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MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL ∞-CATEGORIES

TAKESHI TORII

Abstract. In this paper we give an example of duoidal ∞-categories. We introduce map O-
monoidales in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category for an ∞-operad O⊗. We show that the endo-
morphism mapping ∞-category of a map O-monoidale is a coCartesian (∆op

,O)-duoidal ∞-
category. After that, we introduce a convolution product on the mapping ∞-category from an
O-comonoidale to an O-monoidale. We show that the O-monoidal structure on the duoidal endo-
morphism mapping ∞-category of a map O-monoidale is equivalent to the convolution product
on the mapping ∞-category from the dual O-comonoidale to the map O-monoidale.

1. Introduction

Duoidal categories are categories equipped with two monoidal products in which one is (op)lax
monoidal with respect to the other. Duoidal categories are generalizations of braided monoidal cat-
egories. Braided monoidal categories can be regarded as pseudomonoids in the monoidal 2-category
of monoidal categories and strong monoidal functors. On the other hand, duoidal categories can
be regarded as pseudomonoids in the monoidal 2-category of monoidal categories and lax monoidal
functors. The notion of duoidal category was introduced by Aguiar-Mahajan by name of 2-monoidal
category in [2]. The terminology of duoidal category was proposed by Street in [21].

Examples and applications of duoidal categories are presented in [2] and [21]. We can make
sense of monoidal categories enriched over duoidal categories. In [4, 5] duoidal categories play fun-
damental role in their theory of centers and homotopy centers of monoids in monoidal categories
enriched over duoidal categories, and in developing of a generalization of Deligne’s conjecture. A
general theory of duoidal categories have further been developed in [8]. We can consider bimonoids
in duoidal categories, which are generalizations of bialgebras. There are several equivalent condi-
tions for bialgebras to be Hopf algebras. The fundamental theorem of Hopf modules for bimonoids
in duoidal categories was studied in [6]. The notion of bimonoids in duoidal categories have been
generalized to that of weak bimonoids in [9]. Hopf conditions have further been studied for bi-
monoids in duoidal endomorphism hom-categories of map monoidales in monoidal bicategories in
[7].

As explained in [7], the endomorphism hom-category of a map monoidale in a monoidal bicat-
egory admits the structure of a duoidal category. One of the monoidal products is given by the
composition of morphisms and the other is by convolution product. In this paper we generalize
this construction in the setting of higher categories.

In higher category theory we replace the category of sets in ordinary category theory to the
homotopy theory of spaces based on the homotopy hypothesis [17]. In other words, the theory
of (∞, 0)-categories is equivalent to the homotopy theory of spaces. An (∞, n)-category is an
∞-category whose k-morphisms are invertible for k > n. On way to view an (∞, n)-category is to
regard it as an ∞-category enriched over (∞, n − 1)-categories. In particular, an (∞, 1)-category

Date: June 1, 2024 (version 1.0).
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 18N60 (primary), 18N70, 18M50, 55U40 (secondary).
Key words and phrases. Monoidale, duoidal ∞-category, convolution product, ∞-bicategory, ∞-operad.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00223v1
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is an ∞-category enriched over spaces. Another way to view an (∞, n)-category is to regard it
as an n-category up to coherent homotopy. By taking the set of components of mapping spaces,
we can associate to an (∞, 1)-category its homotopy category which is an ordinary category. An
(∞, 2)-category is regarded as an∞-category enriched over (∞, 1)-categories. By taking homotopy
categories of mapping (∞, 1)-categories, we obtain the homotopy bicategory of an (∞, 2)-category.

In [22] we introduced the notion of duoidal ∞-categories, which are counterparts of duoidal
categories in the setting of higher categories. In [23] we generalized duoidal ∞-categories to
higher monoidal ∞-categories and studied their duality property. Higher monoidal categories are
generalizations of duoidal categories, which are also introduced in [2]. Higher monoidal categories
have multiple monoidal products together with multiple interchange laws. Higher monoidal ∞-
categories are counterparts of higher monoidal categories in higher category theory. In [25] we
gave an example of duoidal ∞-categories of operadic modules. Lurie [18] showed that the (∞, 1)-
category of O-A-modules in C admits the structure of an O-monoidal ∞-category, where O⊗ is a
small coherent symmetric ∞-operad, C is an O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category with a sufficient supply
of colimits, and A is an O-algebra in C. By generalizing this construction, we showed that if P⊗

is a symmetric ∞-operad, O⊗ is a small coherent symmetric ∞-operad, C is a P ⊗ O-monoidal
∞-category with a sufficient supply of colimits, and A is a P ⊗ O-algebra in C, then the (∞, 1)-
category of O-A-modules in C admits the structure of a mixed (P ,O)-duoidal ∞-category, where
P⊗ ⊗O⊗ is the Boardman-Vogt tensor product of P⊗ and O⊗.

The purpose of this paper is to give another example of duoidal ∞-categories. We show that
we can construct a duoidal ∞-category by the same procedure as in [7] in the setting of higher
categories. We consider an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z for an ∞-operad O⊗ over a perfect
operator category. We introduce an O-monoidale as an O-monoid object in the underlying (∞, 1)-
category of Z. We can consider the 1-full sub (∞, 2)-category ZL spanned by left adjoint 1-
morphisms, which inherits O-monoidal structure from Z. A map O-monoidale is defined to be an
O-monoidale in ZL.

For an object A in Z, the endomorphism mapping ∞-category Z(A,A) is a monoidal (∞, 1)-
category by composition of morphisms. Let ∆op be the opposite category of nonempty totally
ordered sets. We regard it as an ∞-operad over the perfect operator category O of finite ordered
sets. We formulate the composition monoidal structure on Z(A,A) by using the ∞-operad ∆op.

The first main theorem of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (cf. Theorem 6.3). Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category and let A be a map

O-monoidale in Z. The endomorphism mapping ∞-category Z(A,A) admits the structure of a

coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal ∞-category,

Next, we compare the O-monoidal structure onZ(A,A) with convolution product. We call anO-
comonoid object in the underlying (∞, 1)-category of Z an O-comonoidale. For an O-monoidale
A and an O-comonoidale C, we can define a convolution product on the mapping ∞-category
Z(C,A). Informally speaking, when O⊗ is the associative ∞-operad, the convolution product is
given by

C
c
−→ C ⊗ C

f⊗g
−→ A⊗A

m
−→ A

for f, g ∈ Z(C,A), where m is the product on A and c is the coproduct on C. The convolution
product gives Z(C,A) the structure of an O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category.

We denote by ZR the 1-full sub (∞, 2)-category of Z spanned by right adjoint 1-morphisms. By
taking adjoint morphisms, there is a dual equivalence between the (∞, 1)-category of O-monoidales
in ZL and the (∞, 1)-category of O-comonoidales in ZR. We denote by A∗ the O-comonoidale in
ZR corresponding to a map O-monoidale A under this equivalence. Since the underlying object of
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A∗ is equivalent to that of A, the underlying (∞, 1)-category of Z(A∗, A) is equivalent to that of
Z(A,A).

The second main theorem of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category and let A be a map O-monoidale in Z.
The O-monoidal structure on the coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal ∞-category Z(A,A) is equivalent

to the convolution product on Z(A∗, A).

The organization of this paper is as follows: The paper is divided into two parts. In Part 1
we introduce a notion of map monoidales and construct a duoidal structure on the endomorphism
mapping ∞-category of a map monoidale. In §2 we review duoidal categories in the setting of
higher categories. We recall the definition of (virtual) coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal ∞-categories,
where O⊗ and P⊗ are∞-operads over perfect operator categories. In §3 we review scaled simplicial
sets which are models of (∞, 2)-categories. We recall the model structure on the category of scaled
simplicial sets whose underlying ∞-category is equivalent to the theory of (∞, 2)-categories. In
§4 we study adjoint morphisms in (∞, 2)-categories. We construct 1-full sub (∞, 2)-categories
spanned by left and right adjoint 1-morphisms, respectively. We show that there is a natural
dual equivalence between the underlying (∞, 1)-categories of them. In §5 we introduce a map
O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category, where O⊗ is an ∞-operad over a perfect operator
category. We define a map O-monoidale to be an O-monoidale in ZL. We show that there is a
dual equivalence between the (∞, 1)-category of O-monoidales in ZL and the (∞, 1)-category of
O-comonoidales in ZR by taking adjoint morphisms. In §6 we prove Theorem 1.1. First, we show
that the endomorphism mapping∞-category Z(A,A) of an O-monoidale A is a virtual coCartesian
(∆op,O)-duoidal∞-category. After that, we show that it is in fact a coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal
∞-category when A is a map O-monoidale.

In Part 2 we compare the O-monoidal structure on Z(A,A) with convolution product. In §7
we introduce a convolution product on the mapping ∞-category. For an O-monoidale A and an
O-comonoidale C, we show that the mapping ∞-category Z(C,A) has the structure of an O-
monoidal (∞, 1)-category by convolution product. In order to compare the O-monoidal structure
on Z(A,A) with convolution product when A is a map O-monoidale, we need to establish an

equivalence between a wide subcategory Twl
sR(X ) of the twisted arrow ∞-category and a wide

subcategory AroplsL (X ) of the oplax arrow∞-category of an (∞, 2)-category X . For this purpose, in
§8 we introduce a twisted square∞-category TS(X ), which is a generalization of twisted arrow∞-
category. For a fibrant scaled simplicial set X which represents X , we construct a simplicial space
TS(X)• which represents TS(X ). We defer to §11 a proof of TS(X)• being a complete Segal space.

In §9 we show that there is an equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories between Twl
sR(X ) and AroplsL (X ).

For this purpose, we construct a perfect pairing between them by taking a suitable subcategory
of TS(X ). Finally, in §10 we show that the O-monoidal structure on Z(A,A) is equivalent to
the convolution product on Z(A∗, A), where A∗ is the dual O-comonoidale associated to the map
O-monoidale A.

Notation 1.3. We denote by Set∆ the category of simplicial sets. We write SetKan
∆ and SetJoy∆ for

the category Set∆ equipped with the Kan and Joyal model structures, respectively. In this paper
we mean that an ∞-groupoid is a Kan complex, that an ∞-category is a quasi-category, and that
an ∞-bicategory is a fibrant scaled simplicial set. We let rev : ∆op → ∆op be a functor given by
assigning to a nonempty finite ordered set its reverse ordered set. For a simplicial object S•, we
denote by Srev

• the composite functor S• ◦ rev.
We denote by S the∞-category of (small) spaces, by Cat(∞,1) the∞-category of (small) (∞, 1)-

categories, and by Cat(∞,2) the ∞-category of (small) (∞, 2)-categories. We denote by (−)≃ :
Cat(∞,1) → S the right adjoint to the inclusion functor S → Cat(∞,1), and by u1(−) : Cat(∞,2) →
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Cat(∞,1) the right adjoint to the inclusion functor Cat(∞,1) → Cat(∞,2). For an∞-category C which
admits finite products, we denote by C× the associated Cartesian symmetric monoidal∞-category.

For an (∞, 1)-category C with objects c and d, we denote by MapC(c, d) the mapping space
from c to d. For an (∞, 2)-category X with objects x and y, we denote by X (x, y) the mapping
(∞, 1)-category from x to y.

For a nonempty finite totally ordered set S, we denote by ∆S the (|S| − 1)-dimensional simplex
with S as the set of vertices. For s ∈ S, ∆S−{s} is the codimension 1 face of ∆S opposite to the
vertex s. For a subset ∅ 6= N & S, we set

ΛS
N =

⋃

s∈S−N

∆S−{s}.

For [r] = {0 < 1 < · · · < r}, we write ∆r and Λr
i for ∆[r] and Λ

[r]
{i}, respectively.

Part 1. Duoidal endomorphism mapping ∞-categories of map monoidales

In ordinary category theory a map monoidale is a pseudomonoid in a monoidal bicategory
whose unit and multiplication morphisms are left adjoint. The endomorphism category of a map
monoidale admits the structure of a duoidal category. In Part 1 we consider counterparts of this
construction in higher category theory.

In §5 we introduce a notion of a map O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z, where
O is an∞-operad over a perfect operator category. In §6 we show that the endomorphism mapping
∞-category of a map O-monoidale in Z admits the structure of a coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal
∞-category.

For this purpose, in §2 we recall the notion of duoidal ∞-categories introduced in [22, 23]. In
§3 we recall scaled simplicial sets which are models of (∞, 2)-categories. In §4 we study adjoint
morphisms in (∞, 2)-categories.

2. Duoidal ∞-categories

In ordinary category theory a duoidal category has two monoidal products in which one is (op)lax
monoidal with respect to the other. In this section we review the notion of duoidal category in the
setting of higher category theory (cf. [22, 23]).

Let Φ be a prefect operator category in the sense of [3, Definitions 1.2 and 4.6]. Associated to
Φ, we have the Leinster category Λ(Φ) equipped with collections of inert morphisms and active
morphisms. An ∞-operad over Φ is a functor p : O⊗ → Λ(Φ) of ∞-categories satisfying certain
conditions (see [3, Definition 7.8] for precise definition). By definition, a perfect operator category
Φ has a final object ∗. We denote by O the fiber O⊗

∗ at ∗ ∈ Λ(Φ) and say that it is the underlying
∞-category of O⊗. A morphism of O⊗ is said to be inert if it is a p-coCartesian morphism over
an inert morphism, and active if it covers an active morphism of Λ(Φ). A morphism of∞-operads
over Φ between O⊗ → Λ(Φ) and P⊗ → Λ(Φ) is a functor f : O⊗ → P⊗ over Λ(Φ) that preserves
inert morphisms. We denote by Op∞/Λ(Φ) the ∞-category of ∞-operads over Φ. We notice that
Op∞/Λ(Φ) admits finite products.

