s) - U gj 0 \Ijj(|NA'7j (p)‘S),
j=i

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

Example 3.2.5. Consider the pinched torus S x S1/(S! x zg), stratified over {0 < 2} taking
the equivalence class S' x x as the O-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.

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
U of a cell complex X defines a standard neighborhood system on X, then the indexing set

{(i,7) i€, T; €37 C Nas (p)}

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

i o Wi(INaa (0)]s) € X

i€l

We denote this subcomplex by UY.(Z). We call Uy (Z) the p-th standard neighborhood
associated to the subdivision ¥. Furthermore, we denote

Uy = (Ux (p))per

and call this family the standard neighborhood system of X associated to the subdivision
w.
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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 [Ny (p)|s with Z/{“I)'{‘S(I), where W is the barycentric subdivision of Construction 3.1.12.

Proposition 3.2.9. In the setting of Construction 3.2.7, the family 4% defines a neighborhood
system on X. Furthermore, ilg’( has the property that U;(I' (Z) C X is a subcomplex of sdg X, for
every regular flag T C P.

Proof. That, for any p € P, it holds that X<, C U¥(p), is immediate from Remark 3.2.8,
Proposition 3.1.15 and Corollary 3.1.8. Next, let us verify that Uy (Z) does indeed define a
p-stratum neighborhood. By Lemma 2.4.4, it suffices to show that, for every p € P and every cell
o: |A7i|y — X of X, the set 0~ (UY(Z)) defines a neighborhood of the p-stratum. Since ¥; is a
stratum preserving homeomorphism, we may equivalently show that (o o ¥;)~1(U¥.(Z)) has this
property. Note that by construction we have

(Naz: (p)] € (00 9)"H(UX (D).
By Proposition 3.1.15, up to a stratum preserving homeomorphism of |A;7 |s we have

|NA~77‘, (p)‘s =Upz; (p),

which shows that both |[NMaz (p)| and thus also (¥ o ¢) 1 (U¥(Z)) 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. O

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 W¥;: [sdA7i|, — |A7i|, to be the subdivision
homeomorphism of Construction 3.1.12, then UY.(Z) = 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 ¥ of X such
that U defines a standard neighborhood system on X. Furthermore, if such a subdivision ¥ 4 has
already been chosen on a subcompler of A C X, then ¥ may be taken such that

W=,

whenever ¢ € I defines a cell of A. Additionally, for any P-stratified space ) equipped with a
strata-neighborhood system Uy and any stratum preserving map f: X — Y, ¥ may be chosen such
that f lifts to a map U% — iy .

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

|8Aji

l l (14)

ATy —— Y,

s*’v4

where A — Y lifts to a map of neighborhood systems {4 — Iy, there exists a stratum preserving
homeomorphism W¥;: [sdA7i|, — |A7i|, (which is compatible with faces) with the following
properties.
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. \I’i“sdaajus
1. The composition [sd0A7i |, ———=5 |9ATi

s — A lifts to a map of neighborhood systems

(|N8A~7i (p)|s)p€P — g

2. The composition [sdA7:|, RN |A7i|, — Y lifts to a map of neighborhood systems
(Waz: (p)ls)pep — Ly

We may first apply Proposition 3.1.15 and instead show the analogous statement with sdA;7
replaced by AY and (|Naz: (p)|s)pep replaced by Ua 7, . Next, apply Proposition 3.1.20 twice, first
to |[A7i|, — ), obtaining a natural stratum preserving automorphism ®y, of | — |5, and then to

@
the composition [0AT |, =5 |0ATi|, — A, obtaining a natural stratum preserving automorphism
® 4 of | — |s. By construction, these have the following properties:

1. The composition |9AT:|, M |OAT:

s = A lifts to a map Uypz, — La.
2. |ATi, 24, |ATi|; lifts to a map Upg — Ups, .

3. The composition |A7|, 2y, |ATi|s — Y lifts to a map Uz, — Uy,

In particular, by the composability of morphisms of strata-neighborhood systems, it follows that
the composition ¥; := ®y, o ® 4 also has the property that |A7:|, RIN |AT |, — Y also lifts to a
map Ua g, — Ly. O

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
lf l (15)

X%’JA

with A, X stratified cell complexes and ¢ an inclusion of a stratified subcomplex. Let (0;);cr be
the cell structure on X, (0;)jes be the cell structure on A and (0;);eruy be the cell structure on
B, extending the one on A along c. Then, there exist barycentric subdivisions ¥ of X and P of B
such that the following holds:

Denote by ® the restriction of ® to A. Denote by U the subdivision of the induced cell structure
on Y, given by (¥;);cr U (®;)jesr. Then, Diagram (15) lifts to a diagram of strata-neighborhood
systems

uf —— uf
| | (16)
Uy —— Uy

Proof. By Proposition 3.2.11, we obtain subdivisions & and ¥ as in the claim such that A — X lift
to maps of neighborhoods systems Llf‘ — U¥. Now, define U as above. Let us show that ¥ does
define a strata-neighborhood system on the induced cell structure on ). Via transfinite induction,
we may without loss of generality assume that B is given by gluing a single cell o,,: |A7 |, — B
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to A. Then, ) is given by gluing |A7|, to X along |0AY |, — A — X. Denote the resulting cell
of Y, by 6, : |A7|s — Y. Then, by construction, we have
a-1’n o ‘i’m(|NaAJ (p)ls) = f O 0m © ¢)m(|N8AJ (p)‘s)
C f(UZ(P)
C UX(p)

= U 00 V;(IN,a; (P)]s)

i€l

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. O

Next, let us verify that the functor D7 : SN'S — Fun((sdP)°P, 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

D7 (U%)(Z) — DT (UE(2))

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. Tt is immediate from the construction of the standard neighborhoods of a stratified cell

complex that the diagrams

UL (Z) — UZ(T)

l l (18)

U (T) —— UL(T)

are pushout diagrams of stratified cell complexes (see also Proposition 3.2.9), with the upper
vertical a relative (stratified) cell complex, for every Z € sdP. Indeed, note that the cells missing
in Uy (Z) from Uy (Z) correspond precisely to the respective cells missing in Llj“ (Z) from UZ(Z).
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. O

27



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 Z + HoLinkz(Ux)(Z)), where Uy is any strata-neighborhood
system of X.

