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MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL co-CATEGORIES

TAKESHI TORII

ABSTRACT. In this paper we give an example of duoidal oco-categories. We introduce map O-
monoidales in an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category for an oco-operad O®. We show that the endo-
morphism mapping oo-category of a map O-monoidale is a coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal oco-
category. After that, we introduce a convolution product on the mapping oco-category from an
O-comonoidale to an O-monoidale. We show that the O-monoidal structure on the duoidal endo-
morphism mapping oco-category of a map O-monoidale is equivalent to the convolution product
on the mapping oco-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 [2I]. 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 [I7]. In other words, the theory
of (00, 0)-categories is equivalent to the homotopy theory of spaces. An (oo, n)-category is an
oo-category whose k-morphisms are invertible for £ > n. On way to view an (oo, n)-category is to
regard it as an oo-category enriched over (oo, n — 1)-categories. In particular, an (co, 1)-category
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is an oo-category enriched over spaces. Another way to view an (oo, 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 (oo, 1)-category its homotopy category which is an ordinary category. An
(00, 2)-category is regarded as an oo-category enriched over (oo, 1)-categories. By taking homotopy
categories of mapping (0o, 1)-categories, we obtain the homotopy bicategory of an (oo, 2)-category.

In [22] we introduced the notion of duoidal co-categories, which are counterparts of duoidal
categories in the setting of higher categories. In [23] we generalized duoidal oco-categories to
higher monoidal co-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 oo-
categories are counterparts of higher monoidal categories in higher category theory. In [25] we
gave an example of duoidal co-categories of operadic modules. Lurie [I8] showed that the (oo, 1)-
category of O-A-modules in C admits the structure of an (-monoidal co-category, where O% is a
small coherent symmetric co-operad, C is an O-monoidal (oo, 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 oco-operad, O% is a small coherent symmetric co-operad, C is a P ® O-monoidal
oo-category with a sufficient supply of colimits, and A is a P ® O-algebra in C, then the (oo, 1)-
category of O-A-modules in C admits the structure of a mixed (P, O)-duoidal co-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 co-categories. We show that
we can construct a duoidal co-category by the same procedure as in [7] in the setting of higher
categories. We consider an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category Z for an oc-operad O%® over a perfect
operator category. We introduce an O-monoidale as an O-monoid object in the underlying (oo, 1)-
category of Z. We can consider the 1-full sub (oo, 2)-category Z¥ 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 Z%.

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

The first main theorem of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (cf. Theorem [63). Let Z be an O-monoidal (o0, 2)-category and let A be a map
O-monoidale in Z. The endomorphism mapping oo-category Z(A, A) admits the structure of a
coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal co-category,

Next, we compare the O-monoidal structure on Z (A, A) with convolution product. We call an O-
comonoid object in the underlying (oo, 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 oco-category
Z(C, A). Informally speaking, when O® is the associative co-operad, the convolution product is
given by

C-Cc00 a4 4

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

We denote by ZF the 1-full sub (0o, 2)-category of Z spanned by right adjoint 1-morphisms. By
taking adjoint morphisms, there is a dual equivalence between the (oo, 1)-category of O-monoidales
in ZL and the (0o, 1)-category of O-comonoidales in ZF. We denote by A* the O-comonoidale in
ZR corresponding to a map O-monoidale A under this equivalence. Since the underlying object of



MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL oco-CATEGORIES 3

A* is equivalent to that of A, the underlying (oo, 1)-category of Z(A*, A) is equivalent to that of
Z(AA).
The second main theorem of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let Z be an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category and let A be a map O-monoidale in Z.
The O-monoidal structure on the coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal co-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 oo-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 co-categories,
where O%® and P® are oo-operads over perfect operator categories. In §3lwe review scaled simplicial
sets which are models of (00, 2)-categories. We recall the model structure on the category of scaled
simplicial sets whose underlying co-category is equivalent to the theory of (0o, 2)-categories. In
§4 we study adjoint morphisms in (co,2)-categories. We construct 1-full sub (oo, 2)-categories
spanned by left and right adjoint 1-morphisms, respectively. We show that there is a natural
dual equivalence between the underlying (0o, 1)-categories of them. In §5 we introduce a map
O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category, where O is an oc-operad over a perfect operator
category. We define a map O-monoidale to be an O-monoidale in Z%. We show that there is a
dual equivalence between the (oo, 1)-category of O-monoidales in Z¥ and the (0o, 1)-category of
O-comonoidales in Z by taking adjoint morphisms. In §6l we prove Theorem [[Il First, we show
that the endomorphism mapping co-category Z(A, A) of an O-monoidale A is a virtual coCartesian
(AP, O)-duoidal co-category. After that, we show that it is in fact a coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal
oo-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 oco-category. For an O-monoidale A and an
O-comonoidale C, we show that the mapping oco-category Z(C, A) has the structure of an O-
monoidal (0o, 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 Tw', r(X) of the twisted arrow oo-category and a wide
subcategory Ar‘s’gl(X ) of the oplax arrow co-category of an (0o, 2)-category X. For this purpose, in
§8we introduce a twisted square co-category TS(X'), which is a generalization of twisted arrow oo-
category. For a fibrant scaled simplicial set X which represents X', we construct a simplicial space
TS(X)e which represents TS(X'). We defer to §ITla proof of TS(X ). being a complete Segal space.
In §9 we show that there is an equivalence of (0o, 1)-categories between Tw' 5 (X) and Arzgl(X ).
For this purpose, we construct a perfect pairing between them by taking a suitable subcategory
of TS(X). Finally, in §I0] 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 Seta the category of simplicial sets. We write Setgi’m and Setfy for
the category Seta equipped with the Kan and Joyal model structures, respectively. In this paper
we mean that an oo-groupoid is a Kan complex, that an oo-category is a quasi-category, and that
an oo-bicategory is a fibrant scaled simplicial set. We let rev : A°? — A°P be a functor given by
assigning to a nonempty finite ordered set its reverse ordered set. For a simplicial object So, we
denote by S.°¥ the composite functor S, o rev.

We denote by S the oo-category of (small) spaces, by Cat (1) the co-category of (small) (oo, 1)-
categories, and by Cat( 2) the oo-category of (small) (oo,2)-categories. We denote by (—)~ :
Cat(s,1) — S the right adjoint to the inclusion functor S — Cat(og 1y, and by u1(—) : Cat(o 2) —
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Cat(s,1) the right adjoint to the inclusion functor Cat(s,1) — Cat (o 2). For an co-category C which
admits finite products, we denote by C* the associated Cartesian symmetric monoidal co-category.

For an (oo, 1)-category C with objects ¢ and d, we denote by Map.(c,d) the mapping space
from ¢ to d. For an (oo, 2)-category X with objects z and y, we denote by X (x,y) the mapping
(00, 1)-category from z to y.

For a nonempty finite totally ordered set S, we denote by A the (|S| — 1)-dimensional simplex
with S as the set of vertices. For s € S, AS~{5} is the codimension 1 face of A opposite to the
vertex s. For a subset ) # N & S, we set

Ay = |J At

seS—N

For [r] = {0 <1< --- <r}, we write A" and A7 for Al"l and A&Ti]}, respectively.

Part 1. Duoidal endomorphism mapping oco-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 [l we consider counterparts of this
construction in higher category theory.

In §8l we introduce a notion of a map O@-monoidale in an O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category Z, where
O is an oc-operad over a perfect operator category. In §6 we show that the endomorphism mapping
oo-category of a map O-monoidale in Z admits the structure of a coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal
oo-category.

For this purpose, in §2] we recall the notion of duoidal co-categories introduced in [22] 23]. In
§3] we recall scaled simplicial sets which are models of (0o, 2)-categories. In §d we study adjoint
morphisms in (0o, 2)-categories.

2. DUOIDAL co-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 @ be a prefect operator category in the sense of [3| Definitions 1.2 and 4.6]. Associated to
®, we have the Leinster category A(®) equipped with collections of inert morphisms and active
morphisms. An oc-operad over ® is a functor p : O — A(®) of co-categories satisfying certain
conditions (see [3, Definition 7.8] for precise definition). By definition, a perfect operator category
® has a final object *. We denote by O the fiber O at * € A(®) and say that it is the underlying
oo-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 A(®). A morphism of co-operads
over ® between O — A(®) and P® — A(®P) is a functor f: O® — P® over A(®) that preserves
inert morphisms. We denote by Op_, /A(®) the oo-category of oco-operads over ®. We notice that
OPpoo/a(a) 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], A(F) is equivalent to the category Fin, of pointed finite sets. By
[3, Example 7.9], the notion of co-operads over F coincides with that of Lurie’s co-operads in [I8|
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], A(O) is equivalent to A°P. The notion of oo-operads over
O coincides with that of non-symmetric co-operads in [T1 §3].
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Let C® — O% be a map of oc-operads over ®. We say that it is an O-monoidal co-category if
it is a coCartesian fibration. In this case we have a multiplication map

wo: [ €2 & 02 25 0f
ie|1]

for an active morphism ¢ : a — b in O®, where p(a) = I, a ~ (a;);c|7|, and a;,b € O.

Let C and D be O-monoidal co-categories, and let g : C® — D® be a map of co-categories
over O%. We say that ¢ is a lax O-monoidal functor if it is a map of co-operads over O%, that
is, it preserves inert morphisms. We say tlhat g is a strong O-monoidal functor if it preserves

ax

coCartesian morphisms. We denote by Mong*(Cat(o,1)) the subcategory of Cat (o 1)/0® spanned
by O-monoidal oo-category and lax O-monoidal functors. We denote by Mono(Cat (1)) the

lax

wide subcategory of Mon5*(Cat(s,1)) spanned by strong O-monoidal functors. We notice that
lax

Mon5*(Cat (o,1)) and Monp(Cat (s, 1)) admit finite products.

As in [I8] §2.4.2], we can identify an O-monoidal co-category with a functor from O® to Cat(oo,1)-
Let Y be an co-category with finite products, and let M be a functor O%® — Y of oco-categories.
For any a € O%® with p(a) = I, we can take a family of p-coCartesian morphisms {a — a;| i € |I|}
lying over the inert morphisms {p; : I — {i}| ¢ € |I|}. The family {a — a;] i € ||} induces a
morphism M (a) — [[;¢|;; M(a;) 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 Monp(Y) the full
subcategory of Fun(O®,Y’) spanned by O-monoid objects. There is an equivalence of co-categories
between Monp(Cat(s,1)) and Mone(Cat(o,1y) (cf. [I8, Remark 2.4.2.6]).