Example 2.1. Let F be the category of finite sets. By [3, Example 4.9.3], F is a perfect operator
category. By [3, Example 6.5], Λ(F) is equivalent to the category Fin∗ of pointed finite sets. By
[3, Example 7.9], the notion of ∞-operads over F coincides with that of Lurie’s ∞-operads in [18,
Chapter 2].

Example 2.2. Let O be the category of ordered finite sets. By [3, Example 4.9.2], O is a perfect
operator category. By [3, Example 6.6], Λ(O) is equivalent to ∆op. The notion of ∞-operads over
O coincides with that of non-symmetric ∞-operads in [11, §3].
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Let C⊗ → O⊗ be a map of ∞-operads over Φ. We say that it is an O-monoidal ∞-category if
it is a coCartesian fibration. In this case we have a multiplication map

⊗φ :
∏

i∈|I|

C⊗
ai

≃
←− C⊗

a
φ∗
−→ C⊗

b

for an active morphism φ : a→ b in O⊗, where p(a) = I, a ≃ (ai)i∈|I|, and ai, b ∈ O.
Let C and D be O-monoidal ∞-categories, and let g : C⊗ → D⊗ be a map of ∞-categories

over O⊗. We say that g is a lax O-monoidal functor if it is a map of ∞-operads over O⊗, that
is, it preserves inert morphisms. We say that g is a strong O-monoidal functor if it preserves
coCartesian morphisms. We denote by Mon

lax
O (Cat(∞,1)) the subcategory of Cat(∞,1)/O⊗ spanned

by O-monoidal ∞-category and lax O-monoidal functors. We denote by MonO(Cat(∞,1)) the

wide subcategory of Mon
lax
O (Cat(∞,1)) spanned by strong O-monoidal functors. We notice that

Mon
lax
O (Cat(∞,1)) and MonO(Cat(∞,1)) admit finite products.

As in [18, §2.4.2], we can identify anO-monoidal∞-category with a functor fromO⊗ to Cat(∞,1).

Let Y be an ∞-category with finite products, and let M be a functor O⊗ → Y of ∞-categories.
For any a ∈ O⊗ with p(a) = I, we can take a family of p-coCartesian morphisms {a→ ai| i ∈ |I|}
lying over the inert morphisms {ρi : I → {i}| i ∈ |I|}. The family {a → ai| i ∈ |I|} induces a
morphism M(a)→

∏
i∈|I| M(ai) in Y , which we call a Segal map. We say that M is an O-monoid

object in Y if the Segal map is an equivalence for each a ∈ O⊗. We denote by MonO(Y ) the full
subcategory of Fun(O⊗, Y ) spanned by O-monoid objects. There is an equivalence of∞-categories
between MonO(Cat(∞,1)) and MonO(Cat(∞,1)) (cf. [18, Remark 2.4.2.6]).

Now, we define a notion of virtual coCartesian duoidal ∞-category. Let pO : O⊗ → Λ(Φ) and
pP : P⊗ → Λ(Ψ) be ∞-operads over perfect operator categories Φ and Ψ, respectively. We denote
by πO and πP the projections from O⊗ × P⊗ to the factors, respectively.

Definition 2.3 (Definition of virtual coCartesian Duoidal ∞-categories). Let

f : X → O⊗ × P⊗.

be a categorical fibration of ∞-categories. We say that f is a virtual coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal
∞-category if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) The composite πO ◦ f : X → O⊗ is a coCartesian fibration, and f carries (πO ◦ f)-
coCartesian morphisms to πO-coCartesian morphisms.

(2) For each a ∈ O⊗, the restriction pa : Xa → P⊗ is a morphism of ∞-operads over Λ(Ψ).
(3) For each morphism a → a′ in O⊗, the induced map Xa → Xa′ over P⊗ is a morphism of
∞-operads over P⊗.

(4) For each a ∈ O⊗ with pO(a) = I, the Segal morphism

Xa −→
∏

i∈|I|

P⊗

Xai

is an equivalence in the∞-category Op∞/P⊗ of∞-operads over P⊗, where {a→ ai| i ∈ |I|}
is a family of pO-coCartesian morphisms lying over the inert morphisms {ρi : I → {i}| i ∈
|I|}, and the right hand side is a product in Op∞/P⊗ .

Remark 2.4. A virtual coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal ∞-category corresponds to an O-monoid ob-
ject of the Cartesian symmetric monoidal ∞-category Op∞/P⊗ under the straightening along the

map πO ◦ f : X → O⊗.

Next, we recall the definition of coCartesian duoidal ∞-categories.
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Definition 2.5 (Definition of coCartesian Duoidal ∞-categories (cf. [22, Definition 4.23] and [23,
Definition 3.14])). Let

f : X → O⊗ × P⊗.

be a categorical fibration of ∞-categories. We say that f is a coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal ∞-
category if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) The map f is a virtual coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal ∞-category.
(2) For each a ∈ O⊗, the restriction pa : Xa → P

⊗ is a P-monoidal ∞-category.

Remark 2.6. A coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal ∞-category corresponds to an O-monoid object of

the Cartesian symmetric monoidal∞-categoryMon
lax
P (Cat(∞,1)) under the straightening along the

map πO ◦ f : X → O⊗.

Informally speaking, a coCartesian (O,P)-duoidal∞-category has O-monoidal and P-monoidal
products in which the O-monoidal structure is lax monoidal with respect to the P-monoidal struc-
ture and the P-monoidal structure is oplax monoidal with respect to the O-monoidal structure.

3. Scaled simplicial sets and (∞, 2)-categories

In this section we review scaled simplicial sets which are models of (∞, 2)-categories. We recall
the model structure on the category of scaled simplicial sets introduced in [19] whose underlying
∞-category is equivalent to the ∞-category Cat(∞,2) of (∞, 2)-categories.

First, we recall the definition of scaled simplicial sets.

Definition 3.1 ([19, Definition 3.1.1])). A scaled simplicial set is a pair (X,TX) in which X is a
simplicial set and TX is a set of 2-simplices of X that contains all the degenerate 2-simplices. We
say that a 2-simplex is thin if it is contained in TX . For scaled simplicial sets X = (X,TX) and
Y = (Y , TY ), a morphism f : X → Y of scaled simplicial sets is a map f : X → Y of simplicial
sets that carries TX into TY . We denote by Setsc∆ the category of scaled simplicial sets.

For a simplicial set S, we have two canonical scaled simplicial sets S♯ and S♭. The scaled
simplicial set S♯ has the underlying simplicial set S equipped with all 2-simplices as thin triangles.
On the other hand, S♭ has the underlying simplicial set S equipped with all degenerate 2-simplices
as thin triangles.

Now, we recall scaled anodyne maps of scaled simplicial sets which characterize fibrant objects
in Setsc∆.

Definition 3.2 ([19, Definition 3.1.3]). The collection of scaled anodyne maps is the weakly
saturated class of morphisms of Setsc∆ generated by the following maps:

(An1) For each 0 < i < n, the inclusion map

(Λn
i , {∆

{i−1,i,i+1}}|Λn
i
∪ {degenerate}) −→ (∆n, {∆{i−1,i,i+1}} ∪ {degenerate}).

(An2) The inclusion map

(∆4, T ) −→ (∆4, T ∪ {∆{0,3,4},∆0,1,4}),

where

T = {∆{0,2,4},∆{1,2,3},∆{0,1,3},∆{1,3,4},∆{0,1,2}} ∪ {degenerate}.

(An3) For n > 2, the inclusion map

(Λn
0

∐

∆{0,1}

∆0, {∆{0,1,n}} ∪ {degenerate}) −→ (∆n
∐

∆{0,1}

∆0, {∆{0,1,n}} ∪ {degenerate}).
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A model structure on Setsc∆ was introduced in [19] and showed that the underlying ∞-category
of Setsc∆ is equivalent to the ∞-category Cat(∞,2) of (∞, 2)-categories.

Theorem 3.3 (cf. [19, Theorem 4.2.7], [14, Theorem 1.29], and [13, Theorem 1.12]). There exists

a model structure on Setsc∆ whose cofibrations are the monomorphisms and whose fibrant objects

are those objects that have the right lifting properties with respect to the scaled anodyne maps.

Definition 3.4. We call a fibrant scaled simplicial set an ∞-bicategory.

Remark 3.5. In [19, Definition 4.1.1] scaled simplicial sets satisfying the right lifting property
with respect to the scaled anodyne maps are referred to as weak∞-bicategories, and fibrant objects
in Setsc∆ are referred to as ∞-bicategories. However, it is shown that these two notations coincide
in [14, Theorem 5.1].

We recall that SetJoy∆ is the category of simplicial sets equipped with the Joyal model structure.
By assigning the scaled simplicial set S♯ to a simplicial set S, we obtain a left Quillen functor

(−)♯ : Set
Joy
∆ → Setsc∆. We denote by

u1 : Setsc∆ −→ SetJoy∆

the right adjoint to (−)♯, which assigns to a scaled simplicial set X = (X,TX) the subcomplex

of X spanned by those simplices whose 2-dimensional faces are all thin. Since u1 is a right
Quillen functor, u1X is an∞-category for an∞-bicategory X . The functor u1 induces the functor
u1 : Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,1) of the underlying ∞-categories, which is a right adjoint to the inclusion
functor Cat(∞,1) → Cat(∞,2).

The model structure on Setsc∆ is cartesian closed by [19, Proposition 3.1.8 and Lemma 4.2.6].
(see, also, [14, Remark 1.31] or [13, the paragraph before Lemma 1.24]). Thus, we have a function
object FUN(X,Y ) in Setsc∆ for scaled simplicial sets X and Y . When Y is an ∞-bicategory,
FUN(X,Y ) is also an ∞-bicategory. We denote by

Fun(X,Y )

its underlying ∞-category u1FUN(X,Y ), and by

Mapsc(X,Y )

its underlying ∞-groupoid u1FUN(X,Y )≃.
The Gray tensor product of scaled simplicial sets was introduced in [13]. This construction

determines a functor

(−)⊗ (−) : Setsc∆ × Setsc∆ −→ Setsc∆,

which is a left Quillen bifunctor by [13, Theorem 2.14]. Hence, it induces a functor (−) ⊗ (−) :
Cat(∞,2) × Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,2) of ∞-categories, which preserves colimits separately in each vari-

able. For example, the Gray tensor product ∆1
♯ ⊗∆1

♯ is a scaled simplicial set whose underlying

simplicial set is ∆1 ×∆1 equipped with the 2-simplex ∆{(0,0),(1,0),(1,1)} together with degenerate
2-simplices as thin. It represents an oplax square depicted by

(0, 0)

��

// (0, 1)

��
(1, 0) //

7?✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

(1, 1).
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The Gray tensor product on scaled simplicial sets has adjoints FUNlax(−,−) and FUNopl(−,−)
which satisfy

HomSetsc∆
(Z,FUNlax(X,Y )) ∼= HomSetsc∆

(Z ⊗X,Y ),

HomSetsc∆
(Z,FUNopl(X,Y )) ∼= HomSetsc∆

(X ⊗ Z, Y ).

If Y is an ∞-bicategory, then FUNlax(X,Y ) and FUNopl(X,Y ) are also ∞-bicategories. We write

Funlax(X,Y ), Funopl(X,Y )

for the underlying ∞-categories u1FUN
lax(X,Y ) and u1FUN

opl(X,Y ), respectively.

4. Adjoint morphisms in (∞, 2)-categories

In this section we study adjoint morphisms in (∞, 2)-categories. For an (∞, 2)-category X , we
construct 1-full sub (∞, 2)-categories XL and XR spanned by left and right adjoint 1-morphisms,
respectively. We show that there is a natural dual equivalence between the underlying (∞, 1)-
categories of XL and XR.

First, we observe a property of adjoint 1-morphisms in an (∞, 2)-category. Let (mL,mR, η)
be an adjunction in an (∞, 2)-category X , where mL : x → x′ is a left adjoint 1-morphism to
mR : x′ → x, and η : idx ⇒ mRmL is its unit 2-morphism. For 1-morphisms f : x → y and
g : x′ → y of X , we consider a map of mapping spaces

MapX (x′,y)(fm
R, g) −→ MapX (x,y)(f, gm

L)

given by the composite

MapX (x′,y)(fm
R, g)

(−)mL

−−−−→ MapX (x,y)(fm
RmL, gmL)

(fη)∗

−−−−→ MapX (x,y)(f, gm
L).

The following lemma might be well-known but we give a proof of it for convenience of readers.

Lemma 4.1. The map MapX (x′,y)(fm
R, g)→ MapX (x,y)(f, gm

L) is an equivalence.

