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Diagrammatic sets as a model of homotopy types

Clémence Chanavat and Amar Hadzihasanovic

Tallinn University of Technology

Abstract. Diagrammatic sets are presheaves on a rich cat-
egory of shapes, whose definition is motivated by combin-
atorial topology and higher-dimensional diagram rewriting.
These shapes include representatives of oriented simplices,
cubes, and positive opetopes, and are stable under opera-
tions including Gray products, joins, suspensions, and duals.
We exhibit a cofibrantly generated model structure on dia-
grammatic sets, as well as two separate Quillen equivalences
with the classical model structure on simplicial sets. We
construct explicit sets of generating cofibrations and acyclic
cofibrations, and prove that the model structure is monoidal
with the Gray product of diagrammatic sets.

Current version: 16th July 2024

Introduction

After Quillen’s foundational article [Qui67], the general method to present a
homotopy category is to endow a category with a model structure. The first
and foremost examples are the Kan–Quillen model structure on simplicial sets
and the Quillen model structure on topological spaces, which are equivalent
via the pair of geometric realisation and its right adjoint nerve functor, and
both present the category of homotopy types of CW-complexes.
Simplicial sets are among several combinatorial models of spaces defined

as presheaves over a shape category, whose objects typically model “combin-
atorial n-balls” for each n ≥ 0, and morphisms model inclusions into their
spherical boundaries, as well as the attaching maps used in the construction
of cell complexes. In Pursuing Stacks [Gro83], Grothendieck conjectured that
presheaves on a certain class of small categories, called test categories, would
naturally model the homotopy types of CW-complexes. After the develop-
ments of Maltsiniotis [Mal05] and, in particular, Cisinski [Cis06], we know
this to be true: every test category gives rise to a model structure together
with a canonical Quillen equivalence with the classical model structure on
simplicial sets. Many common categories of shapes have since been proven to

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.06285v3
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be test categories, including the category of simplices [Cis06, CM11], variet-
ies of cubical categories [Mal09, BM17, Cis06], Joyal’s Θ [CM11, Ara11], the
category of dendroids [ACM18], and the category of positive opetopes [Zaw18].

Among these, simplicial and cubical shapes have been overwhelmingly popu-
lar in homotopy theory, due to their simplicity and uniformity. These, however,
may run counter to the interest of combinatorial and computational topolo-
gists in having “small” cellular models of certain spaces, which typically require
more complex polytopal shapes. The situation is even more serious in the the-
ory of higher categories, where shape categories for homotopy types have often
been repurposed for the modelling of higher-categorical structures, typically
by assigning each shape a particular direction or orientation: examples include
the complicial model of (∞, n)-categories [Ver08] based on simplices, the com-
ical model [CKM20] based on cubes, and Rezk’s model [Rez10] based on Θ.
Here, “directed cell complexes” show up naturally as presentations of higher-
dimensional algebraic theories or rewrite systems [Gui19, ABG+23], which in
these models may not admit a representation with equivalent computational
properties, preventing a satisfactory account of their functorial semantics. Fur-
thermore, important higher-categorical constructions such as Gray products,
duals, suspensions, and joins [AM20], which are most easily described in terms
of cellular structure, do not admit simple explicit models when the shape cat-
egory is not closed under each construction.

Building on Steiner’s work [Ste93], as well as his own [Had20a, HK23], the
second-named author has recently laid out in [Had24] a combinatorial frame-
work for a theory of “regular directed cell complexes” as applicable to higher-
categorical diagram rewriting. In this framework, a regular directed complex is
encoded by the face poset of its underlying cell complex, complemented with
orientation data partitioning the set of faces of each cell into an input and
an output half. The definition of regular directed complex rests on the defin-
ition of a particular inductive subclass, the molecules, encoding well-formed
shapes of n-categorical pasting diagrams. An atom, which is a molecule with a
greatest face, can be seen as a combinatorial model of a directed ball: indeed,
it is provable that the underlying poset of each atom is the face poset of a
regular CW-ball, and the underlying poset of a regular directed complex is
the face poset of a regular CW-complex.

Atoms have the property of being closed under Gray products, duals, sus-
pensions, and joins, and include exemplars of many of the aforementioned
shapes, including oriented simplices, cubes, and positive opetopes. They ap-
pear, thus, to be an advantageous class of shapes for higher categories, espe-
cially for the purposes of higher-dimensional algebra and rewriting. In this
article, we start our exploration of atoms and regular directed complexes in
the context of the homotopy theory of higher categories, by first settling the
case of higher groupoids also known as homotopy types.

We define a notion of morphism between regular directed complexes, that we
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call a cartesian map, such that the category ⊙ (atom) of atoms and cartesian
maps is Eilenberg–Zilber. Using the theory developed in [Cis06, Cis19], as well
as the closure of atoms under Gray products providing representable functorial
cylinders, it becomes almost a formality to prove that⊙ is a test category, and
we obtain many tools for better characterising the induced model structure.
We call a presheaf on ⊙ a diagrammatic set. The name is borrowed from

Kapranov and Voevodsky [KV91], who similarly considered presheaves on a
category of “combinatorial pasting diagrams” — in their case, it was Johnson’s
composable pasting schemes [Joh89] — as a model of homotopy types. For
reasons discussed in [Hen19], this attempt was flawed, and it is clear that the
authors did not have a strong grip on the combinatorics of either the shapes
or their morphisms. Nevertheless, the results of this article may be seen as
a vindication of their general idea. We note that this article follows, and
subsumes in part an earlier attempt by the second-named author to resurrect
diagrammatic sets [Had20b], which used a broader notion of morphism of
atoms (resulting in a shape category that was not Eilenberg–Zilber), and only
resulted in the proof of a weaker version of the homotopy hypothesis.

Our main theorem is as follows.

Theorem — There is a cofibrantly generated model structure on ⊙Set, whose

• cofibrations are the monomorphisms, and
• acyclic cofibrations are generated by “horn inclusions” into atoms.

This model structure is Quillen-equivalent to the classical model structure on
simplicial sets, both via a left Quillen “subdivision” functor, and a right Quillen
“restriction to simplices” functor.

Moreover, the model structure is monoidal with respect to the Gray product,
which induces the cartesian product in the homotopy category.

We refer the reader to Section 3 for more precise statements.

Structure of the article

The article is divided into 3 sections. Section 1 can be seen as a direct con-
tinuation of [Had24, Section 6.2], which studied maps of regular directed com-
plexes. Restricting to the category RDCpx of maps whose underlying order-
preserving map is, in particular, a Grothendieck fibration of posets, we obtain
a shape category ⊙ that is Eilenberg–Zilber (Proposition 1.17). Then, we
show that the Gray product and join operations on regular directed complexes
determine monoidal structures on both RDCpx and ⊙.

In Section 2, we define diagrammatic sets as presheaves over ⊙, whose
category we denote by ⊙Set. Then, we fully and faithfully embed RDCpx

into ⊙Set, factorising the Yoneda embedding as

⊙ →֒ RDCpx →֒⊙Set.
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We also show that colimits of inclusions computed in RDCpx can be identi-
fied with the same colimits computed in ⊙Set, and characterise the regular
directed complexes as the regular presheaves, where the classifying morphism
of each element is a monomorphism (Proposition 2.12).

In Section 3, we deduce that the category ⊙ is a test category. Thus, by
the theory developed in [Cis06], we obtain immediately a model structure on
⊙Set, which we call the Cisinski model structure and spend the rest of the
article studying. We show that the left Kan extension of the functor taking the
simplicial nerve of the underlying poset of an atom is a Quillen equivalence
with the classical model structure on simplicial sets. Then, we extend the
Gray product to diagrammatic sets via Day convolution, and show that “Gray
product with the arrow” is a good functorial cylinder (Proposition 3.6). We
define a set of horn inclusions, generalising the simplicial horn inclusions, and
we show that they generate a class of anodyne extensions with respect to our
cylinder (Proposition 3.18). Thus, using again [Cis06], we are able to show
that the horn inclusions are a generating set of acyclic cofibrations (Theorem
3.22), and that the model structure is monoidal with respect to the Gray
product (Theorem 3.23). We conclude by proving that ⊙ is in fact a strict
test category (Proposition 3.26), and, in particular, the cartesian product and
the Gray product of diagrammatic sets coincide in the homotopy category.