Now, we define a notion of virtual coCartesian duoidal co-category. Let po : O® — A(®) and
pp : P€ — A(¥) be oc-operads over perfect operator categories ® and ¥, respectively. We denote
by 7o and mp the projections from O% x P® to the factors, respectively.

Definition 2.3 (Definition of virtual coCartesian Duoidal oo-categories). Let
f: X = 0% xP®.

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

(1) The composite 7o o f : X — O% is a coCartesian fibration, and f carries (7o o f)-
coCartesian morphisms to mp-coCartesian morphisms.

(2) For each a € O%, the restriction p, : X, — P® is a morphism of co-operads over A(V).

(3) For each morphism a — a’ in O%, the induced map X, — X, over P® is a morphism of
oo-operads over P®.

(4) For each a € O% with po(a) = I, the Segal morphism

®
Xo— ] 7 Xa
i€l

is an equivalence in the co-category Op., pe of oc-operads over P®, where {a — a;| i € |I[}
is a family of pp-coCartesian morphisms lying over the inert morphisms {p; : I — {i}| i €
|7]}, and the right hand side is a product in Opy, /pe-

Remark 2.4. A virtual coCartesian (O, P)-duoidal co-category corresponds to an O-monoid ob-
ject of the Cartesian symmetric monoidal co-category Op., spe under the straightening along the
map too f: X — O%,

Next, we recall the definition of coCartesian duoidal co-categories.
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Definition 2.5 (Definition of coCartesian Duoidal co-categories (cf. [22, Definition 4.23] and [23]
Definition 3.14])). Let
f: X = 0% xP®.

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

(1) The map f is a virtual coCartesian (O, P)-duoidal co-category.

(2) For each a € O%, the restriction p, : X, — P® is a P-monoidal co-category.
Remark 2.6. A coCartesian (O, P)-duoidal co-category corresponds to an O-monoid object of
the Cartesian symmetric monoidal co-category Monl;X(Cat(OOJ)) under the straightening along the
map Too f: X — O%,

Informally speaking, a coCartesian (O, P)-duoidal co-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 (00, 2)-CATEGORIES

In this section we review scaled simplicial sets which are models of (oo, 2)-categories. We recall
the model structure on the category of scaled simplicial sets introduced in [19] whose underlying
oo-category is equivalent to the oo-category Cat (o 2y of (00,2)-categories.

First, we recall the definition of scaled simplicial sets.

Definition 3.1 ([I9, Definition 3.1.1])). A scaled simplicial set is a pair (X, Ty) in which X is a
simplicial set and T’ 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 T'x into Ty. We denote by Set’y the category of scaled simplicial sets.

For a simplicial set S, we have two canonical scaled simplicial sets Sy and S,. The scaled
simplicial set Sy 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 Set’y.

Definition 3.2 ([I9, Definition 3.1.3]). The collection of scaled anodyne maps is the weakly
saturated class of morphisms of Sety generated by the following maps:

(Anl) For each 0 < i < n, the inclusion map
(A}, {A{i_l’i’”l}}h? U {degenerate}) — (A", {AT=117F1 ) fdegenerate} ).
(An2) The inclusion map
(A", T) — (A*, T U {AT3H ADLY),
where
T = {A1024F A28} AL0L3) A{L3A} A{0L2}Yy ) fdegenerate}.
(An3) For n > 2, the inclusion map

(AL H A% {ALOLPY U {degenerate}) — (A" H A° {ALOLPI U {degenerate}).
A{0,1} A{0,1}
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A model structure on Set’y was introduced in [I9] and showed that the underlying co-category
of Sety is equivalent to the oco-category Cat s 2) of (00, 2)-categories.

Theorem 3.3 (cf. [19, Theorem 4.2.7], [I4] Theorem 1.29], and [I3} Theorem 1.12]). There exists
a model structure on Set’s 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 co-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 oco-bicategories, and fibrant objects
in Sety are referred to as oo-bicategories. However, it is shown that these two notations coincide
in [I4, Theorem 5.1].

We recall that Setfy 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

(=) : Setx™ — Set’X. We denote by

uy : Set’s — Set Y

the right adjoint to (—)y, 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 u; is a right
Quillen functor, u; X is an co-category for an oo-bicategory X. The functor u; induces the functor
uy @ Cab(oo,2) — Cat(s,1) of the underlying oo-categories, which is a right adjoint to the inclusion
functor Cat(o 1) — Cat(s,2)-

The model structure on Sety is cartesian closed by [19, Proposition 3.1.8 and Lemma 4.2.6].
(see, also, [I4, Remark 1.31] or [13] the paragraph before Lemma 1.24]). Thus, we have a function
object FUN(X,Y) in Sety for scaled simplicial sets X and Y. When Y is an oo-bicategory,
FUN(X,Y) is also an oco-bicategory. We denote by

Fun(X,Y")
its underlying co-category u1FUN(X,Y"), and by

Map™(X,Y’)

~

its underlying co-groupoid u1 FUN(X,Y)
The Gray tensor product of scaled simplicial sets was introduced in [I3]. This construction
determines a functor
(=) ® (=) : Set’y x Set’x — Set’y,
which is a left Quillen bifunctor by [I3|, Theorem 2.14]. Hence, it induces a functor (=) ® (—) :
Cat(oo,2) X Cat(oo,2) — Cat(,2) of co-categories, which preserves colimits separately in each vari-
able. For example, the Gray tensor product A; ® A; is a scaled simplicial set whose underlying

simplicial set is A' x Al equipped with the 2-simplex A(0:0)(1L0).(LD} together with degenerate
2-simplices as thin. It represents an oplax square depicted by

(0,0) —— (0,1)

A

(1,0) —=(1,1).
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The Gray tensor product on scaled simplicial sets has adjoints FUN'®(—, —) and FUN°P!(—, —)
which satisfy
Homserse (Z, FUN'™(X,Y)) = Homsews(Z ® X,Y),

Homgerse (Z, FUNP(X,Y)) = Homgewe(X ® Z,Y).

If Y is an oo-bicategory, then FUN'(X,Y) and FUN°P (X, Y) are also co-bicategories. We write
Fun'™(X,Y), Fun®(X,Y)
for the underlying oo-categories u; FUN'™ (X Y") and u; FUN°P!(X|Y"), respectively.

4. ADJOINT MORPHISMS IN (00, 2)-CATEGORIES

In this section we study adjoint morphisms in (0o, 2)-categories. For an (0o, 2)-category X, we
construct 1-full sub (oo, 2)-categories X'* and X' spanned by left and right adjoint 1-morphisms,
respectively. We show that there is a natural dual equivalence between the underlying (oo, 1)-
categories of X* and XF.

First, we observe a property of adjoint 1-morphisms in an (oo, 2)-category. Let (m*, m® n)
be an adjunction in an (oo, 2)-category X, where m%* : x — 2’ is a left adjoint I-morphism to
mf .2’ — x, and 7 : id, = mfm?’ is its unit 2-morphism. For I-morphisms f :  — y and
g: 2" — yof X, we consider a map of mapping spaces

MapX(x/,y) (mea g) - Map)((ac,y) (fa gmL)
given by the composite

(=)m" (fm)"
Ma'pX(m’,y)(meu g) — MapX(w,y) (memL7 gmL) # Ma'pX(w,y)(fu gmL)

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)(me,g) — Mapy (., (f gmb) is an equivalence.

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

(—)ym” (g¢)-
MapX(m,y) (fv gmL) B Map/”((z’,y) (me7 gmLmR) — MapX(m,y) (mev g)v
where € : m¥mf = id, is a counit of the adjunction. By the triangle identity, we see that it is
the desired homotopy inverse. O

For an (00, 2)-category X, we construct 1-full sub (0o, 2)-categories XX and X% of X' spanned
by left and right adjoint 1-morphisms, respectively. We give a construction of co-bicategories X%
and X which represent X and X%, respectively, when X is represented by an oo-bicategory X.

Let X = (X,Tx) be a fibrant scaled simplicial set. We write X* for the subcomplex of X
spanned by those simplices whose 1-dimensional faces are all left adjoint. We define X* to be the
scaled simplicial set (X%, Txr), where Tz is the restriction of Tx to X*. We define a scaled
simplicial set X% in a similar manner by using right adjoints instead of left adjoints. We show
that X© and X7 are fibrant scaled simplicial sets and hence they represent (oo, 2)-categories.

Lemma 4.2. The scaled simplicial sets X* and XT are fibrant.

Proof. We shall prove the case for X*. The case for X® can be proven in a similar manner. We
consider an extension problem of scaled anodyne maps with respect to X . Since X is fibrant, we
can find an extension in X. If a scaled anodyne map is of type (Anl) for n > 3, (An2), or (An3),
then the extension lands in X 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 (Anl) for n = 2, then the image of A2} in X is
equivalent to a composite of left adjoints, and hence the extension also lands in X . 0

Definition 4.3. Let X be an (00, 2)-category represented by a fibrant scaled simplicial set X. We
denote by XY and XF the (0o, 2)-categories represented by fibrant scaled simplicial sets X~ and
X respectively.

We recall that the inclusion functor Cat(s,1) — Cat( 2) has the right adjoint uy : Cat(o 2y —
Cat(s,1). For an (oo,2)-category X, u1 &’ is the underlying (oo, 1)-category of X' obtained by
discarding all non-invertible 2-morphisms. Next, we show that there is a dual equivalence between
ur X and u; XT by taking adjoint 1-morphisms. For this purpose, we construct a perfect pairing
between uy X% and u X7

First, we construct a pairing of u; X* and u; X*. For this purpose, we recall the oplax arrow
oo-category

ArePl(X)
which is represented by the oo-category FunoPl(Ai},X) (cf. [16, Definition 7.5]). An object of
ArP!(X) is a 1-morphism of X'. A morphism of Ar°P!(X) from f:z — y to f : 2’ — ¢/ is an
oplax square depicted by
x——a
f l / !
y—=y’

The inclusion map A} — A} induces a map FUNOPI(Aé,X) — X x X, which is a fibration
between fibrant objects in Set’x. Since uy : Sety — SetJAOy is a right Quillen functor, we obtain a
map Ar°?'(X) — u; X x u1X, which is a fibration of fibrant objects in SetJAoy. We write

(s,1) : ArPH(X) — w1 X x ug X
for the corresponding map of (oo, 1)-categories.
Remark 4.4. The map (s,) : Ar°P'(X) = u3 X x u1 X is an orthofibration by [I6, Proposition 7.9].
Now, we give a sufficient condition for 1-morphisms in Ar°"'(X) to be (s, t)-coCartesian.