Proof. We shall construct a homotopy inverse of the map. We consider a map given by the
composite

MapX (x,y)(f, gm
L)

(−)mR

−−−−→ MapX (x′,y)(fm
R, gmLmR)

(gǫ)∗
−−−−→ MapX (x,y)(fm

R, g),

where ǫ : mLmR ⇒ idx′ is a counit of the adjunction. By the triangle identity, we see that it is
the desired homotopy inverse. �

For an (∞, 2)-category X , we construct 1-full sub (∞, 2)-categories XL and XR of X spanned
by left and right adjoint 1-morphisms, respectively. We give a construction of ∞-bicategories XL

and XR which represent XL and XR, respectively, when X is represented by an ∞-bicategory X .
Let X = (X,TX) be a fibrant scaled simplicial set. We write XL for the subcomplex of X

spanned by those simplices whose 1-dimensional faces are all left adjoint. We define XL to be the
scaled simplicial set (XL, TXL), where TXL is the restriction of TX to XL. We define a scaled
simplicial set XR in a similar manner by using right adjoints instead of left adjoints. We show
that XL and XR are fibrant scaled simplicial sets and hence they represent (∞, 2)-categories.

Lemma 4.2. The scaled simplicial sets XL and XR are fibrant.

Proof. We shall prove the case for XL. The case for XR can be proven in a similar manner. We
consider an extension problem of scaled anodyne maps with respect to XL. Since X is fibrant, we
can find an extension in X . If a scaled anodyne map is of type (An1) for n ≥ 3, (An2), or (An3),
then the extension lands in XL since the source of scaled anodyne maps contains all 1-simplices of
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the target. If a scaled anodyne map is of type (An1) for n = 2, then the image of ∆{0,2} in X is
equivalent to a composite of left adjoints, and hence the extension also lands in XL. �

Definition 4.3. Let X be an (∞, 2)-category represented by a fibrant scaled simplicial set X . We
denote by XL and XR the (∞, 2)-categories represented by fibrant scaled simplicial sets XL and
XR, respectively.

We recall that the inclusion functor Cat(∞,1) → Cat(∞,2) has the right adjoint u1 : Cat(∞,2) →
Cat(∞,1). For an (∞, 2)-category X , u1X is the underlying (∞, 1)-category of X obtained by
discarding all non-invertible 2-morphisms. Next, we show that there is a dual equivalence between
u1XL and u1XR by taking adjoint 1-morphisms. For this purpose, we construct a perfect pairing
between u1XL and u1XR.

First, we construct a pairing of u1XL and u1XR. For this purpose, we recall the oplax arrow
∞-category

Aropl(X )

which is represented by the ∞-category Funopl(∆1
♯ , X) (cf. [16, Definition 7.5]). An object of

Aropl(X ) is a 1-morphism of X . A morphism of Aropl(X ) from f : x → y to f ′ : x′ → y′ is an
oplax square depicted by

x

f

��

// x′

f ′

��
y //

;C
⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧

⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧
y′.

The inclusion map ∂∆1
♯ → ∆1

♯ induces a map FUNopl(∆1
♯ , X) → X × X , which is a fibration

between fibrant objects in Setsc∆. Since u1 : Setsc∆ → SetJoy∆ is a right Quillen functor, we obtain a

map Aropl(X)→ u1X × u1X , which is a fibration of fibrant objects in SetJoy∆ . We write

(s, t) : Aropl(X ) −→ u1X × u1X

for the corresponding map of (∞, 1)-categories.

Remark 4.4. The map (s, t) : Aropl(X )→ u1X×u1X is an orthofibration by [16, Proposition 7.9].

Now, we give a sufficient condition for 1-morphisms in Aropl(X ) to be (s, t)-coCartesian.

Lemma 4.5. Let σ be a morphism in Aropl(X ) depicted by

x

f

��

gL

// x′

f ′

��
y

h
//

u

<D
��������

��������
y′

where gL is a left adjoint 1-morphism. Then σ is an (s, t)-coCartesian morphism if f ′ is equivalent

to hfgR, and the 2-morphism u is equivalent to the composite hf
hfη
=⇒ hfgRgL ≃ f ′gL, where

(gL, gR, η) is an adjunction in X that is an extension of gL.

Proof. Let f ′′ : x′′ → y′′ be an object of Aropl(X ). We would like to show that the following
commutative diagram

MapAropl(X )(f
′, f ′′) −→ MapAropl(X )(f, f

′′)y
y

Mapu1X×u1X ((x′, y′), (x′′, y′′)) −→ Mapu1X×u1X ((x, y), (x′′, y′′))
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is a pullback in the (∞, 1)-category of spaces. We take a 1-morphism (k, l) : (x′, y′)→ (x′′, y′′) in
u1X × u1X . The induced map on fibers

MapAropl(X )(f
′, f ′′)(k,l) → MapAropl(X )(f, f

′′)(kgL,lh)

is identified with the map

MapX (x′,y′′)(lf
′, f ′′k) −→ MapX (x,y′′)(lhf, f

′′kgL)

given by the composition with σ, which is an equivalence by Lemma 4.1. �

We define maps

(s, t)sL : AroplsL (X ) −→ u1XL × u1X ,

(s, t)L,R : AroplL,R(X ) −→ u1XL × u1XR

by the following pullback diagrams

AroplL,R(X ) −→ AroplsL (X ) −→ Aropl(X )

(s,t)L,R

y (s,t)sL

y
y(s,t)

u1X
L × u1X

R −→ u1X
L × u1X −→ u1X × u1X.

By the criterion of (s, t)-coCartesian morphisms in Lemma 4.5, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6. The maps (s, t)sL : AroplsL (X )→ u1XL × u1X and (s, t)L,R : AroplL,R(X )→ u1XL ×

u1XR are coCartesian fibrations.

Next, we construct the desired pairing from the map (s, t)L,R. We define Ar
opl

L,R(X ) to be the

full subcategory of AroplL,R(X ) spanned by those objects that are right adjoint 1-morphisms in X .

By restricting the map (s, t)L,R to Ar
opl

L,R(X ), we obtain a map

(s, t)L,R : Ar
opl

L,R(X ) −→ u1X
L × u1X

R.

Lemma 4.7. The map (s, t)L,R : Ar
opl

L,R(X )→ u1XL × u1XR is a coCartesian fibration.

Proof. Let f : x→ y be an object of Ar
opl

L,R(X ) and let (gL, hR) : (x, y)→ (x′, y′) be a morphism of

u1XL × u1XR. We take a (s, t)L,R-coCartesian morphism f → f ′ in AroplL,R(X ) covering (gL, hR).

It suffices to show that f ′ belongs to Ar
opl

L,R(X ). This follows from the fact that hRfgR is a right
adjoint 1-morphism. �

We define Pair(X ) to be the wide subcategory of Ar
opl

L,R(X ) spanned by (s, t)L,R-coCartesian
morphisms. We denote by

(s, t)pair : Pair(X ) −→ u1X
L × u1X

R

the restriction of (s, t)L,R to Pair(X ). By Lemma 4.7, the map (s, t)pair is a left fibration, and

hence it defines a pairing of (∞, 1)-categories between u1XL and u1XR.

Theorem 4.8. The pairing (s, t)pair : Pair(X )→ u1X
L × u1X

R is perfect.

Proof. By [18, Corollary 5.2.1.22], it suffices to show that the pairing (s, t)pair is both left and right
representable and that an object of Pair(X ) is left universal if and only if it is right universal.

First, we show that (s, t)pair is left representable. Let x be an object of u1XL. We set S(x) =
{x} ×u1XL Pair(X ) for simplicity. We take the identity morphism idx : x→ x, which we regard as
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an object of S(x). We have to show that idx is an initial object. For any object f : x→ y in S(x),
we can identify MapS(x)(idx, f) with Mapu1XR(x, y)/f , which is contractible.

Next, we shall show that (s, t)pair is right representable. Let y be an object of u1XR. We set
T(y) = Pair(X ) ×u1XR {y} for simplicity. We take the identity morphism idy : y → y, which we
regard as an object of T(y). We have to show that idy is an initial object. For any object f : x→ y

in T(y), we can identify MapT(y)(idy, f) with the space of units (g, f, u) that are extensions of f ,

which is contractible by [20, Theorem 4.4.18].
Finally, we shall show that an object of Pair(X ) is left universal if and only if it is right universal.

By the above argument, we see that an object f : x→ y of Pair(X ) is left universal if and only if
f is equivalent to idx in S(x). This means that f is an equivalence in X . In a similar manner we
see that f is right universal if and only if f is an equivalence in X . This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.9. There is a dual equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories between u1XL and u1XR.

Remark 4.10. The dual equivalence in Corollary 4.9 is the identity on objects and assigns to a
left adjoint 1-morphism its right adjoint 1-morphism.

Finally, we show that the dual equivalence in Corollary 4.9 is natural with respect to X . We
let u1(−)L and u1(−)R be functors from Cat(∞,2) to Cat(∞,1) which assigns u1YL and u1YR to
an (∞, 2)-category Y, respectively.

Corollary 4.11. There is a natural dual equivalence of functors between u1(−)L and u1(−)R.

Proof. Let f : Y → Z be a functor of (∞, 2)-categories. This induces a morphism of pairings

(4.1)

Pair(Y)
Pair(f)

−−−−−−−−−→ Pair(Z)y
y

u1YL × u1YR u1f
L×u1f

R

−−−−−−−−−→ u1ZL × u1ZR.

By the characterization of right universal objects in Pair(X ) in the proof of Theorem 4.8, we see
that (4.1) is right representable in the sense of [18, Variant 5.2.1.16]. By this observation, we
obtain a functor

Cat(∞,2) −→ CPairperf

of∞-categories by assigning to an (∞, 2)-category Y the perfect pairing Pair(Y)→ u1YL×u1YR,

where CPairperf is the ∞-category of perfect pairings and right representable morphisms (see

[18, Remark 5.2.1.20] for the definition of CPairperf). This implies that the dual equivalence in
Corollary 4.9 is natural with respect to X . �

Remark 4.12. We can prove an existence of a natural dual equivalence between u1XL and u1XR

by using [15, Remark 4.11] as well. Let adj be the free 2-category containing an adjunction, and let
adj

• be the cosimplicial (∞, 2)-category whose nth object is the (∞, 2)-category of n composable
adjunctions adj

∐
[0] · · ·

∐
[0] adj. By [15, Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.11], there are equivalences of

simplicial spaces

MapCat(∞,2)
([•]op,X )ladj

≃
←−MapCat(∞,2)

(adj•,X )
≃
−→ MapCat(∞,2)

([•],X )radj.

This implies that there is a natural dual equivalence of complete Segal spaces associated to u1XL

and u1X
R.
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5. Map monoidales in monoidal ∞-bicategories

In this section we generalize map monoidales in monoidal bicategories in the setting of higher cat-
egory theory. We introduce notions of left adjoint O-monoidales and right adjoint O-comonoidales
in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category. We show that there is a dual equivalence between the (∞, 1)-
category of left adjoint O-monoidales and the (∞, 1)-category of right adjoint O-comonoidales by
taking adjoint morphisms.

Since Cat(∞,2) has finite products, we can consider O-monoid objects in Cat(∞,2). We call an
O-monoid object in Cat(∞,2) an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category. In the following of this section we
let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category.

Since the functor u1 : Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,1) is right adjoint to the inclusion functor, it pre-
serves small limits. In particular, it preserves finite products and hence it induces a functor
u1 : MonO(Cat(∞,2)) → MonO(Cat(∞,1)). From this observation, we see that u1Z is an O-
monoidal (∞, 1)-category.

Let W be an O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category. We identify W with a coCartesian fibration W⊗ →
O⊗ of ∞-operads. An O-algebra object A in W is a map of ∞-operads O⊗ →W⊗ over O⊗. We
define AlgO(W) to be the full subcategory of FunO⊗(O⊗,W⊗) spanned by O-algebra objects, and
call it the ∞-category of O-algebra objects in W .

The opposite (∞, 1)-category Wop inherits an O-monoidal structure from W . An O-coalgebra
object in W is an O-algebra object in Wop. We define coAlgO(W) to be AlgO(W

op)op, and call it
the ∞-category of O-coalgebra objects in W .

In ordinary category theory a monoidale is a pseudomonoid in a monoidal bicategory. We define
a monoidale in the setting of higher category theory.

Definition 5.1. Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category. An O-monoidale in Z is an O-algebra
object in u1Z. An O-comonoidale in Z is an O-coalgebra object in u1Z.

Next, we would like to introduce a notion of a map monoidale in the setting of higher category
theory. For this purpose, we show that the (∞, 2)-categories ZL and ZR inherit O-monoidal
structure from Z.

Lemma 5.2. If Z is an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category, then ZL and ZR are also O-monoidal

(∞, 2)-categories.

Proof. We shall show that ZL is an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category. The case of ZR is similar. The
construction X 7→ XL determines a functor (−)L : Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,2). This functor preserves

finite products. Thus, it induces a functor (−)L : MonO(Cat(∞,2))→ MonO(Cat(∞,2)). �

By Lemma 5.2, we have O-monoidal (∞, 1)-categories u1Z
L and u1Z

R. In ordinary category
theory a monoidale is said to be a map monoidale if the product and unit morphisms are left
adjoint 1-morphisms. We define a notion of a map monoidale in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category.

Definition 5.3. Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category. We define a map O-monoidale in Z
to be an O-monoidale in ZL. We also say that a map O-monoidale is a left adjoint O-monoidale.
We define a right adjoint O-comonoidale in Z to be an O-comonoidale in ZR.

Next, we study a duality of left adjoint O-monoidales and right adjoint O-comonoidales under
the dual equivalence in Corollary 4.9. For this purpose, we promote the dual equivalence in
Corollary 4.9 to a dual equivalence of monoidal (∞, 1)-categories.

