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Abstract. This note relates to the author’s construction of the Symplectic (A∞, 2)-Category,
Symp. Here we explain two ways of encoding the information in Symp — one topological, one
algebraic. The topological encoding is as an (A∞, 2)-flow category, which we define here. The
algebraic encoding is as a linear (A∞, 2)-category, which we extract from the topological encoding.
In upcoming work, the author and Wehrheim plan to use the adiabatic Fredholm theory developed
by Bottman–Wehrheim in [BW24] to construct Symp as an (A∞, 2)-flow category.

The definition of linear (A∞, 2)-category that we give in this note is different than the one pro-
posed in [BC18]. The recursive structure of the 2-associahedra identifies faces with fiber products of
2-associahedra over associahedra, and these fiber products led Bottman–Carmeli to associate oper-
ations to singular chains on 2-associahedra. The innovation in our new definition of linear (A∞, 2)-
category is to extend the family of 2-associahedra to include all fiber products of 2-associahedra
over associahedra. This allows us to associate operations to cellular chains, which in particular
enables us to produce a definition that involves only one operation in each arity, governed by a
collection of (A∞, 2)-equations.

1. Introduction

A linear A∞-category is a category over the operad Ccell
∗ (K) := (Ccell

∗ (Kr))r≥1, where Kr is
the (r − 2)-dimensional associahedron. In particular, there is an r-ary operation on morphisms
associated to each cellular chain in Kr, and these operations satisfy coherences expressed by the
commutativity of the squares

Ccell
∗ (Kr−s+1)⊗ Ccell

∗ (Ks)⊗ hom(X0, X1)⊗ · · · ⊗ hom(Xr−1, Xr) //

��

Ccell
∗ (Kr)⊗ · · ·

��
Ccell
∗ (Kr−s+1)⊗ · · · ⊗ hom(Xi, Xi+s)⊗ · · · // hom(X0, Xr).

(1)

The left vertical arrow indicates performing the s-ary composition

Ccell
∗ (Ks)⊗ hom(Xi, Xi+1)⊗ · · · ⊗ hom(Xi+s−1, Xi+s) → hom(Xi, Xi+s),(2)

while the upper horizontal arrow indicates performing operadic composition in Ccell
∗ (K). Specifically,

the upper horizontal arrow uses the composition

Ccell
∗ (Kr−s+1)⊗ Ccell

∗ (Ks) → Ccell
∗ (Kr−s+1 ×Ks) → Ccell

∗ (Kr),(3)

where the first arrow is the Eilenberg–Zilber map and the second map uses the identification of the
faces of the associahedra with products of smaller associahedra.

In [BC18], the author and Carmeli proposed a definition of linear (A∞, 2)-categories, with an
eye toward defining Symp, the Symplectic (A∞, 2)-Category1. The idea of Symp is that objects
are symplectic manifolds, that hom(M1,M2) is defined to be the Fukaya category M−

1 ×M2, and

Date: December 30, 2024.
1See [AB24, §4] for an overview of Symp.
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that there are composition maps on 2-morphisms associated to chains in 2-associahedra. Bottman–
Carmeli therefore aimed to define linear (A∞, 2)-categories analogously to linear A∞-categories,
with 2-associahedra playing the role of associahedra.

As established in [Bot19a, Thm. 4.1], faces of 2-associahedra can be identified with products of
fiber products of 2-associahedra, with respect to the forgetful maps from 2-associahedra to asso-
ciahedra. Bottman–Carmeli were therefore unable to adapt the square (1) to the 2-associahedra;
specifically, the issue is with the top arrow. Instead, they used a version of (1) that used the
Alexander–Whitney map, rather than the Eilenberg–Zilber map. Furthermore, they were forced to
associate operations to singular chains in 2-associahedra, rather than cellular chains. For several
reason, this is undesirable:

• Symp would be difficult to implement using Bottman–Carmeli’s definition, because it would
mean developing a method for regularizing uncountably-infinitely-many moduli spaces com-
patibly.