Lemma 4.5. Let o be a morphism in Ar(’pl(X) depicted by

g9
_—

L
X T
ft/lf’
Yy Yy

/

E—
h

where g is a left adjoint 1-morphism. Then o is an (s,t)-coCartesian morphism if f' is equivalent

to hfg®, and the 2-morphism wu is equivalent to the composite hf L1y hfgfgt ~ f'g", where
(g%, g%,m) is an adjunction in X that is an evtension of g*.

Proof. Let f” : 2/ — 3 be an object of Ar°"(X). We would like to show that the following
commutative diagram

Map g ot (1) (f', f7) — Map g ot (1) (f5 f7)

l

Mapy, v, 2 (@), (2, 4"))  — Mapy, x w2 ((2,9), (2", 4"))
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is a pullback in the (oo, 1)-category of spaces. We take a 1-morphism (k,1) : (2/,y") — (2”,y”) in
u1 X X u1X. The induced map on fibers

Map agort (1) (s f) 1y = Map g ot 0y (f5 F7) (kg n)
is identified with the map
Map/”((z’,y”)(lf/a f”k) — MapX(m,y”) (lhfv f”kgL)
given by the composition with o, which is an equivalence by Lemma [4.1] O
We define maps
(s,)sr:  ArPHX) — wXF xu X,
(s,t)r.r: Arz}?g(ﬁ,’) — w X xu AR
by the following pullback diagrams
APy — A — AP
(S,t)L’Rl (S,t)sLl l(s,t)
ulXL X ulXR — ulXL XurX — w X XuX.
By the criterion of (s, t)-coCartesian morphisms in Lemma 5 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6. The maps (s,t)sz : AP (X) = w1 XF x us X and (s, t).r : Arf’%()ﬁ) — up XL x
w1 X® are coCartesian fibrations.

Next, we construct the desired pairing from the map (s,t)r r. We define EZ{);(X) to be the
full subcategory of Arzp%(é’( ) spanned by those objects that are right adjoint 1-morphisms in X.

——opl
By restricting the map (s, )1, r to Ar?R(X), we obtain a map

CRIINE H?;(A’) — u X xu AR,

Lemma 4.7. The map (s,t); p: ﬂ?k(%‘) — u XY x w1 XT is a coCartesian fibration.

Proof. Let f : 2 — y be an object of Ez}?;()() and let (g%, hf) : (z,9) — (2,y’) be a morphism of
u X x uy XE. We take a (s,t), g-coCartesian morphism f — f’ in Ar‘fjﬁ%(ék') covering (g%, hf?).
It suffices to show that f’ belongs to H?;(X). This follows from the fact that hf fg® is a right
adjoint 1-morphism. O

We define Pair(X) to be the wide subcategory of HEI?;%(X) spanned by (s,t); p-coCartesian
morphisms. We denote by
(5,1)P¥T : Pair(X) — ui XL x ug X1

the restriction of (s,t); 5 to Pair(X). By Lemma L7} the map (s,)P*" is a left fibration, and
hence it defines a pairing of (0o, 1)-categories between uy X% and u X'

Theorem 4.8. The pairing (s,t)P*" : Pair(X) — uy X x uy X is perfect.

Proof. By [18, Corollary 5.2.1.22], it suffices to show that the pairing (s, t)P*" 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, )P is left representable. Let o be an object of uy XL, We set S(z) =

{z} %, xo Pair(X) for simplicity. We take the identity morphism id, :  — x, which we regard as
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an object of S(z). We have to show that id, is an initial object. For any object f : z — y in S(x),
we can identify Mapg,)(ids, f) with Map,,, xr(z,y) /s, which is contractible.

Next, we shall show that (s,?)P¥" is right representable. Let y be an object of u; X®. We set
T(y) = Pair(X) x,, xr {y} for simplicity. We take the identity morphism id, : y — y, which we
regard as an object of T(y). We have to show that id,, is an initial object. For any object f : x — y
in T(y), we can identify Mapr,(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 id, 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 (oo, 1)-categories between ui X* and u X%.

Remark 4.10. The dual equivalence in Corollary 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 .9 is natural with respect to X'. We
let uy(—)" and u;(—)® be functors from Cat(oo,2) to Cat(so,1) Which assigns wi YE and w1 YF to
an (0o, 2)-category Y, respectively.

Corollary 4.11. There is a natural dual equivalence of functors between ui(—)* and uy(—).

Proof. Let f:)Y — Z be a functor of (0o, 2)-categories. This induces a morphism of pairings

Pair(Y) Pair(d) Pair(2)

| |

oL "R
uy f7Xu f
ulyL X ’U,lyR ’lJ,lZL X ulzR.

By the characterization of right universal objects in Pair(X) in the proof of Theorem .8 we see
that ([I)) is right representable in the sense of [I8, Variant 5.2.1.16]. By this observation, we
obtain a functor

Cat (o 9) —> CPair®™

of co-categories by assigning to an (oo, 2)-category ) the perfect pairing Pair()) — u; V¥ x uy Y%,
where CPairP™ is the co-category of perfect pairings and right representable morphisms (see
[18, Remark 5.2.1.20] for the definition of CPairP"). This implies that the dual equivalence in
Corollary {9l is natural with respect to X. O

Remark 4.12. We can prove an existence of a natural dual equivalence between u; X" and u; X'F
by using [15], Remark 4.11] as well. Let adj be the free 2-category containing an adjunction, and let
adj® be the cosimplicial (0o, 2)-category whose nth object is the (oo, 2)-category of n composable
adjunctions adj ]_[[O] . 'H[o] adj. By [I5] Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.11], there are equivalences of
simplicial spaces

Mapcat(ooﬂ) ([.]Op’ X)ladj <i MapCat(oo,z) (aoj', X) i> MapCat(oo,z) ([.]7 X)radj-

This implies that there is a natural dual equivalence of complete Segal spaces associated to 1 X'
and u X7,
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5. MAP MONOIDALES IN MONOIDAL 00-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 (0o, 2)-category. We show that there is a dual equivalence between the (oo, 1)-
category of left adjoint O-monoidales and the (0o, 1)-category of right adjoint O-comonoidales by
taking adjoint morphisms.

Since Cat (oo 2) has finite products, we can consider O-monoid objects in Cat( ). We call an
O-monoid object in Cat(o ) an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category. In the following of this section we
let Z be an O-monoidal (00, 2)-category.

Since the functor u; : Cat(w2) — 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
uy @ Monp(Cat(s,2)) — Monp(Cat(,1)). From this observation, we see that u;Z is an O-
monoidal (oo, 1)-category.

Let W be an O-monoidal (oo, 1)-category. We identify W with a coCartesian fibration W® —
0% of oc-operads. An O-algebra object A in W is a map of oc-operads O%® — W% over O%. We
define Alg, (W) to be the full subcategory of Funpe (0%, W) spanned by O-algebra objects, and
call it the oco-category of O-algebra objects in W.

The opposite (oo, 1)-category WeP inherits an O-monoidal structure from W. An O-coalgebra
object in W is an O-algebra object in WP. We define coAlg, (W) to be Alg,(W°P)°P, and call it
the oo-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 (0o, 2)-category. An O-monoidale in Z is an O-algebra
object in w1 Z. An O-comonoidale in Z is an O-coalgebra object in u1 Z.

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 (0o, 2)-categories Z% and Z® inherit O-monoidal
structure from Z.

Lemma 5.2. If Z is an O-monoidal (c0,2)-category, then Z* and ZT are also O-monoidal
(00, 2)-categories.

Proof. We shall show that Z is an O-monoidal (00, 2)-category. The case of Z% is similar. The
construction X + X% determines a functor (—)% : Cat(o,2) — Cat(2). This functor preserves
finite products. Thus, it induces a functor (—)% : Mone (Cat(s 2)) — Monp (Cat (oo 2))- O

By Lemma [5.2] we have O-monoidal (oo, 1)-categories uy ZL and u; Zf. 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 @-monoidal (oo, 2)-category.

Definition 5.3. Let Z be an O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category. We define a map O-monoidale in Z
to be an O-monoidale in Z~. 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 Z%.

Next, we study a duality of left adjoint O-monoidales and right adjoint O-comonoidales under
the dual equivalence in Corollary For this purpose, we promote the dual equivalence in
Corollary L9 to a dual equivalence of monoidal (oo, 1)-categories.

Lemma 5.4. When Z is an O-monoidal (00, 2)-category, there is a natural dual equivalence of
O-monoidal (0o, 1)-categories between uy ZL and uy Z7.
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Proof. By the proof of Corollary EETTL there is a functor Cat (s 2) — CPairP®* which assigns to
an (00, 2)-category X the perfect pairing Pair(X) — ui X% x X®. We can verify that this functor
preserves finite products. Hence we obtain a functor Monp(Cat (s 2)) — Monp (Pair®®f). This
implies that the dual equivalence in Corollary 4.9 can be promoted to a natural dual equivalence
of @-monoidal (oo, 1)-categories. O

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 oo-category of left adjoint O-
monoidales and the co-category of right adjoint O-comonoidales

Algo (ur Z2%) =~ coAlgy (ug Z7)°P.

Definition 5.6. For a left adjoint O-monoidale A € Alg,(u; ZL), we let A* be the corresponding
object in coAlgn(uy Z%) under the equivalence in Corollary We call A* the right adjoint
O-comonoidale associated to A. Similarly, for a right adjoint O-comonoidale C' € coAlg, (u; Z%),
we denote by C* the corresponding object in Alg,(u1Z%) under the equivalence in Corollary (.5
We call C* the left adjoint O-monoidale associated to C'.

6. MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL 0o-CATEGORIES

Let A be a map O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category Z. The goal of this section is to
show that the endomorphism mapping oco-category Z(A, A) admits the structure of a coCartesian
(A°P, O)-duoidal co-category.