Notation 3.3.1. Let (X,4y) € SNS. We denote by D ({x) the element of Fun((sdP)°P, Top)
given by
A HoLinkI(UX (I))

with the obvious structure maps induced by the ones on HoLinkz(X). We denote
D SNS — Fun((sdP)°?, Top)
the functor induced by this construction.

We may then rephrase Proposition 3.1.21 as follows.

Corollary 3.3.2. The inclusions Ux (L) — X, for (X,4x) € SNS and T € sdP, induce a natural
weak equivalence of functors
D” = HoLink.

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

HoLinkz (Ux (Z)) —22 Ux(Z),, = Ux(Z)>p,
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 Z = [py < p;] the diagram

HoLinkp, <p, Ux (po < p1)) o Ux(po < p1)>p,

| ! o

HoLink,, (Ux(po)) = (Ux(po))p, — Ux(po)>po

is only commutative up to homotopy. What we may do instead is to construct a natural
transformation D¥ — 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 Top 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 x < k', and denote by sSet the category of simplicial sets of size
smaller than x some fixed large cardinal, and by @ the category of simplicial sets of cardinality
smaller than '.

Definition 3.3.4. In the case where Top denotes either A-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 € Top, this constructions defines a simplicial functor

X7: Top® — Top,
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by mapping an n-simplex
o: A" xZ =Y

of Top(Y,Z) to the adjoint map of
XY x|A" x 2 2% XY xy & X,
which indeed defines an n-simplex of Top(XY, X%).

Construction 3.3.5. We only construct the weak equivalence for a fized (X,4x) € 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 Top is cartesian closed. The general case
follows from this using that every space is weakly equivalent to its kelleyfication with respect to
A-generated spaecs. We denote /b_gz//\/’ thg_@motopy coherent nerve functor from the category of

(k') small simplicial categories sCat to sSet. We denote its leftadjoint by S.

Denote by Pos the category of all (k small) posets, with its simplicial structure inherited from sSet.
Furthermore, consider the posets @@ = sdP X [1]°P as a category. Now, consider the assigment
E: Q — Pos by mapping

and
(Z,1) < (Z',1) = ([0] — [0]])
(Z,1) < (Z,0) — {0+ max Z'}
(Z,0) < (Z,0) = (Z —T").

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(fog)(p) > E(f) o E(g)(p), (20)

for composable f,g € Q and p in the source of E(g). For ai,ap € Q, denote by Qu, oo C @ the
poset of all reqular flags S C @, with min S = a3 and max .S = «aqg ordered by reverse inclusion.
Next, consider map

E: Qahao X E(Oq) — E(Oto)

([So <-++ < Sn],p) = E(Sp—1 < Sp) o0 E(Sy < 51)(p).-
It follows by Eq. (20) that £ defines a map of posets. Thus, equivalently £ specifies a simplicial

map
N(Qay.ap) — sSet(N(E(a1)), N(E(ao)))-

In this manner, we have defined a simplicial functor
E: S8(sdP x [1]°P) — 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)°P x [1]) &, pos® N, ssetr 17, Top® = Top.
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It specifies a homotopy coherent diagram D in Top, indexed over (sdP)°P x [1], which restricts
to the constant diagram of value X at 1 and to the diagram Dy given by T — XA at 0. We
may then consider D (Ux) as a subdiagram of Dy and D” (Ux) as a subdiagram of Dy. For
ag = (Zy,0) and aq = (Z1,1), and p € I, Ea,,a, has the property that E(—,p) has image in
{q € Ty | ¢ > maxTy}. It follows from this that restricting to D (Ux) at 0 and DT (Uy) at 1
defines a homotopy coherent subdiagram of D. To summarize, we have constructed a simplicial
functor

ev € sCat(S((sdP)°® x [1]), Top) = sSet(sdP* x [1],'( Top))
which restricts to D at 0 and DT at 1, or in other words by the identity
sSet((sdP)°” x [1], N( Top)) = Fun((sdP)*, A'( Top))s.
a natural transformation of functors of quasi categories between

H
N((saP)™ =52 Top)

and .
N((sdP)r 228 pop).

For any fized flag T = [po < - -+ < py] this natural transformation is given by
HoLinkz(Ux (Z)) =22 Ux(Z)>p, .

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

DH(L[X) o
N((sdP)®» ———% Top — sSet’),

T
N ((sdP)°P D ), Top — sSet?).

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
$y. The global case is essentially analogous. We consider sCat as equipped with the model
structure for simplicial categories (see [Ber07]) making the adjunction S 4 N a Quillen equivalence

between sCat and simplicial sets equipped with the Joyal model structure, s/STejc3 ([Joy, Thm.
1.21]). If not indicated otherwise by an superscript Jj, we consider sSet to be equipped with the
Kan-Quillen model structure. Let £lx be a homotopy link model for a stratified space X € Stratp.
We need to show, that HoLink X" and DT(LIX) are weakly equivalent. By Corollary 3.3.2, we may
instead show that D7 (8(y) and D ({y) are weakly equivalent. Using the Quillen equivalence
between Top and sSet, we may equivalently show that Sing o D (8(y): (sdP)°" — sSet and
Sing o D (Uy): (sdP)°P — sSet are weakly equivalent. In other words, we need to show that
these two functors present the same path component in 7 (Fun(sdP)°P,sSet)) (using the notation
of [Lur09, Prop. A.3.4.12].) By [Lur09, Prop. A.3.4.12] there is a a canonical bijection:

7o(Fun(sdP)°P, sSet)) = hosCat((sdP)°", sSet®).
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Furthermore, under the Quillen-equivalence between simplicial and quasi-categories [Joy, Thm.
1.21], this bijection extends to

— ——3J
mo(Fun(sdP)°P, sSet)) = hosCat((sdP)°?,sSet’) = hosSet ((sdP)°?, N/(sSet?)).