Notation and prerequisites

We recall some basic facts about test categories, and refer to [Cis06, Cis19]
for details. We know from Thomason [Tho80] that Cat, the category of small
categories, is a model for the homotopy theory of CW-complexes. The class
of weak equivalences of this model structure is called W∞, and is an instance
of what Grothendieck calls in Pursuing Stacks a basic localiser : a class of
functors in Cat one wishes to invert in order to model various homotopical
phenomena. The class W∞ is, in fact, the smallest such basic localiser.

The relationship between basic localisers and test categories is as follows.
Given a small category C , one gets a canonical functor iC : C → Cat send-
ing an object c to the slice C /c. By left Kan extension along the Yoneda
embedding into the presheaf category Ĉ , this produces an adjunction

Ĉ Cat

∫
C

NC

⊣

where
∫
C

sends a presheaf to its category of elements, and NC is its right
adjoint nerve functor. Given a basic localiser W on Cat, we get a class of
maps WC :=

∫−1
C

(W) in Ĉ , and we say that C is a W-weak test category if
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the adjunction induces an equivalence between the localised categories

Ĉ [W−1
C

] Cat[W−1].

∼

∼

⊣

We say that C is aW-test category if each slice C /c is aW-weak test category,
and C isW-contractible in the sense that C → 1 belongs toW. In this article,
we are only concerned with the basic localiser W∞, and, as customary in this
case, we drop the prefix W∞ and simply say “test category”.
With regard to regular directed complexes, we reuse the concepts and nota-

tions introduced in [Had24]. Ideally, the reader would be familiar with the
first 3 chapters; nevertheless, we give a brief overview. Given a poset P , the
covering relation ≻ is defined by y ≻ x if and only if y > x, and any element
z between x and y is either equal to x or y. In this case, we say that y covers
x. We write ≺ for the converse of ≻. The relation ≻ defines a directed graph
H P , the covering diagram, also known as Hasse diagram. When the poset
has locally finite height, in the sense that, for all x ∈ P , any chain in the lower
set of x is finite, then P can be reconstructed from H P . We say that a poset
P of locally finite height is graded if, for all x ∈ P , all maximal paths starting
from x in H P have the same length. This defines a function dim: P → N, the
dimension, assigning to each element the length of a maximal path starting
from it. The dimension of a graded poset is −1 if the poset is empty, the
maximum of the dimensions of its elements if it exists, and ∞ otherwise.
An orientation on a graded poset is the assignment of a value α ∈ {−,+}

to each edge of its covering diagram. If x ≺ y with orientation −, then x
is in an input face of y, while if the orientation is +, x is an output face of
y. We denote by ∆−y and ∆+y, respectively, the sets of input and output
faces of y. An oriented graded poset is a graded poset with an orientation. A
morphism f : P → Q of oriented graded posets is a function which induces
bijections between ∆αx and ∆αf(x) for all x ∈ P and α ∈ {+,−}. With their
morphisms, oriented graded posets form a category ogPos.
Oriented graded posets can be used to encode the shape of n-categorical

pasting diagrams. To convince the reader, we give an example of a pasting
diagram on the left and its oriented face poset on the right:

γ

x y z f g h

x y z

−
+

f

g

h

− +
−

+

−

+

γ

This is a 2-dimensional oriented graded poset, with maximal elements γ of
dimension 2 and h of dimension 1.
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We say that U ⊆ P is closed if it contains the lower set of each of its elements;
these are the usual closed sets of the Alexandrov topology on a poset. Given
a closed subset U , we can define its input (output) n-boundary ∂−

n U (∂+
n U) as

the closure of the n-dimensional elements of U that are output (input) faces
of no (n+1)-elements of P , as well as of the maximal k-dimensional elements
of U for k < n. We omit the index n when it is equal to dimU − 1. Given
x ∈ P , we write ∂α

nx for ∂α
n cl {x}. For instance, if U = P as in the previous

example, then ∂−
1 U and ∂+

1 U are, respectively,

x y z x y z.

f

h

g

h

An oriented graded poset P is globular if, for all n > k ≥ 0 and α, β ∈ {+,−},

we have ∂α
k ∂

β
nP = ∂α

kP . It is round if, furthermore, for all k < dimP ,
∂−
k P ∩ ∂+

k P = ∂k−1P , where ∂nP := ∂−
n P ∪ ∂+

n P .
Themolecules are an inductive subclass of the oriented graded posets, closed

under isomorphism, and defined by three constructors. First of all, the point
1, which is the poset with one element and trivial orientation, is a molecule.
If U, V are molecules, and if ∂+

k U and ∂−
k V are isomorphic, then the pasting

of U and V at the k-boundary U #k V , obtained as the pushout

∂+
k U
∼= ∂−

k V V

U U #k V

y

in ogPos, is a molecule. Finally, if U, V are round molecules of the same di-
mension, such that ∂U and ∂V are isomorphic, and such that this isomorphism
restricts to isomorphisms ∂αU ∼= ∂αV , then we may construct the pushout

∂U ∼= ∂V V

U ∂(U ⇒ V )

y

in ogPos. Then the oriented graded poset U ⇒ V , obtained by adjoining a
greatest element ⊤ to ∂(U ⇒ V ) with ∂−⊤ = U and ∂+⊤ = V , is a molecule.
An atom is a molecule with a greatest element; it can be shown that an atom
is either 1, or is of the form U ⇒ V . A regular directed complex is an oriented
graded poset such that the lower set of each of its elements is an atom.
The following summarises some useful properties of molecules.

Proposition — Let U be a molecule. Then

1. U is globular,
2. U is rigid, that is, it has no non-trivial automorphisms,
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3. if U is an atom, then it is round,
4. for all α ∈ {−,+}, n ≥ 0, ∂α

nU is a molecule,
5. U is a regular directed complex.

A consequence of the rigidity of molecules is that U #k V and U ⇒ V are in-
dependent of the choice of isomorphism between the boundaries of U and V ,
as implied by the notation. A further useful property of regular directed com-
plexes is oriented thinness: this says that, for all x < y with dim x+2 = dim y,
the interval [x, y] is of the form

y

t1 t2

x

α γ

β δ

with the orientations satisfying αβ = −γδ.

The submolecule inclusions are the smallest class of morphisms of molecules
closed under composition, and containing the isomorphisms and the canonical
inclusions U →֒ U #k V and V →֒ U #k V . If V ⊆ U , we write V ⊑ U , and say
that V is a submolecule of U , to signify that the subset inclusion V →֒ U is
a submolecule inclusion. If, furthermore, dimV = dimU and V is round, we
say that V is a rewritable submolecule. The name comes from the fact that,
in this case, we can substitute (rewrite) the image of V in U with any other
round molecule W whose boundaries are isomorphic to those of V , and obtain
another molecule; see [HK23].

It is proven in [Had24, Section 5.3] that isomorphism classes of molecules
form a strict ω-category with −#k − as k-composition. In particular, we
record the following expressions for the boundaries of a pasting.

Proposition — Let U, V be molecules such that U #i V is defined. Then





∂α
k (U #i V ) = ∂α

kU = ∂α
k V for k < i,

∂−
i (U #i V ) = ∂−

i U,

∂+
i (U #i V ) = ∂+

i V,

∂α
k (U #i V ) = ∂α

kU #i ∂
α
k V for k > i.
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1. The category of atoms and cartesian maps

1.1. Definition and Eilenberg–Zilber property

Recall from [Had24, §6.2.1] that a map f : P → Q of regular directed com-
plexes is a closed order-preserving map of their underlying posets, which, for
all x ∈ P , n ∈ N, and α ∈ {−,+}, satisfies

f(∂α
nx) = ∂α

nf(x),

and, furthermore, the surjection f |∂α
nx : ∂

α
nx → ∂α

nf(x) is final, which in this
context means that, for all y, y′ ∈ ∂α

nx, if f(y) = f(y′), then there exists
a zig-zag y ≤ y1 ≥ . . . ≤ ym ≥ y′ in ∂α

nx such that f(y) ≤ f(yi) for all
y ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. An inclusion is an injective map. By [Had24, Lemma 6.2.3],
maps are dimension-non-increasing.

