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D-manifolds, d-orbifolds and derived differential

geometry: a detailed summary

Dominic Joyce

Abstract

This is a detailed summary of the author’s (rather longer) book [35].
We introduce a 2-category dMan of d-manifolds, new geometric objects
which are ‘derived’ smooth manifolds, in the sense of the ‘derived alge-
braic geometry’ of Toén and Lurie. Manifolds Man embed in dMan
as a full (2-)subcategory. There are also 2-categories dManP, dMan®
of d-manifolds with boundary and with corners, and orbifold versions
dOrb, dOrb®,dOrb® of all of these, d-orbifolds.

Much of differential geometry extends very nicely to d-manifolds and d-
orbifolds — immersions, submersions, submanifolds, transverse fibre prod-
ucts, orientations, bordism groups, etc. Compact oriented d-manifolds
and d-orbifolds have virtual classes. Boundaries of d-manifolds and d-
orbifolds with corners behave in a functorial way.

Many important areas of geometry involve forming moduli spaces M
of geometric objects, and ‘counting’ them to get an enumerative invariant,
or a more general structure in homological algebra, such as a Floer homol-
ogy theory. These areas include Donaldson invariants and Seiberg-Witten
invariants of 4-manifolds, Donaldson—Thomas invariants of Calabi—Yau
3-folds, Gromov—Witten invariants in both algebraic and symplectic ge-
ometry, and Lagrangian Floer cohomology, Fukaya categories, contact ho-
mology, and Symplectic Field Theory in symplectic geometry.

In all these areas, one first defines an appropriate geometric structure
on M, and then applies a ‘virtual class’ or ‘virtual chain’ construction to
do the ‘counting’ and define the invariants. The geometric structures used
for this purpose include C-schemes and Deligne-Mumford C-stacks with
perfect obstruction theories in complex algebraic geometry, and polyfolds
and Kuranishi spaces in symplectic geometry.

There are truncation functors from all of these classes of geometric
structures on M to d-manifolds or d-orbifolds, with or without corners.
There are also truncation functors from quasi-smooth derived C-schemes
and Spivak’s derived manifolds to d-manifolds. As a result, all the areas
of geometry above involving ‘counting’ moduli spaces can be rewritten in
terms of d-manifolds and d-orbifolds. This will lead to new results and
simplifications of existing proofs, particularly in areas involving moduli
spaces with boundary and corners.

A (rather shorter) survey paper on the book, focussing on d-manifolds
without boundary, is [36].
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1 Introduction

This is a summary of the author’s (rather longer) book [35] on ‘D-manifolds and
d-orbifolds: a theory of derived differential geometry’. A (rather shorter) survey
paper on the book, focussing on d-manifolds without boundary, is [36], and
readers just wanting a general overview of the theory are advised to read [36].

In this paper we aim to provide a fairly complete coverage of the main
definitions and results of [35], omitting almost all proofs and some more abstruse
technical details, which is suitable to be the primary reference for those wanting
to use d-manifolds and d-orbifolds in their own research.

We develop a new theory of ‘derived differential geometry’. The objects in
this theory are d-manifolds, ‘derived’ versions of smooth manifolds, which form
a (strict) 2-category dMan. There are also 2-categories of d-manifolds with
boundary dManP and d-manifolds with corners dMan®, and orbifold versions
of all these, d-orbifolds dOrb, dOrbP,dOrbe¢.

Here ‘derived’ is intended in the sense of derived algebraic geometry. The
original motivating idea for derived algebraic geometry, as in Kontsevich [38]
for instance, was that certain moduli schemes M appearing in enumerative in-
variant problems may be very singular as schemes. However, it may be natural
to realize M as a truncation of some ‘derived’ moduli space M, a new kind
of geometric object living in a higher category. The geometric structure on M
should encode the full deformation theory of the moduli problem, the obstruc-
tions as well as the deformations. It was hoped that M would be ‘smooth’, and
so in some sense simpler than its truncation M.

Early work in derived algebraic geometry focussed on dg-schemes, as in
Ciocan-Fontanine and Kapranov [I4]. These have largely been replaced by
the derived stacks of Toén and Vezzosi [56H58], and the structured spaces of
Lurie [40H42]. Derived differential geometry aims to generalize these ideas to
differential geometry and smooth manifolds. A brief note about it can be found
in Lurie [42, §4.5]; the ideas are worked out in detail by Lurie’s student David
Spivak [63], who defines an oco-category of derived manifolds.

The author came to these questions from a different direction, symplectic
geometry. Many important areas in symplectic geometry involve forming mod-
uli spaces M, ., (X, J, 3) of J-holomorphic curves in some symplectic manifold
(X,w), possibly with boundary in a Lagrangian Y, and then ‘counting’ these
moduli spaces to get ‘invariants’ with interesting properties. Such areas include
Gromov-Witten invariants (open and closed), Lagrangian Floer cohomology,
Symplectic Field Theory, contact homology, and Fukaya categories.

To do this ‘counting’, one needs to put a suitable geometric structure on
My (X, J,B) — something like the ‘derived’ moduli spaces M above — and
use this to define a ‘virtual class’ or ‘virtual chain’ in Z,Q or some homology
theory. Two alternative theories for geometric structures to put on moduli
spaces ./\7lg7m(X, J,B) are the Kuranishi spaces of Fukaya, Oh, Ohta and Ono
[19,20] and the polyfolds of Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder [22H27].

The philosophies of Kuranishi spaces and of polyfolds are in a sense opposite:
Kuranishi spaces remember only the minimal information needed to form virtual



chains, but polyfolds remember a huge amount more information, essentially a
complete description of the functional-analytic problem which gives rise to the
moduli space. There is a truncation functor from polyfolds to Kuranishi spaces.

The theory of Kuranishi spaces in [19,20] does not go far — they define
Kuranishi spaces, and construct virtual cycles upon them, but they do not
define morphisms between Kuranishi spaces, for instance. The author tried to
study and work with Kuranishi spaces as geometric spaces in their own right,
but ran into problems, and became convinced that a new definition was needed.
Upon reading Spivak’s theory of derived manifolds [53], it became clear that
some form of ‘derived differential geometry’ was required: Kuranishi spaces in
the sense of [19, §A] ought to be defined to be ‘derived orbifolds with corners’.

The purpose of [35], summarized here, is to build a comprehensive, rigorous
theory of derived differential geometry designed for applications in symplectic
geometry, and other areas of mathematics such as String Topology.

As the moduli spaces of interest in the symplectic geometry of Lagrangian
submanifolds should be ‘derived orbifolds with corners’, it was necessary that
this theory should cover not just derived manifolds without boundary, but also
derived manifolds and derived orbifolds with boundary and with corners. It
turns out that doing ‘things with corners’ properly is a complex, fascinating,
and hitherto almost unexplored area. This has added considerably to the length
of the project: the parts (sectionsPHAland Appendix[A]) dealing with d-manifolds
without boundary are only a quarter of the whole.

The author wants the theory to be easily usable by symplectic geometers,
and others who are not specialists in derived algebraic geometry. In applications,
much of the theory can be treated as a ‘black box’, as they do not require a
detailed understanding of what a d-manifold or d-orbifold really is, but only a
general idea, plus a list of useful properties of the 2-categories dMan, dOrb.

Our theory of derived differential geometry has a major simplification com-
pared to the derived algebraic geometry of Toén and Vezzosi [56H58] and Lurie
[40H42], and the derived manifolds of Spivak [53]. All of the ‘derived’ spaces
in [40H421[53,56H58] form some kind of oco-category (simplicial category, model
category, Segal category, quasicategory, ...). In contrast, our d-manifolds and
d-orbifolds form (strict) 2-categories dMan, ..., dOrb®, which are the simplest
and most friendly kind of higher category.

Furthermore, the oo-categories in [40H42,[53,[56H58] are usually formed by
localization (inversion of some class of morphisms), so the (higher) morphisms in
the resulting oco-category are difficult to describe and work with. But the 1- and
2-morphisms in dMan, . ..,dOrb¢ are defined explicitly, without localization.

The essence of our simplification is this. Consider a ‘derived’ moduli space
M of some objects E, e.g. vector bundles on some C-scheme X. One expects
M to have a ‘cotangent complex’ Laq, a complex in some derived category
with cohomology h'(La)|p = Ext' ™ (E, E)* for i € Z. In general, Laq can
have nontrivial cohomology in many negative degrees, and because of this such
objects M must form an oco-category to properly describe their geometry.

However, the moduli spaces relevant to enumerative invariant problems are
of a restricted kind: one considers only M such that L a4 has nontrivial coho-



mology only in degrees —1, 0, where h?(ILaq) encodes the (dual of the) deforma-
tions Ext'(E, E)*, and h~(Laq) the (dual of the) obstructions Ext?(E, E)*.
As in Toén [50, §4.4.3], such derived spaces are called quasi-smooth, and this is
a necessary condition on M for the construction of a virtual fundamental class.

Our construction of d-manifolds replaces complexes in a derived category
DP coh(M) with a 2-category of complexes in degrees —1,0 only. For general
M this loses a lot of information, but for quasi-smooth M, since IL o4 is concen-
trated in degrees —1, 0, the important information is retained. In the language
of dg-schemes, this corresponds to working with a subclass of derived schemes
whose dg-algebras are of a special kind: they are 2-step supercommutative dg-
algebras A=1 -4 A% such that d(A=1)- A=! = 0. Then d(A~1) is a square zero
ideal in AY, and A~! is a module over H° (A’l 4, AO).

An important reason why this 2-category style derived geometry works suc-
cessfully in our differential-geometric context is the existence of partitions of
unity on smooth manifolds, and on nice C*°-schemes. This means that (derived)
structure sheaves are ‘fine’ or ‘soft’, which simplifies their behaviour. Parti-
tions of unity are also essential for constructions such as gluing d-manifolds by
equivalences on open d-subspaces in dMan. In conventional derived algebraic
geometry, where partitions of unity do not exist, one needs the extra freedom
of an co-category to glue by equivalences.

Throughout the paper, following [35], we will consistently use different type-
faces to indicate different classes of geometrical objects. In particular:

e W, X,Y,... will denote manifolds (of any kind), or topological spaces.

o W X Y, ... will denote C*°-schemes.

e W . X.Y,... will denote d-spaces, including d-manifolds.

e W. . X,Y, ... will denote Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks, including orbifolds.
e W XY, ... will denote d-stacks, including d-orbifolds.

e W XY,...will denote d-spaces with corners, including d-manifolds with
corners.

e W X Y, ... will denote orbifolds with corners.

e W.X,Y,... will denote d-stacks with corners, including d-orbifolds with
corners.

Acknowledgements. My particular thanks to Dennis Borisov, Jacob Lurie and
Bertrand Toén for help with derived manifolds. I would also like to thank
Manabu Akaho, Tom Bridgeland, Kenji Fukaya, Hiroshi Ohta, Kauru Ono, and
Timo Schiirg for useful conversations.

2 (C°-rings and C*-schemes

If X is a manifold then the R-algebra C°*°(X) of smooth functions ¢ : X — R
is a C°°-ring. That is, for each smooth function f : R™ — R there is an n-fold



operation ®; : C°(X)" — C*(X) acting by @y : ¢1,...,¢n = f(c1,...,¢n),
and these operations @ satisfy many natural identities. Thus, C°°(X) actually
has a far richer algebraic structure than the obvious R-algebra structure.

C>-algebraic geometry is a version of algebraic geometry in which rings
or algebras are replaced by C*°-rings. The basic objects are C°°-schemes, a
category of differential-geometric spaces including smooth manifolds, and also
many singular spaces. They were introduced in synthetic differential geometry
(see for instance Dubuc [18] and Moerdijk and Reyes [49]), and developed further
by the author in [33] (surveyed in [34] and [35, App. B]).

This section briefly discusses C*°-rings, C°°-schemes, and quasicoherent
sheaves on C'*°-schemes, following the author’s treatment [33] §2-§6].

2.1 (C*-rings

Definition 2.1. A C*-ring is a set € together with operations & : €" — €
for all n > 0 and smooth maps f : R™ — R, where by convention when n = 0 we
define € to be the single point {#}. These operations must satisfy the following
relations: suppose m,n >0, and f; : R®" >R fori=1,...,mand g : R™ — R
are smooth functions. Define a smooth function h : R" — R by

by, .. en) = g(filzy, o zn) o fm(Tr @),

for all (x1,...,2,) € R". Then for all (¢1,...,¢,) € €" we have
Dpcr,... cn) = <I>g(<1>f1(cl,...,cn),...,fl)fm(cl,...,cn)).

We also require that for all 1 < j < n, defining 7; : R — R by =, :
(#1,...,2n) = xj, we have & (c1,...,¢n) = ¢; for all (c1,...,¢c,) € C".
Usually we refer to € as the C'*°-ring, leaving the operations ®; implicit.
A morphism between C°°-rings (Qﬁ, (Df) frroR coo), (@, (Ts)frroR coo)
is amap ¢ : € — D such that s (d(c1),...,0(cn)) = ¢ o Pylcr,...,cp) for
all smooth f : R® — R and ¢q,...,¢, € €. We will write C>°Rings for the
category of C*°-rings.

Here is the motivating example:

Example 2.2. Let X be a manifold. Write C*°(X) for the set of smooth
functions ¢ : X — R. Forn > 0 and f : R" — R smooth, define @ :
C®(X)" = C>*(X) by

(Prlers.. cn))(@) = flaa(®), ... cn(x)), (2.1)

for all ¢1,...,¢, € C®°(X) and x € X. It is easy to see that C°°(X) and the
operations ® ¢ form a C'*°-ring.

Now let f : X — Y be a smooth map of manifolds. Then pullback f* :
C>*(Y) — C°°(X) mapping f* : ¢ — co f is a morphism of C*°-rings. Further-
more (at least for Y without boundary), every C*°-ring morphism ¢ : C*°(Y) —
C>°(X) is of the form ¢ = f* for a unique smooth map f: X =Y.



Write C*°Rings® for the opposite category of C*°Rings, with directions
of morphisms reversed, and Man for the category of manifolds without bound-
ary. Then we have a full and faithful functor Fl\(,:[aangS : Man — C°°Rings®®
acting by Fa.TUP8S(X) = C°°(X) on objects and Fa, J"8%(f) = f* on mor-
phisms. This embeds Man as a full subcategory of C>°Rings®’.

Note that C*°-rings are far more general than those coming from manifolds.
For example, if X is any topological space we could define a C*°-ring C°(X) to
be the set of continuous ¢ : X — R, with operations ®¢ defined as in (2.1]). For
X a manifold with dim X > 0, the C*°-rings C*°(X) and C°(X) are different.

Definition 2.3. Let € be a C*°-ring. Then we may give € the structure of
a commutative R-algebra. Define addition ‘+” on € by ¢+ ¢ = ®y(c, ') for
¢,d € ¢, where f: R* 5 Ris f(x,y) =  +¥. Define multiplication ‘-’ on € by
c-d =®,(c,c), where g : R — R is g(x,y) = xy. Define scalar multiplication
by A € R by Ac = @y (c), where N’ : R — R is N (z) = Az. Define elements
0,1 € ¢ by 0= () and 1 = ®/(), where 0/ : R = R and 1’ : R” — R are
the maps 0’ : ) — 0 and 1’ : @ — 1. One can show using the relations on the ®
that the axioms of a commutative R-algebra are satisfied. In Example [2.2] this
yields the obvious R-algebra structure on the smooth functions ¢ : X — R.

An ideal I in € is an ideal I C € in € regarded as a commutative R-algebra.
Then we make the quotient €/7 into a C*°-ring as follows. If f : R" — R is
smooth, define @4 : (€/I)" — /I by

(e +1,....ca + D)) (x) = fler(z), ... cnlx)) + L.

Using Hadamard’s Lemma, one can show that this is independent of the choice
of representatives ¢y, ...,c,. Then (C/I, (@;)f;Rn_ﬂR coo) is a C'°°-ring.

A C®-ring € is called finitely generated if there exist cq,..., ¢, in € which
generate € over all C'*°-operations. That is, for each ¢ € € there exists smooth
f:R" - R with ¢ = ®¢(c1,...,¢n). Given such €, ¢q,...,c,, define ¢ :
C>®([R") = € by ¢(f) = ®s(c1,...,cpn) for smooth f: R" — R, where C>*(R")
is as in Example with X = R". Then ¢ is a surjective morphism of C'*°-
rings, so I = Ker ¢ is an ideal in C*°(R"), and € = C*°(R")/I as a C*-ring.
Thus, € is finitely generated if and only if € = C>°(R")/I for some n > 0 and
some ideal I in C*°(R™).

2.2 (C*°-schemes

Next we summarize material in [33] §4] on C'*°-schemes.

Definition 2.4. A C*-ringed space X = (X,Ox) is a topological space X
with a sheaf Ox of C*°-rings on X.

A morphism f = (f, f*) : (X,0x) — (Y,Oy) of C* ringed spaces is a
continuous map f : X — Y and a morphism f* : f~}(Oy) — Ox of sheaves
of C>®-rings on X, where f~!(Oy) is the inverse image sheaf. There is another



way to write the data f%: since direct image of sheaves f, is right adjoint to
inverse image f~!, there is a natural bijection

HOIIIX (f_l(Oy),Ox) gHomy(Oy,f*(Ox)). (22)

Write f; : Oy — fi(Ox) for the morphism of sheaves of C*°-rings on Y corre-
sponding to f* under (Z2)), so that

F Y Oy) — Ox e fy: Oy — fu(Ox). (2.3)

Depending on the application, either f* or fy may be more useful. We choose
to regard f* as primary and write morphisms as f = (f, f*) rather than (f, f;),
because we find it convenient to work uniformly using pullbacks, rather than
mixing pullbacks and pushforwards.

Write C*°RS for the category of C*°-ringed spaces. As in [I8 Th. 8] there
is a spectrum functor Spec : C*®Rings®® — C°°RS, defined explicitly in [33]
Def. 4.12]. A C*°-ringed space X is called an affine C*°-scheme if it is isomor-
phic in C*°RS to Spec € for some C*®-ring €. A C*°-ringed space X = (X, Ox)
is called a C*°-scheme if X can be covered by open sets U C X such that
(U,Ox|v) is an affine C*°-scheme. Write C°°Sch for the full subcategory of
C*°-schemes in C*°RS.

A C*-scheme X = (X,0x) is called locally fair if X can be covered by
open U C X with (U,Ox|y) & Spec€ for some finitely generated C*°-ring
€. Roughly speaking this means that X is locally finite-dimensional. Write
C=°Sch!f for the full subcategory of locally fair C*°-schemes in C*°Sch.

We call a C*°-scheme X separated, second countable, compact, locally com-
pact, or paracompact, if the underlying topological space X is Hausdorff, second
countable, compact, locally compact, or paracompact, respectively.

We define a C*°-scheme X for each manifold X.

Example 2.5. Let X be a manifold. Define a C*°-ringed space X = (X,Ox)
to have topological space X and Ox (U) = C(U) for each open U C X, where
C>(U) is the C*°-ring of smooth maps ¢: U — R, and if V C U C X are open
define pyy : C*(U) — C=®(V) by pyv : ¢ — ¢cly. Then X = (X,0x) is a
local C*°-ringed space. It is canonically isomorphic to Spec C*°(X), and so is
an affine C°°-scheme. It is locally fair.

Define a functor Fig..o® : Man — C*®Sch¥ c C*Sch by F. 5P =

Spec oFl\(,:[:nRings. Then F. 5" is full and faithful, and embeds Man as a full

subcategory of C*°Sch.
By [33 Cor. 4.21 & Th. 4.33] we have:

Theorem 2.6. Fibre products and all finite limits exist in C>°Sch. The sub-
category CSch'f is closed under fibre products and finite limits. The functor
Fﬁ:nSCh takes transverse fibre products in Man to fibre products in C*°Sch.

The proof of the existence of fibre products in C*°Sch follows that for fibre
products of schemes in Hartshorne [2I, Th. I1.3.3], together with the existence
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of C*°-scheme products X x Y of affine C'>°-schemes X,Y. The latter follows
from the existence of coproducts €D in C*Rings of C*-rings ¢,D. Here
¢®® may be thought of as a ‘completed tensor product’ of ¢,®. The actual
tensor product € ®gr ® is naturally an R-algebra but not a C*°-ring, with an
inclusion of R-algebras € @g D — €®D, but €®D is often much larger than
¢ @r ®. For free C*°-rings we have C>®(R™)@C>(R") = O (R™1").

In [33], Def. 4.34 & Prop. 4.35] we discuss partitions of unity on C°°-schemes.

Definition 2.7. Let X = (X,Ox) be a C*°-scheme. Consider a formal sum
> aca Cas Where A is an indexing set and ¢, € Ox(X) for a € A. We say
> acA Ca is a locally finite sum on X if X can be covered by open U C X such
that for all but finitely many a € A we have pxy(c,) =0 in Ox (U).

By the sheaf axioms for Ox, if ), 4 cq is a locally finite sum there exists a
unique ¢ € Ox(X) such that for all open U C X with pxy(cq) = 0in Ox (U)
for all but finitely many a € A, we have pxu(c) = > ,c4 pxu(ca) in Ox(U),
where the sum makes sense as there are only finitely many nonzero terms. We
call ¢ the limit of ) 4 cq, written ), co = c.

Let ¢ € Ox(X). Then there is a unique maximal open set V' C X with
pxv(c) =01in Ox (V). Define the support suppc to be X \ V, so that supp ¢ is
closed in X. If U C X is open, we say that ¢ is supported in U if suppc C U.

Let {U, : a € A} be an open cover of X. A partition of unity on X
subordinate to {Uy : a € A} is {n, : a € A} with n, € Ox(X) supported on U,
for a € A, such that } 4 74 is a locally finite sum on X with 7. = 1.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose X is a separated, paracompact, locally fair C*°-
scheme, and {U, : a € A} an open cover of X. Then there exists a partition of
unity {ne : a € A} on X subordinate to {U, : a € A}.

Here are some differences between ordinary schemes and C'°°-schemes:

Remark 2.9. (i) If A is a ring or algebra, then points of the corresponding
scheme Spec A are prime ideals in A. However, if € is a C*°-ring then (by
definition) points of Spec € are maximal ideals in € with residue field R, or
equivalently, R-algebra morphisms x : € — R. This has the effect that if X is a
manifold then points of Spec C*°(X) are just points of X.

(ii) In conventional algebraic geometry, affine schemes are a restrictive class.
Central examples such as CP™ are not affine, and affine schemes are not closed
under open subsets, so that C? is affine but C?\ {0} is not. In contrast, affine
C*°-schemes are already general enough for many purposes. For example:

e All manifolds are fair affine C*°-schemes.

e Open C*°-subschemes of fair affine C'>°-schemes are fair and affine.

e Separated, second countable, locally fair C'°°-schemes are affine.

Affine C*°-schemes are always separated (Hausdorff), so we need general C'>°-
schemes to include non-Hausdorff behaviour.
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(iii) In conventional algebraic geometry the Zariski topology is too coarse for
many purposes, so one has to introduce the étale topology. In C°°-algebraic
geometry there is no need for this, as affine C*°-schemes are Hausdorff.

(iv) Even very basic C°°-rings such as C°°(R") for n > 0 are not noetherian as
R-algebras. So C'*°-schemes should be compared to non-noetherian schemes in
conventional algebraic geometry.

(v) The existence of partitions of unity, as in Proposition[Z8] makes some things
easier in C'°°-algebraic geometry than in conventional algebraic geometry. For
example, geometric objects can often be ‘glued together’ over the subsets of
an open cover using partitions of unity, and if £ is a quasicoherent sheaf on a
separated, paracompact, locally fair C°°-scheme X then H*(&) = 0 for i > 0.

2.3 Modules over C*°-rings, and cotangent modules

In [33] §5] we discuss modules over C*°-rings.

Definition 2.10. Let € be a C*®-ring. A €-module M is a module over €
regarded as a commutative R-algebra as in Definition ¢-modules form an
abelian category, which we write as €-mod. For example, € is a €-module, and
more generally €Rr V is a €-module for any real vector space V. Let ¢ : € —
be a morphism of C*°-rings. If M is a €-module then ¢,(M) = M ®¢ D is a
®-module. This induces a functor ¢, : €-mod — D-mod.

Example 2.11. Let X be a manifold, and £ — X a vector bundle. Write
C>(FE) for the vector space of smooth sections e of E. Then C*°(X) acts on
C*°(E) by multiplication, so C*°(E) is a C°° (X )-module.

In [33] §5.3] we define the cotangent module Q¢ of a C*-ring €.

Definition 2.12. Let € be a C*®-ring, and M a €-module. A C*°-derivation
is an R-linear map d : € — M such that whenever f : R™ — R is a smooth map
and cp,...,cn, € €, we have

d®y(ct, ... en) = >0y @g(cl,...,cn) -de;.

We call such a pair M, d a cotangent module for € if it has the universal property
that for any €-module M’ and C*°-derivation d’ : € — M’, there exists a unique
morphism of €-modules ¢ : M — M’ with d' = ¢ o d.

Define Q¢ to be the quotient of the free €-module with basis of symbols
dc for ¢ € € by the €-submodule spanned by all expressions of the form
d(®g(er,...,en)) — iy @%(01,---,%) -de; for f : R® — R smooth and
C1y...,cn € €, and define de : € — Q¢ by de : ¢ — de. Then Qe,de is a
cotangent module for €. Thus cotangent modules always exist, and are unique
up to unique isomorphism.

Let €, be C*°-rings with cotangent modules Q¢,d¢, Qo,do, and ¢ : € —
® be a morphism of C*°-rings. Then ¢ makes 25 into a €-module, and there is
a unique morphism Qg : Q¢ — Qp in €-mod with dpo¢p = Qgyode. This induces
a morphism (Qy)4 : Q¢ Qe D — Qp in D-mod with (Qy)4 o (de ®idp) = do.
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Example 2.13. Let X be a manifold. Then the cotangent bundle T* X is a vec-
tor bundle over X, so as in Example 2TTlit yields a C°°(X)-module C*°(T*X).
The exterior derivative d : C®°(X) — C>®°(T*X) is a C*°-derivation. These
C>(T*X),d have the universal property in Definition 2.12] and so form a cotan-
gent module for C*°(X).

Now let X, Y be manifolds, and f : X — Y be smooth. Then f*(TY),TX
are vector bundles over X, and the derivative of f is a vector bundle morphism
df : TX — f*(TY). The dual of this morphism is df* : f*(T*Y) — T*X. This
induces a morphism of C*°(X)-modules (df*), : C®(f*(T*Y)) — C*(T*X).
This (df*). is identified with (€« ). in Definition under the natural iso-
morphism C* (f*(T*Y)) = C®(T*Y) @cw(y) C=(X).

Definition 2.12] abstracts the notion of cotangent bundle of a manifold in a
way that makes sense for any C*°-ring.

2.4 Quasicoherent sheaves on C'*°-schemes

In [33] §6] we discuss sheaves of modules on C*°-schemes.

Definition 2.14. Let X = (X,0Ox) be a C*°-scheme. An Ox-module £ on
X assigns a module E(U) over Ox (U) for each open set U C X, with Ox(U)-
action puy : Ox(U) x E(U) — E(U), and a linear map Eyy : E(U) — E(V) for
each inclusion of open sets V C U C X, such that the following commutes:

Ox(U) x E(U) ——=€(U)

2208
\LPvagUV EUV\L
124%

Ox(V) x E(V) ————=&(V),

and all this data £(U), Eyy satisfies the usual sheaf axioms [21] §IT.1] .

A morphism of Ox-modules ¢ : € — F assigns a morphism of Ox (U)-
modules ¢(U) : E(U) — F(U) for each open set U C X, such that ¢p(V)oEyy =
Fuy o ¢(U) for each inclusion of open sets V' C U C X. Then Ox-modules
form an abelian category, which we write as O x-mod.

As in [33] §6.2], the spectrum functor Spec : C*°Rings®® — C*°Sch has
a counterpart for modules: if € is a C*°-ring and (X,Ox) = Spec€ we can
define a functor MSpec : €-mod — Ox-mod. If € is a fair C°°-ring, there is
a full abelian subcategory €-mod®® of complete €-modules in €-mod, such that
MSpec |¢-mogee : €-mod® — Ox-mod is an equivalence of categories, with quasi-
inverse the global sections functor I' : Ox-mod — €-mod®. Let X = (X, Ox)
be a C*°-scheme, and £ an Ox-module. We call £ quasicoherent if X can
be covered by open U with U 2 Spec € for some C*°-ring €, and under this
identification £|y = MSpec M for some €-module M. We call £ a vector bundle
of rank n > 0 if X may be covered by open U such that €|y = Oy @& R"™.

Write qeoh(X), vect(X) for the full subcategories of quasicoherent sheaves
and vector bundles in Ox-mod. Then qcoh(X) is an abelian category. Since
MSpec : €-mod®® — Ox-mod is an equivalence for € fair and (X, Ox) = Spec €,
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as in [33} Cor. 6.11] we see that if X is a locally fair C°°-scheme then every Ox-
module £ on X is quasicoherent, that is, gcoh(X) = Ox-mod.

Remark 2.15. (a) If X is a separated, paracompact, locally fair C°°-scheme
then vector bundles on X are projective objects in the abelian category qcoh(X).

(b) In [33, §6.3] we also define a subcategory coh(X) of coherent sheaves in
qcoh(X). But we will not use them in this paper, as they do not have all
the good properties we want. In conventional algebraic geometry, one usually
restricts to noetherian schemes, where coherent sheaves are well behaved, and
form an abelian category. However, as in Remark [Z9(iv), even very basic C'*°-
schemes X such as R" for n > 0 are non-noetherian. Because of this, coh(X) is
not closed under kernels in qcoh(X), and is not an abelian category.

Definition 2.16. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of C°°-schemes, and let
& be an Oy-module. Define the pullback f*(€), an Ox-module, by f*(&) =
F7HE) ®p-1(0y) Ox, where f~1(E), f~1(Oy) are inverse image sheaves, and
the tensor product uses the morphism f* : f~1(Oy) = Ox. If ¢ : £ — Fis a
morphism in Oy-mod we have an induced morphism f*(¢) = f~1(¢) ® idoy :
(&) = f*(F) in Ox-mod. Then f* : Oy-mod — Ox-mod is a right exact
functor, which restricts to a right exact functor f* : qcoh(Y') — qcoh(X).

Remark 2.17. Pullbacks f*(€) are characterized by a universal property, and
so are unique up to canonical isomorphism, rather than unique. Our definition
of f*(€) is not functorial in f. Thatis,if f: X - Y, g:Y — Z are morphisms
and € € Oz-mod then (go f)*(£) and f*(g*(€)) are canonically isomorphic in
Ox-mod, but may not be equal. We will write I; 4(€) : (go f)*(£) = f*(g*(€))
for these canonical isomorphisms. Then I¢ g : Egio f)* = f*og" is a natural
isomorphism of functors. S -

Similarly, when f is the identity idy : X — X and £ € Ox-mod we may
not have id’ (£) = &, but there is a canonical isomorphism dx (£) : id% (€) — &,
and 0x : i_df( = id© 1 -mod is a natural isomorphism of functors. B

In fact it is a common abuse of notation in algebraic geometry to omit these
isomorphisms Iy 4(£),id% (£), and just assume that (g o f)*(€) = f*(g*(£))
and id%(€) = €. An author who treats them rigorously is Vistoli [59], see in
particular [59, Introduction & §3.2.1]. One reason we decided to include them
is to be sure that dSpa,dMan, ... defined below are strict 2-categories, rather
than weak 2-categories or some other structure.

Example 2.18. Let X be a manifold, and X the associated C*°-scheme from
Example 25 so that Ox(U) = C*>°(U) for all open U C X. Let £ —» X
be a vector bundle. Define an Ox-module £ on X by E(U) = C*(E|v), the
smooth sections of the vector bundle E|y — U, and for open V C U C X define
Euv :EWU) = EV) by Eyy : ey — eyly. Then € € vect(X) is a vector bundle
on X, which we think of as a lift of F from manifolds to C'°°-schemes.

Let f : X — Y be a smooth map of manifolds, and f : X — Y the
corresponding morphism of C*-schemes. Let F — Y be a vector bundle over
Y, so that f*(F) — X is a vector bundle over X. Let F € vect(Y) be the
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vector bundle over Y lifting F. Then f*(F) is canonically isomorphic to the
vector bundle over X lifting f*(F).

We define cotangent sheaves, the sheaf version of cotangent modules in §2.3]

Definition 2.19. Let X be a C*°-scheme. Define PT*X to associate to each
open U C X the cotangent module Qo (), and to each inclusion of open
sets V' C U C X the morphism of Ox (U)-modules Q. : Qo @) = Qo)
associated to the morphism of C*°-rings pyy : Ox(U) = Ox (V). Then PT*X
is a presheaf of Ox-modules on X. Define the cotangent sheaf T*X of X to
be the sheafification of PT*X, as an Ox-module.

Let f : X — Y be a morphism of C*°-schemes. Then by Definition
216 f~ (T*Y) = f~YT*Y) ®¢-1(0y) Ox, where T*Y is the sheafification of
the presheaf V' — Qo (v, and f~YHT*Y) the sheafification of the presheaf
U~ limy 550y (T*Y)(V), and f~1(Oy) the sheafification of the presheaf U —
limy 5 ¢y Oy (V). The three sheafifications combine into one, so that f* (T*X)
is the sheafification of the presheaf P(f*(T*Y)) acting by

Uwr— P(f(T7Y))(U) = limy 5wy Loy (v) Roy vy Ox (U).

Define a morphism of presheaves PQy : P(f*(T*Y)) — PT*X on X by

(PQp)U) = limy 550y (o, 1y, yoss (V)5

where (prfl(v)uofﬁ(v))* : Q(’)y(V) ®OY(V) Ox(U) — Q(’)X(U) = (,PT*)_()(U) is
constructed as in Definition 2. I2Ifrom the C'*°-ring morphisms f;(V') : Oy (V) —
Ox(f~Y(V)) from f; : Oy — f.(Ox) corresponding to f* in f as in [Z3), and
pr-1vyv : Ox(f7H(V)) = Ox(U) in Ox. Define Qp: [~ (T*Y) — T*X to be
the induced morphism of the associated sheaves.

Example 2.20. Let X be a manifold, and X the associated C"*°-scheme. Then
T*X is a vector bundle on X, and is canonically isomorphic to the lift to C'°°-
schemes from Example 2.18 of the cotangent vector bundle T* X of X.

Here [33] Th. 6.17] are some properties of cotangent sheaves.

Theorem 2.21. (a) Let f: X — Y and g : Y — Z be morphisms of C>-
schemes. Then

Qgog = Q0 [5(Q) 0 I1,4(T*Z)

_f =
as morphisms (go f)*(1*Z) — T*X. Here Qg : g*(T*Z) — T*Y is a morphism
in Oy-mod, so applying f* gives f*(Qq) : f*(g"(T*Z)) — [*(T"Y) in Ox-mod,
and Iy o(T*Z) : (go f)*(I"Z) — f*(g"(T*Z)) is as in Remark 217
(b) Suppose W, XY, Z are locally fair C*-schemes with a Cartesian square

N e

W—7-"——Y

1

¢§
X———Z

e
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in C°Sch!f, so that W =X xz Y. Then the following is exact in qcoh(W):

e’ (Q_g)OIg,_g (T*2)®
= (Qn)ols n(T"2) QBQ

(900 (T°2) (T X)@ f*(T7Y) ——=T*W —>0.

3 The 2-category of d-spaces

We will now define the 2-category of d-spaces dSpa, following [35, Chap. 2]. D-
spaces are ‘derived’ versions of C'*°-schemes. In §lwe will define the 2-category
of d-manifolds dMan as a 2-subcategory of dSpa. For an introduction to 2-

categories, see JA3-A Al

3.1 The definition of d-spaces

Definition 3.1. A d-space X is a quintuple X = (X, 0%, Ex,1x,Jx) such
that X = (X,Ox) is a separated, second countable, locally fair C'°°-scheme,
and O%,Ex,1x,)x fit into an exact sequence of sheaves on X

Ex — X 0% XL Oy 0,
satisfying the conditions:

(a) O% is a sheaf of C*-rings on X, with X' = (X, O%) a C*°-scheme.

(b) 1x : O% — Ox is a surjective morphism of sheaves of C*°-rings on X.
Its kernel kx : Tx — O is a sheaf of ideals Zx in O, which should be
a sheaf of square zero ideals. Here a square zero ideal in a commutative
R-algebra A is an ideal I with ¢-j = 0 for all 4,5 € I. Then Zx is an
Ok -module, but as Zx consists of square zero ideals and 1x is surjective,
the O%-action factors through an Ox-action. Hence Zx is an Ox-module,
and thus a quasicoherent sheaf on X, as X is locally fair.

(¢) Ex is a quasicoherent sheaf on X, and jx : Ex — Zx is a surjective
morphism in qeoh(X).

As X is locally fair, the underlying topological space X is locally homeomorphic
to a closed subset of R™, so it is locally compact. But Hausdorff, second countable
and locally compact imply paracompact, and thus X is paracompact.

The sheaf of C*°-rings Oy has a sheaf of cotangent modules Qo; , which is an
Oy-module with exterior derivative d : Oy — Qoy . Define Fx = Qo ®0; Ox
to be the associated Ox-module, a quasicoherent sheaf on X, and set ¢x =
Q, ®id : Fx — T*X, a morphism in qcoh(X). Define ¢x : Ex — Fx to be
the composition of morphisms of sheaves of abelian groups on X:

d‘IX id®ex

Ex &IX—>Q(9§ ;Qo)/( ®oy, Ok QO)’( ®oy Ox = Fx.
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It turns out that ¢x is actually a morphism of Ox-modules, and the following
sequence is exact in qcoh(X):

Ex — X L F oYX ey 0.

The morphism ¢x : Ex — Fx will be called the virtual cotangent sheaf of X,
for reasons we explain in §4.3]

Let X,Y be d-spaces. A 1-morphism f: X — Y is a triple f = (f, f', f"),
where f = (f, f*) : X — Y is a morphism of C*°-schemes, f': f~1(O}) — O%
a morphism of sheaves of C*-rings on X, and f” : f*(§y) — Ex a morphism

in gcoh(X), such that the following diagram of sheaves on X commutes:

FE) B o) f(O) = FHEY) —— FHOY) — f(Oy) =0
¥ ide £ 0v) F7 oy)

£ fF

0% X 0y 0.

Define morphisms f? = Qp ®id : f*(Fy) = Fx and f* = Q; : f*(T*Y) —
T*X in qcoh(X). Then the following commutes in qcoh(X), with exact rows:

f*(&) on) f (]:Y)W)f (T"Y) —=0
Ex 0x Fx X T*X — 0.

If X is a d-space, the identity 1-morphism idx : X — X is idx =
(idx, 0x (O%),0x(Ex)), where 6x (x) are the canonical isomorphisms of Remark
BT Let X,Y,Z be d-spaces, and f : X — Y, g:Y — Z be l-morphisms.
Define the composition of 1-morphisms go f: X — Z to be

gof=I(gof fof7g)ol14(0p) f" 0 [ (g") 0l 4(E2)), (3.2)

where I, ,(*) are the canonical isomorphisms of Remark 217

Let f,g : X — Y be l-morphisms of d-spaces, where f = (f, f/, f") and
g = (9,4,9"). Suppose f = g. A 2-morphism n : f = g is a morphism
n: I*(tfy) — Ex in qcoh(X), such that

g =f+yxono(id® (ffof ) o (f1(d)
and  ¢" = f"+no f*(oy).

Then g% = f2+ ¢x on and g = f3, so [B.1) for f,g combine to give a diagram

[T (ov) . Py o
[r(&y) ——— () H(T*Y) 0
! \Lg - +77°I(¢Y)n j’2ll92:f2+¢xon i/f?,:gs (33)
gX L bx FX Wk e N
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That is, n is a homotopy between the morphisms of complexes B.1) from f,g.
If f: X — Y is a 1-morphism, the identity 2-morphism idy : f = f is the
zero morphism 0 : f*(Fy) — Ex. Suppose X,Y are d-spaces, f,g,h: X =Y
are l-morphisms and 1 : f = ¢, ¢ : g = h are 2-morphisms. The vertical
composition of 2-morphisms ¢ ©@n: f = hasin (AI)is (On=_+n.
Let X,Y, Z be d-spaces, f,f: X =+ Y and g,g: Y — Z be l-morphisms,
and n : f = f, ( : g = g be 2-morphisms. The horizontal composition of

2-morphisms (xn:go f = go f asin (A2) is
Cxn=(no [ (g>)+ "o () +no f*(dy)o f*(C) o Iy,e(Fz).

This completes the definition of the 2-category of d-spaces dSpa.
Regard the category C*Schlf  of separated, second countable, locally fair

SsSC
C*°-schemes as a 2-category with only identity 2-morphisms ids for (1-)mor-

phisms f : X — Y. Define a 2-functor FaSpa . Cc°°Schlf | — dSpa to map
X to X = (X,0x,0,idoy,0) on objects X, to map f to f = (f,fu,O) on
(1-)morphisms f : X — Y, and to map identity 2-morphisms idy : f = f to

identity 2-morphisms idg : f = f. Define a 2-functor Flil/ISar:la : Man — dSpa

by Flii/lsalr)la A: ngpsach o Fl\(/:I(:nSCh'
Write C*°Sch!f | for the full 2-subcategory of objects X in dSpa equivalent

SSC

to FAoP2  (X) for some X in C*®Schlf ., and Man for the full 2-subcategory

sSscC?
of objects X in dSpa equivalent to FarP?(X) for some manifold X. When
we say that a d-space X is a C*>-scheme, or is a manifold, we mean that
X € C*°Sch¥_, or X € Man, respectively.

ssc?

In [35, §2.2] we prove:

Theorem 3.2. (a) Definition Bl defines a strict 2-category dSpa, in which
all 2-morphisms are 2-isomorphisms.

(b) For any 1-morphism f: X —Y in dSpa the 2-morphisms n : f = f form
an abelian group under vertical composition, and in fact a real vector space.
(c) ngpsch and F&i‘;ﬁ in Deﬁm’tion B are full and faithful strict 2-functors.
Hence C*Schlf ., Man and C>*°Schlf

ssc ssc, Man are equivalent 2-categories.

Remark 3.3. (i) One should think of a d-space X = (X,0%,Ex,1x,)x) as
being a C°°-scheme X, which is the ‘classical’ part of X and lives in a cate-
gory rather than a 2-category, together with some extra ‘derived’ information
O%,Ex,1x,7x. 2-morphisms in dSpa are wholly to do with this derived part.
The sheaf £x may be thought of as a (dual) ‘obstruction sheaf’ on X.

(ii) Readers familiar with derived algebraic geometry may find the following
(oversimplified) explanation of d-spaces helpful; more details are given in [35]
§14.4]. In conventional algebraic geometry, a K-scheme (X, Ox) is a topological
space X equipped with a sheaf of K-algebras Ox. In derived algebraic geometry,
as in Toén and Vezzosi [57.58] and Lurie [40H42], a derived K-scheme (X,Ox)
is (roughly) a topological space X with a (homotopy) sheaf of (commutative)
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dg-algebras over K. Here a (commutative) dg-algebra (A.,d) is a nonpositively
graded K-algebra @k@ Ay, with differentials d : A, — Ay satisfying d? = 0
and ab = (—1)*ba, d(ab) = (da)b + (—1)*a(db) for all a € Ay, and b € A;.

We call a dg-algebra (A, d) square zero if A, =0 for k # 0,—1 and A_4
d(A_1) = 0. This implies that d(A_1) is a square zero ideal in Ag. General
dg-algebras form an oco-category, but square zero dg-algebras form a 2-category.
Ignoring C*°-rings for the moment, we can think of the data Ex == Of in a d-
space X as a sheaf of square zero dg-algebras A_1 N Ap on X. The remaining
data Ox,1x can be recovered from this, since O% 2% Ox is the cokernel of
Ex 25 O%. Thus, a d-space X is like a special kind of derived R-scheme, in
which the dg-algebras are all square zero.

3.2 Gluing d-spaces by equivalences

Next we discuss gluing of d-spaces and 1-morphisms on open d-subspaces.

Definition 3.4. Let X = (X, 0%, Ex,1x,7x) be a d-space. Suppose U C X is
an open C'*°-subscheme. Then U = (_U, (’)§(|U,€X|U,1X|U,3X|U) is a d-space.
We call U an open d-subspace of X. An open cover of a d-space X is a family
{U, : a € A} of open d-subspaces U, of X with X = J,c,U,.

As in [35], §2.4], we can glue 1-morphisms on open d-subspaces which are
2-isomorphic on the overlap. The proof uses partitions of unity, as in §2.2

Proposition 3.5. Let XY be d-spaces, U,V C X be open d-subspaces with
X=UUV,f:U—=Y and g:V =Y be l-morphisms, and 0 : flunv =
glunv a 2-morphism. Then there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y and 2-
morphisms ¢ : hly = f, 0 : hly = g such that Olunv = 1 O (unv :
hlunv = glunv. This h is unique up to 2-isomorphism, and independent
up to 2-isomorphism of the choice of n.

Equivalences f : X — Y in a 2-category are defined in §A3] and are
the natural notion of when two objects X,Y are ‘the same’. In [35] §2.4] we
prove theorems on gluing d-spaces by equivalences. See Spivak [63, Lem. 6.8 &
Prop. 6.9] for results similar to Theorem for his ‘local C'*°-ringed spaces’,
an oo-categorical analogue of our d-spaces.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose X,Y are d-spaces, U C X, V C Y are open d-
subspaces, and f : U — V is an equivalence in dSpa. At the level of topological
spaces, we have open U C X, V CY with a homeomorphism f:U — V, so we
can form the quotient topological space Z == X 11y Y = (X 1Y)/ ~, where the
equivalence relation ~ on X I1Y identifies u € U C X with f(u) eV CY.

Suppose Z is Hausdorﬁ Then there exist a d-space Z with topological space
Z, open d- subspaces X Y in Z with Z = X U Y equivalences g : X — X
and h Y > Y in dSpa such that glu and h|yv are both equivalences with
XNY, and a 2-morphism 0 : glu = ho f: U — X NY. Furthermore, Z is
independent of choices up to equivalence.
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In Theorem B.6] Z is a pushout X Iiq, u,¢ Y in the 2-category dSpa.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose I is an indexing set, and < is a total order on I, and
X, fori eI are d-spaces, and for all i < j in I we are given open d-subspaces
U,; C X;,Uj; € X; and an equivalence e;; : U;; — Uj;, such that for all
1 < j <k inl we have a 2-commutative diagram

Uji n Ujk

eijlu,;nuyy eiklUj;nU
Nijk
eiklu;;nuy, M/

for some 11, where all three 1-morphisms are equivalences.

On the level of topological spaces, define the quotient topological space Y =
(e Xi)/ ~, where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by x; ~ x; if i < j,
z; € Uy € X; and z; € Uy C X with e;5(x;) = x;. Suppose Y is Hausdorff
and second countable. Then there exist a d-space Y and a 1-morphism f, :
X = Y which is an equivalence with an open d-subspace X, C Y forall i €1,
where Y = J,;¢; X, such that filu,, is an equivalence Uj; — X.nX; for all
i < jin I, and there exists a 2-morphism n;; : f;oe;; = filu,,- The d-space Y
is unique up to equivalence, and is independent of choice of 2-morphisms n;ji,.

Suppose also that Z is a d-space, and g; : X; = Z are 1-morphisms for all
i € I, and there exist 2-morphisms (;j : g; o €;; = gilu,; for all i < jin I.
Then there exist a 1-morphism h :'Y — Z and 2-morphisms (; : ho f, = g, for
all i € I. The 1-morphism h is unique up to 2-isomorphism, and is independent
of the choice of 2-morphisms (;;.

Uij NU ;. Ui, N Ukj

Remark 3.8. In Proposition B.5] it is surprising that h is independent of n
up to 2-isomorphism. It holds because of the existence of partitions of unity
on nice C*-schemes, as in Proposition 2.8 Here is a sketch proof: suppose
n,h,(,0 and 7', k', (", are alternative choices in Proposition Then we
have 2-morphisms (¢')"! ® ¢ : hly = K|y and (¢/)"' © 6 : hly = h'|y.
Choose a partition of unity {a,1 — «} on X subordinate to {U,V}, so that
a : X — R is smooth with a supported on U C X and 1 — « supported on
VCX. Thena- ((¢)Pe¢) +(1—a)- ((¢)~t ©0) is a 2-morphism h = h’,
where a - ((¢/)™! ® ¢) makes sense on all of X (rather than just on U where
(¢')~ @ is defined) as « is supported on U, so we extend by zero on X \ U.

Similarly, in Theorem [3.7 the compatibility conditions on the gluing data
X,U;j,e;; are significantly weaker than you might expect, because of the ex-
istence of partitions of unity. The 2-morphisms 7;;; on overlaps X,nX ;N X5
are only required to exist, not to satisfy any further conditions. In particular,
one might think that on overlaps X inN X iN X N X ; we should require

Nkt © (dg,, * Miji) U nUwnus, = Mg © i *idg, ) |usnuanua, (3.4)

but we do not. Also, one might expect the (;; should satisfy conditions on triple
overlaps X, N Xj N X, but they need not.

The moral is that constructing d-spaces by gluing together patches X is
straightforward, as one only has to verify mild conditions on triple overlaps
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X;NX,;NX}. Again, this works because of the existence of partitions of unity
on nice C*°-schemes, which are used to construct the glued d-spaces Z and 1-
and 2-morphisms in Theorems and [3.7

In contrast, for gluing d-stacks in §10.3] we do need compatibility conditions
of the form (34]). The problem of gluing geometric spaces in an co-category C
by equivalences, such as Spivak’s derived manifolds [53], is discussed by Toén
and Vezzosi [57), §1.3.4] and Lurie [40, §6.1.2]. Tt requires nontrivial conditions
on overlaps X; N---NAX,; foralln=23,....

3.3 Fibre products in dSpa

Fibre products in 2-categories are explained in A4l In [35] §2.5-§2.6] we discuss
fibre products in dSpa, and their relation to transverse fibre products in Man.

Theorem 3.9. (a) All fibre products exist in the 2-category dSpa.

(b) Let g : X — Z and h :' Y — Z be smooth maps of manifolds, and write
X = F&i‘;a(X), and similarly for Y, Z,g,h. If g,h are transverse, so that a
fibre product X X4 75 Y exists in Man, then the fibre product X Xg zn Y in
dSpa is equivalent in dSpa to F&i‘;a(X Xg.z,h Y). If g, h are not transverse
then X Xg.zn Y exists in dSpa, but is not a manifold.

To prove (a), given 1-morphisms g : X — Z and h: Y — Z, we write down
an explicit d-space W = (W, O}, Ew,ww, jw), 1l-morphisms e = (e, e, e”) :
W — Xand f=(f,f,f"): W—Y and a 2-morphism n: goe = ho f, and
verify the universal property for

w r Y
e g
X VA

to be a 2-Cartesian square in dSpa. The underlying C'°°-scheme W is the fibre
product W = X XgznY in C*Sch,and e: W — X, f: W — Y are the pro-
jections from the fibre product. The definitions of Oy, ww, yw, €/, f’ in [35], §2.5]
are complex, and we will not give them here. The remaining data Ew,e”, f”, n,
as well as the virtual cotangent sheaf ¢y : Ew — Fw, is characterized by the
following commutative diagram in qcoh(W), with exact top row:

(g*(g”)OI@’y(SZ) ) *(8 )

(0ol n(E) | € (EX)D

o) ) LES ()

(goe) (gz) _gog) (]:Z) ............................ >(€W%O

—e*(¢x) O " (9%)0le,g(F2)

0 —f*(by) —F (B*)oly 1(Fz) oW

cFe ()
[ (Fv) =~ w
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3.4 Fixed point loci of finite groups in d-spaces

If a finite group I' acts on a manifold X by diffeomorphisms, then the fixed
point locus X1 is a disjoint union of closed, embedded submanifolds of X. In a
similar way, if T" acts on a d-space X by 1l-isomorphisms, in [35] §2.7] we define a
d-space X' called the fized d-subspace of T in X, with an inclusion 1-morphism
Jxr: X' < X, whose topological space X! is the fixed point locus of I' in X.

Note that by an action r : ' — Aut(X) of T' on X we shall always mean
a strict action, that is, () : X — X is a l-isomorphism for all v € T" and
r(v0) = r(y)r(9) for all 4,6 € T, rather than r(yd) only being 2-isomorphic to
r(v)r(5). The next theorem summarizes our results.

Theorem 3.10. Let X be a d-space, T' a finite group, and r : I' = Aut(X)
an action of T' on X by 1-isomorphisms. Then we can define a d-space X'
called the fized d-subspace of T' in X, with an inclusion 1-morphism jx r :

X' = X. It has the following properties:

(a) Let X,T',r and jxr : X' — X be as above. Suppose f : W — X
is a 1-morphism in dSpa. Then f factorizes as f = jx pog for some
1-morphism g : W — X' in dSpa, which must be unique, if and only if
r(y)of=f foral yeTl.

(b) Suppose X,Y are d-spaces, T is a finite group, r : T' — Aut(X), s: T —
Auwt(Y) are actions of T on XY, and f : X = Y is a T'-equivariant
1-morphism in dSpa, that is, f or(y) = s(vy) o f for v € T'. Then there
exists a unique 1-morphism f* : XU — YT such that jy_’rofF = fojxr-

(¢) Let f,g : X — Y be I'-equivariant 1-morphisms as in (b), and 7 :
f = g be a I'-equivariant 2-morphism, that is, 1 * idypy) = idgy) * 7
for v € T. Then there exists a unique 2-morphism n' : fF = g" such
that idj, . * ' =nxid;

Ix.r°

Note that (a) is a universal property that determines X T x.r up to canonical
1-isomorphism.

We will use fixed d-subspaces X' in Theorem [I0.14] below to describe orb-
ifold strata X of quotient d-stacks X = [X /G]. If X is a d-manifold, as in §4]
then in general the fixed d-subspaces X! are disjoint unions of d-manifolds of
different dimensions.

4 The 2-category of d-manifolds

We can now define and discuss d-manifolds, our derived version of smooth man-
ifolds (without boundary), following [35, Chap.s 3 & 4].
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4.1 The definition of d-manifolds

Definition 4.1. A d-space U is called a principal d—mqm’fold if is equivalent in
dSpa to a fibre product X x4 z 5 Y with X,Y,Z € Man. That is,

U~ Fl?/lsal;a(X) X pasea gy pdSPa 7y pdSeap) Fle/lsap:la(y)
for manifolds X, Y, Z and smooth maps g : X — Z and h: Y — Z. The virtual
dimension vdimU of U is defined to be vdimU = dim X + dimY — dim Z.
Proposition [LITi(b) below shows that if U # @ then vdim U depends only on
the d-space U, and not on the choice of X,Y, Z, g, h, and so is well defined.

A d-space W is called a d-manifold of virtual dimension n € Z, written
vdim W = n, if W can be covered by nonempty open d-subspaces U which are
principal d-manifolds with vdimU = n.

Write dMan for the full 2-subcategory of d-manifolds in dSpa. If X € Man
then X ~ X X, %, so X is a principal d-manifold, and thus a d-manifold.
Therefore Man in §311is a 2-subcategory of dMan. We say that a d-manifold
X is a manifold if it lies in Man. The 2-functor F&i‘:la : Man — dSpa maps

into dMan, and we will write Fghia? = Ff/lsaia : Man — dMan.
Here, as in [35] §3.2], are alternative descriptions of principal d-manifolds:

Proposition 4.2. The following are equivalent characterizations of when a d-
space W is a principal d-manifold:

(a) W~ X xgz1Y for X,Y,Z € Man.

(b) W~ X x;7;Y, where X,Y, Z are manifolds, i : X — Z, j:Y — Z are
embeddings, X = Flfl/lsaﬂ’la(X), and similarly for Y, Z,i,5. That is, W is an
intersection of two submanifolds X,Y in Z, in the sense of d-spaces.

() W~V XsgoV, where V is a manifold, E — V is a vector bundle,

s : V. — FE is a smooth section, 0 : V — FE is the zero section, V =

Flti/lsaia(V), and similarly for E,s,0. That is, W is the zeroes s~1(0) of a

smooth section s of a vector bundle E, in the sense of d-spaces.

Example 4.3. Let X C R" be any closed subset. By a lemma of Whitney’s,
we can write X as the zero set of a smooth function f : R® — R. Then
X =R" Xfpo * is a principal d-manifold, with topological space X.

This example shows that the topological spaces X underlying d-manifolds
X can be fairly wild, for example, X could be a fractal such as the Cantor set.

4.2 ‘Standard model’ d-manifolds, 1- and 2-morphisms

The next three examples, taken from [35] §3.2 & §3.4], give explicit models for
principal d-manifolds in the form V' x4 g oV from PropositionL2(c) and their
1- and 2-morphisms, which we call standard models.
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Example 4.4. Let V be a manifold, F — V a vector bundle (which we
sometimes call the obstruction bundle), and s € C(E). We will write down
an explicit principal d-manifold S = (9, Of, s, s, 7s) which is equivalent to
V Xs.g0 V in Proposition [L2(c). We call S the standard model of (V, E,s),
and also write it Sy, g s. Proposition [£.21 shows that every principal d-manifold
W is equivalent to Sy g s for some V, E, s.

Write C*°(V) for the C*°-ring of smooth functions ¢: V' — R, and C*°(FE),
C>°(E*) for the vector spaces of smooth sections of E, E* over V. Then s lies in
C*(E), and C*(FE),C*>°(E*) are modules over C*°(V), and there is a natural
bilinear product - : C*®°(E*) x C*°(E) — C*°(V). Define I, C C*(V) to be
the ideal generated by s. That is,

I ={a-s:aecC®E")} CCV). (4.1)

Let I2 = (fg: f,g € Is)r be the square of I;. Then I2 is an ideal in C*°(V),
the ideal generated by s ® s € C*°(E ® E). That is,

2={B-(s@s): B €C®(E"®E")} CC®V).