hosSAe/tJ((sdP)Op,N (sSet?)) is the set of isomorphism classes of functors of quasi-categories
(sdP)°P — N (sSet®). We have constructed such an isomorphism between N (Sing o D7 (81 )) and
N (Sing o D¥ (81)) in Construction 3.3.5. O

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 Z € 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 Z = [py < - -+ < p,] be a regular
flag in P. We say that X admits an almost? stratum preserving Z-retraction - ASPZR for
short - if the following holds: There exists a stratum preserving map R: X, x |AZ|; — X such
that, for each p € Z, the map of (general topological) spaces

(Xp, UX<p) X |AIZP|S -+ X
(z,u) — {R(%u) s(x) =pn

x s(z) <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 Z = [py < p1] = P. Then, we may identify |AZ|,
with the (stratified) interval [0, 1]. Suppose a (stratified) neighborhood N'C X of X,,, admits an
ASPZR R. Then, equivalently R is a stratum preserving map

R: N, x[0,1] 2 N, x |AT]s = N

which extends to
N x[0,1] = N

by taking constant homotopy of the inclusion on X,, — NN, and furthermore R restricted to
N, x {1} is given by the inclusion N, < N.

We may summarize this information as R defining a strong deformation retraction from N to
Xp,,» which is stratum preserving, except at time 0 when all of N is mapped into X,,. 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

€Vpy

HoLinky, <p, (N) — N,

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 ASPZRs 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 (X,, U X<,) x |AZz¢|; — X to be a
continuous map of general topological spaces. In particular, we take (X, U X<,) C X to have
the classical relative topology, not the A-generated or compactly generated one. Indeed, since
(Xp, UX<,) 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 ASPZR R: X, x|AT|; — X as a (not-necessarily
continuous) map
Xy, x| AT U | X<p x [AT20], = X
pEL

In this sense, we also write

R(z,u) ==

for x € X, and u € |AT>r|,. Furthermore, under the adjunction — x |AZ|; 4 HoLinkz it can
be useful to treat an ASPZR R as a map X,,, — HoLinkz(X), the value of which at z € X we
denote by R,.

Finally, let us give another characterization of ASPZRs 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 z,, € X, converges
to z € X, then the sequence of stratum preserving simplices

Rxm|\A12PIS C|ATze | 5 X,
converges uniformly to the constant map
ot |AT2P| 5 X
of value x. In particular, if we denote by v,, the maximal vertex of |AZ|, then R(x,v,) = z.

Remark 4.0.6. The question may arise, why we have chosen to use the more technical condition,
to only require ASPZRs to extend continuously to certain subspaces of X<, X |AZ|,, and not to
the whole space. For realizations of standard neighborhoods of stratified simplicial sets one can
indeed produce ASPZRs 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 ASPZRs 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 T = [py < -+ < pp] C P be a regular flag. If X
admits an ASPZR, then
HoLinkz(X) <5 X,

is a weak homotopy equivalence in Top.

32



Figure 2: Illustration in barycentric coordinates of the maps o x; R for t = %, t = % and
T =1[0<1<2]. Ast increases from 0 to 1, the stratified simplex ¢ is gradually replaced by
simplices of the form Rg(,), ending in R,(,,), for t = 1.

To prove this proposition, we need the following construction:

Construction 4.0.8. Let X € Stratp and let T = [py < -+ < pn] C P be a reqular flag. Let
R: A,, x |AT|y — A define an ASPIR on a closed subspace A of X. Then, for any p € P, it
follows from A C X being closed that the restriction of R to Ap, x |ATz¢|s extends continuously
to a map

(Apn UXSp) x |AIZP|8 - X

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

R: | J(4,, UXg,y) x [AT2r|, 5 X
peL

in this fashion. We may identify |AT|, x [0,1] = |AT x Al|,. Having done so, we can consider
the natural embedding

IAT x All, — |AT « AZ|

under which |[AT x A\, corresponds to the union of joins |AT<r x AT>r|, p € T. This embedding
induces join coordinates (u,t) = [yo,y1,t] on |AT x Al|,.
Now, denote by v, the mazimal vertex of |AT|. Let o: |AZ|; — X be a stratum preserving map,
and t € [0,1] such that o(u) € AU X<y, , if up, =t. We define
ox R:|AT|, = X
u— R(o((1—t)yo +tvn), y1) -

See also the illustration of o %, R in Fig. 2. If o(u) € A, for all u € |AZ|s, then this construction
extends to a homotopy

oxR: |AT|; x [0,1] = X

(u,t) — o *; R(u).
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Proposition 4.0.9. Using the notation of Construction 4.0.8, o x R is well defined and has the
following properties:

1. 0 %4 R is stratum preserving.
2. (cxR)o =0 and (o6 x R); = R(c(vp), —).

3. Consider X<,, as a subspace of the space of continuous maps from |AT| to X, C°(|AT|, X),
equipped with the compact open topology, by mapping x to the constant map c, with value x.
Furthermore, let S denote the union of

{(0,1) | 0 € HoLinkz(X) AVu € |AZ|, :u,, =t = o(u) € A}

with X <p, x [0,1] in CO(|AT], X) x [0,1]. We equip S with the compatcly generated topology,
that is, the Kelleyfication of the subspace topology in CO(|AZ|, X) x [0, 1] with respect to
compact Hausdorff spaces.

Then, the map

—* R: S — HoLinkz(X) U X<,
(O’, t) = O *¢ R
(x,t) = x

s continuous.

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

— % R: HoLinkz(X) x [0, 1] — HoLinkz(X)
(0,t) = o % R.

(with respect to the Kelleyfication topology) between the identity and o — Ry ().

Proof. Let us first verify that o x; R is indeed well defined on each join |AZ<r x AT>»|. For p = p,,,
and u € |AZ<r x AT>r| the coordinate y; (u) is given by v,. It follows that R(—,v;) is given by
the identity on X and there is nothing to show.