1.1 (Cartesian map). Let f : P → Q be an order-preserving map of posets.
We say that f is cartesian if it is a Grothendieck fibration between P and Q
seen as posetal categories. Explicitly, f is cartesian if, for all x ∈ P , there
exists a cartesian lift of each y ≤ f(x), that is, some y′ ≤ x such that

• f(y′) = y, and
• for all z ≤ x, if f(z) ≤ y, then z ≤ y′.

We say that a map of regular directed complexes is cartesian if its underlying
map of posets is cartesian.

We let RDCpx be the category of regular directed complexes and cartesian
maps, and we let ⊙ (atom) be a skeleton of its full subcategory on the atoms.

Remark 1.2 — The only difference between RDCpx and RDCpx↓, as defined
in [Had24, Section 6.2] is that RDCpx has strictly fewer surjections: all inclu-
sions (and more in general, all local embeddings, which are discrete Grothen-
dieck fibrations) are already cartesian, but not all surjective maps are. For
instance, consider the cubical coconnection map c := γ− : I ⊗ I → I from
[Had24, §9.3.13]:

0− 0+ 0+

0− 0− 0−

1

0−

0−

1 1 1
c

This is indeed a map of atoms, but c−1(0−) has no greatest element, so the
map is not cartesian according to Lemma 1.8.

Remark 1.3 — By [Had24, Proposition 6.3.13], isomorphisms of regular dir-
ected complexes in RDCpx coincide with their isomorphisms when seen as
oriented graded posets. In particular, molecules still have no non-trivial auto-
morphisms in RDCpx.
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Proposition 1.4 — The point 1 is a terminal object in RDCpx and in ⊙.

Proof. By [Had24, Proposition 6.2.9], the unique function to 1 is a map of
regular directed complexes, and it is evidently cartesian. �

Proposition 1.5 — Let f : P → Q be a cartesian map of regular directed
complexes. Then f factors as

1. a surjective cartesian map f̂ : P ։ f(P ),
2. followed by an inclusion i : f(P ) →֒ Q.

This factorisation is unique up to unique isomorphism.

Proof. From [Had24, Proposition 6.2.26], we have an essentially unique fac-
torisation of f as a surjective map followed by an inclusion, and all inclusions
are cartesian. Thus, it suffices to check that f̂ is cartesian, which follows
immediately from the fact that f is cartesian. �

Proposition 1.5 determines an orthogonal factorisation system on RDCpx

which restricts to an orthogonal factorisation system on ⊙. We will call a
surjective cartesian map of atoms a collapse.

1.6 (Eilenberg–Zilber category). An Eilenberg–Zilber category is a category C

together with two subcategories C+, C−, and a map d : Ob(C )→ N such that

(EZ0) each isomorphism in C belongs both to C+ and C−, and d(a) = d(b)
whenever a and b are isomorphic;

(EZ1) if f : a → b is a morphism in C+ (respectively, C−) that is not an
identity, then d(a) < d(b) (respectively, d(a) > d(b));

(EZ2) each morphism f : a → b factors uniquely as ip with i in C+ and p
in C−;

(EZ3) each morphism p : a → b in C− has a section, and, given another
morphism p′ : a→ b, the equation p = p′ holds if and only if the sections
of p coincide with the sections of p′.

An Eilenberg–Zilber category is regular if, in addition, all morphisms in C+

are monomorphisms in C .

Remark 1.7 — We follow [Cis19, Definition 1.3.1] for the notion of Eilenberg–
Zilber category, which coincides with that of “catégorie squelettique normale”
in [Cis06]. By [Cis06, Proposition 8.2.2], a regular Eilenberg–Zilber cat-
egory coincides with a “catégorie squelettique réguliere” in the sense of [Cis06,
§8.2.3]. The latter is also called a “regular skeletal Reedy category” in [Cam23].

The rest of this subsection will be devoted to showing that the classes of
collapses and inclusions determine the structure of a regular Eilenberg–Zilber
category on ⊙, with d := dim: Ob(⊙)→ N.

Lemma 1.8 — Let p : U ։ V be a collapse of atoms. Then, for all y ∈ V ,
the fibre p−1(y) has a greatest element.
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Proof. Let ⊤U , ⊤V be the greatest elements of U and V , respectively. As p is
surjective, we have y ≤ ⊤V = p(⊤U), so there is a cartesian lift x ≤ ⊤U with
x ∈ p−1(y). Then, in particular, for all z ∈ U with p(z) = y, we have z ≤ x,
meaning that x is the greatest element of p−1(y). �

1.9 (Minimal upper bound). Let P be a poset and x, y ∈ P . A minimal upper
bound for x, y is an element z ∈ P such that

1. x, y ≤ z, and
2. for all z′ such that x, y ≤ z′ ≤ z, we have z = z′.

Lemma 1.10 — Let p : U ։ V be a collapse of atoms, y ∈ V . Then

1. for all x, x′ ∈ p−1(y), x and x′ have a minimal upper bound in p−1(y),
2. for all x, x′ ∈ p−1(y), if z is a minimal upper bound of x, x′ in U , then

z ∈ p−1(y),
3. for all z ∈ p−1(y), either z is minimal in p−1(y) or it is a minimal upper

bound of some x, x′ ∈ p−1(y),
4. for all z ∈ p−1(y), z is minimal if and only if dim z = dim y.

Comment 1.11 — Lemma 1.10 should be interpreted as the statement that,
for all y ∈ V , the fibre p−1(y) is generated by its elements of dimension dim y
under minimal upper bounds in U .

Proof. By Lemma 1.8, p−1(y) has a greatest element, so any two elements have
an upper bound, in particular (by finiteness of atoms) a minimal upper bound.
Next, suppose x, x′ ∈ p−1(y) and z is a minimal upper bound of x, x′ in U .
The cartesian lift of y ≤ p(z) is the greatest z′ ≤ z such that p(z′) = y. Then
x, x′ ≤ z′ ≤ z, so by minimality z = z′, hence p(z) = y. Next, let z ∈ p−1(y),
and suppose z is not minimal in the fibre. Because maps are dimension-non-
increasing, necessarily k := dim z > dim p(z) = dim y. By [Had24, Lemma
6.2.4], there exist x+ ∈ ∆+z and x− ∈ ∆−z such that p(x+) = p(x−) = y.
Since z covers both x+ and x− in U , it is necessarily a minimal upper bound.
The last point follows from [Had24, Lemma 6.2.5]. �

Lemma 1.12 — Let p : U ։ V be a collapse of atoms of the same dimension.
Then p is dimension-preserving.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n := dimU = dim V . If n = 0, then
U = V = 1 and there is nothing to do. Suppose n > 0. For each x ∈ ∆⊤U ,
we have some y ∈ V such that p(x) ≤ y ∈ ∆⊤V = ∆p(⊤U ). Let x′ ≤ ⊤U be
the cartesian lift of y ≤ p(⊤U ); by definition, x ≤ x′, but x ∈ ∆⊤U , so either
x′ = ⊤U , in which case ⊤V = p(x′) = y ∈ ∆⊤V is a contradiction, or x = x′,
hence p(x) = y ∈ ∆⊤V . This proves that the map p|cl{x} : cl {x} → p(cl {x})
is a collapse of atoms of the same dimension, so by the inductive hypothesis,
it is dimension-preserving. Since x was arbitrary in ∆⊤U and, by assumption,
dim p(⊤U ) = dim⊤U , we conclude that p is dimension-preserving. �
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Corollary 1.13 — Let p : U ։ V be a collapse of atoms of the same dimension.
Then p is an isomorphism.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 1.12 and [Had24, Proposition 6.2.18]. �

Lemma 1.14 — Let p : P → Q be a cartesian map of regular directed com-
plexes, and let z < x ∈ P with dimx = dim z + 2. If p(x) ∈ ∆p(z), then there
exists y ∈ ∆x such that p(y) = p(x).

Proof. By oriented thinness, ∇z ∩ ∆x = {y0, y1} for precisely two elements
y0, y1. Let z′ ≤ x be a cartesian lift of p(z) < p(x), and suppose by way of
contradiction that p(y0), p(y1) 6= p(x). Then necessarily p(y0) = p(y1) = p(z),
hence y0, y1 ≤ z′ ≤ x. Since y0, y1 ∈ ∆x, necessarily z′ = x, implying that
p(z) = p(z′) = p(x), a contradiction. �

Lemma 1.15 — Let p : P → Q be a cartesian map of regular directed com-
plexes, x ≤ y in P , and suppose that dim p(y) − dim p(x) < dim y − dimx.
Then there exists y′ ∈ ∆y such that x ≤ y′ and p(y′) = p(y).

