
SIMPLE HOMOTOPY INVARIANCE OF THE LOOP COPRODUCT

FLORIAN NAEF AND PAVEL SAFRONOV

Abstract. We prove a transformation formula for the Goresky–Hingston loop coproduct in string topology
under homotopy equivalences of manifolds. The formula involves the trace of the Whitehead torsion of the
homotopy equivalence. In particular, it implies that the loop coproduct is invariant under simple homotopy
equivalences. In a sense, our results determine the Dennis trace of the simple homotopy type of a closed
manifold from its framed configuration spaces of ≤ 2 points. We also explain how the loop coproduct arises as
a secondary operation in a 2-dimensional TQFT which elucidates a topological origin of the transformation
formula.

Introduction

String topology. In his description of the Poisson bracket on the character variety of an oriented (con-
nected) surface Σ, Goldman [Gol86] introduced a Lie bracket on the abelian group g(Σ) of homotopy classes
of loops S1 → Σ. The Goldman bracket is defined in terms of counting intersection points of two loops.
Turaev [Tur91] defined a Lie cobracket on g(Σ) in terms of counting self-intersection points, so that g(Σ)
becomes a Lie bialgebra. In fact, the Lie cobracket takes values in ∧2g(Σ), where g(Σ) = g(Σ)/Z is the
quotient by the class of contractible loops.

The generalizations of these operations to higher-dimensional manifolds is given by the string topology
operations [CS99; CS04; Sul07; GH09]. Let M be a closed oriented d-manifold and LM = Map(S1,M) its
free loop space. We will primarily be interested in the following two operations:

• Loop product ∧ : H•(LM)⊗H•(LM)→ H•−d(LM).
• Loop coproduct ∨ : H•+d−1(LM)→ H•(LM×LM,M×LM∪LM×M). For instance, if H•(LM,M)

has no torsion, the target of the loop coproduct is H•(LM,M)⊗H•(LM,M).

We refer to [NRW23] for an exposition of different approaches to string topology operations. Along with
the BV operator ∆: H•(LM)→ H•+1(LM) given by the loop rotation, the loop product and coproduct give
rise to the string bracket and cobracket on HS1

• (LM). For M = Σ a surface the string bracket and string
cobracket reduce to the Goldman bracket and Turaev cobracket on g(Σ) ∼= HS1

0 (LΣ) and g(Σ) ∼= HS1

0 (LΣ,Σ).

Homotopy invariance of string topology. The original construction of the string topology operations
involved a subtle infinite-dimensional intersection theory on the loop space LM . In particular, these con-
structions require M to be a smooth manifold. It was realized early on that both the BV operator and the
loop product are homotopy invariant [CKS08; Cra08; GS08; FT09]. Namely, if f : M → N is an orientation-
preserving homotopy equivalence of closed oriented d-manifolds, then the diagram

H•(LM)⊗H•(LM)
∧M //

Lf⊗Lf

��

H•−d(LM)

Lf

��
H•(LN)⊗H•(LN)

∧N // H•−d(LN)

commutes.
However, it was also conjectured by Sullivan, see [Sul05, Postscript] and [CKS08], that the full range of

string topology operations is not homotopy invariant. The previous results in the direction of this question
are as follows. If M is simply-connected, then over the rationals/reals the coproduct was shown to be
homotopy invariant in [NW19; RW22]. It was also shown to be invariant under homotopy equivalences
satisfying certain regularity conditions in [HW21].
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The case of non-simply-connected manifolds is more subtle: the first author showed [Nae21] that in the
case of a homotopy equivalence f : L(7, 1)→ L(7, 2) of 3-dimensional lens spaces, the loop coproduct is not
preserved.

The above homotopy equivalence of 3-dimensional lens spaces is the simplest example of a homotopy
equivalence f : N → M with a nonvanishing Whitehead torsion τ(f), an invariant lying in the White-
head group Wh(π1(M)) = K1(Z[π1(M)])/(±π1(M)). The Dennis trace defines a map from K-theory to
Hochschild homology, which in this case produces a map tr : Wh(π1(M)) → H1(LM,M). Consider the
trace of the Whitehead torsion tr(τ(f)) ∈ H1(LM,M). Denote its image under the antidiagonal map
LM → LM × LM given by γ 7→ (γ−1, γ) by ν′ ⊗ ν′′ ∈ ⊕i+j=1 (Hi(LM,M)⊗Hj(LM)) and similarly for
ν′ ⊗ ν′′ ∈ ⊕i+j=1 (Hi(LM)⊗Hj(LM,M)). Our first main result is a complete explanation of the non-
homotopy invariance of the loop coproduct.

Theorem A (Corollary 5.20). Let f : M → N be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence of closed
oriented d-manifolds. For every α ∈ Hn+d−1(LM,M) we have

∨M (f(α))− f(∨N (α)) = (−1)n+1ν′ ⊗ (ν′′ ∧N f(α))− (f(α) ∧N ν′)⊗ ν′′.

Remark. The same result also holds for any other homology theory over which M and N are oriented and
f is orientation-preserving. On the level of spectra the loop coproduct is a map

Σ(LM−TM )→ Σ∞LM/M ∧ Σ∞LM/M,

where LM−TM is the corresponding Thom spectrum. The same transformation formula holds for this
operation as well, now for arbitrary (i.e. not necessarily orientation-preserving) homotopy equivalences.

Homotopy equivalences with vanishing Whitehead torsion are known as simple homotopy equivalences, so
we obtain that the loop coproduct is invariant under orientation-preserving simple homotopy equivalences.
This is the first result to our knowledge which relates string topology operations to K-theoretic invariants
such as the Whitehead torsion.

Remark. While preparing this manuscript, we were informed that Lea Kenigsberg and Noah Porcelli have
obtained an independent proof of a variant of Theorem A. The details will appear in their upcoming preprint
[KP24].

To explain the appearance of the Whitehead torsion, let us recall from [Cra08] that the loop prod-
uct can be viewed as a fiberwise version of the intersection product H•(M) ⊗ H•(M) → H•−d(M) on
the manifold. Namely, given a space E → M × M the fiberwise version of the intersection product is
H•(E)→ H•−d(E×M×M M). Setting E = LM ×LM ev×ev−−−−→M ×M , where ev : LM →M is the evaluation
of a loop at the basepoint, by proposition 5.12 we get the loop product as the composite

H•(LM)⊗H•(LM) −→ H•−d(LM ×M LM) −→ H•−d(LM),

where the last map is given by the composition of loops. The first map is a fiberwise intersection product
and may be constructed from a pairing

ϵp : ZM ⊠ ZM → ∆♯ZM [d]

in the ∞-category of local systems of chain complexes on M × M which is invariant under orientation-
preserving homotopy equivalences.

To present a similar point of view on the loop coproduct, we define the relative intersection product in
section 5.1 following [NRW23, Section 4.1]. To define it we consider a commutative diagram

F //

��

E

��
M // M ×M

The relative intersection product, see definition 5.5, lifts the intersection product to relative homology:

H•(E,F ) −→ H•−d(E ×M×M M,F ).
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We have a commutative diagram

LM ⊔ LM J0⊔J1 //

��

LM

(ev0,ev1/2)

��
M

∆ // M ×M

where evt : LM → M are the evaluation maps at time t ∈ [0, 1] and Ji : LM → LM are the reparametriza-
tion maps which make the loop constant either for times [0, 1/2] or [1/2, 1]. Then the loop coproduct
H•+d−1(LM)→ H•(LM ×LM,M ×LM ∪LM ×M) is defined in terms of the relative intersection product
with respect to the above commutative diagram, see definition 5.13.

The relative intersection product consists of two essential ingredients: the pairing ϵp as well as a trivializa-
tion of the image of a certain canonical element, the Hochschild homology Euler characteristic, χHH(M) ∈ C0(LM)
in C•(LM,M). In other words, the second piece of data consists of a lift of χHH(M) along the inclusion of
the constant loops C•(M)→ C•(LM).

The Hochschild homology Euler characteristic χHH(M) ∈ C0(LM) is well-defined for any finitely dom-
inated space M and can be understood as the class of the constant local system ZM ∈ LocSys(M) (which is a
compact object sinceM is finitely dominated) in Hochschild homology HH•(LocSys(M)ω) ∼= dim(LocSys(M)).
Moreover, the image of χHH(M) in C0(pt) = Z under the projection LM → pt gives the Euler characteristic
of M .

Let us assume for simplicity that M is connected. Then we may define a version of χHH(M) over the
sphere spectrum (see section 3 for details):

• There is an element
χTHH(M) ∈ Ω∞Σ∞

+ LM
∼= THH(Σ∞

+ ΩM),

the THH Euler characteristic. It coincides with the free loop transfer along M → pt in the sense of
[LM19].

• There is an element
χA(M) ∈ A(M) = K(Σ∞

+ ΩM)

in Waldhausen’s A-theory, the A-theoretic Euler characteristic. It coincides with the homotopy-
invariant Euler characteristic from [DWW03, Section 6]. Under the Dennis trace map

tr : A(M)→ Ω∞Σ∞
+ LM

we have χA(M) 7→ χTHH(M).
The inclusion of constant loops C•(M) → C•(LM) is an instance of the assembly map [WW95]: it is a

universal colimit-preserving approximation to the functor M 7→ C•(LM). There are similar assembly maps

α : Ω∞
+M ⊗A(pt) −→ A(M), α : Σ∞

+M −→ Σ∞
+ LM

in A-theory and THH related by the Dennis trace map.
The study of lifts of the A-theoretic Euler characteristic χA(M) along the assembly map is at the heart

of simple homotopy theory. Namely, the fiber of the assembly map at χA(M) is the space of the structures
of a simple homotopy type on a given finitely dominated homotopy type. An explicit description of the fiber
of the assembly map in terms of the space of PL h-cobordisms is given by the parametrized h-cobordism
theorem [WJR13]. We use the following two basic facts from simple homotopy theory:

(1) If M is a finite polyhedron (equivalently, a finite CW complex), there is a lift λWh(M) of χA(M)
along the assembly map, see definition 3.8.

(2) If f : M1 → M2 is a homotopy equivalence of finite polyhedra, the difference of the lifts defines an
element τ(f) ∈ Wh(π1(M1)) in the Whitehead group given by the Whitehead torsion, see proposi-
tion 3.10.

The geometric input to the construction of the relative intersection product is a model of the Thom
collapse for the diagonal ϵp which fixes the diagonal up to homotopy; namely, we require the composite
∆♯ZM → ZM ⊠ ZM

ϵp−→ ∆♯ZM [d] to be the pushforward of a map ZM → ZM [d] (the Euler class in Cd(M))
3



along the diagonal. Geometrically, for M a closed manifold we use a model of the Thom collapse given by
the commutative diagram

(1) UTM //

��

FM2(M)

��
M // M ×M,

where FM2(M) is the Fulton–MacPherson compactification of the configuration space of two pointsM×M\∆
and UTM → FM2(M) is the inclusion of its boundary, which is the unit tangent bundle of M . This diagram
is a pushout of spaces; so, passing to relative suspension spectra, we obtain a commutative triangle

∆♯SM
//

∆♯e(M)

��

SM×M

ϵpzz
∆♯STM

of parametrized spectra over M ×M . We explain in section 4.3 that this diagram gives rise (and is in fact
equivalent) to a lift λPT(M) of the THH Euler characteristic χTHH(M) along the assembly map.

So, at this point we have two lifts of χTHH(M): one, λPT(M), constructed using the geometric model
of the Pontryagin–Thom collapse along the diagonal and another one, tr(λWh(M)), constructed using a
triangulation of M . The proof of theorem A then reduces to the following statement.

Theorem B (Theorem 4.15). Let M be a closed d-manifold. Then the lifts λPT(M) and tr(λWh(M)) of the
THH Euler characteristic χTHH(M) are equivalent.

To prove theorem B, we show that the lift λPT(M) is compatible with triangulations. As the assembly
map is an equivalence when M is contractible and λWh(M) is constructed by covering the manifold by open
stars of simplices of the triangulation, this gives the result.

Connection to embedding calculus. Theorem B has the following implication for embedding calculus
[Wei99]. Let Mand be the ∞-category of smooth manifolds and embeddings. Let Discd ⊂ Mand be the
full subcategory consisting of finite disjoint unions of Rd. Following the perspective of [BW13; KK22] we
understand embedding calculus as the restricted Yoneda embedding Mand → PSh(Discd) = Fun(Discopd , S)
given by sending a manifold M to EM := Emb(−,M), the collection of spaces of embeddings of Euclidean
spaces into M . For instance, for a Discd-algebra A its factorization homology over M as in [AF15] is
completely determined by EM : ∫

M

A ∼= EM ⊗Discd A.

On the level of homotopy types, our diagram (1) can be written in terms of the Discd-presheaf EM as
follows:

EM (Rd)×O(d) ERd(Rd ⊔Rd)/O(d)×2 //

��

EM (Rd ⊔Rd)/O(d)×2

��
M // M ×M

so that the lift λPT(M) is an invariant of EM . We thus obtain the following consequence.

Corollary C. Let f : N →M be a homotopy equivalence between closed d-manifolds with Whitehead torsion
τ(f) ∈Wh(π1(M)). If tr(τ(f)) ̸= 0 ∈ H1(LM,M), then f cannot be extended to an equivalence EN → EM

of Discd-presheaves.

As explained above, tr(τ(f)) only depends on the corresponding diagrams (1). Diagrams of that shape
(satisfying a certain non-degeneracy condition) are also studied in [Kle08] (see also [KN22] for a comparison
to our setting) under the name of Poincaré diagonals. It is furthermore suggested there that a C2-refinement
of tr(λPT(M)) is a complete invariant for d sufficiently large.
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String topology TQFT. Cohen and Godin [CG04] described a 2-dimensional TQFT Z whose state space
Z(S1) is isomorphic to H•(LM) and whose pair-of-pants product is given by the loop product. There are
two subtleties related to the definition of this TQFT. First, the TQFT suffers an orientation anomaly: the
operation associated to a surface Σ shifts the homological degree by χ(Σ) dim(M). We instead consider Z
as a framed 2d TQFT, so that, for instance, the boundary circles are equipped with 2-framings; we denote
by S1

n the circle equipped with a 2-framing with n twists. The second issue is that the operation associated
to a disk with an incoming circle is not defined; in other words, the 2d TQFT is a positive boundary one (in
the terminology of [CG04]) or a non-compact one (in the terminology of [Lur09b]). The construction of the
(closed) 2-dimensional TQFT of Cohen and Godin was extended to an open-closed TQFT (in the sense of
Moore and Segal [Asp+09, Chapter 2]) in the works [Sul04; Har06; Ram05] with branes corresponding to
submanifolds of M .

S1
1

S1
0

S1
0

S1
1

S1
0 S1

0

S1
0

S1
0

S1
1

Figure 1. A homotopy ∨′.

It was observed by Tamanoi [Tam10] that while the pair-of-pants product in the Cohen–Godin TQFT is
interesting (it is the loop product), the pair-of-pants coproduct is not interesting: it can be expressed purely in
terms of the Euler characteristic of M . The proof of this fact can be given by using a Frobenius-type relation
illustrated in fig. 1 as well as the computation of the value ∆(1) ∈ Z(S1)⊗ Z(S1) ∼= H•(LM)⊗ H•(LM) of
Z on the cylinder viewed as a cobordism with an empty incoming boundary. The key observation is that
the element ∆(1) ∈ H0(LM)⊗H0(LM) is the image of the homological Euler class e(M) ∈ H0(M) under

H0(M)
∆−→ H0(M)⊗H0(M) −→ H0(LM)⊗H0(LM).

In turn, if M is connected with a basepoint x, the homological Euler class is equal to χ(M)[x].
In [Lur09b] it was suggested how to extend the string topology TQFT to a fully extended (non-compact)

framed 2d TQFT in the fully homotopical context. Namely, by the cobordism hypothesis such a TQFT Z is
determined by a smooth dg category Z(pt) which one can take to be LocSys(M). In a sense, it corresponds
to an open-closed TQFT with a maximal set of branes; the branes corresponding to submanifolds i : N ↪→M
in this picture correspond to the pushforward local systems i♯ZN . We show in theorem 8.7 that the pair-of-
pants product in this TQFT coincides with the loop product; so, this 2d TQFT Z is indeed a homotopical
and fully extended lift of the Cohen–Godin TQFT.

The homotopy of cobordisms shown in fig. 1, which realizes the proof of the triviality of the pair-of-
pants coproduct Z(S1

1) → Z(S1
0) ⊗ Z(S1

0), gives rise to a secondary operation on Z(S1
1). Namely, given a

trivialization of ∆(1) ∈ C0(LM × LM), which is marked in fig. 1 in blue, we obtain a secondary coproduct

∨ : Z(S1
1) −→ Z(S1

0)⊗ Z(S1
0)[−1].

For a general closed oriented manifold M , the lift λPT(M) provides a trivialization of the image of ∆(1) in
C0(LM × LM,M ×M). Thus, using the lift λPT(M) we obtain the coproduct

(2) ∨ : C•(LM)[−d] −→ C•(LM,M)⊗ C•(LM,M)[−1].

Theorem D (Theorem 8.9). The secondary TQFT coproduct (2) coincides with the loop coproduct.

This theorem provides a conceptual explanation for the failure of homotopy invariance of the loop coprod-
uct: while the TQFT Z is homotopy invariant, the loop coproduct is a secondary operation which requires a
trivialization of ∆(1) and this extra piece of information is not homotopy invariant. More precisely, any two

5



trivializations differ by an element τ ∈ Z(S1
0)⊗ Z(S1

0)[−1]. The corresponding secondary TQFT coproduct
then differ by the sum of the two sides of fig. 1, where ∆(1) is replaced by τ . This is exactly the formula in
theorem A.

This theorem also suggests how to generalize the loop coproduct for smooth dg categories other than
C = LocSys(M). Namely, any such smooth dg category defines a non-compact framed 2d TQFT ZC. In
this case ∆(1) is known as the Shklyarov copairing [Shk13] (its analog for proper dg categories is the Mukai
pairing [CW10]). Given a trivialization of ∆(1) (or its partial trivialization like in the case of manifolds
with non-vanishing Euler characteristic) we obtain a secondary coproduct ∨ : Z(S1

1)→ Z(S1
0)⊗ Z(S1

0)[−1].
In section 6 we describe several examples of smooth dg categories, where the Shklyarov copairing admits
a trivialization (or a partial trivialization); in some of these cases we expect that the secondary coproduct
coincides with the already known constructions of such coproducts:

• For oriented manifolds M together with a non-vanishing vector field f (or equivalently a combina-
torial Euler structure in the sense of [Tur89]) one can fully trivialize ∆(1) so that we obtain a loop
operation

∨f : C•(LM)[−d]→ C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM)[−1].
We expect this to coincide with the constructions in [CHO20], [LO24, Theorem C] and [NW19,
Section 3.4]. We note that this coproduct depends on the non-vanishing vector field and is not pre-
served by general diffeomorphisms (not preserving the vector field). Instead, there is a transformation
formula analogous to theorem A.
• If M is a nondegenerate Liouville manifold of dimension 2n, the wrapped Fukaya category W(M) is

smooth and there is an isomorphism HH•(W(M)) ∼= SH•(M) to the symplectic cohomology [Gan12].
By [Rit13] the Shklyarov copairing ∆(1) vanishes when projected to the positive-energy symplectic
cohomology SH•

>0(M), so we obtain a secondary coproduct

SH•(M) −→ SH•
>0(M)⊗ SH•

>0(M)[n− 1].

We expect that it coincides with the loop coproduct defined geometrically [AS12; CHO23; CO22;
Ken23]. We refer to section 6.4 for more on this.
• Let A = k⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩ be the free algebra. It is smooth and by lemma 6.5 the Shklyarov copairing

∆(1) vanishes when projected to the reduced Hochschild homology HH•(A) defined as the quotient
of HH•(A) by the span of the class [A] of the free module, so we obtain a secondary coproduct

HH1(A) −→ HH0(A)⊗HH0(A
op).

We expect that it coincides with the divergence map from [Ale+18, Proposition 3.1]. In the case of
the path algebra of a doubled quiver, the composite of the divergence map and the Connes operator
coincides with the Lie cobracket on the necklace Lie bialgebra [Sch05, Equation (2.8)].

Related interpretations of the loop coproduct have appeared in the literature previously:
• For a smooth dg category C the work of Rivera, Takeda and Wang (see [RTW23, Section 3.2])

constructs an explicit homotopy G between Hochschild complexes of C which we expect to be a
chain-level model of the homotopy ∨′ from fig. 1. They conjecture that the secondary coproduct
coincides with the loop coproduct for an appropriate choice of the lift of ∆(1) (which is denoted by E
in their paper). Theorem D states that an appropriate choice is the Pontryagin–Thom lift λPT(M),
which by theorem B is the same as the Whitehead lift tr(λWh(M)). Moreover, they show in [RTW23,
Theorem 6.13] that the corresponding secondary coproduct is coassociative for dimM ≥ 3.

• For a closed oriented Riemannian manifold M the work of Cieliebak, Hingston and Oancea (see
[CHO23, Section 3.2]) constructs a homotopy λF between certain Floer chain complexes of the
unit disk cotangent bundles D∗M (following Abbondandolo and Schwarz [AS12]). The analog
of ∆(1) in that case is the secondary continuation quadratic vector QF

0 . Moreover, they show in
[CHO23, Theorem 6.1] that the resulting secondary coproduct on the reduced symplectic homology
of D∗M coincides with the loop coproduct under the Viterbo–Abbondandolo–Schwarz isomorphism
SH•(D∗M) ∼= H−•(LM).

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Manuel Rivera and Nathalie Wahl for useful discussions.
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1. Duality and dimensions

1.1. Categorical background. Throughout the paper we use the language of∞-categories. We denote by
S the ∞-category of spaces (homotopy types or ∞-groupoids). Given a topological space X, we denote the
corresponding homotopy type by Sing(X) ∈ S. We denote by Sp the∞-category of spectra. As a convention,
we denote by smash product in Sp by ⊗ (more classically, it is denoted by ∧). Similarly, the direct sum in
Sp is denoted by ⊕ (more classically, it is denoted by ∨). For an ∞-category C we denote by Cω ⊂ C the
subcategory of compact objects.

We denote by Catperf∞ the symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category whose objects are idempotent-complete
small stable∞-categories and 1-morphisms exact functors. The unit object Spω ∈ Catperf∞ is the∞-category
of finite spectra.