For any t > 0 and p < p, the point (1 — t)yo + tv, satisfies ((1 —t)yo + tvn))p, =t. As o is
stratum preserving, this also implies o((1 — t)yo + tv,) € A,,, making R(o((1 —t)yo +tvn),y1) a
well-defined expression, as long as we show independence from a choice of representatives in join
coordinates. If ¢ = 0, then (1 —¢)yo + tv, = Yo = u, and hence o((1 —t)yo + tvy,)) € X,, , for some
pr < p. As yy € |[AT2r|, C |ATzrk|,, it follows that then the expression R(o((1 — t)yo + tv,),y1)
is independent of y;, hence well defined in join coordinates. Precisely, we have

R(o((1 = t)yo +tvn),y1) = o(u).
Conversely, if t =1, R(o((1 — t)yo + tv,),y1) is clearly independent of yy and given by

R(o((1 —t)yo + tvn),y1) = R(o(vn), y1)-

Next, note that o x; R is stratum preserving. We only need to check the case t > 0. Then,
(1 —t)z +tv, € (|AZ|s),, . Hence, as o was assumed to be stratum preserving, it also follows that
o((1 —t)x +tv,) € X,,. Now, the stratum of [yo,y1,] (in join coordinates) is given by s(y1),
whenever ¢ > 0. Hence, it follows from the assumption that R is stratum preserving, that we
indeed have

s(R(o((1 —t)yo + tvn),y1)) = s(y1) = s5(yo, y1, 1),
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as was to be shown. It remains to verify the continuity of

—* R: S — HoLinkz(X) U X<p,
(O’, t) = O *¢ R
(z,t) — .

Using mapping space adjunctions, it suffices to verify the following statement: Let D be a compact
Hausdorff space and let f: D x |AT|; — X and 7: 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 u,, = 7(a), or f is constant
with value in X<,,. Then the map

f':Dx|AT|, = X
(a,u) = R(f(a, (1 = 7(@)yo(u, 7(a)) + 7(@)vn, 7()). 1 (w1, 7(a))

is continuous.
For p € Z, denote by TP the pushout of general topological spaces

(XSPUAPH) X |AIZP|S Ux XSP'

<px|ATzr,
Note that R induces a continuous maps
RP: TP — X .
We obtain a closed covering of D x |AZ|, by the sets D?, for p € Z, where
D? = {(a,u) € D x |A%|s | (u,7(a)) € |AT=r x AT=r|},
and verify continuity of f’ separately on these pieces. Now, on each DP, f is given by a composition
DP — DP x., |AT<r 5« AT2r| o TP B

with the respective maps defined by

(0,, U) = ((aa u)7 [yO (a’ ’U,), Y1 (CL, u)’ T(a)])
((a’u)’ [y07yl,t]) = [f(av (1- t)yO + tvn)ayl]
[z, 9] = RP[2,y].

To verify the continuity of the first of these maps, one needs to treat the set DP x, , |AZ<p x AT>»|
as a pullback, while for the second, one needs to use the topology given by taking the pushout of

DP Xz mgoy (|AT=r] x [AT2r] x {0,1})

l

DP Xr gy [AF] X {0} U DP xrrpy [AT20] x {1}

DP Xr o (|AZ=r| x |AT2r| x [0,1])

(21)

The latter is, a priori, finer than the former. Since DP x,; |AT<r x AZzr| 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 D?, and hence continuity of f’.
O

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 A-generated topology. Note, that since the A-generated topology on S, as in Proposition 4.0.9,
is finer than the Kelleyfication with respect to compact Hausdorff spaces, — x R is also continuous
with respect to the A-generated topology. Since any space is naturally weakly equivalent to its
A-ification, this shows the result also for the case of compactly generated and general topological
spaces. Let R: X, x |AZ|, — X define an ASPZR on X. Consider the map

t: Xp, — HoLinkz X
x = {ur— R(z,u)}.

Since R is stratum preserving, this map is indeed well defined. Furthermore, since R(x,v,) = «,
we have
evoy=1.

By Proposition 4.0.9, the map
— % R: HoLinkz(X) x [0, 1] — HoLinkz(X)
(O', t) — O *¢ R.

defines a homotopy between the identity and ¢ o ev. O

4.1 ASPIRs of standard neighborhoods

Now, let us construct ASPZRs 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
Xgp — Uy (p)

Construction 4.1.1. Letp € P and J C P be a flag. We use coordinates y<p, yzp and s<, (as
in Construction 3.1.17) on |A7|s. Consider the map

PP Uas(p) = (187 |9 <p
[Y<ps Yp> S<p| = [Y<ps Ygp> 1] = [y<p)-

Note, that since s<p > %, for x € Ups(p), this map is indeed well defined. Under left Kan
extension, pP extends to a natural transformation

P Ux(p) = (1X]s)<p
which defines a retract to the natural inclusion
(1¥]s)<p = Ux(p)

of functors sStratp — Top. In fact, pP extends to a strong deformation through the natural
homotopy defined simplezwise by

([y<ps Yzps S<plst) = [Y<ps Ysps (1 = t)s<p +1].

If we consider Ux(p) as stratified over P<, via

then this construction, in fact, defines a natural stratum preserving strong deformation retraction
of functors sStratp — Stratp_, .

36



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

Lemma 4.1.2. Let X € sStratp. Then, for any q < p, the inclusion

P’ (Ux(q) NUx(p)) C Ux(q)
holds.

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

@) = 24 (22)
a7 (0) = 1 = 5P (@) =1 - 20001 (23)
Let = € Ux(q) N Ux(p). Then by Egs. (22) and (23)
(o) = 1 - 40
~ ) — 3<al)
< el
= 5P (2)),
that is, p?(x) € Ux(q), as was to be shown. 0

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

Corollary 4.1.3. For any reqular flagZ = [pg < -+ < pn] C P and any X € sStratp the natural
transformation pP»: Ux(pn) — (|X|s)<p, restricts to a a natural transformation

p*: Ux(T) = Ux(T)<p,-
Even more, p* is part of a natural strong deformation retraction (over P<, ) of the inclusion
Ux(z)gpn — U_;y(I)

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

Corollary 4.1.4. For any X € sStratp and Z = [pg < -+ < py] € sdP the inclusion
Ux(D)p, = Ux(I)>p,
is a homotopy equivalence of topological spaces.