Define C*°-rings ¢ = C>®(V)/I,, ¢ = C>*(V)/I2, and let 7 : ¢ — € be
the natural projection from the inclusion 12 C I,. Define a topological space
S ={v eV :s() =0}, as a subspace of V. Now s(v) = 0 if and only if
(s ® s)(v) = 0. Thus S is the underlying topological space for both Spec @
and Spec@’. So Spec€ = S = (S, 0s), Spec€¢’ = 5" = (S,0%), and SpecT =
15 = (idg,1s) : ' — S, where S, S’ are fair affine C°°-schemes, and Og, O}
are sheaves of C*-rings on S, and 15 : 05 — Os is a morphism of sheaves of
C>-rings. Since 7 is surjective with kernel the square zero ideal I,/I2, 15 is
surjective, with kernel Zg a sheaf of square zero ideals in O%.

From (1) we have a surjective C°°(V)-module morphism C*(E*) — I
mapping o — a - s. Applying ®@ce (1€ gives a surjective €-module morphism

o :C®¥(E*)/(Is-C®(E*)) — I,/I2, o:a+ (Is-C®(E*)) — a-s+ I

Define £ = MSpec(C®(E*)/(I, - C*(E*))). Also MSpec(I,/I?) = Ig, so
Js = MSpeco is a surjective morphism js : Es — Zg in qcoh(S). Therefore
Sves=5S=(5,04Es,15,75) is a d-space.

In fact £g is a vector bundle on S naturally isomorphic to £*|g, where
& is the vector bundle on V = FG> SB(V) corresponding to E — V. Also
Fs = T*V|s. The morphism ¢g : Es — Fg can be interpreted as follows:
choose a connection V on E — V. Then Vs € C*(E®T*V), so we can regard
Vs as a morphism of vector bundles E* — T*V on V. This lifts to a morphism
of vector bundles Vs : £ — T*V on the C*-scheme V, and ¢g is identified
with Vs|s : £%|s — T*V|s under the isomorphisms Es = £*|g, Fs = T*V|s.

Proposition implies that every principal d-manifold W is equivalent to
Sv.gs for some V, E,s. The notation O(s) and O(s?) used below should be
interpreted as follows. Let V be a manifold, £ — V a vector bundle, and
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s € C®(E). If F — V is another vector bundle and t € C°°(F), then we write
t=0(s)ift =a-s for some a € C®(F®E*), and t = O(s?) if t =3 (s ® s)
for some 8 € C*°(F® E*® E*). Similarly, if W is a manifold and f,g: V — W
are smooth then we write f = g+ O(s) if co f —co g = O(s) for all smooth
c:W =R, and f=g+0(s?) if co f —cog=0(s?) for all c.

Example 4.5. Let V,W be manifolds, E — V, F — W be vector bundles,
and s € C®°(E), t € C®(F). Write X = Sv,gs, Y = Sw,r; for the ‘standard

model’ principal d-manifolds from Example[4.4l Suppose f : V' — W is a smooth
map, and f: F — f*(F) is a morphism of vector bundles on V satisfying

fos=f*(t)+0(s*) inC®(f*(F)). (4.2)

We will define a 1-morphism g = (g,¢',¢"”) : X — Y in dMan using f, f.
We will also write g : X = Y as 7 7: Sv.p.s = Sw,F,:, and call it a standard
model 1-morphism. If © € X then z € V with s(z) = 0, so (2] implies that

t(f(x) = (f*(0)(2) = f(s(2)) + O(s(2)?) = 0,

so f(x) €Y CW. Thus g := f|x maps X —» Y.
Define morphisms of C*°-rings

¢ : C®(W) /I, — C=(V) /I, ¢ O (W) /12 — C=(V)/I?,
by ¢:c+I; — co f+ I, ¢ e+ I} —scof+1I2

Here ¢ is well-defined since if ¢ € I; then ¢ =« - t for some v € C®(F*), so

cof=(y-t)of=F"(3)-f"()=1"(1)-(fos+O(s*) = (fof*(7))-s+0(s%) € L.

Similarly if ¢ € I? then co f € I2, so ¢' is well-defined. Thus we have C>-
scheme morphisms g = (g,9%) = Spec¢ : X — Y, and (g,9') = Specd’ :
(X,0%) — (Y, 0}), both with underlying map g. Hence g* : g7 (Oy) — Ox
and ¢’ : g71(0f,) — O are morphisms of sheaves of C*°-rings on X.

Since g*(Ey) = MSpec(C=(f*(F*))/(Is - C*(f*(F*))), we may define g" :
9" (&y) — Ex by g” = MSpec(G"), where

G (FF (L - O (F)) — O (B (I, - C(E"))
is defined by G :y+ I, - C®(f*(F*)) —s yo f + I, - C®(E").

This defines g = (g,9',9”). One can show it is a 1-morphism g : X — Y in
dMan, which we also write as S7 7 : Sv.g.s = Sw,F.:.

Suppose V C V is open, with inclusion iy : V — V. Write E = Ely =i (E)
and § = s|. Define iy v = Siga, : Sv.i5 = Sv,p,s. If s71(0) C V then
i,y is a l-isomorphism, with inverse zf/lv That is, making V' smaller without
making s~!(0) smaller does not really change Sy, g s; the d-manifold Sy g s
depends only on E, s in an arbitrarily small open neighbourhood of s~*(0) in V.
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Example 4.6. Let V, W be manifolds, £ — V, F — W be vector bundles, and
s € C™(E), t € C>°(F). Suppose f,g:V — W are smooth and f : E — f*(F),
g : E — g*(F) are vector bundle morphisms with f os = f*(t) + O(s%) and
gos=g*(t) + O(s?), so we have l-morphisms St #,S,5: Sv.es = Swre It
is easy to show that S; ;= S, 5 if and only if g = f + O(s?) and § = f + O(s).
Now suppose A : E — f*(TW) is a morphism of vector bundles on V.
Taking the dual of A and lifting to V gives A* : f*(T*W) — £*. Restricting to
the C*°-subscheme X = s71(0) in V gives A = A*|x : f*(Fy) & f*(T*"W)|x —
£*|x = Ex. One can show that \ is a 2-morphism Sy ; = S, ; if and only if

g=f+MNos+0(s*) and §=f+ f(dt)oA+O(s).

Then we write A as Sp : Sy,f = S4.5, and call it a standard model 2-morphism.
Every 2-morphism n : Sy = S, is Sp for some A. Two vector bundle
morphisms A, A’ : E — f*(TW) have Sy = Sy if and only if A = A’ + O(s).

If X is a d-manifold and € X then x has an open neighbourhood U in
X equivalent in dSpa to Sy g, s for some manifold V', vector bundle £ — V
and s € C*°(FE). In [35, §3.3] we investigate the extent to which X determines
V, E,s near a point in X and V', and prove:

Theorem 4.7. Let X be a d-manifold, and x € X. Then there exists an open
neighbourhood U of x in X and an equivalence U ~ Sy g s in dMan for some
manifold V, vector bundle E —V and s € C*(E) which identifies © € U with
a point v € V such that s(v) = ds(v) = 0, where Sy g, s is as in Example L4l
These V, E,s are determined up to non-canonical isomorphism near v by X
near x, and in fact they depend only on the underlying C*°-scheme X and the
integer vdim X .

Thus, if we impose the extra condition ds(v) = 0, which is in fact equivalent
to choosing V, E, s with dim V' as small as possible, then V, E. s are determined
uniquely near v by X near x (that is, V, E,s are determined locally up to
isomorphism, but not up to canonical isomorphism). If we drop the condition
ds(v) = 0 then V, E, s are determined uniquely near v by X near 2 and dim V.

Theorem .7 shows that any d-manifold X = (X,0%,Ex,1x,)x) is de-
termined up to equivalence in dSpa near any point € X by the ‘classical’
underlying C*°-scheme X and the integer vdim X. So we can ask: what extra
information about X is contained in the ‘derived’ data O%,Ex,1x, jx? One can
think of this extra information as like a vector bundle £ over X. The only local
information in a vector bundle £ is rank& € Z, but globally it also contains
nontrivial algebraic-topological information.

Suppose now that f : X — Y is a l-morphism in dMan, and x € X
with f(z) = y € Y. Then by Theorem 7 we have X ~ Sy g s near x and
Y ~ Sw r+ near y. So up to composition with equivalences, we can identify f
near z with a 1-morphism g : Sy, g s = Sw,r+. Thus, to understand arbitrary
1-morphisms f in dMan near a point, it is enough to study 1-morphisms g :
Sv.es — Swre. Our next theorem, proved in [35, §3.4], shows that after
making V' smaller, every 1-morphism g : Sv.g s — Sw,F, is of the form Sy ;.
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Theorem 4.8. Let V,W be manifolds, E — V, F — W be vector bundles, and
s € C(E),t € C°(F). Define principal d-manifolds X = Sy gs, Y = Sw.r,,
with topological spaces X = {v € V : s(v) =0} and ¥ = {w € W : t(w) = 0}.
Suppose g : X —'Y is a 1-morphism. Then there exist an open neighbourhood
V of X inV, a smooth map f : V — W, and a morphism of wvector bundles
f:E— f (F) with fo3 = f*(t), where E = E|y, 5 = s|y, such that g =

Srjoiy where iy, = Siag id; : SV, E5 — Sv,E,s 15 a 1-isomorphism, and

v, V '
Sy SV £5— Sw.rst is as in Example L5

These results give a good differential-geometric picture of d-manifolds and
their 1- and 2-morphisms near a point. The O(s) and O(s?) notation helps keep
track of what information from V, E, s and f, f and A is remembered and what
forgotten by the d-manifolds Sy, g s, 1-morphisms Sy 7 and 2-morphisms Sx.

4.3 The 2-category of virtual vector bundles

In our theory of derived differential geometry, it is a general principle that cate-
gories in classical differential geometry should often be replaced by 2-categories,
and classical concepts be replaced by 2-categorical analogues.

In classical differential geometry, if X is a manifold, the vector bundles
E — X and their morphisms form a category vect(X). The cotangent bundle
T*X is an important example of a vector bundle. If f : X — Y is smooth then
pullback f* : vect(Y) — vect(X) is a functor. There is a natural morphism
df* : f*(T*Y) — T*X. We now explain 2-categorical analogues of all this for
d-manifolds, following [35], §3.1-§3.2].

Definition 4.9. Let X be a C"*°-scheme, which will usually be the C*°-scheme
underlying a d-manifold X. We will define a 2-category vqcoh(X) of wirtual
quasicoherent sheaves on X. Objects of vqecoh(X) are morphisms ¢ : £ 1, g2
in qcoh(X), which we also may write as (£,£2,¢) or (£°,¢). Given objects
¢ : Y = £ and ¢ : F' — F?, a l-morphism (f', f?) : (%, ¢) — (F*,0)
is a pair of morphisms f' : &' — F', f2 : £ — F? in qcoh(X) such that
o fl = f20¢. We write f* for (f!, f2)

The zdentzty 1-morphism of (£°,¢) is (idg1,idg2). The composition of 1-
morphisms 1o (&% 9) = (F*,¢) and ¢* : (F*,¢) — (G*,€) is g* o f* =
(g"0 1,470 £2): (€%,0) = (", €).

Given f°,g°: (8',¢)) — (F*,%), a 2-morphism 1 : f* = ¢°® is a morphism
n: &% — F'in qeoh(X) such that g' = f'4no¢ and g2 = f2+1pon. The identity
2-morphism for f® isidse = 0. If f*, ¢ h®: (£°,¢) — (F°*,¢) are 1I-morphisms
and i : f* = ¢° ( : ¢g°* = h*® are 2-morphisms, the wvertical composition of
2-morphisms ( ®n: f* = h*is COn=C+n. If f*, f*: (E°,¢) = (F*,¢) and
g9%,3°% : (F*, ) — (G*,€) are 1-morphisms and 7 : f® = f°*, ( : g* = §° are
2-morphisms, the horizontal composition of 2-morphisms (xn: g®o f* = g'of'
is (xn=glon+ (o f?+ ot on. This defines a strict 2-category vqcoh(X),
the obvious 2-category of 2-term complexes in qcoh(X).

If U C X is an open C'°°-subscheme then restriction from X to U defines a
strict 2-functor |y : vqecoh(X) — vqcoh(U). An object (€°,¢) in vqceoh(X) is
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called a wvirtual vector bundle of rank d € Z if X may be covered by open U C X
such that (£°,¢)|y is equivalent in vqcoh(U) to some (F*, 1)) for F*, F* vector
bundles on U with rank F2 — rank F' = d. We write rank(€®,¢) = d. If X # ()
then rank(£°®, ¢) depends only on £, £2, ¢, so it is well-defined. Write vvect(X)
for the full 2-subcategory of virtual vector bundles in vqcoh(X).

If f: X — Y is a C*°-scheme morphism then pullback gives a strict 2-functor
f* = vacoh(Y') — vqcoh(X), which maps vvect(Y) — vvect(X).

We apply these ideas to d-spaces.

Definition 4.10. Let X = (X, O%,Ex,1x,7x) be a d-space. Define the virtual
cotangent sheaf T*X of X to be the morphism ¢x : Ex — Fx in qeoh(X)
from Definition Bl regarded as a virtual quasicoherent sheaf on X.

Let f=(f,f',f") : X = Y be a 1-morphism in dSpa. Then T*X =
(Ex,Fx,dx) and f*(T*Y)=(f*(Ey), [*(Fy), [*(¢y)) are virtual quasicoher-
ent sheaves on X, and Qg := (f”, f?) is a l-morphism f*(T*Y) — T*X in
vqeoh(X), as (B)) commutes. -

Let f,g : X — Y be l-morphisms in dSpa, and n : f = g a 2-morphism.
Then n : f*(Fy) — Ex with ¢ = f”" +no f*(¢y) and g% = f2 + ¢x o7,
as in (33). Tt follows that 7 is a 2-morphism Qf = € in vqcoh(X). Thus,
objects, 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms in dSpa lift to objects, 1-morphisms
and 2-morphisms in vqcoh(X).

The next proposition justifies the definition of virtual vector bundle. Because
of part (b), if X is a d-manifold we call T*X the virtual cotangent bundle of
X, rather than the virtual cotangent sheaf.

Proposition 4.11. (a) Let V be a manifold, E — V a vector bundle, and
s € C®(E). Then Ezample Il defines a d-manifold Sy gs. Its cotangent
bundle T*Sv,g,s 1s a virtual vector bundle on Sy g  of rank dim'V —rank E.

(b) Let X be a d-manifold. Then T*X is a virtual vector bundle on X of rank
vdim X . Hence if X # 0 then vdim X is well-defined.

The virtual cotangent bundle 7% X of a d-manifold X is a d-space analogue
of the cotangent complex in algebraic geometry, as in Illusie [29]. It contains only
a fraction of the information in X = (X, O%,Ex,1x,Jx), but many interesting
properties of d-manifolds X and l-morphisms f : X — Y can be expressed
solely in terms of virtual cotangent bundles 7% X,T*Y and 1-morphisms Q¢ :
fY(TY) — T*X. Here is an example of this.

Definition 4.12. Let X be a C°°-scheme. We say that a virtual vector bundle
(EY,E2%,¢) on X is a vector bundle if it is equivalent in vvect(X) to (0,&,0) for
some vector bundle € on X. One can show (', £2, ¢) is a vector bundle if and
only if ¢ has a left inverse in qcoh(X).

Proposition 4.13. Let X be a d-manifold. Then X is a manifold (that is,
X € Man) if and only if T*X is a vector bundle, or equivalently, if ¢x :
Ex — Fx has a left inverse in qcoh(X).
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4.4 Equivalences in dMan, and gluing by equivalences

Equivalences in a 2-category are defined in §A.3] Equivalences in dMan are the
best derived analogue of isomorphisms in Man, that is, of diffeomorphisms of
manifolds. A smooth map of manifolds f: X — Y is called étale if it is a local
diffeomorphism. Here is the derived analogue.

Definition 4.14. Let f: X — Y be a l-morphism in dMan. We call f étale
if it is a local equivalence, that is, if for each x € X there exist open x € U C X
and f(z) € V CY such that f(U) =V and fly : U — V is an equivalence.

If f: X =Y is a smooth map of manifolds, then f is étale if and only if
df*: f*(T*Y) — T*X is an isomorphism of vector bundles. (The analogue is
false for schemes.) In [35] §3.5] we prove a version of this for d-manifolds:

Theorem 4.15. Suppose f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of d-manifolds. Then
the following are equivalent:

(i) f is étale;

(i) Qg : fX(T*Y) = T*X is an equivalence in vqcoh(X); and

(iii) the following is a split short exact sequence in qcoh(X):

o= (ov) 2
0——f"(€) ———=&x & [ (Fy) x0T . Fx 0. (4.3)

If in addition f: X —Y s a bijection, then f is an equivalence in dMan.

Here a complex 0 - F — F — G — 0 in an abelian category A is called

a split short exact sequence if there exists an isomorphism F = E & G in A

identifying the complex with 0 — E Npoaa o

The analogue of Theorem (.15l for d-spaces is false. When f: X — Y is a
‘standard model’ 1-morphism Sy 7 : Sv.g,s = Sw,F+, as in §4.2] we can express
the conditions for Sy j to be étale or an equivalence in terms of f, f.

Theorem 4.16. Let V,W be manifolds, E — V, F — W be vector bundles,
s e C®E), te C®F), f:V = W be smooth, and f : E — f*(F) be a
morphism of vector bundles on V with fos = f*(t) 4+ O(s%). Then Ezample
defines a 1-morphism S¢f:Sv.gs = Swr: in dMan. This S¢ ¢ is étale
if and only if for each v € V with s(v) = 0 and w = f(v) € W, the following

sequence of vector spaces is ezxact:

ds(v)®df(v f(v —dt(w
0—T, v 20O p o LW p o (44)

Also Sy.f is an equivalence if and only if in addition f|s-1(g) : s~1(0)—¢1(0)
is a bijection, where s1(0)={v € V : s(v)=0}, t71(0)={w € W : t(w)=0}.

Section discussed gluing d-spaces by equivalences on open d-subspaces.
It generalizes immediately to d-manifolds: if in Theorem B we fix n € Z and
take the initial d-spaces X; to be d-manifolds with vdim X ; = n, then the glued
d-space Y is also a d-manifold with vdimY = n.
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Here is an analogue of Theorem B.7] taken from [35, §3.6], in which we
take the d-spaces X; to be ‘standard model’ d-manifolds Sv; g, s, and the
1-morphisms e;; to be ‘standard model’ 1-morphisms S, s,. We also use
Theorem [£.16]in (ii) to characterize when e;; is an equivalence.

Theorem 4.17. Suppose we are given the following data:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d) for each i in I, a manifold V;, a vector bundle E; — V; with dimV; —

rank F; = n, a smooth section s; : V; — E;, and a homeomorphism ; :
X; — X, where X; = {v; € V; : s;(v;) =0} and X; C X is open; and

(e) foralli < jin I, an open submanifold Vij CV;, a smooth map e;j : Vi; —
Vj, and a morphism of vector bundles é;; : Ej|v;,; — ef;(Ej).

an integer n;
a Hausdorff, second countable topological space X;

an indexing set I, and a total order < on I;

Using notation O(s;), O(s?) as in §L2 let this data satisfy the conditions:
(i) X = Uie[ Xi;
(11) Zf ) <j i I then éijosi Vi; = e:‘](sj)—l—O(Sf), 1/)1(X1ﬂ‘/”) = XZ'QXJ', and

wilxiﬁ‘/ij = wjoeij|Xiﬂ‘/ij7 and Zf v; € Vvij with Si(’l)i) =0 and Vj = €45 (’Ul)
then the following is exact:

ds;i(vi)® deij(vi éij(vi)® —ds; (v,
0 Tvl‘/z s ('U ) 6]('“ ) E1|UI®T»UJV7 e]('u ) 5](”]) Ej|ruj 07
(iii) if i <j <k in I then
€ik|Vi;NVir, = €4k © €ij|Vi;nVi, T 0(5?) and

Ciklvi;nvin = €5l aviy (k) © €ijlvi;nvey, + O(si).

Then there exist a d-manifold X with vdim X = n and underlying topolog-
ical space X, and a 1-morphism 1, : Sv, g, s, — X with underlying continuous
map V;, which is an equivalence with the open d-submanifold X, C X corre-
sponding to X, CX for all © € I, such that for all i < j in I there exists a
2-morphism n;j 1 ;0 Se;; e, = P, 00y, v, where Se;; e, SVH’E”VWSI.‘VU —
Sv, E;s; and iy, v, S‘/ij’Ei‘Vij’SiIVij — Sv, B,.s; are as in Example LAl This
d-manifold X is unique up to equivalence in dMan.

Suppose also that Y is a manifold, and g; : V; — Y are smooth maps for
all i € I, and gj o eij = gilv,; + O(si) for all i < j in I. Then there exist a
1-morphism h : X — 'Y unique up to 2-isomorphism, where Y = Flﬁi/llflf“(Y) =
Sy.0,0, and 2-morphisms ; : h o, = Sy o for all i € I. Here Sy, is
from Ezample LA with vector bundle E and section s both zero, and Sy, o :
Svi. E;s; = Sy,0,0=Y is from Example with §; = 0.

30



The hypotheses of Theorem [.17 are similar to the notion of good coordinate
system in the theory of Kuranishi spaces of Fukaya and Ono [20, Def. 6.1], as
discussed in §IT.91 The importance of Theorem 17 is that all the ingredients
are described wholly in differential-geometric or topological terms. So we can
use the theorem as a tool to prove the existence of d-manifold structures on
spaces coming from other areas of geometry, for instance, on moduli spaces.

4.5 Submersions, immersions and embeddings

Let f: X — Y be a smooth map of manifolds. Then df* : f*(T*Y) — T*X is
a morphism of vector bundles on X, and f is a submersion if df* is injective,
and f is an immersion if df* is surjective. Here the appropriate notions of
injective and surjective for morphisms of vector bundles are stronger than the
corresponding notions for sheaves: df* is injective if it has a left inverse, and
surjective if it has a right inverse.

In a similar way, if f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of d-manifolds, we would like
to define f to be a submersion or immersion if the 1-morphism Qg : f*(T*Y) —
T*X in vvect(X) is injective or surjective in some suitable sense. It turns out
that there are two different notions of injective and surjective 1-morphisms in
the 2-category vvect(X), a weak and a strong:

Definition 4.18. Let X be a C*°-scheme, (', £2%, $) and (F*, F2, 1) be virtual
vector bundles on X, and (f!, f?) : (£%,¢) — (F°,%) be a l-morphism in
vvect(X). Then we have a complex in qcoh(X):

®—¢
l— & e Fl a8 FP——0. (4.5)

T e N A

One can show that f* is an equivalence in vvect(X) if and only if (3] is a split
short exact sequence in qcoh(X). That is, f® is an equivalence if and only if
there exist morphisms v, as shown in ([L3]) satisfying the conditions:

705:07 WO(fl@—QS):idgl,

1 2y _ 2 . (4'6)
(f @_¢)07+5O(¢®f)—1d}‘1@527 (w@f)oé—ldj:z.

Our notions of f* injective or surjective impose some but not all of ([G]):

(a) We call f* weakly injective if there exists v : F' @ €2 — £ in qcoh(X)
with y o (f1 @ —¢) = idg1.

(b) We call f* injective if there exist v : F' @&E? — £ and 6 : F? — F' @ &2
with 708 = 0, yo(fl®—¢) = idg1 and (f1&—@)oy+do (YD f?) = idrigee.

(c) We call f* weakly surjective if there exists 0 : F2 — F* @ £? in qeoh(X)
with (4 @ f2) 08 = id ye.

(d) We call f* surjective if there exist v : F* @ &> — £ and 6§ : F? — Fl @ &?
with yod =0, yo (f! ® —¢) =ide: and (¥ @ f2) 06 = idre.
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If X is separated, paracompact, and locally fair, these are local conditions on X.

Using these we define weak and strong forms of submersions, immersions,
and embeddings for d-manifolds.

Definition 4.19. Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism of d-manifolds. Definition
defines a 1-morphism Qf : f*(T*Y) — T* X in vvect(X). Then:

(a) We call f a w-submersion if Qp is weakly injective.
We call f a submersion if Q¢ is injective.

)
c) We call f a w-immersion if Q¢ is weakly surjective.
) We call f an immersion if Qg is surjective.

)

We call f a w-embedding if it is a w-immersion and f : X — f(X) is a
homeomorphism, so in particular f is injective.

(f) We call f an embedding if it is an immersion and f is a homeomorphism
with its image.

Here w-submersion is short for weak submersion, etc. Conditions (a)-(d) all
concern the existence of morphisms «, § in the next equation satisfying identities:

fro—f"(¢v) dxDf?

0—>f*(8y)<—7>€X © f*(Fy) = R Fx —0.

Parts (c)—(f) enable us to define d-submanifolds of d-manifolds. Open d-
submanifolds are open d-subspaces of a d-manifold. More generally, we call 7 :
X — Y a w-immersed, or immersed, or w-embedded, or embedded d-submanifold
of Y, if X,Y are d-manifolds and % is a w-immersion, immersion, w-embedding,
or embedding, respectively.

Here are some properties of these, taken from [35] §4.1-84.2]:

Theorem 4.20. (i) Any equivalence of d-manifolds is a w-submersion, sub-
mersion, w-immersion, immersion, w-embedding and embedding.

(ii) If f,g: X =Y are 2-isomorphic 1-morphisms of d-manifolds then f is a
w-submersion, submersion, ..., embedding, if and only if g is.

(iii) Compositions of w-submersions, submersions, w-immersions, immersions,
w-embeddings, and embeddings are 1-morphisms of the same kind.

(iv) The conditions that a 1-morphism of d-manifolds f : X — Y is a w-
submersion, submersion, w-immersion or immersion are local in X and Y.
That is, for each x € X with f(x) =y €Y, it suffices to check the conditions
for flu : U — V with V' an open neighbourhood of y in'Y, and U an open
neighbourhood of = in £~ (V) C X. The conditions that f : X — Y is a
w-embedding or embedding are local in'Y, but not in X.

(v) Let f: X =Y be a submersion of d-manifolds. Then vdim X > vdimY,
and if vdim X =vdimY then f is étale.
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(vi) Let f: X = Y be an immersion of d-manifolds. Then vdim X < vdimY,
and if vdim X = vdimY then f is étale.

(vii) Let f : X — Y be a smooth map of manifolds, and f = FaMan(f).
Then f is a submersion, immersion, or embedding in dMan if and only if f
18 a submersion, immersion, or embedding in Man, respectively. Also f is a
w-immersion or w-embedding if and only if f is an immersion or embedding.
(viii) Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism of d-manifolds, with Y a manifold.
Then f is a w-submersion.

(ix) Let X,Y be d-manifolds, with Y a manifold. Then wx : X XY — X is
a submersion.

(x) Let f: X =Y be a submersion of d-manifolds, and x € X with f(zx) =
y €Y. Then there exist open x € U C X and y € V C Y with f(U) =V,
a manifold Z, and an equivalence i : U — V X Z_ such that fly : U = V is
2-isomorphic to wy o, where wy : V X Z — 'V is the projection.

(xi) Let f: X =Y be a submersion of d-manifolds with Y a manifold. Then
X is a manifold.

4.6 D-transversality and fibre products

From 33| if g : X — Z and h : Y — Z are 1-morphisms of d-manifolds then
a fibre product W = X4 z nY exists in dSpa, and is unique up to equivalence.
We want to know whether W is a d-manifold. We will define when g, h are
d-transverse, which is a sufficient condition for W to be a d-manifold.

Recall that if g: X — Z, h: Y — Z are smooth maps of manifolds, then a
fibre product W = X x4 7z, Y in Man exists if g, h are transverse, that is, if
T.Z = dg|,(ToX) + dh|y(T,Y) for all z € X and y € Y with g(z) = h(y) =z €
Z. Equivalently, dg|* & dh|; 1.2 — T; X @ TY should be injective. Writing
W = X xzY for the topological fibre product ande: W — X, f: W — Y for
the projections, with goe = h o f, we see that g, h are transverse if and only if

e (dg*) ® f*(dh*) : (goe)* (T*Z) = " (T*X) ® f*(T*Y) (4.7)

is an injective morphism of vector bundles on the topological space W, that is,
it has a left inverse. The condition that (@8] has a left inverse is an analogue
of this, but on (dual) obstruction rather than cotangent bundles.

Definition 4.21. Let X,Y, Z be d-manifoldsandg: X - Z, h: Y — Z be
1-morphisms. Let W = X x4 73 Y be the C°°-scheme fibre product, and write
e:W—-X, [ WY for the projections. Consider the morphism

e*(g” OIgyg(gZ)
a=|=f"W")olpnp(&z)|: (goe)(Ez) — (4.8)
(goe)(oz) e (Ex) @ [*(Ey) @ (goe)* (Fz)

in qcoh(W). We call g, h d-transverse if « has a left inverse. Note that this is
a local condition in W, since local choices of left inverse for o can be combined
using a partition of unity on W to make a global left inverse.
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In the notation of §4.3]and §4.5] we have 1-morphisms g : ¢g*(T*Z) — T* X
in vvect(X) and Qp : h*(T*Z) — T*Y in vvect(Y). Pulling these back to
vvect(W) using e*, f* we form the I-morphism in vvect(W):

(€ () 0 Ley(T*Z)) & (f* () 0 I;.n(T72)) : (g0 e)"(T" 2)

(4.9)
— " (T"X) @ f/(TY).

For ([A8) to have a left inverse is equivalent to (@3] being weakly injective, as
in Definition [£I8 This is the d-manifold analogue of (A7) being injective.

Here are the main results of [35, §4.3]:

Theorem 4.22. Suppose X,Y,Z are d-manifolds and g: X - Z, h:Y - Z
are d-transverse 1-morphisms, and let W = X x4z 1n Y be the d-space fibre
product. Then W is a d-manifold, with

vdim W = vdim X + vdim Y — vdim Z. (4.10)

Theorem 4.23. Suppose g : X — Z, h :' Y — Z are 1-morphisms of d-
manifolds. The following are sufficient conditions for g, h to be d-transverse, so

that W = X Xg,zn Y is a d-manifold of virtual dimension (£10):

(a) Z is a manifold, that is, Z € Man; or

(b) g or h is a w-submersion.

The point here is that roughly speaking, g, h are d-transverse if they map the
direct sum of the obstruction spaces of X,Y surjectively onto the obstruction
spaces of Z. If Z is a manifold its obstruction spaces are zero. If g is a w-
submersion it maps the obstruction spaces of X surjectively onto the obstruction
spaces of Z. In both cases, d-transversality follows. See [53, Th. 8.15] for the
analogue of Theorem [.23|(a) for Spivak’s derived manifolds.

Theorem 4.24. Let X,Z be d-manifolds, Y a manifold, and g : X — Z,
h:Y — Z be 1-morphisms with g a submersion. Then W = X X4z, Y is a
manifold, with dim W = vdim X +dimY — vdim Z.

Theorem [4.24] shows that we may think of submersions as ‘representable 1-
morphisms’ in dMan. We can locally characterize embeddings and immersions
in dMan in terms of fibre products with R™ in dMan.

Theorem 4.25. (i) Let X be a d-manifold and g : X — R™ a 1-morphism in
dMan. Then the fibre product W = X Xggrn o * exists in dMan by Theorem
[23(a), and the projection wx : W — X is an embedding.

(il) Suppose f : X — Y is an immersion of d-manifolds, and x € X with
f(x) =y €Y. Then there exist open d-submanifolds x € U C X and y €
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V CY with f(U) CV, and a 1-morphism g : V. — R™ with g(y) = 0, where
n=vdimY — vdim X > 0, fitting into a 2-Cartesian square in dMan :

U *
Vflu 7" g o
Vv R™.

If f is an embedding we may take U = f~1(V).

Remark 4.26. For the applications the author has in mind, it will be crucial
thatif g: X — Z and h : Y — Z are 1-morphisms with X, Y d-manifolds and
Z a manifold then W = X Xz Y is a d-manifold, with vdim W = vdim X +
vdimY — dim Z, as in Theorem [£23|(a). We will show by example, following
Spivak [53] Prop. 1.7], that if d-manifolds dMan were an ordinary category
containing manifolds as a full subcategory, then this would be false.

Consider the fibre product * xgRr,o * in dMan. If dMan were a category
then as * is a terminal object, the fibre product would be *. But then

vdim(* XgRro *) = vdim* = 0 # —1 = vdim * 4+ vdim * — vdimR,

so equation (LI0) and Theorem [L.23|a) would be false. Thus, if we want fibre
products of d-manifolds over manifolds to be well behaved, then dMan must
be at least a 2-category. It could be an co-category, as for Spivak’s derived
manifolds [53], or some other kind of higher category. Making d-manifolds into
a 2-category, as we have done, is the simplest of the available options.

4.7 Embedding d-manifolds into manifolds

Let V be a manifold, £ — V a vector bundle, and s € C*°(F). Then Example
4] defines a ‘standard model’ principal d-manifold Sy g s. When E and s are
zero, we have Sy =V = Flfl/ll\élj‘n(V), so that Sy, is a manifold. For
general V, E, s, taking f =idy : V — V and f =0: F — 0 in Example 43
gives a ‘standard model’ 1I-morphism Siq, 0 : Sv,E,s = Sv,00 = V. One can
show Siq, o is an embedding, in the sense of Definition Any principal
d-manifold U is equivalent to some Sy, g . Thus we deduce:

Lemma 4.27. Any principal d-manifold U admits an embedding i : U — V
into a manifold V.

Theorem below is a converse to this: if a d-manifold X can be em-
bedded into a manifold Y, then X is principal. So it will be useful to study
embeddings of d-manifolds into manifolds. The following classical facts are due
to Whitney [60].

Theorem 4.28. (a) Let X be an m-manifold and n > 2m. Then a generic
smooth map f: X — R" is an immersion.

(b) Let X be an m-manifold and n > 2m + 1. Then there exists an embedding
f: X — R", and we can choose such f with f(X) closed in R". Generic
smooth maps f: X — R" are embeddings.
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In [35, §4.4] we generalize Theorem .28 to d-manifolds.

Theorem 4.29. Let X be a d-manifold. Then there exist immersions and/or
embeddings f : X — R"™ for some n > 0 if and only if there is an upper bound
for AimTX for all x € X. If there is such an upper bound, then immersions
f: X — R™ ezist provided n > 2dimT}X for all x € X, and embeddings
f: X = R"™ exist provided n > 2dim T X + 1 for all x € X. For embeddings
we may also choose f with f(X) closed in R™.

Here is an example in which the condition does not hold.

Example 4.30. R* X Rk o * is a principal d-manifold of virtual dimension 0,
with C*-scheme R”, and obstruction bundle R¥. Thus X = ]_[k>0]R’c Xo.RF,0 *
is a d-manifold of virtual dimension 0, with C°°-scheme X = ]_[k>0 RF. Since
T; X 2 R" for z € R" C [[5, R*, dim T* X realizes all values n > 0. Hence
there cannot exist immersions or embeddings f : X — R"™ for any n > 0.

As ¢ — dim T} X is an upper semicontinuous map X — N, if X is compact
then dim 7} X is bounded above, giving:

Corollary 4.31. Let X be a compact d-manifold. Then there exists an embed-
ding f: X — R"™ for some n > 0.

If a d-manifold X can be embedded into a manifold Y, we show in [35, §4.4]
that we can write X as the zeroes of a section of a vector bundle over Y near
its image. See [53, Prop. 9.5] for the analogue for Spivak’s derived manifolds.

Theorem 4.32. Suppose X is a d-manifold, Y a manifold, and f: X —Y
an embedding, in the sense of Definition [A19. Then there exist an open subset
Vin'Y with f(X) CV, a vector bundle E — V, and s € C*(E) fitting into a
2-Cartesian diagram in dSpa:

x v
br 7o o)

V—F.

Here 'Y = F&lff:“(Y), and similarly for V,E s,0, with 0 : V — E the zero
section. Hence X is equivalent to the ‘standard model’ d-manifold Sv g s of
Ezxample L4 and is a principal d-manifold.

Combining Theorems .29 and [£32 Lemma [£.27], and Corollary [£.37] yields:

Corollary 4.33. Let X be a d-manifold. Then X is a principal d-manifold if
and only if dimT}X is bounded above for all x € X. In particular, if X is
compact, then X s principal.

Corollary [£.33] suggests that most interesting d-manifolds are principal, in
a similar way to most interesting C'*°-schemes being affine in Remark 2.9(ii).
Example [4.30] gives a d-manifold which is not principal.
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4.8 Orientations on d-manifolds

Let X be an n-manifold. Then T*X is a rank n vector bundle on X, so its top
exterior power A"T™* X is a line bundle (rank 1 vector bundle) on X. In algebraic
geometry, A" T*X would be called the canonical bundle of X. We define an
orientation w on X to be an orientation on the fibres of A"T*X. That is, w
is an equivalence class [r] of isomorphisms of line bundles 7 : Ox — A"T*X,
where Ox is the trivial line bundle R x X — X, and 7,7’ are equivalent if
7/ = 7 - ¢ for some smooth ¢: X — (0, 00).

To generalize all this to d-manifolds, we will need a notion of the ‘top exterior
power’ Lge 4) of a virtual vector bundle (£°,¢) in §431 As the definition
in [35] §4.5] is long, we will not give it, but just state its important properties:

Theorem 4.34. Let X be a C-scheme, and (£°,¢) a virtual vector bundle
on X. Then in [35 §4.5] we define a line bundle (rank 1 vector bundle) Lg* 4
on X, which we call the orientation line bundle of (£°,¢). This satisfies:

(a) Suppose EY E? are vector bundles on X with ranks k1, ks, and ¢ : E — £
is a morphism. Then (E°,¢) is a virtual vector bundle of rank ko — ki,
and there is a canonical isomorphism Lgs 5) = AP (E1)* @ AF=2€2.

(b) Let f*: (&% ¢) = (F*,¢) be an equivalence in vvect(X). Then there is a
canonical isomorphism Lye : Lig ¢y — L(F* ) in qcoh(X).

(C) If (5.,(25) (S Vvect(l) then Lid¢ = idg(g.yq&) : E(g'y(ﬁ) — E(g'_]@.

(@) If f*: (&% ¢) = (F*,¢) and g°* : (F*,¢) — (G*,€) are equivalences in
vvect(X) then Lgsope = Lgo 0 Lo = Ligo ¢y — L(g* ¢)-

() If f*,9°: (€% ¢) = (F*,¢) are 2-isomorphic equivalences in vvect(X)
then Efo = Eg- : E(g°)¢) — E(]—"'7w).

(f) Let f: X —Y be a morphism of C*-schemes, and (E°,¢) € vvect(Y).
Then there is a canonical isomorphism Iy g gyt f*(Lie*,0)) = L (£%,0)-

Now we can define orientations on d-manifolds.

Definition 4.35. Let X be a d-manifold. Then the virtual cotangent bundle
T*X is a virtual vector bundle on X by Proposition [LIT[(b), so Theorem .34
gives a line bundle L7+ x on X. We call L7+ x the orientation line bundle of X.

An orientation w on X is an orientation on L7+ x. That is, w is an equiv-
alence class [7] of isomorphisms 7 : Ox — Lp+x in qeoh(X), where 7,7 are
equivalent if they are proportional by a smooth positive function on X.

If w = [r] is an orientation on X, the opposite orientation is —w = [—7],
which changes the sign of the isomorphism 7 : Ox — Lp«x. When we refer to
X as an oriented d-manifold, —X will mean X with the opposite orientation,
that is, X is short for (X,w) and —X is short for (X, —w).

Example 4.36. (a) Let X be an n-manifold, and X = FgMar(X) the associ-
ated d-manifold. Then X = Fﬁ:nSCh(X), Ex =0and Fx =T*X. So Ex, Fx
are vector bundles of ranks 0,n. As A% x = Ox, Theorem L34(a) gives a
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canonical isomorphism Lr+x = A"T*X. That is, L7+x is isomorphic to the
lift to C'°°-schemes of the line bundle A”T*X on the manifold X.

As above, an orientation on X is an orientation on the line bundle A"T*X.
Hence orientations on the d-manifold X = FgMan(X) in the sense of Definition
are equivalent to orientations on the manifold X in the usual sense.

(b) Let V be an n-manifold, F — V a vector bundle of rank k, and s € C*°(E).
Then Example [£.4] defines a ‘standard model’” principal d-manifold S = Sy g s,
which has s & £%|g, Fs = T*V|s, where &, T*V are the lifts of the vector
bundles E,T*V on V to V. Hence £s, Fs are vector bundles on Sy, g , of ranks
k,n, so Theorem E.34(a) gives an isomorphism Lr-g, , , = (AF€ @ A"T*V)|s.
Thus Lr+g, ;. is the lift to Sy, p  of the line bundle AFE® A"T*V over the
manifold V. Therefore we may induce an orientation on the d-manifold Sv, g s
from an orientation on the line bundle A*E ® A"T*V over V. Equivalently, we
can induce an orientation on Sy g s from an orientation on the total space of
the vector bundle E* over V, or from an orientation on the total space of F.

We can construct orientations on d-transverse fibre products of oriented d-
manifolds. Note that ({1l depends on an orientation convention: a different
choice would change (@II) by a sign depending on vdim X, vdimY,vdim Z.
Our conventions follow those of Fukaya et al. [19] §8.2] for Kuranishi spaces.

Theorem 4.37. Work in the situation of Theorem £22] so that W, XY, Z
are d-manifolds with W = X Xg zn Y for g,h d-transverse, where e : W —
X, f: W = Y are the projections. Then we have orientation line bundles
£T*W7 e 7£T*Z on W, e ,Z, SO ET*Wa Q*(ET*X)af*(ﬁT*Y)u (g o Q)*(ET*Z)
are line bundles on W. With a suitable choice of orientation convention, there
is a canomnical isomorphism

D ET*W — Q* (ET*X) ®OW I*(ET*Y) ®OW (g Og)*(ﬁT*Z)*. (411)

Hence, if X,Y,Z are oriented d-manifolds, then W also has a natural
orientation, since trivializations of Lp«x,Lp«y, Lr«z induce a trivialization

of Lr-w by (.II).

Fibre products have natural commutativity and associativity properties.
When we include orientations, the orientations differ by some sign. Here is
an analogue of results of Fukaya et al. [I9] Lem. 8.2.3] for Kuranishi spaces.

Proposition 4.38. Suppose V..., Z are oriented d-manifolds, e,... h are
1-morphisms, and all fibre products below are d-transverse. Then the following
hold, in oriented d-manifolds:

(@) Forg: X — Z and h:Y — Z we have
X Xg.Z.h Y ~ (_1)(VdimX—vdim Z)(VdimY—VdimZ)Y Xh.Zg X.
In particular, when Z = % so that X xzY = X XY we have

X xY ~ (_1)VdivadimYY>< X.
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(b) Fore: V=Y, f WY, g:W—=Z, and h: X — Z we have
|4 Xe Y, forw (W Xg,Z.,h X) =~ (V XeY,f W) Xgoww,Z,h X.

(c) Fore: V=Y, f:V>Z g:W-=Y,and h: X — Z we have

V' X(e,f),YxZ,gxh (Wx X) ~

(_l)vdim Z(vdimYJrvdimVV)(V XeY.g W) X fory Z.h X.

5 Manifolds with boundary and corners

So far we have discussed only manifolds without boundary (locally modelled
on R™). One can also consider manifolds with boundary (locally modelled on
[0, 00) x R™™) and manifolds with corners (locally modelled on [0, c0)* x R™ ™).
The author [32] studied manifolds with corners, giving a new definition of
smooth map f : X — Y between manifolds with corners X,Y, satisfying ex-
tra conditions over 0¥ X, 9'Y. This yields categories Man®, Man® of manifolds
with boundary and with corners with good properties as categories.

In [35, Chap. 5] we surveyed [32], changing some notation, and including
some new material. This section summarizes [32], [35, Chap. 5], following the
notation of [35, Chap. 5]. See [32] and [35, Chap. 5] for further references on
manifolds with corners.

5.1 Boundaries and smooth maps

The definition of an m-manifold with corners X in [32] §2] involves an atlas
of charts (U,$) on X with U C [0,00)% x R" " open and ¢ : U — X a
homeomorphism with an open set in X. Apart from taking U C [0, 00)* x R"*
rather than U C R", there is no difference with the usual definition of n-
manifold. The definitions of the boundary 0X of X in [32] §2], and of smooth
map [ : X — Y between manifolds with corners in [32, §3], may be surprising
for readers who have not thought much about corners, so we give them here.

Definition 5.1. Let X be a manifold with corners, of dimension n. Then there
is a natural stratification X = [[;_, S*(X), where S*(X) is the depth k stratum
of X, that is, the set of points € X such that X near z is locally modelled on
[0,00)F x R"™* near 0. Then S*(X) is an (n — k)-manifold without boundary,
and S¥(X) = [~ SY(X). The interior of X is X° = S°(X).

A local boundary component 5 of X at x is a local choice of connected com-
ponent of S*(X) near z. That is, for each sufficiently small open neighbourhood
V of x in X, 3 gives a choice of connected component W of V N S*(X) with
xz € W, and any two such choices V,W and V’, W' must be compatible in the

sense that x € (W NW’). As a set, define the boundary

0X = {(x, B):x € X, B is a local boundary component for X at x}
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Then 90X is an (n — 1)-manifold with corners if n > 0, and 0X =0 if n = 0.
Define a smooth map ix : 0X — X by ix : (z,5) — z.

Example 5.2. The manifold with corners X = [0,00)? has strata S°(X) =
(0.00)%, S1(X) = ({0} x (0,50)) 11 ((0,00) x {0}) and S2(X) = {(0,0)}. A
point (a,b) in X has local boundary components {z = 0} if a = 0 and {y = 0}
if b= 0. Thus

0X = {((:E,O),{yz O}) tx € [O,oo)} I {((O,y),{sz}) TR [O,oo)}
2 [0,00) I [0, 00).

Note that ix : 8X — X maps two points ((0,0),{z = 0}), ((0,0),{y = 0})
to (0,0). In general, if a manifold with corners X has 92X # () then iy is not
injective, so the boundary 0X is not a subset of X.

Definition 5.3. Let X,Y be manifolds with corners of dimensions m,n. A
continuous map f : X — Y is called weakly smooth if whenever (U, @), (V, )
are charts on X,Y then

v rofod:(fod)TH(W(V) —V
is a smooth map from (f o ¢)~*(¢(V)) C R™ to V C R™.

Let (z,8) € 0X. A boundary defining function for X at (z,8) is a pair
(V,b), where V is an open neighbourhood of z in X and b : V — [0,00) is
a weakly smooth map, such that db|, : T,V — Tjy,,[0,00) is nonzero for all
v € V, and there exists an open neighbourhood U of (x, ) in iy (V) C 90X,
with boix|y =0, and ix|y : U — {v € V : b(v) = 0} is a homeomorphism.

A weakly smooth map of manifolds with corners f : X — Y is called smooth
if it satisfies the following additional condition over d.X,dY. Suppose z € X
with f(z) =y € Y, and § is a local boundary component of Y at y. Let (V,b)
be a boundary defining function for ¥ at (y,5). We require that either:

(i) There exists an open z € V C f~1(V) C X such that (V,bo fl|y) is a
boundary defining function for X at (z, /3), for some unique local boundary
component S of X at z; or

(ii) There exists an open z € W C f~1(V) C X with bo f|w = 0.

Form the fibre products of topological spaces

OX X oix v,iy OY = {((2,B), (y,B)) €0X x8Y : foix(x,B)=y=iy(y,B)},
X ><f,Y,iy oY = {(‘Tv (yvﬁ)) €X x oY : f(i[]) =Yy = zY(yvﬁ)}

Define subsets Sy € 0X xy0Y and Ty C X xy0Y by ((:1:, B), (y, [3)) € Sy in case
(i) above, and (z, (y,8)) € Ty in case (ii) above. Define maps sy : Sy — 0X,
ty : Ty = X, up : Sy = 0Y, vy : Ty — OY to be the projections from the
fibre products. Then S¢,T; are open and closed in dX xy 9Y, X xy 0Y and
have the structure of manifolds with corners, with dim Sy = dim X — 1 and
dim Ty = dim X, and s4,t¢,us, vy are smooth maps with sz, ¢y étale.

We write Man® for the category of manifolds with corners, with morphisms
smooth maps, and ManP for the full subcategory of manifolds with boundary.
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5.2 (Semi)simple maps, submersions, immersions,
and embeddings

In [35, §5.4 & §5.7] we define some interesting classes of smooth maps:
Definition 5.4. Let f: X — Y be a smooth map of manifolds with corners.

a) We call f simple if sy : Sy — 0X in Definition [5.3]is bijective.

)

) We call f flat if Ty = 0 in Definition (.3

(d) We call f a diffeomorphism if it has a smooth inverse f~!:Y — X.
)

Y, then df|z T, X — Tf(w)Y and df|z : Tz(Sk(X)) — Tf(w)(Sl(Y))
are surjective. Submersions are automatically semisimple. We call f an
s-submersion if it is a simple submersion.

(f) We call f an immersion if df[, : T,X — Ty(,)Y is injective for all z € X.
We call f an s-immersion (or sf-immersion) if f is also simple (or simple
and flat). We call f an embedding (or s-embedding, or sf-embedding) if f
is an immersion (or s-immersion, or sf-immersion), and f : X — f(X) is
a homeomorphism with its image.

For manifolds without boundary, one considers immersed or embedded sub-
manifolds. Part (f) gives six different notions of submanifolds X of manifolds

with corners Y: immersed, s-immersed, sf-immersed, embedded, s-embedded and
sf-embedded submanifolds.

Example 5.5. (i) The inclusion i : [0, 00) < R is an embedding. It is semisim-
ple and flat, but not simple, as s; : S; — 9[0,00) maps @ — {0}, and is not
surjective, so ¢ is not an s- or sf-embedding. Thus [0, 00) is an embedded sub-
manifold of R, but not an s- or sf-embedded submanifold.

(ii) The map f : [0,00) — [0, 00)? mapping f :  +— (x,z) is an embedding. It is
flat, but not semisimple, as sy : Sy — 9]0, 00) maps two points to one point, and
is not injective. Hence f is not an s- or sf-embedding, and {(z,z) : z € [0,00)}
is an embedded submanifold of [0, 00)2, but not s- or sf-embedded.

(iii) The inclusion i : {0} < [0, 0o0) has di|g injective, so it is an embedding. It is
simple, but not flat, as T; = {(0, (0, {z = 0})) } # 0. Thus i is an s-embedding,
but not an sf-embedding. Hence {0} is an s-embedded but not sf-embedded
submanifold of [0, 00).

(iv) Let X be a manifold with corners with X # 0. Then ix : 0X — X
is an immersion. Also s;, : S;y — 02X is a bijection, so iy is simple, but
Ty = 0X # 0, so ix is not flat. Hence ix is an s-immersion, but not an
sf-immersion. If 92X = ) then ix is an s-embedding, but not an sf-embedding.
(v) Let f :[0,00) = R be smooth. Define g : [0,00) — [0,00) X R by g(z) =
(z, f(z)). Then g is an sf-embedding, and I'y = {(z, f(z) : € [0,00)} is an
st-embedded submanifold of [0, c0) x R.
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Simple and semisimple maps have a property of lifting to boundaries:

Proposition 5.6. Let f : X — Y be a semisimple map of manifolds with
corners. Then there exists a natural decomposition 0X = 8_{X 1107 X with

8iX open and closed in 0X, and semisimple maps fi = foiX|,9£X : 8_{;X —-Y
and f_ : 07 X — 0Y, such that the following commutes in Man®:

ol x ; oY
‘Lixlafx o iY\L (5'1)
X ! Y.

If fis also flat, then (5. is a Cartesian square, so that 87 X =~ X xy 8Y. If
f is simple then 3_{_X =0 and 8’ X = 0X. If f is simple, flat, a submersion,
or an s-submersion, then fi are also simple, ..., s-submersions, respectively.

In fact we define &7 X = s;(Sy), so that s : Sy — 8/ X is a bijection since
sy is injective as f is semisimple, and then f_ = uy o 5;1, using the notation
of Definition 5.3l If f : X — Y is simple then f_ : 9X — 9Y is also simple, so
for 10" X — 0%Y is simple for k = 1,2,.... If f is also flat then f_. is flat and
OFX =2 X xy 0*Y. A smooth map f: X — Y is flat if and only if f(X°) C Y°,
or equivalently, if f: X — Y and iy : Y — Y are transverse.

(S-)submersions are locally modelled on projections 7x : X x Y — X:

Proposition 5.7. (a) Let X,Y be manifolds with corners. Then the projection
mx : X xY — X is a submersion, and an s-submersion if 0Y = (.

(b) Let f: X =Y be a submersion of manifolds with corners, and v € X
with f(x) =y €Y. Then there exist open neighbourhoods V of x in X and W
of y in'Y with f(V) = W, a manifold with corners Z, and a diffeomorphism
V =W x Z which identifies f|ly : V — W with myw : W x Z = W. If f is an
s-submersion then 0Z = ().

S-immersions and sf-immersions are also locally modelled on products:

Proposition 5.8. (a) Let X be a manifold with corners and 0 < k < n. Then
idx x0: X — X x ([0,00)% x R"_k) mapping © — (x,0) is an s-embedding,
and an sf-embedding if k = 0.

(b) Let f: X =Y be an s-immersion of manifolds with corners, and x € X
with f(x) =y €Y. Then there exist open neighbourhoods V of x in X and W
of y in'Y with f(V) C W, an open neighbourhood Z of 0 in [0,00)% x R" ¥,
and a diffeomorphism W 2V x Z which identifies fly : V — W with idy x 0 :
V=V xZ. If fis an sf-immersion then k = 0.

Example B5(ii) shows general immersions are not modelled on products.

5.3 Corners and the corner functors

As in [32 §2], [35, §5.5], we define the k-corners Ci(X) of a manifold with
corners X.
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Definition 5.9. Let X be an n-manifold with corners. Applying O repeatedly
gives manifolds with corners 0X, 02X, .... There is a natural identification
OFX =~ {(:C,Bl, oy Br)rx e X, Pi,..., B are distinct

(5.2)
local boundary components for X at x}

Using (5.2)), we see that the symmetric group Sy of permutations of {1,...,k}
has a natural, free action on 9* X by diffeomorphisms, given by

0: (Iaﬂla s aﬂk) — (Iaﬂa(l)a s aﬂo’(k))'
Define the k-corners of X, as a set, to be

Cr(X) = {(:v, {B1,.-,Pr}) iz € X, P1,..., L% are distinct
local boundary components for X at :v}
Then Ci(X) is naturally a manifold with corners of dimension n — k, with

Cr(X) = 9¥X/S). The interior C(X)® is naturally diffeomorphic to S*(X).
We have natural diffeomorphisms Cop(X) 2 X and C1(X) = 0X.

A surprising fact about manifolds with corners X is that the disjoint union
C(X) := Z:Z)X C%(X) has strong functorial properties. Since C'(X) is not a

manifold with corners, it is helpful to enlarge our category Man®:

Definition 5.10. Write Man® for the category whose objects are disjoint
unions H;’::O X, where X, is a manifold with corners of dimension m, and
whose morphisms are continuous maps f : [[~_ X, — [[2,Yn, such that
flxmng—1(va) : (Xm0 f7H(Yn)) = Yy is a smooth map of manifolds with cor-
ners for all m,n > 0.

Definition 5.11. Define corner functors C,C : Man® — Man® by C(X) =
C(X) = [T~ Cp(X) on objects, and on morphisms f : X — Y in Man®,

C(f): (x,{B1, ... Bi}) ¥ (y.{Br.-..,B;}), where y = f(x),
{B1,--- ,Bj}:{ﬁ : ((a:,Bl), (y,ﬂ)) €Sy, somel=1,... ,i},
C(f): (z,{Br,....Bi}) — (¥, {B1,-..,B;}), wherey = f(z),
(B, B ={B: (&, 8), (. 8)) € Sy, L=1,....i} U{B: (=, (y. ) €Ty }.
Write C'ij(X) = Ci(X) N C(f) " HCr(Y)) and CF(f) = C(f)|cjf,k(x) :
CIM(X) — Ci(Y) for all j,k, and similarly for C4*(X),C%5(f). Then C%(f)
and C’f (f) are smooth maps of manifolds with corners. Note that C({ (X)) =

Co(X) = X and Cy(Y) 2 Y, and these isomorphisms identify CJ(f) : Co(X) —
Co(Y) with f: X = Y.

It turns out that C, C are both functors Man® — Man®. Furthermore:
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(i) For each X € Man® we have a natural diffeomorphism C(9X) = 0C(X)
identifying C(ix) : C(0X) — C(X) with i¢(x) : 0C(X) = C(X)

(ii) For all X|Y in Man® we have a natural diffeomorphism C'(X x Y) =
C(X) x C(Y). These diffeomorphisms commute with product morphisms
and direct product morphisms in Man®, Man®.

(iii) f g : X - Z and h : Y — Z are strongly transverse maps in Man®
then C' maps the fibre product X XgzpY in Man€ to the fibre product
C(X) XC(g),C(Z),C(h) C(Y) in Man¢€.

(iv) If f: X — Y is semisimple, then C(f) maps Cx(X) — ]_[;CZO C,(Y) for
all & > 0. The natural diffeomorphisms C1(X) = 90X, Co(Y) = Y and
C1(Y) = Y identify C°(X) = oL X, C(f) = f+, O (X) =2 97 X and
CH(f) = f_. If f is simple then C(f) maps Ci(X) — Ci(Y) for all k > 0.

The analogues hold for C, except for (iv) and the last part of (i).

5.4 (Strong) transversality and fibre products
In [32] §6], [35, §5.6] we discuss conditions for fibre products to exist in Man®.

Definition 5.12. Let g : X — Z, h: Y — Z be smooth maps of manifolds with
corners. We call g, h transverse if whenever z € S/(X) C X,y € S¥(Y) C Y
and z € SY(Z) C Z with g(z) = h(y) = z, then T.Z = dg|.(T: X) + dhl,(T,Y)
and T.(S'(Z)) = dgla(Tu(S9 (X)) + dhl, (T, (SH(Y))).

We call g, h strongly transverse if they are transverse, and whenever there
are points in C;(X), Cx(Y), Ci(Z) with

C(g)(.’[], {ﬁlu e 76]}) = C(h)(yu {Blu e 7Bk}) = (27{617 cee 7Bl})
we have either j+k>lorj=k=101=0.

If one of g,h is a submersion then g, h are strongly transverse. It is well
known that transverse fibre products of manifolds without boundary exist. Here
is the (more difficult to prove) analogue for manifolds with corners.

Theorem 5.13. Let g : X — Z, h : Y — Z be transverse smooth maps of
manifolds with corners. Then a fibre product W =X X4 7Y ezists in Man®.