We denote by PrSt the symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category whose objects are stable presentable ∞-
categories and 1-morphisms colimit-preserving functors. The unit object Sp ∈ PrSt is the ∞-category of
spectra. For an ∞-category C we denote by HomC(−,−) ∈ S the mapping space. If C ∈ PrSt we denote by
HomC(−,−) ∈ Sp the mapping spectrum.

1.2. Dimensions. In this section we recall the formalism of traces in ∞-categories explained in [TV11;
HSS17; BN21; Car+22]. We refer to [DP80; PS13] for a 1-categorical treatment. We denote by σ the
braiding on a symmetric monoidal ∞-category.

Definition 1.1. Let A be a symmetric monoidal category. An object x ∈ A is dualizable if there is an
object x∨ ∈ A and a pair of morphisms ev : x⊗ x∨ → 1A and coev : 1C → x∨ ⊗ x such that the composites

x
id⊗coev−−−−−→ x⊗ x∨ ⊗ x ev⊗id−−−−→ x

x∨
coev⊗id−−−−−→ x∨ ⊗ x⊗ x∨ id⊗ev−−−−→ x∨

are the identities. An object of a symmetric monoidal ∞-category is dualizable if it is dualizable in the
underlying homotopy 1-category.

Remark 1.2. Explicitly, an object x ∈ A of a symmetric monoidal ∞-category is dualizable if it has a dual
x∨, evaluation and coevaluation morphisms

ev : x⊗ x∨ → 1A, coev : 1A → x∨ ⊗ x
and cusp 2-isomorphisms

α : (ev ⊗ idx) ◦ (idx ⊗ coev)→ idx, β : (idx∨ ⊗ ev) ◦ (coev ⊗ idx∨)→ idx∨ .

Remark 1.3. We have the following uniqueness statements for duality data (see [Lur17, Lemma 4.6.1.10] and
[RV16]):

• For a given x, the space {x∨, ev} of objects x∨ and evaluation morphisms ev, for which there exist
some compatible triple {coev, α, β}, is contractible.

• For a given x, the space {x∨, ev, coev, α} of objects x∨, evaluation morphisms ev, coevaluation mor-
phisms coev and the cusp isomorphism α, for which there exists some compatible β, is contractible.

In other words, we are allowed not to worry about the choices of the duality data as long as we choose the
“right” amount of information.

Given dualizable objects x, y ∈ A the object x ⊗ y is dualizable with the dual y∨ ⊗ x∨, the evaluation
morphism

x⊗ y ⊗ y∨ ⊗ x∨ id⊗evy⊗id−−−−−−−→ x⊗ x∨ evx−−→ 1A

and the coevaluation morphism

1A

coevy−−−→ y∨ ⊗ y id⊗coevx⊗id−−−−−−−−→ y∨ ⊗ x∨ ⊗ x⊗ y.
Given a morphism of dualizable objects, we can pass to its dual.

Definition 1.4. Let A be a symmetric monoidal category, x, y ∈ A are dualizable objects and f : x→ y is
a morphism. The dual morphism f∨ : y∨ → x∨ is the composite

y∨
coevx⊗id−−−−−−→ x∨ ⊗ x⊗ y∨ id⊗f⊗id−−−−−→ x∨ ⊗ y ⊗ y∨ id⊗evy−−−−→ x∨.

7



In particular, we have canonical commutative diagrams (see [BN21, Section 3.2])

(3) x⊗ x∨
f⊗id

%%
1C

coevx

;;

coevy ##

y ⊗ x∨

y ⊗ y∨
id⊗f∨

::

y ⊗ y∨
evx

##
x⊗ y∨

id⊗f∨
%%

f⊗id
::

1C

x⊗ x∨
evy

;;

Lemma 1.5. Let A be a symmetric monoidal ∞-category and x ∈ A a dualizable object with evaluation
ev : x⊗ x∨ → 1A and coevaluation coev : 1A → x∨ ⊗ x. Then there is a canonical 2-isomorphism

(4) (ev)∨ ∼= σ ◦ coev.

Proof. By definition the dual (ev)∨ is given by the composite

1A
(σ◦coev)−−−−−→ x⊗ x∨ idx⊗coev⊗idx∨−−−−−−−−−−→ x⊗ x∨ ⊗ x⊗ x∨

idx⊗x∨⊗ev
−−−−−−−→ x⊗ x∨.

Applying the cusp 2-isomorphism βx we obtain the 2-isomorphism (ev)∨ → coev. □

Dualizable objects have dimensions defined as follows.

Definition 1.6. Let A be a symmetric monoidal∞-category and x ∈ A a dualizable object. Its dimension
dim(x) ∈ EndA(1A) is the composite

dim(x) : 1A
coev−−−→ x∨ ⊗ x σ−→ x⊗ x∨ ev−→ 1A.

More generally, for an endomorphism f : x→ x of a dualizable object we define the trace tr(f) ∈ EndA(1A)
to be the composite

tr(f) : 1A
coev−−−→ x∨ ⊗ x id⊗f−−−→ x∨ ⊗ x σ−→ x⊗ x∨ ev−→ 1A.

Remark 1.7. To simplify the notation, we will often omit the braiding, implicitly identifying coevaluation
maps 1A → x∨ ⊗ x with maps 1A → x⊗ x∨ using the braiding.

Remark 1.3 makes it clear how to extend dim to a map Adual → EndA(1) where Adual is the groupoid
core of dualizable objects in A (or, equivalently, the ∞-groupoid of tuples (x, x∨, ev, coev, α) satisfying the
above conditions).

Now let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category. In this case the construction of the dimension dim
extends as follows. By definition, an adjunction in A is the same as an adjunction in the corresponding
homotopy 2-category. In other words, it is specified by the condition that there exist two 1-morphisms
f : x → y and fR : y → x together with two 2-morphisms η : idx ⇒ fRf and ϵ : ffR ⇒ idy together with
3-isomorphisms witnessing the triangle equalities. We refer to [RV20, Appendix F.5] for a proof that in PrSt

this notion of adjunction is equivalent to the one given in [Lur09a, Definition 5.2.2.1].

Definition 1.8. Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category, f : x → y is a morphism of dualizable
objects which admits a right adjoint fR : y → x. The transfer map

dim(f) : dim(x) −→ dim(y)

is given by traversing the diagram

x⊗ x∨

f⊗id %%

ηf��

x⊗ x∨
evx

$$
1A

coevx

::

coevy $$

y ⊗ x∨
fR⊗id

99

id⊗(fR)∨

%%

ϵf��

1A

y ⊗ y∨

id⊗f∨
99

y ⊗ y∨
evy

::
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where the two squares commute using (3).

Remark 1.9. In formulas, the transfer map is given by the composite

dim(x) = evx ◦ coevx
ηf−→ evx ◦ (fRf ⊗ id) ◦ coevx
∼= evx ◦ (fR ⊗ f∨) ◦ coevy
∼= evy ◦ (id⊗ (fR)∨ ◦ f∨) ◦ coevy
−→ evy ◦ coevy = dim(y).

We are mainly interested in the example where A = PrSt. The following statement gives a description of
some of the objects in Adual (a characterization of all dualizable objects in PrSt is given in [Lur18, Proposition
D.7.3.1]).

Proposition 1.10 ([Lur18, Proposition D.7.2.3]). Suppose C ∈ PrSt is compactly generated, i.e. C = Ind(Cω).
Then C is dualizable. The dual is C∨ = Ind(Cω,op) and the evaluation pairing ev : C ⊗ C∨ → Sp is given by
ind-extending the mapping spectrum functor HomC(−,−) : Cω × Cω,op → Sp.

Example 1.11. Let I be a small ∞-category. Then SpI = Fun(I, Sp) is dualizable with dual given by SpI
op

.
The evaluation pairing ev : SpI ⊗ SpI

op

→ Sp is

ev(F,G) =

∫ i∈I

F (i)⊗G(i)

and the coevaluation pairing coev : Sp→ SpI
op

⊗SpI ∼= SpI
op×I sends S to the functor i, j 7→ Σ∞

+ HomI(i, j).
In particular,

dim(SpI) ∼=
∫ i∈I

Σ∞
+ HomI(i, i)

and for a functor f : I → J the transfer

dim(f♯) : dim(SpI) −→ dim(SpJ)

is given by the composite∫ i∈I

Σ∞
+ HomI(i, i) −→

∫ i∈I

Σ∞
+ HomJ(f(i), f(i)) −→

∫ j∈J

Σ∞
+ HomJ(j, j).

Example 1.12. Suppose C,D ∈ PrSt are compactly generated and F : C→ D is a functor preserving compact
objects. Then it admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint; in other words, it is a right-adjointable 1-morphism
in PrSt. By [HSS17, Proposition 4.24] we have dim(C) ∼= THH(Cω) and the transfer map fits into the
commutative diagram

dim(C)
dim(F ) //

∼
��

dim(D)

∼
��

THH(Cω)
THH(F ) // THH(Dω).

Example 1.13. Suppose C ∈ PrSt is compactly generated and x ∈ C is a compact object. Consider the functor
Fx : Sp→ C given by V 7→ V ⊗ x which admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint. By the previous example
the class [x] ∈ Ω∞THH(Cω) is computed as the image of the transfer map

S ∼= dim(Sp)
dim(Fx)−−−−−→ dim(C).

This is the Chern character of the object x [McC94; Kel99; BN21].

The construction of transfer maps can be formulated coherently as follows. The authors of [HSS17] define
an (∞, 1)-category Adual with the following informal description:

(1) Objects of Adual are dualizable objects in A.
9



(2) For x, y ∈ Adual morphisms x→ y in Adual are the same as morphisms x→ y in A admitting a right
adjoint.

The ∞-category Adual allows one to formulate the functoriality of dimensions as follows (see [HSS17,
Definition 2.9]).

Theorem 1.14. There exists a symmetric monoidal functor

dim(−) : Adual → EndA(1),

given on objects by x 7→ dim(x) and on morphisms by (f : x→ y) 7→ (dim(f) : dim(x)→ dim(y)).

Using the functoriality of the dimensions given by theorem 1.14, we see that the Chern character dim(Fx) : S→ dim(C)
when x ∈ Cω ranges over compact objects of C defines a map

(5) (Cω)∼ −→ Ω∞ dim(C)

from the groupoid core of compact objects in C.

1.3. Relative dualizability. We will now specialize the setting of the previous section to the case A = PrSt.
We begin with the following observation.

Lemma 1.15. Let C ∈ PrSt be a stable presentable ∞-category and x ∈ C an object. Then x is compact if,
and only if, the functor Sp→ C given by V 7→ V ⊗ x admits a right adjoint in PrSt.

Proof. By definition, the functor V 7→ V ⊗ x admits a right adjoint given by the mapping spectrum functor
HomC(x,−) : C → Sp. It preserves finite colimits since C is stable; therefore, it defines a right adjoint in
PrSt if it preserves filtered colimits.

Suppose HomC(x,−) : C→ Sp preserves filtered colimits. Then the composite

HomC(x,−) : C
HomC(x,−)−−−−−−−→ Sp

Ω∞

−−→ S

preserves filtered colimits. Therefore, x ∈ C is compact.
Conversely, suppose x ∈ C is compact. Then x[n] ∈ C is compact for every n ∈ Z. Therefore,

Ω∞+nHomC(x,−) : C → S preserves filtered colimits. As the functors {Ω∞+n : Sp → S}n∈Z are jointly
conservative and preserve filtered colimits, this implies that HomC(x,−) : Sp → S preserves filtered colim-
its. □

The previous statement rephrases the property of an object of a stable presentable ∞-category being
compact internally to the 2-category PrSt. We are now going to use this characterization to introduce a
duality for compact objects in dualizable (for example, compactly generated) stable presentable∞-categories.

Definition 1.16. Let C ∈ PrSt be a dualizable stable presentable ∞-category with the dual C∨ ∈ PrSt,
evaluation functor ev : C⊗C∨ → Sp and the coevaluation functor coev : Sp→ C∨⊗C. We say an object x ∈ C

is relatively (right) dualizable if there is an object x∨ ∈ C∨ together with morphisms ϵ : x∨⊠x→ coev(S)
and η : S→ ev(x, x∨) satisfying the obvious analogs of the duality axioms in definition 1.1.

Proposition 1.17. Let C ∈ PrSt be a dualizable stable presentable ∞-category and x ∈ C. The following are
equivalent:

(1) x ∈ C has a relative dual x∨ ∈ C∨ with evaluation pairing ϵ : x∨ ⊠ x→ coev(S).
(2) The functor Sp → C given by S 7→ x admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint Hx : C → Sp such

that the induced map x∨ → (id⊗Hx)coev(S) is an isomorphism, i.e. the functor Sp→ C∨ given by
S 7→ x∨ is dual to Hx.

(3) x is compact.

Proof. Assume x ∈ C has a relative dual x∨ ∈ C∨. The relative dualizability data is provided by maps

ϵ : x∨ ⊠ x −→ coev(S)

η : S −→ ev(x, x∨)

10



where ϵ is a morphism in C∨ ⊗ C and η is a morphism in Sp. Identifying C∨ ⊗ C ∼= Fun(C,C) via
y ⊠ x 7→ ev(−, y)⊗ x the data of ϵ is equivalent to the data of the morphism

ϵ : ev(−, x∨)⊗ x −→ id

in Fun(C,C).
We see that the relative dualizability data (ϵ, η) for (x, x∨) is equivalent to the data witnessing the functors

(S 7→ x, z 7→ ev(z, x∨)) as being adjoint. In turn, the functor C→ Sp given by z 7→ ev(z, x∨) is dual to the
functor Sp→ C∨ given by S 7→ x∨ which proves the equivalence of the first two statements.

The equivalence of the last two statements is the content of lemma 1.15. □

This perspective on compact objects allows us to give a formula for the Chern character.

Proposition 1.18. Suppose C ∈ PrSt is dualizable and x ∈ C is compact. Then its Chern character
dim(Fx) : S→ dim(C) = ev(coev(S)) is given by the composite

S
η−→ ev(x, x∨)

ϵ−→ ev(coev(S)).

Proof. The statement is obtained by unpacking definition 1.8. □

1.4. K-theory. Given a small stable∞-category C we have the connective K-theory spectrum K(C) defined
as in [BGT13, Section 7]. We denote by K(C) = Ω∞K(C) the underlying space. By construction, there is a
natural map C∼ → K(C) from the groupoid core of objects in C to K(C); so, an object x ∈ C defines a point
[x] ∈ K(C).

There is a Dennis trace map
tr : K(C) −→ THH(C)

defined, for instance, by the universal property in [BGT13, Theorem 10.6]. As explained in [HSS17, Remark
6.12], it is compatible with the dimension map defined previously as follows.

Proposition 1.19. Let C be a stable compactly generated ∞-category. Then there is a commutative diagram

(Cω)∼
(5) // Ω∞ dim(C)

K(Cω)

OO

tr // THH(Cω)

∼

OO

Recall from [BGT13, Definition 6.1] that an additive invariant is a functor F : Catperf∞ → Sp which
preserves filtered colimits, sends Morita equivalences to isomorphisms and sends split-exact sequences to
exact sequences of spectra. We will use that algebraic K-theory K : Catperf∞ → Sp as well as topological
Hochschild homology THH: Catperf∞ → Sp are additive functors, see [BGT13, Propositions 7.10 and 10.2].

1.5. Smooth objects. Throughout this section A denotes a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category.

Definition 1.20. Let x ∈ A be a dualizable object.
• x is smooth if ev admits a left adjoint evL.
• x is proper if ev admits a right adjoint evR.

Remark 1.21. For any dualizable object the evaluation map ev is dual to the coevaluation map coev, so ev
admits a left adjoint if, and only if, coev admits a right adjoint coevR and vice versa. In particular, for
C ∈ PrSt we obtain that C is smooth if, and only if, coev(1) ∈ C⊗ C∨ is compact.

Example 1.22. Suppose A = PrSt and C ∈ PrSt is compactly generated. Using the duality data from
proposition 1.10 we see that C is proper if, and only if, for every compact objects x, y ∈ C the mapping
spectrum HomC(x, y) is finite.

11



If C ∈ PrSt is smooth, by adjunction we obtain an equivalence

dim(C) ∼= HomC⊗C∨(evL(S), coev(S)).

In the smooth case the data of a relative dualizability of an object x ∈ C can be phrased in terms of the
evaluation ϵ : x⊠ x∨ → coev(S) and coevaluation η : evL(S)→ x⊠ x∨ satisfying the duality axioms. In this
case the Chern character of a relatively dualizable object x ∈ C in a smooth ∞-category can be written as
the composite

(6) evL(S)
η−→ x⊠ x∨

ϵ−→ coev(S)

If D is a monoidal ∞-category and M a D-module ∞-category equipped with an object M ∈ M, the
center of M is an object Z(M) ∈ D satisfying the universal property

HomD(D,Z(M)) ∼= HomM(D ⊗M,M)

for every D ∈ D, see [Lur17, Definition 5.3.1.6] for more details. We will use the center in the following way.

Definition 1.23. Let x ∈ A be an object. The center of x is an object Z(x) ∈ EndA(1) which is the center
of idx ∈ EndA(x), where we view EndA(x) as an EndA(1)-module ∞-category.

Remark 1.24. As idx is an E1-algebra in EndA(x), one can show that if the center Z(x) ∈ EndA(1) exists,
then Z(x) upgrades to an E2-algebra in EndA(1).

Remark 1.25. Considering A as the bicategory of small categories, we see that for a category C ∈ A its
center Z(C) is identified with the set of natural endomorphisms of the identity functor.

Proposition 1.26. Let x ∈ A be a smooth object. Then coevR ◦ coev is the center Z(x).

Proof. Since x is dualizable, we may identify EndA(x) ∼= HomA(1, x
∨ ⊗ x) and under this identification

idx 7→ coev. Moreover, since x is smooth, coev has a right adjoint coevR. For D ∈ EndA(1) we have natural
isomorphisms

HomEndA(x)(D ⊗ id, id) ∼= HomHomA(1,x∨⊗x)(coev ◦D, coev) ∼= HomEndA(1)(D, coev
R ◦ coev).

□

2. Parametrized spectra

In this section we describe ∞-categorical functoriality of the category of parametrized spectra introduced
in [MS06] following [ABG18; Hau13; HL13].

2.1. Functor categories. Let I be a small ∞-category and C a stable presentable ∞-category. Consider

Fun(I,C) ∈ PrSt.

As it has small colimits and limits, it is tensored and cotensored over spaces. For a functor f : I → J of
small ∞-categories we have the induced functors

Fun(I,C)

f♯

##

f∗

;;
Fun(J,C)

f∗
oo

where (f∗G)(i) = G(f(i)) is the restriction functor and its left and right adjoints are the left and right Kan
extensions given by the (co)ends

(7) (f♯F )(j) =

∫ i∈I

HomJ(f(i), j)⊗ F (i), (f∗F )(j) =

∫
i∈I

Hom(HomJ(j, f(i)), F (i)),

see [Ari21, Lemma A.11]. We have f♯ ⊣ f∗ ⊣ f∗. In particular, f♯ and f∗ are colimit-preserving functors,
but note that f∗ is not, in general, colimit-preserving. Let us now state some basic properties of functor
categories that we will use.

Recall the notion of a smooth functor f : I → J from [Cis19, Definition 4.4.15] (see also [Lur09a, Defnition
4.1.2.9]). By [Bar22, Lemma 4.29] an equivalent way to define it is as follows.
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Definition 2.1. A functor f : I → J is proper if for every j ∈ J the functor {j} ×J I → I/j is cofinal. A
functor f is smooth if fop : Iop → Jop is proper.

We will encounter smooth functors coming from the following two examples:
• If f : X → Y is a morphism of ∞-groupoids, then it is smooth by [Cis19, Proposition 4.4.11].
• The projection p : I → pt is smooth by [Cis19, Proposition 4.4.12] for any I.

Proposition 2.2 (Base change formula). Let C ∈ PrSt be a stable presentable ∞-category. Suppose that

Ĩ
g̃ //

f̃
��

I

f

��
J̃

g // J

is a Cartesian diagram of small ∞-categories, where g is smooth. Then the natural transformation

f̃♯g̃
∗ ⇒ g∗f♯

of functors Fun(I,C)→ Fun(J̃ ,C) is an equivalence.

Proof. The dual claim (replacing C by Cop and left Kan extensions by right Kan extensions) is shown in
[Cis19, Theorem 6.4.13]. □

Proposition 2.3. Suppose C is compactly generated. Then the category Fun(I,C) is compactly generated.
If I is finite and HomI(x, y) is a finite space for every x, y ∈ I, then Fun(I,Cω) = Fun(I,C)ω considered as
subcategories of Fun(I,C).

Proof. For the first claim see [Aok23b, Corollary 2.3] and for the second claim see [Aok23b, Proposition
2.8]. □

Proposition 2.4. For two small ∞-categories I, J and C,D ∈ PrSt there is a natural equivalence

⊠ : Fun(I,C)⊗ Fun(J,D) −→ Fun(I × J,C⊗D).

Proof. By [Aok23b, Corollary 2.2] we have Fun(I,C) ∼= Fun(I, S)⊗ C, so it is enough to prove the claim for
C = D = S. Recall that by [Lur17, Proposition 4.8.1.17] there is a natural identification between C⊗D and
the ∞-category FunR(Cop,D) of limit-preserving functors Cop → D. Therefore,

Fun(I, S)⊗ Fun(J, S) ∼= FunR(Fun(I, S)op,Fun(J, S)).

By [Lur09a, Theorem 5.1.5.6] we have

FunR(Fun(I, S)op,Fun(J, S)) ∼= Fun(I,Fun(J, S))

which is naturally equivalent to Fun(I × J, S). □

2.2. Duality for stable presheaves. Consider a small∞-category I as before and the∞-category SpI = Fun(I, Sp)

of functors. Recall from example 1.11 that SpI is dualizable with dual SpI
op

.

Proposition 2.5. Let f : I → J be a functor of small ∞-categories and fop : Iop → Jop its opposite.
Consider the duality (SpI)∨ ∼= SpI

op

and (SpJ)∨ ∼= SpJ
op

from example 1.11. Then f♯ : Sp
I → SpJ is dual

to (fop)∗ : SpJ
op

→ SpI
op

. Moreover, the following conditions are equivalent:
• The functor f∗ : SpJ → SpI admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint f∗ : SpI → SpJ .
• The functor (fop)♯ : Sp

Iop

→ SpJ
op

admits a left adjoint (fop)♯ : SpJ
op

→ SpI
op

.