Proof. By Corollary 4.1.3, the inclusion Ux(Z)<p, < Ux(Z) is a stratum preserving homotopy
equivalence over P<, . Consequently, the restriction of this inclusion to the p,-stratum is a
homotopy equivalence, as was to be shown. O
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Next, we use the retractions p? to define ASPZRs for standard neighborhoods.

Construction 4.1.5. Let Z = [pg < - -+ < py| 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

Upa (T) x |AF|s = Ups (T)
(z,1) = > tppP(x)

pEL

is well defined. One may easily verify, that this construction is natural in J, and thus induces a
natural transformation
Rr: U_(T) x |AT|, = U_(T),

of functors sStratp — Top.
Proposition 4.1.6. For any X € sStratp, the natural transformation Rz: Ux(Z) x |AZ|s —
Ux(Z) restricts to an ASPLR on Ux(T).

Proof. Denote U := Ux(Z). Note, that by construction Rz may even be defined continuously on
all of Uy (Z) x |AZ|,. Let us first verify that the restriction Rzly, x|az|, is stratum preserving.
First, note that for € U,,,,, and p < p,, we have

Sp Z Sgp Z Spn > 0.

It follows that p?(z) € Up, for all p € Z. It follows from this, that > 7 t,p"(z) lies in the stratum
corresponding to the maximal p with ¢, > 0, as was to be shown. Furthermore, whenever z € U<,
and t € |[AT2r|, then

Rz(z,t) = thpq(:v) = Z tep?(x) = Z tgx =
q€T q€L>p q€l>p
as required. 0
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 x is a homotopy
link model for | X|s.
4.2 ASPIRs for stratified cell complexes

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

Construction 4.2.1. Let 7 = [pg < - -+ < py] be a regqular flag in P and suppose we are given a
pushout diagram of finite stratified cell complexes in Stratp

A— B
lf lg (24)
Xt xuuB=Y.

where A — B is the inclusion of a subcomplex. Furthermore, suppose we are given the following
data:
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1. A function v: B, — [0,1] such that v ='(1) = A, , which we consider as extended by 1 to
an ;

2. An ASPIR Rx: X, x |AT|, — X;

3. An ASPIR Rg: B,, x |AT|s — B such that Rg(z,u) € A, whenever u,, = (z).

Then, we denote by Ry the map

Ry:Y,, x|Af|y =Y
([z],u) = ((g9° RB.2) *p(x) Rx)(w) ,forz € B
([z],u) = Rx(x,u) , for z € X.

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

Proof. Note first that since all the spaces involved are finite cell complexes, we need not distinguish
between the A-generated topology and the relative topology on subspaces of the form 7}, UT<
(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 c C°(|AZ|,Y) x [0,1], defined as in Proposition 4.0.9 with respect to the closed inclusion
X — ). Furthermore, consider the map

R": B, — 8 B oLinkz (V) U Ve,
b (go Rpp,(D)) — (g0 Rpp) *xyp) Ra

which is continuous by Proposition 4.0.9. Note that, for a € A, this map is given by
ar (g0 Rp.a,1) = Rx(g(a)) =ioRx f).
We claim that R'® extends to a continuous map
R°: B, U B<p, — HoLinkz(Y) U Y<,,

by mapping b — g(b), for b € B<,,. Since B, U B<,, is metrizable, it suffices to see that, for any
sequence by, € B, converging to b € B<,,, it also holds that R"(b,,) converges to R°(b) = g(b)
(with respect to the topology of uniform convergence on HoLinkz())UY<,,). Furthermore, we may
without loss of generality assume that the sequence ¥ (b,,) converges. Indeed, this follows from the
standard argument that a sequence y,, 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 9(b) := lim,;, 00 ¥(by). Let D denote the subspace of B, U B<y,, given by the elements
of the sequence b,, and b. Since b, converges to b, D is a compact Hausdorff space. It follows,
that the map

D— S
bm — (g o RB,bmu¢(bm))
b (9o Rpp, (D))

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 — x Ry is also
continuous. It follows, that

lim R{(bm) = g o Rpp *xym) Rx = g(b) xpp) Ry = g(b)

m—r oo
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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

ASpo U Apn > Bépo U Bpn

| | e

XSpo U Xpn > YSPO U an

remains a pushout square. Hence, together with

R': X, U X<, — HoLinkz(Y) U Y<,,
r—10 Ry,

RO glues to a map
R: an U YSPO — HoLmkI(y) U YSPO

whose adjoint is the extension of Ry to (Y, UY<p,) x |AT|; 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 ASPZR. We have already covered
the case p = pg. All other cases can be reduced to this one, by replacing Z by 7>, and restricting
Rp and Ry accordingly. That Ry extends Ry is immediate by definition. O

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

Lemma 4.2.3. Let T = [py < --- < py] be a regular flag in P. Then, for any flag J there exists
a function 1: Ung (T)p, — [0,1], together with an ASPLR R: Ups (I),, x |AT|s — Uns (Z) such
that

1.4~ (1) = Upas (Dp,;

2. R restricts to the standard ASPIR on Ugas (T) (see Construction 4.1.5);

3. Foru € |AT|s, and x € Ups(Z),, such that u,, = (z), we have R(x,u) € Uyps (I).

Then we may proceed to show the following statement.

Proposition 4.2.4. Let X be a finite stratified cell complex and ¥ a barycentric subdivision
of X, which defines a standard neighborhood system of X. Then, for any reqular flag T C P,
UY(Z) admits an ASPLR, which is compatible with subcomplezes, i.e. whenever B C X is a

subcomplez of X, then the ASPLR on UY.(I) restricts to one on L{g‘B(I). Furthermore, if A C X

is a subcomplez, then for any such ASPLIR R4 on U;I(‘A(I), the ASPZR on UY.(T) may be taken
to extend R 4.