• In a linear A∞-category, there is one operation for every finite sequence of objects, and
the A∞-equations express the coherences satisfied by these operations. Bottman–Carmeli’s
definition of a linear (A∞, 2)-category is much less concise of an algebraic structure — besides
there being uncountably-infinitely-many operations of each arity, there are no “(A∞, 2)-
equations”.

1.1. (A∞, 2)-flow categories and linear (A∞, 2)-categories. The contribution of this note is to
define the notion of an (A∞, 2)-flow category and to produce a new definition of a linear (A∞, 2)-
category. The notion of an (A∞, 2)-flow category as defined in Definition 2.5 is analogous to that of
a flow category (see, for instance, [PS24] for a recent example of flow categories being used in the
context of Floer homotopy theory). Using the toolbox of adiabatic Fredholm theory, as developed
by Bottman–Wehrheim in [BW24], the author plans to construct Symp as an (A∞, 2)-flow category
in upcoming joint work with Katrin Wehrheim.

Our new definition of a linear (A∞, 2)-category ameliorates the two issues mentioned in bul-
let points at the end of the previous subsection. Recall the following structural properties of 2-
associahedra:

(forgetful) and (recursive) parts of Theorem 4.1, [Bot19a], paraphrased. The 2-
associahedra Wn, for r ≥ 1 and n ∈ Zr

≥0 \ {0}, satisfy the following properties:

(forgetful) Wn is equipped with forgetful maps π : Wn → Kr to the r-th associahedron,
which are surjective maps of posets.
(recursive) The faces of Wn decompose canonically as products of fiber products of smaller
2-associahedra, where the fiber products are with respect to the forgetful maps to the associ-
ahedra.

The latter property was the reason that Bottman–Carmeli were unable to adapt (1) to the context
of (A∞, 2)-categories. However, there is a simple remedy for this problem: expand the collection
(Wn) to the larger collection

O :=
(
Wn1 ×Kr · · · ×Kr Wna

)
r≥1,a≥1,

n1,...,na∈Za
≥0\{0}

.(4)

Again appealing to [Bot19a, Theorem 4.1], O has the property that its faces canonically decompose
as products of elements of O. This enables our new definition of linear (A∞, 2)-categories, in which
we associate operations to cellular chains in fiber products of 2-associahedra.

Given an (A∞, 2)-flow category, there is a straightforward method to extract a linear (A∞, 2)-
category. This is the subject of the following result, which appears at the end of this paper.
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∂ = ∪ ∪

Figure 1. Here we depict the codimension-1 degenerations in an element of O in
a heuristic fashion. On the left is a representative element of a fiber product of
2-associahedra. There are three types of codimension-1 degenerations, which are
depicted from left to right on the right-hand side: points on a single seam on a single
sphere can collide; a proper subset of seams on all spheres can collide; or all seams
on a single sphere can collide. Mildly generalizing the terminology in [Bot19a], we
could call these type-1, -2, and -3 degenerations.

Proposition 3.4, paraphrased. Under mild hypotheses, an (A∞, 2)-flow category gives rise to a
linear (A∞, 2)-category.

For simplicity, we assume throughout that the coefficient field K has characteristic 2.

Moreover, all A∞- and (A∞, 2)-categories are curved.

Acknowledgments. Conversations with Katrin Wehrheim in Spring 2024 played a crucial role in
the development of this paper. The author thanks the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics for
having enabled these conversations. The author first conceived of associating operations to chains
in fiber products of 2-associahedra in Spring 2019, and he thanks Paul Seidel and Guillem Cazassus
for their interest in this approach.
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2. A∞- and (A∞, 2)-flow categories

In this section, we define A∞- and (A∞, 2)-flow categories. Before proceeding with the definitions
of these objects, we recall the notion of manifolds with faces, and combine this with work of Joyce
[Joy16] to define manifolds with g-faces.

Definition 2.1. A manifold with corners M is a second-countable Hausdorff topological space
equipped with an atlas of local homeomorphisms to open subsets of the orthant Rn

≥0, such that
all transition functions are smooth. Following [PS24], we denote by Γ: M → R the codimension
function, which is necessarily upper-semicontinuous.