As a topological space, the fibre product in Theorem is just the topo-
logical fibre product W = {(z,y) € X x Y : g(z) = h(y)}. In general, the
boundary OW is difficult to describe explicitly: it is the quotient of a subset of
(0X xzY)II(X Xz dY) by an equivalence relation. Here are some special cases
in which we can give an explicit formula for OW.

Proposition 5.14. Let g : X — Z, h: Y — Z be transverse smooth maps in
Man®, so that X x4 75, Y exists by Theorem 513l Then:

(a) If 0Z =0 then
8(X Xg,Z.h Y) = (6X X goix,Z,h Y) 11 (X X g,7 hoiy 8Y) (5.3)
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(b) If g is semisimple then

X XgznY) 2 (09X g, 22 Y) L (X Xg 7 h0iy OY). (5.4)

(c) If both g,h are semisimple then
8(X Xg,Z,h Y) =
(09X Xg, 20 Y) I (X Xgzn, O"Y) I (07X x4 oz 0"Y).
Here all fibre products in (B3)-(@0]) are transverse, and so exist.

(5.5)

For strongly transverse smooth maps, fibre products commute with the cor-
ner functors C,C' : Man® — Man®. Since C;(W) = dW, equation (G.6]) with
1 =1 gives another explicit description of W in this case.

Theorem 5.15. Let g: X — Z, h: Y — Z be strongly transverse smooth maps
of manifolds with corners, and write W for the fibre product X x4 7, Y given
by Theorem .13l Then there is a canonical diffeomorphism

~ 1 hot
C;(W) = H C (X)) Xcig),ci2),0tm) G (Y) (5.6)
Gk 10—+ k—1

for all i > 0, where the fibre products are all transverse and so exist. Hence

C(W) 2 C(X) xc(g),c(z),cm) C(Y) in Man®.

5.5 Orientations on manifolds with corners

In [32, §7], [35] §5.8] we discuss orientations on manifolds with corners.

Definition 5.16. Let X be an n-manifold with corners. An orientation w on
X is an orientation on the fibres of the real line bundle A"T*X over X. That
is, w is an equivalence class [r] of isomorphisms 7 : Ox — A"T*X, where
Ox = R x X — X is the trivial line bundle on X, and 7,7’ are equivalent if
7/ =7 - ¢ for some smooth ¢: X — (0,00).

If w = [7] is an orientation, we write —w for the opposite orientation [—T].

We call the pair (X,w) an oriented manifold. Usually we suppress the ori-
entation w, and just refer to X as an oriented manifold. When X is an oriented
manifold, we write —X for X with the opposite orientation.

If X,Y, Z are oriented manifolds with corners, then we can define orientations
on boundaries 0.X, products X XY, and transverse fibre products X x zY. To do
this requires a choice of orientation convention. Our orientation conventions are
given in [35] §5.8]. Having fixed an orientation convention, natural isomorphisms
of manifolds with corners such as X xz Y 2 Y xz X lift to isomorphisms of
oriented manifolds of corners, modified by signs depending on the dimensions.
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For example, if g : X — Z and h : Y — Z are transverse maps of oriented
manifolds with corners then

X Xg.72.h Y o~ (_1)(dimX—dim Z)(dimY—dimZ)Y Xh.Z. X,
and with orientations equations (B.3)—(E35) become

(X xgznY) 2 (0X X goix,z,n Y ) I(—1)BmXHdmZ( X5 o hoiy OY),

(X xgznY) 2 (01X X g, znY)IL(—1)HmXFAMZ(X 5 7 1oy DY),

O(X XgznY)Z(0IX Xg, zp Y)I(-) I XTI (500, o p OLY)
I (09X xg_0zn O"Y).

5.6 Fixed point loci in manifolds with corners

In [35, §5.5] we study the fixed point locus X' of a group I acting on a manifold
with corners X. These are related to orbifold strata X' of orbifolds with corners
X, which we will discuss in §I2.5 Here is our main result.

Proposition 5.17. Suppose X is a manifold with corners, I' a finite group,
and r : T' = Aut(X) an action of T on X by diffeomorphisms. Applying the
corner functor C' of §5.3] gives an action C(r) : T — Aut(C(X)) of T on C(X)
by diffeomorphisms. Write XT', C(X)' for the subsets of X,C(X) fized by T,
and jxr: X' — X for the inclusion. Then:

(a) XU has the structure of an object in Man® (a disjoint union of manifolds
with corners of different dimensions, as in §5.3) in a unique way, such
that jxr : XU — X is an embedding. This jxr is flat, but need not be
(semi)simple.

(b) By (a) we have a smooth map C(jxr): C(X') — C(X). This C(jxr) is
a diffeomorphism C(X') — C(X)I'. As jx.r need not be simple, C(jxr)
need not map C(X') — Cr(X) for k> 0.

(c) By (b), C(jxr) identifies C1(XT') = 9(X") with a subset of C(X)' C
C(X). This gives the following description of O(XT):

AXT) = {(2,{B1, ... Br}) €Ch(X) :x € X", k=1, Br,.... 5

are distinct local boundary components for X at x,

and T acts transitively on {f1,. .. ,ﬁk}}.

(d) Now suppose Y is a manifold with corners with an action of T, and f :
X — Y is a T-equivariant smooth map. Then X', YT are objects in Man®
by (a), and f':= f|xr : XU = YT is a morphism in Man®.

Example 5.18. Let I' = {1,0} with 0? = 1, so that I' = Z,, and let T

act on X = [0,00)% by ¢ : (#1,22) — (2,21). Then X' = {(z,2) : = €
[0,00)} 2 [0,00), a manifold with corners, and the inclusion jxr : X" — X is
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jxor i [0,00) = [0,00)2, jxr : 2~ (z,2), a smooth, flat embedding, which is
not semisimple. We have 0X = 9([0,00)?) 2 [0, 00)1I[0, 00), where I acts freely
on dX by exchanging the two copies of [0, 00). Hence (0X)!' = (), but 9(X7T) is
a point *, so in this case (9X)' 2 d(XT). Also C2(X) = {(0,{{z1 = 0},{z2 =
0}})} is a single point, which is -invariant, and C(jx,r) : C(X") — C(X)F
identifies (0, {{z = 0}}) € C1(X") = X with this point in Cy(X).

If a finite group I' acts on a manifold with corners X then as in Proposition
EI7(b) we have C(X)'' = C(XT), but as in Example in general we do
not have (0X)I' =2 9(X1), but only (0X)I' C 9(XT). Thus for fixed point loci,
corners have more functorial behaviour than boundaries.

6 D-spaces with corners

The goal of [35, Chap.s 6 & 7] is to construct a well-behaved 2-category dMan®
of d-manifolds with corners, a derived version of Man®. It is tempting to define
dMan® as a 2-subcategory of d-spaces dSpa, but this turns out not to be a

good idea. For example, the natural functor F&i‘:ﬁ : Man® — dSpa is not

full, as 1-morphisms f : FgnP2(X) — FynP2(Y) correspond to weakly smooth
rather than smooth maps f : X — Y, in the notation of §5.11

Therefore we begin in [35, Chap. 6] by defining a 2-category dSpa® of d-
spaces with corners, and then define dMan® in [35, Chap. 7] as a 2-subcategory
of dSpa®. Many properties of manifolds with corners in §5] work for d-spaces
with corners, e.g. boundaries X, simple, semisimple and flat maps f: X — Y,
decompositions 90X = G{X 1197 X and semisimple maps f; : G{X — Y and

f-: 0’ X = 0Y when f is semisimple, and the corner functors C, C.

6.1 Outline of the definition of the 2-category dSpa®

The definition of the 2-category of d-spaces with corners dSpa® in [35, §6.1] is
long and complicated. So here we just sketch the main ideas.

Let X be a manifold with corners. Then it has a boundary 0.X with a proper
smooth map ix : 0X — X. On 0X we have an exact sequence

0—=Nx i (T X) — 22 prax) — 0, (6.1)

where N x is the conormal bundle of X in X. The line bundle A x has a natural
orientation wx induced by outward-pointing normal vectors to X in X.

Thus, for each manifold with corners X we have a quadruple (X, 90X, ix,wx).
D-spaces with corners are based on this idea. A d-space with corners X is a
quadruple X = (X, 80X, ix,wx) where X, 8X are d-spaces, and ix : 0X — X
is a proper 1-morphism, and we have an exact sequence in qcoh(9.X):

Z2
0 Nx X i (Fx) x Fox 0, (6.2)

with A'x a line bundle, and wx is an orientation on N'x. These X, 80X, ix,wx
must satisfy some complicated conditions in [35, §6.1], that we will not give.
They require 8X to be locally equivalent to a fibre product X x (g, o0)* in dSpa.
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If X = (X,0X,ix,wx) and Y = (Y,0Y,éy,wy) are d-spaces with cor-
ners, a 1-morphism f: X — Y in dSpa® is a 1I-morphism f : X — Y in dSpa
satisfying extra conditions over 8X,dY , which are analogous to the extra con-
ditions for a weakly smooth map of manifolds with corners f : X — Y to be
smooth in Definition (.3

If f: X — Y is a I-morphism in dSpa®, we can form the C*°-scheme fibre
products 0X X foix,v,iv OY and X X ¢y ;, Y. Asfor S¢, Ty in Definition[5.3] we
can define open and closed C*°-subschemes S; € 90X xydY and Ty C X xy Y,
and define C°°-scheme morphisms sf : Sy — 90X, ty: Ty — X, uy: Sp — Y
and vy : T’y — QY to be the projections from the fibre products. Then s¢,tr
are étale.

If f,g : X — Y are l-morphisms in dSpa®, a 2-morphism n : f = g in
dSpa® is a 2-morphism 7 : f = g in dSpa such that S; = S,, T'y = T, and
extra vanishing conditions hold on n over S, T';. Identity 1- and 2-morphisms
in dSpa®, and the compositions of 1- and 2-morphisms in dSpa®, are all given
by identities and compositions in dSpa.

A d-space with corners X = (X, 0X,ix,wx) is called a d-space with bound-
ary if ix : X — X is injective, and a d-space without boundary if 80X = 0. We
write dSpaP for the full 2-subcategory of d-spaces with boundary, and dSpa
for the full 2-subcategory of d-spaces without boundary, in dSpa®. There is
an isomorphism of 2-categories Féissg::c : dSpa — dSpa mapping X — X =
(X,0,0,0) on objects, f — f on l-morphisms and 1 — 7 on 2-morphisms. So
we can consider d-spaces to be examples of d-spaces with corners.

Remark 6.1. If X is a manifold with corners then the orientation wx on N x
is determined uniquely by X,0X,ix. But there are examples of d-spaces with
corners X = (X,0X,ix,wx) in which wx is not determined by X,8X,ix,
and really is extra data. We include wx in the definition so that orientations
of d-manifolds with corners behave well in relation to boundaries. If we had
omitted wx from the definition, then there would exist examples of oriented
d-manifolds with corners X such that dX is not orientable.

For each d-space with corners X = (X,8X,ix,wx), in [35 §6.2] we define
a d-space with corners 0X = (8X,8%X ,igx,wox) called the boundary of X,
and show that ix : 9X — X is a l-morphism in dSpa®. Motivated by (&.2)
when k = 2, the d-space 82X in 0X is given by

0?X ~ (80X Xiy x,ix 0X)\ Apx(9X), (6.3)

where Agx : 0X — X xx 80X is the diagonal 1-morphism. The 1-morphism
isx : 02X — 80X is projection to the first factor in the fibre product. There
is a natural isomorphism N gx = ﬁ((/\/ x), and the orientation wyx on Ngx is
defined to correspond to the orientation i% (wx) on % (Nx).

6.2 Simple, semisimple and flat 1-morphisms

In [35, §6.3] we generalize the material on simple, semisimple, and flat maps of
manifolds with corners in §5.2] to d-spaces with corners. Here are the analogues
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of Definition [F.4(a)—(c) and Proposition
Definition 6.2. Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism of d-spaces with corners.

(a) We call f simple if sy : Sy — 90X is bijective.
(b) We call f semisimple if s§ : Sy — 90X is injective.
(c) We call f flat if Ty = 0.

Theorem 6.3. Let f : X — Y be a semisimple 1-morphism of d-spaces with
corners. Then there exists a natural decomposition 0X = &{XH@{ X with (’“)iX
open and closed in 0X, such that:

(a) Define f, = foixbix : (’“)f_X — Y. Then f is semisimple. If f is flat
then f, is also flat.

(b) There exists a unique, semisimple 1-morphism f_ : ofX — oY with
foix|yrx =ty o f_. If f is simple then a{X =0, 9fX = 0X, and
f_: 0X — 0Y is also simple. If f is flat then f_ is flat, and the
following diagram is 2-Cartesian in dSpa®:

afx - oY
ix\aiX\L - idiYof,ﬁ \Liy (64)
X U Y.

(¢) Let g : X = Y be another 1-morphism, and n : f = g a 2-morphism in
dSpa®. Then g is also semisimple, with 07X = af x. If f is simple, or
flat, then g is simple, or flat, respectively. Part (b) defines 1-morphisms
f_,g_: ofX = 0Y. There is a unique 2-morphism n— : f_ = g_ in
dSpa® such that id;, *n_=n* idix'afx tiyof_ = iyog_.

We also show that the maps f — f_, n +— n_ in Theorem are functo-
rial, in that they commute with compositions of 1- and 2-morphisms, and take
identities to identities. For simple 1-morphisms, this implies:

Corollary 6.4. Write dSpag; for the 2-subcategory of dSpa® with arbitrary
objects and 2-morphisms, but only simple 1-morphisms. Then there is a strict
2-functor 0 : dSpag, — dSpa§;, mapping X — 0X on objects, f — f_ on
(simple) 1-morphisms, and 1 — n— on 2-morphisms.

Thus, boundaries in dSpa® have strong functoriality properties.

Remark 6.5. According to the general philosophy of working in 2-categories,
when one constructs an object with some property in a 2-category, it is usually
unique only up to equivalence. When one constructs a 1-morphism with some
property in a 2-category, it is usually unique only up to 2-isomorphism. When
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one considers diagrams of 1-morphisms in a 2-category, they usually commute
only up to (specified) 2-isomorphisms.

From this point of view, Theorem [63(b) looks unnatural, as it gives a 1-
morphism f_ which is unique, not just up to 2-isomorphism, and a 1-morphism
diagram (6.4]) which commutes strictly, not just up to 2-isomorphism.

In fact, this unnaturalness pervades our treatment of boundaries. In our
definition of d-space with corners X = (X, 80X, ix,wx), the conditions on the
1-morphism ix : X — X depend on X up to l-isomorphism in dSpa,
rather than up to equivalence, and depend on 2x up to equality, not just up to
2-isomorphism. Boundaries 9X are natural up to 1-isomorphism in dSpa®, not
up to equivalence, and 1-morphisms ¢x : 0X — X natural up to equality.

The author chose this definition of dSpa® for its (comparative!) simplicity.
In defining objects X,Y, 1-morphisms f, and 2-morphisms 7 in dSpa®, we
must impose extra conditions, and possibly include extra data, over 9X,0Y.
If these conditions/extra data are imposed weakly, up to equivalence of objects
or 2-isomorphism of 1-morphisms, things rapidly become very complicated and
unwieldy. For instance, 1-morphisms in dSpa® would comprise not just a 1-
morphism f: X — Y in dSpa, but also extra 2-morphism data over Sg,T'¢.

So as a matter of policy, we generally do constructions involving boundaries
or corners in dSpa® strictly, up to 1l-isomorphism of objects, and equality of
1-morphisms. One advantage of this is that 1-morphisms f : X — Y and 2-
morphisms 7 : f = g in dSpa® are special examples of 1- and 2-morphisms
in dSpa of the underlying d-spaces X,Y, rather than also containing further
data over 0X,JY. Another advantage is that boundaries in dSpa® behave in
a strictly functorial way, as in Corollary [6.4] rather than weakly functorial.

6.3 Manifolds with corners as d-spaces with corners

In [35, §6.4] we define a (2-)functor FasPa" : Man® — dSpa® from manifolds
with corners to d-spaces with corners.

Definition 6.6. Let X be a manifold with corners. Then the boundary d.X is
a manifold with corners, with a smooth map igx : 0X — X. We will define a d-
space with corners X = (X,0X,ix,wx). Set X,0X,ix = Ff\i,[i‘:li(X, 0X,ix).
Then the conormal bundle N'x in (6.2) is the lift to the C*°-scheme 9.X of the
conormal line bundle Ny of 9X in X, as in ([6.I). Let wx be the orientation on
Nx corresponding to that on A x induced by outward-pointing normal vectors
to dX in X. Then X is a d-space with corners. Set Fap.ba (X) = X.

Let f : X — Y be a morphism in Man®, and set X,Y = Flfl/lsaﬂ’la:(X, Y).
Write f = Ff/lsaii(f) : X =Y, as a 1-morphism of d-spaces. Then f: X —Y
is a 1-morphism of d-spaces with corners. Define Ff\i,[i‘:lic (H=r.

The only 2-morphisms in Man®, regarded as a 2-category, are identity 2-
morphisms id; : f = f for smooth f: X — Y. We define FEoPa"(id;) = idy.

Define F&iﬁa : Man — dSpa and F&iiib : ManP — dSpaP to be the
dSpa®

restrictions of Fj; . to the subcategories Man, ManP C Man®.
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Write Man, 1\_/Iacnb7 Man® for the full 2-subcategories of objects X in dSpa®
equivalent to Flfl/lsaﬂ’lac (X) for some manifold X without boundary, or with bound-
ary, or with corners, respectively. Then Man C dSpa, ManP C dSpaP and
Man® C dSpa®. When we say that a d-space with corners X is a manifold, we
mean that X € Man®.

In [35, §6.4] we show that Ff/[i‘:la : Man — dSpa, F&Sa‘::,b : Man® — dSpa®
and F&Sa‘;ic : Man® — dSpa® are full and faithful strict 2-functors. We also
prove that if X is a manifold with corners, then there is a natural 1-isomorphism
FaSpa®(9X) = gF3SPa®(X) and if f: X — Y is a smooth map of manifolds
with corners and f = F&i‘:ﬁc( f), then f is simple, semisimple or flat in Man®

if and only if f is simple, semisimple or flat in dSpa®, respectively.

6.4 Equivalences, and gluing by equivalences

In [35, §6.5 & §6.6] we discuss equivalences in dSpa®. First we characterize
when a 1-morphism f : X — Y in dSpa® is an equivalence, in terms of the
underlying 1-morphism in dSpa:

Proposition 6.7. (a) Suppose f: X — Y is an equivalence in dSpa®. Then
[ is simple and flat, and f : X — Y is an equivalence in dSpa, where X =
(X,0X,ix,wx) and Y = (Y,0Y ,iy,wy). Also f_ : 90X — 9Y in Theorem
63(b) is an equivalence in dSpa®.

(b) Let f: X = Y be a simple, flat 1-morphism in dSpa® with f : X =Y
an equivalence in dSpa. Then f is an equivalence in dSpa®.

Then we consider gluing d-spaces with corners by equivalences, as for d-
spaces in §3.21 The story is the same. Here is the analogue of Definition 3.4t

Definition 6.8. Let X = (X, 08X, ix,wx) be a d-space with corners. Suppose
U C X is an open d-subspace in dSpa. Define U = i)_(l(U), as an open
d-subspace of 80X, and iy : OU — U by iy = ix|suy. Then 9U C 90X
is an open C°°-subscheme, and the conormal bundle of U in U is Ny =
Nxlou in qecoh(QU). Define an orientation wy on Ny by wy = wx|oy. Write
U= (U,9U,iy,wy). Then U is a d-space with corners. We call U an open d-
subspace of X. An open cover of X is a family {U, : a € A} of open d-subspaces
U, of X with X =J,c,U.-

Theorem 6.9. Proposition and Theorems and B0 hold without change

in the 2-category dSpaC of d-spaces with corners.

6.5 Corners and the corner functors

In [35] §6.7] we extend the material of §5.3] on corners and the corner functors
from Man® to dSpa®. The next theorem summarizes our results.
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Theorem 6.10. (a) Let X be a d-space with corners. Then for each k =
0,1,..., we can define a d-space with corners Cy(X) called the k-corners of
X, and a 1-morphism Hl;( : Ck(X) — X in dSpa®. It has topological space

Ci(X) = {(z,{z,...,23}) :x € X, af,...,2} € 8X,

6.5
ix(a)) =z, a=1,....k, ,... 2} are distinct}. (65)

There is a natural, free action of the symmetric group Sy on OFX, and a 1-
isomorphism Cj(X) = 90FX/S,. We have 1-isomorphisms Co(X) = X and
C1(X) = 9X in dSpa®. Write C(X) = [[7, Cx(X) and Tx =[], Mk, so
that C(X) is a d-space with corners and IIx : C(X) — X is a 1-morphism.
(b) Let f: X — Y be a 1-morphism of d-spaces with corners. Then there is
a unique 1-morphism C(f) : C(X) — C(Y) in dSpa® such that IIy o C(f) =
follx : C(X) =Y, and C(f) acts on points as in ([GH) by

C(f): ({2, i }) — (v {yls- - ui}),  where
{vi, - ur={y : (=,y) €8¢, somei=1,. Lk}

For all k,1 > 0, write C"Y(X) = Cr(X) N C(f)"H(C1(Y)), so that CL(X)
is open and closed in Cy(X) with Ci(X) = [[,2, C,{’l(X), and write CL(f) =
O(f)|c,{*l(x)’ so that CL(f) : C’,{’l(X) — C1(Y) is a 1-morphism in dSpa®.
(c) Let f,g: X =Y be 1-morphisms and n: f = g a 2-morphism in dSpa®.
Then there exists a unique 2-morphism C(n) : C(f) = C(g) in dSpa®, where
C(f),C(g) are as in (b), such that

idHY*O(n):n*ideZHYoO(f):foﬂxﬁﬂyoc(g):goﬂx.

(d) Define C : dSpa® — dSpa® by C : X — C(X) on objects, C : f — C(f)
on 1-morphisms, and C : nw— C(n) on 2-morphisms, where C(X),C(f),C(n)
are as in (a)—(c) above. Then C is a strict 2-functor, called a corner functor.
(e) Let f:X =Y be semisimple. Then C(f) maps Cx(X) — ]_[;CZO Ci(Y) for
all k > 0. The natural 1-isomorphisms C1(X) =2 90X, Co(Y) =Y, C1(Y) 2 9JY
identify CT0(X) = 0f X, ¢f'(X) = 07X, CU(f) = F, and CL(F) = f_.
If f is simple then C(f) maps Ci(X) — Cr(Y) for all k > 0.

(f) Analogues of (b)—(d) also hold for a second corner functor C' : dSpa® —
dSpa®, which acts on objects by C : X — C(X) in (a), and for 1-morphisms
f:X =Y in(b), C(f): C(X) = C(Y) acts on points by

C(f): (. {x, ... wz}) (v, {¥l,--- u1}), where
Wi ur={y : (@) € Sy, somei=1,... k}U{y : (z,y)eT;}.

If f:X =Y is flat then C(f) = C(f).

The comments of Remark also apply to Theorem [6. 10k our construction
characterizes C(X) up to 1-isomorphism in dSpa®, not just up to equivalence,
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the 1-morphisms C(f),C(f) are characterized up to equality, not just up to
2-isomorphism, and in ITy o C(f) = f o IIx we require the 1-morphisms to be
equal, not just 2-isomorphic. This may seem unnatural from a 2-category point
of view, but it has the advantage that corners are strictly 2-functorial rather
than weakly 2-functorial.

6.6 Fibre products in dSpa®

In [35, §6.8-86.9] we study fibre products in dSpa®. Here the situation is more
complex than for d-spaces. As in §3.2] all fibre products exist in dSpa, but this
fails for dSpa®. The problem is that in a fibre product W = X x4z 5 Y in
dSpa®, the boundary OW depends in a complicated way on X,Y,Z,0X,0Y,
07, and sometimes there is no good candidate for OW. Here is an example.

Example 6.11. Let X =Y = [0,00) xR and Z = [0, 00)? xR, as manifolds with
corners, and define smoothmaps g : X — Zand h: Y — Z by g(u,v) = (u, u,v)
and h(u,v) = (u,e’u,v). Set X, Y,Z,g,h = Flti/lsalzla:(X, Y, Z, g,h).

In [35, §6.8.6] we show that no fibre product W = X X475 Y exists in
dSpa®. We do this by showing that 9W would have to have exactly one point,
lying over (0,0) € X and (0,0) € Y, which is the only point in X xz Y where
normal vectors to dX,dY in X,Y project under dg,dh to parallel vectors in
TZ. But this would contradict other properties of OW.

So, we would like to find useful sufficient conditions for existence of fibre
products X Xg 7z p Y in dSpa®; and these conditions should be wholly to do
with boundaries, since we already know that fibre products exist in dSpa. In [35]
§6.8.1] we define two such sufficient conditions on g, h, called b-transversality
and c-transversality.

Definition 6.12. Let g : X — Z and h : Y — Z be 1-morphisms in dSpa®.
As in §6.0] we have line bundles N'x, Nz over the C*®-schemes 9X,0Z, and a
C*>-subscheme S, C 90X xz0Z. Asin [35, §7.1], there is a natural isomorphism
Ag 1 uj(Nz) — 53(Nx) in qecoh(S,). The same holds for h.

We say that g, h are b-transverse if whenever x € X and y € Y with
g(z) = h(y) = z € Z, the following morphism in qcoh(x) is injective:

) Mgl @ ) Anl(y )

(z,2")€8 grix (v')=x (y",2")eSy v (v )=y
D Nl — B Nxlow D Nyl
z'€iz ' (2) a'eix’ (z) y'eiy' (v)

Roughly speaking, this says that the corners of X,Y are transverse to the
corners of Z. In Example [6.T1] this condition failsat z =0€ X andy=0¢€Y,
S0 g, h are not b-transverse.

We call g,h c-transverse if the following two conditions hold, using the
notation of Theorem
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(a) whenever there are points in C;(X), Cx(Y), Ci(Z) with

C(g)(.%‘, {xllv v ,.’L';}) = C(h)(yu {yiv .- 7y;€}) = (Zv {Ziv .- '72{})7

we have either j +k >l or j =k =1=0; and
(b) whenever there are points in C;(X), Cx(Y), Ci(Z) with

O(g)(xv {xlla i 7563}) = é(h)(ya {yllv .- ay;c}) = (Za {Zia .- '7Zl/})a

we have j + k > [.

Here b-transversality is a continuous condition on g, h, and c-transversality
is a discrete condition. Also c-transversality implies b-transversality (though
this is not obvious). Part (a) corresponds to the condition in Definition for
transverse g, h in Man€ to be strongly transverse. We can show:

Lemma 6.13. Let g : X — Z and h : Y — Z be 1-morphisms in dSpa®.
The following are sufficient conditions for g,h to be c-transverse, and hence
b-transverse:

(i) g or h is semisimple and flat; or

(ii) Z is a d-space without boundary.

We summarize the main results of [35, §6.8] on fibre products in dSpa®:

Theorem 6.14. (a) All b-transverse fibre products exist in dSpa®.

(b) The 2-functor F&Sa‘;ic of 46.3] takes transverse fibre products in Man€ to
b-transverse fibre products in dSpa®. That is, if

w Y
Ve (’; h{
X ' Z

s a Cartea;ian square in Man® with g, h transverse, and W,X,Y,Z,e, f,g,
h = FOSPa5 (W, X, Y, Z, e, f, g, h), then

Y

W
\Le f ingEﬂ h¢
X g Z

is 2-Cartesian in dSpa®, with g, h b-transverse. If also g, h are strongly trans-
verse in Man€®, then g, h are c-transverse in dSpa®.

(c) Suppose we are given a 2-Cartesian diagram in dSpa®:

W 7 Y
\Le nﬁ 9 h\b
X A
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with g, h c-transverse. Then the following are also 2-Cartesian in dSpa®:

C(W) —— C(Y)

yce confp » c(n) (6.6)
C(X) C(z),
C(W) — c(Y)

yete) P emn g SN (6.7)
c(X 2. oZ).

Also [6.6)-(@.7) preserve gradings, in that they relate points in C;(W), C;(X),
Cp(Y),Cx(Z) with i = j + k — 1. Hence ([6.8) implies equivalences in dSpa®:

W | | y/ h,l
Ci( ) ~ ng (X) XC;(QLCZ(Z),C;ZC("L) Ck (Y), (68)
J,k,120i=5+k—1

H ! h,l
0 ~ ng (X) XCJL-(Q)xCl(ZLC,ZC(h) Ck (Y) (69)
7,k,120:5+k=l+1

Part (a) takes some work to prove. For fibre products in dSpa, as in §3.3]
we gave an explicit global construction. But for fibre products in dSpa®, we
first prove that local fibre products X x4 7 » Y exist in dSpa® near each z € X,
y € Y with g(z) = h(y) € Z, and then we use the results of §6.4] to glue these
local fibre products by equivalences to get a global fibre product.

For general b-transverse fibre products W = X Xg 7z, Y in dSpa®, the
description of OW can be complicated. For c-transverse fibre products, we do
at least have a (still complicated) explicit formula ([6.9]) for OW. Here are some
cases when this formula simplifies, an analogue of Proposition 5141

Proposition 6.15. Let g: X — Z and h: Y — Z be 1-morphisms of d-spaces
with corners. Then:

(a) If OZ = 0 then there is an equivalence

(X xgznY) = (0X Xgoix,z.h Y) I (X Xg.7 hoiy OY). (6.10)
(b) If g is semisimple and flat then there is an equivalence

(X xgznY)~ (09X Xg, Zh Y) I (X Xg.z hoiy OY). (6.11)
(c) If both g and h are semisimple and flat then there is an equivalence

(X xgznY)~ (09X xg, zn Y) I (X xgzn, OFY)

6.12
H(Z)ﬁX Xg_,0Z,h_ 8’1Y) ( )

Here all fibre products in (610)—G.I2) are c-transverse, and so exist.
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6.7 Fixed point loci in d-spaces with corners

Section B4 discussed the fixed d-subspace X' of a finite group I' acting on a
d-space X, and §5.6] considered fixed point loci XT of a finite group I' acting on
a manifold with corners X. In [35, §6.10] we generalize these to d-spaces with
corners. Here is the analogue of Theorem

Theorem 6.16. Let X be a d-space with corners, I' a finite group, and v : T —
Aut(X) an action of T on X by 1-isomorphisms. Then we can define a d-space
with corners XY called the fized d-subspace of T in X, with an inclusion
1-morphism jx r : X' — X. It has the following properties:

(a) Let X,T',r and jxr : X" = X be as above. Suppose f : W — X is
a 1-morphism in dSpa®. Then f factorizes as f = jx o g for some
1-morphism g : W — X' in dSpa®, which must be unique, if and only if
r(y)of=f foral yeTl.

(b) Suppose X, Y are d-spaces with corners, T' is a finite group, r : I' —
Aut(X), s : T' = Aut(Y) are actions of T on X, Y, and f: X =Y is
a D-equivariant 1-morphism in dSpaC, that is, f or(y) = s(y) o f for
all v € T'. Then there exists a unique 1-morphism fF XD 5 YT suceh
that gy r o ff=f °Jx,r-

(c) Let f,g : X — Y be I'-equivariant 1-morphisms as in (b), and n :
f = g be a I'-equivariant 2-morphism, that is, 1 * idy(,) = idg) * 1 for
all v € T. Then there exists a unique 2-morphism n' : I = gb such
that idj,, . * ' =nx idj, .-

Note that (a) is a universal property that determines X L Jx,r up to canonical

1-isomorphism.

As for manifolds with corners in §5.6] in general (X") 2 (9X)', so fixed
point loci do not commute with boundaries. But the following analogue of
Proposition [B.I7(b) shows that fixed point loci do commute with corners.

Proposition 6.17. Let X be a d-space with corners, I' a finite group, and
r: ' = Aut(X) an action of T' on X. Applying the corner functor C' of 6.5
gives an action C(r) : T — Aut(C(X)). Hence Theorem defines fized
d-subspaces X", C(X)T' and inclusion 1-morphisms jx p : X' — X, Jex)r
C(X)" — C(X). Applying C to jx r also gives C(jx ) : C(X') = C(X).

Then there exists a unique equivalence kxr : C(X') — C(X)! in dSpa®
such that C(Jx r) = Jox)r° kxr-

We will use fixed d-subspaces X in gI3.1 below to describe orbifold strata
X" of quotient d-stacks with corners X = [X/G]. If X is a d-manifold with
corners, as in §7] then in general the fixed d-subspaces X' are disjoint unions
of d-manifolds with corners of different dimensions, that is, X' lies in dMan®.
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7 D-manifolds with corners

We can now define the 2-categories dManP of d-manifolds with boundary and
dMan® of d-manifolds with corners, which are derived versions of manifolds
with boundary and with corners, following [35, Chap. 7].

7.1 The definition of d-manifolds with corners

In §4.1] we defined a d-manifold to be a d-space covered by principal open d-
submanifolds of fixed dimension, where Proposition gave three equivalent
definitions of principal d-manifolds, the first as a fibre product X xz Y in
dSpa with X,Y,Z € Man, and the third as a fibre product V x5 go V in
dSpa, where V is a manifold, E — V a vector bundle, and s € C*(E).

When we pass to d-spaces and d-manifolds with corners in [35, §7.1], the
analogues of Proposition [f.2]a)-(c) are no longer equivalent. So we have to
choose which of them gives the best idea of principal d-manifold with corners.
Defining principal d-manifolds with corners to be fibre products X xz Y in
dSpa® with X,Y,Z € Man® is unsatisfactory, since as in §6.6] fibre products
X Xz Y may not exist in dSpa®. So instead we define principal d-manifolds
with corners to be fibre products V x5 g0V in dSpa°®.

Definition 7.1. A d-space with corners W is called a principal d-manifold with
corners if is equivalent in dSpa® to a fibre product V x5 g ¢ V, where V is a
manifold with corners, E — V is a vector bundle, s : V — F is a smooth section
of E,0:V — E is the zero section, and V,E,s,0 = Flfl/lsaﬂ’lac (V,E,s,0). Note
that s,0: V — E are simple, flat smooth maps in Man®, so s,0: V — E are
simple, flat 1-morphisms in dSpa®, and thus s,0 are b-transverse by Lemma
[6.13((a), and the fibre product V x4 g o V exists in dSpa® by Theorem [6.14)(a).

If W >~V x5 g0V then the virtual cotangent sheaf T*W of the d-space W
is a virtual vector bundle with rank T*W = dim V — rank E. Hence, if W # 0
then the integer dim V' —rank £ depends only on W up to equivalence in dSpa,
and is independent of the choice of V, E,s with W ~ V X g ¢ V. Define the
virtual dimension vdim W to be vdim W = rank T*W = dim V — rank F.

A d-space with corners X is called a d-manifold with corners of virtual dimen-
sion n € Z, written vdim X = n, if X can be covered by open d-subspaces W
which are principal d-manifolds with corners with vdim W = n. A d-manifold
with corners X is called a d-manifold with boundary if it is a d-space with bound-
ary, and a d-manifold without boundary if it is a d-space without boundary.

Write dMan, dManP, dMan® for the full 2-subcategories of d-manifolds
without boundary, and d-manifolds with boundary, and d-manifolds with cor-
ners in dSpa®, respectively. The 2-functor FSSS;’: : dSpa — dSpa® in §6.1is
an isomorphism of 2-categories dSpa — dSpa, and its restriction to dMan C
dSpa gives an isomorphism of 2-categories Fg&\/{/{::“ : dMan — dMan C
dMan®. So we may as well identify dMan with its image dMan, and con-
sider d-manifolds in §4 as examples of d-manifolds with corners.
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If X = (X,8X,ix,wx) is a d-manifold with corners, then the virtual cotan-
gent sheaf T* X of the d-space X from Definition [£J0lis a virtual vector bundle
on X, of rank vdimX. We will call T*X € vvect(X) the wirtual cotangent
bundle of X, and also write it T*X.

Much of g6 on d-spaces with corners applies immediately to d-manifolds
with corners. If X is a d-manifold with corners with vdim X = n then the
boundary 90X as a d-space with corners from §6.0] is a d-manifold with cor-
ners, with vdimdX = n — 1. The material on simple, semisimple, and flat
1-morphisms in dSpa® in §6.2 also holds in dMan®. The functor Ff,[i‘:;c :
Man® — dSpa® in §6.3 maps to dMan® C dSpa®, so we write Fl‘\i,ll\é[t‘:c“
F&i‘:ﬁc : Man® — dMan®. The 2-categories Man, Man®, Man® in Definition
are 2-subcategories of dMan, dMan®, dMan®, respectively. When we say
that a d-manifold with corners X is a manifold, we mean that X € Man®.

In 6.4 if we make a d-space with corners Y by gluing together d-manifolds
with corners X; for ¢ € I by equivalences, then Y is a d-manifold with corners
with vdimY = n provided vdim X; = n for all i € I.

In §6.5] if X is a d-manifold with corners with vdim X = n then the k-corners
C%(X) is a d-manifold with corners, with vdim C%(X) = n — k. Note however
that C(X) = [[,—, Cx(X) in Theorem is in general not a d-manifold with
corners, but only a disjoint union of d-manifolds with corners with different
dimensions. As for Man® in §5.3) define dMan® to be the full 2-subcategory
of X in dSpa® which may be written as a disjoint union X = [, ., X, for
X,, € dMan® with vdim X,, = n, where we allow X,, = @. We call such X a d-
manifold with corners of mized dimension. Then C, C in Theorem [B.10 restrict
to strict 2-functors C, C : dMan® — dMan®.

Here are some examples. The fibre products we give all exist in dMan® by
results in §7.5] below.

Example 7.2. (i) Let X be the fibre product [0, 00) X; r ¢ * in dMan®, where
i :[0,00) < R is the inclusion. Then X = (X,8X,ix,wx) is ‘a point with
point boundary’, of virtual dimension 0, and its boundary 0X is an ‘obstructed
point’; a point with obstruction space R, of virtual dimension —1.

The conormal bundle AN'x of 8X in X is the obstruction space R of 8X. In
this case, the orientation wx on Nx cannot be determined from X,8X,1x, in
fact, there is an automorphism of X, 38X, 4x which reverses the orientation of
Nx. So wx really is extra data. We include wx in the definition of d-manifolds
with corners to ensure that orientations of d-manifolds with corners are well-
behaved. If we omitted wx from the definition, there would exist oriented
d-manifolds with corners X whose boundaries 0X are not orientable.

(ii) The fibre product [0, 00) X; [0,00),0 * IS @ point * without boundary. The
only difference with (i) is that we have replaced the target R with [0, 0o0), adding
a boundary. So in a fibre product W = X xz Y in dMan€, the boundary of Z
affects the boundary of W. This does not happen for fibre products in Man®.
(iii) Let X’ be the fibre product [0, 00) x; r.; (—00, 0] in dMan®, that is, the
derived intersection of submanifolds [0, 00), (—00,0] in R. Topologically, X' is
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just the point {0}, but as a d-manifold with corners X’ has virtual dimension
1. The boundary X' is the disjoint union of two copies of X in (i). The C*°-
scheme X' in X' is the spectrum of the C*-ring C*([0, 00)?) /(2 +y), which is
infinite-dimensional, although its topological space is a point.

7.2 ‘Standard model’ d-manifolds with corners

In Examples @4l and 5] of §4.2] we defined ‘standard model’ d-manifolds Sy, g s
and 1-morphisms S7 7 : Sv,ps = Swre In [35, §7.1-§7.2] we show that all
this extends to d-manifolds with corners in a straightforward way.

Example 7.3. Let V be a manifold with corners, E — V a vector bundle, and
s : V. — E a smooth section of E. We will write down an explicit principal
d-manifold with corners S = (S, 88, is,ws).

Define a vector bundle Ey — 9V by Ey = i{,(E), and a section sg : OV —
Ey by sp = i},(s). Define d-spaces S = Sy g s and 8S = Spv,g,,s, from the
triples V, E,s and 9V, Ey, s exactly as in Example [£.4] although now V, 9V
have corners. Define a 1-morphism ig : 88 — S in dSpa to be the ‘standard
model” 1-morphism SiV;idEa : Sov.By,so — Sv.EB,s from Example L1

Comparing the analogues of (61)) for iy : 9V — V and (€2) for is : 8S —
S, we see that the conormal bundle Mg of &S in S is canonically isomorphic
to the lift to S C 9V of the conormal bundle Ny of OV in V. Define ws to be
the orientation on A'g induced by the orientation on Ny by outward-pointing
normal vectors to 9V in V. Then S = (S, 0S5, is,ws) is a d-space with corners.
It is equivalent to V x5 g oV in Definition [71] and so is a principal d-manifold
with corners. We call S the standard model of (V, E, s), and write it Sy, g 5.

There is a natural 1-isomorphism Sy g s = Sov,k,,s, i dMan®€.

Example 7.4. Let V, W be manifolds with corners, £ — V, F' — W be vector
bundles, and s : V — E, t : W — F be smooth sections. Then Example
[C3] defines ‘standard model’ principal d-manifolds with corners Sv g s, Sw,r,
with underlying d-spaces Sv g s, Sw,rt. Suppose f : V. — W is a smooth
map, and f : E — f*(F) is a morphism of vector bundles on V satisfying
fos=f*(t)+ O(s?) in C=(f*(F)), where f*(t) =to f, and O(s?) is as §4.2
Define a 1-morphism S¢ ¢ : Sy,gs = Sw,r, in dSpa using f, f exactly as in
Example Then Sy 7 : Sy,g.s = Sw,r: is a lI-morphism in dMan€, which
we call a ‘standard model’ 1-morphism.

Suppose V C V is open, with inclusion iy : V — V. Write E = Ely =5 (E)
and 5 = s|i;. Define iy v = Sy ja; : Sv.5,5 — Sv,ps. If s71(0) C V then v

. . . . . 1
is a 1-isomorphism, with inverse 1y

In [35, §7.2 & §7.3] we prove analogues of Theorems [£7] and
Theorem 7.5. Let X be a d-manifold with corners, and x € X. Then there
exists an open neighbourhood U of z in X and an equivalence U ~ Sy g s in

dMan® for some manifold with corners V, vector bundle E — V and smooth
section s : V. — E which identifies x € U with a point v € S¥(V) C V, where
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SE(V) is as in 501 such that s(v) = ds|gryy(v) = 0. Purthermore, V, E, s and
k are determined up to non-canonical isomorphism near v by X near x.

Theorem 7.6. Let V.W be manifolds with corners, E — V, F — W be vector
bundles, and s : V — E, t : W — F be smooth sections. Suppose g : Sy, g,s —
Sw,r, 15 a 1-morphism in dMan®. Then there exist an open neighbourhood 174
of s71(0) in V, a smooth map f : V — W, and a morphism of vector bundles
f:E — f(F) with fo3 = f*(t), where E = El|y, § = s|y, such that g =
St io if/)lv, using the notation of Examples and [T41

7.3 Equivalences in dMan®, and gluing by equivalences

In [35] §7.4] we study equivalences and gluing in dMan®, as for dMan in §4.41
Here are the analogues of Definition 114l and Theorems

Definition 7.7. Let f: X — Y be a 1-morphism in dMan®. We call f étale
if it is a local equivalence, that is, if for each z € X there exist open x € U C X
and f(z) € V CY such that f(U) =V and f|u : U — V is an equivalence.

Theorem 7.8. Suppose f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of d-manifolds with
corners. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) f is étale;
(ii) f is simple and flat, in the sense of 6.2 and Qf : f*(T*Y) — T*X is
an equivalence in vqcoh(X); and

(iii) f s simple and flat, and @3) is a split short exact sequence in qcoh(X).
If in addition f: X —'Y s a bijection, then f is an equivalence in dMan®.

Theorem 7.9. Let V.W be manifolds with corners, E —V, F — W be vector
bundles, s :' V. — E, t : W — F be smooth sections, f : V. — W be smooth,
and f : E — f*(F) be a morphism of vector bundles on V with fo s =
f*(t) + O(s?). Then Ezamples and [[4 define principal d-manifolds with
corners Sy g s,Sw,r,t and a 1-morphism Sy : Sy,gs — Sw,re. This Sy f is
étale if and only if f is simple and flat near s~1(0) C V, in the sense of 45.2
and for each v € V with s(v) =0 and w = f(v) € W, equation @) is exact.
Also Sy 7 is an equivalence if and only if in addition f|s-1.) : s~ (0)—t~*(0)
is a bijection, where s71(0)={v € V : s(v)=0}, t71(0)={w € W : t(w)=0}.

Theorem 7.10. Suppose we are given the following data:
(a
(b
(c
(d

an integer n;
a Hausdorff, second countable topological space X;

an indexing set I, and a total order < on I;

for each i in I, a manifold with corners V;, a vector bundle E; — V; with
dim%—ran}i E; = n, a smooth section s; : V; — Ej, anfl a homeomorphism
v+ X = X, where X; = {v; € V; 1 s;(v;) =0} and X; C X is open; and
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(e) for all i < j in I, an open submanifold Vi; C Vi, a simple, flat map
eij + Vij — Vi, and a morphism of vector bundles é;; : Ei|v,; — ef;(Ej).

Let this data satisfy the conditions:
(ii) if @ < j in I then é;j o silv;,;, = ef;(s;), and ¥i(X; N Vij) = X;NX;, and
U)i X;NVi; = 1/)j O €44 XiNVijo and Zf Vi € ‘/z with Sz(vz) =0 and Vj = €45 (UZ)
then the following sequence of vector spaces is exact:

ds;(v;)® de;j(v; € (v —ds;(v;
0 T,V (vi) 5 (i) Ei|v¢®ij‘/} i (vi) 5 (v5)

Ej'vj 0;

(i) of i<j<k in I then eik|\/¢me;jl(ij) = eji © eij|%me;jl(vjk) + O(s?) and
A I 5. 5. . .
elk|%kme;jl(‘/jk) - elﬂ|mmegjl(vjk)(eﬂk) © elﬂ|mmefjl(ij) +0(si).

Then there exist a d-manifold with corners X with vdim X = n and topolog-
ical space X, and a 1-morphism 1, : Sv; g, s, — X in dMan® with underlying
continuous map ¥; which is an equivalence with the open d-submanifold X, CX
corresponding to X, CX for all i € I, such that for all i < j in I there exists a
2-morphism m;j : ;0 Se,; e, = P, 0ty v, where S, e, SVH’EHVH)S”VI_], —
Sv, E;s; and iy, v, : S‘/ijin|Vij75i‘Vij — Sv,.E,.s; are as in Example [[4l This
X is unique up to equivalence in dMan®.

Suppose also that Y is a manifold with corners, and g; : V; = Y are smooth
maps for all i € I, and gj o e;; = gilv,, + O(s?) for all i < j in I. Then
there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y unique up to 2-isomorphism, where Y =
FgMan®(y) = Sy, and 2-morphisms (; : ho, = S,, o for all i € I. Here
Sy.0,0 s from Ezample with vector bundle E and section s both zero, and
Sg:0:8vi.Eiss = Sv0,0 =Y is from Example[[4 with g; = 0.

We can use Theorem [.10] as a tool to prove the existence of d-manifold with
corner structures on spaces coming from other areas of geometry.

7.4 Submersions, immersions and embeddings

In 4.5 we defined two kinds of submersions (submersions and w-submersions),
immersions, and embeddings for d-manifolds. In §5.21 we defined two kinds
of submersions (submersions and s-submersions), and three kinds of immersions
(immersions, s- and sf-immersions), and embeddings for manifolds with corners.
In [35], §7.5], we combine both alternatives for d-manifolds with corners, giving
four types of submersions, and six types of immersions and embeddings.

Definition 7.11. Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism in dMan€. As in §.3] and
g1 T*X, f*(T*Y) are virtual vector bundles on X of ranks vdim X, vdim Y,

and Q5 : f*(T*Y) — T*X is a l-morphism in vvect(X). Also we have

I-morphisms C(f),C(f) : C(X) — C(Y) in dMan® C dSpa® as in §6.5
and 711 so we can form Qc(p) @ C(H*(T*C(Y)) — T*C(X) and Qey) -

C(H)*(T*C(Y)) — T*C(X). Then:
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(a) We call f a w-submersion if f is semisimple and flat and Qy is weakly
injective. We call f an sw-submersion if it is also simple.

(b) We call f a submersion if f is semisimple and flat and Q¢ (y) is injective.
We call f an s-submersion if it is also simple.

(c) We call f a w-immersion if Qf is weakly surjective. We call f an sw-
immersion, or sfw-immersion, if f is also simple, or simple and flat.

(d) We call f an immersion if Q¢ (y) is surjective. We call f an s-immersion
if f is also simple, and an sf-immersion if f is also simple and flat.

(e) We call f a w-embedding, sw-embedding, sfw-embedding, embedding, s-
embedding, or sf-embedding, if f is a w-immersion, ..., sf-immersion, re-
spectively, and f : X — f(X) is a homeomorphism, so f is injective.

Here (weakly) injective and (weakly) surjective 1-morphisms in vvect(X) are
defined in §4.51

Parts (c)—(e) enable us to define d-submanifolds X of a d-manifold with
corners Y. Open d-submanifolds are open d-subspaces X in Y. For more
general d-submanifolds, we call f : X — Y a w-immersed, sw-immersed, sfw-
immersed, immersed, s-immersed, sf-immersed, w-embedded, sw-embedded, sfw-
embedded, embedded, s-embedded, or sf-embedded d-submanifold of Y if XY
are d-manifolds with corners and f is a w-immersion, ..., sf-embedding, re-
spectively.

Here is the analogue of Theorem .20, proved in [35] §7.5].

Theorem 7.12. (i) Any equivalence of d-manifolds with corners is a w-sub-
mersion, submersion, ..., sf-embedding.

(i) If f,g9: X =Y are 2-isomorphic 1-morphisms of d-manifolds with corners
then f is a w-submersion, ..., sf-embedding, if and only if g is.

(iii) Compositions of w-submersions, ..., sf-embeddings are of the same kind.

(iv) The conditions that a 1-morphism f : X — Y in dMan® is any kind of
submersion or immersion are local in X and Y. The conditions that f is any
kind of embedding are local in Y, but not in X.

(v) Let f: X =Y be a submersion in dMan®. Then vdimX > vdimY, and
if vdimX = vdim'Y then f is étale.

(vi) Let f: X =Y be an immersion in dMan®. Then vdimX < vdimY. If
[ is an s-immersion and vdim X = vdim'Y then f is étale.

(vii) Let f: X — Y be a smooth map of manifolds with corners, and f =
Ff\i,[l\;[t?c“c(f). Then f is a submersion, s-submersion, immersion, s-immersion,
sf-immersion, embedding, s-embedding, or sf-embedding, in dMan€® if and only
if f is a submersion, ..., an sf-embedding in Man®, respectively. Also f is
a w-immersion, sw-immersion, sfw-immersion, w-embedding, sw-embedding, or
sfw-embedding in dMan€ if and only if f is an immersion, ..., sf-embedding
in Man®, respectively.
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(viii) Let f: X = Y be a 1-morphism in dMan®, with Y a manifold. Then
I is a w-submersion if and only if it is semisimple and flat, and f is an sw-
submersion if and only if it is simple and flat.

(ix) Let X,Y be d-manifolds with corners, with Y a manifold. Then wx :
X xY — X is a submersion, and 7x 1s an s-submersion if Y = 0.

(x) Suppose f : X — Y is a submersion in dMan®, and z € X with f(x) =
y € Y. Then there exist open d-submanifolds x €¢ U C X and y € V CY with
F(U) =V, a manifold with corners Z, and an equivalence i : U — V X Z, such
that flu : U — V is 2-isomorphic to my o ¢, where wy : V X Z — V is the
projection. If f is an s-submersion then OZ = .

(xi) Let f : X = Y be a submersion of d-manifolds with corners, with Y a
manifold with corners. Then X is a manifold with corners.

Parts (ix)-(x) are a d-manifold analogue of Proposition (5.7

7.5 Bd-transversality and fibre products

In [35] §7.6] we extend §4.6] to the corners case. Here are the analogues of
Definition [£2T] and Theorems [£.22HZ.25]

Definition 7.13. Let X,Y,Z be d-manifolds with corners and g : X — Z,
h : Y — Z be l-morphisms. We call g, h bd-transverse if they are both b-
transverse in dSpa® in the sense of Definition[6.12 and d-transverse in the sense
of Definition 211 We call g, h cd-transverse if they are both c-transverse in
dSpa® in the sense of Definition [6.12], and d-transverse. As in §6.6] c-transverse
implies b-transverse, so cd-transverse implies bd-transverse.

Theorem 7.14. Suppose X,Y,Z are d-manifolds with corners and g : X — Z,
h:Y — Z are bd-transverse 1-morphisms, and let W = X Xg 7z n Y be the fibre
product in dSpa®, which exists by Theorem 6.I4a) as g, h are b-transverse.
Then W is a d-manifold with corners, with

vdimW = vdim X 4+ vdimY — vdim Z. (7.1)

Hence, all bd-transverse fibre products exist in dMan®.

Theorem 7.15. Suppose g : X — Z and h : Y — Z are 1-morphisms in
dMan®. The following are sufficient conditions for g,h to be cd-transverse,
and hence bd-transverse, so that W = X x4z r Y s a d-manifold with corners
of virtual dimension ([T1)):

(a) Z is a manifold without boundary, that is, Z € Man; or

(b) g or h is a w-submersion.

Theorem 7.16. Let X,Y,Z be d-manifolds with corners with Y a manifold,
and g : X — Z, h :' Y — Z be 1-morphisms with g a submersion. Then
W =X xg2znrY is a manifold, with dimW = vdim X + dim Y — vdim Z.

63



Theorem 7.17. (i) Let X be a d-manifold with corners and g : X — [0, 00)* x
R" % ¢ semisimple, flat 1-morphism in dMan®. Then the fibre product W =
X X g.10,00)* xR™—F 0 * erists in dMan®, and wx : W — X s an s-embedding.
When k = 0, any 1-morphism g : X — R™ is semisimple and flat, and mx :
W — X is an sf-embedding.

(il) Suppose f : X — Y is an s-immersion of d-manifolds with corners, and
x € X with f(x) =y €Y. Then there exist open d-submanifolds x € U C X
and y € V CY with f(U) CV and a semisimple, flat 1-morphism g : V. —
[0, 00)k xR™ ¥ with g(y) = 0, where n = vdim Y —vdim X > 0 and 0 < k < n,
fitting into a 2-Cartesian square in dMan®€ :

U — *
T ol
\Ys [0, c0)* x R™ .

If f is an sf-immersion then k = 0. If f is an s- or sf-embedding then we may
take U = f~1(V).

For ordinary manifolds, a submanifold X in Y may be described locally
either as the image of an embedding X <— Y, or equivalently as the zeroes of a
submersion Y — R", where n = dimY — dim X. Theorem [7.17]is an analogue
of this for d-manifolds with corners. It should be compared with Proposition
for manifolds with corners.

7.6 Embedding d-manifolds with corners into manifolds

Section 7] discussed embeddings of d-manifolds X into manifolds Y. Our two
major results were Theorem [L.29] which gave necessary and sufficient conditions
on X for existence of embeddings f : X < R™ for n > 0, and Theorem [£.32]
which showed that if an embedding f : X — Y exists with X a d-manifold
and Y = FgMan(y) then X ~ Sy g for open V C Y, so X is a principal
d-manifold.

In [35, §7.7] we generalize these to d-manifolds with corners. As in §74]
we have three kinds of embeddings in dMan®, embeddings, s-embeddings and
st-embeddings. The analogue of Theorem naturally holds for embeddings:

Theorem 7.18. Let X be a d-manifold with corners. Then there exist immer-
sions and/or embeddings f : X — R™ for some n > 0 if and only if there is
an upper bound for dimT; X for all x € X. If there is such an upper bound,
then immersions f : X — R™ exist provided n > 2dimT;X for all x € X, and
embeddings f : X — R"™ ewist provided n > 2dim Ty X + 1 for all x € X. For
embeddings we may also choose f with f(X) closed in R™.

Example .30 shows the hypotheses of Theorem [Z.18 need not hold, so there
exist d-manifolds with corners X with no embedding into R", or into any man-
ifold with corners. The analogue of Theorem [£.32] holds for sf-embeddings:
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Theorem 7.19. Let X be a d-manifold with corners, Y a manifold with corners,
and f : X = Y an sf-embedding, in the sense of Definition [[11l. Then there
exist an open subset V in'Y with f(X) C V, a vector bundle E — V, and a
smooth section s:V — E of E fitting into a 2-Cartesian diagram in dMan€,
where 0 :'V — FE is the zero section and Y, V,E 5,0 = Fl‘\i/llzlj‘fc(Y, V,E,s,0):

X—V

A Y

V— -FE.

Hence X is equivalent to the ‘standard model’ Sy g s of Example [[3 and is a
principal d-manifold with corners.

Note that, unlike the d-manifolds case in §4.71 we cannot immediately com-
bine Theorems [7.1§ and [[.T9% we have first to bridge the gap between embed-
dings and sf-embeddings. For d-manifolds with boundary, we can do this.

Theorem 7.20. Let X be a d-manifold with boundary. Then there exist sf-
immersions and/or sf-embeddings f : X — [0,00) x R™™' for some n >
0 if and only if dAimT;X is bounded above for all x € X. Such an upper
bound always exists if X is compact. If there is such an upper bound, then
sf-immersions f : X — [0,00) x R™™" ezist provided n > 2dimTX + 1
for all x € X, and sf-embeddings f : X — [0,00) x R™™" ezist provided
n 2> 2dimT; X +2 for all x € X. For sf-embeddings we may also choose f with
f(X) closed in [0,00) x R"™*.

Combining Theorems and shows that a d-manifold with boundary
X is principal if and only if dim 7T* X is bounded above.

Since (nice) d-manifolds with boundary can be embedded into [0, c0) x R™™*
for n > 0, one might guess that (nice) d-manifolds with corners can be em-
bedded into [0,00)F x R"™* for n > k > 0. However, this is not true even for
manifolds with corners, as the following example from [35], §5.7] shows:

Example 7.21. Consider the teardrop T = {(z,y) € R?*:2>0,y%<a? -t}
shown in Figure [[ 1l It is a compact 2-manifold with corners.

Y

Figure 7.1: The teardrop, a 2-manifold with corners.