Proof. For the first statement we have to show that the diagram

Sp
coev //

coev

��

SpI
op

⊗ SpI

id⊗f♯
��

SpJ
op

⊗ SpJ
(fop)∗⊗id // SpI

op

⊗ SpJ
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naturally commutes. This follows from the natural equivalence

Σ∞
+ HomJ(f(i), j) ∼=

∫ i∈I

Σ∞
+ Hom(k, i)⊗ Σ∞

+ Hom(f(k), j).

Given the adjunction f∗ ⊣ f∗, passing to the duals we get an adjunction (f∗)
∨ ⊣ (f∗)∨ ∼= (fop)♯ which

shows the second statement. □

Consider the projection p : I → ∗ and the diagonal map ∆: I → I × I. Denote by SI = p∗S ∈ SpI the
constant object i ∈ I 7→ S. Consider the following additional assumption on the ∞-category I.

Definition 2.6. A small ∞-category I admits duality if the functor ∆♯p
∗ : Sp→ SpI ⊗ SpI is the coeval-

uation of a self-duality of SpI .

Remark 2.7. The evaluation is dual to coevaluation, so the functor ∆♯p
∗ : Sp→ SpI⊗SpI is the coevaluation

of a self-duality of SpI if, and only if, the functor (pop)♯(∆
op)∗ : SpI

op

⊗ SpI
op

→ Sp is the evaluation of
a self-duality of SpI

op

. This is similar, but not identical, to the notion of a Verdier poset from [Aok23a,
Definition 1.8], where a finite poset P is called Verdier if p∗∆∗ is the evaluation of a self-duality of SpP (note
the difference in the choice of the pushforward functors).

If I admits duality, then we may compare the self-duality of SpI to the duality between SpI and SpI
op

from example 1.11 using the duality functor

D : SpI
op

−→ SpI

given by
D(F)(i) = colim

j
Hom(j, i)⊗ F(j).

Remark 2.8. For an ∞-category I admitting duality the functor D is an equivalence. This functor is a
generalization of the Costenoble–Waner duality functor, see remark 2.17.

Proposition 2.9. Let f : I → J be a functor of small ∞-categories which admit duality and consider the
corresponding self-duality of SpI and SpJ . Then there is a natural transformation

(8) (f♯)
∨ −→ f∗.

If f is smooth, (8) is an equivalence and the following conditions are equivalent:
• The functor f∗ : SpJ → SpI admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint f∗ : SpI → SpJ .
• The functor f♯ : SpI → SpJ admits a left adjoint f ♯ : SpJ → SpI .

Proof. Consider the Cartesian diagram of ∞-categories

I
(f×id)◦∆I

//

f

��

J × I

id×f

��
J

∆J
// J × J

and the corresponding base change natural transformation

(f♯ ⊠ id)∆I
♯f

∗ −→ (id⊠ f∗)∆J
♯ .

Applying it to SJ we get a morphism

(f♯ ⊠ id)∆I
♯SI −→ (id⊠ f∗)∆J

♯ SJ

which produces a natural transformation (f♯)
∨ → f∗.

If f : I → J is smooth, then (f × id) : J × I → J × J is smooth, since smooth functors are stable under
base change [Cis19, Proposition 4.4.2]. In particular, by the base change formula from proposition 2.2 the
morphism (f♯ ⊠ id)∆I

♯SI → (id⊠ f∗)∆J
♯ SJ is an isomorphism.

The second statement is proven analogously to the second statement in proposition 2.5. □
14



If I is a small∞-category which admits duality, the product I×I admits duality. Then (8) gives a natural
transformation

(9) ∆∨
♯ −→ ∆∗.

The functor ∆∗ defines a symmetric monoidal structure on SpI with the unit SI . Its left adjoint, ∆♯,
defines a symmetric comonoidal structure with the counit p♯. Passing to the dual we obtain a new symmetric
monoidal structure on SpI given by ∆∨

♯ with the same unit: (p♯)∨(S) ∼= p∗S ∼= SI . In particular, there is the
unitor natural isomorphism

(10) ∆∨
♯ (SI ⊠ F) ∼= F.

Then (9) defines a lax symmetric monoidal structure on the identity functor with respect to the two
symmetric monoidal structures ∆∨

♯ and ∆∗.
If we assume that I admits duality and SI is compact, we have further structure:
• SI admits a relative dual ζI = p♯S ∈ SpI . From proposition 1.17 we get the formula

ζI = (p∗ ⊠ id)∆♯SI .

The adjunction p♯ ⊣ p♯ is given by a natural equivalence

(11) HomSpI (ζI ,−) ∼= p♯(−).
• We obtain a formula for the evaluation as

(12) evSpI

(4)−−→
∼

coev∨SpI
∼= (p∗)∨ ◦∆∨

♯

(8)−−→
∼

p♯ ◦∆∨
♯

(11)−−→
∼

HomSpI (ζI ,∆
∨
♯ (−⊠−)).

Lemma 2.10. Under the equivalence

evSpI (SI ⊠ ζI)
(12)−−→
∼

HomSpI (ζI ,∆
∨
♯ (SI ⊠ ζI))

(10)−−→
∼

HomSpI (ζI , ζI),

the coevaluation S → evSpI (SI ⊠ ζI) of the relative duality between SI and ζI is mapped to the identity
morphism ζI → ζI .

Proof. First note that the relative duality between SI and ζI = p♯S is established by the adjunction

p♯ ⊣ (p∗)∨.

By lemma 1.15 it follows that the unit of the adjunction S→ (p∗)∨(ζI) = evSpI (S ⊠ ζI) is the coevaluation
of the relative duality. But the unit of the adjunction is determined by the requirement that under the
isomorphism

evSpI (SI ⊠ ζI) = (p∗)∨(ζI)
(8)∼= p♯(ζI)

(11)∼= HomSpI (ζI , ζI)

it is sent to the identity. The statement thus follows once we show that the natural transformation

(p∗)∨(−) = evSpI (SI ⊠−)
(12)−−→
∼

HomSpI (ζI ,∆
∨
♯ (SI ⊠−))

(10)−−→
∼

HomSpI (ζI ,−),

is equivalent to

(p∗)∨(−)
(8),(11)∼= HomSpI (ζI ,−).

Unpacking the definition of (12) we obtain

(p∗)∨(−) = evSpI (SI ⊠−)
(4)−−→
∼

(p∗)∨ ◦∆∨
♯ (SI ⊠−)

(10)∼= (p∗)∨(−) (8),(11)−−−−−→
∼

HomSpI (ζI ,−).

We claim that the automorphism of (p∗)∨ appearing is homotopic to the identity. Spelling out the definition
of (10) we arrive at the following presentation of that automorphism

(p∗)∨ = evSpI ◦ (p∗⊗ id)
(4)−−→
∼

(p∗)∨ ◦∆∨
♯ ◦ (p∗⊗ id)

(8)←−−
∼

(p∗)∨ ◦∆∨
♯ ◦ (p∨♯ ⊗ id) ∼= (p∗)∨((p♯⊗ id)◦∆♯)

∨ ∼= (p∗)∨.

By passing to duals, it is given by

p∗ = (p∗)∨∨ = ((p∗)∨ ⊗ id)(∆♯p
∗)

(8)←−−
∼

(p♯ ⊗ id)(∆♯p
∗) = p∗.
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which is equivalent to

p∗
(8)←−−
∼

p∨♯ = (p♯ ⊗ id)(∆♯p
∗) = p∗.

To show that this composite is homotopic to the identity it suffices to show that the adjoint map p♯p∗ → id
is the counit of the adjunction p♯ ⊣ p∗. But (8) is defined by its adjoint map p♯p∨♯ (S) = (p♯ ⊗ p♯)∆♯p

∗S→ S
as the composition of

(p♯ ⊗ p♯)∆♯p
∗ ∼= (∆pt)♯p♯p

∗ = p♯p
∗ → id,

where we used the equalities (p× p) ◦∆I = ∆pt ◦ p = p, so that precomposing with p∗ ∼= (id⊗ p♯)∆♯p
∗ gives

the desired counit. □

2.3. The case of spaces. In this section we specialize the previous discussion to the case when I = X is a
space.

Definition 2.11. The ∞-category of parametrized spectra is

SpX = Fun(X,Sp).

Remark 2.12. Let M be a CW complex and X = Sing(M) its underlying homotopy type. Then M is
locally of singular shape in the sense of [Lur17, Definition A.4.15] and so one may identify SpX with the
full subcategory Shvlc(M ; Sp) ⊂ Shv(M ; Sp) of locally constant sheaves of spectra over M [Lur17, Theorem
A.1.15].

Remark 2.13. All constructions and theorems in this section apply equally well to the ∞-category of local
systems LocSys(X) = Fun(X,Modk), where k is an E∞-ring. To simplify the notation, in this section we
only consider the case k = S.

A map of spaces f : X → Y induces functors

SpX

f♯

  

f∗

??Sp
Yf∗

oo

with f♯ ⊣ f∗ ⊣ f∗. In this case the formulas (7) reduce to

(13) (f♯L)y ∼= colim
x∈f−1(y)

Lx, (f∗L)y ∼= lim
x∈f−1(y)

Lx

as follows from [Hau22, Theorem 1.2]. For instance, for p : X → pt we have the constant parametrized
spectrum SX = p∗S and

p♯SX
∼= colim

x∈X
S ∼= Σ∞

+X.

The construction of parametrized spectra has the following compatibility with colimits.

Proposition 2.14. Consider a functor I → S given by i 7→ Xi with colimit X ∈ S and denote the natural
projections by fi : Xi → X. Then the counits (fi)♯(fi)

∗ → id identify

colim
i

(fi)♯(fi)
∗ ∼= id.

Proof. Consider x ∈ X and F ∈ SpX . Then we have to show that

colim
i

colim
y∈f−1

i (x)
Ffi(y) → Fx

is an isomorphism. This is equivalent to showing that colimi colimy∈f−1
i (x) pt

∼= colimi f
−1
i (x) ∈ S is con-

tractible. But since colimits in S are universal ([Lur09a, Lemma 6.1.3.14]), we have colimi f
−1
i (x) ∼= id−1(x).

□
16



Consider the∞-category S/X of spaces over X and (S/X)∗ of retractive spaces over X. There are fiberwise
stabilization functors

Σ∞
X : (S/X)∗ −→ SpX , Σ∞

+X : S/X −→ SpX .

For a space f : Y → X over X we may identify f♯SY
∼= Σ∞

+XY .
Our next goal is to establish a self-duality of the ∞-category of parametrized spectra. For this we will

extend parametrized spectra to a bivariant functor using the results of [GR17; Mac22]. Since S is freely
generated under colimits by pt ∈ S, there is a unique colimit-preserving functor

Sp♯ : S→ PrSt

which sends pt ∈ S to Sp ∈ PrSt. Moreover, the symmetric monoidal structure on Sp induces a symmetric
monoidal structure on the functor Sp♯. Explicitly, Sp♯ sends X to SpX and f : X → Y to f♯ : SpX → SpY .

Consider the symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category Corr(S) which has the following informal description:
• Its objects are spaces.
• Its 1-morphisms from X to Y are correspondences X ← C → Y of spaces.
• Its 2-morphisms from X ← C1 → Y to X ← C2 → Y are morphisms or correspondences: diagrams

of the shape
C1

��

�� ��

C2

~~   
X Y

We refer to [GR17, Chapter 7] for a construction of this (∞, 2)-category.
There is a natural symmetric monoidal functor S → Corr(S) which is the identity on objects and which

sends f : X → Y to X id←− X
f−→ Y . In particular, any symmetric monoidal functor out of Corr(S) restricts

to a symmetric monoidal functor out of S.

Theorem 2.15. There is a unique symmetric monoidal functor of (∞, 2)-categories

Sp∗♯ : Corr(S) −→ PrSt,

whose restriction to S is Sp♯.

Proof. By proposition 2.2 the functor Sp♯ : S→ PrSt satisfies the left Beck–Chevalley condition from [GR17,
Chapter 7, Definition 3.1.5]. Therefore, by [GR17, Chapter 7, Theorem 3.2.2] the functor Sp♯ uniquely
extends to the functor Sp∗♯ and by [GR17, Chapter 9, Proposition 3.1.5] the symmetric monoidal structure
uniquely extends. □

The functor Sp∗♯ : Corr(S)→ PrSt constructed in the previous theorem has the following informal descrip-
tion:

• On the level of objects it sends X to SpX .
• On the level of 1-morphisms it sends X f←− C g−→ Y to g♯f∗ : SpX → SpY .
• On the level of 2-morphisms it sends

C

��
f

��

g

��

C̃

f̃�� g̃ ��
X Y

to the natural transformation g♯f∗ ⇒ g̃♯f̃
∗ induced by C → C̃.

17



Let us state several important corollaries of this construction. First, SpX carries a natural symmetric
monoidal structure given by SpX ⊗ SpX ∼= SpX×X ∆∗

−−→ SpX , where ∆: X → X × X is the diagonal map.
This symmetric monoidal structure gives rise to a self-duality datum on SpX .

Proposition 2.16. Let X be a space and denote by p : X → pt the natural projection. The functors

ev : SpX ⊗ SpX
∆∗

−−→ SpX
p♯−→ Sp

and
coev : Sp

p∗

−→ SpX
∆♯−−→ SpX×X ∼= SpX ⊗ SpX

establish a self-duality of SpX ∈ PrSt. In particular, X admits duality in the sense of definition 2.6.

Proof. By [Hau18, Corollary 12.5] (see also [BN21, Proposition 4.1]) every object X ∈ Corr(S) is self-dual
with the evaluation map X × X ∆←− X

p−→ pt and the coevaluation map pt
p←− X

∆−→ X × X. Since Sp∗♯ is
symmetric monoidal, Sp(X) becomes self-dual with the asserted evaluation and coevaluation functors. □

Remark 2.17. Using the self-duality data of SpX from proposition 2.16 we see that a relative duality for
F ∈ SpX consists of an object F∨ ∈ SpX together with maps F⊠F∨ → ∆!SX and S→ p♯(F⊗F∨) satisfying
the duality axioms. This data coincides with the notion of Costenoble–Waner duality of parametrized spectra
from [MS06, Chapter 18].

Using the duality data we will now compute the dimension of SpX . Consider the composite functor

S
Sp♯−−→ Prdual

dim−−→ Sp

which sends X to dim(SpX) and f : X → Y to dim(f♯) : dim(SpX)→ dim(SpY ).

Proposition 2.18. There is a natural equivalence

dim(Sp−) ∼= Σ∞
+ L(−)

of functors S→ Sp. For instance, for a map f : X → Y the transfer dim(f♯) fits into a commutative diagram

dim(SpX)
∼ //

dim(f♯)

��

Σ∞
+ LX

Lf

��
dim(SpY )

∼ // Σ∞
+ LY

Proof. We refer to [Car+22, Theorem 3.18] for the natural equivalence dim(X) ∼= LX for X ∈ Corr(S).
Post-composing with Sp∗♯ and using the fact that dim is symmetric monoidal we get the result. □

Finally, let us describe the case when SX ∈ SpX is compact.

Definition 2.19. A space X ∈ S is finitely dominated if it is a retract of a finite space.

Equivalently, X is finitely dominated if, and only if, it is a compact object in S (see [Lur09a, Remark
5.4.1.6]).

Remark 2.20. Concretely, suppose M is a CW complex. Then Sing(M) ∈ S is finitely dominated in the
above sense if there is a finite CW complex N together with maps i : M → N and r : N →M such that r ◦ i
is homotopic to the identity.

Proposition 2.21. Suppose X is finitely dominated and let p : X → pt. Then the functor p∗ : SpX → Sp
preserves colimits. In other words, SX ∈ SpX is compact.

Proof. The functor p∗ : SpX → Sp preserves finite limits, so by stability (see [Lur17, Proposition 1.1.4.1]) it
preserves finite colimits. Therefore, we only have to show that it preserves filtered colimits.

Let F : I → SpX be a functor, where I is filtered. The map

colim
i∈I

(p∗F (i)) −→ p∗(colim
i∈I

F (i))

18



is given by
colim
i∈I

lim
x∈X

F (i)x −→ lim
x∈X

colim
i∈I

F (i)x.

In Sp filtered colimits preserve finite limits. By [Hau13, Lemma 4.8] it follows that filtered colimits preserve
limits indexed by finitely dominated spaces. □

Corollary 2.22. Let X be a finitely dominated space. Then SpX is smooth.

Proof. The functor coev = ∆♯◦p∗ admits a right adjoint p∗◦∆∗. The functor ∆∗ is always colimit-preserving
and p∗ is colimit-preserving by proposition 2.21 since X is finitely dominated. □

If X is finitely dominated, by proposition 2.21 SX ∈ SpX is compact and, therefore, it admits a relative
dual ζX ∈ SpX .

Remark 2.23. By [Kle01, Corollary 5.1], if M is a finite CW complex and X = Sing(M), the parametrized
spectrum ζX is a suspension of the Spivak normal fibration of M .

From proposition 1.17 and the explicit formula for the evaluation ev = p♯∆
∗ of the self-duality of SpX we

get the following.

Proposition 2.24. Suppose X is a finitely dominated space. Then there is a natural isomorphism

p∗(−) ∼= p♯∆
∗((−)⊠ ζX)

of functors SpX → Sp.

2.4. The case of posets. In this section we consider functor categories Fun(P,C), where P is a poset. We
begin with the computation of additive invariants of Fun(P,C).

Theorem 2.25. Let P be a finite poset and C an idempotent-complete small stable ∞-category. Denote by
P δ the same set equipped with the trivial poset structure and π : P δ → P the functor given by the identity map
on objects. Let F : Catperf∞ → Sp be an additive invariant. Then the functors π♯, π∗ : Fun(P δ,C)→ Fun(P,C)
exist and induce an equivalence

π♯, π∗ : F (Fun(P
δ,C)) −→ F (Fun(P,C)).

Proof. The existence of the Kan extension functors π♯, π∗ follows since the relevant limits and colimits in (7)
are finite and C admits finite limits and colimits.

Let us now prove the claim that π♯ : F (Fun(P δ,C)) → F (Fun(P,C)) is an equivalence. We will use
induction on the cardinality of P by mimicking the proof of [Aok23a, Theorem A]. The claim is obvious for
P empty. For an arbitrary finite poset P choose a minimum element m ∈ P and let i : {m} → P be the
inclusion of this element and j : P \m→ P the inclusion of the complement. Consider the sequences

Fun(P \m,C)

j♯
++
Fun(P,C)

j∗kk

i∗

''
C

i∗jj

where the top functors are left adjoint to the bottom functors. From the formulas (7) we see that the functors
j♯ and i∗ are given by extension by zero, so this is a split exact sequence (see also [Aok23a, Lemma 4.1]).
Therefore, by additivity we get an exact sequence of spectra

F (Fun(P \m,C)) j♯−→ F (Fun(P,C))
i∗−→ F (C).

Consider a commutative diagram

Fun(P \m,C)
j♯ // Fun(P,C)

i∗ // C

Fun(P δ \m,C)
j♯ //

π♯

OO

Fun(P δ,C)
i∗ //

π♯

OO

C

id

OO
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Here the bottom sequence is defined analogously to the top sequence replacing the posets by the same sets
with the trivial partial order. The commutativity of the square on the left is obvious and the commutativity
of the square on the right follows since m is a minimum. Therefore, we obtain a commutative diagram of
spectra

F (Fun(P \m,C))
j♯ // F (Fun(P,C))

i∗ // F (C)

F (Fun(P δ \m,C))
j♯ //

π♯

OO

F (Fun(P δ,C))
i∗ //

π♯

OO

F (C)

id

OO

where both rows are exact. The claim that the middle vertical map is an equivalence then follows by
induction.

The fact that π∗ induces an equivalence is proven by an analogous induction by splitting off a maximum.
□

Example 2.26. Consider the poset P = {0 ≤ 1} = ∆1. Then Fun(P δ,C) = C× C and the functors

π♯, π∗ : C× C −→ Fun(∆1,C)

are given by
π♯(x, y) = (x→ x⊕ y), π∗(x, y) = (x⊕ y → y).

The posets we encounter will be the face posets of triangulations. Namely, let M be a compact polyhedron
and choose a triangulation of M with face poset T . For τ ∈ T let s̊t(τ) ⊂ M denote its open star, i.e. the
union of the interiors of simplices containing τ .

Theorem 2.27. Let T be the face poset of a triangulation of a closed PL manifold M . Then:
(1) (pop)♯(S) = ζT op ∈ SpT

op

is locally constant and invertible, i.e. for every τ ∈ T the spectrum ζT op(τ)
is invertible and for every τ ⊆ σ the induced map ζT op(σ)→ ζT op(τ) is an isomorphism.

(2) T op admits duality in the sense of definition 2.6.

Proof. Let us first prove the first statement. Since T is finite, ST ∈ SpT is compact. In particular, (pop)♯ is
well-defined. Let coev(S) ∈ SpT

op

⊗ SpT be the coevaluation from example 1.11. Then by proposition 2.5
we get the formula ζT op ∼= (id⊠ p∗)coev(S), i.e.

ζT op(τ) ∼= lim
σ⊇τ

S.

This object is Spanier–Whitehead dual to

ξ(τ) ∼= colim
σ⊇τ

S.

So, it is enough to show that ξ ∈ SpT is locally constant and invertible. This object fits into a cofiber
sequence

colim
σ ̸⊇τ

S −→ colim
σ

S −→ ξ(τ).

The first colimit may be identified with Σ∞
+ (M \ s̊t(τ)) and the second colimit with Σ∞

+M . Therefore,

ξ(τ) ∼= Σ∞
+M/Σ∞

+ (M \ s̊t(τ)).

Consider τ1 ⊆ τ2 and a point x in the interior of τ1. Then

Σ∞
+M/Σ∞

+ (M \ s̊t(τi)) −→ Σ∞
+M/Σ∞

+ (M \ {x})

is an isomorphism since M \ s̊t(τi)→M \ {x} is a deformation retract. This shows that ξ(τ1)→ ξ(τ2) is an
isomorphism. Since M is a PL manifold, the cofiber M/(M \ {x}) is homotopy equivalent to Sn for some n
which finishes the proof of the first statement.