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

Ugpa: (L) —— Up7: (T)

| J (26)

UNANT) —— UL(T)

of finite stratified cell complexes. We may then use Construction 4.2.1 together with Lemma 4.2.3

to extend the ASPZR on L{f"l““ (Z) to one on Uy (Z). One may verify directly from the construction
in Construction 4.2.1 that the ASPZRs defined inductively in this fashion are compatible with
subcomplexes. O
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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 A-generated topology and relative topology described
in Example A.0.6. Note, however, that the main purpose of ASPZRs in this work is to compute
homotopy links. For this, existence of ASPZRs on finite subcomplexes is sufficient.

The analogue of Proposition 4.2.4 fails, if one instead changes the definition of ASPZRs such
that they are required to extend continuously to Uz x |AT|, — U. Let us give an example to
illustrate this:

Example 4.2.6. Let Z =P = {p < p; < pa2}. Consider the flag J = [po < p1 < p1 < pa]. Now,
we may glue |AZ|, to |A7|,, along any stratum preserving map &: |APo<ril|, — |AT|,. Denote
the resulting stratified cell complex by X and let A be the subcomplex defined by |A7|,. Next,
fix any barycentric subdivision ¥ of the stratified cell complex X, and denote by ® the induced
subdivision of |AZ|, (by treating the latter as a cell of X). Furthermore, denote U := U¥.(Z) and
V.= j’*‘ (Z) C U, and by V' the image of ulizls in X. Suppose we are given a map

R: U x |AT|, = U,

which is stratum preserving when restricted to (U N &) x |AZ]5, and fulfills R(z,v;) = =,
for i € [2], v; the vertex of |A%|s corresponding to p; € Z and z € X,,. In particular, all of
these properties are consequences of the altered definition of ASPZRs we are investigating. For
connectivity reasons, using the fact that the ps stratum consists of two disjoint cells, R must
also fulfill R(z,u) € V, for any x € V, as well as R(z,u) € V’, for any € V' and all u € |AZ|,.
Consequently, it follows that R(V NV’ x |AZ|,) C VN V', i.e. R restricts to a map

R:(VAV') x|APe<rid| 5 vy,

By identifying |APo<Pil|  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 pg stratum of X’. Note that
V' NV’ is of the form £(]0, a]), for some a > 0. Since £ was allowed to be arbitrarily complicated,
there is no reason to assume that the image £([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 £ 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 compler X and let ¥ be any subdivision of X that
induces a strata-neighborhood system. Then U%. 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 Uy (Z),, < U¥(Z)sp, are weak
equivalences. Let us first note that the result holds when X is the realization of a stratified
simplicial complex I = A7, A7 for some flag J in P and ¥ is the subdivision given by
Construction 3.1.12. Indeed, then we have U%‘S(I) = Uk (Z), for which the result holds by
Proposition 3.1.15. Next, let us proceed to SLOW the result for X a finite cell complex, via
induction over the number of cells. Suppose & is obtained by gluing a cell o: |[A7|, — X along
|0A7 |y — A, for some finite complex A. Using Proposition 3.1.15 it follows that there is a pushout
diagram of P-stratified spaces

Upns (I) —— Ups(T)

| | (27)

U T) —— UL(D).
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From this, we obtain the following commutative cube.

UaAJ —— Up7(D)>p,

"

UaAJ( > UAJ

>pn

A\
UL@), —— UL(D),,

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 Z = [py < -+ < pp] C P, the natural map

HoLinkz (U (T)) <5 Uy @)p.,

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

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 T = [pg < -+ < pp] be a regular flag in P and suppose we are given a
pushout diagram of stratified cell complezes in Stratp

A B
lf lg (29)
X ‘s XusB=).

where A < B is the inclusion of a subcomplex. Then the image of this square under HoLinkz

‘HoLinkz A —— HoLinkzB5

| | w

HoLinkz X —— HoLinkz)

is homotopy cocartesian in Top.

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

.

l | (31)

a4y —— Uy,
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for appropriate choice of subdivisions ®, &, ¥, ¥. 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 Z. That the latter is homotopy cocartesian is the content of
Lemma 3.2.13. O

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 Uas (p) with the realization of
Naa(Z) = ez Nas (p) as defined in Construction 3.1.12 and proceed analogously with OA7.
As full subcomplexes of sdA7 the two complexes Nas(Z) and Nyas (Z) only differ in the vertex
corresponding to the maximal simplex of A7, x;. If 27 € Sas(Z), then either T C J or
max J < py, for some k € [n]. If max J < pi < pp, then Ups(Z),, = 0 and there is nothing to
show. Hence, we may assume that max J = p, and Z C J.

Step 1: Let 2o € |A7 |\ Upez.p<p, Una(p)U |0A7|. That such a point exists is a consequence
of the inclusion Z C 7. Indeed, any point  in the interior of |A7|,, with s, (z) > 3 will do.
Next, consider the straight line projection through =z,

r: |A‘7|S \ {zo} — |8A‘7|5.

Let us show that » maps Uas (Z) to Ugas (Z). By definition of U_(Z), and using that max J = py,
we may instead show that r maps Uas (p) to Upas (p) for all p € T, . The map r maps z to the
intersection point of the ray

{z+a(r—x) | >0}

with Ugas (p). Let a, be the unique value in [0, 1], specifying this intersection point. In particular,
for any p € Z,,,, we may compute

s2p(r(@)) = szp(® + @z (z = 20)) = (1 + az)sgp(r) = azsgp(o)
sp(r(x)) = = (14 az)sp(z) — azsp(wo).