Suppose that f : T — [0,00)% x R"™" is an sf-embedding. As f is simple
and flat, it maps S (T") — Sj([O, o0)F x R"fk) for 7 = 0,1,2, in the notation of
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g5.11 The connected components of S7 ([O, o)k x R"fk) correspond to subsets
I C {1,...,k} with |I| = j, with the component corresponding to I given
by the equations z; = 0 for ¢ € T and =, > 0 for a € {1,...,k} \ I. As
(0,0) € S*(T), we see that f(0,0) lies in the component of S?([0, 00)* x R"_k)
given by z, =z, =0 for 1 <a <b< k.

Considering local models for f near (0,0) € T, we see that f must map the
two ends of S1(T) at (0,0) into different connected components x, = 0 and
zp = 0 of S([0, 00)* x R"™*). However, S}(T) = (0,1) is connected, so f maps
S(T') into a single connected component of S* ([0, 00)* xR"fk), a contradiction.
Hence there do not exist sf-embeddings f : T' — [0, 00)* x R"* for any n, k.

Here are necessary and sufficient conditions for existence of sf-embeddings
from a d-manifold with corners X into a manifold with corners Y.

Theorem 7.22. Let X be a d-manifold with corners. Then there exist a mani-
fold with cornersY and an sf-embedding f : X — Y, where Y = Ff/g[r?f‘c (Y), if
and only if dim T} X + |ix" (x)| is bounded above for all x € X. If such an upper
bound exists, then we may take Y to be an embedded n-dimensional submanifold
of R" for any n with n > 2(dim T} X + |ix'(z)|) + 1 for all z € X.

Such an upper bound always exists if X is compact. Thus, every compact
d-manifold with corners admits an sf-embedding into a manifold with corners.

The idea of the proof of Theorem[7.22is that we first choose an embedding g :
X — R"™ using Theorem [TI8 and then show that we can choose a submanifold
Y C R"™ which is the set of points in an open neighbourhood U of g(X) in
R" satisfying local transverse inequalities of the form ¢;(z) > 0fori=1,... k,
where ¢; : U — R are local smooth functions which lift under g to local boundary
defining functions for 0X.

Combining Theorems and yields:

Corollary 7.23. Let X be a d-manifold with corners. Then X is principal,
that is, X is equivalent in dMan® to some Sy g s in Example [[3] if and only if
dim T} X and |ix' (z)| are bounded above for all x € X. This holds automatically
if X is compact.

7.7 Orientations

In [35, §7.8] we study orientations on d-manifolds with corners, following the
d-manifold case in §4.81 Here is the analogue of Definition .35

Definition 7.24. Let X be a d-manifold with corners. Then the virtual cotan-
gent bundle T*X = (£x, Fx, ¢x) is a virtual vector bundle on X, so Theorem
434 gives a line bundle L7+x on X. We call Lr+x the orientation line bundle
of X.

An orientation w on X is an orientation on Lr+x, in the sense of Definition
An oriented d-manifold with corners is a pair (X,w) where X is a d-
manifold with corners and w an orientation on X. Usually we refer to X as
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an oriented d-manifold, leaving w implicit. We also write —X for X with the
opposite orientation, that is, X is short for (X,w) and —X short for (X, —w).

Example[£.36, Theorem[d.37 and Proposition .38 now extend to d-manifolds
with corners without change. We can also orient boundaries of oriented d-
manifolds with corners. Theorem [[.25] is the main reason for including the data
wx in a d-manifold with corners X = (X, 90X, ix,wx).

Theorem 7.25. Let X be a d-manifold with corners. Then 0X is also a d-
manifold with corners, so we have orientation line bundles Lp«x on X and
Lp+ox) on 0X. There is a canonical isomorphism of line bundles on 90X :

U Lyegx) — ix(Lrx) @ Nk, (7.2)

where N'x 1is the conormal bundle of 8X in X from §6.11

Now N'x comes with an orientation wx in X = (X,0X ,ix,wx). Hence, if
X is an oriented d-manifold with corners, then 0X also has a natural orienta-
tion, by combining the orientations on Lr«x and N'x to get an orientation on

Lrp-@ox) using [L2).

As for Proposition 438 natural equivalences of d-manifolds with corners
generally extend to natural equivalences of oriented d-manifolds with corners,
with some sign depending on the orientation conventions. Here are two such
results, which include signs in Theorem [6:3(b) and Proposition 6.5

Proposition 7.26. Suppose X,Y are oriented d-manifolds with corners, and
f: X —= Y is a semisimple, flat 1-morphism. Then the following holds in
oriented d-manifolds with corners, with fibre products cd-transverse:

8’_cX ~ JY Xiv, Y. f X ~ (_1)vdimX+vdimYX XY, iy Y.
If f is also simple then af X = oX.

Proposition 7.27. Let g : X — Z and h : Y — Z be 1-morphisms of oriented
d-manifolds with corners. Then the following hold in oriented d-manifolds with
corners, where all the fibre products are cd-transverse, and so exist:

() If Z is a manifold without boundary then there is an equivalence

8(X Xg.,Z,h Y) ~ (8X Xgoix,Z,h Y) 11 (_1)vdimx+dimZ(X Xg,Z hoiy 8Y)

(b) If g is a w-submersion then there is an equivalence

8(X Xg,Z,h Y) ~ (85_X Xg+,Z,h Y) II (_1)vdimx+vdimZ (X Xg,Z hoiy aY)

(c) If both g and h are w-submersions then there is an equivalence
a(X Xg,Z,h Y) ~ (85_X Xg+,Z,h Y)
IT (—1)vdimXvdimZ(x oo o h, OMY) 1L (02X g oz,n OMY).
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8 Deligne—Mumford C*°-stacks

Next we discuss Deligne—Mumford C°-stacks, which are related to C°°-schemes
in the same way that Deligne—-Mumford stacks in algebraic geometry are related
to schemes, and will be the foundation of our theories of orbifolds, d-stacks and
d-orbifolds. C*°-stacks were introduced by the author in [33] §7-§11].

8.1 (C*-stacks

The next few definitions assume a lot of standard material from stack theory,
which is summarized in [33] §7].

Definition 8.1. Define a Grothendieck topology J on the category C>°Sch of
C>°-schemes to have coverings {i, : U, = U}aca where V, = i,(U,) is open in
U with i, : U, — (Va, Ovly,) an isomorphism for all a € A, and U = |J,c 4 Va-
Up to isomorphisms of the U,, the coverings {i, : U, — U}aeca of U correspond
exactly to open covers {V, : a € A} of U. Then (C*°Sch, J) is a site.

The stacks on (C°°Sch,J) form a 2-category Sta ceesch,s), with all 2-
morphisms invertible. As the site (C°°Sch, J) is subcanonical, there is a nat-
ural, fully faithful functor C*°Sch — Sta ceoscn,7), defined explicitly below,
which we write as X +— X on objects and f — f on morphisms. A C*°-stack is
a stack X on (C*Sch, J) such that the diagonal I-morphism Ay : X — X x X
is representable, and there exists a surjective 1-morphism IT : U — X called an
atlas for some C°°-scheme U. Write C°°Sta for the full 2-subcategory of C'°°-
stacks in Sta(ceesch,7). The functor C*°Sch — Sta(cesch,s) above maps
into C*°Sta, so we also write it as Fg::ssé‘ﬁ : C*°Sch — C*°Sta.

Formally, a C*°-stack is a category X with a functor py : X — C°°Sch,
where X, py must satisfy many complicated conditions, including sheaf-like con-
ditions for all open covers in C*°Sch. A 1-morphism f: X — Y of C*°-stacks
is a functor f: X — Y with py o f = pxr : X = C*°Sch. Given 1-morphisms
fr9: X =Y, a2-morphism n: f = g is an isomorphism of functors n: f = ¢
with idy,, ¥ =idp, :py o f = pyog.

If X is a C*-scheme, the corresponding C®-stack X = Fg:ss(fﬁ(X) is
the category with objects (U,u) for u : U — X a morphism in C°°Sch, and
morphisms b : (U,u) — (V,v) for h : U — V a morphism in C*°Sch with
voh = u. The functor pg : X — C*°Sch maps px : (U,u) — Uandpx : b+ h.

If f: X — Y is a morphism of C*°-schemes, the corresponding 1-morphism
= Fg:ssé‘ﬁ(f) : X — Y maps f : (U,u) — (U, f ou) on objects (U,u) and
: h — h on morphisms h in X. This defines a functor f : X = Y with
pY Of:pg : X — C*°Sch, so fis a 1-morphismf : X =Y in C*Sta.

[Ny

We define some classes of morphisms of C'°°-schemes:
Definition 8.2. Let f: X — Y be a morphism in C**Sch. Then:

e We call f an open embedding if it is an isomorphism with an open C*°-
subscheme of Y.
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e We call f étale if it is a local isomorphism (in the Zariski topology).

e We call f proper if f: X — Y is a proper map of topological spaces, that
is, if S C Y is compact then f=1(S) C X is compact.

e We call f universally closed if whenever g : W — Y is a morphism then
™w : X Xry,g W — W is a closed map of topological spaces.

Each one is invariant under base change and local in the target in (C°°Sch, 7).
Thus, they are also defined for representable 1-morphisms of C°°-stacks.

Definition 8.3. Let X' be a C>-stack. We say that X' is separated if the
diagonal 1-morphism Ay : X — X x X is universally closed. If X ~ X for some
C>°-scheme X then X is separated if and only if X is separated (Hausdorff).

Definition 8.4. Let X be a C*-stack. A C*°-substack Y in X is a strictly
full subcategory Y in X such that py := px|y : Y — C°Sch is also a C°°-
stack. It has a natural inclusion 1-morphism ¢y : Y — X. We call V an
open C*-substack of X if iy is a representable open embedding. An open
cover {Y, : a € A} of X is a family of open C*°-substacks ), in X with

HaeA iy, HaeA Y, — X surjective.

8.2 Topological spaces of C"*°-stacks
By [33 §8.4], a C*°-stack X has an underlying topological space Xiop.

Definition 8.5. Let X be a C*-stack. Write % for the point Spec R in C*°Sch,
and * for the associated point in C*°Sta. Define X, to be the set of 2-
isomorphism classes [z] of 1-morphisms z : x = X. If &/ C X is an open C°°-
substack then any l-morphism = : ¥ — U is also a 1-morphism z : x — X, and
Usop is a subset of Xiop. Define Tx,,, = {Utop :U C X is an open C'*°-substack
in X } Then Tx,,, is a set of subsets of Xy, which is a topology on Xiop,
50 (Xiop, Ty, ) is a topological space, which we call the underlying topological
space of X, and usually write as Xyop. If X = (X, Ox) is a C°-scheme, so that
X is a C*-stack, then X top is naturally homeomorphic to X.

If f: X = Y is a l-morphism of C°°-stacks then there is a natural continuous
map fiop @ Xtop = Yiop defined by fiop([z]) = [fox]. If f,g: X — Y are 1-
morphisms and i : f = g is a 2-morphism then fiop = gtop. Mapping X — Xiqp,
[+ fiop and 2-morphisms to identities defines a 2-functor ng'ﬂf,’c,pstal : C>Sta —
Top, where the category of topological spaces Top is regarded as a 2-category
with only identity 2-morphisms.

Definition 8.6. Let X be a C*-stack, and [z] € Xop. Pick a representative
x for [z], so that x : ¥ — X is a l-morphism. Define the orbifold group (or
isotropy group, or stabilizer group) Iso([x]) or Isox([z]) of [z] to be the group
of 2-morphisms 7 : & = z. It is independent of the choice of x € [z] up to
isomorphism, which is canonical up to conjugation in Isox([z]).

If f: X = Y isa l-morphism of C*™-stacks and [x] € Xyop With fiop([z]) =
[y] € Viop, for y = f oz, then we define a group morphism f, : Isox([z]) —
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Isoy([y]) by f«(n) =id; *n. It is independent of choices of z € [z], y € [y] up
to conjugation in Isox ([z]), Isoy([y]).

8.3 Strongly representable 1-morphisms

Strongly representable 1-morphisms, discussed in [33] §8.6], will be important in
the definitions of orbifolds, d-stacks, and d-orbifolds with corners.

Definition 8.7. Let ), Z be C*°-stacks, and g : Y — Z a 1l-morphism. Then
Y, Z are categories with functors py : Y — C*°Sch, pz : Z — C*°Sch, and
g:Y — Z is a functor with pz o g = py.

We call g strongly representable if whenever A € Y with py(A) = U €
C>°Sch, so that B = ¢g(A) € Z with pz(B) = U, and b : B — B’ is an
isomorphism in Z with pz(B’) = U and pz(b) = id;;, then there exist a unique

object A" and isomorphism a : A — A’ in Y with g(A’) = B’ and g(a) = b.

Here are two important properties of strongly representable 1-morphisms.
The first says that we may replace a representable 1-morphism g : Y — Z with
a strongly representable 1-morphism ¢’ : J' — Z with )/ ~ Y.

Proposition 8.8. (a) Let g : Y — Z be a strongly representable 1-morphism
of C°-stacks. Then g is representable.

(b) Suppose g : Y — Z is a representable 1-morphism of C°-stacks. Then there
ezist a C®-stack V', an equivalence i : ) — V', and a strongly representable
1-morphism ¢’ : V' — Z with g = g’ oi. Also Y’ is unique up to canonical
1-isomorphism in C*°Sta.

The second says that for some 2-commutative diagrams involving strongly
representable morphisms, we can require the diagrams to commute up to equal-
ity, not just up to 2-isomorphism.

Proposition 8.9. Suppose X, Y, Z are C®-stacks, f : X = YV, g:Y — Z,
h: X — Z are 1-morphisms with g strongly representable, and n: gof = h is a
2-morphism in C°Sta. Then as in the diagram below there exist a 1-morphism
f+ X = Y with go f' = h, and a 2-morphism ¢ : f = f' with idg « =1, and
f', ¢ are unique under these conditions.

We will use strongly representable 1-morphisms to define orbifolds, d-stacks,
and d-orbifolds with corners so that boundaries behave in a strictly functorial
rather than weakly functorial way, as for d-spaces with corners in Remark
Here is an explicit construction of fibre products X x4 z 5 Y in C*°Sta when g
is strongly representable, yielding a strictly commutative 2-Cartesian square.
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Proposition 8.10. Let g : X — Z and h : Y — Z be 1-morphisms of C>-
stacks with g strongly representable. Define a category VW to have objects pairs
(A,B) for A € X, B €)Y with g(A) = h(B) in Z, so that px(A) = py(B)
in C*Sch, and morphzsms pairs (a,b) : (A,B) — (A’, B') with a : A — A,
b: B — B’ morphisms in X,Y with px(a) = py(b) in C>°Sch.

Define functors pyy : W — C*®Sch, e : W — X, f: W —= Y by pyy :
(A,B) = px(A) = py(B), e: (A,B) = A, f: (A, B) — B on objects and
pw : (a,b) = px(a) = py(b), e: (a,b) — a, f: (a,b) — b on morphisms. Then
W is a C®-stack and e : W — X, f : W — Y are 1-morphisms, with f strongly
representable, and goe = ho f. Furthermore, the following diagram in C>°Sta
is 2-Cartesian:

W——— Y
oo ey
X Z

If also h is strongly representable, then e is strongly representable.

8.4 Quotient C*°-stacks

An important class of examples of C*-stacks X" are quotient C*-stacks [X /G],
for X a C*°-scheme acted on by a finite group G. The next three examples define
quotient C*°-stacks [X /G], quotient 1-morphisms [f, p] : [X/G] — [Y/H], and
quotient 2-morphisms [4] : [f, p] = [g, 7] -

In fact Examples are simplifications of more complicated defini-
tions given in [33} §9.1]. The construction of [33] §9.1] gives equivalent C°-
stacks [X /G], but has the advantage of being strictly functorial, that is, quotient
1-morphisms compose as [g,0] o [f,p] = [g o f,0 o p], whereas in Example
we only have a 2-isomorphism [g, 0] o [f, p] = [go f,0 o p]. We will occasionally
assume this strict functoriality below, for instance, in Definition

Example 8.11. Let X be a separated C°°-scheme, G a finite group, and r :
G — Aut(X) an action of G on X by isomorphisms. We will define the quotient
C>-stack X = [X/G].

are C*-schemes, t : G — Aut(T) is a free action of G onT by 1somorphisms,
u:T — X is a morphism with wot(y) =r(y)ou: T — X for all v € G, and
v : T — U is a morphism which makes T into a principal G-bundle over U, that
is, v is proper, étale and surjective, and its fibres are G-orbits in 7" under ¢.

A morphism (a,b) : (T,U,t,u,v) — (I',U',t',u',v') in X is a pair of mor-
phisms @ : U — U" and b : T — T’ such that bot(y) =t'(y)ob for v € G, and
u=1u'ob, and aov = v’ ob. Composition is (¢,d) o (a,b) = (coa,dobd), and
identities are id(r,... ) = (idy,id).

This defines the category X. The functor py : X — C°°Sch acts by px :
(T,U,t,u,v) — U on objects, and px : (a,b) — a on morphisms. Then X is a

C*>-stack, which we write as [X/G].

Example 8.12. Let X,Y be separated C°°-schemes acted on by finite groups
G, H with actions r : G — Aut(X), s : H — Aut(Y'), so that we have quotient
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C*>-stacks [X/G] and [Y/H] as in Example BTIl Suppose we have morphisms
f+X =Y of C*®-schemes and p : G — H of groups, with for(y) = s(p(v))o f
for all v € G. Define a functor [f, p| : [X/G] — [Y'/H] on objects in [X/G] by

.0l (T,U,tw,0) — (T x H)/G,U,L,4,5).

Here for each § € H, write Ls, Rs : H — H for left and right multiplication by 4.
Then to define (I'x H)/G, each v € G acts by r(y) X Ry : Tx H — T x H.
For each 6 € H, the morphism #(8) : (' x H)/G — (I x H)/G is induced by the
Inorphism idpxLs:Tx H—TxH. The morphisms @ : (T’ x H)/G — Y and

0:(I'xH)/G — U are induced by fouory : TxH — Y and voxy : TxH — U.

On morphisms (a,b) : (T,U,t,u,v) — (T, Ut u',v') in [X/G], define
[f,p] to map (a,b) — (a,b), where b: (I’ x H)/G — (I' x H)/G is induced by
bxidy : Tx H— T x H. Then [f,p] : [X/G] — [Y/H] is a 1-morphism of
C>-stacks, which we call a quotient 1-morphism.

If p: G — H is injective, then [f, p] : [X/G] — [Y/H] is representable.

Example 8.13. Let [f,p] : [X/G] — [Y/H] and [g,0] : [X/G] — [Y/H] be
quotient 1-morphisms, so that f,g: X — Y and p,0 : G — H are morphisms.
Suppose § € H sat1sﬁes oy ) = 5p( )o~1 for all y € G and 9= 5(6) f.

[6]((I,_U,ﬁ,y,y)):(MU,%)Z[][ p]((T U,t,u, U)) ((TXH)/TXR G, U,f,ﬁ,f))

— lg,0)((T. U, t,w,v)) = (T x H)/rxr,-, G, U, 1,14, 0),

where is : (IxH)/vrxr, _,G—=(IxH)/rxr,_, G is induced idpxRs-1:T x H —
T x H. Then [0] : [f,p] = [g,0] is a natural isomorphism of functors, and a
2-morphism of C°°-stacks, which we call a quotient 2-morphism.

8.5 Deligne-Mumford C*-stacks

Deligne-Mumford stacks in algebraic geometry are locally modelled on quotient
stacks [X/G] for X an affine scheme and G a finite group. This motivates:

Definition 8.14. A Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack is a C*°-stack X which admits
an open cover {), : a € A} with each Y, equivalent to a quotient stack [U,/Gq]
in Example BT for U, an affine C*°-scheme and G, a finite group. We call X
locally fair if it has such an open cover with each U, a fair affine C*°-scheme.
We call a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack X' second countable, compact, locally
compact, or paracompact, if the underlying topological space Xiop from §8.2 is
second countable, compact, locally compact, or paracompact, respectively.
Write DMC>Sta, DMC>Stalf, DM C>Stalf . for the full 2-subcategories
of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks, and locally fair Deligne—-Mumford C*°-stacks,
and separated, second countable, locally fair Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks in

C*°°Sta, respectively.

72



If X is a Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack then Isox([z]) is finite for all [z] in
Xiop. If f: X = Y is a 1I-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks then f is
representable if and only if the morphisms of orbifold groups f. : Isox([z]) —
Isoy([y]) from Definition are injective for all [x] € Xiop With fiop([z]) =
[x] € Viop. From [33, §8-89], we have:

Theorem 8.15. (a) All fibre products exist in the 2-category C°°Sta.
(b) DMC®°Sta, DMC®°Stalf and DMC®°Stalf  are closed under fibre prod-

SSC
ucts and under taking open C*°-substacks in C°°Sta.

Proposition 8.16. Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C*-stack and [z] € Xiop, S0
that Isox([z]) = H for some finite group H. Then there exists an open C*-
substack U in X with [z] € Urop C Xiop and an equivalence U ~ [Y /H], where
Y = (Y,Oy) is an affine C-scheme with an action of H, and [z] € Uiop =
Y/H corresponds to a fized point y of H in'Y.

Theorem 8.17. Suppose X is a Deligne-Mumford C*-stack with Isox([z]) =
{1} for all [z] € Xiop. Then X is equivalent to X for some C*°-scheme X.

In conventional algebraic geometry, a stack with all orbifold groups trivial is
(equivalent to) an algebraic space, but may not be a scheme, so the category of
algebraic spaces is larger than the category of schemes. Here algebraic spaces
are spaces which are locally isomorphic to schemes in the étale topology, but
not necessarily locally isomorphic to schemes in the Zariski topology.

In contrast, as Theorem B.I7 shows, in C*-algebraic geometry there is no
difference between C'°°-schemes and C°°-algebraic spaces. This is because in
C>-geometry the Zariski topology is already fine enough, as in Remark 2.9(iii),
so we gain no extra generality by passing to the étale topology.

8.6 Quasicoherent sheaves on C'*°-stacks
In [33, §10] we study sheaves on Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks.

Definition 8.18. Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C°-stack. Define a category
Cx to have objects pairs (U, u) where U is a C°°-scheme and w : U — X is an
étale 1-morphism, and morphisms (f,n) : (U,u) — (V,v) where f : U — V is
an étale morphism of C*-schemes, and 7 : u = v o f is a 2-isomorphism. If
(f,n) : (U,u) = (V,v) and (g,¢) : (V,v) — (W,w) are morphisms in Cx then
we define the composition (g, ¢) o (f,n) to be (go f,6) : (U,u) — (W, w), where
6 is the composition of 2-morphisms across the diagram:

_UN
N
of| <= V X.
W

Define an Ox-module £ to assign an Opy-module E(U,u) on U = (U, Oy) for
all objects (U, u) in Cx, and an isomorphism &,y : f*(E(V,v)) = E(U,u) for
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all morphisms (f,n) : (U,u) — (¥, v) in Cx, such that for all (f,n), (g,(),(go
f,0) as above the following diagram of isomorphisms of Oy-modules commutes:

(g0 )" (EW, w))

= = € (gof.0)
Iy g EW ™ £ (€ ., (8.1)

I* (g*(E(W/(U)) —>I* (5(‘_/, 1))) Eom

for Iy ,(E(W,w)) as in Remark 217

A morphism of Ox-modules ¢ : £ — F assigns a morphism of Oy-modules
o(U,u) : EU,u) — F(U,u) for each object (U,u) in Cx, such that for all
morphisms (f,n) : (U,u) = (V,v) in Cx the following commutes:

[ (EW,v) ———=EU,u)
oy Em
£y o oww)
f(FV,v)) — F(U,u).

We call € quasicoherent, or a vector bundle of rank n, if (U, u) is quasico-
herent, or a vector bundle of rank n, respectively, for all (U,u) € Cx. Write
Ox-mod for the category of Oy-modules, and qcoh(X), vect(X) for the full
subcategories of quasicoherent sheaves and vector bundles, respectively. Then
Ox-mod is an abelian category, and qcoh(X’) an abelian subcategory of Ox-mod.
If X is locally fair then gcoh(X) = Ox-mod.

Note that vector bundles £ on X are locally trivial in the étale topology, but
need not be locally trivial in the Zariski topology. In particular, the orbifold
groups Isoy([z]) of X can act nontrivially on the fibres |, of &.

As in [33, §10.5], as well as sheaves of Ox-modules, we can define other
kinds of sheaves on Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks X by the same method. In
particular, to define d-stacks in 10, we will need sheaves of abelian groups and
sheaves of C*°-rings on Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks.

Example 8.19. Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C'*-stack. Define a quasicoher-
ent sheaf Ox on X called the structure sheaf of X by Ox(U,u) = Oy for all
objects (U, u) in Cx, and (Ox) s : f*(Ov) — Oy is the natural isomorphism
for all morphisms (f,7) : (U,u) — (V,v) in Cx.

We may also consider Oy as a sheaf of C*°-rings on X.

Example 8.20. Let X be a Deligne—-Mumford C*°-stack. Define an O x-module
T*X called the cotangent sheaf of X by (T*X)(U,u) = T*U for all objects
(U,u) in Cx and (T*X) s, = Qy : f*(T*V) — T*U for all morphisms (f,7) :
(U,u) = (V,v) in Cx, where T*U and Q; are as in §2.41

Example 8.21. Let X be a C*™-scheme. Then X = X is a Deligne-Mumford
C*°-stack. We will define an inclusion functor Tx : Ox-mod — Ox-mod. Let
&€ be an object in Ox-mod. If (U,u) is an object in Cx then u: U — X = X
is 2-isomorphic to @ : U — X for some unique morphism u : U — X. Define
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is a morphism in Cy and u,v are

E'U,u) =u*(€). I (f,n) : (U,u) = (V,v)
b u=wvo f, then define

associated to u, v as above, so that
Eg = LE)71 f1EW0) = [ (07(E) — (o [)*(€) =E'U ).

Then (BI) commutes for all (f,7),(g,¢), so & is an Ox-module.

If ¢ : &€ — F is a morphism of @x-modules then we define a morphism
¢ & — F'in Oy-mod by ¢/(U,u) = u*(¢) for u associated to u as above.
Then defining Zx : €+ &', Ix : ¢ — ¢’ gives a functor Ox-mod — Ox-mod,
which induces equivalences between the categories O x-mod, qcoh(X) defined in
§2.41 and Ox-mod, qcoh(X') above.

Definition 8.22. Let f: X — Y be a 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C>°-
stacks, and F be an Oy-module. A pullback of F to X is an Ox-module &,
together with the following data: if U,V are C*°-schemes and u : U — X and
v:V — Y are étale 1-morphisms, then there is a C>-scheme W and morphisms
W = U, oy : W = V giving a 2-Cartesian diagram:

v (8.2)

Then an isomorphism i(F, f,u,v,() : E’I}(E(Q, u)) — lr*v(f(\_/,v)) of Ow-
modules should be given, which is functorial in (U, ) in Cx and (V,v) in Cy and
the 2-isomorphism ¢ in [82]). We usually write pullbacks £ as f*(F). Pullbacks
f*(F) exist, and are unique up to unique isomorphism. Using the Axiom of
Choice, we choose a pullback f*(F) for all such f, F.

Let f: X — Y be a 1-morphism, and ¢ : £ — F be a morphism in Oy-mod.
Then f*(&), f*(F) € Ox-mod. The pullback morphism f*(p) : f*(€) = f*(F)
is the unique morphism in Ox-mod such that whenever w : U X, v: V=,
W, my, my are as above, the following diagram in Oy -mod commutes:

1 EOWW) G rms
5 (F (@) Uw)y) @)

(P AW, w) T (Fv)).

This defines a right exact functor f* : Oy-mod — Ox-mod, which also maps
qcoh()) — qcoh(X).

Let f,g: X — Y be 1-morphisms of Deligne-Mumford C'*-stacks, n: f = ¢
a 2-morphism, and £ € Oy-mod. Then we have Ox-modules f*(€),g*(&).
Define n*(€) : f*(€) — ¢g*(€) to be the unique isomorphism such that whenever
U, V,W,u,v,m;, my are as above, so that we have 2-Cartesian diagrams

<

Ty

CG(n*iduojy) ﬁ -

fou

13
<
<

7

S
[B]]
I = |§|

1
IS = |§|

ou

Q

i<<—|



as in (82), then we have commuting isomorphisms of Oy-modules:
o (f(E) U, u)) _iE.fuv.CO0xiduosy))

//

m (g E) U w) — )

v (E(V,v)).

This defines a natural isomorphism n* : f* = g*.

Asin Remark2T7 if f : X - Y and g : Y — Z are 1-morphisms of Deligne—
Mumford C*°-stacks and £ € Oz-mod, then we have a canonical isomorphism
Irg(&) : (go *(E) — f*(g*(€)). If X is a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack and
& € Ox-mod, we have a canonical isomorphism dx(€) : id%(E) — &. These
I74,0x have the same properties as in the C'°°-scheme case.

In a similar way, we can define pullbacks f~1(€) for sheaves of abelian groups
and of C*°-rings £ on Y, and corresponding isomorphisms I¢ 4(&),0x(E).

Example 8.23. Let f : X — )Y be a l-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C°-
stacks. Then Example defines sheaves of C*°-rings Oy, Oy on X,Y, so
as in Definition we have a pullback sheaf f~1(Oy) of C*®-rings on X.
There is a natural morphism f* : f=1(0y) — Ox of sheaves of C*-rings on
X, characterized by the following property: for all (U,u), (V,v),W,( as in
Definition B.22] the following diagram of sheaves of C*°-rings on W commutes:

w5 (fHOy) (U, ) W 75 ((Ox)(U,u)) = wali(’)U)
~|i(Oy, fuwe) T ﬁ i |
! (Op(V,v)) =7y (Ov) - Ow,

where 7, = (7, ﬂ'lﬁj) and 1y = (mv, 7).

Definition 8.24. Let f: X — Y be a 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C°-
stacks. Then f*(T*)),T*X are Ox-modules, by Example and Definition
Define Q : f*(T*Y) — T*X to be the unique morphism characterized as
follows. Let u:U — X, v:V — Y, W,my, my be as in Definition 822 with
(82) 2-Cartesian. Then the following diagram commutes in Oy/-mod:

o5 (f(T*Y)(U, w) T Fand) oy (T* V) (V) == a3, (T*V)
WZJ(Qf(UxU))\L ﬂf_vl
(T"X) (zy iduox )
a5 ((T*X) (U, u)) (T X)W, uomy) =—=T"W

Here [33] Th. 10.15] is the analogue of Theorem 2211

Theorem 8.25. (a) Let f : X — Y and g : Y — Z be 1l-morphisms of
Deligne-Mumford C*-stacks. Then Qgop = Qf o f*(Qy) o I 4(T*Z).

(b) Let f,g : X — Y be 1-morphisms of Deligne—Mumford C-stacks and
n: f =g a2-morphism. Then Qy = Qg on*(T*Y): f*(T*Y) > T*X.
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(c) Suppose W, X, Y, Z are locally fair Deligne-Mumford C°°-stacks with a
2-Cartesian square

w ; Yy
T

X——"—>2Z

in DMC>Stalf, so that W ~ X x zY. Then the following is exact in qcoh(W):

€™ (Qg)ole,o(T"2)® e*(T*
IOl (T Do (1°2)  puipiyy)” Re8Ry o

(goe)(T"Z2)

8.7 Orbifold strata of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks

Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack, and T" a finite group. In [33] §11.1] we
define six different notions of orbifold strata of X, which are Deligne-Mumford
C*°-stacks written XF,)EF,)?F, and open C*®-substacks XL C T, 225 C ar,
225 C XT. The points and orbifold groups of X', ..., 225 are given by:

(i) Points of X! are isomorphism classes [z, p], where [z] € Xiop and p: ' —
Isox([z]) is an injective morphism, and Isoxr ([, p]) is the centralizer of
p(T) in Isox([z]). Points of XL C AT are [z, p] with p an isomorphism,
and Isoxr([z, p]) = C(T'), the centre of I'.

(i) Points of XT are pairs [z, A], where [r] € Xiop and A C Tsox([z]) is
isomorphic to I', and Isozr([z, A]) is the normalizer of A in Isox([]).
Points of X} C X" are [z, A] with A = Isox([z]), and Isozr ([z, A]) =T

(iii) Points [z, A] of XT, XL are the same as for X7, XT, but with orbifold
groups Isoxr ([z, A]) = Isozr ([z, A])/A and Isozr ([z, A]) = {1}.

Since the C*®-stack AT has trivial orbifold groups it is (equivalent to) a C'*°-
scheme. That is, there is a genuine C*°-scheme XT o, unique up to isomorphism

in C®°Sch, such that X}; ~ ;{5 in C*°Sta.
There are 1-morphisms OF (X),... IIL(X) forming a strictly commutative
diagram, where the columns are inclusions of open C'°*°-substacks:

St T3(X) ma
X, >~ X,

l OM o5 (X) l l/c (8.3)

or (x) OF (x) ’

Aut(r)@ / \ A

' (x) I (x)

Aut(T")

T

Also Aut(T) acts on X7, XT, with X7 ~ [XT/Aut(I")], XL ~ [xL/ Aut(I)].
The topological space Xiop of X from §8.2 has stratifications

~ ~ ~
me - H iso. classes of O top/F I I Xo ,top — H o t0p7

finite groups I'
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which is why X ro.., X I are called orbifold strata. The 1-morphisms o' (x),
O"(X) in (B3) are proper, and II' (X)¢op : XL, — X1, is a homeomorphism of

top top
topological spaces. Hence, if X' is compact then XT, XT, XT are also compact.

Example 8.26. Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C'°°-stack. The inertia stack
Zx of X is the fibre product Zxy = X XA, axx,ax X, Where Ay : X - X X X
is the diagonal 1-morphism. One can show there is an equivalence

IX ~ Hk>1 XZ".

Points of Zy are isomorphism classes [z, 7], where [z] € Xyop and 7 € Isox([z]).
Each such 7 € Isox([z]) has some finite order k > 1, and generates an injective
morphism p : Zy — Isox([x]) mapping p : a — n*. We may identify X%+ with
the open and closed C*°-substack of [z, 7] in Zy for which 7 has order k.

Orbifold strata XT are strongly functorial for representable 1-morphisms
and their 2-morphisms. That is, if f : X — ) is a representable 1-morphism
of Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks, we define a unique representable 1-morphism
U at = YU with OY (V) o fI = fo OV(X). If f,g: X — Y are representable
and 7 : f = ¢ is a 2-morphism, we define a unique 2-morphism n' : fI' = g¢¥
with idor(y) * nt =nx idor(x). These I, 0t are compatible with compositions
of 1- and 2-morphisms, and identities, in the obvious way. Orbifold strata T
have the same kind of functorial behaviour, and XT have a weaker functorial
behaviour, in that fr is only natural up to 2-isomorphism.

For f : X — Y and I as above, the restriction fF|XOF need not map XI' — YI',
but only X' — YT, So we do not define 1-morphisms f! : X' — YI'. The same
applies for the actions f¥, fT' of f on orbifold strata /'E'E, )21;

In [33] §11.3] we describe the orbifold strata of a quotient C*°-stack [X /G].

Theorem 8.27. Suppose X is a separated C°°-scheme and G a finite group
acting on X by isomorphisms, and write X = [X /G] for the quotient C*°-stack
from Example BIIl which is a Deligne—Mumford C*-stack. Let T' be a finite
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group. Then there are equivalences of C°°-stacks

A Il [XPD )/ {geG:gp(v)=p(y)g ¥y €T}, (84)

conjugacy classes [p] of injective
group morphisms p: ' — G

X, ~ 11 (XD /{geG:gp(y) =p(7)g Vv €T},  (85)

conjugacy classes [p] of injective
group morphisms p: ' — G

A ~ H [)_(A/{geG:A:gAgfl}}, (8.6)
conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A = T'

Xl ~ H [)_(OA/{geG:A:gAgfl}] (8.7)
conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A =T

Al ~ H [)_(A/({QEG:A:gAgfl}/A)], (8.8)
conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A =T

AL~ H [)_(OA/({QEG:A:gAg_l}/A)]. (8.9)

conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A =T

Here for each subgroup A C G, we write X2 for the closed O -subscheme in
X fized by A in G, and X2 for the open C-subscheme in X* of points in X
whose stabilizer group in G is exactly A. In @A)—&3X), morphisms p,p' : T — G
are conjugate if p' = Ad(g) o p for some g € G, and subgroups A, A" C G are
conjugate if A = gA’g™! for some g € G. In ®A)-BA) we sum over one
representative p or A for each conjugacy class.

Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack and I' a finite group, so that as
above we have an orbifold stratum &X' with a 1-morphism OY (&) : AT — X.
Let & be a quasicoherent sheaf on X, so that £ := O (X)*(€) is a quasicoherent
sheaf on XT. In [33] §11.4] we show that there is a natural representation of T’
on ' by isomorphisms. Also the action of Aut(I') on X' lifts naturally to £',
so that Aut(T') x I acts equivariantly on &'

Write Ry, ..., Ry for the irreducible representations of I over R (that is, we
choose one representative R; in each isomorphism class of irreducible represen-
tations), with Ry = R the trivial representation. Then the I'-representation on
E" induces a splitting

Er=@F e oR, for&L,... €L € qeoh(AT). (8.10)

We will be interested in splitting EY into trivial and nontrivial representations
of I', denoted by subscripts ‘tr’ and ‘nt’. So we write

Eh=¢l el (8.11)

where £}, EL, are the subsheaves of £ corresponding to the factors £} @ Ry and

@le 5{ ® R; respectively. The same applies for the orbifold stratum XL C AT,
We also have an orbifold stratum AT with a 1-morphism orXx): xt — &,
so that EF := OY(X)*(€) is a quasicoherent sheaf on X'T. In general there is no
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natural T-representation on £', as the quotient by Aut(I') in XT ~ [AT/ Aut(I)]
does not preserve the I'-action. However, we do have a natural splitting

E' = o &L, (8.12)

corresponding to (8I1). The same applies for XT C xT.

As in (83), for the orbifold stratum X we do not have a natural 1-morphism
AT - X, so we cannot just pull £ back to AT Instead, we push EF down to xT
along the 1-morphism I : XT — XT. It turns out that in the splitting BI12),
the push down I1E (EF)) is zero, since IIT has fibre [x/T'], and IIT essentially takes
-equivariant parts. So we define £ = IIL'(EL), a quasicoherent sheaf on AT,
The same applies for )21; cxr.

When passing to orbifold strata, it is often natural to restrict to the trivial
parts EL, €L, é{r of the pullbacks of £. The next theorem illustrates this.

Theorem 8.28. Let X be a Deligne—Mumford C*°-stack and T' a finite group,
so that we have a 1-morphism OV (X) : XU — X. As in Ezample B20 we
have cotangent sheaves T*X,T*(X") and a morphism Qor(x) : OF (X)*(T*X)
— T*(XT) in qeoh(XT). But OV (X)*(T*X) = (T*X)F, so by (BII)) we have
a splitting (T*X)' = (T*X){, & (T*X),. Then Qorx)l@-xr. : (T*X)], —
T*(X") is an isomorphism, and Qor )| x)r, = 0. .

Similarly, using O (X) : XT = X and ®I2) for (T*X)" we find that
Qor ()| (= a)r - (T X)F = T*(X7) is an_isomorphism, and Qor )| (r=ayr, =0.

Also, there is a natural isomorphism (T*X)F. = T*(XT) in qeoh(XT).

9 Orbifolds

We now summarize [35], §8.1-88.4] on orbifolds. There is already a substantial
literature on orbifolds, and §9.0] indicates the main milestones in the field, and
explains how our definition of orbifolds relates to those by other authors.

9.1 Different ways to define orbifolds

Orbifolds are geometric spaces locally modelled on R"/G, for G C GL(n,R)
a finite group. There are several nonequivalent definitions of orbifolds in the
literature, which are reviewed in [35] §8.1]. They were first defined by Satake [52]
(who called them ‘V-manifolds’) and Thurston [55, §13]. Satake and Thurston
defined an orbifold to be a Hausdorff topological space X with an atlas of
charts (U;, T, ¢;) for ¢ € I, where T'; C GL(n,R) is a finite subgroup, U; C R"
a I';-invariant open subset, and ¢; : U;/T; — X a homeomorphism with an
open set in X, compatible on overlaps ¢;(U;/T;) N ¢;(U;/T;) in X. Smooth
maps between orbifolds are continuous maps f : X — Y, which lift locally to
equivariant smooth maps on the charts.

There is a problem with this notion of smooth maps: some differential-
geometric operations, such as pullbacks of vector bundles by smooth maps, may
not be well-defined. To fix this problem, new definitions were needed. Moerdijk
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and Pronk [47/[48] defined orbifolds to be proper étale Lie groupoids in Man.
Chen and Ruan [13] §4] gave an alternative theory more in the spirit of [52,55].
A book on orbifolds in the sense of [I347.48] is Adem, Leida and Ruan [IJ.

All of [1L[13]/47[48.[52155] regard orbifolds as an ordinary category. But orb-
ifolds are differential-geometric analogues of Deligne-Mumford stacks, which
form a 2-category. So it seems natural to define a 2-category of orbifolds
Orb. Several important geometric constructions need the extra structure of a
2-category to work properly. For example, transverse fibre products exist in the
2-category Orb, where they satisfy a universal property involving 2-morphisms,
as in A4 In the homotopy category Ho(Orb), ‘transverse fibre products’ can
be defined as an ad hoc geometric construction, but they are not fibre products
in the category-theoretic sense, and do not satisfy a universal property.

There are two main routes in the literature for defining a 2-category of
orbifolds Orb. The first, as in Pronk [5I] and Lerman [39, §3.3], is to define
orbifolds to be groupoids in Man as in [47J48]. But to define 1- and 2-morphisms
in Orb one must do more work: one makes proper étale Lie groupoids into a
2-category Gpoid, and then Orb is defined as a (weak) 2-category localization
of Gpoid at a suitable class of 1-morphisms.

The second route, as in Behrend and Xu [9] §2], Lerman [39] §4] and Metzler
[45, §3.5], is to define orbifolds as a class of Deligne-Mumford stacks on the
site (Man, Jnvan) of manifolds with Grothendieck topology Jnvan coming from
open covers. The relationship between the two routes is discussed in [9,3951].

In the ‘classical’ approaches to orbifolds [IL[13][47, 48|52, 55], the objects,
orbifolds, have a simple definition, but the smooth maps, or 1- and 2-morphisms,
are either badly behaved, or very complicated to define. In contrast, in the
‘stacky’ approaches to orbifolds [9,[3389,[45], the objects are very complicated
to define, but 1- and 2-morphisms are well-behaved and easy to define — 1-
morphisms are just functors, and 2-morphisms are natural isomorphisms.

Our approach, described in [35], §8.2], is similar to the second route: we
define orbifolds to be special examples of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks, so that
they are stacks on the site (C*°Sch, J). This will be convenient for our work
on d-stacks and d-orbifolds, which are also based on C'°°-stacks.

Definition 9.1. An orbifold of dimension n is a separated, second countable
Deligne-Mumford C*-stack X such that for every [x] € Xop there exist a
linear action of G = Isox ([z]) on R", a G-invariant open neighbourhood U of 0
in R", and a 1-morphism ¢ : [U/G] — X which is an equivalence with an open
neighbourhood U C X of [z] in X with i40p([0]) = [z], where U = F. SR(U).
Write Orb for the full 2-subcategory of orbifolds in DMC*°Sta. We may
refer to 1-morphisms f : X — ) in Orb as smooth maps of orbifolds. Define a
full and faithful functor FQEP : Man — Orb by FrP = FEZS58% o I Seh,

Here is [33, Th. 9.26 & Cor. 9.27]. Since equivalent (2-)categories are con-
sidered to be ‘the same’, the moral of Theorem is that our orbifolds are
essentially the same objects as those considered by other recent authors.

Theorem 9.2. The 2-category Orb of orbifolds without boundary defined above
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s equivalent to the 2-categories of orbifolds considered as stacks on Man de-
fined in Metzler [45), §3.4] and Lerman [39, §4], and also equivalent as a weak
2-category to the weak 2-categories of orbifolds regarded as proper étale Lie
groupoids defined in Pronk [51] and Lerman [39, §3.3].

Furthermore, the homotopy category Ho(Orb) of Orb (that is, the category
whose objects are objects in Orb, and whose morphisms are 2-isomorphism
classes of 1-morphisms in Orb) is equivalent to the category of orbifolds re-
garded as proper étale Lie groupoids defined in Moerdijk [47]. Transverse fibre
products in Orb agree with the corresponding fibre products in C°°Sta.

We define five classes of smooth maps:
Definition 9.3. Let f : X — ) be a smooth map (1-morphism) of orbifolds.
(i) We call f representable if it acts injectively on orbifold groups, that is,
[+ : Isox([z]) — Isoy (feop([2])) is an injective morphism for all [z] € Xiop.

Equivalently, f is representable if it is a representable 1-morphism of C'*°-
stacks. This means that whenever V is a C'°°-scheme an II:V—>Yisa
1-morphism then the C'*°-stack fibre product X x ¢y nV is a C°°-scheme.

(ii) We call f an smmersion if it is representable and Qy : f*(T*)) - T*X isa
surjective morphism of vector bundles, i.e. has a right inverse in qcoh(X).

(ili) We call f an embedding if it is an immersion, and f, : Isox([z]) —
Isoy (ftop([x])) is an isomorphism for all [z] € Xiop, and fiop : Xiop = Viop
is a homeomorphism with its image (so in particular it is injective).

(iv) We call f a submersion if Qy : f*(T*Y) — T*X is an injective morphism
of vector bundles, i.e. has a left inverse in qcoh(X).

(v) We call f étale if it is representable and Q; : f*(T"Y) — T*X is an
isomorphism, or equivalently, if f is étale as a 1-morphism of C'*°-stacks.

Note that submersions are not required to be representable.

Definition 9.4. An orbifold X is called effective if X is locally modelled near
each [z] € Xop on R" /G, where G acts effectively on R", that is, every 1 # v €
G acts nontrivially on R".

In [35, §8.4] we prove a uniqueness property for 2-morphisms of effective
orbifolds.

Proposition 9.5. Let XY be effective orbifolds, and f,g : X — Y be 1-
morphisms. Suppose that either:

(i) f is an embedding, a submersion, étale, or an equivalence;
(ii) fu : Isox([z]) = Isoy (frop([2])) is surjective for all [x] € Xiop; or
(iii) Y is a manifold.

Then there exists at most one 2-morphism n: f = g.
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Some authors include effectiveness in their definition of orbifolds. The
Satake—Thurston definitions are not as well-behaved for noneffective orbifolds.
One reason is that Proposition often allows us to treat effective orbifolds
as if they were a category rather than a 2-category, that is, one can work in
the homotopy category Ho(Orb®¥) of the full 2-subcategory Orb®® of effective
orbifolds, because genuinely 2-categorical behaviour comes from non-uniqueness
of 2-morphisms.

In [35, §8.3] we discuss vector bundles on orbifolds. Now an orbifold X is
an example of a Deligne-Mumford C*-stack, and in §8.6] we defined a category
qcoh(X) of quasicoherent sheaves on X', and a full subcategory vect(X) of vector
bundles on X. Unless we say otherwise, a vector bundle & on an orbifold X will
just mean an object in vect(X), a special kind of quasicoherent sheaf on X', and
a smooth section s of £ will mean an element of C*°(£), that is, a morphism
s: Oy — & in vect(X). The cotangent sheaf T*X of an n-orbifold X is a vector
bundle on & of rank n, which we call the cotangent bundle.

For some applications below, this point of view on vector bundles is not
ideal. If E — X is a vector bundle on a manifold, then F is itself a manifold
(with extra structure), with a submersion 7 : E — X, and a section s € C*°(E)
is a smooth map s : X — F with w o s = idx. In §&I-94.2] we considered d-
space fibre products V' x5 go V where V, E 5,0 = F&i‘;ﬁ(v, E,s,0). For the
d-orbifold analogue of this, we would like to regard a vector bundle £ over an
orbifold X as being an orbifold in its own right, rather than just a quasicoherent
sheaf, and a section s € C°°(€) as being a 1-morphism s : X — £ in Orb.

To get round this, in [35, §8.3] we define a total space functor Tot, which
to each & in vect(X) associates an orbifold Tot(£), called the total space of &,
and to each section s € C*°(€) associates a 1-morphism Tot(s) : X — Tot(&)
in Orb. Then the d-orbifold analogue of V' X4 g0 V in Proposition L2)(c) is
V x50V, where V, £,5,0 = F§3E(V, Tot(€), Tot(s), Tot(0)).

Many other standard ideas in differential geometry extend simply to orb-
ifolds, such as submanifolds, transverse fibre products, and orientations, and we
will generally use these without comment.

9.2 Orbifold strata of orbifolds

Section B discussed orbifold strata XT,..., X I' of a Deligne-Mumford C>°-
stack X. In [35, §8.4] we work these ideas out for orbifolds. If X" is an orbifold,
then AT, .. .,)2 I' need not be orbifolds, as the next example shows, but are
disjoint unions of orbifolds of different dimensions.

Example 9.6. Let the real projective plane RPP? have homogeneous coordinates
[z0, 21, z2], and let Zo = {1,0} act on RP? by o : [z, 21, 2] — [x0, 1, —22)].
The fixed point locus of o in RP? is the disjoint union of the circle {[xo, x1,0] :
[z0,21] € RP'} and the point {[0,0,1]}.

Write RP? = FGo SB(RP?), and form the quotient orbifold X = [RP?/Zs].
Then (84]) shows that the orbifold stratum X2 is the disjoint union of orbifolds
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RP' x [/Zs] and [x/Zs] of dimensions 1 and 0, respectively. Note that X” is
not an orbifold, as it does not have pure dimension, and nor are X%z, ..., X%,

So that our constructions remain within the world of orbifolds, we will find
it useful to define a decomposition X" = JJ,. AT XTA of XT such that each
XTA is an orbifold of dimension dim X — dim \.

Definition 9.7. Let T" be a finite group. Consider representations (V,p) of
I', where V is a finite-dimensional real vector space and p : I' — Aut(V) a
group morphism. We call (V, p) nontrivial if V() = {0}. Write Rep, (I") for
the abelian category of nontrivial (V, p), and Ko(Rep,;(T")) for its Grothendieck
group. Then any (V,p) in Rep,(T') has a class [(V,p)] in Ko(Rep,(T)). For
brevity, we will use the notation A" = Ko(Rep,(I')) and AL = {[(V,p)] :
(V,p) € Rep,(I')} € AT, We think of AL as the ‘positive cone’ in AT

By elementary representation theory, up to isomorphism I' has finitely many
irreducible representations. Let Ry, R1,..., R be choices of irreducible repre-
sentations in these isomorphism classes, with Ry = R the trivial irreducible
representation, so that Ry,..., Ry are nontrivial. Then AT is freely generated
over Z by [Ry],...,[Rk], so that

:{al[Rl]—I—---—I—ak[Rk]:al,...,akEZ}, and
={a[Ri] + -+ ap[Ri] : a1,...,ar € N} C AL,

where N = {0,1,2,...} C Z. Hence AT = Z" and A = N*.

Define a group morphism dim : A — Z by dim : a1[R1] + - -+ + ax[Rx] —
ardim Ry +- - - +ay dim Ry, so that dim : [(V, p)] — dim V. Then dim(A}) C N

Now let X be an orbifold. As in (8I0)—(BII) we have decompositions
OV (X)) (T*X)=(T* X)L, ®(T* X)L, with (T*X)[, 2(T*X)§ @Ry and (T*X)}, =
Eszl(T*X)i ® R;, where (T*X)b,...,(T*X)L € qeoh(XT). Since T*X is a
vector bundle, OT (X)*(T*X) is a vector bundle, and so the (T*X)! are vector
bundles of mized rank, that is, locally they are vector bundles, but their ranks
may vary on different connected components of XT.

For each \ € AE, define X7 to be the open and closed C*-substack in X"
with rank ((T*X)Y) [R1]+- - -+rank((T*X)} ) [Ri] = Ain AL Then (T* X)L | xr.
is a vector bundle of rank dim A, so (T* X)L | yr.» is a vector bundle of dimension
dim&X — dim A on XTA. But (T*X)L = T*(XT) by Theorem Hence
T*(X"*) is a vector bundle of rank dim X — dim A. Since AT is a disjoint
union of orbifolds of different dimensions, we see that X™* is an orbifold, with
dim AT = dim X — dim A\. Then AT = HXEAE XA

Write OUA(X) = OY(X)|xrr : X1 — X. It is a proper, representable
immersion of orbifolds. We interpret (T*X)L |+t as the conormal bundle of
X7 in X. It carries a nontrivial I'-representation of class A € AE, so we refer
to X as the conormal T-representation of X7,

Define X5 = XL N ATA, and O (X) = O (X)[xr» : X2 — X. Then
Xo ™ is an orbifold with dim &g = dim X — dim A, and A7 = [[ cur X .
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As in 87 we have XT ~ [XT/Aut(T')]. Now Aut(T) acts on the right
on Rep,(T') by a: (V,p) = (V,poa) for o € Aut(T"), and this induces right
actions of Aut(I') on AT = Ko (Rep,(I")) and AL C AY. Write these actions
as a: A — \-a. Then the action of a € Aut(I') on XT maps ATA — xTre,
Write AL / Aut(A) for the set of Aut(I')-orbits g = A - Aut(T') in AL. The map
dim : AT — Z is Aut(I')-invariant, and so descends to dim : AT/ Aut(T") — Z.

Then HA@ XTA is an open and closed Aut(T)-invariant C*°-substack in AT
for each p € AL/ Aut(A), so we may define X7+ ~ [(]_[/\EM XTA) / Aut(I)], an
open and closed C*-substack of XT ~ [XT/ Aut(T")]. Write X5 * = XL n X0~
Then X1+, XL* are orbifolds of dimension dim X — dim 1, with

or > > o,
A= HueAg/Auc(r) XTH and XY = HuGAE/Aut(F) Xot.

Set OT#(X) =0 (X)|5rn : X1+ = X and O (X) = O (X)| e XUt X
Then O"#(X),05*(X) are representable immersions, with O™#(X) proper.

The 1-morphism ﬂF(X) s a0 AT maps open and closed C°°-substacks of
XT to open and closed C™-substacks of XT. Let X7+ = I1'(xX)(XT+) for each
g€ AL/ Aut(A), and write X5 = XL N AT#. Then XT# X5 # are orbifolds
of dimension dim X — dim u, with

ol oT, oT oL,
X —HueAi/Aut(r)X #oand A —HHEAQ/Aut(r) Xot.

If f: X — ) is arepresentable 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks
and T' a finite group, then as in §87 we have a representable 1-morphism of
orbifold strata fT' : XT — YU'. Note that if X',) are orbifolds, then fI' need
not map X7 — YA or map X' — YI'. The analogue applies for fr, fF.

Some important properties of orbifolds can be characterized by the vanishing
of certain orbifold strata XT*. For example:

e An orbifold X is locally orientable if and only if X% = () for all odd
Ae AP =N={0,1,2,..}.

e An orbifold X is effective in the sense of Definition if and only if
XT0 = () for all nontrivial finite groups T'.

In [35, §8.4] we consider the question: if X' is an oriented orbifold, can we
define orientations on the orbifold strata X1, ..., XL#? Here is an example:

Example 9.8. Let S = {(21,...,25) € R® : 2? + .-+ + 22 = 1}, an oriented
4-manifold. Let G = {1,0, 7,07} = Z3 act on S* preserving orientations by

o (xl, .. .,:1:5) — ($1,332,333, —$47—175)7
T:(21,...,25) — (—x1, —T2, —T3, —T4,T5),
ot (x1,...,25) — (=21, —%2, —X3, T4, —T5).
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Then X = [S*/G] is an oriented 4-orbifold. The orbifold groups Isox([z]) for

[x] € Xiop are all {1} or Zo. The singular locus of X is the disjoint union of a

copy of RP? from the fixed points £(x1, 2, 23,0, 0) of &, and two isolated points

{£(0,0,0,0,1)} and {£(0,0,0,1,0)} from the fixed points of 7 and o7.
Identifying A% and A%/ Aut(Zs) with N, it follows that

X202 = xT22 o2 xl2? = Y22 2 RP? x [x/Z,], X722 = X722 2 RP?,
Xt = xPat o X0t = X020 2 51| U [/ 2], A7 = X721 2 411w,

Since RP? is not orientable, we see that X is an oriented orbifold, but none of
XL22 Y22 yl22 yle? yle2 3L2:2 o160 orientable.

Thus, we can only orient XTA ... XL for all oriented orbifolds X under
some conditions on I', A\, u. The next proposition sets out these conditions:

Proposition 9.9. (a) Suppose T is a finite group and (V,p) a nontrivial T'-
representation which has no odd-dimenstonal subrepresentations, and write A =
[(V,p)] € AL. Choose an orientation on V. Then for all oriented orbifolds X

we can define natural orientations on the orbifold strata XU, xA,
If |T| is odd then all nontrivial T'-representations are even-dimensional, so
we can orient XT> X5 for all X € AL.
(b) Let T, (V, p), A be as in (a), and set = X-Aut(I') € AL / Aut(T). Write H
for the subgroup of Aut(T') fizing X in AL. Then for each § € H there exists an
isomorphism of T-representations is : (V,pod) — (V,p). Suppose is:V =V
is orientation-preserving for all § € H. If A € QAE this holds automatically.
Then for all oriented orbifolds X we can define orientations on the orbifold
strata XTon, XT0 x50 X0 For XU this works as XTH ~ [XTA/H), where
XTA is oriented by (a), and the H-action on XV preserves orientations, so
the orientation on X' descends to an orientation on XU ~ [XT/H].

(c) Suppose that T and X € AL do not satisfy the conditions in (a), or T’
and p € AL/ Aut(T) do not satisfy the conditions in (b). Then as in Ezample

we can find examples of oriented orbifolds X such that X7, x5 are not
orientable, or /'E'n“,)fr’“,)?g’“, XD are not orientable, respectively. That s,
the conditions on T'y A\, p in (a),(b) are necessary as well as sufficient to be able
to orient orbifold strata XU, ..., Xl of all oriented orbifolds X .

Note that Proposition @.9(a),(b) do not apply in Example 0.8 since the
nontrivial representation of Z on R? has an odd-dimensional subrepresentation.