We say that a manifold with corners M is a manifold with faces if, for any i ≥ 0, the closure
of any connected component of Γ−1{i} is an embedded codimension-i submanifold with corners.
If M is a manifold with faces, we call the closure of a connected component of Γ−1{i} a face of
codimension i.2 (In fact, the notion of faces also makes sense for general manifolds with corners.)
A boundary face is a codimension-1 face. △

We do not recall the precise definition of Joyce’s manifolds with g-corners, because of how involved
this definition is. Manifolds with g-corners are a generalization of manifolds with corners, and they
have several convenient properties: for instance, under mild additional hypotheses, transverse fiber
products of manifolds with g-corners are again manifolds with g-corners, which will help us in
our definition of (A∞, 2)-flow categories. Essentially, manifolds with g-corners are modeled on a
positive-real version of affine toric varieties. We say that a manifold with g-corners is a manifold
with g-faces if the closure of any connected component of the codimension-i locus is again a manifold
with g-corners.

Example 2.2. The simplest example of a manifold with g-corners that is not a manifold with
corners is the following:

X := {(x, y, z, w) ∈ R4
≥0 | xy = zw}.(5)

That is, X is a positive-real version of a cone over a quadric surface. There are four 2-dimensional
faces that are incident to the 0-dimensional stratum {(0, 0, 0, 0)}:

{(x, 0, z, 0)}, {(x, 0, 0, w)}, {(0, y, z, 0)}, {(0, y, 0, w)}.(6)

In fact, X is CW-isomorphic to an open square pyramid. X cannot be a manifold with corners,
because in an n-dimensional manifold with corners, at most n codimension-1 faces can be incident
to a 0-dimensional face. △

Our final preliminary definition is of a system of boundary faces. We essentially follow the defi-
nition in [PS24].

Definition 2.3. Suppose that M is a (g-)manifold with corners. A system of boundary faces for M
is a finite collection (Fi) of codimension-1 faces of M , such that every point in M of codimension 1
lies in exactly one Fi. △

We are now ready to define A∞- and (A∞, 2)-flow categories.

Definition 2.4. An A∞-flow category C consists of:
• A set Ob.
• For every L,K ∈ Ob, a pair hom(L,K) = (XL,K , iL,K , fL,K), where XL,K is a closed smooth

manifold equipped with an immersion iL,K : XL,K → M , and fL,K : XL,K → R is a Morse
function.

2This diverges mildly from [PS24]: their notion of “codimension-i face” is, in our terminology, a union of disjoint
codimension-i faces.
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• For every r ≥ 0 and L0, . . . , Lr ∈ Ob, a compact manifold with faces X (L0, . . . , Lr) that is
equipped with maps

crit(fLi−1,Li), i = 1, . . . , r

X (L0, . . . , Lr)

ai
L0,...,Lr

11

bL0,...,Lr
//

pL0,...,Lr //

crit(fL0,Lr)

Kr,

(7)

where Kr is the (r − 2)-dimensional associahedron.
• For every choice of integers r, i, s with r ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ i + 1 ≤ i + s ≤ r, and objects
L0, . . . , Lr ∈ Ob, a smooth embedding

φi,s
L0,...,Lr : X (L0, . . . , Li+1, Li+s, . . . , Lr) ai+2×b X (Li+1, . . . , Li+s) → X (L0, . . . , Lr).(8)

We require that these data satisfy the following properties.
• For any choice of r ≥ 0 and L0, . . . , Lr, we require that the images of the maps φi,s

L0,...,Lr

define a system of boundary faces for X (L0, . . . , Lr).
• The maps φi,s

L0,...,Lr cover the operadic composition maps on associahedra, in the sense that
the following square commutes:

X (L0, . . . , Li+1, Li+s, . . . , Lr) ai+2×b X (Li+1, . . . , Li+s)
φi,s

L0,...,Lr
//

p×p

��

X (L0, . . . , Lr)

pL0,...,Lr

��
Kr−s+1 ×Ks

// Kr.

(9)

• The composition maps are associative in the evident way. △

The definition of an (A∞, 2)-flow category is similar.