Next, let us prove the second statement. It is shown in [Cal+23, Proposition 6.6.1] that SpT is self-
dual with the evaluation pairing evT = p∗∆

∗. Using the duality between SpT and SpT
op

from exam-
ple 1.11 we transfer the self-duality of SpT to a self-duality of SpT

op

with the coevaluation pairing given
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by coevT op(S) = ∆♯ζT op by using that the coevaluation is dual to evaluation and the computation of dual
functors from proposition 2.5. Since ζT op is locally constant and invertible, we have a natural isomorphism

∆♯ST op ∼= (ζ−1
T op ⊠ ST op)⊗∆♯ζT op

and hence c̃oevT op(S) = ∆♯ST op is also the coevaluation of a self-duality of SpT
op

. □

3. Assembly maps and the Euler characteristic

In this section we introduce assembly maps, the Euler characteristic and its lifts along the assembly map.

3.1. Assembly map. For the following definition see e.g. [WW95].

Definition 3.1. Let F : S → Sp be a functor from spaces to spectra. The universal excisive approxi-
mation is a colimit-preserving functor F% : S→ Sp together with a natural transformation F%(−)→ F(−)
which is an equivalence on pt. We call this morphism the assembly map. In particular, we can always
write it as

α : Σ∞
+X ⊗ F(pt) −→ F(X).

We will mainly be concerned with the following examples:
• For X ∈ S a topological space let A(X) ∈ Sp be the K-theory spectrum of the stable ∞-category
(SpX)ω, the A-theory of the space X. Denote by A(X) = Ω∞A(X) the underlying space. Then
we have the assembly map

α : Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt) −→ A(X).

• Consider the functor X 7→ dim(SpX) ∼= Σ∞
+ LX (see proposition 2.18 for the equivalence). The

assembly map is given by the inclusion of constant loops

α : Σ∞
+X −→ Σ∞

+ LX.

• The Dennis trace for A-theory defines a morphism of spectra

tr : A(X) −→ Σ∞
+ LX.

By the universal property of the assembly map, we have a commutative diagram

Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt)

α //

tr

��

A(X)

tr

��
Σ∞

+X
α // Σ∞

+ LX.

Remark 3.2. We follow the definition of the A-theory space given in [Lur14, Lecture 21], which coincides with
the space A(X) defined in [DWW03] in terms of the Waldhausen category of (homotopy) finitely dominated
retractive spaces over X. The original definition due to Waldhausen [Wal85] uses the category of (homotopy)
finite retractive spaces over X. The difference only affects π0.

Given a compact parametrized spectrum F ∈ SpX , we will be interested in lifts of its class [F] ∈ A(X)
under the assembly map, so let us introduce the relevant space. For χ ∈ A(X) denote by

Lift(χ, α) = π0hofibχ
(
α : Ω∞(Σ∞

+X ⊗A(pt))→ A(X)
)
,

where the homotopy fiber is taken at χ ∈ A(X). We will use the same notation for the other assembly maps.
Let us now introduce the Euler characteristic. Suppose X is a finitely dominated space. Then the constant

parametrized spectrum SX ∈ SpX is compact and hence it defines a class [SX ] ∈ A(X) in A-theory; applying
the Dennis trace we obtain an element [SX ] ∈ Ω∞Σ∞

+ LX.

Definition 3.3. Let X be a finitely dominated space. The A-theoretic Euler characteristic is

χA(X) = [SX ] ∈ A(X)

and the THH Euler characteristic is

χTHH(X) = [SX ] ∈ Ω∞Σ∞
+ LX.
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Denote by p : X → pt the natural projection. Then under the composite

π0(A(X)) −→ π0(A(pt)) = Z

the image of χA(X) is the usual Euler characteristic of X. So, χA(X) may be considered as a local version
of the usual Euler characteristic.

3.2. Lifts of the Euler characteristic. In this section we recall connections between the assembly map
for A-theory and (simple) homotopy theory. Recall the following space introduced in [Wal85].

Definition 3.4. Let X be a space. The PL Whitehead spectrum WhPL(X) is the cofiber of the assembly
map α : Σ∞

+X⊗A(pt)→ A(X). The PL Whitehead space is the underlying space WhPL(X) = Ω∞WhPL(X).

Remark 3.5. Suppose X is connected and based. Then

π0(WhPL(X)) ∼= K̃0(Z[π1(X)])

is the reduced K-theory group and

π1(WhPL(X)) ∼= Wh(π1(X))

is the Whitehead group.

Definition 3.6. LetX be a finitely dominated space. Wall’s finiteness obstruction w(X) ∈ π0(WhPL(X))

is the image of χA(X) ∈ A(X) under A(X)→WhPL(X).

The existence of a fiber sequence

Ω∞(Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt))

α−→ A(X) −→WhPL(X)

implies the following:
• Lift(χA(X), α) is nonempty if, and only if, Wall’s finiteness obstruction w(X) vanishes.
• If Lift(χA(X), α) is nonempty, it is a torsor over the Whitehead group π1(WhPL(X)).

A fundamental result due to Wall [Wal65] asserts that w(X) = 0 if, and only if, there is a finite CW
complex M (equivalently, a finite polyhedron) such that X ∼= Sing(M). We will need an explicit construction
of the trivialization of Wall’s finiteness obstruction.

Let M be a finite polyhedron with X = Sing(M) and choose a PL triangulation of M with face poset T .
The collection of open stars assembles into a functor s̊t : T op → U(M) to the category of open subsets of M .

Lemma 3.7. The inclusion s̊t(τ) ⊂M of open stars induces an isomorphism

colim
τ∈T op

Sing(s̊t(τ)) ∼= Sing(M).

Proof. For x ∈ M denote by T op
x ⊂ T op the subcategory of simplices τ such that x ∈ s̊t(τ). If x lies in the

interior of σ ∈ T , then T op
x
∼= (T≤σ)

op. The category T≤σ is the face poset of the simplex σ and hence its
nerve is weakly contractible. The claim then follows from [Lur17, Theorem A.3.1]. □

The colimit colimτ∈T op pt ∈ S is the localization of the category T op obtained by inverting all morphisms.
So, we obtain a functor of ∞-categories

(14) t : T op −→ X.

Therefore, restriction along t and the left Kan extension define an adjunction

SpT
op

t♯

))
SpX

t∗ii

with t∗ fully faithful. In particular, t♯t∗SX
∼= SX . Since T is finite, ST = t∗SX ∈ SpT

op

is compact, and so
we obtain a lift of [SX ] ∈ A(X) along

t♯ : K(SpT
op,ω) −→ A(X).
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Next, let T δ be the set T equipped with the trivial poset structure and π : T δ → T op the functor given by
the identity on objects. By theorem 2.25 applied to C = Spω (note that Fun(T op,Spω) = Fun(T op,Sp)ω by
proposition 2.3) the map

π♯ : A(T δ) −→ K(SpT
op,ω)

is an equivalence and hence we obtain a lift of [SX ] ∈ A(X) along

(t ◦ π)♯ : A(T δ) −→ A(X).

Now consider a commutative diagram of assembly maps

A(T δ) // A(X)

Σ∞
+ T

δ ⊗A(pt)
t◦π //

α

OO

Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt)

α

OO

Since T δ is a finite set, the assembly map Σ∞
+ T

δ ⊗ A(pt) → A(T δ) is an equivalence and hence in this
way we obtain a lift of [SX ] ∈ A(X) along the assembly map

α : Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt) −→ A(X).

Definition 3.8. Let M be a finite polyhedron with underlying homotopy type X = Sing(M). The lift of
[SX ] ∈ A(X) defined above is the Whitehead lift λWh(M) ∈ Lift(χA(X), α).

Remark 3.9. The construction of the assembly map is equivalent to [Lur14, Construction 9.]. More precisely,
in loc. cit. it is defined as the dual of SpX → Fun(T, Sp) (thought of as inclusion of locally constant into
T -constructible sheaves) and Verdier duality is used to identify Fun(T, Sp)∨ ∼= Fun(T, Sp). In the above
description we instead take Fun(T, Sp)∨ ∼= Fun(T op,Sp) and use proposition 2.5 to identify the dual functor.

Let f : M1 → M2 be a homotopy equivalence of finite polyhedra, inducing an isomorphism f : X1 → X2

of their homotopy types. The commutative diagram

Σ∞
+X1 ⊗A(pt)

α //

f

��

A(X1)

f♯

��
Σ∞

+X2 ⊗A(pt)
α // A(X2)

as well as the natural equivalence f♯SX1
∼= SX2

gives a map

f : Lift(χA(X1), α) −→ Lift(χA(X2), α).

In particular, we obtain an element

τ(f) = f(λWh(M1))− λWh(M2) ∈ π1(WhPL(X2)).

The following statement follows by comparing the Whitehead torsion of a bounded acyclic complex of
free modules to the path in the K-theory space obtained using the additivity theorem (see [Lur14, Lecture
27, Proposition 5]).

Proposition 3.10. Let f : M1 →M2 be a homotopy equivalence of finite polyhedra, inducing an isomorphism
f : X1 → X2 of their underlying homotopy types. The element τ(f) ∈ π1(WhPL(X2)) constructed above
coincides with the Whitehead torsion of f .

Homotopy equivalences f : M1 →M2 with vanishing Whitehead torsion τ(f) ∈ π1(WhPL(X2)) are known
as simple homotopy equivalences. Therefore, we see that the lift λWh(M) ∈ Lift(χA(X), α) is simple
homotopy invariant, but is not homotopy invariant.

Example 3.11. If f : M1 →M2 is a homeomorphism of finite polyhedra, it is a simple homotopy equivalence
[Cha74].
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4. Pontryagin–Thom lift

The goal of this section is to construct a lift of the THH Euler characteristic along the assembly map using
intersection theory and compare it to the Whitehead lift from definition 3.8. More precisely, we construct a
THH lift using a version of Pontryagin–Thom collapse, which we define using the configuration space of two
points. Next, we show that this lift coincides with the trace of the Whitehead lift defined in the previous
section.

4.1. Lift diagrams. To construct a lift of the THH Euler characteristic geometrically, it will be convenient
to present the data of a lift in terms of a commutative diagram, which we call a lift diagram. In fact, with a
view towards the proof of theorem 4.15, we will define the notion of lifts for a nice class of∞-categories, which,
in particular, contains finitely dominated spaces (viewed as ∞-groupoids). Let I be a small ∞-category.

Consider the commutative diagram

SpI
∆♯ //

∆♯

��

SpI ⊗ SpI

id⊠∆♯

��
SpI ⊗ SpI

∆♯⊠id // SpI ⊗ SpI ⊗ SpI

Passing to right adjoints of the horizontal functors, we obtain a natural transformation

∆♯ ◦∆∗ ⇒ (∆∗ ⊠ id) ◦ (id⊠∆♯).

Pre- and post-composing it with SI and p♯, we obtain the natural transformation

(15) id⇒ (TI = (p♯ ⊠ id) ◦ (∆∗ ⊠ id) ◦ (id⊠∆♯(SI))) .

Taking its trace we obtain a morphism

βI : THH(SpI,ω) ∼= dim(SpI) −→ tr(TI) ∼= p♯∆
∗∆♯SI .

Remark 4.1. The morphism βI may be identified with∫ i∈I

Σ∞
+ HomI(i, i) −→ colim

i,j∈I
Σ∞

+ (HomI(i, j)×HomI(i, j))

induced by the map HomI(i, i) → HomI(i, i) × HomI(i, i) sending f 7→ f × idi. Moreover, tr(TI) can
be identified with the suspension spectrum of the geometric realization of the category of parallel arrows
Fun(∆1 ⊔∂∆1 ∆1, I).

The unit map SI → ∆∗∆♯SI induces a morphism

αI : p♯SI −→ p♯∆
∗∆♯SI .

If we further assume that SI ∈ SpI is compact, then we may define the element χTHH(I) = [SI ] ∈ Ω∞ dim(SpI).

Definition 4.2. Let I be a small ∞-category with SI ∈ SpI compact. A lift of χTHH(I) is an element
e(I) ∈ Ω∞p♯SI together with a homotopy αI(e(I)) ∼ βI([SI ]). We denote by

Lift(βI(χTHH(I)), αI) = π0hofibβI(χTHH(I))(αI : Ω
∞p♯SI → tr(TI))

the set of lifts.

Example 4.3. If X is an ∞-groupoid, the morphism id⇒ TX is an equivalence and hence the morphism

βX : dim(SpX)→ p♯∆
∗∆♯SX

is an equivalence. The composite

Σ∞
+X

αX−−→ tr(TX)
∼←−−
βX

dim(SpX) ∼= Σ∞
+ LX

is given by the inclusion of constant loops, and hence it coincides with the THH assembly map. Therefore, if
X is finitely dominated (so that SX ∈ SpX is compact), the set of lifts Lift(βX(χTHH(X)), αX) is naturally
isomorphic to the set of lifts Lift(χTHH(X), α) of the THH Euler characteristic along the assembly map.
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Example 4.4. If T is a poset, the unit id → ∆∗∆♯ is an equivalence, which follows from the fact that
HomT (i, j)→ HomT (i, j)×HomT (i, j) is an equivalence. In particular,

αT : Σ∞
+ |T | ∼= p♯ST −→ tr(TT )

is an equivalence and Lift(βI(χTHH(I)), αI) is a singleton (assuming it is defined, i.e. SI is compact).

Definition 4.5. Let I be a small ∞-category which admits duality (see definition 2.6). A lift diagram for
I is given by the following data:

• An object ζI ∈ SpI .
• A morphism ϵ : SI ⊠ ζI → ∆♯SI which exhibits ζI as the relative dual of SI .
• An Euler class e : ζI → SI .
• A homotopy commuting diagram

∆♯ζI ζI ⊠ SI

∆♯SI

∆♯e ϵ

Remark 4.6. By proposition 2.16 any∞-groupoid X admits duality in the sense of definition 2.6. Therefore,
the previous definition applies to ∞-groupoids.

Our goal now is to relate lift diagrams to lifts of the Euler characteristic from definition 4.2. For this, we
begin with a technical lemma.

Lemma 4.7. The following diagram commutes:

evSpI evSpI ◦ (TI ⊗ id)

p♯∆
∨
♯ p♯∆

∗,

(15)

(9)

(12) ∼ ∼

where the right vertical map is the identification

evSpI
◦ (TI ⊗ id)(∼= p♯∆

∗) ◦ (id⊠ evSpI
) ◦ (id⊠ coevSpI

⊠ id) ∼= p♯∆
∗

Proof. Applying another coevaluation we instead show that the diagram

coev(S) (T ⊗ id)(coev(S))

∆♯SI (∆∗)∨SI

∼ ∼

commutes. The top arrow is obtained from

SpI SpI ⊗ SpI

SpI ⊗ SpI ⊗ SpI SpI ⊗ SpI ⊗ SpI ⊗ SpI ,

∆♯

(∆♯⊗id)◦∆♯ ∆♯⊗∆♯

id⊗∆♯⊗id

by passing to horizontal right adjoints and pre-/post-composing with SI ⊗ SI and id⊗ p♯ ⊗ id, respectively.
Note that the diagram is expressing the fact that (f♯ ⊗ id) ◦ (id ⊗ f♯)∆♯

∼= ∆♯f♯ for f = ∆ (and up to a
permutation of the factors). But this is exactly how the map f♯ → (f∗)∨ is constructed in proposition 2.9. □

Theorem 4.8. Let I be a small ∞-category which admits duality and such that SI ∈ SpI is compact. Then
the set Lift(βI(χTHH(I)), αI) is naturally isomorphic to the set of lift diagrams up to homotopy.

Proof. Since SI ∈ SpI is compact, by proposition 1.17 it admits a relative dual. Therefore, by the usual
uniqueness of duality data the space of pairs (ζI , ϵ) is contractible. Given that, we see that the space of lift
diagrams is identified with the fiber of

∆♯ : HomSpI (ζI ,SI) −→ HomSpI×I (∆♯ζI ,∆♯SI)
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over the point given by the composition

∆♯ζI → ζI ⊠ SI
ϵ−→ ∆♯SI ∈ HomSpI×I (∆♯ζI ,∆♯SI).

So, the claim follows once we identify the first morphism with αI and the given point with βI([SI ]). The
first morphism is equivalent to

HomSpI (ζI ,SI)→ HomSpI (ζI ,∆
∗∆♯SI)

where we postcompose with the unit id→ ∆∗∆♯, thus coinciding with the map αI by using p♯ ∼= HomSI (ζI ,−).
The class βI([SI ]) is obtained by taking the trace of (Sp, idSp)

SI→ (SpI , idSpI ) → (SpI ,TI) in EndPrSt.
Hence by functoriality of traces and [HSS17, Lemma 2.4] it is computed by traversing the following diagram

(16)

Sp Sp Sp Sp

Sp SpI ⊗ SpI SpI ⊗ SpI Sp

Sp SpI ⊗ SpI SpI ⊗ SpI Sp,

SI⊠ζI SI⊠ζI

∆♯SI evSpI

∆♯SI T⊗id

p♯∆
∗

evSpI

where only the non-invertible two-cells are indicated. Lemma 4.7 shows that

SpI ⊗ SpI SpI ⊗ SpI

SpI ⊗ SpI SpI ⊗ SpI Sp
T⊗id

p♯∆
∗

evSpI

is equivalent to

SpI ⊗ SpI SpI Sp,

∆∨
♯

∆∗

(9)
p♯

and lemma 2.10 shows that

Sp Sp

SpI ⊗ SpI Sp

SI⊠ζI

evSpI

=

Sp Sp Sp

SpI ⊗ SpI SpI Sp.

SI⊠ζI ζI

∆∨
♯ p♯

With that we simplify diagram (16) and obtain

Sp Sp Sp Sp

Sp SpI ⊗ SpI SpI Sp.

SI⊠ζI ζI

∆♯SI ∆∨
♯

∆∗

p♯
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Finally, using the compatibility of the unit SI with ∆∨
♯

(9)−−→ ∆∗ this simplifies further to

Sp Sp Sp Sp

Sp SpI ⊗ SpI SpI Sp,

SI⊠ζI ζI

∆♯SI ∆∗ p♯

which shows the claim. □

4.2. Poincare duality for manifolds. In this section we give a version of (twisted) Poincaré duality for
closed manifolds. We follow the notations of [MS06] apart from denoting the left adjoint to f∗ by f♯:

• For a topological space M we consider the category TopM of ex-spaces (alias, retractive spaces) over
M as in [MS06], i.e. topological spaces N together with continuous maps r : N →M and i : M → N
satisfying r ◦ i = idM . It admits a model structure with underlying ∞-category (S/Sing(M))∗ as well
as a symmetric monoidal structure ∧M .

• For a continuous map f : X → Y of topological spaces we consider (X, f)+ = X ⊔ Y as a retractive
space over Y .

• For a closed subset K ⊂ L over M we denote by CM (K,L) ∈ TopM the unreduced relative mapping
cone, see [MS06, Chapter 18.4]. For morphisms K → L→M in S we denote

CM (K,L) = L
∐
K

M ∈ (S/M )∗

the corresponding (homotopy) pushout.
• For a vector bundle V →M we denote by SV ∈ TopM the corresponding retractive space obtained by

a fiberwise one-point compactification and by SV = Σ∞
X (SV ) ∈ SpSing(M) its fiberwise stabilization.

Let M be a closed manifold and X = Sing(M) its underlying homotopy type. Consider an embedding
M ⊂ V into a Euclidean space. Let ν be the normal bundle of the embedding and

η : SV −→ p♯S
ν

the corresponding Pontryagin–Thom collapse map. We denote by the same letter

η : S −→ p♯S
−TM

the map obtained by tensoring it with S−V . Consider the Riemannian metric onM induced by the embedding
M ⊂ V and the Pontryagin–Thom collapse along the diagonal

PT∆ : (M ×M, id)+ −→ ∆♯S
TM

in Ho(TopM×M ) induced by the diagram

(17) (M ×M, id)+ −→ (M I , π)+ ∧M×M (STM ×M)
∼←− ∆♯S

TM ,

where the maps are defined as follows. Choose a tubular neighborhood U ⊂M×M of the diagonal which can
be identified with the tangent bundle by sending a pair (n,m) to the tangent vector (which we will denote
by m−n) at m of the unique geodesic ω(n,m) connecting n and m. Given a point (n,m) ∈M ×M we send
it to the pair (ω(n,m),m− n). Here we think of STM as the quotient of the ϵ-disk bundle inside TM by its
boundary, where ϵ is smaller than the injectivity radius, so that the formula is well-defined. The second map
is given by the inclusion of constant paths and is a weak equivalence. Taking fiberwise suspension spectra
we obtain a map

(18) PT∆ : SX×X −→ ∆♯S
TM .

We denote by the same letter
PT∆ : SX ⊠ S−TM −→ ∆♯SX

the tensor product of the previous map with SM ⊠S−TM . The following is shown in [MS06, Theorem 18.6.1].
From the description above we see that applying the flip map exchanging the two factors of X, we get

the Pontryagin–Thom collapse map post-composed with the action of (−1) along the fibers of TM .
27



Proposition 4.9. Consider the self-duality data of SpX from proposition 2.16. Then the morphisms

PT∆ : SX ⊠ S−TM −→ ∆♯SX = coev(S), η : S −→ p♯S
−TM = ev(S−TM ,SX)

establish a relative duality between SX and S−TM . In particular, ζX ∼= S−TM .

The definition of the Pontryagin–Thom collapse along the diagonal (17) does no longer depend on the
embedding M ⊂ V , but a priori does depend on the Riemannian metric on M . It will be useful to present
another equivalent presentation for the Pontryagin–Thom collapse which does not use a Riemannian metric.

Definition 4.10. Let M be a manifold. The Fulton–MacPherson compactification of the configu-
ration space of two points FM2(M) is the real oriented blowup of M ×M along the diagonal.

Let UTM = (TM \M)/R+ be the unit tangent bundle. By construction FM2(M) is a manifold with
boundary UTM and we have a commutative diagram

UTM //

��

FM2(M)

��
M // M ×M.