10 The 2-category of d-stacks

In [35] Chap. 9] we define and study the 2-category of d-stacks dSta, which
are orbifold versions of d-spaces in §3l Broadly, to go from d-spaces X =
(X, 0%, Ex,1x,7x) to d-stacks we just replace the C*°-scheme X by a Deligne—
Mumford C'*°-stack X.
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One might expect that combining the 2-categories DMC®°Sta and dSpa
should result in a 3-category dSta, but in fact a 2-category is sufficient. For
1-morphisms f,g : X — Y in dSta, a 2-morphism 7 : f = g in dSta is a pair
(n,n"), where n : f = g is a 2-morphism in C*°Sta, and 7' : f*(Fy) — Ex is
as for 2-morphisms in dSpa. These 1,7’ do not interact very much.

10.1 The definition of d-stacks

Definition 10.1. A d-stack X is a quintuple X = (X, 0%, Ex,1x,Jx), where X
is a separated, second countable, locally fair Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack in the
sense of §8 and O%,Ex,1x, Jx fit into an exact sequence of sheaves of abelian
groups on X, in the sense of §8.0]

Ex — 2 Ol Y Ox 0,
satisfying the conditions:

(a) O% is a sheaf of C*°-rings on X, and 1x : O) — Ox is a morphism
of sheaves of C*°-rings on X', where Oy is the structure sheaf of X as in
Example®T9 such that for all (U, u) in Cx, (U, O% (U, u)) is a C*°-scheme,
and 1x (U, u) : O (U,u) — Ox(U,u) = Oy is a surjective morphism of
sheaves of C*°-rings on U, whose kernel is a sheaf of square zero ideals.

We call 1x : 0% — Ox satisfying these conditions a square zero extension.

(b) As 1y : Ofy — Oy is a square zero extension, its kernel Zy is a quasi-
coherent sheaf on X'. We require that £y is also a quasicoherent sheaf on
X, and jx : Ex — Iy is a surjective morphism in qeoh(X).

The sheaf of C*°-rings O, has a sheaf of cotangent modules Qoy,, which is an
O’-module with exterior derivative d : Of — Qoy,. Define Fx = Qo ®oy, Ox
to be the associated Oy-module, a quasicoherent sheaf on X, and set Yry =
Q,, ®id : Fx¥ = T*X, a morphism in qcoh(X). Define ¢x : Ex — Fx to be
the composition of morphisms of sheaves of abelian groups on X

Jx dlzy id®wx

Tx Qo = Qo ®oy, O

Ex QQ{Y ®oy, Oy = Fx.

Then ¢y is a morphism in qcoh(X'), and the following sequence is exact:

Y Fa— X X 0. (10.1)

Ex

The morphism ¢y : Ex — Fx will be called the virtual cotangent sheaf of X.
It is a d-stack analogue of the cotangent complex in algebraic geometry.

Let X,Y be d-stacks. A 1-morphism f: X — Y is a triple f = (f, 1/, "),
where f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of C*-stacks, f' : f~1(05,) — O% a mor-
phism of sheaves of C*°-rings on X, and f” : f*(£y) — Ex a morphism in
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qcoh(X), such that the following diagram of sheaves on X' commutes:

FHE) @iy fTHOp) = 7HEY) ——= F7HO}) —— F T} (Oy) =0
7 1d®f’i £~ () 7 (ey)

f( ): ! fﬁ
FHED) @ a0 Ox
\

Jx

Ex O X Oy 0.

Define morphisms f2 = Qp®id : f*(Fy) — Fx and f2 = Qg : f*(T*Y) - T*X
in qcoh(X). Then the following commutes in qcoh(X'), with exact rows:

(&) ———— " (Fy) ———— f(T"Y) —=0
£ (9y) : £ ()
V" ) V2 . Ve (10.2)
Ex ~ Fax = T*X — 0.

If X is a d-stack, the identity 1-morphism idx : X — X is idy = (idX,
6x(0%),0x(Ex)), with dx(x) the canonical isomorphisms of Definition

Let X,Y, Z be d-stacks, and f : X - Y, g: Y — Z be l-morphisms. As
in (B.2) define the composition of 1-morphisms go f : X — Z to be

gof=1(gof fof Mg)olsg(O%),f" o f (g") 0 Is4(E2)),

where I, ,(*) are the canonical isomorphisms of Definition

Let f,g : X — Y be l-morphisms of d-stacks, where f = (f, f/, f”) and
g=1(9,9.9"). A 2-morphism n: f = g is apairn = (n,n'), wheren: f = g is
a 2-morphism in C*°Sta and n’ : f*(Fy) — Ex a morphism in qcoh(X), with

g on HO}) = f +rxogxono(id® (ffof T (w)))o(f (),
and  ¢" on*(Ey) = f"+n" o f*(dy).

Then g2 o n*(Fy) = f? + ¢x o7’ and g° o *(T*Y) = f°, so ([02) for f.g
combine to give a commuting diagram (except ) in gcoh(X), with exact rows:

. £ (¢9) . £ () .
£ (Ey) S [ (Fy) > (1Y) —=0
%(537) n K*(fy) %T*y)
" \L //.__.-' ¢93
of*(gy) N\ Y ¥
T e v T+ X 0.

It f=(ff,f") : X = Yis al-morphism, the identity 2-morphism idy :
f=17fis idf = (ldf,())

Let f,g,h : X — Y be l-morphismsand n : f = g, { : g = h 2-morphisms.
Define the wvertical composition of 2-morphisms ¢ ©n: f = h to be

¢con=(Conon (Fy)+1).
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Suppose X, Y, Z are d-stacks, f,f' : X > Yandg,g:Y — Z are 1-
morphisms, and n : f = f, ¢ : g = g are 2-morphisms. Define the horizontal
composition of 2-morphisms (*n:go f = go f to be

Cxm=(Cxm, [0 o f (%) + "o fX () +n o f*(dy) o f(()] 0 If.4(Fz)).

This completes the definition of the 2-category of d-stacks dSta.

Write DMC*Stalf  for the 2-category of separated, second countable,
locally fair Deligne-Mumford C*>°-stacks. Define a strict 2-functor Fg$3,, :
DMC®Stalf, — dSta to map objects X to X = (X,0x,0,ido,,0), to map
1-morphisms f to f = (f, f*,0), and to map 2-morphisms 7 to n = (n,0). Write
DMC™>StalL  for the full 2-subcategory of X € dSta equivalent to FAS£a, (X)

for ¥ €¢ DMC>Stalf .. When we say that a d-stack X is a C™-stack, we mean

SscC*

that X € DMC*>Stalf .
Define a strict 2-functor Fg5t2 : Orb — dSta by FgS5f2 = Fd5%a. |orb,
noting that Orb is a full 2-subcategory of DMC*Stalf . Write Orb for the
full 2-subcategory of objects X in dSta equivalent to F§St2(X) for some orbifold
X. When we say that a d-stack X is an orbifold, we mean that X € Orb.
Recall from §8.1] that there is a natural (2-)functor FSmgi? : C°Sch —
C°°Sta mapping X — X on objects and f= f on morphisms. Also, if X is
a C*®-scheme and X the corresponding C*-stack then Example B.21] defines a
functor Zx : Ox-mod — Ox-mod. In the same way, we can define functors
from the category of sheaves of abelian groups on X to the category of sheaves
of abelian groups on X, and from the category of sheaves of C*°-rings on X to
the category of sheaves of C*°-rings on X, both of which we also denote by Zx.

With this notation, define a strict 2-functor ngsgg : dSpa — dSta to map
X = (X,O&,gx,lx,jx) to X = (XaIX(OS(%IL((EX%IL((ZX%IL((]X)) on
objects, and to map f = (f, f, f") to f= (f,Ig(f’),Ig(f”)) on 1-morphisms,
and to map n to n = (idf,Ii((n)) on 2-morphisms. Write dSpa for the full 2-
subcategory of X in dSta equivalent to F(?SS;Z(X) for some X in dSpa.

In [35, §9.2] we prove:
Theorem 10.2. (a) Definition [0l defines a strict 2-category dSta, in which
all 2-morphisms are 2-isomorphisms.
(b) F&Sta, ., FS5t and F(?SS;Z are full and faithful strict 2-functors. Hence
DMC®°Stalf , Orb, dSpa and DMC>Staf . Orb, dSpa are equivalent 2-

sSsc? SsC?

categories, respectively.

10.2 D-stacks as quotients of d-spaces

Section B4l defined quotient Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks [X /G|, quotient 1-
morphisms [f,p] : [X/G] — [Y/H], and quotient 2-morphisms [d] : [f, p] =
[9,0]. In [35, §9.3] we generalize all this to d-stacks. The next two theorems
summarize our results.
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Theorem 10.3. (i) Let X be a d-space, G a finite group, and v : G — Aut(X)
a (strict) action of G on X by 1-isomorphisms. Then we can define a quotient
d-stack X = [X/G], which is natural up to 1-isomorphism in dSta. The
underlying C*®-stack X is [X /G| from Ezample BIIl

(ii) Let X,Y be d-spaces, G, H finite groups, and r : G — Aut(X), s : H —
Aut(Y) be actions of G,H on X,Y, so that by (i) we have quotient d-stacks
X =[X/G] and Y = [Y/H]. Suppose f : X — Y is a 1-morphism in dSpa
and p : G — H 1is a group morphism, satisfying f o r(y) = s(p(y)) o f for all
v € G (this is an equality of 1-morphisms in dSpa, not just a 2-isomorphism,).
Then we can define a quotient 1-morphism f: X =Y in dSta, which we
will also write as [f,p] : [X/G] — [Y/H].

(iii) Let f =[f,p]: [X/G] = [Y/H] and § = [g,0] : [X/G] = [Y/H] be two
quotient 1-morphisms as in (ii). Suppose § € H satisfies 6~ o(y) = p(y) 5!
for all v € G, and n : f = s(67 %) og is a 2-morphism in dSpa such that
N idy(y) = idg(o(y)) * 1 for all v € G, using the diagram:

For(y) s(p(v)) o f
ﬂn*idmw ids(v(w))*ﬁﬂ
s(67')ogor(y) s(67 Y os(o(y))og=—=1s(p(v))os(6 ) og.

Then we can define a quotient 2-morphism ¢ : f = g in dSta, which we
also write as [n,d] : [f,p] = g, 0]

Theorem 10.4. (a) Let X be a d-stack and [x] € Xiop, and write G =
Isox([z]). Then there exist a quotient d-stack [U/G], as in Theorem [MO3(1),
and an equivalence © : [U/G] — X with an open d-substack U in X, with
Ttop © (U] = [2] € Usop € Xiop for some fized point w of G in U.

(b) Let f : X = Y be a 1l-morphism in dSta, and [z] € Xiop with ftop :
[] = [y] € Viop, and write G = Isox([z]) and H = Isoy([y]). Part (a) gives
1-morphisms i : [U/G) — X, j : [V/H] — ¥ which are equivalences with open
UC X,V CY, such that iwp : [u] = [2] € Usep C Xiop, Jtop @ V] — [Y] €
Viop € Viop for u,v fized points of G,H in U, V.

Then there exist a G-invariant open d-subspace U’ of w in U and a quotient
1-morphism [f, p] : [U'/G] — [V /H], as in Theorem M0.3(ii), such that f(u) =
v, and p: G — H is f. : Tsox([z]) = Tsoy([y]), fitting into a 2-commutative
diagram:

U/ v /]
Vilw e < 7 iy

(c) Let f.g: X — Y be 1-morphisms in dSta and n : f = § a 2-morphism,
let [2] € Xiop with frop : [7] = [y] € Viep, and write G = Isox([z]) and
H = Isoy([y]). Part (a) gives i : [U/G] — X, j : [V/H] — Y which are
equivalences with open U C X,V CY and map iop : [u] = [2], Jrop : [V] = [V]
for u,v fized points of G, H.
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By making U’ smaller, we can take the same U’ in (b) for both f,g. Thus
part (b) gives a G-invariant open U’ C U, quotient 1-morphisms [f,p] :
U'/G] — [V/H] and [g,0] : [U'/G] — [V /H] with f(u) = g(u) = v and
p = f«:Isox([z]) = Isoy([y]), o = g« : Isox([z]) — Isoy([y]), and 2-morphisms
C:foiluyg=dolf.p, 0:g0ilw e =7elg,0]

Then there exist a G-invariant open neighbourhood U" of w in U’ and a
quotient 2-morphism [\, 0] : [flu”, p] = lglu”, 0], as in Theorem MO3\iii), such
that the following diagram of 2-morphisms in dSta commutes:

foilwra — goilura)
Tl 6

lLC\[U///G] Ol s ﬂ

. id; [, 0] .

]o[f|U”ap] ]o[g|U”7U]'

Effectively, this says that d-stacks and their 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms
are Zariski locally modelled on quotient d-stacks, quotient 1-morphisms, and
quotient 2-morphisms, up to equivalence in dSta.

In [35] §9.2] we define when a 1-morphism of d-stacks f : X — Y is étale. Es-
sentially, f is étale if it is an equivalence locally in the étale topology. It implies
that the C'*°-stack 1-morphism f: X — ) in f is étale, and so representable.

We can characterize étale 1-morphisms in dSta using Theorem [0.& a 1-
morphism f : X — Y in dSta is étale if and only if for all [f,p] : [U'/G] —
[V /H] in Theorem [0.4(b), f : U — V is an étale 1-morphism in dSpa (that
is, a local equivalence in the Zariski topology), and p : G — H is injective.

10.3 Gluing d-stacks by equivalences

Section discussed gluing d-spaces by equivalences in dSpa. In [35] §9.4] we
generalize this to dSta. Here are the analogues of Definition 34l Proposition
B35, and Theorems and [3.7)

Definition 10.5. Let X = (X, 0%,&x,1x,7x) be a d-stack. Suppose Y C X
is an open C*°-substack, in the Zariski topology, with inclusion 1-morphism
i U — X. Then U = (U, 1" (O%), i3, (Ex), ity 0 i (1), i3, (Jx)) is a d-stack,
where 25{ : i&l(OX) — Oy is as in Example B.23] and is an isomorphism as iy
is étale. We call U an open d-substack of X. An open cover of a d-stack X is a
family {U, : a € A} of open d-substacks U, of X such that {U, : a € A} is an

open cover of X, in the Zariski topology.

Proposition 10.6. Let X,y be d-stacks, U,V C X be open d-substacks with
X=UUV, f:U—>Y and g:V — Y be 1-morphisms, and 1 : fluny =
gluny a 2-morphism. Then there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y and 2-
morphisms ¢ : hly = f, 0 : hly, = g in dSta such that Olyny =16 Cluny :
hluny = gluny. This h is unique up to 2-isomorphism.

Theorem 10.7. Suppose X,y are d-stacks, U C X,V C Y are open d-
substacks, and f :U — V is an equivalence in dSta. At the level of topological
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spaces, we have open Uiop C Xiop, Viop C Viop With a homeomorphism fiop :
Usop =+ Viops S0 we can form the quotient topological space Ziop := Xiop Oy,
Viop = (Xrop I Viop)/ ~, where the equivalence relation ~ on Xigp I Yiop
identifies [u] € Upop C Xiop with frop([u]) € Viep C Viop-

Suppose Ziop 15 Hausdorff. Then there exist a d-stack Z, open d-substacks
2?,)7 mn Z with Z2 = XU)A?, equivalences g : XA—> :;? and h :' Y — 57

such that glu and hly are both equivalences with X N'Y, and a 2-morphism
N : glu = ho f. Furthermore, Z is independent of choices up to equivalence.

Theorem 10.8. Suppose I is an indexing set, and < is a total order on I,
and X; for i € I are d-stacks, and for all i < j in I we are given open d-
substacks U;; C X4, Uj; € X and an equivalence e;; : U;; — Uy, satisfying
the following properties:

(a) For all i < j <k in I we have a 2-commutative diagram

ikl ;nuyy,

ji NU K

eikluynuy,
\U/nijk \

for some m, )., where all three 1-morphisms are equivalences; and

Ui NUik Ui NU;

(b) Foralli <j <k <linl the components nijk inn;j, = (Mijk, M) satisfy

ikt © (d g % Mg ) oyttt = Mgt © (M %1 1) oy retirea, - (10.3)

On the level of topological spaces, define the quotient topological space Viop =
(s Xitop)/ ~, where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by [x;] ~ [x;]
if [2i] € Uijoae; top © Xistop and (2] € Ujitop © Xjtop with €ijrop([zi]) = [7;].
Suppose Viop s Hausdorff and second countable. Then there exist a d-stack
Y and a 1-morphism f, : X; — Y which is an equivalence with an open d-
substack X; C'Y foAr allAz' € I, where Y = J;c; X4, such that fi|u,, is an
equivalence U;; — X; N X for all i < j in I, and there exists a 2-morphism
n;; - Fjoeij = Filu,- The d-stack Y is unique up to equivalence.

Suppose also that Z is a d-stack, and g; : X; = Z are 1-morphisms for all
i € I, and there exist 2-morphisms C;; : g; o €;; = 9ilu,; for all i < jin I,
such that for all i < j <k in I the components ;j, Nijk in C;j, Myji Satisfy

(Gij Urtdsy)- (10.4)

Then there exist a 1-morphism h :' Y — Z and 2-morphisms {; : ho f, = g,
for all v € I. The 1-morphism h is unique up to 2-isomorphism.

Z/{ijﬂlffik) © (Cjk * ideij Z/{ijmuik) = (Clk Z/{ijmuik) © (idgk *MNijk

Remark 10.9. Note that in Proposition for d-spaces, h is independent of
n up to 2-isomorphism, but in Proposition for d-stacks, h may depend
on 7). Similarly, in Theorem [3.7] for d-spaces, we impose no conditions on 2-
morphisms 7n;;, on quadruple overlaps or ¢;; on triple overlaps, but in Theorem
M0.8 for d-stacks, we do impose extra conditions (I0.3]) on the 2-morphisms 7,
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on quadruple overlaps and (I0.4]) on the 2-morphisms ¢;; on triple overlaps.
Thus, the d-stack versions of these results are weaker.

The reason for this is that 2-morphisms 7 : f = g of d-space 1-morphisms
f,9: X — Y are morphisms 7 : f*(Fy) — Ex in qcoh(X). We can interpolate
between such morphisms using partitions of unity on X, and in Remark 3.8 we
explained why this enables us to prove h is independent of 7 in Proposition [3.5]
and to do without overlap conditions on 7, ¢;; in Theorem [B.71

In contrast, for 2-morphisms n = (n,7') : f = g in dSta, the C*°-stack
2-morphisms 7 : f = g are discrete objects, and we cannot join them using
partitions of unity. So h may depend on 7 in Proposition [0.6] and we need
overlap conditions on the components 7;;x, G;j in 1,5, ¢;; in Theorem [10.8

If f,g : X — Y are l-morphisms of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks, we can
make extra assumptions on X',) or f, g which imply that there is at most one
2-morphism 7 : f = g, as in Proposition for orbifolds. Such assumptions
can make (I0.3) or (I0.4)) hold automatically, as both sides of (I03) or (I0.4)
are 2-morphisms f = g. So, for instance, if the C'*°-stacks X; are all effective
then (03] holds, and if the d-stack Z is a d-space then (I0.4]) holds.

10.4 Fibre products of d-stacks

Section discussed fibre products of d-spaces. In [35, §9.5] we generalize this
to d-stacks. Here is the analogue of Theorem

Theorem 10.10. (a) All fibre products exist in the 2-category dSta.
(b) The 2-functor ngsrt)g : dSpa — dSta preserves fibre products.

(c) Let g: X = Z and h : Y — Z be smooth maps (1-morphisms) of orbifolds,
and write X = Fgfﬁa(X), and similarly for Y, Z,g,h. If g,h are transverse, so
that a fibre product X X 4 z 1 Y exists in Orb, then the fibre product X xg z p Y
in dSta is equivalent in dSta to Fgfﬁa(é’( xXg.z.n V). If g,h are not transverse

then X xg z n Y exists in dSta, but is not an orbifold.

As for d-spaces, we prove (a) by explicitly constructing a d-stack W =
X x4 2 rnY and showing it satisfies the universal property to be a fibre product
in the 2-category dSta. The proof follows that of Theorem [3.9] closely, inserting
extra terms for 2-morphisms of C'*°-stacks.

10.5 Orbifold strata of d-stacks

Section B discussed orbifold strata of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks. In [35]
89.6] we generalize this to d-stacks. The next theorems summarize the results.

Theorem 10.11. Let X be a d-stack, and T' a finite group. Then we can define
d-stacks XT, XF XF and open d-substacks XL C XT, XF - XF XF -
XT, all natuml up to 1-isomorphism in dSta, a d-space XF natuml up to
1- zsomorphzsm in dSpa, and 1-morphisms O" (X ),HF(X),... fitting into a
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strictly commutative diagram in dSta:

ut o o pa
c ONXAX)\LC ‘/C (10 5)
o' (x) o' (x) .
Aut(T) Xl" / ‘fr :
% ' (x) 1" (x)

We will call XT, 27, 27, X0, X, X, X" the orbifold strata of X.

The underlying C* -stacks of XT,..., ;\?E are the orbifold strata XT, ..., 225
from 8.7 of the C*°-stack X in X. The C°°-stack 1-morphisms underlying the
d-stack 1-morphisms in (I0H) are those given in (B3).

Theorem 10.12. (a) Let X,Y be d-stacks, T a finite group, and f : X —
Y a representable 1-morphism in dSta, that is, the underlying C*-stack 1-
morphism f : X — Y is representable. Then there is a unique representable
1-morphism f' : XU — Y in dSta with O"(Y) o f* = f o O"(X). Here
XU, YT, 0" (x),0" () are as in Theorem [IOIIL

(b) Let f,g : X — Y be representable 1-morphisms and m : f = g a 2-
morphism in dSta, and f',g" : XT — YU be as in (a). Then there is a
unique 2-morphism n' fF = g' in dSta with idor(y) * n' =nx idor(x)-
(c) Write dSta™ for the 2-subcategory of dSta with only representable 1-
morphisms. Then mapping X — FY(X) = X' on objects, f — FT(f) = f*
on (representable) 1-morphisms, and n — F(n) =n' on 2-morphisms defines
a strict 2-functor F' : dSta™ — dSta”e.

(d) Analogues of (a)—(c) hold for the orbifold strata XT, yielding a strict 2-
functor F' : dSta™ — dSta*™. Weaker analogues of (a)—(c) also hold for the
orbifold strata X' In (a), the 1-morphism fF X' = YU s natural only up
to 2-isomorphism, and in (c) we get a weak 2-functor FT : dSta™ — dSta™®.

Since equivalences in dSta are automatically representable, and (strict or
weak) 2-functors take equivalences to equivalences, we deduce:

Corollary 10.13. Suppose X, Y are equivalent d-stacks, and I is a finite group.
Then X' and YT are equivalent in dSta, and similarly for b Al XF
Xg and yF,yF,yo,yo,yE. Also XE,YE are equivalent in dSpa.

Here are the d-stack analogues of Theorems [8.27] and [8.28

Theorem 10.14. Let X be a d-space and G a finite group acting on X by
1-isomorphisms, and write X = [X /G| for the quotient d-stack, from Theorem
03l Let T be a finite group. Then there are equivalences of d-stacks

Al [T [ X7 /{g € G:gp(y) =p(y)g Yy €T}, (10.6)

conjugacy classes [p] of injective
group morphisms p: I' - G
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XL~ 11 [ X0 /{geG:gply)=p(r)g ¥yeT}], (10.7)
conjugacy classes [p] of injective
group morphisms p: I' - G

X'~ H [XA/{gEG:A:gAg_l}], (10.8)
conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A 2T

X!~ H [XOA/{gEG:A:gAgfl}], (10.9)
conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A 2T

X'~ 11 [X2/({g€G:A=gAg~'}/A)], (10.10)
conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A 2T

X0~ H [XOA/({gerAnggfl}/A)]. (10.11)

conjugacy classes [A] of subgroups A C G with A =T

Here for each subgroup A C G, we write x4 for the closed d-subspace in X
fized by A in G, as in .4 and XoA for the open d-subspace in X of points
in X whose stabilizer group in G is exactly A. In (I0G)-[I0T), morphisms
p,p : T = G are conjugate if p' = Ad(g) o p for some g € G, and subgroups
A, A" C G are conjugate if A = gA’g=! for some g € G. In [I0L6)-(I0II) we

sum over one representative p or A for each conjugacy class.

Theorem 10.15. Let X be a d-stack and I' a finite group, so that Theorem
M0.IT] gives a d-stack X' and a 1-morphism OY(X) : X' — X. Equation
@02) for O (X) becomes:

0N (X)*(Ex) = ON(X)*(Fx)= ON(X)(T*X) =
(Ex)t:® (Ex)ne — (Fa )i ® (Fa)yy —— (T*X) (T X))y, —
ol ()" (¢ x) of ()" (v x) OF (20)= 0(10.12)
OI‘(X)// OF(X)Q
2228 Pal

(‘:XF Fxr T*(XF)—>O

ol'(x)

Then the columns OV (X)"”, OV (X)?, OV(X)? of (I0I2) are isomorphisms
when restricted to the ‘“rivial’ summands (Ex)iy, (Fx )k, (T* X)L, and are zero
when restricted to the ‘nontrivial’ summands (Ex )%, (Fa)L, (T*X)L,. In par-
ticular, this implies that the virtual cotangent sheaf ¢xv : Ext — Far of XT
is 1-isomorphic in vqcoh(XT) to (ox )t : (Ex)t, = (Fx)iy, the ‘trivial’ part of
the pullback to X' of the virtual cotangent sheaf ¢x : Ex — Fx of X.

The analogous results also hold for T, XF,XE,X'E and 295

11 The 2-category of d-orbifolds

In [35, Chap. 10] we discuss d-orbifolds, orbifold versions of d-manifolds. They
are related to Kuranishi spaces (without boundary) in the work of Fukaya, Oh,
Ohta and Ono [19,20] on symplectic geometry. As we explain briefly in §I6]
and in more detail in [35, §14.3], although Kuranishi spaces are similar to d-
orbifolds in many ways, the theory of Kuranishi spaces in [19,20] is incomplete
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— for instance, there is no notion of morphism of Kuranishi spaces, so they
do not form a category. We argue in [35] §14.3] that the ‘right’ way to define
Kuranishi spaces is as d-orbifolds, or d-orbifolds with corners.

11.1 Definition of d-orbifolds

In §23 we discussed wvirtual quasicoherent sheaves and virtual vector bundles on
C*°-schemes X. The next remark, drawn from [35], §10.1.1], explains how these
generalize to Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks X'

Remark 11.1. In the C*-stack analogue of Definition [£9] the 2-categories
vqeoh(X) and vvect(X) for a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack X’ are defined exactly
as for C*-schemes. For X' # (), virtual vector bundles (£°, ¢) have a well-defined
rank rank(E°®,¢) € Z. If f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C>°-
stacks then pullback f* defines strict 2-functors f* : vqcoh()) — vqeoh(X) and
f* vvect(Y) — vvect(X), as for C*°-schemes. If f,g: X — ) are 1-morphisms
and 7 : f = g a 2-morphism then n* : f* = ¢g* is a 2-natural transformation.

In the d-stack version of Definition [I0] we define the wirtual cotangent
sheaf T*X of a d-stack X to be the morphism ¢y : Ex — Fa in qecoh(X) from
Definition [0l If f : X — Y is a l-morphism in dSta then Qf := (f”, f?) is a
1-morphism f*(T*Y) — T*X in vqcoh(X). If f,g : X — Y are 1-morphisms
andn = (n,7’) : f = gis a2-morphism in dSta, then we have 1-morphisms Q :
FTY) = T &, Qg 1 g*(T°Y) — T*X, and i (T*Y) : f*(T*Y) — g*(T*Y)
in qeoh(X), and 0’ : Qf = Qg o n*(T*Y) is a 2-morphism in vgcoh(X).

We can now define d-orbifolds.

Definition 11.2. A d-stack W is called a principal d-orbifold if is equivalent in
dSta to a fibre product X x4 z Y with X, Y, Z € Orb. f Wisa nonempty
principal d-orbifold then as in Proposition 11l the virtual cotangent sheaf
T*W is a virtual vector bundle on W, in the sense of Remark [T.1l We define
the virtual dimension of YW to be vdim W =rankT*W e Z. f W > X xz Y
for orbifolds X, Y, Z then vdim W = dim X + dim ) — dim Z.

A d-stack X is called a d-orbifold (without boundary) of virtual dimension
n € Z, written vdimX = n, if X can be covered by open d-substacks W
which are principal d-orbifolds with vdim W = n. The virtual cotangent sheaf
T*X = (Ex, Fx,dx) of X is a virtual vector bundle of rank vdim X = n, so
we call it the virtual cotangent bundle of X.

Let dOrb be the full 2-subcategory of d-orbifolds in dSta. The 2-functor
FdSta . Orb — dSta in Definition 0.1 maps into dOrb, and we will write
F40rb — pdSta . Orb — dOrb. Also Orb is a 2-subcategory of dOrb. We
say that a d-orbifold X is an orbifold if it lies in Orb. The 2-functor F, (fss;;’ maps
dMan — dOrb, and we will write Féil\(,)lgl:l = FéissgghMan : dMan — dOrb.
Then FIOEP o pdMan — pdOrb o pOrb . Nan — dOrb.

Write dMan for the full 2-subcategory of objects X in dOrb equivalent
to F$OrP (X) for some d-manifold X. When we say that a d-orbifold X is a
d-manifold, we mean that X € dMan.
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The orbifold analogue of Proposition .2 holds. Using Theorem B.17 we can
deduce:

Lemma 11.3. Let X be a d-orbifold. Then X is a d-manifold, that is, X is
equivalent to FSOFP (X)) for some d-manifold X, if and only if Tsox([z]) = {1}
for all [z] in Xiop.

11.2 Local properties of d-orbifolds

Following Examples 4] and .5 we define ‘standard model’ d-orbifolds Sy ¢ s
and l-morphisms Sy f.

Example 11.4. Let V be an orbifold, £ € vect(V) a vector bundle on V as in
g6l and s € C*°(€) a smooth section, that is, s : Oy — £ is a morphism in
vect()V). We will define a principal d-orbifold Sy ¢ ¢ = (S, 0%, Es, s, Js), which
we call a ‘standard model’ d-orbifold.

Let the Deligne—Mumford C*°-stack S be the C'*°-substack in V defined by
the equation s = 0, so that informally S = s~1(0) C V. Explicitly, as in §§ a
C*-stack V consists of a category V and a functor py : V — C®Sch, where
there is a 1-1 correspondence between objects v in V with py(u) = U in C*°Sch
and 1-morphisms @ : U — V in C*Sta. Define S to be the full subcategory of
objects u in V such that the morphism @*(s) : @*(Oy) — @*(€) in qcoh(U) is
zero, and define ps = py|s: S — C°°Sch.

Since iy : & — V is the inclusion of a C°-substack, zﬁ, 1 i, (Oy) — Os
is a surjective morphism of sheaves of C'"*°-rings on &. Write Z; for the kernel
of igi,, as a sheaf of ideals in i},'(Oy), and T? for the corresponding sheaf of
squared ideals, and O% = z;l(Ov)/Ig for the quotient sheaf of C'*°-rings, and
15+ O — Os for the natural projection iy,'(Oy)/Z2 — i},'(Oy)/Ts = Os
induced by the inclusion I? CZs.

Write £° € vect(V) for the dual vector bundle of &, and set Es = i},(£*).
There is a natural, surjective morphism s : £s — Zs = Zs/Z2 in qcoh(S) which
locally maps a + (Zs - C®(E*)) = a-s+Z2. Then Sy ¢ = (S, 0% Es, 15, 1s) is
a d-stack. As in the d-manifold case, we can show that Sy ¢, is equivalent in
dSta to V xsg0V, where V,E,5,0 = Fgfﬁa(V,Tot(é'), Tot(s),Tot(O)), using
the notation of §9.01 Thus Sy ¢ s is a principal d-orbifold. Every principal
d-orbifold W is equivalent in dSta to some Sy ¢ ;.

Sometimes it is useful to take V to be an effective orbifold, as in §9.11

Example 11.5. Let V, W be orbifolds, £, F be vector bundles on V, W, and
s € C®(&), t € C™(F) be smooth sections, so that Example [[T.4] defines
‘standard model’ principal d-orbifolds Sy ¢ s,Sw 7. Write Syegs = S =
(S,04,Es,15,9s) and Sy 7 = T = (T, 0% E,07, 37). Suppose f:V — W is
a 1-morphism, and f : £ — f*(F) is a morphism in vect(V) satisfying

fos=f*(t). (11.1)

We will define a 1-morphism g = (g,¢’,¢"”) : & = T in dSta, which we write
as Sy 7 : Sy e = Sw, F, and call a ‘standard model’ 1-morphism.
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As in Example IT.4] V, W are categories, S C V, T C W are full sub-
categories, and f : V — W is a functor. Using (III) one can show that
f(S) €T CW. Define g = fls: S— 7. Then g : S — T is a 1-morphism of
Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks, with iy og= foipy : S— W.

To define ¢’ : g71(O%) — 0%, consider the commutative diagram:

@)=y 1(i17vl(0w)) —— g~ (O =g (i (OW)/Z{) =0
iyt 011\; f i,

i (f* (Ow)o 4o

Os =iy (Ov)/T; ——=0.

v

ng

v (Op)

The rows are exact. Using (L)), we see the central column maps g~ (Z;) — Zs,
and so maps g~ *(Z7) — Z2, and the left column exists. Thus by exactness there
is a unique morphism ¢’ making the diagram commute.

We have £s = i%(E%) and Er = i%y(F*), and f : € — f*(F) induces
f* i f7(Fr) = €. Define g = i5,(f*) 0 Liy ¢ (F*) 0 Ly,in (F*) ™" g (E7) = Es
in qcoh(S). Then g = (g,¢',¢"”) : 8 — T is a 1-morphism in dSta, which we
write as Sfj Syes —)SW]:t

Suppose now that Y C V is open, with inclusion 1-morphism iy : V — V.
Write £ = €|y = i§5(E) and 5 = s|p. Define ipy = Sivids 1 SV.Es — Sves. If
s71(0) C V then ipy : Spés — Sy is a l-isomorphism.

We do not define ‘standard model’ 2-morphisms in dOrb, as in Example [£.0]
for d-manifolds, to avoid inconvenience in combining the O(s), O(s?) notation
with 2-morphisms of orbifolds. But see Example T1.9] below for a different form
of ‘standard model’ 2-morphism.

Any d-orbifold X is locally equivalent near a point [z] to a principal d-
orbifold, and so to a standard model d-orbifold Sy ¢ 5. The next theorem, the
analogue of Theorem 7 shows that V, &, s are locally determined essentially
uniquely if dimV is chosen to be minimal (which corresponds to the condi-
tion ds(v) = 0).

Theorem 11.6. Suppose X is a d-orbifold, and [x] € Xiop. Then there exists
an open neighbourhood U of [z] in X and an equivalence U ~ 8y, ¢ 5 in dOrb
for 8y ¢ s as in Example [T4] such that the equivalence identifies [x] with [v] €
Viop with s(v) = ds(v) = 0. Furthermore, V,E,s are determined up to non-
canonical equivalence near [v] by X near [x]. In fact, they depend only on the
C*>-stack X, the point [x] € Xiop, and the representation of Isox([z]) on the
finite-dimensional vector space Ker(z*(dx) : *(Ex) — 2*(Fx)).

In a d-orbifold X = (X,0%,Ex,1x,)x), we think of X as ‘classical’ and
O%,Ex,1x,)x as ‘derived’. The extra information in the ‘derived’ data is like a
vector bundle £ over X'. A vector bundle £ on a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack X
is determined locally near [x] € Xiop by the representation of Isox([z]) on the
fibre 2*(€) of £ at [z]. Thus, it is reasonable that X should be determined up
to equivalence near [z] by X and a representation of Isox ([x]).

Here are alternative forms of ‘standard model’ d-orbifolds, 1-morphisms and
2-morphisms, using the quotient d-stack notation of §I0.2
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Example 11.7. Let V' be a manifold, E — V a vector bundle, I" a finite group
acting smoothly on V, E preserving the vector bundle structure, and s : V — F a
smooth, I'-equivariant section of E. Write the ['-actionson V, F asr(v) : V —» V
and 7(y) : B — r(y)*(F) for v € I'. Then Examples [I.4] and [1.5 give an explicit
principal d-manifold Sv,g s, and 1-morphisms S,(y),#(y) : Sv,E,s — Sv,E,s for
v € T which are an action of I on Sy g s. Hence Theorem [I0.3(i) gives a
quotient d-stack [Sv,g /T

In fact [Sv,gs/I] ~ Sy ;s for V,E,5 defined using V, E, s, T, with V =
[V/T]. Thus, [Sv,g,s/T] is a principal d-orbifold. But not all principal d-
orbifolds W have W ~ [Sy g /T, as not all orbifolds V have V ~ [V/T] for
some manifold V' and finite group I

Example 11.8. Let [Sy g,s/T], [Sw.r:/A] be quotient d-orbifolds as in Ex-
ample [T7, where I" acts on V, E by q(v) : V — V and ¢(v) : E — q(v)*(F)
for v € T, and A acts on W, F by r(0) : W — W and #(§) : F — r(0)*(F)
for 6 € A. Suppose f : V — W is a smooth map, and f :E — f*(F)is a
morphism of vector bundles on V satisfying f o s = f*(t) + O(s?), as in ([@2),
and p : T' = A is a group morphism satisfying f o ¢(y) = r(p(y)) o f: V = W
and q(WA)*(f) od(vy) = f*(F(p(y)) o f : E = (foq(n)*(F) for all v € T, so
that f, f are equivariant under I', A, p. Then Example [I.4] defines a 1-morphism
S¢j:Sves— Swr:in dMan. The equivariance conditions on f, f imply
that Sy 70 84(+).d(v) = Sr(p(y).7(p(7)) © Sy,j for v € I'. Hence Theorem [I0.3(ii)
gives a quotient 1-morphism [Sy 7, p] : [Sv,e,s/T] = [Sw,r/A]

Example 11.9. Suppose [S¢ 7,p],[Sg.4.0] : [Sv,e,s/T] = [Sw,r+/A] are two
1-morphisms as in Example[IT.8 and write g, § for the actions of I" on V, E and
r,7 for the actions of A on W, F. Then p,o : I' = A are group morphisms.
Suppose § € A satisfies o(y) = §p(y) 0~ for all y € T, and A : E — f*(TW)
is a morphism of vector bundles on V' which satisfies

r(0Nog=f+A-s+0(s?) and ¢g*(F(6 ) og=f+A-dt+O(s), (11.2)
frdr(p(v))) o A=q(v)"(A)og(y): E — (foq(y) (TW), Vyel, (11.3)

where dr(p(y)) : TW — r(p(y))*(TW) is the derivative of r(p(7y)). Here (IT2)
is the conditions for Example to define a ‘standard model’ 2-morphism S}y :
S5 = SrMoge (75 )os = Sr(61),i(67) © Sgg in dMan. Then (IL3)
implies that Sx xids, ) ;) =148, (,(1)) (o *Sa for all v € T'. Hence Theorem
M03(iii) gives a quotient 2-morphism [Sx, 0] : [Sy. 7, p] = [Sq.5,0]-

1
1

Here is an analogue of Theorem [[T.6 for the alternative form [Sv, g s/T.

Proposition 11.10. A d-stack X is a d-orbifold of virtual dimension n € Z
if and only if each [x] € Xiop has an open neighbourhood U equivalent to some
[Sv.e,s/T] in Example I with dimV — rank E = n, where I' = Isox([x])
and [x] € Xiop is identified with a fized point v of T in V with s(v) = 0
and ds(v) = 0. Furthermore, V,E,s,T" are determined up to non-canonical
isomorphism near v by X near [z].
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11.3 Equivalences in dOrb, and gluing by equivalences

Next we summarize the results of [35, §10.2], the analogue of §44l Section
[10.2] discussed étale 1-morphisms in dSta. We characterize when 1-morphisms
f: X =Yand S;j:Syes — Sw,r,: in dOrb are étale, or equivalences.

Theorem 11.11. Suppose f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of d-orbifolds, and
f: X =Y is representable. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) f is étale;

(i) Qf : f*(T*Y) = T*X is an equivalence in vqcoh(X); and

(iii) The following is a split short exact sequence in qcoh(X):

r"e-r*(oy) dx®f*
_ >

0—=f"(&y) Ex @ [*(Fy) Fx 0. (11.4)

If in addition f. : Isox([x]) — Isoy(fiop([®])) is an isomorphism for all [x] €
Xiop, and frop : Xiop = Viop 15 a bijection, then f is an equivalence in dOrb.

Theorem 11.12. Suppose S¢ 7 : Sy es = Sw,rr is a ‘standard model’ 1-
morphism, in the notation of Examples [1.4 and L3 with f :V — W repre-
sentable. Then Sy, is étale if and only if for each [v] € Viop with s(v) =0 and
[w] = fiop([v]) € Whop, the following sequence of vector spaces is exact:

ds(v)ddf(v F(v)® —dt(w
0 T,V (v)®df(v) £y @ TyW F(0)® —di(w) T, 0.

Also Sy j is an equivalence if and only if in addition fiop|s—1(0) : s71(0) —
t=1(0) is a bijection, where s1(0) = {[v] € Viop : s(v) =0}, t71(0) = {[w] €
Wiop © t(w) =0}, and fi : Isop([v]) = Isow(fiop([v])) is an isomorphism for
all [v] € s71(0) C Viop.

Here is an analogue of Theorem .17 for d-orbifolds, taken from [35, §10.2].
It is proved by applying Theorem [I0.8 to glue together the ‘standard model’
d-orbifolds Sy, ¢, s, by equivalences. Now Theorem includes extra condi-
tions (I03)—({04) on the 2-morphisms 7k, (k- But by taking the V;, ) to
be effective orbifolds and the g; to be submersions, the 71, (jx are unique by
Proposition @5 and so (I03)-(I04) hold automatically.

Theorem 11.13. Suppose we are given the following data:

(a) an integer n;

(b)

(¢) an indexing set I, and a total order < on I;

(d) for each i in I, an effective orbifold V; in the sense of Definition @4 a
vector bundle &; on V; with dimV; —rank &; = n, a section s; € C>(&)),
and a homeomorphism ; : 571 (0) — X;, where s;1(0) = {[vi] € Vi top :

K2

si(v;) =0} and X; C X is open; and

a Hausdorff, second countable topological space X;

(e) for all i < j in I, an open suborbifold Vi; C V;, a 1-morphism e;; : Vij —
Vj, and a morphism of vector bundles €5 : Elv,; — ej;(E;).
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Let this data satisfy the conditions:

(i) X =Ues Xi;

(i) if @ < j in I then (e;)« : Isoy,, ([v]) — Isoy,(eijtop([v])) 4s an isomor-
phism for all [v] € Vij top, and é;50 iy, = efj(sj)OLij where 15 : Oy, —
e;;(Oy,) is the natural isomorphism, and wl(slhjl] (0)) = X; N X, and
Ui o) =¥jo eiﬂop'sd;jj (o) and if [vi] € Vijtop with s;(v;) =0 and

[v;] = €4j,50p([vs]) then the following sequence is exact:

—1
Si‘vij(

dsi (U»L)@ deij (Ui

éii(v; —ds;(v;
O_>TU1V1 %gilviG;ijvj i (vi)® i (vj

)
gjlvj O;

(ili) if i <j <k in I then there exists a 2-morphism n;;i, : ejkoeij'vimefjl(vjk)

= eik|Vime;jl(vjk) in Orb with

1 ~ ~
Vikﬁefjl(vjk) :nrjk (gk)o‘[eij7ejk (gk) 0€ij |T/’z‘kﬁ8;j1 (Vik) (ejk)oeij

€ik Vikﬂe;jl(vjk)-

Note that n;ji is unique by Proposition [0.5

Then there exist a d-orbifold X with vdim X = n and underlying topological
space Xiop = X, and a 1-morphism ¥, : Sy, ¢, s; — X with underlying con-
tinuous map ; which is an equivalence with the open d-suborbifold X, CX
corresponding to X, CX for all i € I, such that for all i < j in I there exists a
2-morphism m;; ;08 = 1, 0%y, v,, where S : Sy
Sv,.e;s; and iy, p, SVU,&\VU,SHVU — Sy, £,.5;, using the notation of Exam-
ples T4l and LAl This d-orbifold X is unique up to equivalence in dOrb.

Suppose also that Y is an effective orbifold, and g; : V; — Y are submersions
for all i € I, and there are 2-morphisms (i : g; o ei; = gily,; in Orb for all
1 < j in I. Then there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y in dOrb unique up to
2-isomorphism, where Y = FA9™ (V) = Sy 0.0, and 2-morphisms ¢, : hotp; =
Sg.0 foralliel.

€ij,€ij €ij,€ij i>Eilv;8ilv,;

Here is another version of the same result using the alternative form of
‘standard model’ d-orbifolds in §TT.1]

Theorem 11.14. Suppose we are given the following data:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d) for each i in I, a manifold V;, a vector bundle E; — V; with dimV; —
rank E; = n, a finite group T';, smooth, locally effective actions r;(7y) :
Vi = Vi, #(v) : E; = r(y)*(E;) of Ty on Vi, E; for v € Ty, a smooth,
T';-equivariant section s; : V; — E;, and a ﬁomeomorphism i Xy = X5,
where X; = {v; € V; : 8;(v;) = 0}/T; and X; C X is an open set; and

an integer n;
a Hausdorff, second countable topological space X;

an indexing set I, and a total order < on I;
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(e) for all i < j in I, an open submanifold Vi; C Vi, invariant under T,
a group morphism p;; : I'y = T';, a smooth map e;; : Vij — Vj, and a
morphism of vector bundles é;; : Ej|v,; — ef;(Ej).

Let this data satisfy the conditions:

(i) X =User Xi;
(i) if i<jinlI thené;jos;

v, = €5;(s;) + O(s?), and for all v € T we have

eij ori(y) =1i(pij (7)) o €y : Vis — Vj,
7i(7)*(€i5) o 7i () = €i;(F5(pij (7)) @ &ij : Eilvy; — (eij o ri(7))* (Ej),

and P;(X; N (Vij/Ti)) = XiN X, and ¥il x,nvi, r, = V50 (€ij)«|xinvi, /1)
and if v, € Vi with s;(v;) = 0 and v; = e;;(v;) then p|StabFi(vi) :
Stabr, (v;) — Stabr,(v;) is an isomorphism, and the following sequence
of vector spaces is exact:

ds; (vi)@ desj(vs €ij(vi)® —ds;(v;
OﬁTvi%%m v ®T,V; v v Ejlv, 0;

(ili) iof i < j <k in I then there exists vi;r € I'y satisfying

pik(Y) = Yijk pir(pig () iy for all v € Ty,

and

Ciklviunest (v = TR (Vidk) © €3k © €ijly,nest (v,

Vikne (Vi) = (e5; (€51 (Pr(vin))) © €55 (Ejx) © éij)

ik VieNe ;' (Vi)

Then there exist a d-orbifold X with vdim X = n and underlying topological
space Xiyop = X, and a 1-morphism v, : [Sv, g, s, /Ti] = X with underlying
continuous map V; which is an equivalence with the open d-suborbifold X, CXx
corresponding to X, CX for all © € I, such that for all i < j in I there exists
a 2-morphism m;; : Y, 0 [Se,; e.;5 pij] = ;o [ivi; v, 1dr,], where [Sv, B, s, /T']
is as in Example IIT, and [Se,; ¢, pis] : [SViwai|Vij75i‘Vij /Ti] = [Sv,.B,.s, /1]
and [i‘/ijy‘/i’idri] : [SVij,EHVij,sz'\Vij /FZ] - [S‘/iyEini/Fj] as in Ezample TL.8l
This d-orbifold X is unique up to equivalence in dOrb.

Suppose also that Y is a manifold, and g; : V; =Y are smooth maps for all
i € I with g;ori(y) = gi for all v € Ty, and g; o eij = gilv;; for all i < j in 1.
Then there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y unique up to 2-isomorphism, where
Y = FRre(Y) = [Syo,0/{1}], and 2-morphisms ¢; : hovp; = [Sg, 0,7(1}]
for all i € I. Here [Sy,0,0/{1}] is from Ezample 1.7 with E,s both zero and
I'= {1}, and [Sy, 0, 7(13] : [Svi,Ei,s: /T4l = [Sy,00/{1}] = Y is from Example
with g; =0 and p=mgy : Ty — {1}.

The importance of Theorems and [[T.T4 is that all the ingredients are
described wholly in differential-geometric or topological terms. So we can use
these theorems as tools to prove the existence of d-orbifold structures on spaces
coming from other areas of geometry, such as moduli spaces of J-holomorphic
curves. The theorems are used to define functors to d-orbifolds from other
geometric structures, as discussed in §I0
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11.4 Submersions, immersions, and embeddings

Section A5 discussed (w-)submersions, (w-)immersions, and (w-)embeddings for
d-manifolds. Following [35] §10.3], here are the analogues for d-orbifolds.

Definition 11.15. Let X be a Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack, so that as in Re-
mark [[T.J] we have a 2-category vvect(X) of virtual vector bundles on X'. We
define when a 1-morphism f* : (£°,¢) — (F°, %) in vvect(X) is weakly injective,
injective, weakly surjective or surjective exactly as in Definition 18

Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism of d-orbifolds. Then Q¢ : f*(T"Y) — T*X
is a 1-morphism in vvect(X).

(a) We call f a w-submersion if Qf is weakly injective.
(b) We call f a submersion if Q¢ is injective.

(¢) We call f a w-immersion if f : X — ) is representable, i.e. f. : Isox ([z]) =
Isoy (frop([x])) is injective for all [x] € Xyop, and Qp is weakly surjective.

(d) We call f an immersion if f : X — Y is representable and {2y is surjective.

(e) We call f a w-embedding or embedding if it is a w-immersion or immersion,
respectively, and f : Isox ([z]) — Isoy(fiop([z])) is an isomorphism for all
[z] € Xiop, and fiop : Xtop — Viop i & homeomorphism with its image, so
in particular fiop is injective.

Parts (c)—(e) enable us to define d-suborbifolds of d-orbifolds. Open d-
suborbifolds are (Zariski) open d-substacks of a d-orbifold. For more general
d-suborbifolds, we call 2 : X — Y a w-immersed d-suborbifold, or immersed
d-suborbifold, or w-embedded d-suborbifold, or embedded d-suborbifold of Y, if
X, Y are d-orbifolds and ¢ is a w-immersion, ..., embedding, respectively.

Theorem [£20 in 4.5 holds with orbifolds and d-orbifolds in place of mani-
folds and d-manifolds, except part (v), when we need also to assume f : X — Y
representable to deduce f is étale, and part (x), which is false for d-orbifolds
(in the Zariski topology, at least).

11.5 D-transversality and fibre products

Section discussed d-transversality and fibre products for d-manifolds. This
is extended to d-orbifolds in [35, §10.4], with little essential change. Here are
the analogues of Definition .21l and Theorems [£.22H4.25]

Definition 11.16. Let X, Y, Z be d-orbifoldsand g : X — Z, h: Y — Z be
1-morphisms. Let W = X x4 z 1, YV be the C"*°-stack fibre product, and write
e: W — X, f: W — Y for the projection 1-morphisms, and n: goe = ho f
for the 2-morphism from the fibre product. Consider the morphism

€*(g") o ley(E2)
a=[—f*(h")olsn(€z)on*(€z) ] : (goe)(€z) —
(goe)(oz) e*(Ex) ® f*(Ey) @ (goe)(Fz)

in qcoh(W). We call g, h d-transverse if a has a left inverse.
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Theorem 11.17. Suppose X,Y, Z are d-orbifolds and g : X - Z h:Y — Z
are d-transverse 1-morphisms, and let W = X xgzn Y be the d-stack fibre
product, which exists by Theorem [[010(a). Then W is a d-orbifold, with

vdim W = vdim X + vdim Y — vdim Z. (11.5)

Theorem 11.18. Suppose g : X — Z, h : ' Y — Z are 1-morphisms of d-
orbifolds. The following are sufficient conditions for g, h to be d-transverse, so
that W = X xg zn Y is a d-orbifold of virtual dimension (I13):

(a) Z is an orbifold, that is, Z € Orb; or

(b) g or h is a w-submersion.

Theorem 11.19. Let X, Z be d-orbifolds, Y an orbifold, and g : X — Z,
h:Y — Z be 1-morphisms with g a submersion. Then W = X Xgzn Y s
an orbifold, with dim VW = vdim X + dim Y — vdim Z.

Theorem 11.20. (i) Let p : G — H be a morphism of finite groups, and
H act linearly on R™. Then as in §10.21 we have quotient d-orbifolds [*/G],
[R™/H] and a quotient 1-morphism [0, p] : [*/G] — [R™/H]. Suppose X is
a d-orbifold and g : X — [R™/H] a 1-morphism in dOrb. Then the fibre
product W = X X g rn/m],0,p] [¥/G] exists in dOrb by Theorem IT.18(a). The
projection wx : W — X is an immersion if p is injective, and an embedding if
p is an isomorphism.

(ii) Suppose f : X — Y is an immersion of d-orbifolds, and [z] € Xyop with
Jrop([2]) = [Y] € Viop. Write p: G — H for f. : Isox([x]) = Isoy([y]). Then p
is injective, and there exist open neighbourhoods U C X and V C Y of [z], [y]
with f(U) C 'V, a linear action of H on R™ where n = vdimY — vdim X > 0,
and a 1-morphism g : ¥V — [R™/H] with giop([y]) = [0], fitting into a 2-
Cartesian square in dOrb :

u [+/G)
| Pl 7 0,61
y—~ [R™/H].

If f is an embedding then p is an isomorphism, and we may take U= f~ (V).

11.6 Embedding d-orbifolds into orbifolds

Section [£.7] discussed embeddings of d-manifolds into manifolds. Theorem
gave necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of embeddings f :
X — R" for any d-manifold X, and Theorem showed that if a d-manifold
X has an embedding f : X — Y for a manifold ¥ then X ~ Sy g, for open
f(X) cV CY. Combining these proves that large classes of d-manifolds — all
compact d-manifolds, for instance — are principal d-manifolds.

In [35] §10.5] we consider how to generalize all this to d-orbifolds. The proof
of Theorem extends to (d-)orbifolds, giving:
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Theorem 11.21. Suppose X is a d-orbifold, Y an orbifold, and f: X — Y an
embedding, in the sense of Definition [1.15. Then there exist an open suborbifold
VYV C Y with f(X) CV, avector bundle £ on'V, and a smooth section s € C*(E)
fitting into a 2-Cartesian diagram in dOrb, where Y, V,E,s5,0 = Fg?ﬁ”b (y, V,
Tot(€), Tot(s), Tot(0)), in the notation of §9.1t

x v
br 7o ol
v E.

Hence X is equivalent to the ‘standard model’ d-orbifold Sy ¢ s of Example 11.4]
and is a principal d-orbifold.

However, we do not presently have a good analogue of Theorem [£.29] for d-
orbifolds, so we cannot state useful necessary and sufficient conditions for when
a d-orbifold X can be embedded into an orbifold, or is a principal d-orbifold.

11.7 Orientations of d-orbifolds

Section [L.8 discusses orientations on d-manifolds. As in [35, §10.6], all this
material generalizes easily to d-orbifolds, so we will give few details.

If X is a Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack and (€°, ¢) a virtual vector bundle on
X, then we define a line bundle Lg+ 4) on & called the orientation line bundle
of (£°,¢). It has functorial properties as in Theorem [L34(a)—(f). If X is a
d-orbifold, the virtual cotangent bundle T*X = (£, Fx, ¢x) is a virtual vector
bundle on X. We define an orientation w on X to be an orientation on the
orientation line bundle L7+ . The analogues of Theorem [£.37 and Proposition
hold for d-orbifolds.

One difference between (d-)manifolds and (d-)orbifolds is that line bundles
L on Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks X’ (such as orientation line bundles) need
only be locally trivial in the étale topology, not in the Zariski topology. Because
of this, orbifolds and d-orbifolds need not be (Zariski) locally orientable. For
example, the orbifold [R?*"™!/{41}] is not locally orientable near 0.

11.8 Orbifold strata of d-orbifolds

Section B.7 discussed the orbifold strata XT, X, X I' of a Deligne-Mumford
C>-stack X. When X is an orbifold, §3.2 explained that AT decomposes
as Xt = H/\eAi AT where each AT is an orbifold of dimension dim X' —
dim ), and similarly for X, ..., XT. Section discussed the orbifold strata
XU X", XT of ad-stack X. In [35, §10.7] we show that for a d-orbifold X,
the orbifold strata decompose as X! = [Tiear XTA where XT is a d-orbifold

of virtual dimension vdim X — dim A, and similarly for X L X r

Definition 11.22. Let I'" be a finite group, and use the notation Rep,,(T"),
AT = Ko(Repy (), AL € AY and dim : A" — Z of Definition Let
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Ry, R1, ..., Ry be the irreducible I'-representations up to isomorphism, with
Ro = R the trivial representation, so that AT =~ Z* and AE =~ N*.

Suppose X is a d-orbifold. Theorem [0 gives a d-stack X' and a 1-
morphism O (X) : X — X. The virtual cotangent bundle of X is T*X =
(Ex, Fx,dx), avirtual vector bundle of rank vdim X on X. So OV (X)*(T*X) =
(OF(X)*(Ex), OV (X)*(Fx), OF(X)*(¢x)) is a virtual vector bundle on XT. As
in &7 OV (X)*(Ex), O' (X)*(Fx) have natural I-representations inducing de-
compositions of the form I0)- (1), and O (X)*(¢x) is [-equivariant and
so preserves these splittings. Hence we have decompositions in vqcoh(XT):

OV (X)(T*X) = PF_,(T*X)F @ R; for (T*X)L € vqcoh(XT),
and OY(X)"(T*X) = (T* X)L @ (T* X)L, with (11.6)

nt?

(T* X)L, = (T"X)§ @ Ry and (T*X)%, = @, (T"X)F @ R,.

Also Theorem shows that T*(X1) = (T*X)L.

As OV(X)*(T*X) is a virtual vector bundle, (IT.6) implies the (T*X)!
are virtual vector bundles of mized rank, whose ranks may vary on different
connected components of X, For each A € A", define XT** to be the open and
closed d-substack in X7 with rank((7* X)) [R1] +- - - + rank((T* X)) [Re] = A
in A'. Then X1 is a d-orbifold, with vdim X"* = vdim X — dim \. Also we
have a decomposition X! = [xcar X1 in dSta.