By assumption, s¢p,(zo) > sp(zo) and s¢p(z) < sp(x). Since, ay > 0, it follows that

sgp(r(@)) = (14 az)sgp(2) = azsgp(0) < (14 az)sp(x) — azsp(o) = sp(r(z)),

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 € Uas(Z),,

s(r(z)) = pn-1. (32)

Assume, to the contrary, that a, > 0 and s,(r(z)) =0, for all ¢ > p,,—;. Then, for such ¢, we

have
Ay

sa(w) = T4 (a0)

xT

and a,
szq(x) = mszq(xo)

xT

and obtain a, .
Spnfl('r) = msp,L,1($0> < Hsgp,,L,l(xo) = S%Z)nfl(x)

xr xT
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in contradiction to the assumption that © € Ups (Z).
Step 3: Denote by R the standard ASPIR on Ups (Z) (see Construction 4.1.5). Furthermore,
denote by R: Uxs(Z) x |AZ|s the (extended) ASPZR obtained by affinely extending

(x,vk) — x ,for k=n
(z,v) — pP*(r(x)) ,for k< n

where v, denotes the k-th vertex of |AZ|, and p? are as in Construction 4.1.1. R is well defined
by Lemma 4.1.2 and the fact that r maps into Ups (Z). If © € Ugas(Z)p,,, then r(z) =  and
hence R, agrees with R. Furthermore, it follows from the inclusion Ups (Z)<p, C Upas(Z) that
R agrees with R on Ups (Z)<p x |ATzr |, for any p € Z, p < py,. Clearly, also ]:2(:5, vp) = x. Hence,
to see that R does indeed define an ASPZR, we only need to verify that R, is stratum preserving
for € Ups(Z)p, . Just as for the proof of the analogous statement in Proposition 4.1.6, one
shows that R, being stratum preserving is equivalent to showing that r(z) € Uxs (Z)sp,_, which
is the content of Eq. (32).

Step 4: The idea of the remainder of the proof is to now combine R and R. To do so, we will
make use of a (continuous) function ¢: Ups (Z),, — [0, 1], with the properties that

1. 1/1_1(0) = T_l(UaAJ (I)<pn) NUps (I)pn;
2. ¢7(1) = Upas (T)p,-

Notice that both of these sets are closed subsets of Uns(Z),, and that since r(z) = z, for
x € Ugas (Z), they are also disjoint. Hence, such a function ¢ exists. Furthermore, we are going
to need another interpolation function

H:Uxs(T) x |AT|g x [0,1] = Unas (T)
(z,u,t) — (1 — t)R(z,u) + tR(r(z),u).
Then one may verify the following properties of H:

(i) Hy = R and H; has value in Upps (Z),, -

(ii) If x € Upas (Z), then H(z, —,—) is the constant homotopy with value R,.
(iii) If s(x) = pn, then for any ¢ < 1, H(x, —,t) is stratum preserving.
If ¢(z) > 0 and s(z) = py, then H(z, —, —) is stratum preserving.

(v) Restricted to Ups (Z)x |AZ<en

)
)
(iv)
) s, H is given by the constant homotopy of value R, | |AZ<pn |,
(vi) If s(x) = p, and ¢(z) = 1, then H(z,—, —) is the constant homotopy with value R,.,) = R,.

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

R: Upns (I) X |AI|S — Ups (I)

(x,u) — H(x,u,1) Jfor £ € Upa (T)<p,

(x,u) — H(z,u,1) ,for © € Ups (), and up, < (x)
1—wup,

(z,u) — H(z,u, 1771/)&)) ,for z € Ups (2),, and u,p, > (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 C Ups(Z) x |AZ|,. Hence, the only thing to check is that for any sequence (z;,u;),
i € N, with z; € Uas(Z)p, and (u;)p, > ¥(x;), converging to (z,u) € D, it also follows that
H(z;,ug, 11_—(:;(?)) converges to H(z,u, 1). In the following, by convergence of functions we will

always mean uniform convergence. There are two cases to consider. If & € Ups (Z)<p, C Ugas (2),

then by Property (ii) H(z;, —, —) converges to a constant homotopy and hence H (z;, u;, %)
converges to H(z,u,1). If x € Uprs(Z),,, then, by assumption, u,, = 1(z) and thus if ¢(z) < 1
continuity is immediate from the definition. It remains to consider the case u,, = ¢¥(z) =1. In
this case, it follows from Property (vi), that H(x;, —, —) converges to the constant homotopy with

value R,. Hence, again it follows that H(z;, u,, 1_7(“3:; ) converges to H(z,u,1).

Step 6: Let us now verify that R restricts to an ASPZR. If € Ups(Z),, and ¢(z) > 0,
then R,: |AZ|; — Uas(Z) is stratum preserving by Property (iv). If ¥(x) = 0, then R, (s) =
H(x,u,1 —up, ). Hence, by Property (iii), we obtain preservation of strata for u,, > 0. For
up, = 0 and ¥(z) = 0, it follows by Property (v), that then H(x,u,1)) = R(r(z),u). Since
5(r(z)) > pn-1, by Eq. (32), it follows that R, is stratum preserving. This shows

that the restriction of R

)MAI<p"_lh

R: Ups(T),, x |AT|s = Ups ()
is stratum preserving. Finally, let p € Z, u € |[AT2r|; and & € Uas (Z)<,. Note first that whenever
s(z) < pp or ¥(x) =1, then € Uypas (Z) and thus

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

by Property (ii). Furthermore, If s(x) = p,, and ¥(x) < 1 then, by the assumption that s(z) <p
and u € |AZzr|,, it follows that u,, =1 and hence

R(z,u) = H(z,u,0) = R(z,u) =z

by Property (i). To summarize, we have shown that R is an ASPZR. By Property (ii), R defines an
extension of the standard ASPZR on Uyaz(Z). Finally, if ¢ (x) = uy,,, for (x,u) € Uaz(I),, x|AT|s,
then R(z,u) = H(z,u,1) € Upas (Z), by Property (i), which finishes the proof. O
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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
lf lf’ (33)
x -2, vy,

Let Z C U CY. If both ¢'~Y(U) is a neighborhood of ¢'~*(Z) in X and f'~*(U) is a neighborhood
of f'"X(Z) in B then U is a neighborhood of Z in'Y .