Lemma 5.4. When Z is an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category, there is a natural dual equivalence of

O-monoidal (∞, 1)-categories between u1Z
L and u1Z

R.
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Proof. By the proof of Corollary 4.11, there is a functor Cat(∞,2) → CPairpair which assigns to

an (∞, 2)-category X the perfect pairing Pair(X )→ u1XL ×XR. We can verify that this functor

preserves finite products. Hence we obtain a functor MonO(Cat(∞,2)) → MonO(Pair
perf). This

implies that the dual equivalence in Corollary 4.9 can be promoted to a natural dual equivalence
of O-monoidal (∞, 1)-categories. �

By Lemma 5.4, we obtain a duality between left adjoint O-monoidales and right adjoint O-
comonoidales.

Corollary 5.5. There is a natural dual equivalence between the ∞-category of left adjoint O-
monoidales and the ∞-category of right adjoint O-comonoidales

AlgO(u1Z
L) ≃ coAlgO(u1Z

R)op.

Definition 5.6. For a left adjoint O-monoidale A ∈ AlgO(u1ZL), we let A∗ be the corresponding
object in coAlgO(u1ZR) under the equivalence in Corollary 5.5. We call A∗ the right adjoint
O-comonoidale associated to A. Similarly, for a right adjoint O-comonoidale C ∈ coAlgO(u1Z

R),
we denote by C∗ the corresponding object in AlgO(u1ZL) under the equivalence in Corollary 5.5.
We call C∗ the left adjoint O-monoidale associated to C.

6. Map monoidales and Duoidal ∞-categories

Let A be a map O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z. The goal of this section is to
show that the endomorphism mapping ∞-category Z(A,A) admits the structure of a coCartesian
(∆op,O)-duoidal ∞-category.

First, we construct a simplicial O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category Funopl([•],Z)⊗. For an (∞, 2)-

category K, the functor Funopl(K,−) : Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,1) preserves finite products. Hence, it
induces a functor

Funopl(K,−)⊗ : MonO(Cat(∞,2))→ MonO(Cat(∞,1)).

Thus, Funopl(K,Z)⊗ is an O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category for an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z. We
notice that it is functorial with respect to K. We define a simplicial O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category

Funopl([•],Z)⊗ : ∆op −→ MonO(Cat(∞,1))

which is given by [n] 7→ Funopl([n],Z)⊗.
Notice that the 0th O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category Funopl([0],Z)⊗ is equivalent to u1Z⊗. The

inclusion map i : {[0]} →֒ ∆op induces an adjunction

i∗ : Fun(∆op,MonO(Cat(∞,1))) ⇄ MonO(Cat(∞,1)) : i∗,

where i∗ is the restriction and i∗ is its right adjoint given by the right Kan extension along i.
Hence, the equivalence i∗Funopl([•],Z)⊗ ≃ u1Z⊗ gives rise to a map

Funopl([•],Z)⊗ −→ i∗u1Z
⊗

in Fun(∆op,MonO(Cat(∞,1))). By using the composite MonO(Cat(∞,1)) ≃ MonO(Cat(∞,1)) →

Mon
lax
O (Cat(∞,1))→ Op∞/O⊗ , we regard it as a map in Fun(∆op,Op∞/O⊗).

Let A ∈ AlgO(u1Z) be an O-monoidale in Z. We regard A as a morphism of ∞-operads
A : O⊗ → u1Z⊗ over O⊗. By the right Kan extension along i, we obtain a morphism

i∗A : i∗O
⊗ −→ i∗u1Z

⊗

in Fun(∆op,Op∞/O⊗).
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Definition 6.1. We define Z(A,A)⊗• by the following pullback diagram in Fun(∆op,Op∞/O⊗)

(6.1)

Z(A,A)⊗• −→ Funopl([•],Z)⊗y
y

i∗O⊗ i∗A−→ i∗u1Z⊗.

We would like to show that Z(A,A)⊗• is a ∆op-monoid object in Mon
lax
O (Cat(∞,1)), which is a

full subcategory of Op∞/O⊗ , when A is a map O-monoidale. First, we show that Z(A,A)⊗• is a

∆op-monoid object of Op∞/O⊗ , and hence it corresponds to a virtual coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal
∞-category by Remark 2.4.

Proposition 6.2. The functor Z(A,A)⊗• is a ∆op-monoid object of Op∞/O⊗ .

Proof. For a simplicial object F in an (∞, 1)-category which admits finite limits, we say that F is
a category object if the inert maps [n]→ [i] in ∆op for i = 0, 1 induce an equivalence

F ([n])→ F ({0, 1})×F ({1}) · · · ×F ({n−1}) F ({n− 1, n})

for each n ≥ 0. In order to prove the proposition, it suffices to show that Z(A,A)⊗• is a category
object and that Z(A,A)⊗0 is a final object in Op∞/O⊗ .

First, we shall show that Z(A,A)⊗• is a category object in Op∞/O⊗ . Since category objects

are closed under limits, it suffices to show that i∗O⊗, i∗u1Z⊗, and Funopl([•],Z)⊗ are category
objects. For an ∞-operad P⊗ over O⊗, the simplicial object i∗P⊗ is given by

[n] 7→

n+1︷ ︸︸ ︷
P⊗ ×O⊗ · · · ×O⊗ P⊗ .

By this description, we see that i∗O⊗ and i∗u1Z⊗ are category objects. By using an equivalence
{0, 1}

∐
{1} · · ·

∐
{n−1}{n − 1, n} → [n] of (∞, 1)-categories and the fact that the Gray tensor

product preserves colimits in each variable, we obtain an equivalence

({0, 1}⊗Y)
∐

{1}⊗Y

· · ·
∐

{n−1}⊗Y

({n− 1, n}⊗Y)
≃
−→ [n]⊗Y

of (∞, 2)-categories for any (∞, 1)-category Y. This equivalence implies that the simplicial object

MapCat(∞,1)
(Y,Funopl([•],Z)⊗) is a category object in MonO(S). By the Yoneda lemma and the

fact that MonO(Cat(∞,1)) → Op∞/O⊗ preserves limits, we see that Funopl([•],Z)⊗ is a category
object of Op∞/O⊗ .

Next, we shall show that Z(A,A, )⊗0 is a final object of Op∞/O⊗ . Since the right vertical arrow in

(6.1) induces an equivalence, so does the left vertical arrow. The claim follows from the equivalence
i∗O⊗([0]) ≃ O⊗. �

Finally, when A is a map O-monoidale in Z, we show that Z(A,A)⊗• is a ∆op-monoid object of

Mon
lax
O (Cat(∞,1)), which corresponds to a coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal∞-category by Remark 2.6.

Theorem 6.3. We assume that A is a map O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z.

Then, the functor Z(A,A)⊗• is an object of Mon∆op(Mon
lax
O (Cat(∞,1))), and hence it corresponds

to a coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal ∞-category.

Proof. By Proposition 6.2, it suffices to show that Z(A,A)⊗1 is an O-monoidal ∞-category. We

write Aropl(Z)⊗ for Funopl([1],Z)⊗. Since A is a map O-monoidale, the map A : O⊗ → u1Z
⊗
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factors through (u1ZL)⊗. We consider the following pullback diagram

AroplsL (Z) −→ Aropl(Z)⊗

(s,t)⊗sL

y
y(s,t)⊗

(u1ZL)⊗ ×O⊗ u1Z⊗ −→ u1Z⊗ ×O⊗ u1Z⊗

in Op∞/O⊗ . Since Z(A,A)⊗1 → O
⊗ is obtained by taking pullback of (s, t)⊗sL along the map

(A,A) : O⊗ → (u1ZL)⊗ ×O⊗ u1Z⊗, it suffices to show that (s, t)⊗sL is a coCartesian fibration.
We have a commutative diagram

AroplsL (Z)
(s,t)⊗sL //

p
$$■

■■
■■

■■
■■

(u1ZL)⊗ ×O⊗ u1Z⊗

q
ww♦♦♦

♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

O⊗,

where p and q are coCartesian fibrations. First, we shall show that (s, t)⊗sL is a locally coCartesian
fibration. For this, by the dual of [17, Proposition 2.4.2.11], it suffices to show that the following two
conditions hold: (1) The map (s, t)⊗sL carries p-coCartesian morphisms to q-coCartesian morphisms.

(2) For any a ∈ O⊗, the induced map AroplsL (Z)a → (u1Z
L)⊗a × u1Z

⊗
a on fibers is a coCartesian

fibration.
For (1), we let f : x → x′ be an object of AroplsL (Z) over a ∈ O⊗, and let φ : a → b be a

morphism in O⊗. We may assume that φ : a→ b is active, where a ≃ {ai}i∈|I|, and ai, b ∈ O. We
can write f ≃ {fi}i∈|I|, where fi : xi → x′

i. A p-coCartesian morphism f → φ∗f is identified with

{fi}i∈|I| → ⊗φfi. Then (s, t)⊗sL(f → φ∗f) is identified with {(xi, x
′
i)}i∈|I| → (⊗φxi,⊗φx

′
i). Thus,

(s, t)⊗sL carries p-coCartesian morphisms to q-coCartesian morphisms. For (2), we may assume that

a ∈ O. Then the map AroplsL (Z)a → (u1ZL)⊗a × u1Z⊗
a is a coCartesian fibration by Corollary 4.6.

Finally, we would like to show that (s, t)⊗sL is in fact a coCartesian fibration. By the dual of [17,

Proposition 2.4.2.8] together with the characterization of locally (s, t)⊗sL-coCartesian morphisms
in the dual of [17, Proposition 2.4.2.11], it suffices to show that the following condition holds: (3)

For any morphism φ : a → b in O⊗, the induced functor φ∗ : AroplsL (Z)a → AroplsL (Z)b carries

(s, t)⊗sL,a-coCartesian morphisms to (s, t)⊗sL,b-coCartesian morphisms.

For (3), we may assume that φ : a → b is active, where a ≃ {ai}i∈|I|, and ai, b ∈ O. We let

{fi}i∈|I| → {gi}i∈|I| be a morphism of AroplsL (Z)a ≃
∏

i∈|I|Ar
opl
sL (Z)ai . Then we have an oplax

square σi:

xi

fi
��

mL
i // yi

gi

��
x′
i

ui

;C
⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧

⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧

ni

// y′i

for each i ∈ |I|, where mL
i is a left adjoint 1-morphism in Zai . By Lemma 4.5, the morphism

{fi}i∈|I| → {gi}i∈|I| is (s, t)
⊗
sL,a-coCartesian if and only if the map vi : nifim

R
i =⇒ gi is invertible

for each i, where vi is a 2-morphism corresponding to ui under the equivalence in Lemma 4.1. We
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can identify the morphism φ∗({fi}i∈|I| → {gi}i∈|I|) with an oplax square σ:

⊗φxi

⊗φfi

��

⊗φm
L
i // ⊗φyi

⊗φgi

��
⊗φx

′
i ⊗φni

//
⊗φui

7?✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

✇✇✇✇✇✇✇✇

⊗φy
′
i.

By Lemma 4.5, σ is an (s, t)⊗sL,b-coCartesian morphism if and only if v : (⊗φni)(⊗φfi)(⊗φmi)
R ⇒

⊗φgi is invertible, where (⊗φmi)
R is a right adjoint to ⊗φm

L
i . Since there is an equivalence

(⊗φmi)
R ≃ ⊗φ(m

R
i ), we see that v ≃ ⊗φvi is invertible if vi is invertible for each i. �

Part 2. Convolution product in monoidal (∞, 2)-categories

In ordinary category theory the endomorphism category of a map monoidale has the structure
of a duoidal category. One of the two monoidal products is given by composition of morphisms,
and the other is by convolution product.

Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category and let A be a map O-monoidale in Z. In §6 we showed
that Z(A,A)⊗• corresponds to a coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal ∞-category. The ∆op-monoidal
structure is given by composition of morphisms in Z. In Part 2 we show that the O-monoidal
structure on Z(A,A)⊗• is given by convolution product.

In §7 we introduce convolution product on the mapping ∞-category Z(C,A) from an O-
comonoidale C to an O-monoidale A in an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z. We construct an
O-monoidal ∞-category Z(C,A)⊗conv whose underlying ∞-category is Z(C,A). In §10 we prove
an equivalence of O-monoidal ∞-categories between Z(A,A)⊗1 and Z(A∗, A)⊗conv, where A is a left
adjoint O-monoidale and A∗ is the right adjoint O-comonoidale associated to A.

In order to prove this, we need to establish an equivalence between some wide subcategories
of the twisted arrow ∞-category and of the oplax arrow ∞-category. For this purpose, in §8 we
introduce a twisted square ∞-category, which is a generalization of twisted arrow ∞-category. In
§9, we show that there is such an equivalence by constructing a perfect pairing between them by
taking a suitable subcategory of the twisted square ∞-category.

7. Convolution product

Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category over a perfect operator category. We take an O-
monoidale A and an O-comonoidale C in Z. In this section we introduce a convolution product
on the mapping ∞-category Z(C,A), which gives Z(C,A) the structure of an O-monoidal (∞, 1)-
category.

Definition 7.1 (cf. [16, Definition 7.15]). For n ≥ 0, we denote by [n]op ⋆opl [n] a strict 2-category
informally depicted as

0

��

1oo

��
=⇒

2oo

��
=⇒

· · ·oo

=⇒

noo

��
=⇒

0 // 1 // 2 // · · · // n.