Proof. Let n := dim y − dim x. If n = 1, then x ∈ ∆y and p(x) = p(y), so
y′ := x. Suppose n > 0 and let x = y0 ≺ y1 . . . ≺ yn = y be a chain in the
covering diagram of P . Since dim p(y)−dim p(x) < dim y−dimx, there exists
a largest index i such that p(yi) = p(yi−1), and we can choose a chain such
that i is maximal. We claim that i = n. Indeed, if i < n, by oriented thinness,
we can complete the chain yi−1 ≺ yi ≺ yi+1 to the diamond

yi+1

yi y′i

yi−1

for exactly one y′i ∈ P . By assumption, p(yi−1) = p(yi) ∈ ∆p(yi+1), so Lemma
1.14 applies, yielding p(y′i) = p(yi+1). Therefore the chain

x = y0 ≺ . . . ≺ yi−1 ≺ y′i ≺ yi+1 ≺ . . . ≺ yn = y

is such that p(y′i) = p(yi+1), contradicting the maximality of i. We conclude
that p(y) = p(yn−1), and the statement follows with y′ := yn−1. �

Lemma 1.16 — Let p : U ։ V be a collapse of atoms, y ∈ V , and let x be a
minimal element of p−1(y). Then there exists a minimal element z of p−1(⊤V )
such that x ≤ z.

Proof. Let k := dim V − dimU ; we will construct a chain xk ≺ . . . ≺ x0 in
p−1(⊤V ) such that x ≤ xi for all i ∈ {0, . . . , k}. We let x0 := ⊤U . If k = 0,
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then we are done. Otherwise, suppose that we have constructed xi for i < k.
By Lemma 1.10, we have dimx = dim y, so

dim p(xi)− dim p(x) = dimV − dim y = dimV − dim x < dimxi − dim x.

Thus Lemma 1.15 applies, and we can find xi+1 ∈ ∆xi such that p(xi+1) = ⊤V

and x ≤ xi+1. Since dimxk = dim⊤V , by Lemma 1.10, xk is minimal in the
fibre, and the statement holds for z := xk. �

Proposition 1.17 — Let

1. ⊙+ be the wide subcategory of ⊙ on the inclusions,
2. ⊙− be the wide subcategory of ⊙ on the collapses, and
3. d := dim: Ob(⊙)→ N.

With this structure, ⊙ is a regular Eilenberg–Zilber category.

Proof. Any isomorphism is both a collapse and an inclusion, so (EZ0) is true.
If i : U →֒ V is a non-trivial inclusion, then ⊤V is not in the image of i, hence
dimU < dim V . If p : U ։ V is a non-trivial collapse, then dimU > dim V by
the contrapositive of Corollary 1.13. This proves (EZ1). Next, (EZ2) follows
from Proposition 1.5 combined with the fact that⊙ is skeletal and that atoms
have no non-trivial automorphisms.
To conclude, it suffices to prove (EZ3). Let p : U ։ V be a collapse, and take

any minimal element z ∈ p−1(⊤V ). By Lemma 1.10, dim z = dim p(z) = ⊤V ,
so the map p|cl{z} : cl {z} → V is an isomorphism. It follows that the inclusion
ιz : cl {z} →֒ U is a section of p. Conversely, if ι : V →֒ U is a section of p, then
ι(⊤V ) is a minimal element of p−1(⊤V ). This establishes that p has a section,
and that its sections are in bijection with the minimal elements of p−1(⊤V ).
Let p′ : U → V be another collapse with the same sections as p, let y ∈ V ,

and let x be a minimal element of p−1(y). By Lemma 1.16, x ∈ cl {z} for some
minimal element z ∈ p−1(⊤V ). Let ι : V →֒ U be the section of p determined
by z; then ι is also a section of p′, so p(x) = p′(x) = y. It follows that the
minimal elements of p−1(y) coincide with the minimal elements of p′−1(y). By
Lemma 1.10, p−1(y) and p′−1(y) can be reconstructed as the closures of their
minimal elements under minimal upper bounds in U , so p−1(y) = p′−1(y).
Since y was arbitrary, we conclude that p = p′.
Finally, the functor sending a map of atoms to its underlying function of

sets is evidently faithful, which implies that inclusions are monomorphisms in
⊙. This completes the proof. �

1.2. Gray products and joins

In this section, we recall the definitions of the Gray product and join of regular
directed complexes; see [Had24, Chapter 7] for a more thorough treatment.

1.18 (Gray product). Let P,Q be oriented graded posets. The Gray product
of P and Q is the oriented graded poset P ⊗Q whose
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• underlying graded poset is the cartesian product P ×Q,
• orientation is defined, for all (x, y) ∈ P × Q and α ∈ {−,+}, by the

equation ∆α(x, y) = ∆αx× {y}+ {x} ×∆(−)dimxαy.

Proposition 1.19 — The Gray product determines a monoidal structure on
RDCpx, whose unit is the point 1.

Proof. By [Had24, Proposition 7.2.19], it suffices to show that, if f, g are
cartesian, then f ⊗ g is cartesian. This follows from the general fact that
Grothendieck fibrations are closed under cartesian products. �

Lemma 1.20 — The Gray product of two atoms is an atom, the Gray product
of two inclusions is an inclusion, and the Gray product of two surjective
cartesian maps is surjective.

Proof. The product of two posets with greatest element has a greatest element,
the product of two injective functions is injective, and the product of two
surjective functions is surjective. �

Corollary 1.21 — The monoidal structure (RDCpx,⊗,1) restricts to mon-
oidal structures on ⊙, ⊙+, and ⊙−.

1.22 (Arrow). The arrow is the atom ~I := 1⇒ 1. We denote by 0− < 1 > 0+

the three elements of its underlying poset, with ∆α1 = {0α}.

1.23 (Cylinder). Let U be a molecule. The cylinder on U is the molecule
~I ⊗ U . It is equipped with a projection σ : ~I ⊗ U ։ U induced by the unique
map ε : ~I ։ 1 to the terminal object, and two sections ι+, ι− : U →֒ ~I ⊗ U
induced by the two inclusions 0α : 1 →֒ ~I for α ∈ {+,−}.

If P is a poset, let P⊥ be the poset obtained by freely adding a least element
⊥. Conversely, if P is a poset with least element ⊥, let P6⊥ be obtained by
restricting to P \{⊥}. As detailed in [Had24, Section 1.3], these two operations
extend to functors that determine an equivalence of categories between

• the category of posets and closed order-preserving maps, and
• the category of posets with a least element and closed order-preserving

maps that reflect the least element.

Lemma 1.24 — Let f : P → Q be a closed cartesian map of posets. Then

1. f⊥ : P⊥ → Q⊥ is cartesian,
2. if P,Q have a least element reflected by f , then f 6⊥ : P6⊥ → Q 6⊥ is cartesian.

Proof. Let x ∈ P⊥ and let y ≤ f⊥(x) in Q⊥. If y = ⊥, then ⊥ ≤ x is a
cartesian lift of y ≤ f⊥(x) to P⊥. Else, y is not ⊥, hence f⊥(x) and x are
not ⊥ either, and f⊥(x) = f(x). Since f is cartesian, there exists a cartesian
lift z ≤ x of y ≤ f(x) to P . We claim that this lift is again cartesian for f⊥.
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Suppose z′ ≤ x such that f⊥(z
′) ≤ y. If z′ = ⊥, then z′ ≤ z by construction,

otherwise f⊥(z
′) = f(z′) and z′ ≤ z by cartesianness of f .

Next, suppose P,Q have a least element, let x ∈ P6⊥, and let y ≤ f 6⊥(x) in
Q 6⊥. Since f is cartesian, there is a cartesian lift z ≤ x of y ≤ f(x) to P .
Suppose by way of contradiction that z = ⊥. Then f(z) = ⊥, contradicting
y ∈ Q 6⊥. Thus z ≤ x is in P6⊥, and the cartesian property of this lift for f 6⊥
directly follows from the one for f . �

As shown in [Had24, Section 2.3], the pair of functors (−)⊥, (−) 6⊥ can be lifted
to an equivalence between the category of oriented graded posets and its full
subcategory on oriented graded posets with a positive least element, that is, a
least element ⊥ with ∇⊥ ≡ ∇+⊥. The latter are closed under Gray products,
and transporting this monoidal structure along the equivalence determines a
separate monoidal structure on ogPos.