First, we construct a simplicial O-monoidal (00, 1)-category Fun®([e], 2)®. For an (oo, 2)-
category K, the functor Fun® (K, —) : Cat(,2) — Cat(oo,1) preserves finite products. Hence, it
induces a functor

Fun®P' (K, —)® - Monp (Cat(,2y) = Monp(Cat (o, 1))
Thus, Fun®® (K, 2)® is an O-monoidal (oo, 1)-category for an O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category Z. We
notice that it is functorial with respect to K. We define a simplicial O-monoidal (oo, 1)-category
Fun®?!([e], 2)® : A — Monp(Cat(a 1)

which is given by [n] — Fun®?!([n], 2)®.
Notice that the Oth O-monoidal (oo, 1)-category Fun®?'([0], 2)® is equivalent to u; Z®. The
inclusion map 4 : {[0]} — A°P induces an adjunction

i* : Fun(A°?, Monp (Cat (s,1))) & Monop(Cat(s,1)) : ix,

where ¢* is the restriction and i, is its right adjoint given by the right Kan extension along +.
Hence, the equivalence i*Fun®P!([e], Z2)® ~ u; Z® gives rise to a map

Fun?([e], 2)® — i,uy 2%
in Fun(A°, Monp (Cat(o,1y)). By using the composite Monp(Cat(,1)) =~ Mono(Cat(o,1y) —
Monl(gx(Cat(ooyl)) — Opuojoe, We regard it as a map in Fun(A°P, Op, 00 ).

Let A € Algp(u1Z) be an O-monoidale in Z. We regard A as a morphism of co-operads
A: 0% — u1 Z% over O%. By the right Kan extension along i, we obtain a morphism

i A 0,0%9 — g 2%

in Fun(A°P, Opy, /0@ )-
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Definition 6.1. We define Z(A, A)J by the following pullback diagram in Fun(A°, Op, o)
Z(A,4)F — Fun®([e], 2)®

o l

) i A
1,09 =4

i*ulZ®.

We would like to show that Z(A4, A)? is a A°P-monoid object in Monl(gX(Cat(ooJ)), which is a
full subcategory of Op., 0o, when A is a map O-monoidale. First, we show that Z(4, A)¥is a
A°P-monoid object of Op, oe, and hence it corresponds to a virtual coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal
oo-category by Remark 241

Proposition 6.2. The functor Z(A, A)? is a A°P-monoid object of Opoo/00 -

Proof. For a simplicial object F' in an (oo, 1)-category which admits finite limits, we say that F is
a category object if the inert maps [n] — [i] in A°P for ¢ = 0, 1 induce an equivalence

F([n]) = F{0,1}) Xp1y) -+ Xp((n-1p 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)§ is a final object in OPs /0 -
First, we shall show that Z(A4, A)¥ is a category object in Ops oe- Since category objects

are closed under limits, it suffices to show that i,O%, i,u; Z2, and Fun®'([e], 2)® are category
objects. For an oo-operad P® over O%, the simplicial object i, P® is given by

n+1

[n] = P® xpe - xpe P®.
By this description, we see that i,O% and i,u; Z% are category objects. By using an equivalence
{0,1} 1y - Hgn—13{n — Ln} — [n] of (oo, 1)-categories and the fact that the Gray tensor
product preserves colimits in each variable, we obtain an equivalence

{o,132y) I] -~ [I Wn—1,n}ey) = [ney
{11ey  {n-1}a¥
of (00, 2)-categories for any (0o, 1)-category V. This equivalence implies that the simplicial object
Mapcas, ., (¥, Fun®?!([e], 2)®) is a category object in Monp(S). By the Yoneda lemma and the
fact that Mone(Cat(eo,1)) — Opuyjoe preserves limits, we see that Fun®P!([e], 2)? is a category
object of Opy /0.
Next, we shall show that Z(A, A4,)§ is a final object of Ops o®- Since the right vertical arrow in

(610 induces an equivalence, so does the left vertical arrow. The claim follows from the equivalence
i.0%9([0]) ~ O%. O

Finally, when A is a map O-monoidale in Z, we show that Z(A, A)€ is a A°°-monoid object of

Monl(gX(Cat(ooyl)), which corresponds to a coCartesian (AP, O)-duoidal co-category by Remark 2.0l

Theorem 6.3. We assume that A is a map O-monoidale in an O-monoidal (00,2)-category Z.
Then, the functor Z(A, A)Y is an object of MonAop(Monlgx(Cat(ooﬁl))), and hence it corresponds
to a coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal co-category.

Proof. By Proposition [62] it suffices to show that Z(A, A){ is an O-monoidal co-category. We
write Ar°P!(2)® for Fun®([1], 2)®. Since A is a map O-monoidale, the map A : O® — u; Z®
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factors through (u; ZX)®. We consider the following pullback diagram
1 1
AV (2) — Ar°PH(Z)®

(s:)8% (s.)®

(U,lZL)® Xo® u12® — u12® Xo® u12®
in Opy pe- Since Z(A,A)P — OP is obtained by taking pullback of (s,t)%, along the map

(A, A) : 0% = (1 Z1)® x pe u1 29, it suffices to show that (s,?)%, is a coCartesian fibration.
We have a commutative diagram

(s, t) oL

ArOPl (u1 Z29)® x oo u Z%

\/

where p and ¢ are coCartesian fibrations. First, we shall show that (s, t)?L is a locally coCartesian
fibration. For this, by the dual of [I7, Proposition 2.4.2.11], it suffices to show that the following two
conditions hold: (1) The map (s, t)®L carries p-coCartesian morphisms to g-coCartesian morphisms.
(2) For any a € O%, the induced map Ar%(2), — (u1 Z7)
fibration.

For (1), we let f : & — 2’ be an object of Ar®'(Z) over a € O, and let ¢ : a — b be a
morphism in O®. We may assume that ¢ : @ — b is active, where a ~ {ai}iem, and a;,b € O. We
can write f ~ {fi};c|, where f; : x; — x}. A p-coCartesian morphism f — ¢, f is identified with
{fitie;n = ®¢fi- Then (s,8)% (f — ¢.f) is identified with {(z;, #})}ic)r| — (@¢2i, ®p}). Thus,
(s, t);@L carries p-coCartesian morphisms to g-coCartesian morphisms. For (2), we may assume that
a € O. Then the map Ar®?'(2), — (u1Z5)® x u; Z2 is a coCartesian fibration by Corollary 6}

Finally, we would like to show that (s, )%, is in fact a coCartesian fibration. By the dual of [I7]
Proposition 2.4.2.8] together with the characterization of locally (s,t);@L—coCartesian morphisms
in the dual of [I7, Proposition 2.4.2.11], it suffices to show that the following condition holds: (3)
For any morphism ¢ : a — b in O, the induced functor ¢, : Ar?P(2), — Ar??(Z), carries
(s, t)?Lﬁa—coCartesian morphisms to (s, t)?L, p-coCartesian morphisms.

For (3), we may assume that ¢ : a — b is active, where a ~ {ai}iem, and a;,b € O. We let
{fiYiceiry = {9i}icr) be a morphism of AP (Z), ~ [Licis) Ar?!(Z),,. Then we have an oplax
square o;:

® x u1 Z2 on fibers is a coCartesian

my
Ty —=Yi

1A

/ /

for each i € |I|, where mZ is a left adjoint 1-morphism in Z,,. By Lemma L5 the morphism

{fiYieinn = {gitiein is (s, )%, ,-coCartesian if and only if the map v; : n; fimf = g; is invertible
for each i, where v; is a 2-morphism corresponding to u; under the equivalence in Lemma [.1l We
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can identify the morphism ¢.({ fi}ie|r) — {9i}ic|r)) With an oplax square o:

®pm;
Dyt ——> Qs

®¢f¢l %1 l®¢gi

Dpi > Do

By LemmalLH] o is an (s, )%, ,-coCartesian morphism if and only if v : (®41;)(®¢ f;)(@gm;)F =
®¢g; is invertible, where (®,m;)f is a right adjoint to ®gmE. Since there is an equivalence

(®@pmi) Tt =~ ®@4(mE), we see that v ~ ®4v; is invertible if v; is invertible for each i. O

Part 2. Convolution product in monoidal (oo, 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 (0o, 2)-category and let A be a map O-monoidale in Z. In §6 we showed
that Z(A, A)? corresponds to a coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal oco-category. The A°P-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 co-category Z(C,A) from an O-
comonoidale C' to an O-monoidale A in an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category Z. We construct an
O-monoidal co-category Z(C, A)® ~ whose underlying oo-category is Z(C, A). In §I0 we prove
an equivalence of O-monoidal co-categories between Z(A, A)Y and Z(A*, A)2 , 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 co-category and of the oplax arrow oco-category. For this purpose, in §§ we
introduce a twisted square co-category, which is a generalization of twisted arrow oo-category. In
§91 we show that there is such an equivalence by constructing a perfect pairing between them by

taking a suitable subcategory of the twisted square co-category.

7. CONVOLUTION PRODUCT

Let Z be an O-monoidal (00, 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 oco-category Z(C, A), which gives Z(C, A) the structure of an O-monoidal (oo, 1)-
category.

Definition 7.1 (cf. [I6, Definition 7.15]). For n > 0, we denote by [n]°P xop1 [n] a strict 2-category
informally depicted as

0

| =

0

The functor [n] — [n]°P *op1 [n] forms a cosimplicial object in the category of strict 2-categories.

=

N <—— 1N
S<— 3

—_ <

Definition 7.2. For an (oo, 2)-category X, we define a simplicial co-groupoid Tw'(X), by
Twl(X)n = MapCat(oog) ([n]op *opl [n]7 X)



MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL oco-CATEGORIES 17

As in the proof of [I6, Corollary 7.17], we see that Tw'(X), is a complete Segal co-groupoid. We
denote by Tw'(X) the (00, 1)-category corresponding to Tw'(X),.

The inclusion functors [n]°P < [n]°P xop1 [n] and [n] < [n]°P %p1 [2] induce a functor
(s,) : Tw'(X) — u1 X°P x ug X.
We understand that an object of Twl(X) is a 1-morphism f : z — y in X and that a morphism of
Tw'(X) from f:2 — y to f': z’ =y is a diagram o:

g
T z

) £ |

in X. By [1] (see also [16] §7]), the map (s,t) : Tw'(X) — w1 X°P x u1 X is a coCartesian fibration
classified by the restricted mapping oo-category functor of X':

=

X(—=, =) w AP x ug X — Cat(oo,1)-

We note that a morphism o : f — f" in TWZ(X) is (s,t)-coCartesian if and only if the 2-morphism
« is invertible in X.

Now, we let Z be an O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category, where O% is an oco-operad over a perfect
operator category. First, we show that Tw! (£) is an O-monoidal (oo, 1)-category. The construction
X — Twl(X) determines a functor Tw' : Cat(so,2) = Cat(so,1)- Since the functor Tw! preserves
finite products, it induces a functor Tw' : Monp (Cat(oo,2)) = Monp(Cat( 1)). Hence, we obtain
the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. If Z is an O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category, then Tw'(Z) has an O-monoidal structure.