Definition 2.5. An (A∞, 2)-flow category 2C consists of:
• A category (Ob, 1Mor).
• For every M1,M2 ∈ Ob, an A∞-flow category C .
• For every r ≥ 1, n ∈ Zr

≥0, and collection of 1-morphisms

L :=
(
Lk
(i−1)i ∈ hom(Mi−1,Mi)

)
1≤i≤r,0≤k≤ni

,(10)

a compact manifold-with-g-corners X (L) that is equipped with maps

crit(fLk−1
(i−1)i

,Lk
(i−1)i

), i = 1, . . . , r, k = 1, . . . , ni

X (L)

ai,kL
33

bL //

pL

//

crit(fL0
01◦···◦L0

(r−1)r
,L

n1
01 ◦···◦L

nr
(r−1)r

)

Wn,

(11)

where Wn is the n-th 2-associahedron, interpreted as a manifold with g-corners as in
[Bot19b], [BO19].
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• Smooth embeddings φ1
i,a,b, φ

2
i,s,(mj)

:

φ1
i,a,b : X (L′)

ai+1,a+1

L′
×bL′′ X (L′′) → X (L), 1 ≤ i+ 1 ≤ r, 0 ≤ a ≤ a+ b ≤ ni+1,(12)

L′′ :=

 La
i(i+1)
...

La+b
i(i+1)

 , L′ :=



L0
01 L0

(i−1)i L0
i(i+1) L0

(i+1)(i+2) L0
(r−1)r

...
... · · ·

... La
i(i+1)

... · · ·
...

La+b
i(i+1)
...

Ln1
01 Lni

(i−1)i L
ni+1

i(i+1) L
ni+2

(i+1)(i+2) Lnr

(r−1)r


;

φ2
i,s,(mj)tj=1

: X (L′)
(ai+1,j

L′ )1≤j≤t
×(bL′′

(j)
)1≤j≤t

Ks∏
1≤j≤t

X (L′′
(j)) → X (L),(13)

1 ≤ i+ 1 ≤ 1 + s ≤ r,

t∑
j=1

mj = (ni+1, . . . , ni+s),

L′′
(j) :=


L
m1

1+···+mj−1
1 +1

i(i+1) L
m1

s+···+mj−1
s +1

(i+s−1)(i+s)
... · · ·

...

L
m1

1+···+mj
1

i(i+1) L
m1

s+···+mj
s

(i+s−1)(i+s)

 ,

L′ :=


L0
01 L0

(i−1)i L0
i(i+1) ◦ · · · ◦ L

0
(i+s−1)(i+s) L0

(i+s)(i+s+1) L0
(r−1)r

... · · ·
...

...
... · · ·

...

Ln1
01 Lni

(i−1)i L
ni+1

i(i+1) ◦ · · · ◦ L
ni+s

(i+s−1)(i+s) L
ni+s+1

(i+s)(i+s+1) Lnr

(r−1)r

 .

We require that these data satisfy the following properties.
• For any choice of the collection of 1-morphisms L, we require that the images of the maps
φ1
i,a,b and φ2

i,s,(mj)
define a system of boundary faces for X (L).

• The maps φ1
i,a,b and φ2

i,s,(mj)
cover the operadic composition maps on 2-associahedra, in the

sense that the following squares commute:

X (L′)×X (L′′)
φ1
i,a,b //

pL′
&&

X (L)

pL||
Wn ,

X (L′)×
∏Ks

1≤j≤sX (L′′
(j))

φ2
i,s,(mj)t

k=1 //

pL′×
∏

1≤j≤s pL′′
(j)
��

X (L)

pL

��
Wñ ×

∏Ks
1≤j≤sWmj // Wn.

(14)

• The composition maps are associative in the evident way.
• The maps defining the fiber products in (13) are c-transverse interior maps, in the sense of

[Joy16]. △

Remark 2.6. Manifolds with g-corners are better-behaved under fiber products than manifolds with
corners. In particular, Joyce shows in [Joy16, Theorem 4.28] that fiber products of manifolds with
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g-corners with respect to c-transverse interior maps are again manifolds with g-corners. Analogous
theorems for manifolds with corners typically require intricate combinatorial conditions. △

3. Extracting linear categorical structures from A∞- and (A∞, 2)-flow
categories

In this section, we will explain how A∞- and (A∞, 2)-flow categories give rise to linear A∞- and
(A∞, 2)-categories.