1.25 (Join). Let P,Q be oriented graded posets. The join P ⋆Q of P and Q
is the oriented graded poset (P⊥ ⊗Q⊥)6⊥.

Proposition 1.26 — The join determines a monoidal structure on RDCpx,
whose unit is the empty regular directed complex ∅.

Proof. Since the join defines a monoidal structure on RDCpx↓ by [Had24,
Proposition 7.4.22], it suffices to show that the join of two cartesian maps is
cartesian. Since the underlying map of f ⋆ g is (f⊥ × g⊥) 6⊥ and cartesian maps
are closed under products, this follows from Lemma 1.24. �

It follows that the embedding of the simplex category ∆ into RDCpx↓ defined
in [Had24, Proposition 9.2.14] factors through RDCpx. In particular, we may
identify ∆ with a full subcategory of ⊙.

2. Diagrammatic sets

2.1 (Diagrammatic set). A diagrammatic set is a presheaf on ⊙. Diagram-
matic sets and natural transformations form the category ⊙Set.

Given an atom U and a diagrammatic set X, a cell of shape U in X is an
element x ∈ X(U). We will identify atoms with their Yoneda embedding, and
make no distinction between a cell x ∈ X(U) and its classifying morphism
x : U → X.

2.2 (Non-degenerate cell). Let X be a diagrammatic set and x : U → X a
cell. We say that x is non-degenerate if, for all collapses p : U ։ V and cells
y : V → X, if x = yp then p = idU and y = x. We say that x is degenerate
otherwise. We write NdX for the set of all non-degenerate cells of X.
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Lemma 2.3 — Let X be a diagrammatic set, and let x : U → X be a cell. Then
there exists a unique pair (p : U ։ V, y : V → X) such that p is a collapse, y
is non-degenerate, and x = yp.

Proof. This is a general result about Eilenberg–Zilber categories, see for in-
stance [Cis19, Lemma 1.3.6]. �

We will call x = yp the Eilenberg–Zilber decomposition of the cell x.
Let i : ⊙ →֒ RDCpx be the inclusion of ⊙ as a full subcategory. Each

regular directed complex P can be seen as a presheaf on⊙Set via the functor

i∗ : RDCpx→⊙Set, P 7→ RDCpx(i(−), P ).

We will show that this functor embeds RDCpx as a full subcategory of⊙Set,
that is, the functor i is dense. Furthermore, by a variant of [Had24, Lemma
6.2.25], a regular directed complex P is the colimit of the diagram of inclusions
of its atoms in the category RDCpx; we will show that this colimit is preserved
by i∗. Finally, we will characterise the essential image of i∗ as the “regular
presheaves” of ⊙Set. In the sequel, this will allow us to make no distinction
between a regular directed complex P and its image i∗P .

Lemma 2.4 — Let P be a regular directed complex and f : U → P a cell in
i∗P . Then f is non-degenerate as a cell if and only if it is an inclusion.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 1.5 combined with the non-existence of non-
trivial isomorphisms in ⊙. �

Lemma 2.5 — The functor i∗ : RDCpx→⊙Set is full and faithful.

Proof. Let P be a regular directed complex. For each x ∈ P , we denote by
ιx : Ux →֒ P the unique inclusion with image cl {x} for some object Ux in ⊙.
Let f, g : P → Q be two maps in RDCpx, and suppose that i∗f = i∗g. Then,
for all x ∈ P , we have i∗f(ιx) = i∗g(ιx), which implies that f |cl{x} = g|cl{x},
hence f = g. This proves faithfulness.
Next, let f : i∗P → i∗Q be a morphism in ⊙Set. We define f̂ : P → Q by

x ∈ P 7→ f(ιx)(⊤Ux) ∈ Q. Let x ∈ P ; we prove that f(ιx) = f̂ ιx. Let y ∈ Ux

and y′ := ιx(y) ∈ P . By naturality of f , we have

f(ιx)(y) = f(ιy′)(⊤Uy′
) = f̂(y′) = f̂ ιx(y).

Since f(ιx) and ιx are cartesian maps of regular directed complexes, it follows
that f̂ |cl{x} is a cartesian map, and since x is arbitrary, f̂ is well-defined as a
cartesian map P → Q.
Let x : U → P be any cell in i∗P . Factorising x as yp for a unique pair of a

collapse p : U ։ V and a non-degenerate cell y : V → P in i∗P , by Lemma 2.4
y is an inclusion in RDCpx, so it is equal to ιy′ for a unique y′ ∈ P . Then

f(x) = f(ιy′)p = (f̂ ιy′)p = i∗f̂(ιy′)p = i∗f̂(x),

proving that f = i∗f̂ . This proves fullness. �
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Proposition 2.6 — Let F : C → RDCpx be a diagram of inclusions of regular
directed complexes, and let γ be a colimit cone under F in RDCpx whose
components are all inclusions. Then i∗γ is a colimit cone under i∗F in ⊙Set.

Proof. Let P be the colimit of F in RDCpx, and let

φ : colim
c

RDCpx(i(−),Fc)→ RDCpx(i(−), P )

be the universal morphism determined by the cone i∗γ. We will show that φ
is an isomorphism. Let U be an atom, let

f, g ∈ colim
c

RDCpx(i(U),Fc)

be represented respectively by f : U → Fc and g : U → Fc′, and suppose
φ(f) = φ(g). Then γcf(⊤U) = γc′g(⊤U ) in P , so by the construction of P as
a colimit, there exists a zig-zag of morphisms in C

c
u0←− c1

u1−→ . . .
un−2

←− cn−1
un−1

−→ c′

and a sequence (xi ∈ Fci)0≤i≤n such that x0 = f(⊤U), xn = g(⊤U ), and for
all k ∈

{
1, . . . , n2

}
,

x2k−2 = Fu2k−2(x2k−1), x2k = Fu2k−1(x2k−1);

note that the equations are only required to hold for the images via γci , but
we can lift those to Fci because the γci are injective. Because all the Fui are
injective, they induce isomorphisms θi : cl {xi} ∼= cl {xi+1}. Let ιcf̂ and ιc′ ĝ
be factorisations of f and g as surjective maps followed by inclusions, and
consider the diagram

U

cl {f(⊤U)} cl {x1} . . . cl {xn−1} cl {g(⊤U )}

Fc Fc1 . . . Fcn−1 Fc′

P

f̂

h1 hn−1

ĝ

∼=

ιc

∼=

ι1

∼= ∼=

ιn−1 ιc′

γc

Fu0 Fu1

γc1

Fun−1 Fun

γcn−1

γc′

where hi is defined inductively by h1 := θ0f̂ and hi := θi−1hi−1 for i > 1.
The only equation that does not hold by construction or by assumption is
θn−1hn−1 = ĝ, but this follows from

γc′ιc′ ĝ = γcιcf̂ = γc′ιc′θn−1hn−1
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and the fact that γc′ιc′ is injective. This exhibits a zig-zag of morphisms
between f and g under U , proving that f = g in colimcRDCpx(i(−),Fc).
This proves that φ is injective on cells.
Let f : U → P in RDCpx(i(U), P ). Then f(⊤U ) = γc(x) for some x ∈ Fc,

and since γc is an inclusion, f factors as γcf̂ for some f̂ : U ։ Fc. It follows
that f = φ(f̂), so φ is also surjective on cells. �

Corollary 2.7 — Let P be a regular directed complex. Then i∗P is the colimit
of the diagram of inclusions

P →⊙Set, (x ≤ y) 7→ (i∗cl {x} →֒ i∗cl {y}).

Proof. Follows from [Had24, Proposition 2.2.22] and Proposition 2.6. �

Corollary 2.8 — The functor i∗ : (RDCpx,⊗,1) →֒ (⊙Set,⊗,1) is strong
monoidal.

Proof. Follows from a variant of [Had24, Lemma 7.2.8], combined with the fact
that each regular directed complex is the colimit of the diagram of inclusions
of its atoms, and that the Yoneda embedding is strong monoidal. �

Remark 2.9 — If C is an Eilenberg–Zilber category and c is an object of C ,
one usually defines ∂c to be the subpresheaf of c generated by the morphisms
c′ → c in C+ with d(c′) < d(c). If U is an atom, it follows from Corollary 2.7
that the subpresheaf ∂U of its Yoneda embedding is isomorphic to the image
i∗∂U of the regular directed complex ∂U .