We have a natural transformation (s, t) : Tw'(—) — u1(—)°? xu1(—). Since the functors Tw'(—)
and u1(—)°P x ui(—) preserve finite products, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 7.4. The map (s,t) : Tw'(Z) = (u1 2)°P x u1 Z is a strong O-monoidal functor.
By Lemma [(.4] we have a commutative diagram in the co-category of oc-operads

(s,)®

(7.1) Tw!(2)® (U1 Z°P)® x uy 2%

S

0%,

where p and g are coCartesian fibrations, and the top horizontal arrow (s, #)® preserves coCartesian
morphisms. Next, we show that the map (s,2)® : Tw'(2)® — (u12°P)® x u1 Z® is a coCartesian
fibration.

Lemma 7.5. The map (s,t)® : Tw'(2)® = (11 2°P)® x u; 2% is a coCartesian fibration.

Proof. First, we show that (s,#)® is a locally coCartesian fibration. The maps p and g are coCarte-
sian fibrations and the map (s,?)® carries p-coCartesian morphisms to g-coCartesian morphisms.
Since the map (s,t) : Tw'(Z) = u1 Z°P x u; Z is a coCartesian fibration, we see that the map
Tw'(2)2 = (u12°P)® x u; Z2 induced on fibers is also a coCartesian fibration for any a € O,
Thus, (s,t)® is a locally coCartesian fibration by the dual of [I7, Proposition 2.4.2.11].
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Next, we show that (s,¢)® is in fact a coCartesian fibration. By the dual of [I7, Proposi-
tion 2.4.2.8], it suffices to show that the induced functor ¢, : Tw'(2)® — Tw!'(Z)¥ sends (s,t)2-
coCartesian morphisms to (s, t)?-coCartesian morphisms for any morphism ¢ : a — b in O%. We
may assume that ¢ : a — b is active, p(a) = I, a =~ (a;)ic|r|, and a;,b € O. We can identify a
®

a

morphism o of Tw'(2)® with a family (0i)ic|1), where o; is a diagram

i
x,

3
fil = i
h»; ’
Yi — Y
in Zgi. We see that the morphism ¢.0 >~ ®40; is a diagram

®R¢p7i

Reri  —  Qpm
Rp i
®¢fi J — J®¢fi/
Rehi
Yi =5

in Z2. If o is an (s,t)?-coCartesian morphism, then «; is invertible for any i € |I|. This implies
that ®eoy is also invertible. By the characterization of coCartesian morphisms of twisted arrow
oo-categories, we see that ¢.o is an (s, t)?—coCartesian morphism. O

Now, we introduce a convolution product on the mapping oco-category Z(C, A), where C €
coAlgy(u1 2) is an O-comonoidale and A € Algy(u1Z) is an O-monoidale in Z. The objects C
and A determine morphisms C' : O — (41 Z2°P)® and A : 0% — 41 Z% of oc-operads over 0%,
respectively. We consider the following pullback diagram

Z(Cu A)g)nv — Twl (Z)®
(7.2) l bs,t)@
O® M (ulep)® X ulZ®.

We can regard (Z.2)) as a pullback diagram in the co-category of co-operads over O®. Hence the
left vertical arrow Z(C, A)% ., — O is a map of co-operads.

conv

Theorem 7.6. Let Z be an O-monoidal (00, 2)-category. For an O-monoidale A € Algy(u12)
and an O-comonoidale C' € coAlgy(u1Z) in Z, the mapping (oo, 1)-category Z(C, A) has an O-
monoidal structure.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the map Z(C, A)2 = — O% is a coCartesian fibration. Since the

conv
right vertical arrow in (Z2) is a coCartesian fibration by Lemmal[l5] so is the left vertical arrow. [

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

Remark 7.8. We notice that the construction of convolution product is functorial. We consider
a functor Monp(Cat(,2)) — Cat(oo,1y Which assigns to an O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category Z the
(00, 1)-category coAlgy(u1 Z)°P x Algn(u1Z). We denote by coAlgy(ui(—))°P x Algy(ui(—)) —
Monp(Cat(,2)) a coCartesian fibration obtained by unstraightening the functor. Informally
speaking, an object of coAlgy(ui(—))°P x Algy(ui(—)) is a triple (Z,C, A) in which Z is an



MAP MONOIDALES AND DUOIDAL oco-CATEGORIES 19

O-monoidal (oo, 2)-category, C' is an O-comonoidale, and A is an O-monoidale in Z. We can
construct a functor

coAlgp (u1(—)) x Algp(u1(—)) — Mono(Cat (s 1))

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

8. TWISTED SQUARE 00-CATEGORIES

In this section we introduce a twisted square oco-category of an (oo, 2)-category, which is a
generalization of twisted arrow oco-category. We construct a simplicial space TS(X), for an oo-
bicategory X, which is equipped with a map to Tw" (X)s x Ar'™(X),. We defer a proof of TS(X ),
being in fact a complete Segal space to §I1] below.

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

Definition 8.1. We define a cosimplicial object ts{;z of scaled simplicial sets. For n > 0, the
underlying simplicial set of tsfj is A% x A™. We depict it by the following grid:

000 001 e 00n
010 011 e 01ln
110 111 s 11n.
The set Tysp  of thin 2-simplices is given by
Ty, = AAWRIIRT] (i 5) = (0,0),(0,1),(1,1), 0 <k <k < k" <n}

{A{OOk,Olk’,Olk”}| 0 < k < E o< k" < TL}
{A{Olk,OIk/,llk”}| 0<k<k <k'< n}

{A{OOk,Olk’,llk”}| 0<k<k <k'< TL}

c C C

U {degenerate}.

We can verify that tsfz = {ts{ig }n>0 forms a cosimplicial object.

Definition 8.2. We define a cosimplicial object tsj; of scaled simplicial sets. For n > 0, we
consider the simplicial set A™ x A™°P x A™. We depict it by the following grid:

000 001 e 00n
100 101 e 10n
110 111 e 11n.

For a vertex v = (i, k) of A% x A", we set Q(v) = 00k if i = 0, Q(v) = 10k if i = 1, Q(v) = 11k if
i = 2. For a simplex o of A2 x A", we denote by (o) the simplex of A™ x A™°P x A" spanned by
Q(v) for vertices v of o. For a subcomplex K of A? x A", we denote by Q(K) the subcomplex of
A" % A™°P x A" spanned by (o) for simplices o of K.
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The underlying simplicial set of ts?; is Q(A% x A™). In other words, it is spanned by (n + 2)-

dimensional simplices
A{ooo ...,00k,10k,...10k" 11k’,...,11n}

for 0 < k <k’ <n. The set Tysp, of thin 2-simplices is given by
Tisp, = {Atidkagk Gk Y| (G 5) = (0,0), (1,0),(1,1), 0 < k < k' < k" <n}
U {A{Ook,OOk’,lok”}| 0<k<k<k'< n}
U {A{lok,11k’,11k”}| 0<k<k <k'"< n}
U {degenerate}.
We can verify that tsj; = {ts{, }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 (A x A™), to tsfiy and ts}; , respectively, given by (i, k) — iik. We define
a scaled simplicial set ts” as a pushout

ts" = ts{r H tsrp,-
(AlxA™),
We can verify that ts® = {ts" },,>0 forms a cosimplicial object.

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

For scaled simplicial sets A and B with B fibrant, we recall that Map®°(A, B) is the underlying
oo-groupoid of the oco-bicategory FUN(A, B).

Definition 8.5. For an oo-bicategory X, we define a simplicial space TS(X)e by
TS(X), = Map*(ts", X).
We show that TS(X), is a complete Segal space and hence it represents an (oo, 1)-category.
Proposition 8.6. For any co-bicategory X, TS(X)e is a complete Segal space.
We defer the proof of Proposition to §IT] below.

Remark 8.7. By the assignment X — TS(X),, we obtain a functor TS : (Sety)® — 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 (Seta )®-enriched categories. By taking
simplicial nerves, we obtain a functor TS : Cat( 2) — Cat(s,1) of co-categories.

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

oTtsm = (A0 x A™);,
oFtsm = (AL2E x An)y,
PRisn = QAL x An),
IBts" = QAL x AM);.

We can verify that 0%ts®, O%ts®, 9Tts®, 9Pts® form cosimplicial objects.
Definition 8.8. For f = T,F,R, B, we define simplicial spaces 9 TS(X), by
D' TS(X)e = Map™(d/ts*, X).
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Remark 8.9. For each n > 0, there are natural isomorphisms dTTS(X), = Fun®?([n], X)~
and 9" TS(X),, = Fun'™([n], X)™ of simplicial sets. Thus, the simplicial spaces dTTS(X), and
OFTS(X)e are complete Segal spaces.

As for ORTS(X ) and 9BTS(X )., we show that they are also complete Segal spaces by comparing
with twisted arrow oco-categories. We recall that rev : A°? — A°P is a functor given by assigning
to a nonempty finite ordered set its reverse ordered set. For a simplicial object S, we denote
by SV a simplicial object given by the composite functor Se o rev. We notice that 95TS(X),
is isomorphic to ORTS(X )L as simplicial spaces. Thus, it suffices to show that RTS(X), is a
complete Segal space.

We recall the twisted arrow oo-category of an (00, 2)-category. Let Q(e) be a cosimplicial scaled
simplicial set, in which @Q(n) is given as in [I, Definition 2.2]. For a oo-bicategory X, we define a
simplicial space

Tw"(X)e = Map™(Q(e), X),

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

Lemma 8.10. The simplicial spaces ORTS(X)e and OBTS(X)e are complete Segal spaces. There
are equivalences of complete Segal spaces ORTS(X)e ~ Tw' (X)e and OBTS(X)e =~ Tw" (X)L.

Proof. Since we have an isomorphism 9BTS(X), 22 ORTS(X)L" of simplicial spaces, it suffices to
show that R TS(X), is a complete Segal space and that there is an equivalence of complete Segal
spaces between R TS(X )s and Tw" (X ).. We notice that the cosimplicial scaled simplicial set 9%ts®
is isomorphic to T'(e) defined in [25] Definition 5.1]. The claim follows from [25, Proposition 5.8
and Theorem 5.9]. O

Definition 8.11. For f =T, F, R, B, we define maps of complete Segal spaces by restrictions
df 1 TS(X)e — I/ TS(X),.

9. AN EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN Tw',(X) anD Ar??'(X)
For an (00, 2)-category X, we set
Twlp(X) = Tw!(X) X (ug e xcus ) (W1 X X ug X).