Note that in the d-orbifold case dim A may be negative, so we can have
vdim XT* > vdim X. This is counterintuitive: the (w-immersed) d-suborbifold
X1 has larger dimension than the d-orbifold X that contains it.

Write O" (X)) = OV(X)|xr» : XT* — X. Then O"*(X) is a proper
w-immersion of d-orbifolds, in the sense of JII.Al Define XL = T N xTA,
and OLMX) = O (X)|xrr : X0 — X. Then XL is a d-orbifold with
vdim XL = vdim X — dim A, and XL = [, _,r X0

As for Xk X" in §9.2 for each p € AT/ Aut(I') we define X7+ ~
[(ITne, ™)/ Aut(T)] in XT ~ [XT/Aut(D)], and Xo* = XL N AT+, and
X0r = TN () (X)), and XL* = X0 0 2T+, Then XU, ... X" are
d-orbifolds with vdim XT# = - - = vdim X" = vdim X — dim p, with

vl _ v, vl _ vi.uw vl _ v, vl _ vl u
X —]_[#X " XO—]_[#XO , X —]_LLX w XO—L[#XO .
Also XL is a d-manifold, that is, it lies in dMan.

In [35] §10.7] we also consider the question: if X is an oriented d-orbifold,
under what conditions on I', \, u do the orbifold strata X7, .. .,;{’E’” have
natural orientations? Here is the analogue of Proposition
Proposition 11.23. (a) Let T be a finite group with |T'| odd, and X an oriented
d-orbifold. Then we may define orientations on X7, A for all X € AT,
(b) Let T be a finite group with |U| odd, A € AU and p = X - Aut(T') in
AY/Aut(T).  We may write X = [(V*,p")] — [(V~,p7)] for nontrivial T -

representations (V*, p%) with no common subrepresentation, and then (VE, p*)
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are unique up to isomorphism. Define H to be the subgroup of Aut(T') fixing
X in AU Then for each § € H there exist isomorphisms of T-representations
if : (VE ptod) — (VE p*). Suppose if @iy : VI aV- - VoV is
orientation-preserving for all 6 € H. If X\ € 2AY this holds automatically.

Then for all oriented d-orbifolds X we can define orientations on the orb-
ifold strata X7+, X5 XTn XM, For XTF this works as XTF ~ [XTA/H],
where X7 is oriented by (a), and the H-action on X" preserves orientations,
so the orientation on XT* descends to an orientation on XTF ~ [XTA/H].
(c) Suppose that T' and X\ € AV do not satisfy the conditions in (a) (i.e. ||
is even), or T and p € A''/ Aut(T) do not satisfy the conditions in (b). Then
we can find examples of oriented d-orbifolds X such that XF’)‘,XE"A are not
orientable, or .?E'F’“, 225’”,;\?Fx”,;\?£=“ are not orientable, respectively. That is,
the conditions on T', A\, u in (a),(b) are necessary as well as sufficient to be able
to orient orbifold strata X', ..., x5 of all oriented d-orbifolds X .

Note that Proposition [1.23] for d-orbifolds is weaker than Proposition
for orbifolds. That is, if ' is a finite group with |I'| even then for some choices

of A\, 1 we can orient XA, ... AL for all oriented orbifolds X, but we cannot
orient X7, ..., XL* for all oriented d-orbifolds X

11.9 Kuranishi neighbourhoods, good coordinate systems

We now explain the main ideas of [35] §10.8], which are based on parallel material
about Kuranishi spaces due to Fukaya, Oh, Ohta and Ono [T19,[20].

Definition 11.24. Let X be a d-orbifold. A type A Kuranishi neighbourhood on
X is a quintuple (V| E, T, s,4) where V is a manifold, F — V a vector bundle,
I' a finite group acting smoothly and locally effectively on V| E preserving the
vector bundle structure, and s : V' — E a smooth, I'-equivariant section of F.
Write the T-actions on V, E as r(vy) : V. — V and #(y) : E — r(y)*(E) for
v € I'. Then Example [[1.7] defines a principal d-orbifold [Sy, g, s/T']. We require
that ¢ : [Sv,g,s/T] = X is a 1-morphism of d-orbifolds which is an equivalence
with a nonempty open d-suborbifold ¥([Sv,gs/I']) C X.

Definition 11.25. Suppose (V;, B, T, s4,;), (V;, E;,Tj,55,%;) are type A
Kuranishi neighbourhoods on a d-orbifold X, with

0 # Y, ([Svi, B, /Ti]) NP, ([Sv;, 5,5, /T5]) € X

A type A coordinate change from (Vi, E;, T, s:,%,;) to (V},Ej,l"j,sj,'l,bj) is a
quintuple (Vij, eij, €5, pij, M;;), where:

(a) 0 #V;; CV;is a I'-invariant open submanifold, with

¢i([5%j,Ei\V»j,s¢|Vij /Fl]) = wl([s‘/thSz/FZ]) N ¢j([SW=Ej75j/Fj]) cAx.

1,

(b) pij : I'y = T'; is an injective group morphism.
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(c) e : Vij = Vj is an embedding of manifolds with e;; o () = r;(ps5(7)) ©
eij : Vij = Viforally e T, If v, v) € V5 and 6 € T'; with r;(6) ey (v)) =
ei;j(v;), then there exists v € I'; with p;; () = ¢ and r;(y)(v}) = v;.

(d) & : Eilvi; — ej;(F;) is an embedding of vector bundles (that is, ¢;; has
a left inverse), such that é;; o s;|v,. = ef.(s;) and r;(v)*(é;;) o 7 (y) =

R N J ij 1J\°J J
ef;i(7i(pij (7)) © €ij + Eilvi; — (eij ori(y))*(E;) for all v € T;. Thus
Example [[1.8 defines a quotient 1-morphism

[Seij,éijapij] : [S‘/ij7Ei‘Vij>Si|Vi]‘ /Fz] — [SVj,Ej,Sj/Fj]a (117)

where [SVij,Ei\vij,Si\vij /T;] is an open d-suborbifold in [Sv; g, s, /T

(e) If v; € V; with s;(v;) = 0 and v; = e;5(v;) € V; then the following linear
map is an isomorphism:

(ds;(v) «: (To, V5) / (dei (i) [T, Vi]) = (Ejlo, ) / (€35 (vi) [Eil.]).
Theorem then implies that [S.,; ¢,;, pi;] in (ILD) is an equivalence
with an open d-suborbifold of [Sv, g, s, /T].

(£) M5 1 ;0[S 0.5 Pij] = ,l[;ihsviiji‘Viiji‘Vij /1,] is @ 2-morphism in dOrb.

(g) The quotient topological space V; Ily,, V; = (V; 11 V;)/ ~ is Hausdorff,
where the equivalence relation ~ identifies v € Vj; C V; with e;;(v) € Vj.

Definition 11.26. Let X be a d-orbifold. A type A good coordinate system on
X consists of the following data satisfying conditions (a)—(e):

(a) We are given a countable indexing set I, and a total order < on I making
(I, <) into a well-ordered set.

(b) For each i € I we are given a Kuranishi neighbourhood (V;, E;, T';, s;, 9;)
of type A on X. Write X; = ¥,([Sv; E,.s,/Ti]), so that X; C X is an
open d-suborbifold, and v, : [Sv; g, /Ti] — X, is an equivalence. We
require that (J;.; X; = X, so that {&X; : 7 € I} is an open cover of X.

(c) For all 4 < j in I with &; N X; # 0 we are given a type A coordinate
change (Vij, eij, €ij, pij, ;) from (Vi, By, Ty si,0;) to (V, B, Ty, s5,;).

(d) For all i < j < kin I with X; N &X; N Xy # 0, we are given v, € Ik
satisfying pir(v) = Yijk pjk(pij (7)) ;5 for all v € Ty, and

Ciklviy e (vye) = TR (Vidk) © €5k © €ijlvnert (v3):

. e . . (11.8)
VikNe (Vir) = (ez‘j(ejk(“c (Vijr))) © ez‘j(ejk) o eij)

ik VieNe; (Vir)®
Combining the first equation of (IT8) with Definition [T.25](c) for e;;, and
T'; acting effectively on Vi N ei_jl (Vi) shows that 7, is unique. Example
M9 with § = v;;x and A = 0 then gives a 2-morphism in dOrb:

Niji =[50, Vijk] * [Se;niejus Pik] © [Seienss pillis

1 r;
VikNey; (ij),Ei,si/ il

== [Seilméik ) pik] | s

1 .-
VikNey; (ij),Ei,si/ il

108



(e) For all i < j < kin I with X; N Xy # 0 and X; N Xy, # 0, we require
that if v; € Vi, v; € Vi, and & € Ty with ejr(v;) = r4(9) o e (v;) in
Vi, then X; N X; N X # 0, and v; € V;;, and there exists v € T'; with
k() = 6 vijr and vj = 1;(7y) o e5(v;).

Suppose now that Y is a manifold, and h : X — Y is a 1-morphism in
dOrb, where Y = FIO™P(Y). A type A good coordinate system for h: X —Y
consists of a type A good coordinate system (I, <,..., %) for X as in (a)—(e)
above, together with the following data satisfying conditions (f)—(g):

(f) For each i € I, we are given a smooth map g¢; : V; = Y with g;or;(y) = g;
for all v € T';, so that Example [[T.§ defines a quotient 1-morphism

[Sgi,(bﬂ] : [SVi,Ei,Si/Fi] — [SY,O,O/{l}] =Y,

where 7 : T'; — {1} is the projection. We are given a 2-morphism ¢; :
ho, =[Sy, 0,7 in dOrb. Sometimes we require g; to be a submersion.

(g) Foralli < jin I with X; N AX; # (), we require that g; o e;; = gi|v;,. This
implies that

[ngy07ﬂ—:| © [Seij7éij7pij] = [Sgi’o’7T]|[SVijin\Vij~Si\Vij /T, -

[SVij7Ei|V-j751'\Vij /FZ] — [SY,O,O/{l}] =Y.

3

Here is the main result of [35 §10.8], which is proved in [35, App. DJ.

Theorem 11.27. Suppose X is a d-orbifold. Then there exists a type A good
coordinate system (I, < (Vi, i, Uiy si,9;), (Vig, €igy €5 Pigs M) ”yijk) for X. If
X is compact, we may take I to be finite. If {U; : j € J} is an open cover of
X, we may take X; = ,;([Sv, g, /Ti]) CU;, for each i € I and some j; € J.
Now let Y be a manifold and h : X — Y = FIO™(Y) a 1-morphism
in dOrb. Then all the above extends to type A good coordinate systems for
h:X =Y, and we may take the g; in Definition [1.26(f) to be submersions.

In [35, §10.8] we also give ‘type B’ versions of Definitions and
Theorem using the standard model d-orbifolds Sy ¢ s and 1-morphisms
S.,;.e;; of Examples [IT.4] and in place of [Sv,g /'] and [S.,; ¢,;, pi;] from
Examples 1.7 and IT.8

Observe that Definition is similar to the hypotheses of Theorem [IT.74
Given a good coordinate system I,<,(V;, F;, Ty, s;,,;),... on X, Theorem
[IT.14 reconstructs X up to equivalence in dOrb from the data I,<,V;, E;,
Ts, s, Vij, €ij, €5, Pij, Vijk. Thus, we can regard Theorem [IT.27as a kind of con-
verse to Theorem [[T.T4l Combining the two, we see that every d-orbifold A
can be described up to equivalence by a collection of differential-geometric data
1,<,Vi,...,vijk. The ‘type B’ version of Theorem is a kind of converse
to Theorem

Fukaya and Omno [20, §5] and Fukaya, Oh, Ohta and Ono [19, §A1] de-
fine Kuranishi spaces, the geometric structure they put on moduli spaces of

109



J-holomorphic curves in symplectic geometry. We argue in [35], §14.3] that their
definition is not really satisfactory, and that the ‘right’ way to define Kuranishi
spaces is as d-orbifolds, or d-orbifolds with corners.

A Kuranishi space in [19, §A1] is a topological space X with a cover by ‘Ku-
ranishi neighbourhoods’ (V, E, T, s,1), which are as in Definition except
that v is a homeomorphism with an open set in X, rather than an equiva-
lence with an open d-suborbifold. On overlaps between (images of) Kuranishi
neighbourhoods in X we are given ‘coordinate changes’, roughly as in Definition
MT.25] except for the 2-morphisms 7,;. Fukaya et al. define ‘good coordinate sys-
tems’ for Kuranishi spaces, roughly as in Definition They state without
proof in [19, Lem. A1.11] that good coordinate systems exist for any (compact)
Kuranishi space, the analogue of Theorem

Good coordinate systems are used in [I9,20] in some kinds of proof involving
Kuranishi spaces, in particular, in the construction of virtual classes and virtual
chains. The proofs involve choosing data (such as a multi-valued perturbation
of s;) on each Kuranishi neighbourhood (V;, E;, T';, s;,;), by induction on ¢ in
I in the order <, where the data must satisfy compatibility conditions with
coordinate changes (Vi;, €ij, €5, pij)-

In fact we have already met the problem good coordinate systems are de-
signed to solve in 116 in contrast to the d-manifold case, we do not have useful
criteria for when a d-orbifold X is principal. The parallel issue for Kuranishi
spaces is that we cannot cover a general Kuranishi space X with a single Kuran-
ishi neighbourhood (V, E, T, s,4). So we cover (compact) X with (finitely) many
Kuranishi neighbourhoods (V;, E;, T';, s;, ;) with particularly well-behaved co-
ordinate changes on overlaps, and then carry out the construction we want on
each (V;, E;,T;, s;,1;), compatibly with coordinate changes.

The material above is used in [35, §14.3] to explain the relations between
d-orbifolds and Kuranishi spaces. As for Kuranishi spaces, it is also helpful for
some proofs involving d-orbifolds, for instance, in constructing virtual classes
for compact oriented d-orbifolds, and in studying d-orbifold bordism.

11.10 Semieffective and effective d-orbifolds

In [35] §10.9] we define semieffective and effective d-orbifolds, which are related
to the notion of effective orbifold in Definition

Definition 11.28. Let X be a d-orbifold. For [z] € Xip, so that z: & — X is
a C*°-stack 1-morphism, applying pullback z* to (I0.]) gives an exact sequence
in qcoh(x), where K[,) = Ker(z*(dx)):

z*(dx) " (Yx)
_

0 —= K — 2" (Ex) x*(Fx) ¥ (T*X) 2 TrX — 0.
We may think of this as an exact sequence of real vector spaces, where K., T; X
are finite-dimensional with dim7; X — dim K[,) = vdim X

The orbifold group Isox([z]) is the group of 2-morphisms 7 : =z = z.
Definition defines isomorphisms n*(Ex) : *(Ex) — z*(Ex) in qeoh(x),
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which make 2*(€x) into a representation of Isox([z]). The same holds for
o*(Fx),z*(T*X), and z*(dx),2*(¢x) are equivariant. Hence K ), Ty X are
also Isox ([z])-representations.

We call X a semieffective d-orbifold if K, is a trivial representation of
Isox ([z]) for all [z] € Xiop. We call X an effective d-orbifold if it is semieffective,
and T} X is an effective representation of Isox ([x]) for all [z] € Xiop-

That is, X is semieffective if the orbifold groups Isox ([x]) act trivially on the
obstruction spaces of X, and effective if the Isox ([z]) also act effectively on the
tangent spaces of X. One useful property of (semi)effective d-orbifolds is that
generic perturbations of semieffective (or effective) d-orbifolds are (effective)
orbifolds. We state this for ‘standard model’ d-orbifolds Sy ¢ s.

Proposition 11.29. Let V be an orbifold, £ a vector bundle on V, and s €
C*(€), and let Sy g5 be as in Example [14l Suppose Sy ¢ s is a semieffective
d-orbifold. Then for any generic perturbation § of s in C*°(E) with § — s
sufficiently small in C* locally on V, the d-orbifold Sy ¢ s is an orbifold, that
18, it lies in Orb c dOrb. If Sv¢e s is an effective d-orbifold, then Sy ¢ 5 is
an effective orbifold.

Here are some other good properties of (semi)effective d-orbifolds:

e If X is an orbifold then X = FZOrP(X) is a semieffective d-orbifold, and
if & is effective then & is effective.

e Let X be a semieffective d-orbifold, I' a finite group, and A € A, Then
the orbifold stratum X = @ unless A € AL C A", If X is effective then
XTA = 0 unless \ = [R] for R an effective [-representation.

e If XY are (semi)effective d-orbifolds, then the product X x Y is also
(semi)effective. More generally, any fibre product X x z Y in dOrb with
X, Y (semi)effective and Z a manifold is also (semi)effective.

e Proposition [[T.23] says that if X’ is an oriented d-orbifold, then when |T|
is odd we can define orientations on the orbifold strata X A x E’)‘, and
under extra conditions on y we can also orient XTo#, XL H X0 BL+.

For general d-orbifolds X, this is the best we can do. But for semieffective
d-orbifolds X the analogue of Proposition [0l for orbifolds holds. This is
stronger, as it orients XA ..., X" under weaker conditions on T\ u,
which allow |T'| even for some A, p.

12 Orbifolds with corners

In [35] §8.5-§8.9] we discuss 2-categories OrbP and Orb® of orbifolds with bound-
ary and orbifolds with corners, which are orbifold versions of manifolds with
boundary and with corners in §5l This is new material, and the author knows
of no other foundational work on orbifolds with corners.
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12.1 The definition of orbifolds with corners

Definition 12.1. An orbifold with corners X of dimension n > 0 is a triple X =
(X,0X,ix) where X,0X are separated, second countable Deligne-Mumford
C>-stacks, and iy : 0X — X is a proper, strongly representable 1-morphism
of C*°-stacks, in the sense of §8.3] such that for each [z] € Xop there exists a
2-Cartesian diagram in C°°Sta:

oUu s oX
YEU idﬁ\ “C\L
U = X.

Here U is an n-manifold with corners, so that iy : OU — U is smooth,
and U,0U,iy = Fl\(f[:nscCh(U, OU,iy), and w,uy are étale 1-morphisms, and
Utop([p]) = [2] for some p € U. We call X an orbifold with boundary, or an
orbifold without boundary, if the above condition holds with U a manifold with
boundary, or a manifold without boundary, respectively, for each [z] € Xiop.

Now suppose X = (X, 90X, ix) and Y = (¥, Y, iy) are orbifolds with corners.
A T-morphism f : X — Y, or smooth map, is a 1-morphism of C°°-stacks
f: & — Y such that for each [z] € Xiop With fiop([z]) = [y] € Viop there exists
a 2-commutative diagram in C*°Sta:

I<j|-|<; I

X
{}n f¢
V.

Here U,V are manifolds with corners, h : U — V is a smooth map, U,V ,h =
FGa 80 (U, V, h), and u,v are étale, and uop([p]) = [2] for some p € U.

Let f,g: X — Y be 1l-morphisms of orbifolds with corners. A 2-morphism
1 : f = ¢ is a 2-morphism of 1-morphisms f,g: X — ) in C>°Sta.

Composition of 1-morphisms g o f, identity 1-morphisms idx, vertical and
horizontal composition of 2-morphisms ¢ ©®n, ¢ *xn, and identity 2-morphisms
for orbifolds with corners, are all given by the corresponding compositions and
identities in C°°Sta. This defines the 2-category Orb€ of orbifolds with corners.
Write OrbP and Orb for the full 2-subcategories of orbifolds with boundary,
and orbifolds without boundary, in Orb®.

If X is an orbifold in the sense of Definition @1l then XX = (X, 0, 0) is an orb-
ifold without boundary in this sense, and vice versa. Thus the 2-functor Fggﬁ’c :
Orb — Orb® mapping X — X = (X, 0,0) on objects, f — f on l-morphisms,
and 7 — 7 on 2-morphisms, is an isomorphism of 2-categories Orb — Orb.

Define FOEPT : Man® — Orb® by FOXPC : X X = (X,0X,iy) on objects
X in Man®, where X,0X,ix = FGae®(X,0X,ix), and FQEPC : f — f on
morphisms f : X — Y in Man®, where f = FGo 2P (f). Then FQPL is a full
and faithful strict 2-functor. -

Let X = (X,0X,ix) be an orbifold with corners, and ¥V C X an open C*°-
substack. Define 9V = iy ' (V), as an open C*°-substack of X, and iy : 9V — V
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by iv = ix|sv. Then V = (V,9V,iy) is an orbifold with corners. We call V an
open suborbifold of X. An open cover of X is a family {V, : a € A} of open
suborbifolds V, of X with X = J,c 4 Va-

Example 12.2. Suppose X is a manifold with corners, G a finite group, and
r: G — Aut(X) an action of G on X by diffeomorphisms. Since r(y): X — X
is simple for each v € G, as in 5.2l we have r_(y) : 90X — 09X, which is also a
diffeomorphism. Then r_ : G — Aut(9X) is an action of G on X, and ix :
0X — X is G-equivariant. Set X,0X,ix,r,r_ = Fﬁ:n§0h(X, 0X,ix,r,r_).
Then X,0X are C°°-schemes with G-actions r,r_, and ix : X — X is G-
equivariant, so Examples B.I1] and define Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks
[X/G],[0X/G] and a l-morphism [ix,idg] : [0X/G] — [X/G], which turns
out to be strongly representable. One can show that X = ([X/G],[0X/G],
lix,id¢]) is an orbifold with corners, which we will write as [X/G].

Remark 12.3. (a) We could have defined Orb® equivalently and more simply
as a (non-full) 2-subcategory of DMC®Sta, so that an orbifold with corners
would be a C*-stack X’ rather than a triple X = (X,0X,ix). We chose the
set-up of Definition [2.1] partly for its compatibility with the definitions of d-
stacks and d-orbifolds with corners X = (X, 80X, ix,wx) in §I3-4T4] and partly
because, to make several important constructions more functorial, it is useful
to have a particular choice of boundary 0X for X’ already made.

(b) In Remark we noted that boundaries in dSpa® are strictly functorial.
One sign of this is that for a semisimple 1-morphism f : X — Y in dSpa®, the
1-morphism f_ : o' X = 9Y is unique, not just unique up to 2-isomorphism,
with an equality of 1-morphisms foix|sf x = iy o f_, not just a 2-isomorphism.
By the general philosophy of 2-categories, this may seem unnatural.

We will arrange that boundaries in Orb® and also in dSta®, dOrb¢® are

strictly functorial in the same way. This is our reason for taking ix : 0X — X
in Definition 211 to be strongly representable, in the sense of §8.31 Proposition
BR(b) shows that this is no real restriction: iy : X — X is naturally rep-
resentable, and we can make it strongly representable by replacing 0X by an
equivalent C'*°-stack. Then Proposition applied to iy : Y — Y is what
we need to show that a semisimple 1-morphism f : X — Y in dOrb® lifts to a
unique 1-morphism f_ : a7 X — 0Y with foixlafx =iyo f_.
(c) An orbifold with corners X of dimension n is locally modelled near each
point [z] € Xyop on ([0, 00)F x R"ik)/G near 0, where G is a finite group acting
linearly on R™ preserving the subset [0,00)* x R"*. Note that G is allowed
to permute the coordinates x1,...,z; in [0, oo)k. So, for example, we allow
2-dimensional orbifolds with corners modelled on [0, 00)?/Zs, where Zy = (o)
acts on [0,00)% by o : (z1,72) — (z2,21).

This implies that the 1-morphism iy : 0X — X induces morphisms of orb-
ifold groups (ix). : Isosx([z']) — Isox([x]) which are injective (so that iy is
representable), but need not be isomorphisms. We will call an orbifold with
corners X straight if the morphisms (ix). : Isogx ([2']) — Isox([x]) are isomor-
phisms for all [2'] € 0X yop With ix op([z']) = [z]. That is, straight orbifolds
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with corners are locally modelled on [0, 50)* x (R"™*/@). Orbifolds with bound-
ary, with £ = 0 or 1, are automatically straight. Boundaries of orbifold strata
behave better for straight orbifolds with corners.

In §9.0] we explained that a vector bundle £ on an orbifold X' is a vector
bundle on X as a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack, in the sense of §8.61 But some-
times it is convenient to regard £ as an orbifold in its own right, so we define a
‘total space functor’ mapping vector bundles £ to orbifolds Tot(E).

In the same way, if X = (X,0X,ix) is an orbifold with corners, in [35], §8.5]
we define a wvector bundle £ on X to be a vector bundle on & as a Deligne—
Mumford C*°-stack. To regard £ as an orbifold with corners in its own right,
we define a ‘total space functor’ Tot® : vect(X) — Orb®, which maps a vector
bundle £ on X to an orbifold with corners Tot°(£), and maps a section s €
C>(€) to a simple, flat I-morphism Tot(s) : X — Tot®(€) in Orb°®.

Definition 12.4. An orbifold with corners X is called effective if X is locally
modelled near each [z] € Xiop on ([0, 00)% x R" %) /G, where G acts effectively
on R" preserving [0, 00)% x R" ¥ that is, every 1 # v € G acts nontrivially.

The analogue of Proposition holds for effective orbifolds with corners.

12.2 Boundaries of orbifolds with corners, and
simple, semisimple and flat 1-morphisms

In [35, §8.6] we define boundaries of orbifolds with corners.

Definition 12.5. Let X = (X,0X,ix) be an orbifold with corners. We will
define an orbifold with corners X = (0X,0%X ,igx), called the boundary of X,
such that iy : 9X — X is a 1-morphism in Orb®. Here X and iy are given in
X, so the new data we have to construct is 02X, igx.

As ix : OX — X is strongly representable by Definition [Z.1] Proposition
[BI0 defines an explicit fibre product OX X;, x i, OX with strongly representable
projection morphisms 71,7 : OX Xy X — OX such that ix o m = iy o ma.
We will use this explicit fibre product throughout. There is a unique diagonal
1-morphism Agy : X — O0X Xy OX with m 0 Agy = 7 0 Ay = idgy. It is
an equivalence with an open and closed C'*°-substack Agy (0X) C X Xy OX.
Define 92X = X xx OX \ Apx(0X). Then 92X is also an open and closed
C>-substack in OX xx OX. Define ipx = m1|p2x : 0°X — OX. Then 90X =
(0X,0%X ,igx) is an orbifold with corners, with dim(0X) = dimX — 1. Also
ix : 0X — X in X is a 1-morphism iy : X — X in Orb€.

Here is the orbifold analogue of parts of §5.1H95.21

Definition 12.6. Let X = (X,0X,ix) and Y = (¥,0),iy) be orbifolds with
corners, and f : X — Y a l-morphism in Orb®. Consider the C*°-stack fibre
products OX X foiy y,iy 0 and X x ¢y ;. 0Y. Since iy is strongly representable,
we may define these using the explicit construction of Proposition
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The topological space (90X Xy 8Y)op associated to the C-stack 0X xy dY
may be written explicitly as

(0X Xy OV)top = {[2',y] 12’ : 5 — OX and ¢/ : x — JY are

12.1
1-morphisms with foixoa'=iyoy : =Y}, (123)

where [2/,y'] in (IZJ) denotes the ~-equivalence class of pairs (2/,y'), with
(a',y") ~ (&,7) if there exist 2-morphisms 7 : 2/ = & and ¢ : ¢ = ¢
with idfes, * 7 = ids, * (. There is a natural open and closed C'°°-substack
Sy C 0X xy 0Y, the analogue of Sy in §5.1] such that [2/,3'] in (I2Z) lies
in 8¢ top if and only if we can complete the following commutative diagram in
qcoh(*) with morphisms ‘--+’ as shown:

()" (vy) ()" (Qiy)

0— (¥')*(Ny) (y') oy (T*Y) (y)(T*(0Y)) —0
N lzwx (T* X)o(ixoz')* ()0 :
= Tigour p (T V)L (T"V)7H
00— (2')" Nx) ———=(z')"0ix(T*X) —— (2')*(T*(0X)) — 0,
()" (vx) (@)™ (Qiy)

where Ny, Ny are the conormal line bundles of 9X,0Y in X, ).
Similarly, the topological space (X xy 0Y)op may be written explicitly as

(X Xy OP)top = {[z,y] 12 :%— X and y' : x — Y are

. : - (12.2)
I-morphisms with fox=iyoy  : :—Y},

where [z,y'] in (I2Z:2]) denotes the ~-equivalence class of (z,y’), with (z,y’) =
(z,9') if there exist : x = & and ¢ : ¢ = ¢’ with idy * n = id;, * {. There is
a natural open and closed C*°-substack 7y C X xy 0), the analogue of Ty in
§5.11 such that [z,y'] in (IZ2)) lies in Ty top if and only if we can complete the
following commutative diagram in gcoh(k):

0— ()" Ny) —=—
(y")*(vy)

m*(szf)olm,f(T*y)oly/,iy(T*y)*ll
(T Xx). "

(y')*oiy (T y)(m)(z{) (T*(0Y)) —=0

Define sy = Wa)(|5f 1Sy = 00X, uy = 7Ta‘y|5f 1Sy = 0V, ty = 7T)(|7’f Ty —
X, and vy = mayl|7; : Ty — 0Y. Then sy,t; are proper, étale 1-morphisms.
We call f simple if sy : Sy — 0X is an equivalence, and we call f semisimple
if sy : Sf — OX is injective as a 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks,
and we call f flat if Ty = (). Simple implies semisimple.

The condition that ¢y is strongly representable in Definition [2.1]is essential
in constructing f_,n_ in parts (b),(c) of the next theorem.

Theorem 12.7. Let f: X — Y be a semisimple 1-morphism of orbifolds with
corners. Then there is a natural decomposition 0X = aix 1107 X, where 8jf[3C
are open and closed suborbifolds in 0X, such that:
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(a) Define fy = f Oi?daix : a{x — Y. Then fy is semisimple. If f is flat
then fy is also flat.

(b) There exists a unique, semisimple 1-morphism f_ : 7 X = 8Y in Orb®
with foix|yry =iy o f-. If f is simple then 8_{% =0, 0/ X = 0X and
fo:0X — 89 is simple. If f is flat then f_ is flat.

(c) Let g : X = Y be another 1-morphism and n : f = g a 2-morphism in
Orb®. Then g is also semisimple, with 87X = ol x. If f is simple, or
flat, then g is too. Part (b) defines 1-morphisms f_,g_ : ol x = ay.
There is a unique 2-morphism n— : f_ = g_ in Orb® such that

idiy #n-=nxidiy o foix|ysp=iyof-=>goixlys =iyog—.

12.3 Corners C,(X) and the corner functors C,C

In [35] §8.7] we extend 5.3 to orbifolds. Here is the orbifold analogue of the
category Man® in Definition

Definition 12.8. We will define a 2-category Orb® whose objects are disjoint
unions [[°_; X, where X,, is a (possilgly empty) orbifold with corners of di-
mension m. In more detail, objects of Orb¢® are triples X = (X,9X,ix) with
ix : O0X — X a strongly representable 1-morphism of Deligne—-Mumford C°°-
stacks, such that there exists a decomposition X = ]_[f::o X,, with each X,,, C X
an open and closed C*°-substack, for which X,, := (Xm,ij_cl(Xm),ixh;l(Xm))
is an orbifold with corners of dimension m.

A 1-morphism f : X — Y in Orb® is a 1-morphism f : X — ) in C>®Sta
such that flx, ~r-13,) : (Xm N f7H(Vn)) = Vu is a L-morphism in Orb® for
all m,n > 0. For l-morphisms f,g : X — Y, a 2-morphism n : f = g is a
2-morphism 7 : f = g in C>°Sta. Then Orb® is a full 2-subcategory of Orb®,

The next theorem summarizes our results on corners functors in Orb®€.

Theorem 12.9. (a) Suppose X is an orbifold with corners. Then for each
k=0,1,...,dimX we can define an orbifold with corners Cy(X) of dimension
dim X — k called the k-corners of X, and a 1-morphism 11§ : Cy(X) — X in
Orb€. It has topological space

Cr(X)top 2 { [z, {a,..., 2} 12 : =X, 2} : = 0X are 1-morphisms

(12.3)

with &, ..., a), distinct and © =ixox} =+ =iy o}

There is a natural action of the symmetric group Sy, on 0*X by 1-isomorphisms,
and an equivalence Cy(X) ~ 0*X/Sy. We have 1-isomorphisms Co(X) =2 X and
C1(X) 2 90X in Orb®. Write C(X) = [[2%" Cw(X) and Ty = [T Tk, so
that C(X) is an object and Iy : C(X) — X a 1-morphism in Orb®.
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(b) Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism of orbifoldg with corners. Then there is
a unique 1-morphism C(f) : C(X) — C(Y) in Orb® such that Iy o C(f) =
follx : C(X) = Y, and C(f) acts on points as in (I2Z3) by

C(f)top : (2 {Y, - 2h Y] — [% {yiv---,yl’}} where y = foux,
and {y’l,...,yl}—{y @5, y'] € St top, sSOme i =1,. k},

where Sy is as in Definition ]

For all k,1 > 0, write C{! ( ) Cr(X) N C(f)~H(C1(Y)), so that CLH(X)
is open and closed in Ci(X) with Cy(X) = Hdlmg C'j HX), and write CL(f) =
C(f)|c,f’l(f)c)7 so that CL(f) : C,{’Z(DC) — Ci1(Y) is a 1-morphism in Orb®.

(c) Let f,g: X — Y be 1-morphisms and n : f = g a 2-morphism in Orb®.
Then there ezists a unique 2-morphism C(n) : C(f) = C(g) in Orb®, where
C(f),C(g) are as in (b), such that

(12.4)

idmy * C(n) =n*idn, : lly o C(f) = follxy = Ily 0 C(g) = g o Ilx.

(d) Define C' : Orb® — Orb® by C : X — C(X) on objects, C' : f — C(f) on
1-morphisms, and C : n+— C(n) on 2-morphisms, where C(X),C(f),C(n) are
as in (a)—(c) above. Then C is a strict 2-functor, called a corner functor.
(e) Let f: X — Y be semisimple. Then C(f) maps Cr(X) — Hf:o C1(Y) for
all k 2 0. The natural 1-isomorphisms C1(X) = 90X, Co(Y) =2 Y, C1(Y) = 9Y
identify C10(x) = ol x, ¢f*(X) = ol X, CUf) = fy and CL(f) = f-.

If f is simple then C(f) maps Cy(X) = Ci(Y) for all k > 0.
(f) Analogues of (b)~(d) also hold for a second corner functor C' : Orb® —
Orb®, which acts on objects by C' : X — C(X) in (a), and for 1-morphisms
f:X—=Yin (b), C(f): C(X) = C(Y) acts on points by

C'(f)top: [ {z},... x%}] [y, {y'l,,yl’}], where y = f oz,
{yiw'-ayl} {y xzuy ESf‘copu 7’_1 k}U{y/ : [xay/]ETf,top}-

If fis flat then C(f) = C(f).

Example 12.10. Suppose X is a quotient [X/G] as in Example [I2.2] where X
is a manifold with corners and G is a finite group. Then the action r : G —
Aut(X) lifts to C(r) : G — Aut(C(X)), and there is an equivalence C([X/G]) ~
[C(X)/G] in Orb®, where to define [C'(X)/G] we note that Example also
works with X in Man® rather than Man®, yielding [X/G] € Orb®.

Section defined (s-)submersions, (s- or sf-)immersions and (s- or sf-)
embeddings in Man®. Section defined submersions, immersions and em-
beddings in Orb. We combine the two definitions.

Definition 12.11. Let f: X — Y be a 1-morphism of orbifolds with corners.

(i) We call f a submersion if Q¢ (s : C(f)*(T*C(Y)) = T*C(X) is an injec-
tive morphism of vector bundles, i.e. has a left inverse in qcoh(C(X)), and
f is semisimple and flat. We call f an s-submersion if f is also simple.
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(ii) We call f an émmersion if it is representable and Qy : f*(T*)) - T*X isa
surjective morphism of vector bundles, i.e. has a right inverse in qcoh(X).
We call f an s-immersion if f is also simple, and an sf-immersion if f is
also simple and flat.

(iii) We call f an embedding, s-embedding, or sf-embedding, if it is an im-
mersion, s-immersion, or sf-immersion, respectively, and f, : Isox([z]) —
Isoy (ftop([x])) is an isomorphism for all [z] € Xiop, and fiop : Xop — Viop
is a homeomorphism with its image (so in particular it is injective).

Then submersions, ..., sf-embeddings in Orb® are étale locally modelled on
submersions, ..., sf-embeddings in Man®.

12.4 Transversality and fibre products

Section [£.4] discussed transversality and fibre products for manifolds with cor-
ners. In [35 §8.8] we generalize this to orbifolds with corners.

Definition 12.12. Let X, Y, Z be orbifolds with cornersand g : X — Z, h: Y —
Z be 1-morphisms. Then as in §I3] we have 1-morphisms C(g) : C(X) — C(Z)
and C(h) : C(Y) — C(2) in Orb®, and hence 1-morphisms C(g) : C(X) —
C(Z) and C(h) : C(Y) — C(2) in C>°Sta. We call g,h transverse if the
following holds. Suppose z : x — C(X) and y : ¥ — C(Y) are l-morphisms
in C*°Sta, and 1 : C(g) ox = C(h) oy a 2-morphism. Then the following
morphism in qcoh(k) should be injective:

(2" (Qc(g))oLe,c0) (T C(2))) ® (y* () o Ly,cn) (T C(Z))on™ (T*C(2))) -
(Clg) 0 2)(T"C(2)) — 2™ (T*C(X)) @ y™(T*C(Y)).
Now identify C(X)top € C(X)top with the right hand of (IZ3]), and sim-
ilarly for C'())top, C(Z)top- Then C(g)top, C(h)top act as in (I24). We call

g, h strongly transverse if they are transverse, and whenever there are points in

OJ (X)top7 Ck (y) top» Cl (Z)top with
O(g)mp([x’ {xll’ T I; ]) :C(h)mp([ya {yia ces ,yfc}]) =z, {Zi, ceey zl’}],

we have either j+k>lorj=k=1=0.
One can show that g, h are (strongly) transverse if and only if they are étale
locally equivalent to (strongly) transverse smooth maps in Man®.

Here is the analogue of Theorem [5.13]

Theorem 12.13. Suppose g : X — Z and h : Y — Z are transverse 1-
morphisms in Orb®. Then a fibre product W = X X421 Y exists in the 2-
category Orbe.

Proposition (.14 and Theorem (.15 also extend to Orb®, with equivalences
natural up to 2-isomorphism rather than canonical diffeomorphisms.
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12.5 Orbifold strata of orbifolds with corners

Sections [B7] and discussed orbifold strata of Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks
and orbifolds, respectively. In [35] §8.9] we extend this to orbifolds with corners.
This is also related to the material on fixed points of finite group actions on
manifolds with corners in §5.6

Theorem 12.14. Let X be an orbifold with corners, and I' a finite group.
Then we can define objects X', jCF, X' in Orb®, and open subobjects XL C X',
5C£ C 5CF, §C£ - jCF, all natural up to 1-isomorphism in Orb®, and 1-morphisms
oY (X),TIV(X), ... fitting into a strictly commutative diagram in Orb®:

Iy (X) - 1 G SN

ut(f‘) o 5
A l \ %x)lc LC (125)
/ \x%cr A

XT.

Aut(T") x]:‘

I ()

The underlying C*-stacks of X',..., ng are the orbifold strata X, ..., 225
from §870 of the C*™-stack X in X, and the 1-morphisms in (IZ0), as C*°-
stack 1-morphisms, are those given in (83).

Use the notation of Definition [070. Then there are natural decompositions

T I vy
= H,\eAQ N Hue/\ T/ Aut(T) xr’“v X = HMEA L/ Aut(T) T
A AT r, ST Dp
X = HAeAQ Xo, X = HHEA L/ Aut(T) Xot, X§ = HMEA T/ Aut(T) X

where XTA ... XL are orbifolds with corners, open and closed in X', ..., f)ACg,
and of dimensions dim X — dim A, dim X — dim p. All of X, XT, X", 2L, X, XL,
XTA Xk T o5 X5+ X will be called orbifold strata of X.

The definitions of XT, 5CF, cee ng also make sense if X lies in Orb® rather
than Orb®. We will not use notation X, ... X5 * for X € Orbe \ Orbe.

As for Deligne-Mumford C*-stacks in §8.7, orbifold strata X' are strongly
functorial for representable 1-morphisms in Orb€® and their 2-morphisms. That
is, if f : X — Y is a representable l1-morphism in Orb€, there is a unique
representable 1-morphism fT : XU — YT in Orb® with OT(Y) o fT' = f o OT(X),
which is just the 1-morphism f' from §8.7 for the C*-stack 1-morphism f :
X — Y. Note however that fI' need not map X" — YA for X € AE.

If f,g: X — Y are representable and n : f = g is a 2-morphism in Orb¢,
there is a unique 2-morphism n* : f©' = ¢U in Orb® with idory) * nt =
1 *idor (x), which is just the C*-stack 2-morphism 1" from §87 These f&,n"
are compatible with compositions of 1- and 2-morphisms, and identities, in the
obvious way. Orbifold strata X" have the same strong functorial behaviour, and
orbifold strata X' a weaker functorial behaviour.

We also investigate the relationship between orbifold strata and corners.
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Theorem 12.15. Let X be an orbifold with corners, and T' a finite group. The
corners C(X) lie in Orb® as in 123, so we have orbifold strata X, C(X)"
and 1-morphisms O'(X) : X' — X, OY(C(X)) : C(X)Y' — C(X). Applying
the corner functor C from §12.3 gives a 1-morphism C(OF( ) : (I)CF)
C(X). Then there exists a unique equivalence K'(X) : C(X') — C(X)' such
that OY(C(X)) o KI'(X) = C(OY(X)) : C(XY) — C(X). It restricts to an
equivalence KT (X) := K¥(X)|c@ry : C(XL) = C(X)5.

Similarly, there is a unique equivalence K'(X) : C(X M — ( )" with
O"(C(X)) o KF(X) = C(O" (%)) and II"(C(X)) o KT(X) = KT(X) 0 C(II"(X)).
There is an equivalence KT(X): C(XT) — C( )Y, unique up to 2-isomorphism,
with a 2-morphism IIT (C(X)) o KT (X X) = KT (X)oC(II"(X)). They both restrict

to equivalences K5 (X) : C(X5) — C( )T and KT(X) : C(XL) — C( ).
Here is an example:

Example 12.16. Let Zy = {1,0} with 02 = 1 act on X = [0,00)? by o :
(z1,32) — (22,21). Then X = [[0,00)?/Z;] is an orbifold with corners. We
have X = [0,00) and 92X = %, so that Ca(X) ~ [x/S2] = [*/Zz2]. Hence
C(X) = Co(X) I C1(X) 1T C2(X) with Co(X) ~ [[0,00)?/Zs], C1(X) ~ [0,00)
and Cy(X) ~ [%/Zs]. The orbifold strata X', ..., XL are given by

X% = X%z~ X% = X%2 ~ [0, 00) X [*/Zs], X% = X% ~ [0, 0).
Therefore

Co(X%2) ~ [0,00) x [¥/Zs],  C1(X%2) = [¢/Zs],  Ca(X*) =0,
Co(X)™ ~[0,00) x [#/Zs),  C1(X)™ =10, Ca(X)™ ~ [/ Zs).

We see from this that KZ2(X) : C(X%2) — C(X)%2 identifies C;(X%2) with
Co(X)?, so K'(X) need not map Ci(X") to Cyx(X)" for k > 0. The same
applies to K (X), KT (X).

The construction of KT (X) in Theorem implies that it maps C(X1)
into [[5 Cy(X)T for k > 0. This implies that C1(X)!' ~ (0X)' is equiv-
alent to an open and closed subobject of C1(XY) ~ 9(X'). Hence we can
choose a 1-morphism JT'(X) : (9X)F — 9(XT) identified with a quasi-inverse for
KY(X)|... : KN(X)™HC1(X)Y) — C1(X)! by the equivalences C1(X)F ~ (9X)F
and C1(XY) ~ 9(X"), and J¥(X) is an equivalence between (9X)" and an open
and closed subobject of d(X). We then deduce:

Corollary 12.17. Let X be an orbifold with corners, and I' a finite group. Then
there exist 1-morphisms JU(X) = (8X)T — a(XT), JU(X) : (8X)" — 9(X1),
JU(X) - (BADC)F — (XYY in Orb®, natural up to 2-isomorphism, such that
JU(X) is an equivalence from (OX) to an open and closed subobject of A(XT),
and similarly for J'(X), J'(X).

For X € AL, p € AL /Aut(A) these restrict to 1-morphisms J"(X) :
(BX)TA = A(XTA), T () = (D) — AT ), JH(X) : (J00)H — X+
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in Orb®, which are equivalences with open and closed suborbifoldsA. Hence, if
XTA =0 then (0X)VA = 0, and similarly for XU+ (9X)TH, XTIk (9X)1H.

As in Remark [23|(c), an orbifold with corners X is called straight if (i)
Isopx ([2]) — Isox([z]) is an isomorphism for all [2'] € X o With ix top([2']) =
[x]. If X is straight then KT(X) in Theorem [2.15 is an equivalence Cj,(X") —
Cr(X)! for all k > 0, and so J'' (X) in Corollary [ZIT7is an equivalence (9X)' —
A(XT). The same applies for J'(X), JT(X), KT(X), KT (X).

Proposition on orientations of orbifold strata X1, ..., XLH of oriented
orbifolds X also holds without change for orbifolds with corners X.

13 D-stacks with corners

In [35, Chap. 11] we define and discuss the 2-category dSta® of d-stacks with
corners. There are few new issues here: almost all the material just combines

ideas we have seen already on d-spaces with corners from §8 and on d-stacks
from §I0, and on orbifolds with corners from §I21 So we will be brief.

13.1 Outline of the definition of the 2-category dSta®

The definition of the 2-category dSta® in [35, §11.1] is long and complicated.
So as for dSpa® in §6.11 we will just sketch the main ideas.

A d-stack with corners is a quadruple X = (X, 08X, ix,wx), where X,0X
are d-stacks and ix : 8X — X is a l-morphism of d-stacks with ix : OX — X
a proper, strongly representable 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks,
as in §83 We should have an exact sequence in gcoh(0X):

-2

0 N s i (Fa) —— Fox 0, (13.1)

where N is a line bundle on 80X, the conormal bundle of 8X in X, and wx
is an orientation on AMy. These X, X, ix,wx must satisfy some complicated
conditions in [35, §11.1], that we will not give. They require X to be locally
equivalent to a fibre product X X9 o) * in dSta.

IfX = (X,0X,ix,wx) and Y = (Y, 0Y, iy, wy) are d-stacks with corners,
a l-morphism f : X — Y in dSta® is a l-morphism f : X — Y in dSta
satisfying extra conditions over dX,9Y. If f,g : X — Y be l-morphisms in
dSta®, so f,g : X — Y are l-morphisms in dSta, a 2-morphism n : f = g
in dSta® is a 2-morphism 1 : f = g in dSta satisfying extra conditions over
0X,3Y. In both cases, 1- and 2-morphisms in dSta® are étale locally modelled
on 1- and 2-morphisms in dSpa®. Identity 1- and 2-morphisms in dSta®, and
the compositions of 1- and 2-morphisms in dSta®, are all given by identities
and compositions in dSta.

A d-stack with corners X = (X, 09X, ix,wx) is called a d-stack with bound-
ary if ix : OX — X is injective as a representable 1-morphism of C'°°-stacks,
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and a d-stack without boundary if 8X = 0. We write dStaP for the full 2-
subcategory of d-stacks with boundary, and dSta for the full 2-subcategory of
d-stacks without boundary, in dSta®. There is an isomorphism of 2-categories
FgSta® . dSta — dSta mapping X — X = (X, 0,0, 0) on objects, f — f on
1-morphisms and 1 — n on 2-morphisms. So we can consider d-stacks to be
examples of d-stacks with corners.

Define a strict 2-functor ngséiz : dSpa® — dSta® as follows. If X = (X,
dX ,ix,wx) is an object in dSpa®, set Fggeac(X) = X = (X,0X, ix,wx),
where X, 80X, ix = ngsgg(X, 80X ,ix). Then comparing equations ([6.2]) and
(@31), we find there is a natural isomorphism of line bundles N'x = Zyx (N'x),
where Zyy : qcoh(9X) — qcoh(9X) is the equivalence of categories from Ex-
ample 82Tl We define wx to be the orientation on N identified with the ori-
entation Zyx (wx) on Zpx (N'x) by this isomorphism. On 1- and 2-morphisms
£, in dSpa®, we define FgSEa(f) = FiSea(f) and FI§5-(n) = Fg§Ea ().

Write dSpa® for the full 2-subcategory of objects X in dSta® equivalent to

Féiss;gz (X) for some d-space with corners X. When we say that a d-stack with

corners X is a d-space, we mean that X € dSpa®.

Define a strict 2-functor Fgflgi‘c : Orb® — dStac® as follows. If X =
(X,0X,ix) is an orbifold with corners, as in §IZ1] define FaSta®(X) = X =
(X,0X,ix,wx), where X, 80X ix = ng‘gta(é’(, 0X,ix). Then N in (I31)
is isomorphic to the conormal line bundle of X in X, and we define w to be the
orientation on Ny induced by ‘outward-pointing’ normal vectors to X in X.
Then X = (X, 80X, iy, wx) is a d-orbifold with corners. On 1- and 2-morphisms
f,n in Orbe, we define FE"(f) = FEXG,a(f) and FEEE" (1) = FEXg,a ().

Write Orb, Orb?, Orb¢ for the full 2-subcategories of objects X in dSta®
equivalent to FSSa°(X) for some orbifold X without boundary, or with bound-
ary, or with corners, respectively. Then Orb C dSta, OrbP® c dStaP and
Orb® C dSta®. When we say that a d-stack with corners X is an orbifold, we
mean that X € Orbe®.

Remark 13.1. As discussed for orbifolds with corners in Remark [2:3|(b), in
a d-stack with corners X = (X,8X,ix,wx) we require ix : 0X — X to be
strongly representable, in the sense of §8.3] so that we can make boundaries and
corners in dSta® strictly functorial, as in Remark for dSpa*®.

For each d-stack with corners X = (X, 09X, ix,wx), in [35, §11.3] we define
a d-stack with corners 0X = (X, 82X ,ipx,wsn) called the boundary of X,
and show that iy : 9X — X is a 1-morphism in dSta®. As for d-spaces with
corners in ([6.3), the d-stack 82X in 9X satisfies

0*X ~ (X Xy x,ix OX)\ Apx(0X),

where Agxy : X — X X x OX is the diagonal 1-morphism. The 1-morphism
igx : 02X — OX is projection to the first factor in the fibre product. There
is a natural isomorphism Npx = i%(Nx), and the orientation wapx on Nax
corresponds to the orientation % (wx) on @4 (N x).
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13.2 D-stacks with corners as quotients of d-spaces

Section discussed quotient d-stacks [X /G], for X a d-space and r : G —
Aut(X) an action of G on X by 1-isomorphisms. In [35] §11.2] we extend this
to d-spaces with corners and d-stacks with corners, and prove:

Theorem 13.2. Theorems [[0.3 and 0.4 hold unchanged in dSta®.

Here if X = (X, 08X, 4x,wx) is a d-space with corners and r : G — Aut(X)
an action of G on X then each r(y) : X — X for v € G is simple, so Theorem
G3(b) gives a lift () : 0X — 9X, defining an action r_ : G — Aut(9X)
of G on 9X. Then r : G — Awt(X) and r_— : G — Aut(0X) are ac-
tions of G on the d-spaces X,0X, and ix : X — X is G-equivariant.
So Theorem [[0.3|(a),(b) give quotient d-stacks [X /G|, [0X /G| and a quotient
1-morphism [ix,idg] : [0X/G] — [X/G]. The quotient d-stack with cor-
ners [X/G] given by the analogue of Theorem is defined to be [X/G] =
([X/G),[0X /G, lix,idc],wix/q)), for a natural orientation wix /¢y on Nx /g
constructed from wx.

In [35) §11.4] we define when a 1-morphism of d-stacks with corners f :
X — Y is étale. Essentially, f is étale if it is an equivalence locally in the
étale topology. It implies that the C*°-stack 1-morphism f : X — ) in f is
étale, and so representable. As for d-stacks in §10.2] we can characterize étale
1-morphisms in dSta® using the corners analogue of Theorem [[0.4b) and the
definition of étale 1-morphisms in dSpa® as (Zariski) local equivalences.

13.3 Simple, semisimple and flat 1-morphisms

In [35, §11.3] we generalize §6.2] to d-stacks with corners. Here is the analogue
of Definition

Definition 13.3. Let X = (X,0X,ix,wx) and Y = (Y, Y, iy, wy) be d-

stacks with corners, and f : X — Y a 1-morphism in dSta®. Consider the C'*°-

stack fibre products OX X foix,y,iy 0 and X Xy 4, 0). Since iy is strongly

representable, we may define these using the construction of Proposition
As in (I2]0]), we may write (OX Xy 0Y)op explicitly as

(0X Xy OV)top = {[2',y] : &' : 2 —» 0X and ¢/ : x — JY are

. : o (13.2)

1-morphisms with foixox’=iyoy :§—>y},
where [2/,y'] in (I3:2) denotes the ~-equivalence class of pairs (2/,y'), with
(«',y") ~ (&',9') if there exist 2-morphisms n : #' = &’ and ¢ : ¢y = ¢
with idfes, * 7 = ids,, * (. There is a natural open and closed C'°°-substack
Sy € 0X xy 0¥ such that [2/,y'] in (I3.2) lies in S¢ ¢op if and only if we can
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complete the following commutative diagram in gcoh(*) with morphisms ‘--»":
7y * Nk 2
0— (/)" (W) 2 () oy (Fy) 0 () (Fay) —0
N \le (Fa)olizo’)* (f2)o
N Iixoz’,f(]:y)oly’,iy (Fy)~!
(2")"oi% (Fx)

v

0— (2/)*(WNx) (') (Fox) —0.

—_—
(&) (vx)

(@) (%)
Similarly, as in (I22]) we may write (X Xy 9))op explicitly as

(X Xy 0W)top = {[z,y] 12 :%— X and y : = — Y are (133)
I-morphisms with fox=iyoy' : x— Y}, .

where [z,y'] in (I3:3) denotes the ~-equivalence class of (z,y’), with (z,y’) =~
(z,9') if there exist n: © = Z and ¢ : ¥’ = ¢’ with idy *n = id;, * (. There is a
natural open and closed C*°-substack Ty C X xy 9Y with [z,y'] in (I3.3) lies
in Ty, top if and only if we can complete the following commutative diagram:

0— (y)* Ny) ———
(y") " (vy)

@ (£2)ols 1 (Fy)oly 1, wrll

(y/)*oiQ(fy)(W ()" (Fay) =0
! ty .

Define s = 7Ta;y|3f : Sf — 00X, ufp = 7Tay|3f : Sf — 0), ty = 7Tx|7’f : Tf —
X, and vy = may|7; : Ty — 0Y. Then sy, ty are proper, étale 1-morphisms.
We call f simple if sp : S¢ — 0X is an equivalence, and we call f semisimple
if sy : Sp = OX is injective, as a 1-morphism of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks,
and we call f flat if Ty = 0. Simple implies semisimple.

Theorem 13.4. Let f : X — Y be a semisimple 1-morphism of d-stacks with
corners. Then there exists a natural decomposition 0X = (’%{XH@{ X with Bifx
open and closed in OX, such that:

(a) Define f, =f °ix|a{x : a{:x —Y. Then f is semisimple. If f is flat
then f, is also flat.

(b) There exists a unique, semisimple 1-morphism f_ : ot x — 8Y with
foix|yro =dyo f_. If f is simple then 8_{_fx =0, 07X = 9X, and
f_ :0X — 0Y is also simple. If f is flat then f_ is flat, and the following

diagram is 2-Cartesian in dStac:

7 x . oY
iyt | T idiyor 4) Viv
X 7 Y.
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(c) Let g : X =Y be another 1-morphism and n : f = g a 2-morphism in
dSta®. Then g is also semisimple, with 99X = afx. If f is simple, or
flat, then g 1is simple, or flat, respectively. Part (b) defines 1-morphisms
f_,g_: ¥ X = 0Y. There is a unique 2-morphism n_ 1 f_ = g_ in
dSpa® such that id;, *_=mn* idif'afx tiyof_ = iyog_.

13.4 Equivalences in dSta®, and gluing by equivalences

Sections 3.2] and [[0.3] discussed equivalences and gluing for d-spaces, d-
spaces with corners, and d-stacks. In [35, §11.4] we generalize these to dSta®.

Proposition 13.5. (a) Suppose f : X — Y is an equivalence in dSta®. Then
[ is simple and flat, and f : X — Y is an equivalence in dSta, where X =
(X,0X,ix,wx) and Y = (¥,0),iy,wy). Also f_ : 0X — 9Y in Theorem
[34(b) is an equivalence in dStac.

(b) Let f: X —Y be a simple, flat 1-morphism in dSta® with f: X — 'Y an
equivalence in dSta. Then f is an equivalence in dSta®.

Here is the analogue of Definition [10.5]

Definition 13.6. Let X = (X, 09X, ix,wx) be a d-stack with corners. Suppose
VY C X is an open d-substack in dSta. Define YV = iy '(V), as an open d-
substack of 8X, and iy : Y — V by iy = ix|sy. Then 9V C 90X is open,
and the conormal bundle of Y in V is Ny = Nx|sy in qecoh(dV). Define an
orientation wy on Ny by wy = wx|gy. Write V = (V, 0V, iy, wy). Then V is
a d-stack with corners. We call V an open d-substack of X. An open cover of
X is a family {V, : a € A} of open d-substacks V, of X with X = J,c 4 Va-

Theorem 13.7. Proposition [0.6 and Theorems D07 and 008 hold without
change in the 2-category dSta® of d-stacks with corners.

13.5 Corners C,(X), and the corner functors C,C
In [35], §11.5] we generalize the material of §5.3] 6.5 and JI23 to d-stacks with

corners. Here are the main results.

Theorem 13.8. (a) Let X be a d-stack with corners. Then for each k > 0
we can define a d-stack with corners Ci(X) called the k-corners of X, and
a 1-morphism TI% : Cr(X) — X, such that Ci(X) is equivalent to a quotient
d-stack [0FX/Sy] for a natural action of Sy on OFX by 1-isomorphisms. The
construction of Cy(X) is unique up to canonical 1-isomorphism.