In particular, by [Cis19, Theorem 1.3.8], the inclusions ∂U : ∂U →֒ U for U
an atom form a cellular model [Cis19, §2.4.4] of ⊙Set, in the sense that each
monomorphism m : X →֒ Y in ⊙Set is built out of a transfinite composition
of pushouts of the ∂U .

We conclude this section by characterising the image of i∗ : RDCpx→⊙Set.

2.10 (Regular diagrammatic set). A diagrammatic set X is regular if all non-
degenerate cells x : U → X are monomorphisms.

By Lemma 2.4, all regular directed complexes are regular as diagrammatic
sets. The rest of this section is devoted to showing that the converse holds up
to isomorphism.

Lemma 2.11 — Let X be a regular diagrammatic set, let x : U → X be a
non-degenerate cell, and ι : V →֒ U an inclusion of atoms. Then xι is non-
degenerate.

Proof. Let yp = xι be the Eilenberg–Zilber decomposition of xι. Since both x
and ι are monomorphisms, p is also a monomorphism, hence the identity. �
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Proposition 2.12 — A diagrammatic set X is regular if and only if it is
isomorphic to i∗P for a regular directed complex P .

Proof. One direction follows from Lemma 2.4. Conversely, suppose X is reg-
ular. Then, as detailed in [Cis06, §8.2.21], the representable subobjects of X
form a poset ξX. We claim that ξX is in fact the underlying poset of a regular
directed complex. If x : U →֒ X is an element of ξX, then cl {x} in ξX is by
definition the poset of representable subobjects of U , which is isomorphic to
the underlying poset of U . Thus we can endow cl {x} with the orientation of
U , which makes it an atom, hence makes ξX a regular directed complex. Let
F : ξX → ⊙Set be the functor sending a representable subobject x : U →֒ X
to U . By Corollary 2.7, colim F ∼= i∗(ξX), and by [Cis06, Lemme 8.2.22],
X ∼= colim F, which completes the proof. �

3. Homotopy theory of diagrammatic sets

3.1. Cylinder object

The goal of this subsection is to prove that the functor ~I⊗− : ⊙Set→⊙Set

is an exact cylinder in the sense of [Cis19, §2.4.8]. As a corollary, we will
deduce that the category ⊙ is a test category, and we will further use the
cylinder to characterise the model structure we obtain.

3.1 (Exact cylinder). Let Ĉ be a category of presheaves on a small category
C . An exact cylinder on Ĉ is an endofunctor I on Ĉ together with natural
transformations (ι−, ι+) : Id

Ĉ
∐ Id

Ĉ
→ I and σ : I→ Id

Ĉ
such that

(DH0) each component of (ι−, ι+) is a monomorphism, and each compon-
ent of the composite σ(ι−, ι+) is a codiagonal morphism;

(DH1) the functor I preserves small colimits and monomorphisms.

Remark 3.2 — An exact cylinder is called a “donnée homotopique élémentaire”
in [Cis06, Définition 1.3.6]. Cisinski’s definition includes the extra condition
(DH2) requiring that, for all monomorphisms m : X → Y and α ∈ {+,−},

X Y

IX IY

m

ια ια

Im

be a pullback square, but as observed in [Ols11, Lemma 3.10] this is implied
by the others.

Recall that, given a small monoidal category, we can extend its monoidal
structure via Day convolution [Day70] to its category of presheaves. This
monoidal structure is biclosed and uniquely characterised, among monoidal
biclosed structures, by the fact that the Yoneda embedding is strong monoidal.
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Applied to (⊙,⊗,1), this gives (⊙Set,⊗,1) a structure of biclosed monoidal
category. Explicitly, given diagrammatic sets X,Y , their Gray product X⊗Y
is defined by

X ⊗ Y : U 7→
∫ V,W∈⊙

X(V )× Y (W )×⊙(U, V ⊗W ),

that is, cells x : U → X ⊗ Y are represented by triples

(y : V → X, z : W → Y, f : U → V ⊗W ),

quotiented by the equivalence relation generated by (y, z, f) ∼ (y′, z′, f ′) if
and only if there exist cartesian maps of atoms g, h such that y = y′g, z = z′h,
and (g ⊗ h)f = f ′.

Lemma 3.3 — Let X,Y be diagrammatic sets and let z : U → X ⊗ Y be a
non-degenerate cell. Then there exist non-degenerate cells x : V → X and
y : W → Y such that U = V ⊗W and x is represented by (x, y, idU ).

Proof. Let (x′ : V ′ → X, y′ : W ′ → X, f : U → V ′⊗W ′) be a representative of
z. Factorising f as a collapse p followed by an inclusion m, since every atom
in V ′ ⊗W ′ is of the form cl {(v,w)} ∼= cl {v} ⊗ cl {w}, the inclusion m must
be of the form i⊗ j : V ⊗W →֒ V ′ ⊗W ′. Then the cell z′ represented by

(x′ : V ′ → X, y′ : W ′ → Y, i⊗ j : V ⊗W → V ′ ⊗W ′),

is such that z = z′p, and since z is non-degenerate p must be the identity.
Letting x := x′i and y := y′j, we see that (x, y, idU ) also represents z.
Suppose that x = x̄q for some cell x̄ : V̄ → X and collapse q. Then z factors

as (x̄, y, idV̄⊗W )(q ⊗ idW ), and by Lemma 1.20 q ⊗ idW is a collapse. Since z
is non-degenerate, q ⊗ idW must be the identity, hence q is an identity, which
proves that x is non-degenerate. Dually, y is non-degenerate. �

Remark 3.4 — Thus, any z : U → X ⊗ Y can be written as

U V ⊗W X ⊗ Y
x⊗yp

where x : V → X and y : W → Y are non-degenerate. For any other decom-
position z = (x′⊗ y′)p′, we have V ⊗W = V ′⊗W ′ and p = p′, but we cannot
assume V = V ′ or W = W ′, unless X and Y are regular.

Lemma 3.5 — Let m : X →֒ Y and m′ : X ′ →֒ Y ′ be monomorphisms in
⊙Set. Then m⊗m′ : X ⊗X ′ → Y ⊗ Y ′ is a monomorphism.

Proof. Since − ⊗ − preserves colimits in both variables, building on Remark
2.9, we can construct m ⊗ m′ as a transfinite composition of coproducts of
pushouts of ∂U ⊗ idV and idU ⊗∂V . These are monomorphisms in RDCpx by
Lemma 1.20, and the full and faithful functor i∗ : RDCpx →֒⊙Set preserves
monomorphisms. Since pushouts and transfinite compositions of monomorph-
isms are again monomorphisms in any presheaf category, we conclude. �
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Proposition 3.6 — The functor ~I ⊗ − together with the natural transforma-
tions (ι−, ι+) and σ induced by the maps (0−, 0+) : 1 ∐ 1 →֒ ~I and ε : ~I ։ 1,
respectively, is an exact cylinder on ⊙Set.

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, ~I ⊗ − preserves monomorphisms, so in particular the
components of (ι−, ι+) are monomorphisms. Since it is a left adjoint, it also
preserves small colimits. Finally, the composite ε(0−, 0+) is the codiagonal on
1, which implies that each component of σ(ι−, ι+) is a codiagonal. �

3.2. Model category structure

3.7 (∞-equivalence). A morphism f : X → Y of diagrammatic sets is an
∞-equivalence if the induced functor ⊙/f : ⊙/X → ⊙/Y is a weak equival-
ence in the Thomason model structure on Cat [Tho80].

Lemma 3.8 — Let f : U → V be a cartesian map of atoms. Then f is an
∞-equivalence.

Proof. The class of weak equivalences in the Thomason model structure on
Cat is a basic localiser. Hence, by definition, for any category C with a
terminal object, the unique functor from C to the terminal category 1 is
a weak equivalence. Since U, V are representable, the slice categories ⊙/U
and ⊙/V have terminal objects idU and idV , respectively. Furthermore, the
diagram of functors

⊙/U ⊙/V

1

⊙/f

strictly commutes, so we can conclude by 2-out-of-3 for weak equivalences. �

Proposition 3.9 — The category ⊙ is a test category.