We recall that Ar®2!(X) = Ar°P!(X) X (uy X s &) (U1 X" X u1 X). We would like to show that there

is an equivalence of (0o, 1)-categories between Tw!(X) and Ar??'(X), which is compatible with
the dual equivalence of u; X and u; X% in Corollary 29l We set

Twl, (X) = Twl p(XP)P, ArE() = ArP (X ZoP).

In this section we show that there is a dual equivalence of (0o, 1)-categories between Twr, (X))
and Arlsaf{()( ). For this purpose, we construct a perfect pairing between them by taking a suitable
subcategory of the (0o, 1)-category of twisted squares in X.

First, by using Proposition B0 we define an (0o, 1)-category of twisted squares in an (0o, 2)-
category X.

Definition 9.1. Let X be an (00, 2)-category represented by an oco-bicategory X. We denote by
TS(X) the (00, 1)-category corresponding to the complete Segal space TS(X )o. We call TS(X) the
(00, 1)-category of twisted squares in X.
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Informally speaking, the objects of TS(X) are lax squares

(9.1) 2(00) —2> z(01)

| A

z(10) ——z(11),

and morphisms are diagrams

2(000) oot #(001)
IO
booo 2(010) —2 2(011)
(9.2) boto éb001
2(100) <o 0 2 (101) b1
\ T an
a100 -
N
x(110) T x(111)
with 2-morphisms
2(000) —25 2(010) 2(001) =25 2(011) 2(000) 22 2(001)
booo \L % \Lbom boo1 l / lbou 000 l / laom
2(100) ——= (110), z(101) —— z(111), z(010) —— z(011),
2(100) <=2 2(101) 2(010) /2% 2(011) 2(000) =% 2(001)
al““l B1 lalﬂl boml / lbou boool R lbom
— i —
z(110) —— z(111), 2(110) —— z(111), 2(100) <-— x(101)

in X equipped with an equivalence
a1 : (Bibooimoot) - (S1moot) - (bo11Ti) — (mar1aiooR1) - (m11150) - (Fraooo)
in Map x (,(000,2(111)) (fo1, go1), where fo1 = bor1mo11a000 and go1 = Mmi11@100m101b0017M001-

The maps 07 : TS(X)s — 07TS(X), of complete Segal spaces for f = R, F induce a map of
(00, 1)-categories

(9%, 8%) : TS(X) — Tw" (X) x Ar™(X),

where Ar'®*(X) is the lax arrow oo-category represented by Funlax(Aé, X) (cf. [16l Remark 7.7]).
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Now, we study conditions in which diagram ([@.2)) is an (9%, 9¥)-coCartesian morphism. For this
purpose, we consider a diagram

2(000) oot 2(001) oo 2(002)
N R
booo 2(010) — 2 2(011) —22 2(012)
b b
(93) b010 ) V 001 ) v 002
Z(100) oo oL Z(101) e oo 02 x(102) bors
\ T ato bo11 T aion
a100
N A
x(110) — z(111) o (112)
with 2-morphisms
2(000) —22°= 7(010) 2(001) —22 7(011) 2(002) —222- 7(012)
booo l / lbom boo1 l / lbon booz l % lbom
2(100) —= z(110), 2(101) —= z(111), 2(102) — 2(112),
n101 102
(OOO) (001) 2(002) x(100) x(101) z(102)
aonoo aoo1l apo2 ai00 Bl aio1 82 ai102
T Ts < —
2(010) = z(011) —— z(012), 2(110) —— z(111) —— z(112),
2(010) =25 2(011) =22 2(012) 2(000) =25 2(001) /22 2(002)
bo1o bo11 bo12 booo R boo1 R boo2
I R
2(110) > 2(111) > 2(112), 2(100) <— 2(101) <— 2(102).
in X. We set
for = borimoi1ao00,
fi2 = bor2mo12aoo1,
foa = bor2mo12mo11a000-
and
go1 = mai11@100M101boo1moo1,
gi2 = M112a101M102b002M002,
go2 = M112M111G100M1017102b002M002M001 -

By composition with 77 and B; , we obtain a map of spaces
Bi(=)T1 : Map y (5 (001),2(112)) (f12, 912) —> Map (4 (000),2(112)) (f02, go2)-

Lemma 9.2. We assume that moo1 admits a right adjoint m&, : x(001) — z(000), that a mate
mouaooom(}fm = ago1 of T1 is invertible and that the 2-morphism By is invertible. Then the map
B1(—)T1 is an equivalence.
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Proof. By the assumption that B; is invertible, the induced map
(B1)s : MapX(m(OOO),m(ll?))(fO%gl2m001) — MapX(w(OOO),m(llQ))(f02u902)
is an equivalence. Since mgg; admits a right adjoint m),, we have an equivalence
MapX(w(OOl),m(llZ))(f02m§017 g12) =~ MapX(m(OOO),m(ll2))(f027 g12Moo1)

by Lemma [} The lemma follows from the fact that there is an equivalence fia ~ foomd, since
a mate of T is invertible. O

For simplicity, we write
X(fo1,901), X(fi2,912), X(foz2,902)

for Mapx (2(000),2(111)) (fo1, 901)s Mabx (4(001),2(112)) (f125 912)s MaPx (2(000),2(112)) (fo2: go2), respec-
tively. We set

@1 = Bibooimoor - S1moo1 - bo11Th
@15 = DBabooamooz - S2amooz2 - bo12T>
Qg2 = Bi2boo2moo2moor + S2moo2moot - bor2T12
and
Wor = minaioof1 - m111.S0 - Fiaooo
Vs = miieaio1R2 - m11251 - Faagor
Voo = miiamiriaigofliz - mi12mi11150 - Fiaaooo
where
B2 = mi12Binio2 - Ba,
T2 = Tamgor - mo1271,
Ri2 = mnioiRamoor - Ry,
Fi2 = maioly - Famorr.

Note that ®o1, Vo1 € X(fo1,901), P12, V12 € X(f12,912), and Po2, Wo2 € X (fo2, go2)-
Suppose that we have morphism (@2]). This determines an equivalence gy : o1 = Wpp in
X (fo1,901). Using this, we construct a map of spaces

MapX(flzvglz) (P12, W12) — Map?f(fozﬁgm) (o2, Vo2)

as follows: An equivalence aijo : ®19 5 W15 induces an equivalence ®go = By-P15-T1 5 By1-Vqo-T7.
We obtain an equivalence By - W15 - T} 5 Rs - ®¢1 - 5 by using the canonical equivalences By - Ro >~
Ry - By and F; - T ~ T3 - F5. Composing with the equivalence gy : P 5 Wy, we obtain an
equivalence

oo =By - P1o- Ty 23 By - Vo - Ty — Ry - ®gy - Fo 2% Ry - Woy - Fy = .
Lemma 9.3. The map Mapyy,, g,,)(P12, V12) = Mapy(jy,,g0.) (P02, Yo2) is an equivalence.
Proof. By Lemma [0.2] there is an equivalence
Mab (115 g10) (P12, U12) —> MaDy (1o, g0 (B - P12 - Ty, By - Uz - Th).

By composing with the equivalence By - U1s - T} 5 Ry ®pp - Fo ™ Ry - Wgy - Fy = Wyo, we obtain
the desired equivalence. O

Proposition 9.4. If the 1-morphism moo1 admits a right adjoint m&l, : £(001) — z(000), a mate
mo11a000myy; = aoor of T is invertible, and the 2-morphism By is invertible, then diagram (@0.2)
is an (O, 0Y)-coCartesian morphism.
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Proof. For simplicity, we set TS = TS(X), Tw = Tw"(X) and Ar = Ar'®*(X). We have to show
that the following commutative diagram

MapTS(Sl, Sz) — MapTS(S'Q, Sg)

Mapry, « ar((boot, bo11), (boo2, bo12))  —  Mappy ., a.((booo, bo1o), (boo2, bo12))

is pullback. We take fibers of the vertical arrows at (Rq, F2) and (Ry2, Fi2), respectively, where
R12 = n101R2m001 . R1 and F12 = m112F1 . F2m011. It suffices to show that the induced map

MapTS(Sla SQ)(Rz,Fz) - MapTS(SOa SQ)(R127F12)

is an equivalence.
Taking top and bottom faces of diagram (@.3]), we obtain a commutative diagram

MapTS(SlaSQ)(Rz,Fz) — MapTS(SOaS2)(R127F12)

(9.4)
top;o X btmyg — topgy X btmog,
where
top;y = MapX(m(OOl),m(012))(a002m0027m012a001)7
topgy = MapX(m(OOO),z(OlQ))(aOOQmOOQmOOlvm012m011a000)a
and
btmiz = Mapx(z(wz),x(uz))(m112a101n1027a102)7
btmgz = Mapx(z(wz),x(uz))(m112m111a100n101n102,a102)-

The map top;, — topg, is an equivalence by the assumptions that mgoo; admits a right adjoint and
that a mate of 77 is invertible. The map btmis — btmgs is also an equivalence by the assumption
that By is invertible. Thus, it suffices to show that diagram (@.4)) is pullback.

We take (TQ, Bg) € topyy X btmis and (le, Blg) € topgy X btmgs, where Tho = Tomggr - mo1211
and Bis = mqy12Bin1g2 - Ba. It suffices to show that the induced map on fibers is an equivalence.
We can identify it with the map Mapy s, g,,)(P12, V12) = Mapy sy, g05) (Po2; Yo2), which is an
equivalence by Lemma [9.3] 0

We define TS (&X) to be the wide subcategory of TS(X) spanned by those morphisms ([@.2]) in
which mgp1 is a left adjoint 1-morphism in X. Then, we obtain a map
(%, 0") L : TSL(X) — Tw', (X) x Ar'™(X)
by restricting (0%, 0%) to TSz (X). We notice that there is a pullback diagram
TSL(X) — TS(X)
(BR,76F)Ll (0" ")
Tw., (X) x Ar'™(X) — Tw'(X) x Ar'™(X).

Corollary 9.5. The map (O%,0%)r, : TS.(X) = Tw’, (X) x Ar'™(X) is a coCartesian fibration.
Diagram @.2) is a (0%, 0%) 1, -coCartesian morphism if and only if a mate mo11a000my; = aoo1 of
Ty and the 2-morphism By : a101 = mi11a100M101 are invertible.
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We define TSy, r(X) by the following pullback diagram

TSL)R(X) — TSL(X)
(6R76F)L,RJ/ l(aR,ﬁaF)L

Tw!, (X) x Ar(X)  —  Tw’, (&) x Ar'™(X).