The functor [n] 7→ [n]op ⋆opl [n] forms a cosimplicial object in the category of strict 2-categories.

Definition 7.2. For an (∞, 2)-category X , we define a simplicial ∞-groupoid Twl(X )• by

Twl(X )n = MapCat(∞,2)
([n]op ⋆opl [n],X ).
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As in the proof of [16, Corollary 7.17], we see that Twl(X )• is a complete Segal ∞-groupoid. We

denote by Twl(X ) the (∞, 1)-category corresponding to Twl(X )•.

The inclusion functors [n]op →֒ [n]op ⋆opl [n] and [n] →֒ [n]op ⋆opl [n] induce a functor

(s, t) : Twl(X ) −→ u1X
op × u1X .

We understand that an object of Twl(X ) is a 1-morphism f : x→ y in X and that a morphism of

Twl(X ) from f : x→ y to f ′ : x′ → y′ is a diagram σ:

x
g
←− x′

f

y
α

=⇒

yf ′

y
h
−→ y′

in X . By [1] (see also [16, §7]), the map (s, t) : Twl(X ) −→ u1X op×u1X is a coCartesian fibration
classified by the restricted mapping ∞-category functor of X :

X (−,−) : u1X
op × u1X −→ Cat(∞,1).

We note that a morphism σ : f → f ′ in Twl(X ) is (s, t)-coCartesian if and only if the 2-morphism
α is invertible in X .

Now, we let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category, where O⊗ is an ∞-operad over a perfect

operator category. First, we show that Twl(Z) is anO-monoidal (∞, 1)-category. The construction

X 7→ Twl(X ) determines a functor Twl : Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,1). Since the functor Twl preserves

finite products, it induces a functor Twl : MonO(Cat(∞,2))→ MonO(Cat(∞,1)). Hence, we obtain
the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. If Z is an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category, then Twl(Z) has an O-monoidal structure.

We have a natural transformation (s, t) : Twl(−)→ u1(−)op×u1(−). Since the functors Tw
l(−)

and u1(−)op × u1(−) preserve finite products, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 7.4. The map (s, t) : Twl(Z)→ (u1Z)op × u1Z is a strong O-monoidal functor.

By Lemma 7.4, we have a commutative diagram in the ∞-category of ∞-operads

(7.1) Twl(Z)⊗
(s,t)⊗

//

p
$$■

■■
■■

■■
■■

(u1Zop)⊗ × u1Z⊗

q
ww♣♣♣

♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣

O⊗,

where p and q are coCartesian fibrations, and the top horizontal arrow (s, t)⊗ preserves coCartesian

morphisms. Next, we show that the map (s, t)⊗ : Twl(Z)⊗ → (u1Z
op)⊗ × u1Z

⊗ is a coCartesian
fibration.

Lemma 7.5. The map (s, t)⊗ : Twl(Z)⊗ → (u1Zop)⊗ × u1Z⊗ is a coCartesian fibration.

Proof. First, we show that (s, t)⊗ is a locally coCartesian fibration. The maps p and q are coCarte-
sian fibrations and the map (s, t)⊗ carries p-coCartesian morphisms to q-coCartesian morphisms.

Since the map (s, t) : Twl(Z) → u1Zop × u1Z is a coCartesian fibration, we see that the map

Twl(Z)⊗a → (u1Zop)⊗a × u1Z⊗
a induced on fibers is also a coCartesian fibration for any a ∈ O⊗.

Thus, (s, t)⊗ is a locally coCartesian fibration by the dual of [17, Proposition 2.4.2.11].
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Next, we show that (s, t)⊗ is in fact a coCartesian fibration. By the dual of [17, Proposi-

tion 2.4.2.8], it suffices to show that the induced functor φ∗ : Twl(Z)⊗a → Twl(Z)⊗b sends (s, t)⊗a -

coCartesian morphisms to (s, t)⊗b -coCartesian morphisms for any morphism φ : a → b in O⊗. We
may assume that φ : a → b is active, p(a) = I, a ≃ (ai)i∈|I|, and ai, b ∈ O. We can identify a

morphism σ of Twl(Z)⊗a with a family (σi)i∈|I|, where σi is a diagram

xi
gi←− x′

i

fi

y
αi=⇒

yf ′
i

yi
hi−→ y′i

in Z⊗
ai
. We see that the morphism φ∗σ ≃ ⊗φσi is a diagram

⊗φxi
⊗φgi
←− ⊗φx

′
i

⊗φfi

y
⊗φαi
=⇒

y⊗φf
′
i

yi
⊗φhi
−→ ⊗φy

′
i

in Z⊗
b . If σ is an (s, t)⊗a -coCartesian morphism, then αi is invertible for any i ∈ |I|. This implies

that ⊗φαi is also invertible. By the characterization of coCartesian morphisms of twisted arrow

∞-categories, we see that φ∗σ is an (s, t)⊗b -coCartesian morphism. �

Now, we introduce a convolution product on the mapping ∞-category Z(C,A), where C ∈
coAlgO(u1Z) is an O-comonoidale and A ∈ AlgO(u1Z) is an O-monoidale in Z. The objects C

and A determine morphisms C : O⊗ → (u1Zop)⊗ and A : O⊗ → u1Z⊗ of ∞-operads over O⊗,
respectively. We consider the following pullback diagram

(7.2)

Z(C,A)⊗conv −−−−→ Twl(Z)⊗y
y(s,t)⊗

O⊗ (C,A)
−−−−→ (u1Zop)⊗ × u1Z⊗.

We can regard (7.2) as a pullback diagram in the ∞-category of ∞-operads over O⊗. Hence the
left vertical arrow Z(C,A)⊗conv → O

⊗ is a map of ∞-operads.

Theorem 7.6. Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category. For an O-monoidale A ∈ AlgO(u1Z)
and an O-comonoidale C ∈ coAlgO(u1Z) in Z, the mapping (∞, 1)-category Z(C,A) has an O-
monoidal structure.

Proof. It suffices to show that the map Z(C,A)⊗conv → O
⊗ is a coCartesian fibration. Since the

right vertical arrow in (7.2) is a coCartesian fibration by Lemma 7.5, so is the left vertical arrow. �

Definition 7.7. We call the O-monoidal structure on Z(C,A) in Theorem 7.6 a convolution
product.

Remark 7.8. We notice that the construction of convolution product is functorial. We consider
a functor MonO(Cat(∞,2)) → Cat(∞,1) which assigns to an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z the
(∞, 1)-category coAlgO(u1Z)op × AlgO(u1Z). We denote by coAlgO(u1(−))op × AlgO(u1(−)) →
MonO(Cat(∞,2)) a coCartesian fibration obtained by unstraightening the functor. Informally
speaking, an object of coAlgO(u1(−))

op × AlgO(u1(−)) is a triple (Z, C,A) in which Z is an
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O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category, C is an O-comonoidale, and A is an O-monoidale in Z. We can
construct a functor

coAlgO(u1(−)
op)×AlgO(u1(−)) −→ MonO(Cat(∞,1))

which assigns to (Z, C,A) the mapping ∞-category Z(C,A) equipped with the convolution O-
monoidal structure.

8. Twisted square ∞-categories

In this section we introduce a twisted square ∞-category of an (∞, 2)-category, which is a
generalization of twisted arrow ∞-category. We construct a simplicial space TS(X)• for an ∞-

bicategory X , which is equipped with a map to Twr(X)•×Arlax(X)•. We defer a proof of TS(X)•
being in fact a complete Segal space to §11 below.

First, in order to introduce a twisted square ∞-category, we define a cosimplicial object ts• of
scaled simplicial sets.

Definition 8.1. We define a cosimplicial object ts•UR of scaled simplicial sets. For n ≥ 0, the
underlying simplicial set of ts•UR is ∆2 ×∆n. We depict it by the following grid:

000 //

��

001 //

��

· · · // 00n

��
010 //

��

011 //

��

· · · // 01n

��
110 // 111 // · · · // 11n.

The set TtsnUR
of thin 2-simplices is given by

TtsnUR
= {∆{ijk,ijk′ ,ijk′′}| (i, j) = (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 1), 0 ≤ k < k′ < k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {∆{00k,01k′,01k′′}| 0 ≤ k ≤ k′ < k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {∆{01k,01k′,11k′′}| 0 ≤ k < k′ ≤ k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {∆{00k,01k′,11k′′}| 0 ≤ k ≤ k′ ≤ k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {degenerate}.

We can verify that ts•UR = {tsnUR}n≥0 forms a cosimplicial object.

Definition 8.2. We define a cosimplicial object ts•LL of scaled simplicial sets. For n ≥ 0, we
consider the simplicial set ∆n ⋆∆n,op ⋆∆n. We depict it by the following grid:

000 //

��

001 //

��

· · · // 00n

��
100

��

101oo

��

· · ·oo 10noo

��
110 // 111 // · · · // 11n.

For a vertex v = (i, k) of ∆2 ×∆n, we set Ω(v) = 00k if i = 0, Ω(v) = 10k if i = 1, Ω(v) = 11k if
i = 2. For a simplex σ of ∆2 ×∆n, we denote by Ω(σ) the simplex of ∆n ⋆∆n,op ⋆∆n spanned by
Ω(v) for vertices v of σ. For a subcomplex K of ∆2 ×∆n, we denote by Ω(K) the subcomplex of
∆n ⋆∆n,op ⋆∆n spanned by Ω(σ) for simplices σ of K.
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The underlying simplicial set of tsnLL is Ω(∆2 ×∆n). In other words, it is spanned by (n+ 2)-
dimensional simplices

∆{000,...,00k,10k,...10k′,11k′,...,11n}

for 0 ≤ k ≤ k′ ≤ n. The set TtsnLL
of thin 2-simplices is given by

TtsnLL
= {∆{ijk,ijk′ ,ijk′′}| (i, j) = (0, 0), (1, 0), (1, 1), 0 ≤ k < k′ < k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {∆{00k,00k′,10k′′}| 0 ≤ k < k′ ≤ k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {∆{10k,11k′,11k′′}| 0 ≤ k ≤ k′ < k′′ ≤ n}

∪ {degenerate}.

We can verify that ts•LL = {tsnLL}n≥0 forms a cosimplicial object.

Definition 8.3. We define a cosimplicial object ts• of scaled simplicial sets. For n ≥ 0, we have
monomorphisms from (∆1 ×∆n)♭ to tsnUR and tsnLL, respectively, given by (i, k) 7→ iik. We define
a scaled simplicial set tsn as a pushout

tsn = tsnUR

∐

(∆1×∆n)♭

tsnLL.

We can verify that ts• = {tsn}n≥0 forms a cosimplicial object.

Notation 8.4. For a subcomplex K of the underlying simplicial set of tsn, we denote by K† the
scaled simplicial set whose underlying simplicial set is K equipped with the induced scaling from
tsn.

For scaled simplicial sets A and B with B fibrant, we recall that Mapsc(A,B) is the underlying
∞-groupoid of the ∞-bicategory FUN(A,B).

Definition 8.5. For an ∞-bicategory X , we define a simplicial space TS(X)• by

TS(X)n = Mapsc(tsn, X).

We show that TS(X)• is a complete Segal space and hence it represents an (∞, 1)-category.

Proposition 8.6. For any ∞-bicategory X, TS(X)• is a complete Segal space.

We defer the proof of Proposition 8.6 to §11 below.

Remark 8.7. By the assignment X 7→ TS(X)•, we obtain a functor TS : (Setsc∆)◦ → CSS◦, where
CSS is the category of simplicial spaces equipped with the complete Segal space model structure.
We can verify that TS is an enriched functor between (Set∆)

◦-enriched categories. By taking
simplicial nerves, we obtain a functor TS : Cat(∞,2) → Cat(∞,1) of ∞-categories.

By restrictions to faces of ts•, we construct maps out of TS(X)•. For this purpose, we set

∂Ttsn = (∆{0,1} ×∆n)†,

∂Ftsn = (∆{1,2} ×∆n)†,

∂Rtsn = Ω(∆{0,1} ×∆n)†,

∂Btsn = Ω(∆{1,2} ×∆n)†.

We can verify that ∂Fts•, ∂Rts•, ∂Tts•, ∂Bts• form cosimplicial objects.

Definition 8.8. For f = T,F,R,B, we define simplicial spaces ∂fTS(X)• by

∂fTS(X)• = Mapsc(∂f ts•, X).



MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL ∞-CATEGORIES 21

Remark 8.9. For each n ≥ 0, there are natural isomorphisms ∂TTS(X)n ∼= Funopl([n], X)≃

and ∂FTS(X)n ∼= Funlax([n], X)≃ of simplicial sets. Thus, the simplicial spaces ∂TTS(X)• and
∂FTS(X)• are complete Segal spaces.

As for ∂RTS(X)• and ∂BTS(X)•, we show that they are also complete Segal spaces by comparing
with twisted arrow ∞-categories. We recall that rev : ∆op → ∆op is a functor given by assigning
to a nonempty finite ordered set its reverse ordered set. For a simplicial object S•, we denote
by Srev

• a simplicial object given by the composite functor S• ◦ rev. We notice that ∂BTS(X)•
is isomorphic to ∂RTS(X)rev• as simplicial spaces. Thus, it suffices to show that ∂RTS(X)• is a
complete Segal space.