In particular, we obtain a morphism

(19) ∆♯CM (M,UTM) −→ CM×M (M ×M,FM2(M))

of unreduced relative mapping cones.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose

X
f //

π

��

Y

π̃
��

X ′ f ′
// Y ′

is a coCartesian diagram in S. Then
Y ′

∐
X

X ′ −→ Y ′
∐
Y

Y ′

is an equivalence. In particular,
f ′♯CX′(X ′, X) −→ CY ′(Y ′, Y )

is an equivalence in (S/Y ′)∗.

Proof. The first statement follows since the right-hand side is the iterated pushout of

X
f //

π

��

Y
π̃ // Y ′

X ′,

and hence the pushout of the outer square. The second statement follows from the definitions CX(A,B) := X
∐

B A
and f ′♯A := Y ′ ∐

X′ A. □

Corollary 4.12. The map (19) is a weak equivalence.

Proof. The morphism UTM → FM2(M) is an inclusion of the boundary; in particular, it is a q-cofibration.
The diagram

UTM FM2(M)

M M ×M,

is a pushout. Since the q-model structure on Top is left proper, it is a homotopy pushout. The claim follows
from lemma 4.11. □
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We can thus define another version of the Pontryagin–Thom collapse via the composite

(20) (M ×M)+ → CM×M (M ×M,FM2(M))
∼←− ∆♯CM (M,UTM) ∼= ∆♯S

TM .

Proposition 4.13. The induced maps (20) and (17) are homotopic.

Proof. It suffices to show that the diagrams (17) and (20) fit into a commuting square. For that, note first
that the first map in (17), when restricted to FM2(M) admits a canonical null-homotopy. Recall that the
map sends a pair of nearby points (x, y) to the pair consisting of the connecting geodesic ω(x, y) and the
connecting tangent vector (based at x). The assignment of the corresponding unit tangent vector extends
continuously to FM2(M). The required homotopy moves the point in STM along that unit tangent vector
to the basepoint at ∞. We have thus constructed a commutative diagram

(21)
(M ×M)+ (M I , π)+ ∧M×M (STM ×M) ∆♯S

TM

CM×M (M ×M,FM2(M)) ∆♯CM (M,UTM),

where we noticed that the above defined homotopy, when restricted to the diagonal, merely identifies
CM (M,UTM) with STM . □

4.3. Pontryagin–Thom lift. Let M be a closed manifold and X its underlying homotopy type. In this
section we construct a lift of the THH Euler characteristic χTHH(X) ∈ Ω∞Σ∞

+ LX along the THH assembly,
i.e. along the inclusion of constant loops

α : Σ∞
+X −→ Σ∞

+ LX.

Consider the map
0M : (M, id)+ → STM

of ex-spaces given by the zero section of the tangent bundle. Its suspension gives rise to a morphism

e(M) : SX −→ STM

which we will call the Euler class. Note that HomSpX (SX ,STM ) ∼= Ω∞Σ∞
+X and we may equivalently

consider e(M) ∈ Ω∞Σ∞
+X.

Consider the Fulton–MacPherson compactification FM2(M) of the configuration space of two points on
M . It fits into a pushout diagram

(22) UTM //

��

FM2(M)

��
M

∆ // M ×M.

The unreduced relative mapping cone of the left vertical map gives the morphism

0M : (M, id)+ → STM

on ex-spaces. Taking relative suspensions, we obtain a commutative diagram

∆♯SX
//

∆♯e(M)

��

SX×X

zz
∆♯STM

of parameterized spectra over X × X, where the diagonal map SX×X → ∆♯STM is the Pontryagin–Thom
collapse map along the diagonal by proposition 4.13. Twisting by S−TM , we obtain a lift diagram

(23) ∆♯S−TM //

∆♯e(M)

��

SX ⊠ S−TM

xx
∆♯SX
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where we note that by proposition 4.9 the diagonal map is nondegenerate. Thus, by theorem 4.8 from this
lift diagram we obtain a lift (the Pontryagin–Thom lift)

λPT(M) ∈ Lift(χTHH(X), α)

of [SX ] ∈ Ω∞Σ∞
+ LX along the assembly map.

Remark 4.14. The composite X → LX → X is the identity, where the first map is the inclusion of constant
loops and the second map is the evaluation at the basepoint of S1. Therefore, the image of [SX ] under the
projection LX → X coincides with the Euler class e(M) ∈ Ω∞Σ∞

+X.

The Dennis trace map from K-theory to THH gives a commutative diagram of assembly maps

Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt)

α //

tr

��

A(X)

tr

��
Σ∞

+X
α // Σ∞

+ LX

As tr(χA(X)) = χTHH(X), the above commutative diagram induces a map

tr : Lift(χA(X), α) −→ Lift(χTHH(X), α).

Theorem 4.15. Let M be a closed manifold with underlying homotopy type X = Sing(M). Then the lifts
tr(λWh(M)) and λPT(M) of the THH Euler characteristic χTHH(X) are equivalent.

4.4. Proof of theorem 4.15. Fix a triangulation of M with face poset T . Denote by T δ the same set
with the trivial poset structure and let π : T δ → T op be the functor given by the identity on objects. Let
t : T op → X be the localization functor from (14) and Mτ = s̊t(τ) the open star of the simplex τ ∈ T .

Let us recall that the Whitehead lift is obtained by traversing the diagram

S

A(SpT
δ,ω) A(SpT

op,ω) A(SpX,ω)

Σ∞
+ T

δ ⊗A(pt) Σ∞
+X ⊗A(pt),

[STop ]
[SX ]

∼
π♯ t♯

α ∼ α

where we used that the natural morphism t♯ST op → SX is an equivalence. By naturality of the Dennis trace
map it follows that the trace of the Whitehead lift is obtained from the analog diagram where A is replaced
with THH. Using the definitions from section 4.1 the diagram can be extended as follows:

S

THH(SpT
δ,ω) THH(SpT

op,ω) THH(SpX,ω)

tr(TT δ) tr(TT op) tr(TX)

Σ∞T δ Σ∞|T op| Σ∞X.

[ST ]
[SX ]

∼
π♯

∼β
Tδ

t♯

βT ∼βX

∼α
Tδ ∼αT

∼

αX

In other words, the Whitehead lift tr(λWh(M)) is the unique lift lying in the image of

t♯ : Lift(βT op(χTHH(T
op)), αT op) −→ Lift(βX(χTHH(X)), αX) ∼= Lift(χTHH(X), α),

where the set Lift(βT op(χTHH(T
op)), αT op) consists of a single element as αT is an isomorphism.

To show that tr(λWh(M)) = λPT(M), it suffices to show that the Pontryagin–Thom lift is compatible
with the triangulation, i.e. it also lies in the image of t♯. For this, recall from theorem 2.27 that T op admits
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duality, i.e. ∆♯p
∗ : Sp→ SpT

op

⊗ SpT
op

defines the coevaluation of a self-duality of SpT
op

. In particular, we
may identify elements of Lift(βT op(χTHH(T

op)), αT op) with lift diagrams using theorem 4.8. By theorem 2.27
the relative dual of ST is locally constant. To construct a model of the relative dual, we will use the following
observation.

Lemma 4.16. Consider the self-dualities of SpT
op

and SpX from definition 2.6. Consider an object
ζX ∈ SpX together with a morphism

ϵ : ST op ⊠ t∗ζX −→ ∆T op

♯ ST op .

Then ϵ exhibits t∗ζX as the relative dual of ST op if, and only if,

(t♯ ⊠ t♯)(ϵ) : SX ⊠ ζX −→ ∆X
♯ SX

exhibits ζX as the relative dual of SX .

Proof. The condition that ϵ exhibits t∗ζX as the relative dual of ST op is that the induced morphism

ϵ′ : t∗ζX −→ (p∗t♯ ⊠ id)∆T
♯ ST op ∼= (p∗ ⊠ t∗)∆X

♯ SX

is an isomorphism. Similarly, the condition that (t♯ ⊠ t♯)(ϵ) exhibits ζX as the relative dual of SX is that
the induced morphism

t♯ϵ
′ : ζX −→ (p∗ ⊠ id)∆X

♯ SX

is an isomorphism. But the two conditions are equivalent since t∗ : SpX → SpT
op

is fully faithful. □

Let us now construct a version of the Pontryagin–Thom lift compatible with the cover {Mτ}τ∈T op . Con-
sider a morphism f : E →M ×M in Top. Then {E|Mτ×Mµ

} defines an open cover E, where E|Mτ×Mµ
⊂ E

denotes the strict inverse image of Mτ ×Mµ ⊂M ×M . Consider the functor

(τ, µ 7→ Σ∞
+ E|Mτ×Mµ

) ∈ SpT
op×T op

.

Lemma 4.17. There is a natural equivalence

(t♯ ⊠ t♯)((τ, µ) 7→ Σ∞
+ E|Mτ×Mµ

) ∼= Σ∞
+(M×M)E

in SpM×M .

Proof. Consider the functor T op×T op → U(E) to the category of open subsets of E given by τ, µ 7→ E|Mτ×Mµ
.

As in lemma 3.7 we get an equivalence

colim
τ,µ

(Sing(E|Mτ×Mµ)→ Sing(Mτ ×Mµ)) ∼= (Sing(E)→ Sing(M ×M))

in S. Denote by iEτµ : Sing(E|Mτ×Mµ) → Sing(E) and iMτµ : Sing(Mτ ×Mµ) → Sing(M ×M) the natural
inclusions. For any x, y ∈M we have to show that the natural morphism

colim
τ,µ∈T op

((iMτµ)♯(f |Mτ×Mµ
)♯(i

E
τµ)

∗ → f♯

is an isomorphism. By functoriality this reduces to showing that

colim
τ,µ∈T op

(iEτµ)♯(i
E
τµ)

∗ → id

is an isomorphism which is the content of proposition 2.14. □

Let us apply the above paradigm to (22). Namely, restricting that diagram to Mτ ×Mµ we obtain

(24)
UT(Mτ ∩Mµ) FM2|Mτ×Mµ

Mτ ∩Mµ Mτ ×Mµ
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which is a pushout diagram for every (τ, µ) ∈ T op × T op. Taking relative suspension spectra we obtain a
commutative diagram

∆♯ST op //

∆♯e(T )

��

ST op×T op

yy
∆♯STM•

in SpT
op×T op

, where STM• ∈ SpT
op

is the functor τ 7→ STMτ . By theorem 2.27 this spectrum is locally
constant and invertible. Therefore, twisting by its inverse we obtain a commutative diagram

(25) ∆♯S−TM• //

∆♯e(T )

��

ST op ⊠ S−TM•

ww
∆♯ST op

By lemma 4.17 applying t♯ ⊠ t♯ we obtain the commutative diagram (23). In particular, by lemma 4.16
the morphism ST op ⊠ S−TM• → ∆♯ST op exhibits S−TM• as the relative dual of ST op in SpT

op

.
Therefore, (25) is a lift diagram, i.e. it defines an element of Lift(βT op(χTHH(T

op)), αT op) which is sent to
λPT(M) ∈ Lift(βX(χTHH(X)), αX) under t♯. As Lift(βT op(χTHH(T

op)), αT op) consists of a single element,
this finishes the proof that tr(λWh(M)) = λPT(M).

5. String topology

In this section we recall the string topology operations on the loop space homology of a manifold and
study their homotopy invariance. We first introduce a relative intersection product that depends on a lift of
the THH Euler characteristic. We then define the string topology operations using this relative intersection
product and show that they agree with the definition given in [HW21] for the Pontryagin–Thom lift. The
study of the homotopy invariance is thus reduced to the same question about the relative intersection product,
which in turn is reduced to the invariance of lifts of the THH Euler characteristic, so we can apply the results
of the previous section.

For concreteness, we replace the ∞-category of parametrized spectra SpX = Fun(X,Sp) by the ∞-
category LocSys(X) = Fun(X,ModZ) of local systems of chain complexes of abelian groups. We denote
by C•(−) = C•(−;Z) the singular chain complex with integral coefficients and H•(−) = H•(−;Z) the
integral homology. Given f : X → Y we denote by H•(Y,X) = H•(Y,X;Z) the homology of the cone of
C•(X) → C•(Y ) even if f is not a inclusion of a subspace. Note that the content in this section works
verbatim when Z is replaced by another E∞-ring k, such that M is oriented over k, i.e. one fixes an
equivalence ζM → k[−d].

5.1. Relative intersection product. In this preliminary section we define the notion of a relative inter-
section product on a space equipped with a lift of the THH Euler characteristic. Let us briefly introduce the
situation we wish to generalize. Recall the intersection product

H•+d(M ×M)→ H•(M)

for an oriented d-manifold M defined either by using Poincaré duality or by geometrically intersecting
transverse chains. Similarly, given a local system E over M ×M , one can define the intersection product
with twisted coefficients

H•+d(M ×M ;E)→ H•(M ; ∆∗E).

Our goal is to generalize it to a relative setting as follows. Suppose we are given a local system F over M
together with a map ∆♯F → E or, equivalently, a map F → ∆∗E. Given a lift of the HH Euler characteristic
we are going to refine the intersection product to a map

H•+d(M ×M ;E/∆♯F)→ H•(M ; ∆∗E/F).

Let M be a closed oriented d-manifold and consider the ∞-category LocSys(M) = Fun(M,ModZ) with
its self-duality data given by proposition 2.16. Denote by ZM ∈ LocSys(M) the constant local system which

32



is compact by proposition 2.21. By proposition 4.9 its relative dual is ZM [−d] (using the orientation) with
the evaluation ϵp : ZM×M [−d] → ∆♯ZM given by the Pontryagin–Thom collapse PT∆ along the diagonal.
Let pE : E →M ×M be a Hurewicz fibration and E = (pE)♯ZE ∈ LocSys(M ×M) the corresponding local
system over M ×M .

Definition 5.1. The intersection product is the composite

E[−d] ϵp−→ E⊗∆♯SM
∼= ∆♯∆

∗E.

Taking homology, we obtain the map

H•+d(E) −→ H•(E ×M×M M).

Let σ : M ×M ∼=M ×M be the isomorphism exchanging the two factors.

Lemma 5.2. Let pE : E → M ×M be a Hurewicz fibration and consider the space E′ = E equipped with
the map E pE−−→M ×M σ−→M ×M . Then the intersection products

intE , intE
′
: H•+d(E) −→ H•(E ×M×M M)

with respect to E and E′ satisfy intE = (−1)dintE
′
.

Proof. From the description of the Pontryagin–Thom collapse map PT∆ : ZM×M → ∆♯Z
TM given in sec-

tion 4.2, we see that
σ∗PT∆ = inv ◦ PT∆,

where inv : ZTM → ZTM is given by acting by (−1) on the tangent bundle. The map ϵp : ZM×M [−d]→ ∆♯ZM

is a composite of the Pontryagin–Thom collapse map with the trivialization ZTM ∼= ZM [−d]. Under this
isomorphism the map inv becomes the multiplication by (−1)d. □

By proposition 2.18 we may identify dim(LocSys(M)) ∼= C•(LM). We refer to the class [ZM ] ∈ C•(LM)
as the HH Euler characteristic. To define the relative intersection product, suppose we are given its lift
along the assembly map, i.e. along the inclusion of constant loops α : C•(M) → C•(LM). By theorem 4.8
we get a commutative diagram

(26)
∆♯ZM [−d] ZM×M [−d]

∆♯ZM ∆♯ZM ,

∆♯e(M) ϵp

where e(M) ∈ Cd(M) is the Euler class.
Consider a map pF : F →M which fits into a commutative square

(27) F
a //

pF

��

E

pE

��
M // M ×M

Let F = (pF )♯ZF ∈ LocSys(M) be the corresponding local system overM together with the map a : ∆♯F → E

and, by adjunction, ā : F → ∆∗E.
Consider a commutative diagram

(28) ∆♯F[−d] //

∆♯(id⊗e(M))

��

∆♯∆
∗∆♯F[−d] //

∆♯(id⊗e(M))

��

∆♯F[−d]
a //

ϵp

��

E[−d]

ϵp

��
∆♯F // ∆♯∆

∗∆♯F ∆♯∆
∗∆♯F

∆♯∆
∗(a) // ∆♯∆

∗E,
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where the middle square is obtained by tensoring (26) with ∆♯F on the left. This gives rise to a commuting
square

(29) ∆♯F[−d]
a //

∆♯(id⊗e(M))

��

E[−d]

ϵp

��
∆♯F

∆♯(ā)
// ∆♯∆

∗E.

Remark 5.3. On the level of singular chains the relative intersection square (29) is

(30) C•(F )[−d]

e(M)

��

a // C•(E)[−d]

��
C•(F )

ā // C•(E ×M×M M)

Remark 5.4. The above construction can also be understood as follows. Since ∆♯ is an oplax symmetric
monoidal functor, the category of diagrams ∆♯F → E, equivalently F → ∆∗E, has a pointwise symmetric
monoidal structure. The diagram (26) represents a morphism

(∆♯ZM [−d]→ ZM×M [−d]) −→ (∆♯ZM
id−→ ∆♯ZM ).

Diagram (29) is then obtained by tensoring with that morphism and identifying the functor

(∆♯F → E) 7→ (∆♯F → E)⊗ (∆♯ZM
id−→ ∆♯ZM )

with
(∆♯F → E) 7→ (∆♯F → ∆♯∆

∗E).

Definition 5.5. Let M be a closed oriented manifold equipped with a lift of the HH Euler characteristic.
The relative intersection product is the map

(E/∆♯F)[−d] −→ ∆♯(∆
∗E/F)

induced by diagram (29). Taking homology we obtain the map

H•+d(E,F ) −→ H•(E ×M×M M,F )

which we also call the relative intersection product.

Remark 5.6. Consider the case F = 0. Then the relative intersection product reduces to the usual intersection
product E[−d]→ ∆♯∆

∗E for which no lift of the HH Euler characteristic is required.

Lemma 5.7. Consider the diagram (27), where pE : E →M×M is a Hurewicz fibration. Let E′ →M×M be
the Hurewicz fibration with the two factors of M exchanged, as in lemma 5.2. Choose the Pontryagin–Thom
lift λPT(M) of the HH Euler characteristic. Then the relative intersection products

intE,F , intE
′,F : H•+d(E,F ) −→ H•(E ×M×M M,F )

with respect to the pairs (E,F ) and (E′, F ) satisfy intE,F = (−1)dintE
′,F .

Proof. The diagram (22) is invariant under the exchange of the two factors of M , if we further compose with
the isomorphism UTM → UTM given by acting by (−1) along the fibers. Therefore, the diagram (26) used
in the definition of the relative intersection product is invariant under the change of the factors of M if we
replace ϵp by (−1)dϵp and e(M) by (−1)de(M). □

Choose the Pontryagin–Thom lift λPT(M) of the HH Euler characteristic. We will now give a concrete
formula for the relative intersection product. Denote by ThM ∈ Hd(STM ,M) the Thom class and consider
an embedding M ⊂ V into a Euclidean space which induces a Riemannian metric on M . Let M(−) be the
Moore path space. Since pE : E → M ×M is a Hurewicz fibration, we may choose a path-lifting function
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(also known as a Hurewicz connection), i.e. a section of M(E) → M(M ×M)×M×M E. Evaluating at the
endpoints we obtain the transport function which we denote by

M(M ×M)×M×M E → E

((p1 × p2), e) 7→ (p1 × p2).e.

Recall the definition of the geometrically defined Pontryagin–Thom collapse map (17),

(M ×M, id)+ → (M I , π)+ ∧M×M (STM ×M)

(x, y) 7→ (ω(x, y), y − x),

where ω(x, y) is the geodesic connecting x to y and y − x ∈ TxM is the corresponding tangent vector. Note
that the same formula lifts to Moore paths, which is what we will use below.

With that notation we can now define the morphism

R : E −→ (E ×M×M M)TM(31)

e 7−→ (constx × ω(x, y)−1).e ∧ (y − x),

where (x, y) = pE(e).

Proposition 5.8. Suppose M is a closed oriented manifold equipped with the Pontryagin–Thom lift of the
HH Euler characteristic. The relative intersection product is given by

H•(E,F )
(R,0M )−−−−−→ H•((E ×M×M M)TM , FTM )

∩ThM−−−−→ H•−d(E ×M×M M,F ).

Proof. By proposition 4.13 (and its proof) the square (26) has a lift to ex-spaces over M×M and is equivalent
to

∆♯(M, id)+ (M ×M, id)+

∆♯(S
TM ) M(M)+ ∧M×M (STM ×M).

0M

∼

This allows us to write (29) (again in ex-spaces over M ×M) as

∆♯(F, pF )+ //

0M

��

(E, pE)+

��
(E, pE)+ ∧M×M M(M)+ ∧M×M (STM ×M)

∆♯((F, pF )+ ∧M STM ) // (E, pE)+ ∧M×M ∆♯S
TM ∼= ∆♯(∆

∗(E, pE)+ ∧M STM )

∼

OO

A retraction to the wrong-way map is given using the path-lifting function for E by the formula

(e, p, u) 7→ ((constx × p−1).e, u).

With that the vertical composition on the right becomes exactly R. □

Proposition 5.8 may be applied to F = ∅ to obtain the result about the usual intersection product.

Corollary 5.9. The intersection product is given by

H•(E)
R−→ H•((E ×M×M M)TM )

∩ThM−−−−→ H•−d(E ×M×M M).
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5.2. String topology operations. We begin with the definition of the loop product as in [CJ02]. Consider
the path space M I of continuous maps [0, 1]→M . By [Col06, Lemma 3.4] the projection M I →M ×M to
the endpoints is a Hurewicz fibration.

Let LM be the space of continuous maps S1 → M with ev : LM → M the evaluation at the basepoint
0 ∈ S1. As LM = M I ×M×M M , ev : LM → M is a Hurewicz fibration. Concatenation of loops defines a
morphism LM ×M LM → LM . It is a morphism of spaces over M , so on the level of corresponding local
systems it gives rise to a morphism

m : ev♯ZLM ⊗ ev♯ZLM −→ ev♯ZLM .

Definition 5.10. The loop product is given by the composite

∧ : H•(LM)⊗H•(LM) −→ H•−d(LM ×M LM)
m−→ H•−d(LM),

where the first morphism is given by the intersection product as in definition 5.1.

Lemma 5.11. The loop product is graded commutative: for α ∈ Hn(LM) and β ∈ Hm(LM) we have

α ∧ β = (−1)n+m+dβ ∧ α.
Proof. The loop product is given by the composite

Hn(LM)⊗Hm(LM)→ Hn+m(LM × LM)→ Hn+m−d(LM ×M LM)
m−→ Hn+m−d(LM).