We can describe the topological space Cy(X)top as follows. Consider pairs

(x,{z},...,z}.}), where x : ¥ - X and z} : ¥ — OX for i = 1,...,k are
1-morphisms in C*°Sta with x,...,z) distinct and © = ixox] = -+ =
ix o x},. Define an equivalence relation =~ on such pairs by (z,{z},...,z}}) =
(&, {%],....Z.}) if there exist o € Sy and 2-morphisms n: x = & and 1, : x} =

125



T fori=1,... k with n=idiy xn} = -+ = idiy #my. Write [z, {21, ..., 2}}]

for the ~-equivalence class of (x,{x,...,z}}). Then
Cr(X)top =2 {[z, {2, ... 2} }] 12 : 22X, 2} : = 0X 1-morphisms (13.4)
with x, ..., x) distinct and r=ixoz}="- ~:ixo:17;€}. .

We have 1-isomorphisms Cy(X) = X and C1(X) = 0X. We write C(X) =
[His0 Cr(X), so that C(X) is a d-stack with corners, called the corners of X.
(b) Let f : X — Y be a 1-morphism of d-stacks with corners. Then there
are unique 1-morphisms C(f) : C(X) — C(Y) and C(f) : C(X) — C(Y) in
dSta® such that Iy o C(f) = foIlx = Ily o C(f) : C(X) = Y, with maps
C(Htop : C(X)top = C(WMtops C(f)top : C(X)top = C(V)top characterized as
follows. Identify Cr(X)top € C(X)top with the right hand side of (I34), and

similarly for Ci(Y)top, and identify St top, T f,top With subsets of (13.2)-(13.3)
as in §I33. Then C(f)iop and C(f)iop act by

C(ftop : |7 [ {z},... :c%}] [y {yi,,yl’}] where y = f oz,
v, ut= {ZJ [2;,y'] € S¢,top, some i =1,.. k}, and

C(f)top [, {1?17-- L2y} — [y, {yl,---,yz}], where y = f oz,
Wiyt ={y [}, ¥ 1€St tops i=1,... . k}ULY : [2,9'] €T ¢, t0p }-

(13.5)
(13.6)

For all k,1 > 0, write C{"'(X) = Cx(X) N C(f)"H(Ci(Y)), so that CT(X)
is an open and closed d-substack of Ci(X) with Cr(X) = 1,2, C’,f’l(f)C), and
write CL(f) = O(f)|c,{’l(x) : C’,{’Z(X) — Ci(Y). If f is simple then C(f) maps
Cr(X) = Cr(Y) for all k > 0. If f is flat then C(f) = C(f).

(c) Let f,g:X — Y be l-morphisms and n : f = g a 2-morphism in dSta®.
Then there exist unique 2-morphisms C(n) : C(f) = C(g), C(n) : C(f) =

C(g) in dStac, where C(f),C(g), C(f),C'(g) are as in (b), such that

idr[,é * O(n):’l’] * idr[x : HyoC'(f):fon — HyoC(g):go]__[x,
idr, * C(n)=n+idm, : MyoC(f)=follx = MyoC(g)=gollx.

If f,g are flat then C(n) = C(n).

(d) Define C : dSta® — dSta® by C : X — C(X), C: f — C(f), C:n —
C(n) on objects, 1- and 2-morphisms, where C(X), C(f),C(n) are as in (a)—(c)
above. Similarly, define C : dSta® — dSta® by C : X — C(X), C: f—=C(f),
C: n— C( ). Then C, C are strict 2 -functors, called corner functors.

13.6 Fibre products in dSta®

In [35] §11.6] we generalize §6.6] and §10.4] to d-stacks with corners. Here are
the analogues of Definition [6.12] Lemma and Theorem [G.14
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Definition 13.9. Let g : X — Z and h : Y — Z be 1-morphisms in dSta®. As
in 1311 we have line bundles ANy, N'¢, over the C>®-stacks OX,0Z, and §I3.3
defines a C*°-substack Sg C 0X xz 0Z. As in [35, §11.1], there is a natural
isomorphism Ag : ug(N'z) — s3(Nx) in qeoh(Sg). The same holds for h.

We call g, h b-transverse if the following holds. Suppose z : ¥ — X and
y : * = ) are 1-morphisms in C*°Sta, and n: gox = hoy is a 2-morphism.
Since iy : X — X is finite and strongly representable, there are finitely many
l-morphisms 2’ : ¥ — 0X with z = ix o2’. Write these 2" as z},...,2}.
Similarly, write y,. ..,y for the lI-morphisms y’ : ¥ — 0) with y = iy o y’.
Write z = gox and Z = hoy,sothat 2,2 : ¥ —» Zand n: z = 2. Write 21,..., 7
for the 1-morphisms 2’ : ¥ — 0Z with z = iy 0 z/. Then by Proposmlonm, for
each ¢ =1,...,1 there are unique 2. : ¥ - 0Z and 0. : 2. = 2, with iz 02, =2
and id;, *x 7, = 7.

Definition defined Sg C 0X x z 0Z in terms of points [z, 2'] in (I32);
write (z/,2) : ¥ — Sg for the corresponding 1-morphisms. Then we require that
for all such z,y,n, the following morphism in qcoh(%) is injective:

D Tiar )0 W) ™F 0 (2,20)7 (Ng) © Tt 22y (N'2) @

a=1,....j5, c=1,...,l: [2/,,2/]€8g, top

P L z00 Vo) ™ 0 W 20" () Ty 2000 (N z)o (1) (N'z) -
b=1,....,k, c=1,...,l: [y} ,Z.]E€ESh, top
l

@ ( ) Nz) —>@ ) (Nx) @@blyb )*Ny).

We call g, h c-transverse if the following holds. Identify Ci(X)iop € C(X)4op
with the right hand of ([@33), and similarly for C'())top, C(Z)top- Then C(g)tops

C(h)top> C(9)t0p, C(h) top act as in (I35)([I3:6). We require that:
(a) whenever there are points in C}(X)top, Ck(I)tops Ci(Z)top With
C(g)t()p([xv {xllv SRR ‘T;}]) :C(h)t()p([yv {yllv s 7y;c}]) = [Zv {Ziv RN Zl/}]v
we have either j +k >l or j =k =1=0; and
(b) whenever there are points in C;(X)op, Ck(Y)top, Ci(Z)top With
C(9)iop ([w, {21, -, 2} ) = CM)iop ([y: {1 - wi}]) = [2 {21, 20,
we have j +k > [.
Then g, h c-transverse implies g, h b-transverse.

Lemma 13.10. Let g : X — Z and h : Y — Z be 1-morphisms in dStac.
The following are sufficient conditions for g,h to be c-transverse, and hence
b-transverse:

(i) g or h is semisimple and flat; or

(ii) % is a d-stack without boundary.
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Theorem 13.11. (a) All b-transverse fibre products exist in dStac.
(b) The 2-functor ngsggi : dSpa® — dSta® of 131l takes b- and c-transverse
fibre products in dSpa® to b- and c-transverse fibre products in dSta®.

(c) The 2-functor FASEa" of 1311 takes transverse fibre products in Orb® to
b-transverse fibre products in dSta®. That is, if

w Y
\lle f n{} h\l/
X J pé

is a 2-Cartesian square in Orb® with g, h transverse, and W,X,Y,%.e, f,g,
h,n = FS3" (W, X, Y, 2, ¢, f, g, h,m), then

W Y
\Le f ﬂf} h‘L
X g Z

is 2-Cartesian in dStac, with g, h b-transverse. If also g, h are strongly trans-
verse in Orb®, then g, h are c-transverse in dSta®.

(d) Suppose we are given a 2-Cartesian diagram in dStac:

ye 7 n{
X g .2,

with g, h c-transverse. Then the following are also 2-Cartesian in dStac:

CW) — c(y)

yC(e) Cmp o) chyy (13.7)
c(X) (%),
C(W) — Cc(Y)

VCle) ) i @) C(h)y (13.8)
C(X) C(2).

Also (I37)-([I38) preserve gradings, in that they relate points in C;(W), C;(X),
Cr(Y), Cr(Z) with i = j+ k — 1. Hence (I37) implies equivalences in dSta®:

Ci(W) ~ 1T CoH(X) X Cl(g),C1(%),CL(h) cr'(Y),
Gk 20— k-1

! Rl
OW ~ II O (X) X1 ()01 my O ().
7,k 0>20:54+k=1+1

The analogue of Proposition also holds in dSta®.
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13.7 Orbifold strata of d-stacks with corners

In [35] §11.7] we combine material in §I0.5 and §I2.5] on orbifold strata of d-
stacks and of orbifolds with corners. It is also related to §6.7 on fixed loci in
d-spaces with corners. Here is the analogue of Theorem [[0.11]

Theorem 13.12. Let X be a d-stack with corners, and T a finite group. Then
we can define d-stacks with corners X, X, X", and open d-substacks XL C
f)CF, 5C£ C 5CF, 5(:5 - f)ACF, all natural up to 1-isomorphism in dSta®, a d-
space with corners XE natural up to 1-isomorphism in dSpa®, and 1-morphisms
o' (X), fIF(f)C), ... fitting into a strictly commutative diagram in dSta®:

1l (x) I17 (X) a
Aut(F \ / xF ~ F(?SS;ac (XF)
or xX)
L l LC (13.9)
T
Aut(T) xf‘ / \ xr

r (x) ' (x)

We will call X©,XT,XT, XC, XT, XT, XL the orbifold strata of X.

The underlying d-stacks of xt, . ,ff(:g are the orbifold strata X', .. ,;\?E
from §I0.0 of the d-stack X in X. The 1-morphisms (I39)), as 1-morphisms in
dSta, are those given in (I0.H).

The rest of I0.5 also extends to dSta®:

Theorem 13.13. Theorems 1012 [0.14 [0.15 and Corollary IQ13 hold with-
out change in dSta® dSpa® rather than dSta,dSpa.

Here are analogues of Theorem and Corollary [2.17

Theorem 13.14. Let X be a d-stack with corners, and T a finite group. The
corners C(X) from §I38 lie in dSta®, so Theorem gives orbifold strata
X", C(X)T and 1-morphisms O"(X) : X' — X, OY(C(X)) : C(X)T — C(X).
Applying the corner functor C from I35 gives a 1-morphism C(O" (X)) :
C(X") = C(X). There exists a unique equivalence K (X) : C(X") — C(X)F
in dSta® with O" (C(X)) o K¥(X) = C(O"(X)) : C(X") = C(X). It restricts
to an equivalence K- (X) := KF(?C)|C(xg) (X)) = )T,

Similarly, there is a unique equivalence KT'(X) : C(XT) — C(X)T with
O (C(X))oK''(X)=C(0O"(X)) and ﬁF(C(x))oKF(x):f{F(x)OC(ﬁF(x)).
There is an equivalence KT (X) : C(xF) — C’(f)C) unique up to 2-isomorphism,
with a 2-morphism T (C(X)) o KF(DC) = KF(T)C) o C(TIF(X)). They restrict
to equivalences KX (X) : C(XL) — C(f)C)O and KT (X): C(XL) - C(f)C)
Corollary 13.15. Let X be a d-stack with corners, cmd I' a finite group. Then

there exist 1-morphisms JE(X) : (0X)F — B(DCF) I'x) - (89C) — 9(XT),

JT(X) - (BDC) — O(XT) in dSta®, natural up to 2-isomorphism, such that
JY(X) is an equivalence from (8X)T to an open and closed d-substack of A(X"),
and similarly for JY(X), J¥(X).
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A d-stack with corners X is called straight if (ix)« : Isogx ([2]) = Isox ([2])
is an isomorphism for all [#'] € X op With ix top([2']) = [z]. D-stacks with
boundary are automatically straight. If X is straight then 0X is straight, so
by induction 9¥X is also straight for all k& > 0. If X is straight then K (X)
in Theorem I3.14 is an equivalence Cx(X") — Ci(X)T for all k > 0, and so
JT(X) in Corollary I3I0is an equivalence (9X)T — &(X"). The same applies
for JT(X), JT(X), KT(X), KT (X).

14 D-orbifolds with corners

In [35, Chap. 12] we discuss the 2-category dOrb® of d-orbifolds with corners.
Again, there are few new issues here: almost all the material combines ideas
we have seen already on d-manifolds with corners from g7 on orbifolds with
corners from §I2] and on d-stacks with corners from I3l So we will be brief.

As we explain in 16 and [35] §14.3], d-orbifolds with corners are related to
Kuranishi spaces in the work of Fukaya, Oh, Ohta and Ono [19].

14.1 Definition of d-orbifolds with corners
In [35] §12.1] we define d-orbifolds with corners, following §7.1] and §IT.11

Definition 14.1. A d-stack with corners W is called a principal d-orbifold
with corners if is equivalent in dSta® to a fibre product V X5 g0V, where
V is an orbifold with corners, £ is a vector bundle on V, s € C*(£), and
V. E 5,0 = Fgf{.‘féc (V,Totc(c‘f),TotC(s),TotC(O)), for Tot® as in §I2.I1 Note
that Tot°(s), Tot®(0) : V — Tot®(£) are simple, flat 1-morphisms in Orb®, so
s,0:V — & are simple, flat 1-morphisms in dSta®. Thus s, 0 are b-transverse
by Lemma [[310(i), and V X4 g0 V exists in dSta® by Theorem [[3.11)(a).

If W is a nonempty principal d-orbifold with corners, then T#W is a vir-
tual vector bundle. We define the wvirtual dimension of W to be vdimW =
rank "W € Z. f'W >~V X3¢0V then vdimW = dimV — rank £.

A d-stack with corners X is called a d-orbifold with corners of virtual dimen-
sion n € Z, written vdimX = n, if X can be covered by open d-substacks W
which are principal d-orbifolds with corners with vdim W = n. A d-orbifold with
corners X is called a d-orbifold with boundary if it is a d-stack with boundary,
and a d-orbifold without boundary if it is a d-stack without boundary.

Write dOrb, dOrb?, dOrb® for the full 2-subcategories of d-orbifolds with-
out boundary, with boundary, and with corners, in dSta®, respectively. Then
Orb, OrbP, Orb® in §I3.1] are full 2-subcategories of dOrb,dOrbP,dOrbe.
When we say that a d-orbifold with corners X is an orbifold, we mean that X
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lies in Orb®. Define full and faithful strict 2-functors
FYOrP® - d0rb — dOrb c dOrb®,  FA9™" . Orb® — dOrb®,

FAO%rP® . OrbP — dOrb® cdOrb®, FAQ™° : Orb — dOrb C dOrb®,

dOrb® c c dOrb® b b c
Fimiane : dMan® — dOrb€, Fintane : dMan” — dOrb” c dOrb®,
c _
and  F$Or" . dMan — dOrb € dOrb®, by
dOrb® __ 77 dSta® dOrb® __ rdSta® dOrb® __ ;dSta®
Fiorb = Fasta ldorb,  Fompe = Forpe s Fompe = Forpe |orby,
FOrbci dSta® FdSta deOrbC . dSta°| deOrbC - dSta°|
orb —4dsta °L'Orb » 'dManc =4'dSpac|dMan®; L'qniank = £'dSpacldMan®
dOrb® __ ~dSta® dMan® _ »dOrb® dOrb
and FdMan — 4t dSpac °l'qMan = f'dorb © f'dMan>

where F(()):l];cv F(c)lxs-tt)av ngstt:cv ngséizv F(flil\l\/i[:élcv F(flil\(/jlg?w Fgftt)%c are as in §7.1]
§ITT 91210 and §I301 Here F$Q5P° : dOrb — dOrb is an isomorphism of 2-
categories. So we may as well identify dOrb with its image dOrb, and consider
d-orbifolds in §I1] as examples of d-orbifolds with corners.

Write dMan® for the full 2-subcategory of objects X in dOrb® equivalent to
F$Orb? (X) for some d-manifold with corners X. When we say that a d-orbifold
with corners X is a d-manifold, we mean that X € dMan®.

These 2-categories lie in a commutative diagram:

dSpa Man —— Man® ——— Man®
F&Man c c Flf\iASpic
an dM nC dM (o] an
< Fitanb Fiane
Fdl\/Ian \ / C C C c
dMan dMan dMan®,———— dMan®{———— dSpa
FOX'bC FwOrbC
F4Orb dOrb® Man® o epe Man®  stac
anan FdManb FiManc FdSpac
dOrb dOrbP c dOrb*¢ — dSta“
dOrb® dOrb®
c forbb Forpe dStac
Forp b C Orb¢
dSta Orb ———= Orb® ————= Orb°©.

If X = (X,0X,ix,wx) is a d-orbifold with corners, then the virtual cotan-
gent sheaf T*X of the d-stack X from Remark [[T.T]is a virtual vector bundle on
X, of rank vdim X. We will call T*X € vvect(X) the virtual cotangent bundle
of X, and also write it T*X.

Here is the analogue of Lemma [[1.3]

Lemma 14.2. Let X be a d-orbifold with corners. Then X is a d-manifold,
that is, X ~ Fgﬁ‘;ﬁi (X) for some d-manifold with corners X, if and only if
Isox ([z]) = {1} for all [z] in Xiop-

D-orbifolds with corners are preserved by boundaries and corners.

Proposition 14.3. Suppose X is a d-orbifold with corners. Then 0X in §13.1]
and Ci(X) in I35 are d-orbifolds with corners, with vdim X = vdimX — 1
and vdim Cy(X) = vdimX — k for all k > 0.
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Definition 14.4. As for dMan® in §7.1] define dOrb® to be the full 2-subcat-
egory of X in dSta® which may be written as a disjoint union X = [, ., X,
for X,, € dOrb® with vdim X,, = n, where we allow X,, = #. Then dOrb®¢ C
dOrbc C dSta®, and the corner functors C,C : dSta® — dSta® in §I3.5|
restrict to strict 2-functors C, C : dOrb® — dOrb°®.

14.2 Local properties of d-orbifolds with corners

In [35] §12.2] we combine §7.2l and §IT.21 Here are analogues of Examples [Z.3]
[.4 and Theorem [Z5, and of Examples 1.4} and Theorem

Example 14.5. Let V = (V,0V,ivy) be an orbifold with corners, £ a vector
bundle on V as in JI21] and s € C*°(£). We will define an explicit principal
d-orbifold with corners 8 = (8,88, is,ws)

Define a vector bundle €9 on 0V by €9 = i},(£), and a section sg = i},(s) €
C*>(€p). Define d-stacks 8 = Sy ¢ s and 88 = Spy ¢,,s, from the triples
V,E,s and OV, Ey, sp exactly as in Example [1.4] although now V,dV have
corners. Define a 1-morphism ¢g : 88 — S in dSta to be the ‘standard model’
L-morphism S, ia,, : Sov,e,,50 — Sv.¢,s from Example [T.5

As in Example [T.3] the conormal bundle N'g of &S in S is canonically
isomorphic to the lift to S C OV of the conormal bundle Ay of 9V in V.
Define ws to be the orientation on A'g induced by the orientation on Ay by
outward-pointing normal vectors to 9V in V. Then 8 = (8,88,is,ws) is a
d-stack with corners. It is equivalent in dSta® to V x5 g 0V in Definition [4.1]
We call 8 a ‘standard model’ d-orbifold with corners, and write it 8v ¢ s.

Every principal d-orbifold with corners W is equivalent in dOrb® to some
8v ¢.s. Sometimes it is useful to take V to be an effective orbifold with corners,
as in §I270] There is a natural 1-isomorphism 08v ¢ s = 8gv ¢, s, in dOrbe.

Example 14.6. Let V,'W be orbifolds with corners, £, F be vector bundles on
V,W, and s € C®(E), t € C°(F), so that Example defines d-orbifolds
with corners 8y g 5, 8w, 7+ Suppose f:V — W is a 1-morphism in Orb€, and
f:&— f*(F) is a morphism in vect(V) satisfying f o s = f*(t), as in ([LI).

The d-stacks Sv e, Sw rt in 8y e s,8w 7+ are defined as for ‘standard
model’ d-orbifolds Sy ¢ ¢ in Example [T.4l Thus we can follow Example
to define a 1-morphism 8¢ 7 : Sv e s = Sw, 7+ in dSta. Then 87 7 : 8v e —
8w, 7, is a 1-morphism in dOrb®. We call it a ‘standard model’ 1-morphism.

Suppose now that VCVis open, with inclusion 1-morphism 9 : V- V.
Write € = Elv =H(€) and 5§ = s|p. Define ip vy = 8514, : 8v.65 — Sves. If
s71(0) C V then i, v 89,85 — Sv.es is a 1-isomorphism.

Theorem 14.7. Let X be a d-orbifold with corners, and [x] € Xyop. Then
there exists an open neighbourhood W of [z] in X and an equivalence W ~
8v g5 in dOrb® for some orbifold with corners V, vector bundle £ over V and
s € C(&) which identifies [x] € Usop with a point [v] € S*(V)top C Viop such
that s(v) = ds|gry)(v) = 0, where S¥(V) C V is the locally closed C™-substack
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of [v] € Viop such that £x, v 4, 0V is k points, for k > 0. Furthermore, V,E, s,k
are determined up to non-canonical equivalence near [v] by X near [z].

As in Examples for d-orbifolds, we can combine the ‘standard
model” d-manifolds with corners Sy, g, and 1-morphisms S : Sv,g.s = Sw,F
of Examples with quotient d-stacks with corners of §13.2] to define an
alternative form of ‘standard model’ d-orbifolds with corners [Sy g s/T'] and
‘standard model” 1-morphisms [Sy 7, p] : [Sv.g,s/T] = [Sw,r./A].

14.3 Equivalences in dOrb®, and gluing by equivalences

In [35, §12.3] we combine §7.3] and §IT.3l Here are the analogues of Theorems
[TITHITT4 Etale 1-morphisms in dSta® were discussed in §I3.2

Theorem 14.8. Suppose f : X — Y is a 1-morphism of d-orbifolds with cor-
ners, and f: X — Y is representable. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) f is étale;
(ii) f is simple and flat, in the sense of 133 and Qyf : f*(T*Y) — T*X is
an equivalence in vqcoh(X); and
(iii) f is simple and flat, and (ITA) is a split short exact sequence in qcoh(X).

If in addition f. : Isox([z]) — Isoy(fiop([x])) is an isomorphism for all [x] €
Xiop, and frop : Xiop = Viop 5 @ bijection, then f is an equivalence in dOrb®.

Theorem 14.9. Suppose 8y 7 : Sves — Sw ry s a ‘standard model’ 1-
morphism in dOrb€, in the notation of Examples and 4.8, with f:V —
W representable. Then 85 ; is étale if and only if f is simple and flat near
s7H0) C V, in the sense of 122 and for each [v] € Viop with s(v) = 0 and
[w] = fiop([v]) € Whop, the following sequence is exact:

ds(v)d df(v f(v)® —dt(w
0 T,V (v)®df(v) £y @ TyW F(0)® —dt(w) T, 0.

Also 8y 7 is an equivalence if and only if in addition fiopls—1(0) : s71(0) =
t71(0) is a bijection, where s1(0) = {[v] € Viop : s(v) =0}, t71(0) = {[w] €
Wiop @ t(w) =0}, and fi : Isop([v]) = Isow(fiop([v])) is an isomorphism for
all [v] € s71(0) C Viop.

Theorem 14.10. Suppose we are given the following data:

(a) an integer n;
(b

) a Hausdorff, second countable topological space X;
(¢c) an indexing set I, and a total order < on I;
)

(d) for each i in I, an effective orbifold with corners V;, a vector bundle &;
on V; with dim'V; — rank{)i = n, a section s; € C*(&;), and a homeo-
morphism 1; = s7(0) — X;, where 57 (0) = {[v;] € Vitop : si(vi) = 0}

and X; C X is open; and
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(e) foralli < jin I, an open suborbifold V;; CV;, a simple, flat 1-morphism
eij : Vi = Vj, and a morphism of vector bundles é;; : Eilv,;, — e};(E;).

Let this data satisfy the conditions:
(i) X =Ues Xi;
(ii) if i < j in I then (e;;)« : IsoVij([v]) — Isov (€ij,50p([V])) s an isomor-
phism for all [v] € Vij top, and é;; =e (SJ)OL” where 15 : Ov,; —
el (Ov ) is the natural isomorphism, and 7/11(Sz|\7 (0)) = X; N X;, and
1/)1|S L = = 1j 0 €ij topls, 5. o and if [v;] € Vijtop with si(v;) =0 and

[v;] = eU top([i]) then the followmg sequence is ecact:

si(vi)®de;(vs €5 (vi)® —ds;(vj
0—T,,V; %mv T,V %gm—w;

(ili) of @ <j <k in I then there exists a 2-morphism 1k : €k Oeij|vimegj1(vjk)

= eik|y, (V) in Orb® with

kﬁe
~ 1 ~ ~
Cik |Vik Nei; (Vi) = nwk (Ex)ole;, €jk (€)™ oei Hﬁ?m Neg; (Vi) (Ej1)0¢3; |Vik Nes;' (Vin)®

Note that nj1 is unique by the corners analogue of Proposition [3.5(ii).

Then there exist a d-orbifold with corners X with vdim X = n and underlying
topological space Xiop = X, and a 1-morphism 1, : 8y, ¢, s, = X in dOrb®
with underlying continuous map ; which is an equivalence with the open d-
suborbifold X, CX corresponding to X, CX for all i € I, such that for all
i < jin I there exists a 2-morphism m;; @ ;0 8e,; e, = P, © ¥y, v,, where
S 8y, el sl|v = 8v,.65.5; and v v, 8y, ey, sy, = Svie
are as in Examples [4.5HI46l This X is unique up to equwalence in dOrbe.

Suppose also that 9 s an effective orbifold with corners, and g; : V; — Y are
submersions for all i € I, and there are 2-morphisms (;j : g; © €55 = gilv,, n
Orb® for all i < j in I. Then there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y in dOrb®
unique up to 2-isomorphism, where Y = FS?,;J’C (Y) = 8y.0,0, and 2-morphisms
C; ho, =80 forall i el.

€ij,Cij i35

Theorem 14.11. Suppose we are given the following data:

(a
(b
(c
(d

an integer n;
a Hausdorff, second countable topological space X;

an indexing set I, and a total order < on I;

for each i in I, a manifold with corners V;, a vector bundle E; — V; with
dimV; —rank E; = n, a finite group I';, smooth, locally effective actions
ri(y) : Vi = Vi, #(y) : Ei = r(y)*(E;) of T; on Vi, E; for v € Ty,
a smooth, T';-equivariant section s; : V; — FE;, and a homeomorphism
¥+ Xi = X;, where X; = {vi € V; : 3;(v;) = 0}/T; and X, C X is an

open set; and
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(e) for all i < j in I, an open submanifold Vi; C V;, invariant under I';, a
group morphism p;; : I's = T';, a simple, flat, smooth map e;; : Vi; =V},
and a morphism of vector bundles é;; : 5 (Ej).

Let this data satisfy the conditions:

(i) X:UieIX“
1) of 1 < g in I then é;;0s;|v.. = e .(s;)+0(s7), and for all v € I' we have
i) if @ i in I then é;; i :‘JJ Of d f Il T h

eijori(v) =1i(pij (7)) o ey : Vij — V5,
i (7)*(€i5) o Fi () = €7 (75 (pij(7))) © &ij :

(eij omi(7))" (Ej),

and i (XN (Vi;/T)) = XiN X, and ¥i|x,nv;; 0, = ¥50 (€5) | xinvi /r; s
and if v, € Vi with s;(v;) = 0 and v; = e;;(v;) then p|StabFi(vi) :
Stabr, (v;) — Stabr,(v;) is an isomorphism, and the following sequence
of vector spaces is exact:

dS»; (U»L)@ deij (U»L)

0— Tm‘/; —_— Ei"ui EBT’U]-‘/} 815 (vi)® —ds; (v))

Ej'vj 0;
(ili) of i < j <k in I then there exists vi;r € I'y satisfying

pik(7) = Yigk pik(pij (V) vk for all ¥ € Ty,

zkﬂe (V]k) ZT;C(%jk)oejkoeij G/I’ld

Cikly, Ve (Vie)?

éik|vikme;j1(v}k) = (€55 (P (vign))) © €55 (E3n) © €)1y et (v,

Then there exist a d-orbifold with corners X with vdim X = n and underlying
topological space Xyop = X, and a 1-morphism 4, : [Sv, g, s, /Ti] = X in dOrb®
with underlying continuous map ; which is an equivalence with the open d-
suborbifold X; C X corresponding to X, CX for all i € I, such that for all
i < j in I there exists a 2-morphism n,; : ;o [Se.;.e0,0 Pij] = ;0 v, idr,],
where [Seijyéij7pij] : [S‘/ij7Ei‘Vij7Si‘Vij /FZ] — [SV},E]‘ij/Fj] and [i‘/ijq‘/i’idri] :
[SVI.].’EI.|VWSI.‘VU /Ti] = [Svi E;.5,/Tj] combine the notation of Examples
and 132 This X is unique up to equivalence in dOrb°.

Suppose also that Y is a manifold with corners, and g; : V; = Y are smooth
maps for all i € I with g; ori(y) = gi for all v € I's, and g; o es; = gi|v;, for
all i < j in I. Then there exist a 1-morphism h : X — Y in dOrb® unique
up to 2-isomorphism, where Y = FIO™L* (V) = [Sy o0/{1}], and 2-morphisms
C; s hot, = [Sy, 0,m1y] for all i € 1. Here [Sy, 0,7(13] ¢ [Svi,Ei,s, /Ti] —
[Sv,0,0/{1}] =Y with §; =0 and p = 7yy : Ty — {1}.

We can use Theorems [[Z.10 and [T4.11] to prove the existence of d-orbifold
with corners structures on spaces coming from other areas of geometry, such as
moduli spaces of J-holomorphic curves.
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14.4 Submersions, immersions and embeddings
In 35, §12.4] we extend 7.4l and §IT.4 to d-orbifolds with corners.

Definition 14.12. Let f : X — Y be a l-morphism in dOrb®. Then T*X
and f*(T*Y) are virtual vector bundles on X of ranks vdim X, vdimYy, and
Qf : fX(T*Y) — T*X is a l-morphism in vvect(X), as in Remark [[T.1] and
Definition [41]l ‘Weakly injective’, ..., below are as in Definition

(a) We call f a w-submersion if f is semisimple and flat and Qy is weakly
injective. We call f an sw-submersion if it is also simple.

(b) We call f a submersion if f is semisimple and flat and Q¢ (y) is injective,
for C(f) as in I35 We call f an s-submersion if it is also simple.

(c) We call f a w-immersion if f : X — ) is representable and Qy is weakly
surjective. We call f an sw-immersion, or sfw-immersion, if f is also
simple, or simple and flat.

(d) We call f an immersion if f : X — ) is representable and Q¢ () is
surjective, for C(f) as in §I38 We call f an s-immersion if f is also
simple, and an sf-immersion if f is also simple and flat.

(e) We call f a w-embedding, sw-embedding, sfw-embedding, embedding, s-
embedding, or sf-embedding, if f is a w-immersion, ..., sf-immersion, re-
spectively, and f, : Isox([z]) — Isoy(fiop([z])) is an isomorphism for all
[z] € Xiops and fiop : Xiop — Viop i & homeomorphism with its image, so
in particular fiop is injective.

Parts (c)—(e) enable us to define d-suborbifolds X of a d-orbifold with corners
Y. Open d-suborbifolds are open d-substacks X in Y. For more general d-
suborbifolds, we call f : X — Y a w-immersed, sw-immersed, sfw-immersed,
immersed, s-immersed, sf-immersed, w-embedded, sw-embedded, sfw-embedded,
embedded, s-embedded, or sf-embedded suborbifold of Y if X,Y are d-orbifolds
with corners and f is a w-immersion, ..., sf-embedding, respectively.

Theorem [T.12] in §7.4] holds with orbifolds and d-orbifolds with corners in
place of manifolds and d-manifolds with corners, except part (v), when we need
also to assume f : X — ) representable to deduce f is étale, and part (x),
which is false for d-orbifolds with corners (in the Zariski topology, at least).

14.5 Bd-transversality and fibre products

In [35] §12.5] we generalize §7.5 and §IT.51to dOrb®. Here are the analogues of
Definition and Theorems [ T4HT. 17

Definition 14.13. Let X,Y,Z be d-orbifolds with corners and g : X — Z,
h :Y — Z be l-morphisms. We call g, h bd-transverse if they are both b-
transverse in dSta® in the sense of Definition [I3.9, and d-transverse in the sense
of Definition We call g, h cd-transverse if they are both c-transverse in
dSta® in the sense of Definition 3.9, and d-transverse. As in §I3.6] c-transverse
implies b-transverse, so cd-transverse implies bd-transverse.
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Theorem 14.14. Suppose X,Y,Z are d-orbifolds with corners and g : X — %,
h:Y — Z are bd-transverse 1-morphisms, and let W =X X g 2. nY be the fibre
product in dSta®, which exists by Theorem [[311(a) as g, h are b-transverse.
Then W is a d-orbifold with corners, with

vdim W = vdim X + vdim Y — vdim Z. (14.1)

Hence, all bd-transverse fibre products exist in dOrb®.

Theorem 14.15. Suppose g : X — Z and h : Y — Z are 1-morphisms in
dOrb€. The following are sufficient conditions for g, h to be cd-transverse, and
hence bd-transverse, so that W = X Xg2n Y is a d-orbifold with corners of
virtual dimension (I4T):

(a) Z is an orbifold without boundary, that is, Z € Orb; or

(b) g or h is a w-submersion.

Theorem 14.16. Let X,Y,Z be d-orbifolds with corners with Y an orbifold,
and g : X = Z, h :' Y = Z be 1-morphisms with g a submersion. Then
W =X Xg,2.nY is an orbifold, with dimW = vdim X 4+ dimY — vdim Z.

Theorem 14.17. (i) Let p: G — H be an injective morphism of finite groups,
and H act linearly on R™ preserving [0,00)F xR"™*. Then §I3.2 gives a quotient
1-morphism [0, p] : [*/G] — [[0,00)* x Rn_k/H] in dOrb®. Suppose X is a
d-orbifold with corners and g : X — [[0, 00)¥ x ]R"_k/H] s a semisimple, flat
1-morphism in dOrb€. Then the fibre product W =X X g.[[0,00)* xR™* / H1,[0,]
[#/G] exists in dOrb®. The projection w : W — X is an s-immersion, and
an s-embedding if p is an isomorphism.

When k =0, any 1-morphism g : X — [R™/H] is semisimple and flat, and
7x : W—X is an sf-immersion, and an sf-embedding if p is an isomorphism.
(ii) Suppose f : X — Y is an s-immersion of d-orbifolds with corners, and
[x] € Xiop with fiop([z]) = [Y] € Viop. Write p: G — H for f. : Isox([z]) —
Isoy([y]). Then p is injective, and there exist open neighbourhoods U C X
and V CY of [z],[y] with f(W) C 'V, a linear action of H on R™ preserving
[O,oo)’C x R"* C R" where n = vdimY — vdimX > 0 and 0 < k < n, and a
L-morphism g : V — [[0,00)* x ]Rn_k/H} with giop([y]) = [0], fitting into a
2-Cartesian square in dOrb®:

u [*/G]

| 7 0.0y
v 2 [[0,00)k x R™™*/H].

If f is an sf-immersion then k = 0. If f is an s- or sf-embedding then p is an
isomorphism, and we may take W= f~ (V).
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14.6 Embedding d-orbifolds with corners into orbifolds

Section 7] discussed embeddings of d-manifolds X into manifolds Y. Our two
main results were Theorem [£.29] which gave necessary and sufficient conditions
on X for existence of embeddings f : X < R"™ for n > 0, and Theorem [£.32]
which showed that if an embedding f : X — Y exists with X a d-manifold and
Y = FgMan(y) then X ~ Sy g for open V C Y.

Section generalized 4.7 to d-manifolds with corners, requiring f : X <
Y to be an sf-embedding for the analogue of Theorem Section ex-
plained that while Theorem generalizes to d-orbifolds, we do not have a
good d-orbifold generalization of Theorem Thus, we do not have a useful
necessary and sufficient criterion for when a d-orbifold is principal.

As in [35] §12.6], the situation is the same for d-orbifolds with corners as for
d-orbifolds. Here is the analogue of Theorem

Theorem 14.18. Suppose X is a d-orbifold with corners, Y an orbifold with
corners, and f : X — Y an sf-embedding, in the sense of 144 Then there
exist an open suborbifold V CY with f(X) C 'V, a vector bundle € on 'V, and a
section s € C®(&) fitting into a 2-Cartesian diagram in dOrb®:

X 7 v
%3 7 oy
v s &,

where Y,V,E,s5,0 = FS?b”J’C (‘é, V, Totc(£), Totc(s),TotC(O)), in the notation of
1201 Thus X is equivalent to the ‘standard model’ 8y ¢ s of Example I4.3] and

s a principal d-orbifold with corners.

Again, in contrast to d-manifolds with corners, the author does not know
useful necessary and sufficient conditions for when a d-orbifold with corners ad-
mits an sf-embedding into an orbifold, or is a principal d-orbifold with corners.

14.7 Orientations on d-orbifolds with corners

Section (.8 discussed orientations on d-manifolds. This was extended to d-
manifolds with corners in 77 and to d-orbifolds in §IT.7 As in [35] §12.7], all
this generalizes easily to d-orbifolds with corners, so we will give few details.

If X is a d-orbifold with corners, the virtual cotangent bundle 7*X is a virtual
vector bundle on X. We define an orientation w on X to be an orientation on
the orientation line bundle Lr«y. The analogues of Example .36, Theorem
A3 Proposition [£38 Theorem [[.25, and Propositions and all hold
for d-orbifolds with corners.

14.8 Orbifold strata of d-orbifolds with corners

Sections 87 [@.2] MT.8] M2.5 and 037 discussed orbifold strata for Deligne—
Mumford C'*°-stacks, orbifolds, d-orbifolds, orbifolds with corners, and d-stacks
with corners. In [35 §12.8] we extend this to d-orbifolds with corners.
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Let X be a d-orbifold with corners and I' a finite group, so that §I3.7 gives
orbifold strata f)CF,jCF, f)ACF,f)Cl;,jCE, 565, which are d-stacks with corners. Use
the notation AT, AT/ Aut(T) of Definition Exactly as in the d-orbifold case
in §I1.8] there are natural decompositions

r I NP Yy _ YT, T _ T,
X = HAeAF X7, xF - HHGAF/Aut(F) xt = xF - HHEAF/Aut(F) xr =
r Tl _ ¥ T, T _ ST,
xo = HAGAF xo ) xla; - H,LLGAF/Aut(F) Xo Hv x£ - ]_LLGAF/Aut(F) Xo Mv

where DCF’)‘, ey X.* are d-orbifolds with corners with vdim X" = vdim DCE’)‘
= vdim X — dim A and vdimX™* = - . = vdim X5 = vdim X — dim -
The analogue of Proposition on orientations of orbifold strata X1,
" DM for oriented d-orbifolds X also holds for d-orbifolds with corners. In
an analogue of Corollary I2.I7, we can relate boundaries of orbifold strata to
orbifold strata of boundaries:

Proposition 14.19. Let X be a d-orbifold with corners, and T' a finite group.
Then Corollary gives 1-morphisms J¥(X) : (9X)T — a(X"), JT(X) :
(OX)T = (XL, JT(X) : (BBC)F — 8(XT) in dOrb®, which are equivalences
with open and closed subobjects in d(XT),d(XT), H(XL).

These restrict to 1-morphisms J=(X) : (0X)T* = 9(X™) in dOrbe for
A€ AL and JTH(X) 1 (9X)TH — 9(XTH), JTH(X) 1 (9X)TH — O(XTH) for
p € AU/ Aut(A), which are equivalences with open and closed d-suborbifolds.
Hence, if X" =0 then (8X)"> = 0, and similarly for X+ XT#.

Now suppose X is straight, in the sense of §I3.7 for instance X could be
a d-orbifold with boundary. Then JT(X),...,JUH(X) are equivalences, so that

(BX)F ~ a(XT), (9X)"A ~ d(X™™), and so on.

14.9 Kuranishi neighbourhoods, good coordinate systems

Section [[T.9 defined type A Kuranishi neighbourhoods, coordinate changes, and
good coordinate systems, on d-orbifolds. In [35, §12.9] we generalize these to
d-orbifolds with corners. The definitions in the corners case are obtained by re-
placing Man, Orb,dMan, dOrb by Man®, Orb®, dMan®, dOrb® throughout,
and making a few other easy changes such as taking the e;; to be sf-embeddings
in Definitions [T.28(c). For brevity we will not write the definitions out again,
but just indicate the differences.

Definition 14.20. Let X be a d-orbifold with corners. Define a type A Kuran-
ishi neighbourhood (V, E T s,4) on X following Definition [[T.24] but taking V'
to be a manifold with corners, and defining the principal d-orbifold with corners
[Sv.E,s/T] by combining Example [[3l and 132 as in 142

If (Vi, i, Ty, 8i,%,), (Vy, B, T, 55,1,) are type A Kuranishi neighbourhoods
on X with @ # v, ([Sv;.E,,s; /Ti]) N ;([Sv;,B;.s;/T;]) € X, define a type A coor-
dinate change (Vij, €ij, €ij, pij, ;) from (Vi, Ei, Uiy si,4p;) to (Vi By, Ty, 85,,)
following Definition [[T.25] but taking e;; : V;; — V; to be an sf-embedding of
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manifolds with corners, and defining the quotient 1-morphism [S,; e, pi;] by
combining Example [[4] and §13.2] as in §14.2

Define a type A good coordinate system on X following Definition [TT.20]
defining quotient 2-morphisms 7, = [0,74;x] in (d) using §I3.21 Let Y be a
manifold with corners, and h : X — Y a 1-morphism in dOrb®, where Y =
Fﬁgg‘f (Y). Define a type A good coordinate system for h : X — Y following

Definition
Here is the analogue of Theorem It is proved in [35, App. D].

Theorem 14.21. Suppose X is a d-orbifold with corners. Then there exists a
type A good coordinate system (I,<,(Vi,Ei,l"i,si,'t,bi),(Vij,eij,éij,pij,mj),%jk)
for X, in the sense of Definition IL20. If X is compact, we may take I
to be finite. If {U; : j € J} is an open cover of X, we may take X; =
¥, ([Sv,.E:.5:/Ti]) C W, for each i € I and some j; € J. If X is a d-orbifold
with boundary, we may take the V; to be manifolds with boundary.

Now let Y be a manifold with corners and h : X — Y = FIOb*(y) ¢
semisimple, flat 1-morphism in dOrb®. Then all the above extends to type A
good coordinate systems for h : X — Y, and we may take the g; : V; = Y to be
submersions in Man®.

We can regard Theorem [[4.2T] as a kind of converse to Theorem [[4T1l Note
that we make the extra assumption that h is semisimple and flat in the last
part. This happens automatically if Y is without boundary. Since submersions
in Man® are automatically semisimple and flat, h being semisimple and flat
is a necessary condition for the g; : V; = Y to be submersions. In [35] §12.9]
we also give ‘type B’ versions of Definition and Theorem [[4.2]] using the
‘standard model’ d-orbifolds with corners 8y ¢, and 1-morphisms 8 of
Examples T4.5HT4.6| instead of [Sv; g, s, /Ti] and [S,; e,;, pij]-

€ij,€ij

14.10 Semieffective and effective d-orbifolds with corners

Section IT.T0ldiscussed semieffective and effective d-orbifolds. As in [35] §12.10],
all this material extends to d-orbifolds with corners essentially unchanged. We
define semieffective and effective d-orbifolds with corners X following Definition
The analogues of Proposition I1.29 and the rest of §11.9] then hold, with
(d-)orbifolds replaced by (d-)orbifolds with corners throughout.

Proposition 14.22. Let X be an effective (or semieffective) d-orbifold with
corners. Then OFX is also effective (or semieffective), for all k > 0.

However, X (semi)effective does not imply Cy(X) (semi)effective.

15 D-manifold and d-orbifold bordism

In [35) Chap. 13] we discuss bordism groups of manifolds and orbifolds, defined
using manifolds, d-manifolds, orbifolds, and d-orbifolds. We can use these to
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prove that compact, oriented d-manifolds admit virtual cycles, and so can be
used in enumerative invariant problems. The same applies for compact, oriented
d-orbifolds, although the direct proof using bordism no longer works.

15.1 Classical bordism groups for manifolds

In [35, §13.1] we review background material on bordism from the literature.
Classical bordism groups M SOy (Y) were defined by Atiyah [5] for topological
spaces Y, using continuous maps f : X — Y for X a compact, oriented manifold.
Conner [15, 8] gives a good introduction. We define bordism By (Y") only for
manifolds Y, using smooth f: X — Y, following Conner’s differential bordism
groups [15, §1.9]. By [I5} Th. 1.9.1], the natural projection B (Y) — MSO(Y)
is an isomorphism, so our notion of bordism agrees with the usual definition.

Definition 15.1. Let Y be a manifold without boundary, and k € Z. Consider
pairs (X, f), where X is a compact, oriented manifold without boundary with
dimX =k, and f: X — Y is a smooth map. Define an equivalence relation ~
on such pairs by (X, f) ~ (X', f') if there exists a compact, oriented (k + 1)-
manifold with boundary W, a smooth map e : W — Y, and a diffeomorphism
of oriented manifolds j : —X IT X’ — W such that f II f' = e o iy o j, where
—X is X with the opposite orientation.

Write [ X, f] for the ~-equivalence class (bordism class) of a pair (X, f). For
each k € Z, define the k™ bordism group Br(Y) of Y to be the set of all such
bordism classes [X, f] with dim X = k. We give By(Y) the structure of an
abelian group, with zero element 0y = [0}, #], and addition given by [X, f] +
(X', f1=[X X' f1II f'], and additive inverses —[X, f] = [ X, f].

Define o™ : By(Y) — Hy(Y;Z) by IIPo™ : [X, f] — f.([X]), where
H,(—;Z) is singular homology, and [X] € Hy(X;Z) is the fundamental class.

If Y is oriented and of dimension n, there is a biadditive, associative, super-
commutative intersection product e : Bi(Y) X Bi(Y) = Bgti—n(Y), such that if
[X, ], [X’, f'] are classes in B,(Y), with f, f’ transverse, then the fibre product
X Xy, X' exists as a compact oriented manifold, and

[Xv f] ® [lefl] = [X XY, f lefoﬂ—X]'

As in [15] §1.5], bordism is a generalized homology theory. Results of Thom,
Wall and others in [15] §I.2] compute the bordism groups By (*) of the point *.
This partially determines the bordism groups of general manifolds Y, as there
is a spectral sequence H;(Y; Bj(*)) = Bt ;(Y).

15.2 D-manifold bordism groups

In [35, §13.2] we define d-manifold bordism by replacing manifolds X in pairs
[X, f] in §I501 by d-manifolds X. For simplicity, we identify the 2-category
dMan of d-manifolds X in §4.1] and the 2-subcategory dMan of d-manifolds
without boundary X = (X,0,0,0) in dMan® in §7.1], writing both as X.
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Definition 15.2. Let Y be a manifold without boundary, and k € Z. Consider
pairs (X, f), where X € dMan is a compact, oriented d-manifold without
boundary with vdimX = k, and f : X — Y is a l-morphism in dMan,
where Y = FgMan(y),

Define an equivalence relation ~ between such pairs by (X, f) ~ (X', f') if
there exists a compact, oriented d-manifold with boundary W with vdim W =
k+ 1, a 1-morphism e : W — Y in dManP, an equivalence of oriented d-
manifolds j : —X II X’ — OW, and a 2-morphism 7 : fII f' = eoiw o j.

Write [ X, f] for the ~-equivalence class (d-bordism class) of a pair (X, f).
For each k € Z, define the k** d-manifold bordism group, or d-bordism group,
dBy(Y) of Y to be the set of all such d-bordism classes [ X, f] with vdim X = k.
As for Bi(Y), we give dB(Y) the structure of an abelian group, with zero
element Oy = [@, 0], addition [X, f] +[X', f'] = [X T X', fII '], and additive
inverses —[ X, f] = [- X, f].

If Y is oriented and of dimension n, we define a biadditive, associative,
supercommutative intersection product e : dBy(Y) x dB;(Y) = dBj41-n(Y) by

[X,f].[X/,f/]:[X Xf£Y,f X/,foﬂx]. (151)

Here X x ¢y, p X' exists as a d-manifold by Theorem.23(a), and is oriented by
Theorem [4.37 Note that we do not need to restrict to [X, f], [X’, f'] with f, f’
transverse as in Definition [5.1} Define a morphism II{P° : By (Y) — dBy(Y)
for k > 0 by TIR° « [X, f] = [FREE™(X), Fyd™ ()]

In [35] §13.2] we prove that B.(Y) and dB.(Y) are isomorphic. See Spivak
[63, Th. 2.6] for the analogous result for Spivak’s derived manifolds.

Theorem 15.3. For any manifold Y, we have dBi(Y) = 0 for k < 0, and
Idbe . BL(Y) — dBy(Y) is an isomorphism for k > 0. When Y is oriented,
IIdbo jdentifies the intersection products e on B.(Y) and dB.(Y).

Here is the main idea in the proof of Theorem [[53 Let [X, f] € dBr(Y).
By Corollary .31] there exists an embedding g : X — R"™ for n > 0. Then
the direct product (f,g) : X — Y x R™ is also an embedding. Theorem
shows that there exist an open set V' C Y x R", a vector bundle £ — V
and s € C*°(FE) such that X ~ Sy p,. Let § € C®(F) be a small, generic
perturbation of s. As §is generic, the graph of § in E intersects the zero section
transversely. Hence X = 5-1(0) is a k-manifold for & > 0, which is compact
and oriented for § — s small, and X = @) for k < 0. Set f = Ty|% : X =Y.
Then II{%° ([X, f]) = [X, f], so that II{%° is surjective. A similar argument for
‘W, e in Definition shows that IIIP° is injective.

Theorem [I5.3] implies that we may define projections

ity dB(Y) — Hy(Y;Z) by TIEs = o™ o (TT5°) . (15.2)
We think of IT™ as a wvirtual class map. Virtual classes (or virtual cycles, or
virtual chains) are used in several areas of geometry to construct enumerative
invariants using moduli spaces. In algebraic geometry, Behrend and Fantechi [8]
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construct virtual classes for schemes with obstruction theories. In symplectic
geometry, there are many versions — see for example Fukaya et al. [20] §6], [19]
§A1], Hofer et al. [25], and McDuff [44].

The main message we want to draw from this is that compact oriented d-
manifolds admit virtual classes (or virtual cycles, or virtual chains, as appropri-
ate). Thus, we can use d-manifolds (and d-orbifolds) as the geometric structure
on moduli spaces in enumerative invariant problems such as Gromov—Witten
invariants, Lagrangian Floer cohomology, Donaldson-Thomas invariants, ...,
as this structure is strong enough to contain all the ‘counting’ information.

15.3 Classical bordism for orbifolds

In [35] §13.3] we generalize §I5.1] to orbifolds. Here we will be brief, much more
information is given in [35, §13.3]. We use the notation of §9 on orbifolds Orb
and §I2 on orbifolds with boundary OrbP freely. For simplicity we do not
distinguish between the 2-categories Orb in §0.1 and Orb in §I211

Definition 15.4. Let Y be an orbifold, and k € Z. Consider pairs (X, f), where
X is a compact, oriented orbifold (without boundary) with dimX = k, and
f: X — Yis a l-morphism in Orb. Define an equivalence relation ~ between
such pairs by (X, f) ~ (X, f’) if there exists a compact, oriented (k+1)-orbifold
with boundary W, a 1-morphism e : W — ) in OrbP, an orientation-preserving
equivalence j : —X IT X' — W, and a 2-morphism n : fII f' = eoiwoj
in OrbP.

Write [X, f] for the ~-equivalence class (bordism class) of a pair (X, f). For
each k € Z, define the k' orbifold bordism group B () of Y to be the set of
all such bordism classes [X, f] with dim X’ = k. Tt is an abelian group, with zero
0y = [0,0], addition [X, f] + [X', f/] = [Xx L X7, fII f'], and additive inverses
—[X, f] = [, f]. If k < 0 then BY™(Y) = 0.

Define effective orbifold bordism B§T()) in the same way, but requiring both
orbifolds X and orbifolds with boundary W to be effective (as in §9.1land §12.7])
in pairs (&, f) and the definition of ~.

If YV is an orbifold, define group morphisms

2« BET (V) — B (Y), Ty : BYP(V) — Hy(Viop; Q)
and  TI°9™ : BST(Y) — Hy,(Viop; Z)

by TSP ¢ [X, f] = [X, f] and TSI < (X, ] 5 (frop)([X]), where [A]
is the fundamental class of the compact, oriented k-orbifold X', which lies in
Hi(Xiop; Q) for general X, and in Hy(Xiop; Z) for effective X'. The morphisms
metb : B () — BO™(Y) are injective.

Suppose ) is an oriented orbifold of dimension n which is a manifold, that
is, the orbifold groups Isoy([y]) are trivial for all [y] € Viop. Define biadditive,
associative, supercommutative intersection products e : By () x BY™(Y) —
Byh_ (V) and e : BfT(V) x BfT(Y) — By, (V) as follows. Given classes
[X, f1,[X’, f'], we perturb f, " in their bordism classes to make f : X — ) and
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f': X’ = Y transverse 1-morphisms, and then as in (IEJ]) we set
(X, f]e [lef/] =[x XY f X’,foﬂx].

If Y is not a manifold then f, f/ may not admit transverse perturbations.

Again, orbifold bordism is a generalized homology theory. Results of Dr-
uschel [I6,17] and Angel [2H4] give a complete description of the rational ef-
fective orbifold bordism ring B () ®7 Q when ) is the point *, and some
information on the full ring B (). It is much more complicated than bordism
B.(x) for manifolds in §I5.1] because of contributions from orbifold strata.

As in §9.2] if X is an orbifold and T a finite group then we may define orbifold
strata XTA for A € AL and AT# for € AL/ Aut(T), which are orbifolds, with
proper l-morphisms O"*(X) : AT — X and OV#(X) : XT# — X. Hence,
if X is compact then XT* XT# are compact. If X is oriented then under
extra conditions on T, \, 4, which hold automatically for X if IT| is odd, we
can define natural orientations on AT, XTon, Using these ideas, under the
assumptions on I', \, i needed to orient X7, X1 we define morphisms

e« BEP (V) = By () by TL5 < [X, ] [XT2, fo OTA(X)), (15.3)

Moty = BEP(Y) = By u (V) by Tgihl < [X, f1 [XTF, f 0 OT (X)), (15.4)

One moral is that orbifold bordism groups B ()), BT()) are generally
much bigger than manifold bordism groups B.(Y"), because in elements [X, f]
of orbifold bordism groups extra information is contained in the orbifold strata

of X. The morphisms Horb , H o1 recover some of this extra information.

15.4 Bordism for d-orbifolds

In [35] §13.4] we combine the ideas of §15.2] and §I5.3] to define bordism for d-
orbifolds. For simplicity we do not distinguish between the 2-categories dOrb
in JITT and dOrb C dOrb® in {1411

Definition 15.5. Let ) be an orbifold, and k € Z. Consider pairs (X, f),
where X € dOrb is a compact, oriented d-orbifold without boundary with
vdim X =k, and f : X — Y is a l-morphism in dOrb, where Y = FZOrb(Y).

Define an equivalence relation ~ between such pairs by (X, f) ~ (X', f') if
there exists a compact, oriented d-orbifold with boundary W with vdim W =
k+1, a 1-morphism e : W — Y in dOrbP, an equivalence of oriented d-orbifolds
j:—XITX" — OW, and a 2-morphism n: fII f = eociwoj.

Write [X, f] for the ~-equivalence class (d-bordism class) of a pair (X, f).
For each k € Z, define the k' d-orbifold bordism group dB™(Y) of Y to be the
set of all such d-bordism classes [X, f] with vdim X = k. We give dBY™()) the
structure of an abelian group, with zero element 0y = [@, @], addition [X, f] +
(X', f]=[X X' f1If], and additive inverses —[X, f] = [ X, f].

Similarly, define the semieffective d-orbifold bordism group dB;*f()) and the
effective d-orbifold bordism group deH(y) as above, but taking X and ‘W to
be semieffective, or effective, respectively, in the sense of §JIT.10 and §I4.10
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If Y is oriented and of dimension n, we define a biadditive, associative, su-
percommutative intersection product e : dBg™(Y)xdBy™ (V) — dBy'Y,_,, (Y) by

(X, fle X', f]=[X x5y 5 X' forx],

as in (I5J). Here X x ¢y g X' exists in dOrb by Theorem [[T.I8a), and is
oriented by the d-orbifold analogue of Theorem [£.37
If YV is an orbifold, define group morphisms

I35, BYP(Y) — dBr (), I BRF (V) — dBT (D),
e = dBN(Y) — dBE(Y), Tl = dBR(Y) — dB(Y),  (15.5)
and I : dBH(Y) — dBY™P(Y)

sef

by Hiﬁg,ﬂg&ﬁ 2| f] = (X, f], where X, f = Fg?lfb(X,f), and Hffg&,ﬂgggb,
e (X, f] o (X, f).

sef

Here is the main result of [35] §13.4], an orbifold analogue of Theorem [I5.3
The key idea is that semieffective (or effective) d-orbifolds X can be perturbed to
(effective) orbifolds, as in JTT.I0F to make this rigorous, we use good coordinate
systems on X, as in §11.9

Theorem 15.6. For any orbifold Y, the maps 115 : Be™®(Y) — dB;*f(Y) and
et pef(y) — dBH(Y) in (I55) are isomorphisms for all k € Z.
As for (T5.2)), the theorem implies that we may define projections

L™ - dB (V) = Hi(Veop; Q). TIRF : dBET (V) — Hi(Viop: Z)
by HEg™ = TIRom o (TIeh) ! and TIHoF = TI0g™ o (TISGT) 1.

sef orb

We think of these TTh9™ TIHOM as wirtual class maps on dBH(Y), dBE(Y). In

sef
fact, with more work, one can also define virtual class maps on dBS™()):

5o, = dBY™ (V) — Hik(Viop; Q) (15.6)
satisfying HEZ?& o Hggb = Hi‘e"fm, for instance following the method of Fukaya et

al. [20, §6], [19, §A1] for virtual classes of Kuranishi spaces using ‘multisections’.

In future work the author intends to define a virtual chain construction for
d-manifolds and d-orbifolds, expressed in terms of new (co)homology theories
whose (co)chains are built from d-manifolds or d-orbifolds, as for the ‘Kuranishi
(co)homology’ described in [30,31].