Proof. As 1 is the terminal object, ⊙ is aspherical. Therefore, it suffices
to prove that ⊙ is a local test category. This follows from [Cis06, Corollaire
8.2.16] using Proposition 1.17, Proposition 3.6, and the fact that σ : ~I⊗U → U
is an ∞-equivalence by Lemma 3.8. �

Therefore, by the general theory of test categories, we obtain the following.

Theorem 3.10 — There is a cofibrantly generated model structure on ⊙Set

whose cofibrations are the monomorphisms, and whose weak equivalences are
the ∞-equivalences.

We will call this the Cisinski model structure on ⊙Set. This model structure
is Quillen-equivalent to the classical model structure on sSet via the left Kan
extension of the functor sending an atom U to the simplicial nerve of its
category of elements. In fact, we can obtain a simpler description of this
Quillen equivalence as follows.
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3.11 (Subdivision). The subdivision functor Sd⊙ : ⊙Set → sSet is the left
Kan extension along the Yoneda embedding of the composite of the forgetful
functor U : ⊙→ Pos with the simplicial nerve N : Pos→ sSet. It has a right
adjoint Ex⊙ : sSet→⊙Set.

Proposition 3.12 — The adjunction Sd⊙ ⊣ Ex⊙ is a Quillen equivalence
between the Cisinski model structure on⊙Set and the classical model structure
on sSet.

Proof. Let ξ : ⊙ → Cat be the functor that sends any atom to the category
of representable subobjects of its Yoneda embedding. Because atoms are reg-
ular as diagrammatic sets, the representable subobjects of an atom U are in
bijection with the inclusions of atoms V ⊆ U , which are in bijection with the
elements of U . It follows that ξU is a poset, isomorphic to the underlying
poset of U , and the diagram of functors

Pos

⊙ sSet

Cat

NU

ξ N

commutes up to natural isomorphism. As a consequence, the adjoint pair
Sd⊙ ⊣ Ex⊙ is isomorphic to the adjoint pair Sd ⊣ Ex of [Cis06, §8.2.21]. We
conclude by applying [Cis06, Proposition 8.2.29]. �

We wish to further characterise the model structure, and give an explicit set of
generating acyclic cofibrations. Given morphisms f : X → Y and f ′ : X ′ → Y ′

of diagrammatic sets, we let f⊗̂f ′ denote their pushout-product, that is, the
universal morphism obtained from the diagram

X ⊗X ′ X ⊗ Y ′

Y ⊗X ′ (X ⊗ Y ′) ∪ (Y ⊗X ′)

Y ⊗ Y ′.

X⊗f ′

f⊗X′

f⊗Y ′

Y⊗f ′

y

f⊗̂f ′

Following [Cis19, §2.4.11], the next definitions can be given relative to any
exact cylinder in a category of presheaves, but we specialise them to diagram-
matic sets for simplicity. Let m : X → Y be a monomorphism of diagrammatic
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sets. For all α ∈ {+,−}, in the pushout-product

X Y

~I ⊗X (~I ⊗X) ∪ Y

~I ⊗ Y

ια

m

~I⊗m

ια

0α⊗̂m

y

the outer diagram is a pullback by Proposition 3.6 and Remark 3.2, and the
legs of the pushouts are monomorphisms, so, as is the case in any category
of presheaves [Joh77, Proposition 1.55], the induced map 0α⊗̂m is again a
monomorphism. Similarly, in the pushout-product

∂~I ⊗X ~I ⊗X

∂~I ⊗ Y ~I ⊗X ∪ ∂~I ⊗ Y

~I ⊗ Y

∂~I⊗m

∂~I⊗X

∂~I⊗Y

~I⊗m

∂~I⊗̂m

y

the outer square is a pullback by Proposition 3.6 and stability of colimits under
base change, so ∂~I⊗̂m is also a monomorphism.
Given a class S of morphisms in ⊙Set, we let l(S) and r(S) denote the

classes of morphisms that have, respectively, the left and right lifting property
with respect to all morphisms in S.

3.13 (Class of anodyne extensions). A class of morphisms An in ⊙Set is a
class of anodyne extensions if

(AN0) there exists a set S of morphisms such that An = l(r(S)),
(AN1) for all monomorphisms m, 0α⊗̂m is in An, and
(AN2) for all j in An, ∂~I⊗̂j is again in An.

In this case, we call S a generating set of anodyne extensions.

Lemma 3.14 — For all inclusions m,m′ in RDCpx, the pushout-product
m⊗̂m′ is again an inclusion in RDCpx.

Proof. The fact that RDCpx is closed under pushout-products of inclusions
follows from the fact that RDCpx has pushouts of inclusions along inclu-
sions, and that i∗ : RDCpx →֒ ⊙Set preserves colimits and Gray products.
Moreover, the underlying function of m⊗̂m′ in Set is a cartesian pushout-
product of injections, which is always injective. �
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3.15 (Horn). Let U be an atom, α ∈ {+,−}, and let V ⊑ ∂αU be a rewritable
submolecule of the input or output boundary of U . We let ΛV

U be the regular
directed complex ∂U \ (V \ ∂V ), and call the evident inclusion λV

U : ΛV
U →֒ U

a horn of U . We let J :=
{
ΛV
U →֒ U | U atom, V ⊑ ∂αU rewritable

}
.

Lemma 3.16 — Let U, V be atoms, and let W ⊑ ∂αV be a rewritable sub-
molecule. Then

1. λW
V ⊗̂∂U = λW⊗U

V⊗U .

2. ∂U ⊗̂λ
W
V = λU⊗W

U⊗V ,

Proof. We have that W ⊗ U ⊑ ∂α(V ⊗ U) is a rewritable submolecule by
[Had24, Lemma 7.2.14, Proposition 7.2.16]. By inspection, the image of the
inclusion λW

V ⊗̂∂U in V ⊗ U consists of the elements (v, u) such that v ∈ ΛW
V

and u ∈ U , or v ∈ V and u ∈ ∂U , which are precisely the elements of ΛW⊗U
V⊗U .

The other equation is dual. �

Lemma 3.17 — Let j : X → Y be a morphism of diagrammatic sets and let
I, I ′ be two sets of morphisms in ⊙Set. If for all i ∈ I, j⊗̂i is in l(r(I ′)),
then for all i ∈ l(r(I)), j⊗̂i is in l(r(I ′)).

Proof. The functor −⊗− is biclosed, and the category ⊙Set is complete and
cocomplete, so we can apply [Hen20, Lemma B.0.10.(i)] with I1 := {j}, I2 := I
and I3 := I ′. �

Proposition 3.18 — The class l(r(J)) is a class of anodyne extensions.

Proof. The category RDCpx is small, so J is a set, hence (AN0) is satisfied.
For (AN1), we want to show that for all monomorphisms m of diagrammatic
sets, the morphism 0α⊗̂m is in l(r(J)). Since the class of monomorphisms is
equal to l(r({∂U : ∂U →֒ U})), by Lemma 3.17 it suffices to show that 0α⊗̂∂U
is in l(r(J)) for all atoms U . But the map 0α is a horn, so this follows from
Lemma 3.16. From the same lemma we deduce that ∂~I⊗̂λ

V
U is in l(r(J))

for all horn inclusions λV
U . By Lemma 3.17 again, ∂~I⊗̂j is in l(r(J)) for all

j ∈ l(r(J)), proving (AN2). �

In what follows, an anodyne extension will be a morphism in l(r(J)).

Proposition 3.19 — All submolecule inclusions are anodyne extensions.