3.1. A warmup: from A∞-flow categories to linear A∞-categories.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that C is an A∞-flow category. Then we can produce a linear A∞-
category Clin in the following way:

• ObClin := ObC .
• homClin

(L,K) := CM∗(fL,K ;K).
• For r ≥ 0, we define

µr : CM∗(fL0,L1 ;K)⊗ · · · ⊗ CM∗(fLr−1,Lr ;K) → CM∗(fL0,Lr ;K)(15)

in the following way:
– Denote by X0(L

0, . . . , Lr) the union of the 0-dimensional faces of X (L0, . . . , Lr).
– Given p1 ∈ crit(fL0,L1), . . . , pr ∈ crit(fLr−1,Lr) and q ∈ crit(fL0,Lr), we define the

corresponding coefficient in µr by

⟨p1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ pr, q⟩ := #
(
X0(L

0, . . . , Lr) ∩
(
(a1L0,...,Lr , . . . , a

r
L0,...,Lr , bL0,...,Lr)−1{(p1, . . . , pr, q)}

))
.

(16)

Proof. The only thing we need to check is that the composition operations µr satisfy the K-linear
A∞ relations, i.e. that for every r ≥ 0, L0, . . . , Lr, and xi ∈ hom(Li−1, Li) for 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the
equation ∑

i,s

µr−s+1(x1, . . . , xi, µℓ(xi+1, . . . , xi+s), xi+s+1, . . . , xr) = 0(17)

holds. We will prove (17) by considering X1(L
0, . . . , Lr), which denotes the union of the 1-dimensional

components of X (L0, . . . , Lr).
It follows from the definition of an A∞-flow category that the map φ in (8) restricts to a bijection⊔

0≤i≤r
0≤s≤r−i

X0(L
0, . . . , Li, Li+s, . . . , Lr)×X0(L

i, . . . , Li+s) → ∂X1(L
0, . . . , Lr).(18)

(17) now follows from taking cardinalities. □

3.2. Linear (A∞, 2)-categories. As we explained in §1, the reason that defining a linear version
of (A∞, 2)-categories is difficult is that the boundary faces of 2-associahedra are products of fiber
products of 2-associahedra. This is in contrast to the situation with A∞-categories: it is easy to de-
fine linear A∞-categories, because the boundary faces of associahedra are products of associahedra.
In this subsection, we explain an alternate approach to defining a linear (A∞, 2)-category. The key
observation is that replacing “2-associahedra” with “fiber products of 2-associahedra” fixes the issue
we described in the previous paragraph.

Definition 3.2. A (curved) K-linear (A∞, 2) category 2C consists of:
• A category (Ob, 1Mor).
• For every M1,M2 ∈ Ob and L12, L

′
12 ∈ 1Mor(M1,M2), a K-vector space hom(L12, L

′
12).

7



• For any choice of integers r ≥ 1, a ≥ 0, tuples of integers n1, . . . ,na ∈ Zr
≥0 \ {0}, and a

collection

(
Lj,k
(i−1)i

)
1≤i≤r,1≤j≤a,

0≤k≤nj
i

(19)

of 1-morphisms, a linear map

hom(L1,0
01 , L1,1

01 )
⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
1,n1

1−1

01 , L
1,n1

1
01 )

⊗
...
⊗

hom(La,0
01 , La,1

01 )
⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
a,na

1−1

01 , L
a,na

1
01 )

⊗ · · · ⊗

hom(L1,0
(r−1)r

, L1,1
(r−1)r

)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
1,n1

r−1

(r−1)r
, L

1,n1
r

(r−1)r
)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(La,0
(r−1)r

, La,1
(r−1)r

)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
a,na

r−1

(r−1)r
, L

a,na
r

(r−1)r
)

µr
n1,...,na

→

hom(L1,0
01 ◦ · · · ◦ L1,0

(r−1)r
, L

1,n1
1

01 ◦ · · · ◦ L
1,n1

r
(r−1)r

)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(La,0
01 ◦ · · · ◦ La,0

(r−1)r
, L

a,na
1

01 ◦ · · · ◦ L
a,na

r
(r−1)r

).