We recall the twisted arrow∞-category of an (∞, 2)-category. Let Q(•) be a cosimplicial scaled
simplicial set, in which Q(n) is given as in [1, Definition 2.2]. For a ∞-bicategory X , we define a
simplicial space

Twr(X)• = Mapsc(Q(•), X),

which is a complete Segal space by [25, Theorem 4.9].
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 8.10. The simplicial spaces ∂RTS(X)• and ∂BTS(X)• are complete Segal spaces. There

are equivalences of complete Segal spaces ∂RTS(X)• ≃ Twr(X)• and ∂BTS(X)• ≃ Twr(X)rev• .

Proof. Since we have an isomorphism ∂BTS(X)• ∼= ∂RTS(X)rev• of simplicial spaces, it suffices to
show that ∂RTS(X)• is a complete Segal space and that there is an equivalence of complete Segal
spaces between ∂RTS(X)• and Twr(X)•. We notice that the cosimplicial scaled simplicial set ∂Rts•

is isomorphic to T (•) defined in [25, Definition 5.1]. The claim follows from [25, Proposition 5.8
and Theorem 5.9]. �

Definition 8.11. For f = T,F,R,B, we define maps of complete Segal spaces by restrictions

∂f : TS(X)• −→ ∂fTS(X)•.

9. An equivalence between Twl
sR(X ) and AroplsL (X )

For an (∞, 2)-category X , we set

Twl
sR(X ) = Twl(X ) ×(u1X×u1X ) (u1X

R × u1X ).

We recall that AroplsL (X ) = Aropl(X )×(u1X×u1X ) (u1X
L × u1X ). We would like to show that there

is an equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories between Twl
sR(X ) and AroplsL (X ), which is compatible with

the dual equivalence of u1XR and u1XL in Corollary 4.9. We set

Twr
sL(X ) ≃ Twl

sR(X
2-op)op, ArlaxsR (X ) ≃ AroplsL (X 2-op).

In this section we show that there is a dual equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories between Twr
sL(X )

and ArlaxsR (X ). For this purpose, we construct a perfect pairing between them by taking a suitable
subcategory of the (∞, 1)-category of twisted squares in X .

First, by using Proposition 8.6, we define an (∞, 1)-category of twisted squares in an (∞, 2)-
category X .

Definition 9.1. Let X be an (∞, 2)-category represented by an ∞-bicategory X . We denote by
TS(X ) the (∞, 1)-category corresponding to the complete Segal space TS(X)•. We call TS(X ) the
(∞, 1)-category of twisted squares in X .
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Informally speaking, the objects of TS(X ) are lax squares

(9.1) x(00)
a00 //

b00

��

x(01)

b01

��w� ✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈

✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈

x(10) a10

// x(11),

and morphisms are diagrams

(9.2)

x(000)
m001 //

b000

��

a000

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
x(001)

b001

��

a001

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■

x(010)

b010

��

m011 // x(011)

b011

��

x(100)

a100
$$■

■■
■■

■■
■■

x(101)
n101oo

a101

$$
x(110) m111

// x(111)

with 2-morphisms

x(000)
a000 //

b000

��

x(010)

b010

��S0v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(100) a100

// x(110),

x(001)
a001 //

b001

��

x(011)

b011

��S1v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(101) a101

// x(111),

x(000)
m001 //

a000

��

x(001)

a001

��
x(010) m011

//
T1

6>ttttttttt

ttttttttt

x(011),

x(100)

a100

��
B1⇐=

x(101)

a101

��

n101oo

x(110) m111

// x(111),

x(010)
m011 //

b010

��

x(011)

b011

��F1v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(110) m111

// x(111),

x(000)
m001 //

b000

��
R1=⇒

x(001)

b001

��
x(100) x(101)n101

oo

in X equipped with an equivalence

α01 : (B1b001m001) · (S1m001) · (b011T1)
≃
−→ (m111a100R1) · (m111S0) · (F1a000)

in MapX (x(000),x(111))(f01, g01), where f01 = b011m011a000 and g01 = m111a100n101b001m001.

The maps ∂f : TS(X)• → ∂fTS(X)• of complete Segal spaces for f = R,F induce a map of
(∞, 1)-categories

(∂R, ∂F) : TS(X ) −→ Twr(X ) ×Arlax(X ),

where Arlax(X ) is the lax arrow ∞-category represented by Funlax(∆1
♯ , X) (cf. [16, Remark 7.7]).
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Now, we study conditions in which diagram (9.2) is an (∂R, ∂F)-coCartesian morphism. For this
purpose, we consider a diagram

(9.3)

x(000)
m001 //

b000

��

a000

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
x(001)

m002 //

b001

��

a001

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
x(002)

b002

��

a002

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■

x(010)

b010

��

m011 // x(011)

b011

��

m012 // x(012)

b012

��

x(100)

a100
$$■

■■
■■

■■
■■

x(101)
n101oo

a101

$$

x(102)
n102oo

a102

$$
x(110) m111

// x(111) m112

// x(112)

with 2-morphisms

x(000)
a000 //

b000

��

x(010)

b010

��S0v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(100) a100

// x(110),

x(001)
a001 //

b001

��

x(011)

b011

��S1v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(101) a101

// x(111),

x(002)
a002 //

b002

��

x(012)

b012

��S2v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(102) a102

// x(112),

x(000)
m001 //

a000

��

x(001)

a001

��

m002 // x(002)

a002

��
x(010) m011

//
T1

6>✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

x(011) m012

//
T2

6>ttttttttt

ttttttttt

x(012),

x(100)

a100

��
B1⇐=

x(101)

a101

��

n101oo

B2⇐=

x(102)

a102

��

n102oo

x(110) m111

// x(111) m112

// x(112),

x(010)
m011 //

b010

��

x(011)

b011

��

m012 //

F1v~ ✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉

✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉

x(012)

b012

��F2v~ tt
tt
tt
tt
t

tt
tt
tt
tt
t

x(110) m111

// x(111) m112

// x(112),

x(000)
m001 //

b000

��
R1=⇒

x(001)

b001

��

m002 //

R2=⇒

x(002)

b002

��
x(100) x(101)n101

oo x(102).n102

oo

in X . We set

f01 = b011m011a000,

f12 = b012m012a001,

f02 = b012m012m011a000.

and

g01 = m111a100n101b001m001,

g12 = m112a101n102b002m002,

g02 = m112m111a100n101n102b002m002m001.

By composition with T1 and B1 , we obtain a map of spaces

B1(−)T1 : MapX (x(001),x(112))(f12, g12) −→ MapX (x(000),x(112))(f02, g02).

Lemma 9.2. We assume that m001 admits a right adjoint mR
001 : x(001) → x(000), that a mate

m011a000m
R
001 ⇒ a001 of T1 is invertible and that the 2-morphism B1 is invertible. Then the map

B1(−)T1 is an equivalence.
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Proof. By the assumption that B1 is invertible, the induced map

(B1)∗ : MapX (x(000),x(112))(f02, g12m001)
≃
−→ MapX (x(000),x(112))(f02, g02)

is an equivalence. Since m001 admits a right adjoint mR
001, we have an equivalence

MapX (x(001),x(112))(f02m
R
001, g12) ≃ MapX (x(000),x(112))(f02, g12m001)

by Lemma 4.1. The lemma follows from the fact that there is an equivalence f12 ≃ f02m
R
001 since

a mate of T1 is invertible. �

For simplicity, we write

X (f01, g01), X (f12, g12), X (f02, g02)

for MapX (x(000),x(111))(f01, g01), MapX (x(001),x(112))(f12, g12), MapX (x(000),x(112))(f02, g02), respec-
tively. We set

Φ01 = B1b001m001 · S1m001 · b011T1

Φ12 = B2b002m002 · S2m002 · b012T2

Φ02 = B12b002m002m001 · S2m002m001 · b012T12

and
Ψ01 = m111a100R1 ·m111S0 · F1a000
Ψ12 = m112a101R2 ·m112S1 · F2a001
Ψ02 = m112m111a100R12 ·m112m111S0 · F12a000

where
B12 = m112B1n102 ·B2,

T12 = T2m001 ·m012T1,

R12 = n101R2m001 ·R1,

F12 = m112F1 · F2m011.

Note that Φ01,Ψ01 ∈ X (f01, g01), Φ12,Ψ12 ∈ X (f12, g12), and Φ02,Ψ02 ∈ X (f02, g02).

Suppose that we have morphism (9.2). This determines an equivalence α01 : Φ01
≃
→ Ψ01 in

X (f01, g01). Using this, we construct a map of spaces

MapX (f12,g12)(Φ12,Ψ12) −→ MapX (f02,g02)(Φ02,Ψ02)

as follows: An equivalence α12 : Φ12
≃
→ Ψ12 induces an equivalence Φ02 = B1 ·Φ12 ·T1

≃
→ B1 ·Ψ12 ·T1.

We obtain an equivalence B1 ·Ψ12 ·T1
≃
→ R2 ·Φ01 ·F2 by using the canonical equivalences B1 ·R2 ≃

R2 · B1 and F2 · T1 ≃ T1 · F2. Composing with the equivalence α01 : Φ01
≃
→ Ψ01, we obtain an

equivalence

Φ02 = B1 · Φ12 · T1
α12−→ B1 ·Ψ12 · T1

≃
−→ R2 · Φ01 · F2

α01−→ R2 ·Ψ01 · F2 = Ψ02.

Lemma 9.3. The map MapX (f12,g12)(Φ12,Ψ12)→ MapX (f02,g02)(Φ02,Ψ02) is an equivalence.

Proof. By Lemma 9.2, there is an equivalence

MapX (f12,g12)(Φ12,Ψ12)
≃
−→ MapX (f02,g02)(B1 · Φ12 · T1, B1 ·Ψ12 · T1).

By composing with the equivalence B1 ·Ψ12 · T1
≃
→ R2 ·Φ01 · F2

α01→ R2 ·Ψ01 · F2 = Ψ02, we obtain
the desired equivalence. �

Proposition 9.4. If the 1-morphism m001 admits a right adjoint mR
001 : x(001)→ x(000), a mate

m011a000m
R
001 ⇒ a001 of T1 is invertible, and the 2-morphism B1 is invertible, then diagram (9.2)

is an (∂R, ∂F)-coCartesian morphism.
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Proof. For simplicity, we set TS = TS(X ), Tw = Twr(X ) and Ar = Arlax(X ). We have to show
that the following commutative diagram

MapTS(S1, S2) −→ MapTS(S0, S2)y
y

MapTw×Ar((b001, b011), (b002, b012)) −→ MapTw×Ar((b000, b010), (b002, b012))

is pullback. We take fibers of the vertical arrows at (R2, F2) and (R12, F12), respectively, where
R12 = n101R2m001 ·R1 and F12 = m112F1 · F2m011. It suffices to show that the induced map

MapTS(S1, S2)(R2,F2) −→ MapTS(S0, S2)(R12,F12)

is an equivalence.
Taking top and bottom faces of diagram (9.3), we obtain a commutative diagram

(9.4)

MapTS(S1, S2)(R2,F2) −→ MapTS(S0, S2)(R12,F12)y
y

top12 × btm12 −→ top02 × btm02,

where

top12 = MapX (x(001),x(012))(a002m002,m012a001),

top02 = MapX (x(000),x(012))(a002m002m001,m012m011a000),

and

btm12 = MapX (x(102),x(112))(m112a101n102, a102),

btm02 = MapX (x(102),x(112))(m112m111a100n101n102, a102).

The map top12 → top02 is an equivalence by the assumptions that m001 admits a right adjoint and
that a mate of T1 is invertible. The map btm12 → btm02 is also an equivalence by the assumption
that B1 is invertible. Thus, it suffices to show that diagram (9.4) is pullback.

We take (T2, B2) ∈ top12× btm12 and (T12, B12) ∈ top02× btm02, where T12 = T2m001 ·m012T1

and B12 = m112B1n102 · B2. It suffices to show that the induced map on fibers is an equivalence.
We can identify it with the map MapX (f12,g12)(Φ12,Ψ12) → MapX (f02,g02)(Φ02,Ψ02), which is an
equivalence by Lemma 9.3. �

We define TSL(X ) to be the wide subcategory of TS(X ) spanned by those morphisms (9.2) in
which m001 is a left adjoint 1-morphism in X . Then, we obtain a map

(∂R, ∂F)L : TSL(X ) −→ Twr
sL(X )×Arlax(X )

by restricting (∂R, ∂F) to TSL(X ). We notice that there is a pullback diagram

TSL(X ) −→ TS(X )

(∂R,∂F)L

y
y(∂R,∂F)

Twr
sL(X ) ×Arlax(X ) −→ Twr(X ) ×Arlax(X ).

Corollary 9.5. The map (∂R, ∂F)L : TSL(X )→ Twr
sL(X )×Arlax(X ) is a coCartesian fibration.

Diagram (9.2) is a (∂R, ∂F)L-coCartesian morphism if and only if a mate m011a000m
R
001 ⇒ a001 of

T1 and the 2-morphism B1 : a101 ⇒ m111a100n101 are invertible.
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We define TSL,R(X ) by the following pullback diagram

TSL,R(X ) −→ TSL(X )

(∂R,∂F)L,R

y
y(∂R,∂F)L

Twr
sL(X ) ×ArlaxsR (X ) −→ Twr

sL(X ) ×Arlax(X ).

By Corollary 9.5, the left vertical arrow (∂R, ∂F)L,R is a coCartesian fibration. We denote by

TScocartL,R (X ) the wide subcategory of TSL,R(X ) spanned by (∂R, ∂F)L,R-coCartesian morphisms.