The first map given by the Künneth isomorphism introduces a sign (−1)n+m when we exchange α and
β. The second map given by the intersection product introduces a sign (−1)d when we exchange the
two LM factors by lemma 5.2. Finally, the maps LM ×M LM → LM given by (γ1, γ2) 7→ γ1 ∗ γ2 and
(γ1, γ2) 7→ γ2 ∗ γ1 = γ2 ∗ (γ1 ∗ γ2) ∗ γ−1

2 are homotopic, so they induce equal maps on homology. □

We now give a description of the loop product that matches the one given in [HW23, Section 1.4] for the
Chas–Sullivan product. Consider the Hurewicz fibration ev : LM →M given by evaluating at 0 and let

ev × ev : E = LM × LM →M ×M.

Let us briefly recall the map R from (31). We first choose the path-lifting function for the fibration LM →M
given by conjugating a loop in LM with a given Moore path. The corresponding transport function is

M(M)×M×M LM → LM

(ω, γ) 7→ ω−1 ⋆ γ ⋆ ω.

We choose the path-lifting function for E → M ×M to be the product of the above. We thus obtain the
map

RCS : LM × LM → (LM ×M LM)TM ,

which can be described as follows. Fix a tubular neighborhood of the diagonal M ⊂ U ⊂ M ×M . Let
(γ1, γ2) be an element in LM × LM with γ1(0) = x and γ2(0) = y. If (x, y) ̸∈ U , then send it to the
base point. Otherwise, we send it to the pair consisting of (γ1, ω(x, y) ⋆ γ2 ⋆ ω(x, y)−1) ∈ LM ×M LM and
(x, y) ∈ U/∂U ∼= STM , where ω(x, y) is the geodesic connecting x to y.

Proposition 5.12. The loop product is given by the composite

H•(LM)⊗H•(LM)
RCS−−−→ H•((LM ×M LM)TM )

∩ThM−−−−→ H•−d(LM ×M LM)
m−→ H•−d(LM).

Next, let us recall the definition of the loop coproduct (also known as the Goresky–Hingston coproduct).
As before, M is a closed oriented manifold. Consider the space

Fig(8) = LM ×M LM −→M

of maps S1 ∨S1 →M (the space of figure eights). We have a natural morphism ι0 ∪ ι1 : LM ⊔LM → Fig(8)
given by figure eights which are constant on each half. The natural projection Fig(8)→ LM ×LM fits into
a commutative diagram

(32) Fig(8) // LM × LM

LM ⊔ LM id×ev∪ev×id //

ι0∪ι1

OO

M × LM ∪ LM ×M

i×id∪id×i

OO
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For t ∈ [0, 1] denote by evt : LM → M the evaluation map at time t. For instance, ev0 = ev1 is the
map ev considered before. Consider the reparametrization map Js : LM → LM for s ∈ [0, 1] defined by
Js(γ) = γ ◦ θ 1

2→s, where θ 1
2→s is the piecewise-linear map that fixes 0 and 1 and takes 1

2 to s.
Consider the commutative diagram

(33) LM ⊔ LM J0∪J1 //

��

LM

(ev0,ev1/2)

��
M

∆ // M ×M

The map (ev0, ev1/2) : LM → M × M is again a Hurewicz fibration: indeed, LM is homeomorphic to
(M I ×M M I) ×M×M M and (ev0, ev1/2, ev1) : M

I ×M M I → M ×M ×M is a Hurewicz fibration. The
pullback of the bottom right corner is exactly Fig(8) and the induced map LM ⊔ LM → Fig(8) coincides
with ι0 ∪ ι1.

Consider the homotopy commutative diagram

(34) C•(LM) //

��

0

��
C•(LM)⊕ C•(LM)

J0⊕J1 // C•(LM)

where the left vertical map is x 7→ (x,−x). This induces a morphism

H•−1(LM)→ H•(LM,LM ⊔ LM).

Definition 5.13. The loop coproduct is given by the composite

∨ : H•+d−1(LM)→ H•+d(LM,LM ⊔ LM) −→ H•(Fig(8), LM ⊔ LM)

−→ H•(LM × LM,M × LM ∪ LM ×M).

where the second map is given by the relative intersection product using the commutative diagram (33) and
the second map is the pushforward along (32).

Remark 5.14. It follows from proposition 5.8 that ∨ coincides with the Goresky–Hingston coproduct as
described in [HW23], see also [NRW23, Proposition 4.4]. Note that in loc. cit. the loop coproduct has as
domain H•(LM,M), i.e. it is shown that ∨ descends along H•(LM)→ H•(LM,M). But since that map is
split, no information is lost in the above presentation and we obtain the coproduct with domain H•(LM,M)
by precomposing with that splitting.

Remark 5.15. If we work with field coefficients or the homology H•(LM,M) has no torsion, there is the
Künneth isomorphism H•(LM × LM,M × LM ∪ LM ×M) ∼= H•(LM,M)⊗H•(LM,M).

Remark 5.16. If k is an E∞-ring, such that M is oriented over k, the loop coproduct defines a map of spectra
C•+d−1(LM ; k)→ C•(LM,M ; k)⊗ C•(LM,M ; k).

Proposition 5.17. If we denote by ∨op the loop coproduct post-composed with the flip of the two LM factors,
then for α ∈ H•(LM) we have

∨op(α) = (−1)d+1 ∨ (α).

Proof. We denote by flip the morphisms exchanging the two factors of LM . We have a morphism of pairs

LM // LM

LM ⊔ LM
flip //

J0∪J1

OO

LM ⊔ LM,

J0∪J1

OO

where the top morphism LM → LM is given by rotating the loop half-way, i.e. by the map t 7→ t+ 1/2.
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Consider the diagram

H•+d−1(LM) //

id

��

H•+d(LM,LM ⊔ LM) //

flip

��

H•(Fig(8), LM ⊔ LM) //

flip

��

H•(LM × LM,M × LM ∪ LM ×M)

flip

��
H•+d−1(LM) // H•+d(LM,LM ⊔ LM) // H•(Fig(8), LM ⊔ LM) // H•(LM × LM,M × LM ∪ LM ×M)

where the squares commute up to signs and the two horizontal composites are both given by the loop
coproduct ∨.

The first morphism in the definition of the loop coproduct is given by (34), which introduces a factor
of (−1) when we exchange the two factors of LM . By lemma 5.7 the second morphism, which is the
relative intersection product, introduces a factor of (−1)d when we exchange the two factors. Finally, the
diagram (32) is invariant under the exchange of the two loops, so the last morphism does not introduce extra
factors. □

5.3. Simple homotopy invariance of the string topology operations. For M a closed oriented d-
manifold proposition 4.9 provides an equivalence orM : ζM

∼−→ ZM [−d] in LocSys(M). Now let M and N
be closed oriented d-manifolds and f : M → N a homotopy equivalence in which case we have a canonical
isomorphism f∗ζN ∼= ζM . We say that f is orientation-preserving if the composite

ZM [−d] orM←−− ζM ∼= f∗ζN
f∗(orN )−−−−−→ ZM [−d]

is equivalent to the identity. As the intersection product E[−d] → ∆♯∆
∗E is constructed from the duality

pairing ZM ⊠ ζM → ∆♯ZM , which is homotopy invariant, as well as the trivialization orM of ζM , we see that
the intersection product is invariant under orientation-preserving homotopy equivalences.

Let us now study homotopy invariance of the relative intersection product. Suppose M and N are
homotopy-equivalent closed oriented d-manifolds; we identify the underlying homotopy types using the given
homotopy equivalence. Let

intM , intN : (E/∆♯F)[−d] −→ ∆♯(∆
∗E/F)

be the two relative intersection products defined using the Pontryagin–Thom lifts λPT(M), λPT(N) of the
HH Euler characteristic. Using theorem 4.15 the difference between the two lifts can be identified with the
trace of the Whitehead torsion of the homotopy-equivalence f : N →M , i.e.

tr(τ(f)) = f(λPT(N))− λPT(M) ∈ HomLocSys(M)(ZM [1− d], (∆∗∆♯ZM )/ZM ) ∼= H1(LM,M).

Proposition 5.18. Let f : M → N be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence. The difference
intM − intN is given by the composite

(E/∆♯F)[−d] −→ ∆♯F[1− d]
tr(τ(f))−−−−−→ ∆♯ (F ⊗ (∆∗∆♯ZM )/ZM )

−→ ∆♯ ((∆
∗∆♯F)/F)

α−→ ∆♯(∆
∗E/F).

On homology it simplifies to

H•+d(E,F ) −→ H•+d−1(F )

tr(τ(f))−−−−−→ H•(F ×M LM,F )

−→ H•(E ×M×M M,F ),

where the second map is given by taking the (non-relative) intersection product with the class tr(τ(f)) and
the third map is given by

H•(F ×M×M M I , F )
a−→ H•(E ×M×M M I , F )

∼←− H•(E ×M×M M,F ),

where the last map is an isomorphism since E →M ×M is a fibration.
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Proof. By construction, the two relative intersection products are obtained from the commutative diagram
(26) (see also remark 5.4). Their difference is induced by the diagram

(35)
∆♯ZM [−d] ZM×M [−d]

∆♯ZM ∆♯ZM ,

∆♯(e(M)−e(N)) 0

which is adjoint to

(36)
ZM [−d] ZM [−d]

ZM ∆∗∆♯ZM .

(e(M)−e(N)) 0

This diagram naturally factors as

(37)

ZM [−d] ZM [−d]

ZM [−d] 0

(∆∗∆♯ZM )/ZM [−1] 0

ZM ∆∗∆♯ZM ,

tr(τ(f))

which induces the diagram

(38)

∆♯F[−d] E[−d]

∆♯F[−d] 0

∆♯(F ⊗ (∆∗∆♯ZM )/ZM [−1]) 0

∆♯F ∆♯∆
∗E.

tr(τ(f))

Passing to horizontal cofibers this gives the stated description. □

Remark 5.19. Taking F = 0 in the previous statement, we recover the fact that the usual intersection product
E[−d]→ ∆♯∆

∗E is homotopy invariant.

Let ∨M ,∨N be the two loop coproducts defined using the relative intersection products intM , intN . Let
ν = tr(τ(f)) ∈ H1(LM,M). Consider the map ∆′ : LM → LM × LM given by γ 7→ (γ−1, γ).

Since H0(LM,M) and H0(LM) are torsion-free, we have the Künneth isomorphism

H1(LM × LM,LM ×M) ∼=
⊕

i+j=1

Hi(LM)⊗Hj(LM,M).

Consider a morphism of pairs (LM,M)
∆′,i×id−−−−−→ (LM ×LM,LM ×M). This map, along with the Künneth

isomorphism, gives rise to a morphism

∆′ : H1(LM,M) −→
⊕

i+j=1

Hi(LM)⊗Hj(LM,M)
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and we denote by ν′ ⊗ ν′′ the image of ν under this map, where we use the Sweedler notation. We similarly
denote by

ν′ ⊗ ν′′ ∈
⊕

i+j=1

Hi(LM,M)⊗Hj(LM)

the image of ν under the map of pairs (LM,M)
∆′,id×i−−−−−→ (LM × LM,M × LM).

Corollary 5.20. Let f : M → N be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence. Then for every
α ∈ Hn+d−1(LM) we have

∨M (f(α))− f(∨N (α)) = (−1)n+1ν′ ⊗ (ν′′ ∧N f(α))− (f(α) ∧N ν′)⊗ ν′′.

Proof. We apply proposition 5.18 to the case where F = F0 ⊔ F1 = LM ⊔ LM and E = LM to obtain that
the difference is given by

Hn+d−1(LM) ∼= Hn+d(LM,LM ⊔ LM)

→ Hn+d−1(LM ⊔ LM)

tr(τ(f))−−−−−→ Hn(LM ×M (LM ⊔ LM), LM ⊔ LM)

→ Hn(Fig(8), LM ⊔ LM)

→ Hn(LM × LM,LM ×M ∪M × LM).

We have a commutative diagram

Hn+d−1(LM ⊔ LM)
tr(τ(f)) // Hn(LM ×M (LM ⊔ LM), LM ⊔ LM) // Hn(Fig(8), LM ⊔ LM)

Hn+d−1(LM)⊕2
tr(τ(f))⊕tr(τ(f)) //

∼

OO

Hn(LM ×M LM,LM)⊕2 //

OO

Hn(Fig(8), LM)⊕2

OO

The composite

Hn+d−1(LM) ∼= Hn+d(LM,LM ⊔ LM)→ Hn+d−1(LM ⊔ LM) ∼= Hn+d−1(LM)⊕2

is given by x 7→ (x,−x). Let us now describe the composite of the remaining maps from each summand in
Hn+d−1(LM)⊕2.

The map from the first summand is given by the composite

Hn+d−1(LM)
id⊗tr(τ(f))−−−−−−−→ Hn+d−1(LM)⊗H1(LM,M)

intN−−−→ Hn(LM ×M LM,LM)

→ Hn(Fig(8), LM)

→ Hn(LM × LM,M × LM),

where the map LM ×M LM → Fig(8) is given by (γ1, γ2) 7→ (γ−1
2 , γ2 ∗ γ1).

By naturality of the intersection product we have a commutative diagram

H1(LM,M)⊗Hn+d−1(LM)
intN //

∆′⊗id

��

Hn(LM ×M LM,LM)

��
Hn(LM × LM,M × LM)

⊕
i+j=1 Hi(LM,M)⊗Hj(LM)⊗Hn+d−1(LM)

id⊗intN//⊕
i+j=1 Hi(LM,M)⊗Hn+j−1(LM ×M LM)

id⊗m

OO

Using the symmetry of the Künneth isomorphism and the intersection product (see lemma 5.2) we see
that the composites

Hn+d−1(LM)
id⊗tr(τ(f))−−−−−−−→ Hn+d−1(LM)⊗H1(LM,M)

intN−−−→ Hn(LM×MLM,LM)
σ−→ Hn(LM×MLM,LM),
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where the last map is given by the flip of the two LM factors, and

Hn+d−1(LM)
tr(τ(f))⊗id−−−−−−−→ H1(LM,M)⊗Hn+d−1(LM)

intN−−−→ Hn(LM ×M LM,LM)

differ by (−1)n+d−1+d = (−1)n+1.
This shows that the map from the first summand is given by α 7→ (−1)n+1ν′ ⊗ (ν′′ ∧ α). Similarly, the

map from the second summand is given by the composite

Hn+d−1(LM)
id⊗tr(τ(f))−−−−−−−→ Hn+d−1(LM)⊗H1(LM,M)

intN−−−→ Hn(LM ×M LM,LM)

→ Hn(Fig(8), LM)

→ Hn(LM × LM,LM ×M),

where the map LM ×M LM → Fig(8) is given by (γ1, γ2) 7→ (γ1 ∗ γ−1
2 , γ2). Similarly to the first summand,

we see that the map from the second summand is given by α 7→ (α ∧ ν′)⊗ ν′′. □

Remark 5.21. Over the integers the error term in corollary 5.20 is in the image of the Künneth map

H•(LM,M)⊗H•(LM,M)→ H•(LM × LM,M × LM ∪ LM ×M).

Now suppose k is an E∞-ring, such that M is oriented over k. In this case we have the spectral-level loop
coproduct from remark 5.16. Then the same transformation formula is valid over k, where both sides are
understood as maps C•+d−1(LM ; k)→ C•(LM,M ; k)⊗ C•(LM,M ; k).

6. Shklyarov copairing and its nullhomotopy

6.1. Mukai pairing and Shklyarov copairing. Fix an E∞-ring k and let C ∈ PrStk be a k-linear stable
presentable ∞-category. Let us recall the Mukai pairing and the Shklyarov copairing from [CW10; Shk13].

Recall that for a proper∞-category C ∈ PrStk the evaluation pairing ev : C⊗C∨ → Modk admits a colimit-
preserving right adjoint and for a smooth∞-category the coevaluation pairing coev : Modk → C∨⊗C admits
a colimit-preserving right adjoint. In particular, by definition 1.8 we get an induced map on dimensions.

Definition 6.1. Let C ∈ PrStk be a k-linear stable presentable ∞-category.
• If C is proper, the Mukai pairing is the composite

[ev] : dim(C)⊗ dim(C) ∼= dim(C⊗ C∨)
dim(ev)−−−−−→ k.

• If C is smooth, the Shklyarov copairing is the composite

[coev] : k
dim(coev)−−−−−−→ dim(C∨ ⊗ C) ∼= dim(C)⊗ dim(C).

A relationship between the Mukai pairing and copairing is given by the following straightforward obser-
vation, see [Shk13, Theorem 6.2]

Proposition 6.2. Suppose C ∈ PrStk is a smooth and proper ∞-category. The Mukai pairing and Shklyarov
copairing establish a self-duality of dim(C) ∈ Modk.

Proof. The assumptions guarantee that ev and coev are morphisms in (PrStk )dual and thus C is dualizable in
(PrStk )dual. Using the functoriality of dimensions from theorem 1.14 we get that dim(C) ∈ Modk is dualizable
with dual dim(C∨) ∼= dim(C). □

In this section we will present several examples of smooth ∞-categories with the following additional
structures:

• There is a morphism d̃im(C)→ dim(C).
• The element [coev] ∈ dim(C)⊗ dim(C) lies in the image of d̃im(C)⊗ d̃im(C)→ dim(C)⊗ dim(C).

We will show in section 7 (see definition 7.18) that this structure allows us to define an operation

Z(C)→ dim(C)⊗ dim(C)[−1],

where dim(C) is the cofiber of d̃im(C)→ dim(C).
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6.2. Examples in algebra. Let k be a field and Algk the∞-category of dg algebras over k. LetAe = A⊗Aop

be the enveloping algebra.
Recall the following notions:
• A dg algebra A is finite cell if it is isomorphic as a graded algebra to the free algebra k⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩

with the differential satisfying dxi ∈ k⟨x1, . . . , xi−1⟩.
• A dg algebra A is locally of finite presentation if it is compact in Algk.
• A dg algebra A is smooth if the diagonal bimodule (i.e. A as an Ae-module via the left and right

actions of A on itself) is compact in the ∞-category LModAe of Ae-modules.

Remark 6.3. By [TV07] a dg algebra A is locally of finite presentation if, and only if, it is a retract of a
finite cell algebra. Moreover, a dg algebra locally of finite presentation is smooth.

Remark 6.4. For any dg algebra A, the ∞-category C = LModA ∈ PrSt of dg A-modules is dualizable with
C∨ = LModAop and coev : Modk → LModA ⊗ LModAop ∼= LModAe given by sending k to the diagonal
bimodule A. So, a dg algebra A is smooth in the sense of the above definition precisely if C is smooth in the
sense of definition 1.20.

If A is smooth, we have a natural point [A] ∈ K(Ae) given by the class of the diagonal bimodule. Let
[Ae] ∈ K(Ae) be the class of Ae as a left Ae-module.

Lemma 6.5. Let A = (k⟨x1, . . . , xn⟩, d) be a finite cell dg algebra. Then there is a homotopy

[A] ∼ [Ae](1−
n∑

i=1

(−1)|xi|)

in K(Ae).

Proof. Consider the multiplication map m : A ⊗ A → A. It defines a surjective morphism of Ae-modules,
where A is the diagonal bimodule. Let Ω1

A be the kernel of m. By [Yeu16, Lemma 2.17] the Ae-module
Ω1

A is also finite cell on the generators {dx1, . . . , dxn}, where dxi = xi ⊗ 1− 1⊗ xi. We have a short exact
sequence

0 −→ Ω1
A −→ Ae m−→ A −→ 0

which produces a homotopy [A] ∼ [Ae]− [Ω1
A]. Since Ω1

A is finite cell, it admits a filtration with associated
graded given by the free dg Ae-module on the generators {dx1, . . . , dxn}. This defines a homotopy

[Ω1
A] ∼ [Ae]

n∑
i=1

(−1)|xi|.

□

Remark 6.6. It is announced by Efimov that, conversely, a dg algebra locally of finite presentation is quasi-
isomorphic to a finite cell algebra if, and only if, [A] is homotopic to a multiple of [Ae].

Let A be a finite cell dg algebra and C = ModA ∈ PrSt the derived ∞-category of dg A-modules. Then
by lemma 6.5 we see that the class [coev] ∈ dim(C) ⊗ dim(C) is proportional to [Ae]. In particular, if we
let d̃im(C) = k mapping to dim(C) via the class of the free module [A], then [coev] admits a lift along
d̃im(C)⊗ d̃im(C)→ dim(C)⊗ dim(C).

6.3. Examples in homotopy theory. Let X be a finitely dominated space and consider C = SpX . We
have the following results:

• dim(SpX) ∼= Σ∞
+ LX by proposition 2.18.

• SpX is smooth by corollary 2.22.
• SX ∈ SpX is compact by proposition 2.21. In particular, we have the THH Euler characteristic

χTHH(X) = [SX ] ∈ Ω∞Σ∞
+ LX.

• By proposition 2.16 and proposition 2.18 we have

[coev] = (L∆)χTHH(X) ∈ Ω∞Σ∞
+ (LX × LX),

where L∆: LX → LX × LX is the diagonal map.
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Let d̃im(SpX) = Σ∞
+X mapping to dim(SpX) via the inclusion of constant loops. From the above

description of the assembly map, we see that if X is equipped with a lift of the THH Euler characteristic,
then [coev] lifts along d̃im(SpX)⊗ d̃im(SpX).

Having an extra structure on X allows us to give a stronger statement.

Definition 6.7. The homological Euler class e(X) ∈ Ω∞Σ∞
+X is the image of χTHH(X) under LX → X

given by evaluating the loop at the basepoint of S1.

Remark 6.8. We may identify
π0(Ω

∞Σ∞
+X) ∼= H0(X;Z).

If X is a closed oriented d-manifold, we may also identify H0(X;Z) ∼= Hd(X;Z) and under this identification
the homological Euler class goes to the usual Euler class in cohomology.

Proposition 6.9. Let X be a finitely dominated space equipped with the following structure:
• A lift of the THH Euler characteristic along the assembly map.
• A trivialization e(X) ∼ 0 of the homological Euler class.

Then [coev] ∈ dim(SpX)⊗ dim(SpX) admits a nullhomotopy.

Proof. The composite
X −→ LX −→ X

is the identity, where the first morphism is the inclusion of constant loops. Therefore, a lift of the THH
Euler characteristic along the assembly map provides identifies χTHH(X) with the image of e(X) under the
assembly map. So, a trivialization of e(X) gives rise to a trivialization of χTHH(X).