Proof. Tt is generally true that for any quotient map 7: T'— Y of compact Hausdorff spaces the
image of any neighborhood V' of 771(Z) is a neighborhood of Z. Indeed, for any open O C V,
containing 7~ 1(Z), the set X \ 77 !(7(X \ O)) is a saturated open set, which contains 7=1(2)
and is contained in V. Since the map X U B — Y is such a quotient map and by assumption
g~ HU)U f=1(U) is a neighborhood of ¢'~1(Z)U f'~1(Z), it follows that U = g¢’ -1 (U)U f f'~*(U)
is a neighborhood of Z. O

Lemma A.0.2. Let

B
l (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 C P, the square of general topological spaces

Ag — Bog

| o

Xoq —Yq
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
¢: Xg Uag Bg — Yo

is a closed map. Now, any closed set Z C Xq Ua, Bg is given by the image of some closed set
ZxUZp C XqUBg. The latter is given by the restriction to @, of some closed set ZxUZg C XUB.
Denote by Z the image of Zx U Zp in Y = X U4 B. By assumption, Z is again closed, and by
construction we have ¢(Z) = ZQ. The second statement follows similarly, using the fact that then
Yo — Y is given by a closed inclusion. O

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 (—)>, 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 C T, the restriction functor

Top ,; — Top

preserves all colimits. Since {¢ > p} C Pos is an open subset in the Alexandrow topology and
the forgetful functor Top,; — Top admits a right adjoint, the result follows. Next, let us
cover the case of A-generated spaces. The one of compactly generated spaces is analogous. If
D: I — Stratp is a diagram of A-generated stratified spaces, then since the inclusion into general
topological spaces is left adjoint (see, for example, [Gau2l]), the colimit of lim D also defines
the colimit in general topological spaces. Hence, we may apply the previous case, to see that
li%DZp = (lim D)>, in general topological spaces. Now, since (T')>, C T always defines an open
subspace, and open subspaces of A-generated subspaces are again A-generated (see [Gau2l, Sec.
2]), the diagram D>, lives in the category of A-generated spaces. Since the inclusion into general
spaces preserves all colimits, we also have lim D>, = (h_ng D)>, in A-generated spaces, as was to
be shown. O

Lemma A.0.4. Let p € P. The functors
(_)va (_)p: Stratp — Top

and
(—)<p: Stratp — Stratp

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

Proof. Let us begin with (—)>,. By Lemma A.0.3, it suffices to show that (—)>, sends stratified
boundary inclusions |[0A7 |, < |A7|, into a relative cell complex of topological spaces. Let us
assume that not all elements of 7 are smaller then p, otherwise both spaces are empty after
applying (—)>p, and there is nothing to be shown. Then, applying (—)>, corresponds to removing
a face of the simplex |A7 |, 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 C 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 7'\ A and 7"\ 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<pls,
for X € sStratp. Finally, the case of (—), follows from the equality (=), = (—)>p o (—)<p. O

Proposition A.0.5. Let X € Stratp be a finite stratified cell complex. Then for any Q C P the
relative topology on X¢g C X makes Xg a A-generated space.

Proof. First, let us show that for any flag J of P, the space (|A7|s)g with the relative topology
is A-generated. (JA7 | )g C |A7|s C RY may equivalently described by

{sc|AY|,|VpEP\Q: (3¢€Q:q>pAs,>0)Vs, =0}

It follow from this description, that (JA7|s)g C |A7|s C RY is a convex set. It turns out that
every convex subset C' of R is A-generated. Indeed, let A C C be such that o~1(A) is closed, for
every continuous map o: |Al| — C. Let z,,, n € N, be a sequence in A which converges to ¢ € C.
Since C' is convex, we may use affine interpolation to define a continuous map o: [0,1] — C with
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o(27") = z,,. In particular, the inverse image of A under o contains {27" | n € N}. As 071(A) is
closed, it follows that 0 € 071(A). By continuity of o, we hence have ¢ = ¢(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

|8A‘7|5 — |AJ|S

| o0

A X,

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

(1087 ) — (1A7])e

L o

Aq Xq

is a pushout diagram of general topological spaces. In particular X is a quotient of AgLI (|A~7 ls)a-
We have already seen that (JA7|s)q is A-generated. By the inductive assumption, the same holds
for Xq. Thus Xg is A-generated as a quotient of A-generated spaces. O

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 = {py < p1 < p3}
and Q = {py < p2}. Consider the realization of the stratified simplicial set given by gluing
countably many AP along AtPo<Pi} je. the there is a pushout diagram

Lpen AP o —— | | [AP

l l (38)

|A{P0<P1}‘S X.

Then, X¢ is not A-generated. To see this, consider the subset S of X given by

s,

neN
where
P 1
Sp={s€lA |S|3po§1_ﬁ}

lies in the n-th copy of |AP|s in X. S is not a closed subspace of X. In fact, S contains the
subspace |APo<P1| \ {x} where xq is the point corresponding to the vertex py € AfPo<pi}. Thus,
xo is an element of the closure of S, but zy does not lie in any S,. It follows, that the set
Sg C Xgq is also not closed in the relative topology on Xg, as its closure contains xo. However,
Sg is A-closed. To see this denote by X,, the subcomplex of | X|s given by the first n copies of
|AP|s. Note that since |Al] is compact, it follows that any map f: |Al| — X factors though
some (X,,)q, for n sufficiently large. Furthermore, we have

So N (Xu)e = ((|] Sm)nXa)lo

m<n

which shows that Sg N (X,,)q is a closed subset of (X,,)q. Consequently, f~!(Sg) is closed in
AL,
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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

sr 2 1T

| (39)

0
Dn+1 9 T/ ,

with n > —1, there exists a dashed arrow | such that (17, f) o (I|s»,1) is homotopic to (g%, ¢°) as
a map of arrows (i.e. homotopic in the presheaf category Fun((A!)°P, 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 S*. Conversely, if we are given such a lift [, together
with a homotopy (H!, H?) : (¢%,¢°) = (17, f) o (I|sn,1), then any extension

S™ % [0,1] x D™+ x {1} Y
I (40)
Dt % [0, 1]

will provide [ = Lo such that the upper left triangle in
1
sr 2 T
l g lf (41)

0
Dn+1 g T/

commutes on the nose. Furthermore, then f o L and H° both provide extensions

° 1
§7 % [0,1] x DL x {1y
[ (42)

D™ % [0, 1]
Since the left hand vertical of the last diagram is an acyclic cofibration, any two such extensions

are homotopic relative to S™ x [0,1] x D"t x {1}. It follows that fol = (fo L)y and ¢° = (H?),
are homotopic relative to S™. O
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