By the restriction of (∂R, ∂F)L,R to TScocartL,R (X ), we obtain a left fibration

(9.5) (∂R, ∂F)cocartL,R : TScocartL,R (X )→ Twr
sL(X )×ArlaxsR (X ).

Thus, we obtain a pairing between Twr
sL(X ) and ArlaxsR (X ).

Pairing (9.5) is not a perfect pairing in general. By restricting TScocartL,R (X ) to a full subcategory,

we construct a perfect pairing between Twr
sL(X ) and ArlaxsR (X ). We denote by TSpair

L,R(X ) the full

subcategory of TScocartL,R (X ) spanned by those objects (9.1) in which the 1-morphism a00 : x(00)→

x(01) is right adjoint. By restricting (∂R, ∂F)cocartR,L to TSpairL,R(X ), we obtain a map

(∂R, ∂F)pairL,R : TSpairL,R(X )→ Twr
sL(X )×ArlaxsR (X ).

Lemma 9.6. The map (∂R, ∂F)pairL,R is a left fibration.

Proof. Since (∂R, ∂F)coCart
L,R is a left fibration, it suffices to show that if the source of a morphism of

TScocartL,R (X ) is in TSpairL,R(X ), then the target is also in TSpairL,R(X ). We suppose that diagram (9.2)

is an (∂R, ∂F)L,R-coCartesian morphism and that a000 is a right adjoint 1-morphism. Then a001 is
also a right adjoint 1-morphism since m001 is left adjoint and a mate m001a000m

R
001 ⇒ a001 of T1

is invertible. �

Theorem 9.7. The map (∂R, ∂F)pairL,R : TSpairL,R(X )→ Twr
sL(X )×ArlaxsR (X ) is a perfect pairing.

Proof. By Lemma 9.6, the map (∂R, ∂F)pairL,R is a pairing of ∞-categories between Twr
sL(X ) and

ArlaxsR (X ). In order to prove that it is perfect, by [18, Corollary 5.2.1.22], we need to show that it

is both left and right representable, and that an object of TSpairL,R(X ) is left universal if and only if
it is right universal.

First, we shall show that (∂R, ∂F)pairL,R is left representable. We regard a 1-morphism b : x → y

in X as an object of Twr
sL(X ). We set C(b) = {b}×Twr

sL(X )TS
pair
L,R(X ). We regard idb as an object

of C(b) and show that it is initial. We take an object σ of C(b) that is represented by a lax square

x
a //

b

��

x′

b′

��σ
{� ⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

y
a′

// y′.
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A morphism from idb to σ in C(b) is represented by a cube

x
idx //

b

��

idx

��❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄ x

b

��

a

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

x

b

��

m // x′

b′

��

y

idy
��❂

❂❂
❂❂

❂❂
❂ y

idy
oo

a′

��
y

m′
// y′.

We note that the 2-morphisms T1 : m⇒ a and B1 : a′ ⇒ m′ are invertible. By observing that there
is an equivalence between MapC(b)(idb, σ) and MapX (x,y′)(b

′a, a′b)σ/, we see that MapC(b)(idb, σ)
is contractible.

Next, we shall show that (∂R, ∂F)pairL,R is right representable. We regard a 1-morphism b : x→ y

in X as an object of ArlaxsR(X ). We set D(b) = {b}×ArlaxsR (X ) TS
pair
L,R(X ). We regard idb as an object

of D(b) and show that it is initial. We take an object τ of D(b) that is represented by a lax square

x′ c //

b′

��

x

b

��
τ

{� ⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧

⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧

y′
c′

// y.

A morphism from idb to τ in D(b) is represented by a cube

x
m //

b

��

idx

��❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄ x′

b′

��

c

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆

x

b

��

idx // x

b

��

y

idy
��❂

❂❂
❂❂

❂❂
❂ y′

noo

c′

��
y

idy

// y.

We note that a mate mR ⇒ c of T1 and the 2-morphism B1 : c′ ⇒ n are invertible. By observ-
ing that there is an equivalence between MapD(b)(idb, τ) and MapX (x′,y)(bc, c

′b′)/τ , we see that

MapD(b)(idb, τ) is contractible.
By the above argument, we see that an object

x
a //

b

��

x′

b′

��S
{� ⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

y
a′

// y′.
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of TSpairL,R(X ) is left universal if and only if a and a′ are equivalence 1-morphisms and S is an
invertible 2-morphism in X if and only if it is right universal. �

Theorem 9.7 implies that there is a dual equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories between Twr
sL(X ) and

ArlaxsR (X ). Next, we would like to show that this equivalence is compatible with the dual equivalence
in Corollary 4.9.

Taking the top and bottom faces in (9.2), we obtain a map

(∂T, ∂B) : TS(X ) −→ Aropl(X ) × Twl(X 2-op).

By restriction, we obtain a map of pairings

(9.6)

TSpairL,R(X )
(∂T,∂B)
−→ Pair(X )× Twl(X 2-op)

(∂R,∂F)pairL,R

y
y(s,t)pair×(s,t)

Twr
sL(X ) ×ArlaxsR(X ) −→ (u1XL × u1XR)× (u1X op × u1X ).

Lemma 9.8. The map of pairings in (9.6) is left and right representable in the sense of [18,
Variant 5.2.1.16].

Proof. Since the both pairings are perfect, it suffices to show that it is left representable. From the
description of left representable objects in the pairings in the proofs of Theorems 4.8 and 9.7, we
see that the map (∂T, ∂B) : TSpairL,R(X ) → Pair(X ) × Twl(X 2-op) carries left representable objects
to left representable objects. �

Making use of [18, Proposition 5.2.1.17], we obtain the following corollary by Theorems 4.8 and
9.7, and Lemma 9.8.

Corollary 9.9. There is a natural equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories

Twr
sL(X )

op ≃
−→ ArlaxsR (X )

which makes the following diagram commute

Twr
sL(X )

op ≃
−→ ArlaxsR (X )

(s,t)sL

y
y(s,t)sR

(u1XL)op × u1X
≃
−→ u1XR × u1X .

By applying Corollary 9.9 to the (∞, 2)-category X 2-op, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 9.10. There is a natural equivalence of (∞, 1)-categories

Twl
sR(X )

≃
−→ AroplsL (X )

which makes the following diagram commute

Twl
sR(X )

≃
−→ AroplsL (X )

(s,t)sR

y
y(s,t)sL

(u1XR)op × u1X
≃
−→ u1XL × u1X .
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10. The O-monoidal structure on Z(A,A)⊗• and convolution product

Let Z be an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category and let A be a map O-monoidale in Z. In §6 we
showed that Z(A,A)⊗• corresponds to a coCartesian (∆op,O)-duoidal ∞-category. In this section
we show that the O-monoidal structure on Z(A,A)⊗1 given by Theorem 6.3 is equivalent to the
convolution product Z(A∗, A)⊗conv defined in §7.

First, we promote the equivalences in Corollaries 9.9 and 9.10 to those of Cartesian symmet-
ric monoidal ∞-categories. We consider the functors TSpairL,R(−), Tw

r
sL(−), Ar

lax
sR (−), Pair(−) ×

Twl((−)2-op), and (u1(−)L × u1(−)R)× (u1(−)op× u1(−)) from Cat(∞,2) to Cat(∞,1). Since these
functors preserve finite products, they extend to symmetric monoidal functors between the Carte-
sian symmetric monoidal ∞-categories Cat×(∞,2) and Cat×(∞,1). Furthermore, the natural trans-

formations appearing in Corollary 9.9 extend to natural transformations of symmetric monoidal
functors. Hence, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 10.1. For an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z, there is a natural equivalence

Twr
sL(Z)

⊗ ≃
−→ ArlaxsR (Z)⊗

of O-monoidal (∞, 1)-categories, which makes the following diagram commute

Twr
sL(Z)

⊗ ≃
−→ ArlaxsR (Z)⊗

(s,t)⊗sL

y
y(s,t)⊗sR

((u1ZL)op)⊗ × u1Z⊗ ≃
−→ (u1ZR)⊗ × u1Z⊗.

By applying Proposition 10.1 to the 2-opposite O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category (Z2-op)⊗, we obtain
the following proposition.

Proposition 10.2. For an O-monoidal (∞, 2)-category Z, there is a natural equivalence

Twl
sR(Z)

⊗ ≃
−→ AroplsL (Z)⊗

of O-monoidal (∞, 1)-categories, which makes the following diagram commute

Twl
sR(Z)

⊗ ≃
−→ AroplsL (Z)⊗

(s,t)⊗sR

y
y(s,t)⊗L

((u1ZR)op)⊗ × u1Z⊗ ≃
−→ (u1ZL)⊗ × u1Z⊗.

Next, we consider the O-monoidal (∞, 1)-category Z(A,A)⊗1 for a map O-monoidale A in Z.
We shall slightly generalize the construction of Z(A,A)⊗1 . Let B ∈ AlgO(u1Z) be an O-monoidale

in Z. We define an ∞-operad Z(A,B)⊠ by the following pullback diagram

Z(A,B)⊠ −→ AroplsL (Z)⊗y
y(s,t)⊗sL

O⊗ (A,B)
−→ (u1ZL)⊗ × (u1Z)⊗

By Corollary 4.6, Z(A,B)⊠ is an O-monoidal ∞-category. We notice that there is an equivalence
Z(A,A)⊠ ≃ Z(A,A)⊗1 of O-monoidal ∞-categories.

By Proposition 10.2, we obtain the following theorem which means that the O-monoidal struc-
ture on Z(A,B)⊠ is equivalent to that given by convolution product.
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Theorem 10.3. Let A ∈ AlgO(u1ZL) be a map O-monoidale and let B ∈ AlgO(u1Z) be an O-
monoidale in Z. We denote by A∗ ∈ coAlgO(u1ZR) the right adjoint O-comonoidale associated to

A. There is an equivalence of O-monoidal ∞-categories

Z(A∗, B)⊗conv ≃ Z(A,B)⊠.

Proof. There is a commutative diagram

O⊗

(A∗,B)

ww♥♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥

(A,B)

''◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆

((u1Z
R)op)⊗ × u1Z

⊗ ≃ // (u1Z
L)⊗ × u1Z

⊗

of ∞-operads. The theorem follows by taking pullbacks along (A∗, B) and (A,B) in the commu-
tative diagram in Proposition 10.2. �

Corollary 10.4. Let A ∈ AlgO(u1ZL) be a map O-monoidale in Z. There is an equivalence of

O-monoidal ∞-categories

Z(A∗, A)⊗conv ≃ Z(A,A)
⊗
1 .

11. Proof of Proposition 8.6

In this section we give a proof of Proposition 8.6, which says that TS(X)• is a complete Segal
space for any ∞-bicategory X .

First, we show that TS(X)• is a Segal space.

Proposition 11.1. For any ∞-bicategory X, the simplicial object TS(X)• is a Segal space.

In order to prove Proposition 11.1, we recall the following lemma.

Lemma 11.2 (cf. [25, Lemma 4.6]). Let A• be a cosimplicial object of Setsc∆, and let X be an ∞-

bicategory. If A• is Reedy cofibrant and satisfies the co-Segal condition, then the simplicial object

Mapsc(A•, X) is a Segal space.

By Lemma 11.2, in order to prove Proposition 11.1, it suffices to show that the cosimplicial
scaled simplicial set ts• is Reedy cofibrant and satisfies the co-Segal condition.

Lemma 11.3. The cosimplicial scaled simplicial set ts• is Reedy cofibrant.

Proof. The lemma follows by observing that the underlying simplicial set of the nth latching object
of ts• is isomorphic to (∆2×∂∆n)∪Ω(∆2×∂∆n), which is a subcomplex of the underlying simplicial
set (∆2 ×∆n) ∪ Ω(∆2 ×∆n) of tsn. �

Next, we would like to show that ts• satisfies the co-Segal condition. For this purpose, we make
some preliminary results. For 0 < i < n, we set

Λn
i ts = ((∆2 × Λn

i ) ∪Ω(∆2 × Λn
i ))†.

We show that the inclusion map Λn
i ts→ tsn is scaled anodyne. In order to prove this, we recall the

following lemma, which is a special case of [1, Lemma 1.18]. Before that, we recall the notation.
For a nonempty finite totally ordered set S and a subset ∅ 6= N & S, we set

ΛS
N =

⋃

s∈S−N

∆S−{s}.
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Lemma 11.4 ([25, Lemma 3.7], [1, Lemma 1.18]). Let ∆r
† = (∆r , T ) be a scaled simplicial set for

r ≥ 3, and let M be a nonempty subset of {0, 1, . . . , r− 1}. We assume that there exists an integer

s with 0 ≤ s < t such that s 6∈ M and i ∈ M for all s < i ≤ t, where t is the largest number

of M . Furthermore, we assume that |M | ≤ r − 2 and that the triangle ∆[r]−M is not thin in ∆r
†

when |M | = r − 2. If triangles ∆{i,t,t+1} are thin in ∆r
† for all s ≤ i < t, then the inclusion map

Λr
M,† → ∆r

† is scaled anodyne, where Λr
M,† is Λr

M equipped with the induced scaling from ∆r
†.

We decompose Λn
i ts into two parts. We set

Λn
i tsUR = (∆2 × Λn

i )†,

Λ̂n
i tsLL = Ω((∆2 × Λn

i ) ∪ (∆{0,2} ×∆n))†.

Lemma 11.5. For any 0 < i < n, the inclusion map Λn
i tsUR → tsnUR is scaled anodyne.