The last statement follows from the fact that a connected finite CW complex carries the Whitehead lift
of the THH Euler characteristic and

π0(Ω
∞Σ∞

+X) ∼= H0(X;Z) ∼= Z.

□

Remark 6.10. Suppose M is a connected finite CW complex and let X = Sing(M) the underlying homotopy
type. Then X carries the Whitehead lift of the THH Euler characteristic and under the composite

π0(Ω
∞Σ∞

+X) ∼= H0(X;Z) ∼= Z

we have e(X) 7→ χ(X). In particular, if χ(X) = 0, there is a trivialization e(X) ∼ 0 of the homological Euler
class.

Remark 6.11. Given a finite CW complex M , the homological Euler class is represented by the 0-chain∑
a∈A(−1)dim(a)αa, where A is the set of cells of M and αa is a point in the interior of a. A bounding

1-chain for the homological Euler class is called a combinatorial Euler structure in [Tur89].

6.4. Examples in symplectic geometry. Let M be a Liouville manifold of dimension 2n, i.e. an exact
symplectic manifold with a convexity condition at infinity, satisfying the nondegeneracy condition (see e.g.
[Gan12, Definition 1.1]). For example, M = T∗N for a compact manifold N satisfies the nondegeneracy con-
dition [Abo11]. More generally, any Weinstein manifold satisfies the non-degeneracy condition by [Cha+24].
In addition, choose a trivialization of 2c1(TM ) for some almost complex structure on M (again, for M = T∗N
there is a canonical such structure). Let k be a field.

Let SH•(M) be the symplectic cohomology of M (our grading conventions follow [Sei08]) and W(M) the
wrapped Fukaya category. Non-degeneracy of M has the following implications:

• The∞-category ModW(M) = Fun(W(M)op,Modk) ∈ PrStk of W(M)-modules is smooth, see [Gan12,
Theorem 1.2].
• The natural open-closed map

OC : H•(dim(ModW(M))) −→ SH•(M)

is an isomorphism, see [Gan12, Theorem 1.1].
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Let d̃im(ModW(M)) be the action zero part of symplectic cohomology, so that H•(d̃im(ModW(M))) ∼= H•+n(M)
(see e.g. [Rit13, Section 5]). The cohomology of the cofiber dim(ModW(M)) is then the positive action sym-
plectic cohomology SH•

>0(M). It fits into a long exact sequence

−→ H•+n(M)
e∗−→ SH•(M) −→ SH•

>0(M) −→ H•+n+1(M) −→
We claim that

[coev] ∈ HH•(W(M ×M)) ∼= SH•(M ×M)

is equal to the image e∗[∆] of the diagonal class [∆] ∈ H2n(M×M). Let us sketch the proof. By corollary 7.16
the class [coev] can be computed in terms of the TQFT structure on Hochschild homology HH•(W(M)).
We refer to [Rit13] for a construction of a TQFT structure on symplectic cohomology SH•(M). It can
be shown that the open-closed map OC intertwines the TQFT structures similarly to the proof of [Gan12,
Proposition 5.3]. In particular, [coev] = ψQ(1) in the notation of [Rit13]. By [Rit13, Theorem 6.10] we get
ψQ(1) = e∗(ψQ′(1)), where ψQ′(1) = [∆] is the diagonal class.

In particular, [coev] lifts along the map

d̃im(ModW(M))⊗ d̃im(ModW(M))→ dim(ModW(M))⊗ dim(ModW(M)).

Example 6.12. Consider a compact n-manifold N and let M = T∗N . Then the diagonal class [∆M ] is
proportional to χ(N). In particular, in the case χ(N) = 0 it vanishes. In fact, Abouzaid [Abo12] shows
that ModW(T∗N) is equivalent to the ∞-category of k-local systems on N twisted by the second Stiefel–
Whitney class w2(N) ∈ H2(N ;Z/2). So, this example fits both in the framework of symplectic geometry
and homotopy theory as described in section 6.3.

6.5. Examples in algebraic geometry. Throughout this section X will be a quasi-compact and quasi-
separated scheme X over the base ring k ⊃ Q. We denote by p : X → Spec k the natural projection.

Let QCoh(X) be the unbounded derived ∞-category of quasi-coherent complexes on X. By [Nee96,
Proposition 2.5] (see also [BB03, Theorem 3.1.1] and [Lur18, Proposition 9.6.1.1]) QCoh(X) is compactly
generated by the subcategory Perf(X) of perfect complexes. The proof of the following statement is identical
to the proof of proposition 2.16.

Proposition 6.13. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme. Then QCoh(X) is self-dual with
the duality functors

ev : QCoh(X)⊗QCoh(X)
∆∗

−−→ QCoh(X)
p∗−→ Modk

and
coev : Modk

p∗

−→ QCoh(X)
∆∗−−→ QCoh(X)⊗QCoh(X).

Denote
HH•(X) = HH•(Perf(X)) ∼= dim(QCoh(X)).

From now on, we assume that X is a smooth and separated scheme, in which case QCoh(X) is a smooth
∞-category by [Lun10]. By [Yek02] we have a quasi-isomorphism

HH•(X) ∼= RΓ(X,Sym(Ω1
X [1])).

By proposition 6.13 the Shklyarov copairing is given by

[coev] = ch(∆∗OX) ∈ HH•(X)⊗HH•(X).

Proposition 6.14. Suppose X is a separated smooth affine variety of nonzero dimension. Then the diagonal
class [coev] ∈ HH•(X)⊗HH•(X) admits a nullhomotopy.

Proof. We have
[ch(∆∗OX)] ∈

⊕
n

Hn(X,Ωn
X).

By the Grothendieck–Riemann–Roch theorem [Ful98, Theorem 15.2] ch(∆∗OX) = ∆∗(Td(X)−1) whose
nonzero components have n ≥ dim(X). But Hn(X,Ωn

X) = 0 for n ≥ 1 since X is affine. □

In the case when X is a curve, we can describe such nullhomotopies geometrically as follows.
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Proposition 6.15. Suppose X is a smooth and separated curve equipped with a rational one-form ω ∈ Ω1(k(X×X))
on X ×X, which is regular away from the diagonal and with a simple pole along the diagonal with residue
the constant function 1. Then there is a nullhomotopy of [coev] ∈ HH•(X)⊗HH•(X).

Proof. We have a resolution

0 −→ OX×X(−∆) −→ OX×X −→ ∆∗OX −→ 0,

where L = OX×X(−∆) is a line bundle, since ∆ is a Cartier divisor. This gives

ch(∆∗OX) = 1− (1 + c1(L) + c1(L)
2/2).

In particular, a trivialization of c1(L) gives rise to a trivialization of ch(∆∗OX).
A trivialization of c1(L) is the same as a connection on L. In the trivialization given by the rational

section 1 of L = OX×X(−∆), a connection is given by ∇ = d − ω for some rational one-form ω which is
regular away from the diagonal. The regularity of the connection on L then implies that ω has a simple pole
along the diagonal with residue 1. □

7. Topological quantum field theories

Given a smooth ∞-category C ∈ PrSt together with a partial trivialization of the Shklyarov copairing
[coev] as in section 6.1, the goal of this section is to produce a secondary coproduct

Z(C) −→ dim(C)⊗ dim(C)[−1],

see definition 7.18. We describe the above operation in terms of framed two-dimensional topological quantum
field theories. We will use the cobordism hypothesis, see [Lur09b; AF17; GP21]. Let us mention that for our
purposes it is enough to work in the underlying (3, 2)-category of the (∞, 2)-category of two-dimensional
extended bordisms, so [Pst14; Ara17] give us the relevant results. In section 7.3 we provide a decomposition
of bordisms into elementary ones which allows one to forego the cobordism hypothesis and write the relevant
operations in terms of the duality data; the cobordism hypothesis then asserts that the operations are
independent of the choice of the decomposition of the bordism into elementary ones.

7.1. Background. For a manifold we denote by Rk the trivial k-dimensional vector bundle.

Definition 7.1. Let M be a smooth k-manifold. An n-framing (for n ≥ k) on M is a trivialization of the
stabilized tangent bundle:

TM ⊕Rn−k ∼= Rn.

We will work with framings on extended bordisms. We refer to [Sch09; Pst14] for precise definitions of
bordisms and framings on those. Extended bordisms organize into the symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category
Bordfr2 which has the following informal description (see [Lur09b; CS19] for a precise construction):

• Its objects are closed 2-framed 0-manifolds (finite collections of points).
• Its 1-morphisms from X to Y are compact 2-framed 1-bordisms, i.e. compact 2-framed 1-manifolds
B with specified incoming and outgoing boundaries: ∂B ∼= X ⊔Y (with a certain compatibility with
the framing in a collared neighborhood of the boundary).

• Its 2-morphisms from B1 : X → Y to B2 : X → Y are 2-framed 2-bordisms, i.e. compact 2-framed
2-manifolds Σ with corners whose boundary is decomposed into X × [0, 1] ⊔ Y × [0, 1] and B1 ⊔B2.

Definition 7.2. Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category. An object x ∈ A is fully dualizable if
it is dualizable and the evaluation and coevaluation morphisms have a tower of adjoints

· · · ⊣ (evL)L ⊣ evL ⊣ ev ⊣ evR ⊣ (evR)R ⊣ . . .

It turns out that to check that an object is fully dualizable it is enough to perform finitely many checks.
The following is [Pst14, Theorem 3.9] and [Lur09b, Proposition 4.2.3].

Proposition 7.3. Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category. An object of A is fully dualizable if, and
only if, it is smooth and proper.
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Definition 7.4. Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category and x ∈ A a smooth object. The inverse
Serre morphism is the composite

T : x
id⊗coev−−−−−→ x⊗ x∨ ⊗ x σ⊗id−−−→ x∨ ⊗ x⊗ x coevR⊗id−−−−−−→ x.

Remark 7.5. Despite the terminology, the morphism T : x → x is not always invertible. If we assume that
x ∈ C is smooth and proper, one may use coevL to similarly define a morphism S : x → x inverse to T (see
the proof of [Lur09b, Proposition 4.2.3]).

For a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category A we denote by (Afd)∼ the ∞-groupoid consisting of fully
dualizable objects of A. The following is proven in [Pst14, Theorem 8.1] on the level of 2-categories and
sketched in [Lur09b, Theorem 2.4.6] on the level of (∞, 2)-categories.

Theorem 7.6 (Cobordism hypothesis). Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category. The evaluation
functor Fun⊗(Bordfr2 ,A)→ (Afd)∼ given by Z 7→ Z(pt) is an equivalence.

We will now consider a variant of the above statement. Consider the (∞, 2)-subcategory Bordfr,nc2 ⊂ Bordfr2
which has the same objects and 1-morphisms, while the 2-morphisms

X Y

B

B′

Σ

are extended bordisms Σ, such that every connected component of Σ has a nonempty intersection with B′.

Remark 7.7. Lurie in [Lur09b, Definition 4.2.10] considers a version Bordnc2 of Bordfr,nc2 , where the bordisms
are oriented and the condition on Σ is that every connected component has a nonempty intersection with B
instead.

Theorem 7.8 (Noncompact cobordism hypothesis). Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category. The
∞-groupoid Fun⊗(Bordfr,nc2 ,A) is equivalent to the ∞-groupoid of smooth objects of A with the property that
the inverse Serre morphism T is invertible.

We refer to symmetric monoidal functors Bordfr,nc2 → A as positive boundary framed 2-dimensional
TQFTs. The following is shown in [CS19, Section 9.3].

Proposition 7.9. Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category and Z : Bordfr,nc2 → A a positive boundary
framed 2d TQFT. The inverse Serre morphism T : Z(pt) → Z(pt) is the image under Z of a 1-bordism
pt→ pt represented by the interval with one twist in the framing.

7.2. TQFT operations. Let A be a symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category and fix a symmetric monoidal
functor Z : Bordfr,nc2 → A. By theorem 7.8 it corresponds to a smooth object x = Z(pt) ∈ A whose
inverse Serre map T : x → x is invertible. In this section we describe some bordisms in Bordfr,nc2 and the
corresponding operations provided by the positive boundary TQFT.

Consider the circle S1. The space of 2-framings compatible with the given orientation is a torsor over
Map(S1,SO(2)) ∼= Z. Correspondingly, we may parametrize 2-framed circles by integers, and we denote the
corresponding 2-framed circle by S1

n for n ∈ Z, viewed as a 1-morphism ∅→ ∅ in Bordfr2 . Our conventions
are as follows:

• The disk provides a 2-morphism ∅→ S1
1 in Bordfr,nc2 .

• S1
0 is the 2-framing on S1 induced by the unique 1-framing.

• The disk provides a 2-morphism S1
−1 → ∅ in Bordfr2 . Note that it does not lie in Bordfr,nc2 as this

bordism has an empty intersection with the outgoing boundary.

Remark 7.10. We number the 2-framings on the circle as in [SS22]. The numbering in [Tel16] is slightly
different: the three 2-framings above are S1

0 , S
1
1 , S

1
2 , respectively.

Using proposition 7.9 the values of Z(S1
n) ∈ EndA(1) may be explicitly computed as follows.
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S1
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n+m−1
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n+m+1

S1
n S1

m

Figure 2. Product, unit and coproduct.

Proposition 7.11. We have an equivalence Z(S1
n)
∼= ev◦σ ◦ (id⊗Tn)◦coev. In particular, Z(S1

0)
∼= dim(x)

and Z(S1
1)
∼= Z(x).

Consider the bordisms from fig. 2. Our convention is that the 1-morphisms go from left to right and 2-
morphisms go from bottom to top in the picture. Applying the functor Z we obtain the following operations:

• A product ∧ : Z(S1
n)⊗ Z(S1

m)→ Z(S1
n+m−1).

• A non-counital coproduct ∆ : Z(S1
1)→ Z(S1

0)⊗ Z(S1
0).

S1
1

S1
0

S1
0

S1
1

S1
0 S1

0

S1
0

S1
0

S1
1

Figure 3. The homotopy ∨′.

In addition, there is a homotopy between 2-bordisms given by fig. 3 witnessing the Frobenius property.
After applying Z it gives rise to the homotopies

(39) ∨′ : ((−)⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1) ∼ ∆(−) ∼ ∆(1) ∧ (1⊗ (−))
of maps Z(S1

1) → Z(S1
0) ⊗ Z(S1

0). We will explain a connection between this homotopy and the loop
coproduct from definition 5.13 in theorem 8.9.

7.3. Explicit description of the operations. One can give a generators-and-relations presentation of the
bordism category Bordfr,nc2 by equipping bordisms with Morse functions. Generators will then be given by
bordisms equipped with Morse functions with a unique critical point in the interior. As an example of such
approach, we refer to [Pst14, Theorem 7.1] for a presentation of the underlying 2-category of Bordfr2 and
[Ara17, Definition 4.2.1] for a presentation of the underlying (3, 2)-category of Bordfr2 .

All 2-bordisms we draw are equipped with a natural Morse function given by the height. In this section
we split the bordisms given in fig. 3 into elementary ones to provide a definition of the TQFT operations
independent of the cobordism hypothesis given in theorem 7.8. We begin with a description of the duality
data for pt ∈ Bordfr,nc2 . Note that by [Lur09b, Proposition 4.2.3] we have

coevR = ev ◦ σ ◦ (id⊗ T ).
In particular, coevR coincides with ev up to a twist in the framing. Taking the dual of both sides, we obtain

evL = (T ⊗ id) ◦ σ ◦ coev.
The following is shown in [CS19, Section 9.3]; we will not describe the framings on the bordisms and refer

to [CS19] for a detailed description.
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ev coev

Figure 4. Evaluation and coevaluation.

ϵp η

Figure 5. Adjunction coev ⊣ coevR.

coev coevR coev coevR

=

S1
1 S1

1

S1
1

Figure 6. Decomposition of the product.

Proposition 7.12. The point pt ∈ Bordfr,nc2 is a smooth object. The evaluation and coevaluation are shown
in fig. 4. The counit and unit of the adjunction coev ⊣ coevR are shown in fig. 5.

Using the symmetric monoidal functor Z : Bordfr,nc2 → A, we obtain the structure of a smooth object on
x = Z(pt) ∈ A. We are now ready to describe the TQFT operations. The simplest operation is the unit on
Z(S1

1).

Proposition 7.13. The unit map for Z(S1
1) is equivalent to the unit

η : id1 → coevR ◦ coev ∼= Z(S1
1)

of the adjunction coev ⊣ coevR.

Next, we consider the multiplication on Z(S1
1).

Proposition 7.14. The product ∧ : Z(S1
1)⊗ Z(S1

1)→ Z(S1
1) is equivalent to the composite

Z(S1
1)⊗ Z(S1

1)
∼= coevR ◦ coev ◦ coevR ◦ coev id◦ϵ◦id−−−−→ coevR ◦ coev ∼= Z(S1

1).

Similarly, the product ∧ : Z(S1
1)⊗ Z(S1

0)→ Z(S1
0) is equivalent to the composite

Z(S1
0)⊗ Z(S1

1)
∼= ev ◦ coev ◦ coevR ◦ coev id◦ϵ◦id−−−−→ ev ◦ coev ∼= Z(S1

0).

Proof. The cobordism representing the product S1
1 ⊔ S1

1 → S1
1 can be decomposed as shown in fig. 6 which

implies the claim.
□
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=

S1
1

S1
0

S1
0

Figure 7. Decomposition of the coproduct.

Proposition 7.15. The coproduct ∆ : Z(S1
1)→ Z(S1

0)⊗ Z(S1
0) is equivalent to

Z(S1
1)
∼= ev ◦ evL

∼= (ev ⊗ ev) ◦ (id⊗ coev ◦ coevR ⊗ id) ◦ (coev ⊗ coev)
ϵ−→ (ev ◦ coev)⊗ (ev ◦ coev)
∼= Z(S1

0)⊗ Z(S1
0).

Proof. The cobordism representing the coproduct S1
1 → S1

0 ⊔S1
0 can be decomposed as shown in fig. 7, which

implies the claim. □

Corollary 7.16. The Shklyarov copairing [coev] ∈ Z(S1
0)⊗ Z(S1

0) is equivalent to ∆(1).

Proof. By definition 1.8 [coev] is computed by traversing the diagram

1

coevx

##

η
��

1

1

(id⊗coevx∨⊗id)◦coevx

!!

x⊗ x∨

coevR
x

;;

idx⊗x∨⊗evL
x⊗x∨

##

ϵ
��

1

x⊗ x∨ ⊗ x∨∨ ⊗ x∨

idx⊗x∨⊗evx∨

;;

x⊗ x∨ ⊗ x∨∨ ⊗ x∨

evx◦(id⊗evx∨⊗id)

==

By proposition 7.15 the diagram without η is equivalent to the coproduct ∆ : Z(S1
1) → Z(S1

0) ⊗ Z(S1
0).

By proposition 7.13 the unit of Z(S1
1) is η. □

Finally, we describe the homotopy ((−) ⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1) ∼ ∆(−) given by the left part of fig. 3. It will be
convenient to present the 2-bordisms in terms of sequences of horizontal slices, where the shown 2-morphism
is understood to be acting on the green dashed area.

Proposition 7.17. The homotopy ((−) ⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1) ∼ ∆(−) is equivalent to the composite of the following
sequence of homotopies.

(1) Using propositions 7.13 to 7.15 the 2-morphism ((−)⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1) is given by the composite

η−→ ∼= ϵ−→ ϵ−→
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(2) Exchanging the last ϵ with the composite of the isomorphism and the first ϵ we obtain

η−→ ϵ−→ ∼= ϵ−→

(3) Applying the cusp 3-isomorphism witnessing the adjunction axioms for coev ⊣ coevR, we cancel the
composite of the first two 2-morphisms and obtain ∆(−):

∼= ϵ−→

Proof. The homotopy shown in fig. 3 consists of the following two operations:

(1) The black critical point exchanges height with the leftmost orange critical point.
(2) The two orange critical points collide and disappear, passing through a birth-death singularity.

The first operation corresponds to an interchange 3-isomorphism. The second operation corresponds to the
cusp 3-isomorphism witnessing the adjunction coev ⊣ coevR (see e.g. the proof of [Pst14, Lemma 8.5]). □

Combining the homotopy ∨′ : ((−)⊗1)∧∆(1) ∼ ∆(−) ∼ ∆(1)∧(1⊗(−)) given in (39) with a nullhomotopy
of ∆(1) we obtain a secondary operation Z(x)→ dim(x)⊗ dim(x)[−1]. In examples we will be interested in
the cases when ∆(1) is not trivialized in dim(x), but only in some quotient. For this, assume that EndA(1) is a
stable∞-category. Consider a morphism d̃im(x)→ dim(x) and assume that ∆(1) lifts along d̃im(x)⊗d̃im(x).
In this case the endpoints of the homotopy ∨′ lie in dim(x) ⊗ d̃im(x) and d̃im(x) ⊗ dim(x), respectively.
Therefore, ∨′ gives rise to a secondary operation in the quotient.

Definition 7.18. Let x ∈ A be a smooth object together with a morphism d̃im(x)→ dim(x) whose cofiber
in the stable ∞-category EndA(1) is dim(x)→ dim(x). Suppose that the Shklyarov copairing [coev] admits
a lift along the morphism d̃im(x)⊗ d̃im(x)→ dim(x)⊗ dim(x). The secondary coproduct

∨ : Z(x) −→ dim(x)⊗ dim(x)[−1]

is given by composing the homotopy ∨′ with the projection dim(x)⊗ dim(x)→ dim(x)⊗ dim(x).

8. String topology TQFT

Let M be a closed oriented d-manifold. In this section we denote by the same letter its underlying
homotopy type. We use the same notation as in section 5 and replace the smooth category SpM by
LocSys(M) = Fun(Sing(M),ModZ) for concreteness. So, we obtain the TQFT operations described in
section 7.2. The goal of this section is to show that they are equivalent to the string topology operations
from section 5.

8.1. Marked spaces. In this section we introduce a convenient pictorial notation for morphisms of local
systems that will be useful in the future sections.