Proof. Because all isomorphisms are anodyne extensions, and anodyne exten-
sions are closed under composition, it suffices to show that the inclusions of
the form U →֒ U #k V and V →֒ U #k V are anodyne extensions for all k ≥ 0.
The pasting U #k V is defined by a pushout of the form

∂+
k U = ∂−

k V V

U U #k V

y
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and since anodyne extensions are closed under pushouts, it suffices to prove
that ∂α

kU →֒ U is an anodyne extension for all k ≥ 0, α ∈ {+,−}. This is
trivial when U is a point, so we may proceed by induction on submolecules
[Had24, Comment 4.1.7], and assume that all submolecule inclusions into
proper submolecules of U are anodyne extensions. Suppose U is an atom,
n := dimU . For k ≥ n, the inclusion is an identity. For k = n − 1, then
∂α
kU = ∂αU is equal to the horn Λ∂−aU

U , whose inclusion is an anodyne ex-
tension by definition. For k < n− 1, then by globularity the inclusion factors
through ∂α

kU →֒ ∂αU , and we can apply the inductive hypothesis.
Finally, suppose U splits into proper submolecules V #i W . If k ≤ i, then

the inclusion of ∂α
kU factors through a submolecule inclusion into V or W ,

and we can apply the inductive hypothesis. If k > i, then the squares

∂α
k V ∂α

k V #i ∂
α
kW ∂α

kW V #i ∂
α
kW

V V #i ∂
α
kW W V #iW

j1 j2y y

are pushouts in RDCpx. By the inductive hypothesis, ∂α
k V →֒ V and

∂α
kW →֒ W are anodyne extensions, hence so are j1, j2 and their compos-

ite, which is equal to the inclusion ∂α
kU →֒ U . �

Corollary 3.20 — All inclusions of atoms are anodyne extensions.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 3.19 and [Had24, Lemma 4.1.5]. �

Lemma 3.21 — Let U be an atom and ΛV
U a horn of U . Then the horn

inclusion λV
U : ΛV

U →֒ U is an ∞-equivalence.

Proof. The functor Sd⊙ coincides with the functor −∆ from [Had24, §10.3.1].
Since Sd⊙ is left adjoint, the pushout diagram

∂V ΛV
U

V ∂U

y

of regular directed complexes is sent to a pushout diagram in sSet. By [Had24,
Proposition 10.1.29.(2)] and [Had24, Proposition 10.3.2], we conclude that
Sd⊙(Λ

V
U ) is a PL-ball, thus it is contractible. It follows that Sd⊙(λ

V
U ) is a

weak equivalence in sSet, as is any map between contractible objects. Since
left Quillen equivalences reflect weak equivalences between cofibrant objects
[Hov07, Corollary 1.3.16], and every object is cofibrant in the classical model
structure on sSet, we conclude that λV

U is an ∞-equivalence. �

Theorem 3.22 — In the Cisinski model structure on ⊙Set,
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1. the cofibrations are generated by the inclusions ∂U →֒ U ,
2. the acyclic cofibrations are generated by the horns ΛV

U →֒ U ,

where U ranges over all atoms.

Proof. By Theorem 3.10, the cofibrations are the monomorphisms, which are
generated by the inclusions ∂U →֒ U , where U ranges over all atoms.
Let J be the set of horn inclusions. By [Cis06, Proposition 1.3.13] applied

to J := (~I ⊗−, (ι−, ι+), σ) and M := {∂U →֒ U}, there exists a smallest class
ΛJ(J,M ) of anodyne extensions containing l(r(J)), which by Proposition 3.18
is actually equal to l(r(J)). The statement then follows from [Cis06, Corol-
laire 8.2.19], whose assumption (a) is satisfied by Lemma 3.21, assumption
(b) is proved in Lemma 3.20, and assumption (c) is true because ~I ⊗ U is
representable for all atoms U . �

Theorem 3.23 — The Cisinski model structure on ⊙Set is monoidal with
respect to the Gray product, whose derived functor is the cartesian product in
the homotopy category.

Proof. The pushout-product axiom is given by Lemma 3.14 for the generating
cofibrations and Lemma 3.16 for the generating acyclic cofibrations. The unit
axiom is satisfied since all objects are cofibrant. This proves that the model
structure is monoidal.
If U, V are atoms, since the underlying poset of U ⊗ V is the cartesian

product, and the nerve functor N : Pos → sSet is right adjoint, we have a
natural isomorphism

Sd⊙(U ⊗ V ) = N(U × V ) ∼= NU ×NV = Sd⊙(U)× Sd⊙(V ).

Since Sd⊙ is left adjoint, and −⊗− and −×− are closed respectively in⊙Set

and sSet, the above isomorphism extends along colimits to all diagrammatic
sets, that is, Sd⊙ sends Gray products to cartesian products in sSet, whose
derived functor is the cartesian product. We conclude by Proposition 3.12. �

Although it is clear that the good notion of product of diagrammatic sets is
the Gray product, nevertheless we conclude this paper by showing that ⊙
is a strict test category. We shortcut the study of the impractical cartesian
product of diagrammatic sets by factorising the Quillen equivalence

sSet sSet

Sd

Ex

⊣

through ⊙Set, using the above Quillen equivalence Sd⊙ ⊣ Ex⊙ and another
Quillen adjunction we define below. With the right adjoint of the latter, we
can send products of diagrammatic sets to products of simplicial sets, whose
homotopical properties are already well-understood.
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Comment 3.24 — The fact that⊙ is a strict test category may, at first, come as
a surprise: taking � to be the full subcategory of⊙ on iterated Gray products
of ~I, we obtain a cubical category without connections (the coconnections maps
are not cartesian, see Remark 1.2). This is famously a test category but not
a strict test category [Mal09]: for instance, the product of two intervals in
the cubical category has the homotopy type of S2 ∨S1. However, the simplex
category ∆ is a strict test category, and since we also recover it as a full
subcategory of ⊙, we should rather expect that we have enough maps to
make the cartesian product of diagrammatic sets homotopically well behaved.

The full subcategory inclusion i : ∆ →֒⊙ induces by left Kan extension along
the Yoneda embedding a functor i∆ : sSet → ⊙Set, together with its right
adjoint (−)∆ : ⊙Set→ sSet. Since i is full and faithful, so is i∆. We therefore
have the following adjunctions:

sSet ⊙Set sSet.

i∆

(−)∆

Sd⊙

Ex⊙

⊣ ⊣

We claim that Sd⊙i∆ is naturally isomorphic to the barycentric subdivision
endofunctor Sd, hence (Ex⊙−)∆ is naturally isomorphic to its right adjoint
Ex [FP90, Section 4.6]. The restriction of the forgetful functor ⊙ → Pos to
∆ is precisely the functor sending the n-simplex to its poset of non-degenerate
simplices ordered by inclusion. By definition, its post-composition with N is
the barycentric subdivision Sd: ∆→ sSet. Then the diagram of functors

sSet ⊙Set

∆ ⊙ Pos sSet

i∆
Sd⊙

Sd

U N

commutes up to natural isomorphism. Because i∆ is the left Kan extension
of ∆ →֒ ⊙Set along ∆ →֒ sSet, and Sd⊙, as a left adjoint, preserves left
Kan extensions, Sd⊙i∆ is the left Kan extension of Sd: ∆ → sSet along the
Yoneda embedding, which is by definition Sd up to natural isomorphism.

Proposition 3.25 — The adjunction i∆ ⊣ (−)∆ is a Quillen equivalence
between the classical model structure on sSet and the Cisinski model structure
on ⊙Set.

Proof. The boundary inclusions ∂∆n →֒ ∆n and the horns Λk
n →֒ ∆n in

sSet are sent via i∆ to boundary inclusions and horns in ⊙Set, therefore the
adjunction is Quillen. Since Sd ⊣ Ex is a Quillen auto-equivalence by [Cis06,
Proposition 8.2.29] and Sd⊙ ⊣ Ex⊙ is a Quillen equivalence by Proposition
3.12, by the 2-out-of-3 property i∆ ⊣ (−)∆ is also a Quillen equivalence. �
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Proposition 3.26 — The category ⊙ is a strict test category.

Proof. By Proposition 3.25, for all diagrammatic sets, Sd(X∆) is weakly equi-
valent to Sd⊙X in sSet. Moreover, since ∆ is a strict test category, Sd pre-
serves cartesian products up to weak equivalence. If X,Y are diagrammatic
sets, letting ≃ denote weak equivalence, we have

Sd⊙(X)× Sd⊙(Y ) ≃ Sd(X∆)× Sd(Y∆)

≃ Sd(X∆ × Y∆)
∼= Sd((X × Y )∆) ((−)∆ is right adjoint)

≃ Sd⊙(X × Y ).

This proves that Sd⊙ preserves finite products up to weak equivalence. It
follows that ⊙ is a strict test category. �

Corollary 3.27 — Let X,Y be diagrammatic sets. Then X ⊗ Y and X × Y
are weakly equivalent in the Cisinski model structure.

Proof. By Theorem 3.23 and Proposition 3.26, both the Gray product and
the cartesian product induce the cartesian product in the homotopy category,
which implies that the canonical mapX⊗Y → X×Y is a weak equivalence. �
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