Proof. First, we shall show that the inclusion map Λn
i tsUR → Λ

n

i tsUR is scaled anodyne, where

Λ
n

i tsUR = Λn
i tsUR ∪ (Λ2

1 × ∆n)†. Since Λn
i,♯ → ∆n

♯ is a scaled anodyne map of type (An1),

the inclusion map Λn
i tsUR → Λn

i tsUR ∪ ∪i=0,1,2(∆
{i} × ∆n)† is scaled anodyne. By using [13,

Proposition 2.16] and isomorphisms (∆{0,1} ×∆n)† ∼= ∆1
♯ ⊗∆n

♯ and (∆{1,2} ×∆n)† ∼= ∆n
♯⊗∆

1
♯ , we

see that the inclusion map Λn
i tsUR ∪ ∪i=0,1,2(∆

{i} ×∆n)† → Λ
n

i tsUR is scaled anodyne.

Next, we shall show that the inclusion map Λ
n

i tsUR → tsnUR is scaled anodyne. For 0 ≤ r ≤ n

and 0 ≤ k ≤ n− r, we denote by σ(r, k) the (n+ 2)-dimensional simplex

∆{000,...,00k,01k,...,01(k+r),11(k+r),...,11n}

of ∆2 ×∆n. For 0 ≤ s ≤ n, we set

X(s) = Λ
n

i tsUR ∪
⋃

s≤r≤n

⋃

0≤k≤n−r

σ(r, k)†.

Then, we obtain a filtration

Λ
n

i tsUR = X(n+ 1)→ X(n)→ X(n− 1)→ · · · → X(0) = tsnUR.

It suffices to show that the inclusion map X(s+ 1)→ X(s) is scaled anodyne for each 0 ≤ s ≤ n.
We fix s with 0 ≤ s ≤ n and show that X(s+1)→ X(s) is scaled anodyne. We identify σ(s, k)†

with a map σ(s, k) : ∆n+2
† → X(s), where ∆n+2

† is ∆n+2 equipped with the induced scaling. There
is a pushout diagram ∐

0≤k≤n−s Λ
n+2
M(k),† −→

∐
0≤k≤n−s ∆

n+2
†y

yσ(s,k)

X(s+ 1) −→ X(s),

where

M(k) =





{00i, 01k, 01(k+ s)} (0 < i < k),
{01k, 01i, 01(k+ s)} (k ≤ i ≤ k + s),
{01k, 01(k+ s), 11i} (k + s < i < n).

Thus, it suffices to show that the inclusion map Λn+2
M(k),† → ∆n+2

† is scaled anodyne. This follows

from Lemma 11.4. �

Lemma 11.6. For any 0 < i < n, the inclusion map Λ̂n
i tsLL → tsnLL is scaled anodyne.
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Proof. First, we shall show that the inclusion map Λ̂n
i tsLL → Λ

n

i tsLL is scaled anodyne, where

Λ
n

i tsLL = Λ̂n
i tsLL ∪ Ω(Λ2

1 × ∆n)†. Since Λn
i,♯ → ∆n

♯ is a scaled anodyne map of type (An1), the

inclusion map Λ̂n
i tsLL → Λ̂n

i tsLL∪Ω(∆
{1}×∆n)† is scaled anodyne. By the proof of [25, Lemma 5.5]

and its dual, we see that the inclusion map Λ̂n
i tsLL ∪Ω(∆

{1} ×∆n)† → Λ
n

i tsLL is scaled anodyne.

Next, we shall show that the inclusion map Λ
n

i tsLL → tsnLL is scaled anodyne. For 0 ≤ r ≤ n

and 0 ≤ k ≤ n− r, we denote by σ(r, k) the (n+ 2)-dimensional simplex

∆{000,...,00k,10k,...,10(k+r),11(k+r),...,11n}

of ∆n ⋆∆n,op ⋆∆n. For 0 ≤ s ≤ n, we set

Y (s) = Λ
n

i tsLL ∪
⋃

0≤r≤s

⋃

0≤k≤n−r

σ(r, k)†.

Then, we obtain a filtration

Λ
n

i tsLL = Y (−1)→ Y (0)→ Y (1)→ · · · → Y (n) = tsnLL.

It suffices to show that the inclusion map Y (s− 1)→ Y (s) is scaled anodyne for each 0 ≤ s ≤ n.
We fix s with 0 ≤ s ≤ n and show that Y (s− 1)→ Y (s) is scaled anodyne. We identify σ(s, k)†

with a map σ(s, k) : ∆n+2
† → Y (s), where ∆n+2

† is ∆n+2 equipped with the induced scaling. There
is a pushout diagram ∐

0≤k≤n−s Λ
n+2
M(k) −→

∐
0≤k≤n−s ∆

n+2
†y

yσ(s,k)

Y (s− 1) −→ Y (s),

where

M(k) =





{10i, 11s} (0 = k < i < s < n),
{10i} (0 = k < i < s = n),
{11s, 11i} (0 = k ≤ s ≤ i < n),
{00i, 00k, 11(k+ s)} (0 < i ≤ k ≤ k + s < n),
{00k, 10i, 11(k+ s)} (0 < k < i < k + s < n),
{00k, 11(k+ s), 11i} (0 < k ≤ k + s ≤ i < n),
{00i, 00k} (0 < i ≤ k ≤ k + s = n),
{00k, 10i} (0 < k < i < k + s = n).

Thus, it suffices to show that the inclusion map Λn+2
M(k),♯ → ∆n+2

† is scaled anodyne. This follows

from Lemma 11.4. �

Lemma 11.7. For 0 < i < n, the inclusion map Λn
i ts→ tsn is scaled anodyne.

Proof. The map Λn
i ts → tsn can be written as the composite Λn

i ts → Λn
i ts ∪ tsnUR → tsn. The

first and second maps are scaled anodyne since they are obtained as pushouts of the maps in
Lemmas 11.5 and 11.6, respectively. �

Proof of Proposition 11.1. By Lemmas 11.2 and 11.3, it suffices to show that the cosimplicial object
ts• satisfies the co-Segal condition. We can prove that the co-Segal map ts1

∐
ts0 · · ·

∐
ts0 ts

1 → tsn

is scaled anodyne by induction on n together with Lemma 11.7. �

Next, we show that the Segal space TS(X)• is complete. In order to prove this, we make some
preliminary results.

By Definition 8.11, we have maps of Segal spaces

∂f : TS(X)• −→ ∂fTS(X)•
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for f = T,F,R,B. We set

Bd(X)• =
∏

f

∂fTS(X)•,

where the product is taken over f = T,F,R,B. Note that Bd(X)• is a complete Segal space,
that is, the map s0 : Bd(X)1 → Bd(X)eq1 is an equivalence, where Bd(X)eq1 is the full subspace of
Bd(X)1 spanned by equivalences.

In order to prove that the Segal space TS(X)• is complete, it suffices to show that the map
s0 : TS(X)0 → TS(X)eq1 is an equivalence. We denote by ∂Bd : TS(X)• → Bd(X)• the map of

Segal spaces obtained as a product of ∂f for f = T, F, R, B. We define TS(X)bd,eq1 to be

TS(X)1 ×Bd(X)1 Bd(X)eq1 .

We notice that the map s0 : TS(X)0 → TS(X)1 factors through TS(X)bd,eq1 .

Lemma 11.8. If s0 : TS(X)0 → TS(X)bd,eq1 is an equivalence, then s0 : TS(X) → TS(X)eq is

also an equivalence.

Proof. The lemma follows from the fact that TS(X)eq1 is a full subspace of TS(X)bd,eq1 . �

We consider the following commutative diagram

(11.1)

TS(X)0
s0−→ TS(X)bd,eq1y

y
Bd(X)0

s0−→ Bd(X)eq1 .

Since the bottom horizontal arrow is an equivalence, it suffices to show that diagram (11.1) is
pullback in order to prove that the top horizontal arrow is an equivalence. For P ∈ Bd(X)0,

let (s0)P : TS(X)0,P → TS(X)bd,eq1,s0(P ) be the induced map on fibers. We show that (s0)P is an

equivalence for any P ∈ Bd(X)0. In fact, we show that (di)P : TS(X)bd,eq1,s0(P ) → TS(X)0,P is an

equivalence for i = 0, 1.
We consider a scaled simplicial set

ts1♦ = ((∆2 ×∆1) ∪ Ω(∆2 ×∆1), T̃ ),

where T̃ is a set of 2-simplices that consists of the thin triangles of ts1 together with

∆{000,001,011}, ∆{010,110,111}, ∆{000,100,101},

∆{100,101,111}, ∆{000,001,111}, ∆{000,110,111}.

Note that there is an inclusion map ts1 → ts1♦ of scaled simplicial sets.

For a subcomplexK of (the underlying simplicial set of) ts1, we writeK♦ for the scaled simplicial
set K equipped with the induced scaling from ts1♦. We set

FSRi = (∂Fts1 ∪ di(ts0) ∪ ∂Rts1)♦

for i = 0, 1. We consider inclusion maps

θ0 : FSR0 ∐
∆

{110,111}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ −→ ts1♦

∐
∆

{110,111}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ ,

θ1 : FSR1 ∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ −→ ts1♦

∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ .

Lemma 11.9. The inclusion maps θ0 and θ1 are trivial cofibrations in Setsc∆.
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Proof. We shall show that the map θ1 is a trivial cofibration. The other case is similar. For
simplicity, we set

E0 = FSR1 ∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ ,

E1 = (FSR1 ∪ ts1LL♦)
∐

∆
{000,001}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ ,

E2 = ts1♦
∐

∆
{000,001}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ .

It suffices to show that the inclusion maps E0 → E1 and E1 → E2 are trivial cofibrations.
First, we shall show that E0 → E1 is a trivial cofibration. We set

F0 = FSR1,

F1 = FSR1 ∪∆
{000,100,110,111}
♦ ,

F2 = FSR1 ∪ (∆{000,100,110,111} ∪∆{000,100,101,111})♦.

We can see that the inclusion maps F0 → F1 and F1 → F2 are scaled anodyne since they are
obtained by iterated pushouts along scaled anodyne maps of type (An1). By taking a pushout

along the map ∆
{000,001}
♯ → ∆

{0}
♯ , we see that E0 → F2

∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆0
♯ is scaled anodyne. By [14,

Remark 1.33], the map Λ2
0,♯

∐
∆

{0,1}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ → ∆2

♯

∐
∆

{0,1}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ is a trivial cofibration. By taking a

pushout along it, we obtain a trivial cofibration F2

∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆0
♯ → E1. Hence, E0 → E1 is a

trivial cofibration by composition.
Next, we shall show that E1 → E2 is a trivial cofibration. We set

G0 = FSR1 ∪ ts1LL♦,

G1 = FSR1 ∪ ts1LL♦ ∪∆
{000,010,110,111}
♦ ,

G2 = FSR1 ∪ ts1LL♦ ∪ (∆{000,010,110,111} ∪∆{000,010,011,111})♦.

We can see that the inclusion maps G0 → G1 and G1 → G2 are scaled anodyne since they are
obtained by taking pushouts along scaled anodyne maps of type (An1). By taking a pushout along

the map ∆
{000,001}
♯ → ∆

{0}
♯ , we see that E1 → G2

∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆0
♯ is scaled anodyne. By taking

a pushout along the trivial cofibration Λ2
0,♯

∐
∆

{0,1}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ → ∆2

♯

∐
∆

{0,1}
♯

∆
{0}
♯ , we obtain a trivial

cofibration G2

∐
∆

{000,001}
♯

∆0
♯ → E2. Hence, E1 → E2 is a trivial cofibration by composition. �

For i = 0, 1, Lemma 11.9 implies that the induced map

∆1
♯

∐

∂Fts1♦

FSRi
∐

∂Rts1♦

∆1
♯ −→ ∆1

♯

∐

∂Fts1♦

ts1♦
∐

∂Rts1♦

∆1
♯

is a trivial cofibration, where ∂Fts1♦ → ∆1
♯ is a map given by 010, 011 7→ 0 and 110, 111 7→ 1, and

∂Rts1♦ → ∆1
♯ is a map given by 000, 001 7→ 0 and 100, 101 7→ 1. Since the map di : ts0 → ts1

induces an isomorphism of scaled simplicial sets between ts0 and ∆1
♯

∐
∂Fts1♦

FSRi ∐
∂Rts1♦

∆1
♯ , it

induces a trivial cofibration
ts0 −→ ∆1

♯

∐

∂Fts1♦

ts1♦
∐

∂Rts1♦

∆1
♯

in Setsc∆. This implies that the restriction map di : TS(X)eq1,(s0(b000),s0(b010)) → TS(X)0,(b000,b010) is

an equivalence. Hence, we obtain that (di)P : TS(X)bd,eq1,s0(P ) → TS(X)0,P is an equivalence. Since

the composite (di)p(s0)P is an identity, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 11.10. The map (s0)P : TS(X)0,P → TS(X)bd,eq1,s0(P ) is an equivalence for any P ∈

Bd(X)0.
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Proof of Proposition 8.6. By Proposition 11.1 and Lemma 11.8, it suffices to show that the map

s0 : TS(X)0 → TS(X)bd,eq1 is an equivalence. By Corollary 11.10, (11.1) is a pullback diagram.
Since the bottom horizontal arrow in (11.1) is an equivalence, the top horizontal arrow is also an
equivalence. �
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