By Corollary [I5 the left vertical arrow (9%,0%), g is a coCartesian fibration. We denote by
Scoca“( ) the wide subcategory of TSy r(X) spanned by (0%, 0), gp-coCartesian morphisms.
By the restriction of (0%,0%) r to TSCOCM(X), we obtain a left fibration

(95) (aR 6F)cocart . Scocart( )_>TW7S"L( )X Aflax( )

Thus, we obtain a pairing between Tw’; (X) and Ar'®¥(Xx).
Pairing ([@.3)) is not a perfect pairing in general. By restricting TSF°%"(X) to a full subcategory,

we construct a perfect pairing between Tw”; (X) and Ar'®(X). We denote by TSFL’?}Q(X ) the full
subcategory of TSF°%" (X) spanned by those objects ([@I) in which the 1-morphism ago : #(00) —
2(01) is right adjoint. By restricting (9%, 9")55" to TS}Z?%(X), we obtain a map

(07, %) + TSPR(X) = Twl, (X) x ArR(X).
Lemma 9.6. The map (0%, 8F)palr is a left fibration.

Proof. Since (9%, 8F)‘i"ca“ is a left fibration, it suffices to show that if the source of a morphism of

TSPE™(X) is in TSPL’%( ), then the target is also in TSpalr( ). We suppose that diagram (@3.2))
is an (0%, 0) r-coCartesian morphism and that aggo is a right adjoint 1-morphism. Then ago; is
also a right adjoint 1-morphism since mgg; is left adjoint and a mate m001a000m§01 = agg1 of T}
is invertible. ]

Theorem 9.7. The map (O}, BF)pa‘r : TST;;(X) — Tw', (X) x Ar'(X) is a perfect pairing.

Proof. By Lemma [0.6] the map (9%, 8F)pa" is a pairing of oco-categories between Tw’, (X) and
Ar'®¥(X). In order to prove that it is perfect, by [I8] Corollary 5.2.1.22], we need to show that it
is both left and right representable, and that an object of TSpalr( ) is left universal if and only if
it is right universal.

First, we shall show that (9%, BF)IL’?E is left representable. We regard a 1-morphism b: z — y
in X' as an object of Twi, (X). We set C(b) = {b} X1y~ (x) TSpalr( ). We regard id, as an object
of C(b) and show that it is initial. We take an object o ot C (b) that is represented by a lax square

a !
r—-2x
bt/lb/
y !

—.
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A morphism from id, to o in C(b) is represented by a cube

idg
idy \
m ,
b r—————————>=x
b
b :
idy Y
Y Y o
o
id, Q
/
Y ; Y.
m

27

We note that the 2-morphisms T} : m = a and By : ' = m/ are invertible. By observing that there
is an equivalence between Mapc ;) (idp, o) and Mapy(, ) (b'a,a’d),,, we see that Mape,) (idp, o)

is contractible.

Next, we shall show that (9%, BF)Tﬁ is right representable. We regard a 1-morphism b: x — y
in X as an object of Ar'®(X). We set D(b) = {b} X Artax () TSFL’?E(X). We regard id, as an object
of D(b) and show that it is initial. We take an object 7 of D(b) that is represented by a lax square
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A morphism from id; to 7 in D(b) is represented by a cube

We note that a mate mf = ¢ of T} and the 2-morphism B; : ¢ = n are invertible. By observ-
ing that there is an equivalence between Mapp ) (idy, 7) and Mapy (., (be, c'd) /7, we see that

Mapp ) (ids, 7) is contractible.
By the above argument, we see that an object
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of TSP (X) is left universal if and only if a and a’ are equivalence 1-morphisms and S is an
invertible 2-morphism in A" if and only if it is right universal. g

Theorem 0.7 implies that there is a dual equivalence of (0o, 1)-categories between Tw? (X') and

Arlsaf{()( ). Next, we would like to show that this equivalence is compatible with the dual equivalence
in Corollary
Taking the top and bottom faces in ([@.2]), we obtain a map

(0T,0%) : TS(X) — Ar°PH(X) x Tw'(x%°P),
By restriction, we obtain a map of pairings

pair (aT)aB) . l 2-0
TS} R(X) — Pair(X) x Tw' (X#°P)

(9.6)

(9,05 (s,8)P2 X (s,t)
Twi (&) x Ar% (X)) — (& x up X)) x (u X% x ug X).

Lemma 9.8. The map of pairings in [@Q6) 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 and 0.7, we
see that the map (97,9") : TSP R(X) — Pair(X) x Tw'(X%°P) carries left representable objects
to left representable objects. 0

Making use of [I8 Proposition 5.2.1.17], we obtain the following corollary by Theorems and
0717 and Lemma
Corollary 9.9. There is a natural equivalence of (0o, 1)-categories
Twi, (X)P = Ar(X)
which makes the following diagram commute
T, ()P S Al
(s,t)sLJ (s,t)sr
(ug XF)P x ug X = g XB x g X,
By applying Corollary @0 to the (0o, 2)-category X?°P, we obtain the following corollary.
Corollary 9.10. There is a natural equivalence of (00, 1)-categories
Twlp(X) — Ar(X)
which makes the following diagram commute

~

Twip () =AY

(s,t)sRl l(s,t)SL

(ulXR)Op X ’U,1X i> ’U,1XL X ulX.
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10. THE O-MONOIDAL STRUCTURE ON Z(A, A)¥ AND CONVOLUTION PRODUCT

Let Z be an O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category and let A be a map O-monoidale in Z. In §0l we
showed that Z(A, A)® corresponds to a coCartesian (A°P, O)-duoidal co-category. In this section
we show that the O-monoidal structure on Z(A, A)¢ given by Theorem is equivalent to the
convolution product Z(A*, A)®  defined in §71

First, we promote the equivalences in Corollaries and to those of Cartesian symmet-
ric monoidal co-categories. We consider the functors TSFL“?;(—), Tw?, (—), Ar% (=), Pair(—) x
Tw!((=)%°P), and (uy (=) x u1(=)F) x (u1(=)° X uy(=)) from Cat (s 2) to Cat(s,1). Since these
functors preserve finite products, they extend to symmetric monoidal functors between the Carte-

sian symmetric monoidal co-categories Cat(xOO 2) and Cat(xoo 1 Furthermore, the natural trans-

formations appearing in Corollary 0.9 extend to natural transformations of symmetric monoidal
functors. Hence, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 10.1. For an O-monoidal (00, 2)-category Z, there is a natural equivalence
Tw!, (2)® = Arlax( )@
of O-monoidal (00, 1)-categories, which makes the following diagram commute

Tw', (2)® = Arlx(z)@

S

(s,t)f’LJ J(s,t)?R

((ulzL)Op)® X ulZ® i) (ulZR)® X U12®.

By applying Proposition 0] to the 2-opposite O-monoidal (0o, 2)-category (Z22°P)® | we obtain
the following proposition.

Proposition 10.2. For an O-monoidal (00, 2)-category Z, there is a natural equivalence
Twlp(2)® = Ar%(2)®
of O-monoidal (00, 1)-categories, which makes the following diagram commute
Tw! 5 = Ar?(2)®
(5:0)S RJ J(s,t)%
(U1 ZB)°P)® x 41 29 = (0 25)® x ug 29,

Next, we consider the O-monoidal (oo, 1)-category Z(A, A)Y for a map O-monoidale A in Z.
We shall slightly generalize the construction of Z(A4, A)?. Let B € Algy(u1Z) be an O-monoidale
in Z. We define an oo-operad Z(A, B)'g by the following pullback diagram

Z(4,B® — Ar(2)®
| o
oo AR z0he (4, 2)®

By Corollary @6, Z(A, B)® is an O-monoidal co-category. We notice that there is an equivalence
Z(A, A)¥ ~ Z(A, A)Y of O-monoidal co-categories.

By Proposition [[0.2], 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 € Algy(u1 Z%) be a map O-monoidale and let B € Algy,(ui Z) be an O-
monoidale in Z. We denote by A* € coAlgn(u1 ZR) the right adjoint O-comonoidale associated to
A. There is an equivalence of O-monoidal co-categories

Z(A, .~ Z(A, B¥

)COH

Proof. There is a commutative diagram

/ &

((ulzR)"p) X u12® ulZL X u12®

of oo-operads. The theorem follows by taking pullbacks along (A*, B) and (A, B) in the commu-
tative diagram in Proposition [10.2] 0

Corollary 10.4. Let A € Algy(u1Z%) be a map O-monoidale in Z. There is an equivalence of
O-monoidal co-categories

Z(A", A)Gn = Z2(A, A

conv

11. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

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

Proposition 11.1. For any oc-bicategory X, the simplicial object TS(X )e is a Segal space.
In order to prove Proposition I1.1] we recall the following lemma.

Lemma 11.2 (cf. [25] Lemma 4.6]). Let A® be a cosimplicial object of Set’x, and let X be an oco-
bicategory. If A® is Reedy cofibrant and satisfies the co-Segal condition, then the simplicial object
Map®(A4°®, X) is a Segal space.

By Lemma [IT.2 in order to prove Proposition [[T.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 (A2 x JA™)UQ(A2 x DA™), which is a subcomplex of the underlying simplicial
set (A% x A")UQ(A? x A™) of ts™. a

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

APts = (A% x A7) UQ(A2 x A7));.

We show that the inclusion map A'ts — ts™ is scaled anodyne. In order to prove this, we recall the
following lemma, which is a special case of [I Lemma 1.18]. Before that, we recall the notation.
For a nonempty finite totally ordered set S and a subset ) # N & S, we set

A= |J At

seS—N
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Lemma 11.4 ([25, Lemma 3.7], [1l Lemma 1.18]). Let A} = (A", 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 ¢ 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 A'1=M s not thin in Af

when |M| = r — 2. If triangles AWHHY are thin in AY for all s < i < t, then the inclusion map
A?\LT — AZ; is scaled anodyne, where A?\LT is A, equipped with the induced scaling from A;.

We decompose Al'ts into two parts. We set
Atsur = (A% x AD)y,
APtspr, = Q((A2 x A7) U (A2} 5 A
Lemma 11.5. For any 0 < i < n, the inclusion map Al'tsyr — ts{jg is scaled anodyne.