Fix a space X ∈ S. Consider the symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category coCorr(S) of cocorrespondences in
spaces (see [GR17, Chapter 7] for the construction) which has the following informal description:

• Its objects are spaces.
• Its 1-morphisms from S to T are cocorrespondences S → C ← T of spaces.
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• Its 2-morphisms from S → C1 ← T to S → C2 ← T are given by commutative diagrams

C1

��
C2

S

GG

>>

T

``

WW

The symmetric monoidal structure is given by the disjoint union of spaces. We have a natural symmetric
monoidal functor

Map(−, X) : coCorr(S)2op −→ Corr(S)

to the (∞, 2)-category of correspondences, where we recall that the symmetric monoidal structure is given
by the Cartesian product. Recall that in theorem 2.15 we have also introduced the symmetric monoidal
functor

LocSys∗♯ : Corr(S) −→ PrStk .

So, we obtain the composite

(40) coCorr(S)2op
Map(−,X)−−−−−−−→ Corr(S)

LocSys∗♯−−−−−→ PrStZ .

By construction
HomcoCorr(S)(∅,∅) ∼= S, HomPrStZ

(ModZ,ModZ) ∼= ModZ

and the induced composite on units is

(41) Sop
Map(−,X)−−−−−−−→ S

C•(−)−−−−→ ModZ.

It is easy to see that in coCorr(S)2op we have an adjunction

(42) (pt→ pt← ∅) ⊣ (∅→ pt← pt)

which after the application of the composite (40) corresponds to the adjunction

p♯ ⊣ p∗.

We will later see that working with pictures in Sop is much easier than working the corresponding spectra
obtained via (41).

Let us now assume thatX is finitely dominated. By proposition 2.21 the pullback functor p∗ : ModZ → LocSys(X)
admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint p∗ : LocSys(X) → ModZ given by p∗ = p♯(ζX ⊗ (−)) for some
ζX ∈ LocSys(X). It can be interpreted in coCorr(S)2op by formally adjoining a right adjoint to (∅→ pt← pt)
which we denote by (pt→ ← ∅). In other words, we allow marking points on the space. For instance, the
picture on fig. 8 represents ζX ⊗∆∗∆♯ZX

∼= ∆∗∆♯ζX .

Figure 8. Example of a marked space.

The adjunction data for ∆♯ ⊣ ∆∗ and p∗ ⊣ p♯(ζ♯ ⊗ (−)) has the following pictorial representation (see
fig. 9, where dashed lines denote arbitrary spaces):

• The unit η∆ : F → ∆∗∆♯F of the ∆ adjunction attaches a loop at a given point.
• The counit ϵ∆ : ∆♯∆

∗E→ E of the ∆ adjunction breaks an edge.
• The unit ηp : Z→ p♯ζX of the p adjunction attaches a disjoint basepoint marked by ζX .
• The counit ϵp : ZX ⊗ p♯(ζX ⊗ F)→ F of the p adjunction connects a marked point to an unmarked

point.
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η∆−−→ ϵ∆−−→
∅ ηp−→

ϵp−→

Figure 9. Units and counits of ∆♯ ⊣ ∆∗ and p∗ ⊣ p♯(ζX ⊗ (−)).

8.2. TQFT from local systems. Let us explain how string topology operations form a part of a TQFT
(this perspective goes back to [CG04]). Throughout this section we return to the case of a closed oriented
manifold M . As before, we denote by ∆: M → M ×M the diagonal map and p : M → pt the projection.
Denote by ∆12 : M × M → M × M × M the map (x, y) 7→ (x, x, y) and similarly for ∆23. Denote by
pi : M ×M →M the projections on each factor.

Recall that by corollary 2.22 the ∞-category LocSys(M) is smooth with the duality data given by

coev(Z) = ∆♯ZM ∈ LocSys(M ×M).

Let ηp : Z→ p♯ZM and ϵp : ZM×M [−d]→ ∆♯ZM be the coevaluation and evaluation of the relative duality
(ZM ,ZM [−d]). The following immediately follows from proposition 2.24.

Proposition 8.1. The right adjoint to coevaluation coevR : LocSys(M ×M)→ ModZ is given by

coevR(E) = p♯∆
∗E[−d].

The unit of the adjunction is

Z
ηp−→ p♯ZM [−d] η∆−−→ p♯∆

∗∆♯ZM [−d].
The counit of the adjunction is

∆♯ZM ⊗ p♯∆∗E[−d] ∼= ∆♯(p1)♯(ZM ⊠∆∗E)[−d] ϵp−→ ∆♯(p1)♯(∆♯ZM ⊗ (ZM ⊠∆∗E)) ∼= ∆♯∆
∗E

ϵ∆−−→ E.

Recall the inverse Serre morphism from definition 7.4.

Corollary 8.2. The inverse Serre functor T : LocSys(M)→ LocSys(M) is given by L 7→ L[−d]. In partic-
ular, it is invertible.

Proof. The inverse Serre functor is

T (L) = (p2)♯∆
∗
12(L⊠∆♯ZM )[−d].

Consider the composition of correspondences

M ×M
p1

{{

∆23

''

M ×M
id

&&

∆12

ww
M M ×M ×M M ×M

Then L 7→ ∆∗
12(L⊠∆♯ZM ) is given by the composition of ♯-pushforward and ∗-pullback functors along these

correspondences. But the composite of the correspondences is (M id←−M ∆−→M×M), so we obtain a natural
isomorphism

∆∗
12(L⊠∆♯ZM ) ∼= ∆♯L.

□

Since the Serre functor is invertible, by the cobordism hypothesis (see theorem 7.8) we obtain a positive-
boundary framed 2-dimensional TQFT

Z : Bordfr,nc2 −→ PrStZ

such that Z(pt) = LocSys(M).
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Remark 8.3. In fact, LocSys(M) has a left Calabi–Yau structure of dimension d by [BD19, Theorem 5.4]
and [CG15, Section 3.4, Theorem 5]. As sketched in [Lur09b, Remark 4.2.17], in this case Z descends to a
symmetric monoidal functor defined on a twisted version of the ∞-category of oriented positive-boundary
extended bordisms.

Proposition 8.4. For every n ∈ Z there is an equivalence

Z(S1
n)
∼= C•(LM)[−nd].

Proof. We have

Z(S1
n)
∼= ev ◦ σ ◦ (id⊗ Tn) ◦ coev
∼= p♯∆

∗∆♯ZM [−dn]

where the first equivalence is given by proposition 7.11 and the second equivalence follows from the self-
duality of LocSys(M) constructed in proposition 2.16 and the description of the inverse Serre functor from
corollary 8.2. The result follows from the base change property associated to the Cartesian diagram

LM //

��

M

��
M // M ×M

□

Remark 8.5. The proof shows that Z(S1
n) = C•(LM

−TM⊕n

) and the orientation of M is used so get a
Thom isomorphism. In particular, without assuming that M is oriented, the various pair-of-pants products
Z(S1

n)⊗ Z(S1
m)→ Z(S1

n+m−1) give operations

LM−TM⊕n

⊗ LM−TM⊕m

→ LM−TM⊕n+m−1

,

that differ by twisting with TM . The natural TQFT secondary coproduct ∨ : Z(S1
1)[1]→ Z(S1

0)⊗ Z(S1
0) is

then a map
ΣLM−TM → Σ∞LM/M ⊗ Σ∞LM/M.

Proposition 8.6. The element ∆(1) ∈ Z(S1
0) ⊗ Z(S1

0) is equivalent to (L∆)[ZM ] ∈ C•(LM × LM), where
[ZM ] ∈ C•(LM) is the HH Euler characteristic and L∆: C•(LM)→ C•(LM ×LM) is the diagonal map on
the loop space.

Proof. By corollary 7.16 ∆(1) ∈ Z(S1
0)⊗Z(S1

0) is equivalent to [coev] ∈ dim(LocSys(M))⊗dim(LocSys(M)).
Since coev(Z) = ∆♯ZM , we have [coev] = (L∆)[ZM ] by proposition 2.18. □

Theorem 8.7. Under the identification Z(S1
n)
∼= C•(LM)[−nd] given by proposition 8.4 the loop product

H•(LM)⊗H•(LM) −→ H•−d(LM) is equal on homology to the TQFT product ∧ : Z(S1
0)⊗Z(S1

0)→ Z(S1
−1).

Proof. According to propositions 7.14 and 8.1 the TQFT product is given by the composite

p♯∆
∗∆♯ZM ⊗ p♯∆∗∆♯ZM

∼= p♯∆
∗∆♯(p1)♯(ZM ⊠∆∗∆♯ZM )

ϵp−→ p♯∆
∗∆♯(p1)♯(∆♯ZM ⊗ (ZM ⊠∆∗∆♯ZM ))[d]

∼= p♯∆
∗∆♯(p1)♯∆♯∆

∗∆♯ZM [d]

∼= p♯∆
∗∆♯∆

∗∆♯ZM [d]
ϵ∆−−→ p♯∆

∗∆♯ZM [d].

In terms of marked spaces, it can be represented by maps

ϵp−→ ϵ∆−−→
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The loop product is given by the composite

p♯ev♯ZLM ⊗ p♯ev♯ZLM
ϵp−→ (p♯ ⊠ p♯)(∆♯ZM ⊗ (ev♯ZLM ⊠ ev♯ZLM ))[d]

∼= (p♯ ⊠ p♯)∆♯(ev♯ZLM ⊗ ev♯ZLM )[d]

∼= p♯(ev♯ZLM ⊗ ev♯ZLM )[d]
m−→ p♯ev♯ZLM [d].

In terms of marked spaces, it can be represented similarly:

ϵp−→ m−→

So, we are left with identifying m with ϵ∆ in the second map. Reading the 1-morphisms horizontally, we
can represent the counit ϵ∆ : ∆♯∆

∗ ⇒ id and ∆∗∆♯∆
∗∆♯ZM

ϵ∆−−→ ∆∗∆♯ZM as

ϵ∆−−→ ϵ∆−−→

There is a unique homotopy class of based maps on the left, and the induced map on the right is easily
seen to be homotopic to m. □

Next, let us describe the TQFT origin of the loop coproduct.

Proposition 8.8. The coproduct ∆ : C•(LM)[−d]→ C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM) is homotopic to the composite

C•(LM)[−d] −→ C•(Fig(8)) −→ C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM),

where the first map is given by the intersection product associated to (ev0, ev1/2) : LM → M ×M and the
second map is induced by the projection Fig(8)→ LM × LM .

Proof. The claim follows from the description of the coproduct ∆ from proposition 7.15 as well as the
description of the counit coev ◦ coevR → id given in proposition 8.1. □

In terms of marked spaces, the coproduct ∆ can be described as the composite

∆ : ϵp−→ ϵ∆−−→

By proposition 7.11 and proposition 8.4 we have

Z(LocSys(M)) ∼= Z(S1
1)
∼= C•(LM)[−d], dim(LocSys(M)) ∼= C•(LM).

Let d̃im(LocSys(M)) ∼= C•(M) with d̃im(LocSys(M))→ dim(LocSys(M)) given by the inclusion of constant
loops i : C•(M)→ C•(LM). Its cofiber is given by the complex of relative chains dim(LocSys(M)) ∼= C•(LM,M).

By proposition 8.6 the class [coev] ∈ C•(LM × LM) is equivalent to (L∆)[ZM ]. Further, using the
Pontryagin–Thom lift of the HH Euler characteristic, the class [ZM ] is equivalent to i(e(M)). Using the
commutative diagram

M
∆ //

i

��

M ×M

i×i

��
LM

L∆ // LM × LM
we see that [coev] admits a lift along (i× i) : C•(M)⊗ C•(M) → C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM). Thus, we can apply
the construction of the secondary coproduct from definition 7.18 to obtain an operation

(43) ∨ : H•+d−1(LM) −→ H•(C•(LM,M)⊗ C•(LM,M)) ∼= H•(LM × LM,M × LM ∪ LM ×M).

Theorem 8.9. The secondary coproduct (43) coincides with the loop coproduct from definition 5.13.
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8.3. Proof of theorem 8.9. We begin by slightly rephrasing the definition of the loop coproduct. Split
diagram (33) into two commutative diagrams

(44) LM
Ji //

ev

��

LM

(ev0,ev1/2)

��
M

∆ // M ×M
for i = 0, 1 for each LM term in the upper left corner.

Consider the diagram

(45) C•(LM)[−d]
e(M) //

J0

��

C•(LM)

ι0

��

id×ev // C•(LM ×M)

id×i

��
C•(LM)[−d] // C•(Fig(8)) // C•(LM × LM)

C•(LM)[−d]
e(M) //

J1

OO

C•(LM)

ι1

OO

ev×id // C•(M × LM)

i×id

OO

where the two squares on the left are given by the relative intersection squares (30) for (44) for i = 0, 1. The
middle row describes the coproduct ∆ by proposition 8.8 and the map

H•+d−1(LM) −→ H•(LM × LM,LM ×M ∪M × LM)

in the definition of the loop coproduct is obtained by summing over the top and bottom rows and tak-
ing the cofiber of the resulting map into the middle row and postcomposing with the map induced by
(LM × LM,LM ×M ⊔M × LM)→ (LM × LM,LM ×M ∪M × LM).

We will next make explicit the secondary coproduct. It is given by a homotopy

(46) (a⊗ 1) ∧ ((i× i) ◦∆)e(M) ∼ ∆(a) ∼ ((i× i) ◦∆)e(M) ∧ (1⊗ a)
constructed from the following pieces:

(1) The homotopy (39) given by fig. 3 is

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1) ∼ ∆(a) ∼ ∆(1) ∧ (1⊗ a).
(2) Using proposition 8.6 we obtain homotopies

(a⊗ 1) ∧ (L∆)[ZM ] ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1)

and
(L∆)[ZM ] ∧ (1⊗ a) ∼ ∆(1) ∧ (1⊗ a).

(3) Applying the lift of the HH Euler characteristic we obtain homotopies

(a⊗ 1) ∧ (L∆)i(e(M)) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ (L∆)[ZM ]

and
(L∆)i(e(M)) ∧ (1⊗ a) ∼ (L∆)[ZM ] ∧ (1⊗ a).

(4) Using the commutative diagram

M

i

��

∆ // M ×M

i×i

��
LM

L∆ // LM × LM
we obtain homotopies

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ((i× i) ◦∆)(e(M)) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ (L∆)i(e(M)),

where the left-hand side is given by a morphism C•(LM)[−d]→ C•(LM)⊗ C•(M), and

((i× i) ◦∆)(e(M)) ∧ (1⊗ a) ∼ (L∆)i(e(M)) ∧ (1⊗ a),
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where the left-hand side is given by a morphism C•(LM)[−d]→ C•(M)⊗ C•(LM).
Thus, we see that both the loop coproduct and the secondary coproduct are given by a homotopy com-

mutative diagram of the form

C•(LM)⊗ C•(M)

id⊗i

))
C•(LM)[−d]

66

((

∆ // C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM)

C•(M)⊗ C•(LM)

i⊗id

55

where the top and the bottom 2-morphisms are related by permuting the factors. So, to prove theorem 8.9
it is enough to identify the relevant two-morphisms appearing at the top of the loop coproduct and the
secondary coproduct.

It will be convenient to use the following notation. Consider a morphism ϕ : ZM [−d]→ ev♯ZLM⊗C•(LM).
By adjunction it gives rise to a morphism ϕ(1) : Z→ C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM). It also gives rise to an operation

ϕ(a) : C•(LM)[−d] id⊗ϕ−−−→ C•(Fig(8))⊗ C•(LM)
m⊗id−−−→ C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM)

as well as the morphism

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ(1) : C•(LM)[−d] id⊗ϕ(1)−−−−−→

C•(LM)[−d]⊗ C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM)
ϵp−→

C•(Fig(8))⊗ C•(LM)
m⊗id−−−→

C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM).

There is a homotopy ϕ(a) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ(1) given pictorially by

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ(1) :

ϕ(a) :

ηp ϕ

ϵp ϵp∼

ϕ ϵ∆

Traversing this picture along the top part we obtain (a ⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ(1) and traversing this picture along the
bottom part we obtain ϕ(a). The left two-cell is given by the cusp isomorphism witnessing the adjunction
p∗(−) ⊣ p♯(ζM ⊗ (−)) and the middle two-cell is given by the interchange two-cell.

The strategy of the proof is as follows:
• Step 1. We will construct four homotopic morphisms

ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4 : ZM [−d]→ ev♯ZLM ⊗ C•(LM),

where ϕ4 factors through ZM [−d] → ZM ⊗ C•(LM)
i⊗id−−−→ ev♯ZLM ⊗ C•(LM). The homotopy

ϕ(a) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ(1) gives rise to a homotopy commuting square

(47)
(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ1(1) (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ2(1) (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ3(1) (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ4(1)

ϕ1(a) ϕ2(a) ϕ3(a) ϕ4(a).

∼

∼

∼

∼

∼

∼ ∼

∼ ∼ ∼

in HomModZ
(C•(LM)[−d],C•(LM)⊗ C•(LM)).

• Step 2. We will construct a homotopy ∆(a) ∼ ϕ1(a).
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• Step 3. We will identify the homotopy

∆(a) ∼ ϕ1(a) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ1(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ2(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ3(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ4(1)
with a half of the homotopy (46).

• Step 4. We will identify the homotopy

∆(a) ∼ ϕ1(a) ∼ ϕ2(a) ∼ ϕ3(a) ∼ ϕ4(a)
with the bottom half of diagram in (45) describing the loop coproduct.

8.3.1. Step 1. We now define the homotopic elements ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4 ∈ HomLocSys(M)(ZM [−d], ev♯ZLM⊗C•(LM))
by

ϕ1 : ZM [−d] η∆−−→ ev♯ZLM [−d] ϵp−→ (ev♯ZLM )⊗2 ϵ∆−−→ ev♯ZLM ⊗ C•(LM)

ϕ2 : ZM [−d] ϵp−→ ev♯ZLM
η∆−−→ (ev♯ZLM )⊗2 ϵ∆−−→ ev♯ZLM ⊗ C•(LM)

ϕ3 : ZM [−d] e(M)−−−→ ZM
η∆⊔η∆−−−−→ (ev♯ZLM )⊗2 ϵ∆−−→ ev♯ZLM ⊗ C•(LM)

ϕ4 : ZM [−d] e(M)−−−→ ZM
ϵ∆−−→ ZM ⊗ C•(M)

η∆⊔η∆−−−−→ ev♯ZLM ⊗ C•(LM)

Note that with the previous notation we have

ϕ1(1) = ∆(1) = [coev] = [∆♯ ◦ p∗]

ϕ2(1) = [∆♯] ◦ [p∗],
ϕ3(1) = [∆♯] ◦ i ◦ e(M),

ϕ4(1) = ((i× i) ◦∆)e(M)

where [∆♯] = L∆ by proposition 2.18. Pictorially, these morphisms are given as follows:

(48)

ϕ4 :

ϕ3 :

ϕ2 :

ϕ1 :

η∆⊔η∆

∼ ϵ∆

η∆
∼

η∆

e(M)

ϵp

!

η∆

∼

ϵp ϵ∆

The triangle labeled by ! is provided by the lift of the HH Euler characteristic. The other two unlabeled
two-cells are the interchange two-cells.

8.3.2. Step 2. The homotopy ∆(a) ∼ ϕ1(a) is given pictorially by

(49)

ϕ1(a) :

∆(a) :

η∆ ϵp

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

∼

ϵp

ϵ∆
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8.3.3. Step 3. The composite

∆(a) ∼ ϕ1(a) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ1(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ2(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ3(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ4(1)
in eq. (47) is given by

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ4(1) :

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ3(1) :

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ2(1) :

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ϕ1(1) :

ϕ1(a) :

∆(a) :

η∆⊔η∆

∼

η∆

ϵ∆

∼
e(M)

ϵp

η∆
η∆

!

∼

ηp η∆

ϵp

ϵp

ϵp

ϵ∆

ϵp

ϵp

ϵp

ϵ∆

∼

η∆ ϵp

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

ϵ∆ ϵ∆∼

ϵp ϵ∆

The bottom three rows identify with the homotopy ∆(a) ∼ (a ⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1), and the top 4 rows identify
with the homotopies

(a⊗ 1) ∧ ∆(1) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ (L∆)[ZM ] ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ (L∆)i(e(M)) ∼ (a⊗ 1) ∧ ((i× i) ◦∆)e(M)

in (46).

8.3.4. Step 4. Let us first spell out the homotopy

∆(a) ∼ ϕ1(a) ∼ ϕ2(a) ∼ ϕ3(a) ∼ ϕ4(a).
It is obtained by gluing in an extra circle at the dashed line in (48) and attaching the resulting diagram to
(49). We thus obtain

(50)

ϕ4(a) :

ϕ3(a) :

ϕ2(a) :

ϕ1(a) :

∆(a) :

η∆⊔η∆

∼ ϵ∆

η∆
∼

η∆

e(M)

ϵp
!

η∆∼

η∆ ϵp

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

ϵ∆

∼

ϵp

ϵ∆
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To compare this to the definition of the loop coproduct as in (45) (more precisely, the lower two rows)
let us first spell out the relative intersection square. Specializing the definition of the relative intersection
square (28) we obtain

η∆

e(M)
e(M)

ϵ∆

e(M)
ϵp ϵp

η∆ η∆

!

ϵ∆

Here we used that the diagram (26) determining a lift of the HH Euler characteristic is equivalent to the
triangle ! using the ∆♯ ⊣ ∆∗ adjunction. Namely, (26) is given by

∆♯ZM [−d] ZM×M [−d]

∆♯ZM ∆♯∆
∗∆♯ZM ∆♯ZM

e(M)

η∆

ϵp
ϵp

ϵ∆

!

η∆

Adding the lower right square of (45) we obtain

η∆

e(M)
e(M)

ϵ∆

e(M)
ϵp ϵp

η∆

ϵ∆
ϵ∆

η∆

!

ϵ∆

η∆

Simplifying and rearranging the diagram slightly we obtain
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(51)

η∆

e(M)

ϵ∆

ϵp

e(M)

ϵp

!
ϵ∆

η∆

ϵ∆

η∆

ϵ∆

η∆

Tensoring the !-triangle with the morphism η∆ : ev♯ZM → ev♯ZM ⊗ ev♯ZM we obtain a commutative
prism. Two faces of the prism are given by the square as well as the !-triangle appearing above. We can
hence replace this composite with the other three faces of the prism to obtain

(52)

η∆

e(M)

ϵp

ϵ∆

ϵp ϵp

! η∆ ϵ∆

η∆

η∆

ϵ∆

η∆

ϵ∆

η∆

which finally coincides with diagram (50).
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