(20)

We use the following notation to denote the evaluation of this composition map:

µr
n1,...,na



x1,1
1 x1,1

r

... · · ·
...

x
1,n1

1
1 x

1,n1
r

r

...
xa,1
1 xa,1

r

... · · ·
...

x
a,na

1
1 x

a,na
r

r


(21)

For any r ≥ 1 and n1, . . . ,na ∈ Zr
≥0 \ {0} and every tuple of 2-morphisms

(
xj,ki ∈ hom

(
Lj,k−1
(i−1)i, L

j,k
(i−1)i

))
1≤i≤r,1≤j≤a,

1≤k≤nj
i

,(22)
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we require that the corresponding (A∞, 2)-equation is satisfied, i.e.:

∑
∗1

µr
n1,...,ñi,...,na



x1,1
1 x1,1

s x1,1
s+1 x1,1

s+2 x1,1
r

... · · ·
...

...
... · · ·

...

x
1,n1

1
1 x

1,n1
s

s x
1,n1

s+1
s+1 x

1,n1
s+2

s+2 x
1,n1

r
r

...
xi,1
1 xi,1

s xi,1
s+1 xi,1

s+2 xi,1
r

...
xi,k
s+1

... · · ·
... µ1

ℓ


xi,k+1
s+1

...
xi,k+ℓ
s+1

 ... · · ·
...

xi,k+ℓ+1
s+1

...

x
i,ni

1
1 x

i,ni
s

s x
i,ni

s+1
s+1 x

i,ni
s+2

s+2 x
i,ni

r
r

xa,1
1 xa,1

s xa,1
s+1 xa,1

s+2 xa,1
r

... · · ·
...

...
... · · ·

...

x
a,na

1
1 x

a,na
s

s x
1,na

s+1
s+1 x

a,na
s+2

s+2 x
a,na

r
r



(23)

+
∑
∗2

µr−t+1
ñ1,...,ña



x1,1
1

...

x
1,n1

1
1

...
xa,1
1

...

x
a,na

1
1

· · ·µt
m1,1,...,m1,b1 ,...,ma,1,...,ma,ba



x1,1
s+1 x1,1

s+t

... · · ·
...

x
1,m1

1
s+1 x

1,m1
t

s+t

...

x
a,na

s+1−m
a,ba
1 +1

s+1 x
a,na

s+t−m
a,ba
t +1

s+t

... · · ·
...

x
a,na

s+1
s+1 x

a,na
s+t

s+t


· · ·

x1,1
r

...

x
1,n1

r
r

...
xa,1
r

...
x
a,na

r
r



+
∑
∗3

id, . . . , id︸ ︷︷ ︸
i−1

, µ1
b , id, . . . , id︸ ︷︷ ︸

a−i

 ◦ µr
n1,...,ni−1,m1,...,mb,ni+1,...,na




x1,1
1 x1,1

r

... · · ·
...

x
1,n1

1
1 x

1,n1
r

r

...
xa,1
1 xa,1

r

... · · ·
...

x
a,na

1
1 x

a,na
r

r


= 0,

where the symbols ∗1, ∗2, ∗3 indicate that we sum over the following:

∗1 : s, i, k ∈ Z≥0, ℓ with 1 ≤ s+ 1 ≤ r, 1 ≤ i ≤ a, 1 ≤ k + 1 ≤ k + ℓ ≤ ni
s+1,

and where we denote ñi := (ni
1, . . . , n

i
s, n

i
s+1 − ℓ+ 1, ni

s+2, . . . , n
i
r);

∗2 : s, t ∈ Z≥0,m
1,1, . . . ,m1,b1 , . . . ,ma,1, . . . ,ma,ba ∈ Zt

≥0 with 1 ≤ s+ 1 ≤ s+ t ≤ r, t, r − t+ 1 ≥ 2,∑
j

mi,j = ni ∀ i, and where we denote ñi := (ni
1, . . . , n

i
s, bi, n

i
s+t+1, . . . , n

i
r);

∗3 : i, b ∈ Z≥0,m
1, . . . ,mb ∈ Zr

≥0 with 1 ≤ i ≤ a,ni = m1 + · · ·+mb.