Proof. First, we shall show that the inclusion map Al'tsyr — K?tsUR is scaled anodyne, where
A'tsur = AMtsyr U (A2 x A™);. Since A}y — A} is a scaled anodyne map of type (Anl),
the inclusion map Al'tsyr — Altsyr U Ui:()ylﬁg(A{i} x A™); is scaled anodyne. By using [13]
Proposition 2.16] and isomorphisms (A{%1} x A™), = Al ® A} and (ATL2} x An); = Ag@Aé, we
see that the inclusion map Al'tsyr U Uizoylﬁg(A{i} x A™)y — K?tSUR is scaled anodyne.

Next, we shall show that the inclusion map K?tSUR — tsyjg is scaled anodyne. For 0 <r <n
and 0 < k <n —r, we denote by o(r, k) the (n + 2)-dimensional simplex

A{000,...,00k,01k,...,01 (k+7), 11 (k+7),...,11n}
of A2 x A™. For 0 < s < n, we set
X(s) = A, tsyr U U U o(r k)s.
s<r<n 0<k<n-—r
Then, we obtain a filtration
Aitsur=X(n+1) = X(n) = X(n—1) = -+ = X(0) = tslg.

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 o(s, k)4
with a map o(s, k) : A?” — X (s), where A?H is A"*2 equipped with the induced scaling. There
is a pushout diagram

+2 +2
HOSkSn—s A7]€4(k),T - HOSkSn—s A?

J/U(s,k)

X(s+1) — X(s),

where
{00i,01k,01(k+ s)} (0<i<k),
M(k) = {01k,014,01(k+ s)} (k<i<k+s),
{01k, 01(k + s),11i} (k+s<i<n).

Thus, it suffices to show that the inclusion map A%i) P A?H is scaled anodyne. This follows
from Lemma [IT.4 O

Lemma 11.6. For any 0 < i < n, the inclusion map K?tsLL — tspp, 1s scaled anodyne.



32 TAKESHI TORII

Proof. First, we shall show that the inclusion map /A\?tsLL — K?tSLL is scaled anodyne, where
Altspr, = K?tsLL U QAT x A™);. Since AP, — A} is a scaled anodyne map of type (Anl), the
inclusion map K?tSLL — K?tsLL UQ(ATH x A™), is scaled anodyne. By the proof of [25, Lemma 5.5]
and its dual, we see that the inclusion map /A\?tsLL U Q(A{l} x A"y — K?tsLL is scaled anodyne.
Next, we shall show that the inclusion map K?tSLL — tspy, is scaled anodyne. For 0 <r <n
and 0 < k <n —r, we denote by &(r, k) the (n + 2)-dimensional simplex
A{000,....,00k, 10k, ..., 10(k+7),11(k+7),...,11n}

of A" x A™°P % A", For 0 < s < n, we set
Y(s)=NtsLU |J U a0k
0<r<s 0<k<n—r
Then, we obtain a filtration
Ntsrp, =Y (—1) = Y(0) 5 Y(1) = --- = Y(n) = tspy..

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 & (s, k)+
with a map & (s, k) : A?” — Y (s), where A?” is A"*2 equipped with the induced scaling. There
is a pushout diagram

n+2 n+2
Hogkgn—s AM(k) Hogkgn—s AT

7 (s,k)
Y(s—1) — Y (s),

where

{104,11s} 0=k <i<s<n),

{104} 0=k<i<s=mn),

{11s,114} 0=k <s<i<n),

M (k) = {004,00k,11(k+s)} (0<i<k<k+s<n),

{00k, 10¢,11(k+s)} (0<k<i<k+s<n),

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

{004, 00k} 0<i<k<k+s=n),

{00k, 10i} (0<k<i<k+s=n).
Thus, it suffices to show that the inclusion map A%i),n — A?” is scaled anodyne. This follows
from Lemma [IT.4 O

Lemma 11.7. For 0 < i < n, the inclusion map Ats — ts™ is scaled anodyne.

Proof. The map Al'ts — ts" can be written as the composite Al'ts — Af'ts U tsgjg — ts". The
first and second maps are scaled anodyne since they are obtained as pushouts of the maps in
Lemmas [[T.5] and [[T26] respectively. O

Proof of Proposition [I1.7. By Lemmas[IT.2land[IT.3] it suffices to show that the cosimplicial object
ts® satisfies the co-Segal condition. We can prove that the co-Segal map ts' | R tst — ts™
is scaled anodyne by induction on n together with Lemma [IT.7 O

Next, we show that the Segal space TS(X ), is complete. In order to prove this, we make some
preliminary results.
By Definition 11l we have maps of Segal spaces

7 TS(X)e — I TS(X),
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for f =T,F,R,B. We set
Bd(X). = [[9/TS(X).,
f

where the product is taken over f = T,F,R,B. Note that Bd(X). is a complete Segal space,
that is, the map s : Bd(X); — Bd(X)]" is an equivalence, where Bd(X){? is the full subspace of
Bd(X); spanned by equivalences.

In order to prove that the Segal space TS(X)e is complete, it suffices to show that the map
s0 @ TS(X)o — TS(X){? is an equivalence. We denote by 984 : TS(X), — Bd(X), the map of
Segal spaces obtained as a product of &/ for f =T, F, R, B. We define TS(X)}%? to be

TS(X)1 xBacx), BA(X){™"
We notice that the map so : TS(X)o — TS(X); factors through TS(X)>%,

Lemma 11.8. If so : TS(X)o — TS(X)?? is an equivalence, then sy : TS(X) — TS(X) is
also an equivalence.

Proof. The lemma follows from the fact that TS(X)$% is a full subspace of TS(X )P4 O

We consider the following commutative diagram
TS(X)o % TS(X)phed
(11.1)
Bd(X)y =%  Bd(X)%

Since the bottom horizontal arrow is an equivalence, it suffices to show that diagram ([T is
pullback in order to prove that the top horizontal arrow is an equivalence. For P € Bd(X)o,

let (so)p : TS(X)o,p — TS(X)?i’OC(qP) be the induced map on fibers. We show that (so)p is an

equivalence for any P € Bd(X)o. In fact, we show that (d;)p : TS(X)]IDCL’:?P) — TS(X)o,p is an

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

tsh, = (A2 x ALYy UQ(A? x A1), T),

where 7T is a set of 2-simplices that consists of the thin triangles of ts' together with

A£000,001,011} A {010,110,111} A {000,100,101}
) ? )
A{100,101,111} A {000,001,111} - A{000,110,111}

Note that there is an inclusion map ts' — ts}, of scaled simplicial sets.
For a subcomplex K of (the underlying simplicial set of) ts!, we write K, for the scaled simplicial
set K equipped with the induced scaling from ts%. We set

FSR? = (9Fts! U d'(ts?) U 0% tst) o
for i = 0,1. We consider inclusion maps
90 : FSRO HA§110,111} A&O} — tS% HAéllo’lll} A&O},
91 : FSRl HAéooo,om} Aéo} — tS}> HAéooo,om} A&O}

Lemma 11.9. The inclusion maps 0y and 01 are trivial cofibrations in Set'’x .
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Proof. We shall show that the map 6; is a trivial cofibration. The other case is similar. For
simplicity, we set
EO = FSRl HAéooo,om} Aéo},

FE = (FSRl U tSiLQ) HA{ooo,om} Aéo},
#
By = tsl ooy AL
2 S<> HAéooo 001} #

It suffices to show that the inclusion maps Fy — E1 and E; — FEs are trivial cofibrations.
First, we shall show that Ey — F4 is a trivial cofibration. We set

Fy = FSR',
Fl — FSRl U A;{>000,100.,110,111},
F, = FSR'U (A{000,100,110,111} U A{ooo,100,101,111})0'

We can see that the inclusion maps Fy — F; and F; — F5 are scaled anodyne since they are
obtained by iterated pushouts along scaled anodyne maps of type (Anl). By taking a pushout

along the map A}OOO’OM} — Aéo}, we see that Fo — F5 [ (000,001 Ag is scaled anodyne. By [14]
!
Remark 1.33], the map A3 " HA{O,I} Aﬁ{o} — A? HA{OJ} Aﬁ{o} is a trivial cofibration. By taking a
: 1 1
pushout along it, we obtain a trivial cofibration Fj HA{ooo,om} Al? — F4. Hence, Fy — F; is a
¢

trivial cofibration by composition.
Next, we shall show that Fy — Fs is a trivial cofibration. We set
Go = FSR'Utsi o,
Gy = FSR'Utsi U :
G = FSR!Utsl o U (A{000010,110,111} 5 A{000,010,011,111}) .
We can see that the inclusion maps Gy — G1 and G; — G2 are scaled anodyne since they are
obtained by taking pushouts along scaled anodyne maps of type (Anl). By taking a pushout along
the map A§000’001} — Aéo}, we see that 1 — Ga ][ 000,001 Ag is scaled anodyne. By taking
f

A {000,010,110,111}

a pushout along the trivial cofibration A2 y [{y0m Aﬁ{o} — A? [T 0m Aﬁ{o}, we obtain a trivial
: : :

cofibration G HA{ooo,om} Al? — E5. Hence, E1 — E» is a trivial cofibration by composition. O
£

For ¢ = 0,1, Lemma [IT.9] implies that the induced map
1 i 1 1 1 1
Ay T Fsr? JT af — a3 IT w6 [T A
E)Ft:slQ (’)Rts%> E)Ft:slQ (’)RtslQ

is a trivial cofibration, where BFtsé — A; is a map given by 010,011 — 0 and 110,111 — 1, and
OMtsy, — A} is a map given by 000,001 — 0 and 100,101 ~ 1. Since the map d* : ts* — ts'
induces an isomorphism of scaled simplicial sets between ts’ and AT oFtsh FSR' HBRtsé Aj, it

ts0—>A§ H ts}> H A;

induces a trivial cofibration

O ts) ORtsy,
in Setx. This implies that the restriction map d; : TS(X)T 4000150 (boro)) — LS(X)0,(Bo00,bo10) 18

bd,eq
1,80(P
the composite (d;)p(so)p is an identity, we obtain the following corollary.

an equivalence. Hence, we obtain that (d;)p : TS(X) ) = TS(X)o,p is an equivalence. Since

Corollary 11.10. The map (so)p : TS(X)op — TS(X)?dS’:?P) is an equivalence for any P €
Bd(X)o.
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Proof of Proposition[8.0. By Proposition [[IT.1] and Lemma [IT.8 it suffices to show that the map

. TS(X)o — TS(X)Y4°% is an equivalence. By Corollary ITI0, (L) is a pullback diagram.

S0

Since the bottom horizontal arrow in (TLI)) is an equivalence, the top horizontal arrow is also an

equivalence. O
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