△

Remark 3.3. When r = 1, the (A∞, 2)-equations (23) become the A∞-equations. That is, for any
M1,M2 ∈ Ob, 1Mor(M1,M2) (including both 1-morphisms and morphisms between 1-morphisms)
forms a curved A∞-category. △
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Proposition 3.4. Suppose that 2C is an (A∞, 2)-flow category. Then we can produce a K-linear
(A∞, 2)-category 2Clin in the following way, under the hypothesis that all fiber products over associ-
ahedra are cut out by c-transverse interior maps.

• The categories of objects and 1-morphisms are the same for 2C and 2Clin.

• For L01, L
′
01 ∈ 1Mor(M0,M1), we set hom2Clin

(L01, L
′
01) := CM∗(fL01,L′

01
;K).

• Fix r ≥ 1, a ≥ 0, tuples n1, . . . ,na ∈ Zr
≥0 \ {0}, and a collection

L :=
(
Lj,k
(i−1)i

)
1≤i≤r,1≤j≤a,

0≤k≤nj
i

.(24)

Then we define

hom(L1,0
01 , L1,1

01 )
⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
1,n1

1−1

01 , L
1,n1

1
01 )

⊗
...
⊗

hom(La,0
01 , La,1

01 )
⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
a,na

1−1

01 , L
a,na

1
01 )

⊗ · · · ⊗

hom(L1,0
(r−1)r

, L1,1
(r−1)r

)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
1,n1

r−1

(r−1)r
, L

1,n1
r

(r−1)r
)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(La,0
(r−1)r

, La,1
(r−1)r

)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(L
a,na

r−1

(r−1)r
, L

a,na
r

(r−1)r
)

µr
n1,...,na

→

hom(L1,0
01 ◦ · · · ◦ L1,0

(r−1)r
, L

1,n1
1

01 ◦ · · · ◦ L
1,n1

r
(r−1)r

)

⊗
...
⊗

hom(La,0
01 ◦ · · · ◦ La,0

(r−1)r
, L

a,na
1

01 ◦ · · · ◦ L
a,na

r
(r−1)r

).

(25)

in the following fashion:

– For 1 ≤ j ≤ a, set L(j) :=
(
Lj,k
(i−1)i

)
1≤i≤r,0≤k≤nj

i
. Set

X
(
L(1), . . . ,L(a)

)
:=

Kr∏
1≤j≤a

X
(
L(j)

)
,(26)

and denote by X0

(
L(1), . . . ,L(a)

)
the union of the 0-dimensional faces of X

(
L(1), . . . ,L(a)

)
.

– Suppose that we are given

(
pj,ki ∈ crit

(
f
Lj,k−1
(i−1)i

,Lj,k
(i−1)i

))
1≤i≤r,1≤j≤a,

1≤k≤nj
i

,
(
qj ∈ crit

(
f
L1,0
01 ◦···◦L1,0

(r−1)r
,L

1,n1
1

01 ◦···◦L1,n1
r

(r−1)r

))
1≤j≤a

.(27)

10



We define the corresponding coefficient in µr by

〈
µr
n1,...,na



p1,1
1
⊗
...
⊗

p
1,n1

1
1
⊗
...
⊗

pa,1
1
⊗
...
⊗

p
a,na

1
1

⊗ · · · ⊗

p1,1
r
⊗
...
⊗

p
1,n1

r
r

⊗
...
⊗

pa,1
r
⊗
...
⊗

p
a,na

r
r


,

q1

⊗
...
⊗
qa

〉
(28)

:= #


X0(L(0), . . . ,L(r)) ∩ ((ai,kL(j))1≤i≤r,1≤j≤a,

0≤k≤n
j
i

, (bL(j))1≤j≤a)
−1



p1,1
1

...

p
1,n1

1
1

...
pa,1
1

...

p
a,na

1
1

· · ·

p1,1
r

...

p
1,n1

r
r

...
pa,1
r

...

p
a,na

r
r

,
q1

...
qa




.

Proof. The evident adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.1. □
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