As in fIT.8 if X is a d-orbifold and I" a finite group then we may define orb-
ifold strata X7 for A € AT and XT# for u € AT/ Aut(T"), which are d-orbifolds,
with proper l-morphisms O"*(X) : X — X and OT#(X) : X1+ - X.
Hence, if X is compact then AT, X+ are compact. If X is oriented and I’
is odd then we under extra conditions on p can define natural orientations on

XUA X0k, As in (I5.3)(I54), for such T', \, i we define morphisms
My, : ABZ (V) = dB g a(V) by T, < (X, f] 0 [T, 0 OTA()),

[ty = dBYP(Y) = dBRLy, (V) by Tyl : [X, f] = [XTH, f o O (X)].
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We can use these operators chﬁb to study the d-orbifold bordism ring
dBo™(x). Let I' be a finite group with |I'| odd, and R be a nontrivial I'-
representation. Define an element [* X g0 */T', 7| in dB°™S; (%), where R =
FgMan(R), and set A = [R] € AL. Then ch’);b’\([* Xo0,r,0 */T,m]) € dB§™ (%),
S0 Hggﬁ)onggb’\ ([* x0,r,0*/T, 7)) lies in HY™ (x; Q) = Q by (I5.0). Calculation
shows that TT5°% o ch’);b’\ ([* x0,r,0 */T,]) is either | Aut(I")|/|T'| or 0, depend-
ing on A. In the first case, [* X r,o */I', 7] has infinite order in dB°%, 5 ().
Extending this argument, we can show that dBSiP(+) has infinite rank for all
k < 0. In contrast, dB;* () = dBS () = 0 for all k < 0 by Theorem [[5.6]

16 Relation to other classes of spaces

In [35] Chap. 14] we study the relationships between d-manifolds and d-orbifolds
and other classes of geometric spaces in the literature. The next theorem sum-
marizes our results:

Theorem 16.1. We may construct ‘truncation functors’ from various classes
of geometric spaces to d-manifolds and d-orbifolds, as follows:

(a) There is a functor TIgYMan - : BManFS — Ho(dMan), where BManF'S
is a category whose objects are triples (V, E,s) of a Banach manifold V,
Banach wvector bundle E — V, and smooth section s : V — FE whose
linearization ds|, : T,V — E|, is Fredholm with index n € Z for each
x € V with s|, = 0, and Ho(dMan) is the homotopy category of the
2-category of d-manifolds dMan.

There is also an orbifold version ISP o : Ho(BOrbFS) — Ho(dOrb)

of this using Banach orbifolds V, and ‘corners’ versions of both.

(b) There is a functor TIgMan o : MPolFS — Ho(dMan), where MPolFS
is a category whose objects are triples (V, E, s) of an M-polyfold without
boundary V as in Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder [22] §3.3], a fillable strong
M-polyfold bundle E over V [22], §4.3], and an sc-smooth Fredholm section
s of E |22, §4.4] whose linearization ds|, : T,V — E|, [22 §4.4] has
Fredholm index n € Z for all x € V with s|, = 0.

There is also an orbifold version TIEOEE; : Ho(PolFS) — Ho(dOrb) of
this using polyfolds V, and ‘corners’ versions of both.

(c) Given a d-orbifold with corners X, we can construct a Kuranishi space
(X, k) in the sense of Fukaya, Oh, Ohta and Ono [19, §A], with the
same underlying topological space X . Conversely, given a Kuranishi space
(X, k), we can construct a d-orbifold with corners X'. Composing the two
constructions, X and X' are equivalent in dOrb®.

Very roughly speaking, this means that the ‘categories’ of d-orbifolds with
corners, and Kuranishi spaces, are equivalent. However, Fukaya et al. [19)
do not define morphisms of Kuranishi spaces, so we have no category of
Kuranishi spaces.
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(d) There is a functor TIZN2R . SchcObs — Ho(dMan), where SchcObs
is a category whose objects are triples (X, E®,¢), for X a separated, sec-
ond countable C-scheme and ¢ : E* — 1>_1(Lx) a perfect obstruction
theory on X with constant virtual dimension, in the sense of Behrend and
Fantechi [8]. We may define a natural orientation on IIgN2R (X E*. ¢)

for each (X, E*, ).

There is also an orbifold version TIZOTL. . Ho(StacObs) — Ho(dOrb),
taking X to be a Deligne-Mumford C-stack.

(€) There is a functor H‘éﬁ%‘é‘ch : Ho(QsDSche) — Ho(dMan), where
QsDSchg is the oco-category of separated, second countable, quasi-smooth
derived C-schemes X of constant dimension, as in Toén and Vezzosi

[56H58]. We may define a natural orientation on H%ﬁ%é‘ch (X) for each X.

There is also an orbifold version H‘é(s)]g%ta : Ho(QsDSta¢) — Ho(dOrb),
taking X to be a derived Deligne-Mumford C-stack.

(f) (Borisov [11]) There is a natural functor TIgMan - Ho(DerMank?) —
Ho(dMany,) from the homotopy category of the co-category DerMank?
of derived manifolds of finite type with pure dimension, in the sense of
Spivak [53], to the homotopy category of the full 2-subcategory dMang, of
principal d-manifolds in dMan. This functor induces a bijection between
isomorphism classes of objects in Ho(DerMang?) and Ho(dMany,). It
is full, but not faithful. If [f] is a morphism in Ho(DerManB?), then [f]

is an isomorphism if and only if TIEMan ([f]) is an isomorphism.

Here, as in §A3] if C is a 2-category (or co-category), the homotopy category
Ho(C) of C is the category whose objects are objects of C, and whose morphisms
are 2-isomorphism classes of 1-morphisms in C. Then equivalences in C become
isomorphisms in Ho(C), 2-commutative diagrams in C become commutative
diagrams in Ho(C), and so on.

One moral of Theorem [I6.1]is that essentially every geometric structure on
moduli spaces which is used to define enumerative invariants, either in differ-
ential geometry, or in algebraic geometry over C, has a truncation functor to
d-manifolds or d-orbifolds. Combining Theorem [I6.1] with proofs from the lit-
erature of the existence on moduli spaces of the geometric structures listed in
Theorem [I6.1] in [35, Chap. 14] we deduce:

Theorem 16.2. (i) Any solution set of a smooth nonlinear elliptic equation
with fized topological invariants on a compact manifold naturally has the struc-
ture of a d-manifold, uniquely up to equivalence in dMan.

For example, let (M, g),(N,h) be Riemannian manifolds, with M compact.
Then the family of harmonic maps f : M — N is a d-manifold Hy N with
vdimHprn =0. If M =S8, then Harn is the moduli space of parametrized
closed geodesics in (N, h).

(ii) Let (X,w) be a compact symplectic manifold of dimension 2n, and J an
almost complex structure on X compatible with w. For B € Ho(X,Z) and
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g,m =0, write M, (X, J, B) for the moduli space of stable triples (X, Z,u) for
Y a genus g prestable Riemann surface with m marked points Z = (21,...,2m)
and u : ¥ — X a J-holomorphic map with [u(X)] = S in Hy(X,Z). Using
results of Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder [27] involving their theory of polyfolds,
we can make My,m (X, J, B) into a compact, oriented d-orbifold Mgy (X, J, ).

(iii) Let (X, w) be a compact symplectic manifold, J an almost complex structure
on X compatible with w, and Y a compact, embedded Lagrangian submanifold in
X. For B € Hy(X,Y;Z) and k > 0, write My(X,Y, J,3) for the moduli space
of J-holomorphic stable maps (X, Z,u) to X from a prestable holomorphic
disc X with k boundary marked points Z = (z1,...,2x), with uw(0X) C Y and
[w(X)] = B in Ho(X,Y;Z). Using results of Fukaya, Oh, Ohta and Ono [19, §7—
§8] involving their theory of Kuranishi spaces, we can make My (X,Y, J, 3) into a
compact d-orbifold with corners My(X,Y, J,3). Given a relative spin structure
for (X,Y), we may define an orientation on My(X,Y,J, ).

(iv) Let X be a complex projective manifold, and Mg, (X, ) the Deligne—
Mumford moduli C-stack of stable triples (X,Z,u) for ¥ a genus g prestable
Riemann surface with m marked points Z = (z1,...,2m) and u : ¥ — X a
morphism with u.([X]) = f € Ho(X;Z). Then Behrend [0] defines a perfect
obstruction theory on My m (X, B), so we can make M (X, B) into a compact,
oriented d-orbifold Mg (X, 3).

(v) Let X be a complex algebraic surface, and M a stable moduli C-scheme of
vector bundles or coherent sheaves E on X with fized Chern character. Then
Mochizuki [46] defines a perfect obstruction theory on M, so we can make M
into an oriented d-manifold M.

(vi) Let X be a complex Calabi-Yau 3-fold or smooth Fano 3-fold, and M a
stable moduli C-scheme of coherent sheaves E on X with fixed Hilbert polyno-
mial. Then Thomas [54] defines a perfect obstruction theory on M, so we can
make M into an oriented d-manifold M.

(vii) Let X be a smooth complex projective 3-fold, and M a moduli C-scheme of
‘stable PT pairs’ (C,D) in X, where C C X is a curve and D C C is a divisor.
Then Pandharipande and Thomas [B0] define a perfect obstruction theory on
M, so we can make M into a compact, oriented d-manifold M.

(ix) Let X be a complex Calabi-Yau 3-fold, and M a separated moduli C-
scheme of simple perfect compleves in the derived category DPcoh(X). Then
Huybrechts and Thomas [28] define a perfect obstruction theory on M, so we
can make M into an oriented d-manifold M.

A consequence of Theorems [IG.1] and is that we can use d-manifolds
and d-orbifolds in many areas of differential and algebraic geometry to do with
moduli spaces, enumerative invariants, Floer homology theories, and so on.
Working with d-manifolds and d-orbifolds instead of the geometric structures
currently in use may lead to new results, or simplifications of known proofs. We
discuss some applications in symplectic geometry:

Remark 16.3. (a) Suppose (X,w) is a compact symplectic manifold, and
choose an almost complex structure J on X compatible with w. Let g, m be non-
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negative integers, and 8 € Ho(X;Z). Consider the moduli space /\7lg7m(X, B)
of genus g stable J-holomorphic curves (X, Z, u) with m marked points in ho-
mology class § in X. Using Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder [27], Theorem [[6.2(ii)
makes M, (X, B) into a compact, oriented d-orbifold M (X, J, B).

There are evaluation maps ev; : My (X, J,8) — X for i = 1,...,m
mapping ev; : (X, Z,u) — u(z;). Also, if 2¢g + m > 3 there is a projection
Tgm @ Mgm(X,J,8) — Mg, mapping ev; : (3,Z,u) — %, where Mg, is
the moduli space of Deligne-Mumford stable Riemann surfaces of genus g with
m marked points, a compact orbifold of real dimension 2(m + 3g — 3), and X
is the stabilization of ¥. As in [35, §14.2], these lift naturally to 1-morphisms
ev; : My, (X,J,8) = X and 7y, : My (X, J,3) = Mg, in dOrb, where
X = Fyan (X) and Mg = FSP (Mg.m).

Define the Gromov-Witten d-orbifold bordism invariant GW(f)%b(X ,w, B) by

dorb
GWq)m (X,OJ, /B) =

[Myn (X, J, B),evi x---xevy,] €dBgP(X™), 9g+m<3,
[Mgm(X,J,B),eviX- - XeVy Xy m| €BIP(X™x Mg m), 2g+m>3,

where k = ¢1(X) -8+ (n — 3)(1 — g) + m, with dimX = 2n. As in [35]
§14.2], we can prove this is independent of the choice of almost complex structure
J on X. This is because any two choices Jy,.J1 for J may be joined by a
smooth path of almost complex structures J;, t € [0,1] compatible with w.
One can then make Hte[O,l] Mg.m (X, Ji, B) into a compact oriented d-orbifold
with boundary, whose boundary is My (X, Ji, 8) II =M, (X, Jo, 3), and
this defines a bordism between the moduli spaces for Jy and J;.
Applying the virtual class maps Hggﬁ; in (I56) gives homology classes

m.
Hgg;% (GWd%b(X, w, ﬂ)) c Hyy, (X 7@)7_ 2g +m <3,
& H2k (Xm X (Mg,m)top;(@)u 2g+m 2 3.
These homology classes are essentially the Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, w),
as in Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder [27] or Fukaya and Ono [20].

As in §I5.4] d-orbifold bordism groups are far larger than homology groups,
and can have infinite rank even in negative degrees. Therefore the new invari-
ants GW;%b (X,w,B) contain more information than conventional Gromouv-
Witten invariants, in particular, on the orbifold strata of the moduli spaces
M (X, J, B), which can be recovered by applying the functors chﬁb of 154
Since the dB™(—) are defined over Z rather than Q, these new invariants may
be good tools for studying integrality properties of Gromov—Witten invariants.

(b) Let (X, J) be a projective complex manifold, with Kéhler form w. Consider
the moduli space M ,,,(X, 3) of genus g stable J-holomorphic curves with m
marked points in class § € Ho(X;Z) in X. As in (a), by constructing a virtual
class [My.m(X, B)]virt, we define the Gromov—Witten invariants of X.

We can do this in two different ways. In symplectic geometry, by Hofer,

Wysocki and Zehnder [27] we can write M, (X, 3) as the zeroes of a Fredholm
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section of a polyfold bundle over a polyfold, as in Theorem [[6.2((ii). In algebraic
geometry, as in Behrend [6] we can make M, ,,(X, 3) into a Deligne-Mumford
C-stack with obstruction theory, as in Theorem [[6.2(iv). We then apply the
virtual class construction for polyfolds [25] or stacks with obstruction theories [8]
to define the virtual class, and the Gromov—Witten invariants.

A priori it is not clear that the symplectic and algebraic routes give the
same Gromov—Witten invariants (though it is generally accepted that they do).
Comparing the two is difficult, as the techniques used are so different.

Now by Theorem [6.1(b),(d) we can make M, ,,,(X, 3) into a compact ori-
ented d-orbifold M, (X, J, B)sym or My (X, J, B)alg in two different ways, by
applying the truncation functors from polyfolds and Deligne-Mumford C-stacks
with obstruction theories. Then we could apply a virtual class construction for
d-orbifolds, as discussed in §15.4] to define Gromov—Witten invariants.

Thus, d-orbifolds provide a bridge between symplectic and algebraic geome-
try, and a means to compare symplectic and algebraic Gromov—Witten theory.
To use d-orbifolds to prove that symplectic and algebraic Gromov—Witten in-
variants coincide, we would have to do two things. Firstly, we would have to
show that the virtual class constructions for polyfolds and Deligne-Mumford
stacks with obstruction theories, yield the same answer as applying the trunca-
tion functors to d-orbifolds and then applying the virtual class construction for
d-orbifolds. This does not look difficult.

Secondly, we would have to compare the d-orbifolds ./\_/lgm(X ,J, B)sym and
./\_/lg,m(X, J, B)alg- The author does not expect these to be equivalent in dOrb.
This is because the smooth structure near singular curves depends on a choice
of gluing profile ¢ : (0,1] — [0, 00), in the language of Hofer et al. [20, §4.2], [27]
§2.1]. As in [27, §2.1], the gluing profiles used to construct Mg (X, J, 8)sym
and M (X, J, B)aig are o(r) = e'/" — e and ¢(r) = — - In7, respectively.
However, the author expects that Mg (X, J, B)sym and My (X, J, B)alg are
naturally bordant, so they define the same Gromov—Witten d-orbifold bordism
invariants in (a), and the same Gromov-Witten invariants.

(c) Some areas of symplectic geometry — Lagrangian Floer cohomology, Fukaya
categories, contact homology, and Symplectic Field Theory — involve compact
moduli spaces M of J-holomorphic curves ¥ which either have boundary in
a Lagrangian submanifold, or have ends asymptotic to cones on a Reeb orbit.
Then M naturally becomes a d-orbifold with corners M., as in Theorem [16.2(iii)
above, where the boundary 0M parametrizes real codimension one bubbling
behaviour of the curves ¥. This situation does not arise in (complex) algebraic
geometry, where real codimension one singular behaviour does not occur.

For a moduli space M with corners, we cannot define a virtual class [./\71]\,1”
in some homology group H,(X). Instead, we can only construct a (nonunique,
and depending on choices) virtual chain My in the chains (C* (X ),8) of a
homology theory H,(X), where 5(./\71Virt) € C,_1(X) is a virtual chain for O M.
In applications (as in the Lagrangian Floer cohomology of Fukaya et al. [19],
for instance), one wants to choose My so that 8(/\_/lvirt) is compatible with
choices of virtual chains for other moduli spaces. This leads to difficult technical
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issues about virtual chains, and some ugly homological algebra.

The author believes that these areas of symplectic geometry involving ‘mod-
uli spaces with corners’ can be made simpler, more elegant, and less technical,
by writing them in terms of d-orbifolds with corners. There are two parts to
this. Firstly, by developing a well-behaved 2-category dOrb€ of d-orbifolds with
corners, we have made it easy to state precise relationships between boundaries
of moduli spaces and other moduli spaces. For example, for the moduli spaces
M(X,Y, J,3) of Theorem [[6.2(iii), the Kuranishi space boundary formula of
Fukaya et al. [I9, Prop. 8.3.3] translates to an equivalence in dOrb®:

aﬂk(Xu Yu J7 B) ~ H Mi+1(X7KJ77) Xevi+1,y,evj'+1 Mj-‘rl(XaKJa 5)7
i+j=k, B=v+0

where the fibre products exist in dOrb® by Theorem [[Z.1%(a).

Secondly, in future work the author intends to define a virtual chain con-
struction for d-manifolds and d-orbifolds with corners, expressed in terms of
new (co)homology theories whose (co)chains are built from d-manifolds or d-
orbifolds with corners, as for the ‘Kuranishi (co)homology’ described in [3031].
Defining virtual chains for moduli spaces in this homology theory would be al-
most trivial, and would not involve perturbing the moduli space. Many issues
to do with transversality would also become trivial.

Finally, we note that d-manifolds should not be confused with differential
graded manifolds, or dg-manifolds. This term is used in two senses, in algebraic
geometry to mean a special kind of dg-scheme, as in Ciocan-Fontanine and
Kapranov [I4] Def. 2.5.1], and in differential geometry to mean a supermanifold
with extra structure, as in Cattaneo and Schétz [I2, Def. 3.6]. In both cases, a
dg-manifold & is roughly the total space of a graded vector bundle E*® over a
manifold V', with a vector field @ of degree 1 satisfying [@Q, Q] = 0.

For example, if E is a vector bundle over V and s € C*°(FE), we can make
FE into a dg-manifold € by giving E the grading —1, and taking @ to be the
vector field on E corresponding to s. To this & we can associate the d-manifold
Sv,g,s from Example @4l Note that Sy g s only knows about an infinitesimal
neighbourhood of s71(0) in V, but & remembers all of V, E, s.

A Categories and 2-categories

We now explain the background in category theory we need. Some good refer-
ences are Behrend et al. [7, App. B], and MacLane [43] for AT} §A2l

A.1 Basics of category theory

For completeness, here are the basic definitions in category theory, as in [43] §I].

Definition A.1. A category (or 1-category) C consists of a proper class of
objects Obj(C), and for all X, Y € Obj(C) a set Hom(X,Y') of morphisms f
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from X to Y, written f: X — Y, and for all X, Y € Obj(C) a composition map
o:Hom(X,Y)x Hom(Y, Z) — Hom(X, Z), written (f, g) — go f. Composition
must be associative, that is, if f : W — X, g: X - Y and h: Y — Z are
morphisms in C then (hog)o f=ho (go f). For each X € Obj(C) there must
exist an identity morphism idx : X — X such that foidx = f =idy o f for
all f: X - Y inC.

A morphism f: X — Y is an isomorphism if there exists f ™' : Y — X with
f~lof=1idx and fo f~! =idy. A category C is called a groupoid if every
morphism is an isomorphism. In a (small) groupoid C, for each X € Obj(C) the
set Hom(X, X) of morphisms f : X — X form a group.

If C is a category, the opposite category C°P is C with the directions of all
morphisms reversed. That is, we define Obj(C°?) = Obj(C), and for all X, Y, Z €
Obj(C) we define Homeor (X,Y) = Home (Y, X),and for f: X =Y, ¢9:Y = Z
in C we define f ocor g = go¢ f, and ideor X = id¢ X.

Given categories C,D, the product category C x D has objects (W, X) in
Obj(C) x Obj(D) and morphisms f x g : (W, X) — (Y, Z) when f: W =Y is
a morphism in C and ¢ : X — Z is a morphism in D, in the obvious way.

We call D a subcategory of C if Obj(D) C Obj(C), and Homp(X,Y) C
Home(X,Y) for all X,Y € Obj(D). We call D a full subcategory if also
Homp(X,Y) = Home (X,Y) for all X,Y.

Definition A.2. Let C, D be categories. A (covariant) functor F : C — D gives,
for all objects X in C an object F(X) in D, and for all morphisms f: X — Y
in C a morphism F(f) : F(X) — F(Y), such that F(go f) = F(g) o F(f) for
all f: X =Y, g:Y = ZinC, and F(idx) = idp(x) for all X € Obj(C). A
contravariant functor F : C — D is a covariant functor F : C°? — D.

Functors compose in the obvious way. Each category C has an obvious iden-
tity functor ide : C — C with ide(X) = X and ide(f) = f for all X, f. A functor
F : C — D is called full if the maps Hom¢(X,Y) — Homp(F(X), F(Y)),
f — F(f) are surjective for all X,Y € Obj(C), and faithful if the maps
Home(X,Y) — Homp(F(X), F(Y)) are injective for all X, Y € Obj(C).

Let C,D be categories and F, G : C — D be functors. A natural transforma-
tion n: F = G gives, for all objects X in C, a morphism n(X) : F(X) - G(X)
such that if f: X — Y is a morphism in C then n(Y) o F(f) = G(f) on(X) as
a morphism F(X) — G(Y) in D. We call  a natural isomorphism if n(X) is
an isomorphism for all X € Obj(C).

An equivalence between categories C, D consists of functors F' : C — D and
G : D — C with natural isomorphisms nn: Go F = id¢, ( : F o G = idp.

It is a fundamental principle of category theory that equivalent categories
C, D should be thought of as being ‘the same’, and naturally isomorphic functors
F,G : C — D should be thought of as being ‘the same’. Note that equivalence
of categories C, D is much weaker than strict isomorphism: isomorphism classes
of objects in C are naturally in bijection with isomorphism classes of objects in
D, but there is no relation between the sizes of the isomorphism classes, so that
C could have many more objects than D, for instance.
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A.2 Limits, colimits and fibre products in categories

We shall be interested in various kinds of limits and colimits in our categories
of spaces. These are objects in the category with a universal property with
respect to some class of diagrams. For an introduction to limits and colimits in
category theory, see MacLane [43] §I1I]. Here are the basic definitions:

Definition A.3. Let C be a category. A diagram A in C is a class of objects .S;
in C for i € I, and a class of morphisms p; : Sy;) — Se(;) in C for j € J, where
b,e:J — I. The diagram is called finite if I,.J are finite sets.

A limit of the diagram A is an object L in C and morphisms 7; : L — §; for
i € I such that p; o my(;) = me(;) for all j € J, which has the universal property
that given L' € C and 7} : L' — S, for i € I with p; o 7Tzl;(j) = wé(j) for all j € J,
there is a unique morphism A : L' — L with #, =m; o A for all ¢ € I.

A fibre product is a limit of a diagram X —L» Z <" V. The limit object W
is often written X x4 7, Y or X Xz Y, and the diagram

W—Y

Y
X 7

is called a Cartesian square in the category C. A terminal object is a limit of
the empty diagram.

A colimit of the diagram A is an object L in C and morphisms A; : S; — L
for i € I such that Ayjy = Ag(y) o pj for all j € J, which has the universal
property that given L' € C and X} : S; — L’ for ¢ € I with )\g(j) = )\é(j) o pj for
all j € J, there is a unique morphism 7 : L — L' with \; = wo \; for all i € I.

A pushout is a colimit of a diagram X «— W Ly
If a limit or colimit exists, it is unique up to unique isomorphism in C. We
say that all finite limits, or all fibre products exist in C, if limits exist for all

finite diagrams, or for all diagrams X Iz y respectively.

A.3 2-categories

Next we discuss 2-categories. A good reference for our purposes is Behrend et
al. [7, App. B], and Kelly and Street [37] is also helpful.

Definition A.4. A 2-category C (also called a strict 2-category) consists of a
proper class of objects Obj(C), for all X,Y € Obj(C) a category Hom(X,Y),
for all X € Obj(C) an object idx in Hom(X, X) called the identity 1-morphism,
and for all X|Y,Z € Obj(C) a functor uxy,z : Hom(X,Y) x Hom(Y, Z) —
Hom(X, Z). These must satisfy the identity property, that px x y(idx,—) =
px, v,y (—,idy) =idgom(x,y) as functors Hom(X,Y) — Hom(X,Y’), and the as-
sociativity property, that pw,y,z o (uw,x,y X idHom(y,2)) = #w,x,2z © (idomw,x)
X px,y,z) as functors Hom(W, X) x Hom(X,Y) x Hom(Y, Z) — Hom(W, X),
forall W, X,Y, Z.
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Objects f of Hom(X,Y') are called 1-morphisms, written f : X — Y. For
I-morphisms f,g : X — Y, morphisms n € Homgom(x,v)(f,9) are called 2-
morphisms, written n : f = g. Thus, a 2-category has objects X, and two kinds
of morphisms, l-morphisms f : X — Y between objects, and 2-morphisms
n : f = g between l-morphisms. In many examples, all 2-morphisms are
2-isomorphisms (i.e. have an inverse), so that the categories Hom(X,Y") are
groupoids. Such 2-categories are called (2,1)-categories.

This is quite a complicated structure. There are three kinds of composition
in a 2-category, satisfying various associativity relations. If f : X — Y and ¢ :
Y — Z are 1-morphisms then ux vy, z(f,g) is the composition of 1-morphisms,
written go f : X — Z. If f,g,h : X — Y are l-morphisms and n : f = g,
¢ : g = h are 2-morphisms then composition of 7, ¢ in the category Hom(X,Y)
gives the vertical composition of 2-morphisms of n,(, written (©®n: f = h, as
a diagram

f
TR ;

Y - X7 Yoy (A1)

X—
SO e T
h

And if f,f : X - Y and g, : Y — Z are l-morphisms and 7 : f = f,
¢ : g = § are 2-morphisms then px y,z(n,¢) is the horizontal composition of

2-morphisms, written ( xn:go f = go f, as a diagram

! g gof
X7 Y v ¢ Nz - X7 ez (A2
~ Y 7 ~_ " 7 ~ Vo
7 7 507

There are also two kinds of identity: identity 1-morphisms idx : X — X and
identity 2-morphisms idy : f = f.

A basic example is the 2-category of categories €at, with objects categories
C, 1-morphisms functors F' : C — D, and 2-morphisms natural transformations
n: F = G for functors F,G : C — D. Orbifolds naturally form a 2-category, as
do Deligne-Mumford stacks and Artin stacks in algebraic geometry.

In a 2-category C, there are three notions of when objects X,Y in C are
‘the same’: equality X =Y, and isomorphism, that is we have 1-morphisms
f: X =Y g:Y = X withgof=1idx and f og = idy, and equivalence,
that is we have l-morphisms f : X — Y, g : Y — X and 2-isomorphisms
n:go f=1idx and ¢ : f o g = idy. Usually equivalence is the most useful.

Let C be a 2-category. The homotopy category Ho(C) of C is the category
whose objects are objects of C, and whose morphisms [f] : X — Y are 2-
isomorphism classes [f] of 1-morphisms f : X — Y in C. Then equivalences
in C become isomorphisms in Ho(C), 2-commutative diagrams in C become
commutative diagrams in Ho(C), and so on.
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As in Borceux [10, §7.7], there is also a second kind of 2-category, called
a weak 2-category (or bicategory), which we will not define in detail. In a
weak 2-category, compositions of 1-morphisms need only be associative up to
(specified) 2-isomorphisms. That is, part of the data of a weak 2-category C is a
2-isomorphism a(f, g, h) : (hog)of = ho(go f) for all 1-morphisms f: W — X
g: X =Y h:Y — Zin C. A strict 2-category C can be made into a weak
2-category by putting a(f, g, h) = idnogoys for all f, g, h.

Some categorical constructions naturally yield weak 2-categories rather than
strict 2-categories, e.g. the weak 2-categories of orbifolds defined by Pronk [51]
and Lerman [39, §3.3] mentioned in §9.01 Every weak 2-category is equivalent
as a weak 2-category to a strict 2-category (that is, weak 2-categories can be
strictified), so we lose little by working only with strict 2-categories.

A.4 Fibre products in 2-categories

Commutative diagrams in 2-categories should in general only commute up to
(specified) 2-isomorphisms, rather than strictly. Then we say the diagram 2-
commutes. A simple example of a commutative diagram in a 2-category C is

x / E"X z

which means that X,Y,Z are objects of C, f : X — Y, g :Y — Z and
h: X — Z are 1-morphisms in C, and 1 : go f = h is a 2-isomorphism.

The generalizations of limit and colimit to 2-categories turn out to be rather
complicated. As in [I0, §7] there are many different kinds — 2-limits, bilimits,
pseudolimits, lax limits, and weighted limits (or indexed limits), depending on
whether one considers diagrams to commute on the nose, up to 2-isomorphism,
or up to 2-morphisms, and what kind of universal property one requires. Our
definition of fibre product, following Behrend et al. [7, Def. B.13], is actually an
example of a pseudolimit.

Definition A.5. Let C be a 2-category and g : X — Z, h : Y — Z be
1-morphisms in C. A fibre product X Xz Y in C consists of an object W, 1-
morphisms e : W — X and f: W — Y and a 2-isomorphism 7 : goe = ho f
in C, so that we have a 2-commutative diagram

W Y
fe g , 0} (A.3)
X A

with the following universal property: suppose ¢ : W/ — X and f': W/ — Y
are 1-morphisms and 1’ : go e’ = ho f’ is a 2-isomorphism in C. Then there
should exist a 1-morphism b : W’ — W and 2-isomorphisms ¢ : eo b = ¢/,
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0 : fob= f’such that the following diagram of 2-isomorphisms commutes:

goeob:dhofob
*i
idg*¢{) K /b {idp0

goe/$hof‘

Furthermore, if b, f .0 are alternative choices of b, , 6 then there should exist a
unique 2-isomorphism € : b = b with

(=CO(id.xe) and =006 (ids *e).

We call such a fibre product diagram ([A3) a 2-Cartesian square.

If a fibre product X Xz Y in C exists then it is unique up to equivalence in
C. If C is a category, that is, all 2-morphisms are identities idy : f = f, this
definition of fibre products in C coincides with that in §A.2]

Orbifolds, and stacks in algebraic geometry, form 2-categories, and Definition
[A.His the right way to define fibre products of orbifolds or stacks, as in [7]. One
can also define pushouts in a 2-category C in a dual way to Definition [A.5]
reversing directions of morphisms.
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Glossary of Notation

Bi(Y) classical bordism group of manifold Y, 141

BY™®(Y) orbifold bordism group of orbifold Y, 143

B,jﬁ (YV) effective orbifold bordism group of orbifold Y, 143

C, C : Man® — Man® ‘corner functors’ for manifolds with corners, 43
C,C : dSpa® — dSpa® ‘corner functors’ for d-spaces with corners, 52
C, C : Orb® — Orb® ‘corner functors’ for orbifolds with corners, 117

C,C : dSta® — dSta® ‘corner functors’ for d-stacks with corners, 126
¢, D € ... C™-rings, 8

C*°Rings category of C*°-rings, 8

C=°Sch category of C'*°-schemes, 10

C°°Sch!f

SsC

18
C°°Sta 2-category of C'*°-stacks, 68
dB(Y) d-manifold bordism group of manifold Y, 142
dBg™*(Y) d-orbifold bordism group of orbifold Y, 144
dBZEf(y) semieffective d-orbifold bordism group of orbifold ), 144
dBg(Y) effective d-orbifold bordism group of orbifold Y, 144

category of separated, second countable, locally fair C'°°-schemes,

8iX sets of decomposition 0X = BiX 1107 X of boundary X induced by

f: X —Y in Man®, 42

8jc:X sets of decomposition 90X = (ﬂX 167X of boundary X induced by

1-morphism f : X — Y in dSpa®, 49

81()6 sets of decomposition 90X = 8_{()6 1197 X of boundary 0X induced by

1-morphism f: X — Y in Orb®, 115

82{96 sets of decomposition 90X = 8_{96 167X of boundary 0X induced by

1-morphism f: X — Y in dSta®, 124
dMan 2-category of d-manifolds, 23

dMan 2-subcategory of d-manifolds with corners equivalent to d-manifolds,

57
dMan 2-subcategory of d-orbifolds equivalent to d-manifolds, 96
dMan® 2-category of d-manifolds with boundary, 57

dMan® 2-category of d-manifolds with corners, 57

dMan® 2-category of disjoint unions of d-manifolds with corners of different

dimensions, 58

dMan® 2-subcategory of d-orbifolds with corners equivalent to d-manifolds

with corners, 131
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DMC®Sta 2-category of Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks, 72
DMC®Stalf 2-category of locally fair Deligne-Mumford C'*-stacks, 72

DMC®Stalf_ 2-category of separated, second countable, locally fair Deligne—

Mumford C*°-stacks, 72
dOrb  2-category of d-orbifolds, 96
dOrb  2-subcategory of d-orbifolds with corners equivalent to d-orbifolds, 130
dOrb? 2-category of d-orbifolds with boundary, 130
dOrb® 2-category of d-orbifolds with corners, 130

dOrb®  2-category of disjoint unions of d-orbifolds with corners of different
dimensions, 132

dSpa  2-category of d-spaces, 18

dSpa  2-subcategory of d-spaces with corners equivalent to d-spaces, 48
dSpa 2-subcategory of d-stacks equivalent to d-spaces, 89

dSpaP 2-category of d-spaces with boundary, 48

dSpa® 2-category of d-spaces with corners, 47

dgpaC 2-subcategory of d-stacks with corners equivalent to d-spaces with
corners, 122

dSta 2-category of d-stacks, 89

dSta 2-subcategory of d-stacks with corners equivalent to d-stacks, 122
dStaP®  2-category of d-stacks with boundary, 122

dSta® 2-category of d-stacks with corners, 121

0X boundary of a manifold with corners X, 39
oX boundary of a d-space with corners X, 48
oX boundary of an orbifold with corners X, 114
0X boundary of a d-stack with corners X, 122

(€%, ¢) virtual quasicoherent sheaf, or virtual vector bundle, 27
iy v : Sv is = Sv,g,s inclusion of open set in ‘standard model” d-manifold, 25

iy v 1 Sy Bs — Sv,E,s inclusion of open set in ‘standard model’ d-manifold
with corners, 59

ipy : Syé s — Sy inclusion of open set in ‘standard model’ d-orbifold, 98

1oy 8V 5 — Svye, s inclusion of open set in ‘standard model’ d-orbifold with
corners, 132

ix : 0X — X inclusion of boundary 0X into a manifold with corners X, 40
tx : 0X — X inclusion of boundary 0X into a d-space with corners X, 47
i : OX — X inclusion of boundary 0X into an orbifold with corners X, 112
i : OX — X inclusion of boundary 0X into a d-stack with corners X, 121
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Jxr: X" < X inclusion of I'-fixed d-subspace X' in a d-space X, 22

Jxr: X I' < X inclusion of I'-fixed subset X' in a manifold with corners X,

46
Jxr: X! < X inclusion of I-fixed d-subspace X! in a d-space with corners
X, 56
AT lattice generated by nontrivial representations of a finite group I', 84
Aljr ‘positive cone’ of classes of I'-representations in lattice A", 84

L+ 4) orientation line bundle of a virtual vector bundle (£°, ¢), 37
Lr«x orientation line bundle of a d-manifold X, 37

Lrsx orientation line bundle of a d-manifold with corners X, 66
Lo orientation line bundle of a d-orbifold X', 105

Lo orientation line bundle of a d-orbifold with corners X, 138
Man category of manifolds

Man 2-subcategory of d-spaces equivalent to manifolds, 18
ManP  category of manifolds with boundary, 40

Man® category of manifolds with corners, 40

Man® category of disjoint unions of manifolds with corners of different di-
mensions, 43

Man®  2-subcategory of d-spaces with corners equivalent to manifolds with

corners, 51
Nx conormal line bundle of X in X for a d-space with corners X, 47
Nx conormal line bundle of 9X in X for a d-stack with corners X, 121

O(s) an error term in the ideal generated by a section s € C*°(E), 24
O(s?)  an error term in the ideal generated by s ® s for s € C*°(E), 24

OF'(X),0" (X),0r(Xx), 0V (X) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata XT,..., XT of a
Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack X', 77

O''(x),0"(x),0F (x),0F (X) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata &7, ..., XL of
a d-stack X, 94

OF (X), 0T (X), 0L (X), OF(X) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata XT,..., XL of an
orbifold with corners X, 119

O'(X), 0" (X), 0 (X), OX(X) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata X", ..., XL of a
d-stack with corners X, 129

wx orientation on line bundle N'x for a d-space with corners X, 47
wx orientation on line bundle Ny for a d-stack with corners X, 121
Orb 2-category of orbifolds, 81

Orb 2-subcategory of d-stacks equivalent to orbifolds, 89

Orb 2-subcategory of orbifolds with corners equivalent to orbifolds, 112
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OrbP  2-category of orbifolds with boundary, 112
Orb° 2-category of orbifolds with corners, 112

Orb°® 2-subcategory of d-stacks with corners equivalent to orbifolds with
corners, 122

Orb°® 2-category of disjoint unions of orbifolds with corners of different di-
mensions, 116

Oy : €" — € operations on C*°-ring €, for smooth f:R" — R, 8
7 (x), 7 (X), I (X), 15 (X) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata XT,..., XL of a
Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack X', 77

I (X), T (X), II5 (X), TIT (X)) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata XT, ..., XT of
a d-stack X, 94

II7 (), T (), TI5 (X), TIE (X)) 1-morphisms of orbifold strata XT,...,XT of an
orbifold with corners X, 119

II (X), T (), TIL (), TI () 1-morphisms of orbifold strata X©,..., XL of a
d-stack with corners X, 129

Sy CO0X xy 0Y set associated to smooth map f: X — Y in Man¢, 40

Sp COX Xy 9Y C*-scheme associated to 1-morphism f : X — Y in dSpa®,
48

Sy COX xy 0Y C>-stack associated to 1-morphism f : X — Y in Orb®, 115
Sy C 0X xy 0Y C*°-stack associated to 1-morphism f : X — Y in dSta®, 123
Ssi:Sves = Swr: ‘standard model’ 1-morphism in dMan, 25

St i:Sv,es — Sw,r: ‘standard model’ 1-morphism in dMan®, 59
Sy¢j:Sves — Sw,rs ‘standard model’ 1-morphism in dOrb, 98

8¢ 7:8ves— 8w, r: ‘standard model’ 1-morphism in dOrb®, 132

[St.7,0] - [Sv.E,s/T] = [Sw,rt/A] ‘standard model’ 1-morphism in dOrb, 99
[Ss.7,0] - [Sv,E,s/T] = [Sw,ri/A] ‘standard model’ 1-morphism in dOrb®, 133
S*(X)  depth k stratum of a manifold with corners X, 39

Sr:8Sff= 8, ‘standard model’ 2-morphism in dMan, 26

[Sa, 0] : [Sy, 7.0l = [Sg,4,0] ‘standard model’” 2-morphism in dOrb, 99

Sv.es ‘standard model’ d-manifold, 24

Sv.e,s ‘standard model’ d-manifold with corners, 59

Sve,s ‘standard model’ d-orbifold, 97

Sv.es ‘standard model’ d-orbifold with corners, 132

[Sv.e,s/T] alternative ‘standard model” d-orbifold, 99

[Sv.g.s/T] alternative ‘standard model’ d-orbifold with corners, 133

X virtual cotangent sheaf of a d-space X, 28
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T*X virtual cotangent sheaf of a d-space with corners X, 58

. 4 virtual cotangent sheaf of a d-stack X, 96

X virtual cotangent sheaf of a d-stack with corners X, 131

Ty C X xy 0Y set associated to smooth map f: X — Y in Man¢, 40

Ty C X xy dY C*-scheme associated to 1-morphism f : X — Y in dSpa®,
48

Tr C X xy0Y C*>-stack associated to 1-morphism f: X — Y in Orb®, 115
Ty C X xy0Y C*-stack associated to 1-morphism f:X — Y in dSta®, 124
vqeoh(X) 2-category of virtual quasicoherent sheaves on a C°°-scheme X, 27

vqeoh(X) 2-category of virtual quasicoherent sheaves on a Deligne-Mumford
C*°-stack X, 96

vvect(X) 2-category of virtual vector bundles on a C'*°-scheme X, 28

vvect(X') 2-category of virtual vector bundles on a Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack
X, 96

W,X,Y,Z,... C°-schemes, 10

W.,X.Y,Z, ... d-spaces, including d-manifolds, 16

W, X, Y, Z,... Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stacks, including orbifolds, 68

W, X, Y, Z, ... d-stacks, including d-orbifolds, 87

W, X, Y,Z,... orbifolds with corners, 112

W.X,Y,%,... d-stacks with corners, including d-orbifolds with corners, 121

X C™>-stack associated to a C'"°°-scheme X, 68

xt fixed d-subspace of group I' acting on a d-space X, 22

be fixed subset of a group I' acting on a manifold with corners X, 46
xT fixed d-subspace of group I" acting on a d-space with corners X, 56

AT, AT, )EF, XL /'E'E, )21; orbifold strata of a Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack X, 77
ATA XUyl xbr xDe xU9 orbifold strata of an orbifold X, 84
xtoxt xr, Xl ;\?E, X'E orbifold strata of a d-stack X', 93

XTA x0m 2T DA 200 T4 orbifold strata of a d-orbifold X, 106

XTA X T och* X8+ X5 orbifold strata of an orbifold with corners X,
119

X", xr,XT, XL, 561;, 1561; orbifold strata of a d-stack with corners X, 129

xTA, X X0 DA XD XD orbifold strata of a d-orbifold with corners
X, 139

Xiop underlying topological space of a C'*°-stack X', 69
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Index

oo-category, b—7, 19, 21, 35, 147
2-category, 1618, 27, 47-48, 68, 72
81, 8789, 112, 121, 153-156
1-morphism, 17, 68, 87, 112, 154
composition, 17, 88, 154
2-Cartesian square, 21, 35, 36, 49
54, 64, 65, 71, 75, 77, 104
105, 112, 124, 128, 137, 138
156
2-commutative diagram, 70, 112
155
2-morphism, 17, 68, 88, 112, 154
horizontal composition, 18, 89
154

vertical composition, 18, 88, 154

colimit, 155
equivalence in, 154
fibre products in, 21, 53-55, 73

81,93, 118, 126-128, 136-137,

155-156

homotopy category, 81-83, 146-147

limit, 155

pushout, 20, 156

strict, 14, 153

strict 2-functor, 28, 51, 58, 89, 96
112, 122, 131, 132

weak, 14, 81, 82, 155

weak 2-functor, 94

abelian category, 12-14, 74, 84
split short exact sequence, 29, 31
60, 100, 133
algebraic space, 73
atlas, 68

b-transversality, 53-55, 126-128
Banach manifold, 146
bd-transversality, 63, 136-137
bordism, 140-146
classical bordism, 141
intersection product, 141
d-manifold bordism, 141-143
intersection product, 142

d-orbifold bordism, 110, 144-146
, and orbifold strata, 145-146
effective, 144-146
intersection product, 145
semieffective, 144-146
, orbifold bordism, 143-144
, and orbifold strata, 144
, effective, 143
intersection product, 143
, projection to homology, 141-143,
145
boundary
, of a d-space with corners, 48
of a d-stack with corners, 122
of a manifold with corners, 39
of an orbifold with corners, 114

C>-algebraic geometry, 7-16, 68-80
C*>-ring, 7-9
cotangent module Q¢, 12-13
finitely generated, 9
C*°-ringed space, 9
C°°-scheme, 8-12
affine, 10
coherent sheaves on, 14
cotangent sheaf, 15-16
étale morphism, 69
fibre products, 10-11
locally fair, 10
open embedding, 68
, proper morphism, 69
quasicoherent sheaves on, 13-16
pullback, 14
spectrum functor, 10, 13, 59
universally closed morphism, 69
vector bundles on, 13
C*°-stack, 6873
1-morphism, 68
2-morphism, 68
C*°-substack, 69
open, 69
Deligne-Mumford, see Deligne—
Mumford C'*°-stack

)

)
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étale 1-morphism, 69
fibre products, 70, 73
open cover, 69

open embedding, 69

orbifold group Isox([z]), 69, 73,

77,97, 98, 110, 113
proper 1-morphism, 69
quotients [X /G|, 71-72, 78

quotient 1-morphism, 72
quotient 2-morphism, 72
separated, 69

strongly representable 1-morphism,

70-71, 112-115, 122

underlying topological space Xiop,

69-70, 77

universally closed 1-morphism, 69

c-transversality, 5355, 126—128
Calabi—Yau 3-fold, 1, 148
Cantor set, 23
Cartesian square, 153
category, 151-153
2-category, see 2-category
abelian, see abelian category
Cartesian square, 54, 153
colimit, 153
equivalence of, 152
fibre product, 153
functor, 68, 152
faithful, 152
full, 152
natural isomorphism, 68, 152
natural transformation, 152
groupoid, 152, 154
limit, 153
morphism, 151
opposite, 152
pushout, 153
subcategory, 152
full, 152
terminal object, 153
universal property, 153
cd-transversality, 63, 136-137
contact homology, 1, 5, 150
cotangent complex, 6, 28, 87

d-manifold, 22-39

and Banach manifolds with
Fredholm sections, 146
and dg-manifolds, 151
and M-polyfolds, 146
and quasi-smooth derived schemes,
147
and schemes with obstruction
theories, 147
and solutions of elliptic equations,
147
and Spivak’s derived manifolds, 147
as d-manifold with corners, 57
bordism, 141-143
intersection product, 142
d-submanifold, 32
d-transverse 1-morphisms, 33-35
embedding, 32-33, 35
into manifolds, 35-36
equivalence, 29-32
étale 1-morphism, 29
example which is not principal, 36
fibre products, 33-35
d-transverse, 34
orientations on, 38-39
gluing by equivalences, 30-31
immersion, 32-33, 35, 36
is a manifold, 23, 28, 34
orientation line bundle, 37
orientations, 37-39, 147-148
principal, 23-24, 35-36, 57
standard model, 23-27, 29-31, 36,
151
1-morphism, 25
2-morphism, 26
orientations on, 38
submersion, 32-34
virtual class, 142
virtual cotangent bundle, 28
virtual dimension, 23, 34
w-embedding, 32-33
w-immersion, 32-33
w-submersion, 32-34
why dMan is a 2-category, 35

d-manifold with boundary, 57, 142
d-manifold with corners, 57-67



and Banach manifolds with
Fredholm sections, 146
and M-polyfolds, 146
bd-transverse 1-morphisms, 63
boundary, 58
orientation on, 67
cd-transverse 1-morphisms, 63, 67
corner functors, 58
d-submanifold, 62
definition, 57-59
embedding, 61-64
into manifolds, 6466
equivalence, 6061
étale 1-morphism, 60
fibre products, 58, 63-64
bd-transverse, 63
orientations on, 67
flat 1-morphism, 64
gluing by equivalences, 60-61
immersion, 61-64
include d-manifolds, 57
is a manifold, 58, 63
of mixed dimension, 58
orientation line bundle, 66
orientations, 6667
principal, 57, 64-66
s-embedding, 61-64
s-immersion, 61-64
s-submersion, 61-63
semisimple 1-morphism, 64
sf-embedding, 61-66
sf-immersion, 61-64
sfw-embedding, 61-63
sfw-immersion, 61-63
standard model, 59-60, 6466
1-morphism, 59-60
boundary of, 59
submersion, 61-63
sw-embedding, 61-63
sw-immersion, 61-63
sw-submersion, 61-63
virtual cotangent bundle, 58
virtual dimension, 57, 63
w-embedding, 61-63
w-immersion, 61-63
w-submersion, 61-63

168

d-orbifold, 95-111

and Banach orbifolds with
Fredholm sections, 146
and Deligne-Mumford stacks with
obstruction theories, 147
and Kuranishi spaces, 110, 146
and polyfolds, 146
and quasi-smooth derived Deligne—
Mumford stacks, 147
as d-orbifold with corners, 130
bordism, 110, 144-146
and Gromov—Witten invariants,
148-149
and orbifold strata, 145-146
effective, 144-146
intersection product, 145
semieffective, 144146
d-suborbifold, 103
d-transverse 1-morphisms, 103-104
definition, 96
effective, 110-111, 145
orbifold strata of, 111
embedding, 103104
into orbifolds, 104-105
equivalence, 98, 100
étale 1-morphism, 100, 103
fibre products, 103—104
gluing by equivalences, 100-102
good coordinate system, 31, 107—
110, 145
immersion, 103-104
is a d-manifold, 96, 106
is an orbifold, 96, 104
Kuranishi neighbourhood, 107-110
coordinate change, 107-108
local properties, 97-99
orbifold strata, 105-107, 145
orientations on, 106—-107, 111
orientation line bundle, 105
orientations, 105-107, 148
perturbing to orbifolds, 111, 145
principal, 96, 104-105, 110
semieffective, 110-111, 145
orbifold strata of, 111
standard model Sy ¢ 5, 97-98, 100
101, 105, 109



1-morphism, 97-98, 100 orientation line bundle, 138

standard model [Sv, g /T, 98-99, orientations, 138
101-102, 107-109 principal, 130, 132, 138
1-morphism, 99 s-embedding, 136-137
2-morphism, 99 s-immersion, 136-137
submersion, 103 s-submersion, 136
virtual class, 145 semieffective, 140
virtual cotangent bundle, 96 semisimple 1-morphism, 137, 140
virtual dimension, 96, 104 sf-embedding, 136-138
w-embedding, 103 sf-immersion, 136
w-immersion, 103 sfw-embedding, 136
w-submersion, 103—104 sfw-immersion, 136
d-orbifold with boundary, 130, 139, 140, simple 1-morphism, 133
144 standard model 8v ¢ s, 132-134,
d-orbifold with corners, 130-140 138, 140
and Banach orbifolds with 1-morphism, 132, 133
Fredholm sections, 146 boundary, 132
and Kuranishi spaces, 146 standard model [Sy g, s/T, 133, 135,
and polyfolds, 146 139-140
bd-transverse 1-morphisms, 136— 1-morphism, 133
137 straight, 139
boundary, 70 submersion, 136-137
cd-transverse 1-morphisms, 136-137 sw-embedding, 136
corner functors, 132 sw-immersion, 136
d-suborbifold, 136 sw-submersion, 136
definition, 130-131 virtual cotangent bundle, 131, 138
effective, 140 virtual dimension, 130, 137, 139
embedding, 136 w-embedding, 136
into orbifolds, 138 w-immersion, 136
equivalence, 133-135 w-submersion, 136-137
étale 1-morphism, 133, 136 d-space, 1622
fibre products, 136137 1-morphism, 17
bd-transverse, 137 2-morphism, 17
flat 1-morphism, 133, 137, 140 as d-space with corners, 48
gluing by equivalences, 133-135 definition, 16
good coordinate system, 139-140 equivalence, 19
immersion, 136 fibre products, 21
include d-orbifolds, 130 fixed point loci, 22
is a d-manifold, 131 gluing by equivalences, 19-21
is an orbifold, 130, 137 is a C'°-scheme, 18
Kuranishi neighbourhood, 139-140 is a manifold, 18
coordinate change, 139 open cover, 19
local properties, 132-133 open d-subspace, 19
orbifold strata, 138-139 virtual cotangent sheaf, 17
boundaries of, 139 d-space with boundary, 48
orientations on, 139 d-space with corners, 47-56
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b-transverse 1-morphisms, 53-55
boundary, 48
strictly functorial, 50
c-transverse 1-morphisms, 53-55
corner functors, 51-53, 55, 58
definition, 47-48
equivalence, 51
fibre products, 53-55
b-transverse, 54
boundary and corners, 55
may not exist, 53
fixed point loci, 56
flat 1-morphism, 48-51, 54
gluing by equivalences, 51
include d-spaces, 48
include manifolds with corners, 50—
51
is a manifold, 51
k-corners Cx(X), 51-53
open cover, 51
open d-subspace, 51
semisimple 1-morphism, 48-51, 54
simple 1-morphism, 48-51

d-stack, 86-95

definition, 87-89
equivalence, 91-94
étale 1-morphism, 91
fibre products, 93
gluing by equivalences, 21, 91-93
conditions on overlaps, 93
is an orbifold, 89
open cover, 91
open d-substack, 91
orbifold strata, 22, 93-95
quotients [X/G], 22, 89-91, 94,
104
quotient 1-morphism, 90
quotient 2-morphism, 90
representable 1-morphism, 94
virtual cotangent sheaf, 87, 95, 96
with boundary, see d-stack with
boundary
with corners, see d-stack with
corners

b-transverse 1-morphisms, 126—128,
130
boundary, 70, 122
strictly functorial, 122
c-transverse 1-morphisms, 126-128
corner functors, 125-126, 128, 132
definition, 121-122
equivalence, 125
étale 1-morphism, 123
fibre products, 126-128
b-transverse, 128
boundary and corners, 128
flat 1-morphism, 124-127
gluing by equivalences, 125
is a d-space, 122
is an orbifold, 122
k-corners Ci(X), 125-126
open cover, 125
open d-substack, 125
orbifold strata, 129-130
quotients [X/G], 56, 123, 133
semisimple 1-morphism, 124125,
127
simple 1-morphism, 124-126
straight, 130, 139

d-transversality, 33-35, 103-104
Deligne-Mumford C'*°-stack, 68—80

cotangent sheaf, 74, 76-77, 80

definition, 72

fibre products, 73

inertia stack, 78

locally fair, 72

orbifold strata, 77-80
functoriality, 78

quasicoherent sheaves on, 73-77
pullbacks, 75-76
restriction to orbifold strata, 79

representable 1-morphism, 94, 103,

136

sheaves of abelian groups on, 74

sheaves of C*°-rings on, 74

structure sheaf Oy, 74

vector bundles on, 74

Deligne-Mumford stack with
obstruction theory, 1, 148, 150
and d-orbifolds, 147

d-stack with boundary, 121, 130
d-stack with corners, 121-130
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derived algebraic geometry, 1, 57, 18—
19
derived category, 148
derived Deligne-Mumford stack
quasi-smooth
and d-orbifolds, 147
derived manifold, see Spivak’s derived
manifolds
derived scheme, 18-19
quasi-smooth, 1, 7
and d-manifolds, 147
dg-algebra, 19
square zero, 19
dg-manifold, 151
dg-scheme, 5, 7, 151
Donaldson—Thomas invariants, 1, 143

elliptic equations, 147
étale topology, 12, 73, 91, 105

Fano 3-fold, 148
fibre product
definition, 153
of C*°-schemes, 10
of C*°-stacks, 73
of d-manifolds, 34
of d-manifolds with corners, 63
of d-orbifolds, 104
of d-orbifolds with corners, 137
of d-spaces, 21
of d-spaces with corners, 54
of d-stacks, 93
of d-stacks with corners, 128
of orbifolds with corners, 118
fractal, 23
Fukaya categories, 1, 5, 150
functor, 152
faithful, 9, 10, 18, 51, 68, 81, 89,
112, 131, 152
full, 9, 10, 18, 51, 68, 81, 89, 112,
131, 152
natural isomorphism, 152
natural transformation, 152
truncation, 1, 6, 146-147, 150

generalized homology theory, 141, 144

gluing profile, 150

good coordinate system, 31, 107-110,
139-140, 145

Gromov—Witten invariants, 1, 5, 143,
148-150

Grothendieck topology, 68, 81

groupoid, 152

Hadamard’s Lemma, 9

harmonic maps, 147

homology, 141-143, 145

homotopy category, 81-83, 146-147, 154

Kuranishi (co)homology, 145, 151
Kuranishi space, 1, 5, 31, 38, 107, 109—
110, 145, 148
and d-orbifolds, 95, 110, 130, 146

Lagrangian Floer cohomology, 1, 5, 143,
150
Lagrangian submanifold, 5, 6, 148, 150

manifold
embedding, 35
immersion, 35
orientation, 37
transverse fibre products, 10, 21,
33
with boundary, see manifold with
boundary
with corners, see manifold with
corners
manifold with boundary, 3947, 141
manifold with corners, 39-47
as d-space with corners, 50-51
boundary, 39
boundary defining function, 40
corner functors, 43—45
diffeomorphism, 41
embedding, 41-42
fixed point loci, 46-47
flat map, 4142
immersion, 4142
k-corners Cy(X), 42
local boundary component, 39
orientations, 45—46
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s-embedding, 41-42
s-immersion, 41-42
s-submersion, 41-42
semisimple map, 41-42, 45
sf-embedding, 41-42, 140
sf-immersion, 41-42
simple map, 41-42
smooth map, 40
strongly transverse maps, 44-45
submanifold, 41
submersion, 41-42, 140
transverse fibre products, 4445
boundaries of, 44

weakly smooth map, 40

module over C*°-ring, 12-13
complete, 13

moduli space, 1, 31, 143, 147-148
of algebraic curves, 148

intersection product, 143
orbifold strata, 83-86, 144
orientations on, 85-86
orientations, 83, 85
representable 1-morphism, 82
submersion, 82
suborbifolds, 83
transverse fibre products, 81, 83,
93, 156
vector bundles on, 83
total space functor Tot, 83
with boundary, see orbifold with
boundary
with corners, see orbifold with
corners

orbifold strata

of coherent sheaves on a 3-fold, 148
of coherent sheaves on a surface,

148
of harmonic maps, 147

of J-holomorphic curves, 102, 110,

135, 147-151

of perfect complexes on a 3-fold,

148

of PT pairs on a 3-fold, 148

of solutions of nonlinear elliptic
equations, 147

orbifold, 80-86
a category or a 2-category?, 81

of d-orbifolds, 105-107, 145-146

of d-orbifolds with corners, 138—
139

of d-stacks, 22, 93-95

of d-stacks with corners, 129-130

of Deligne-Mumford C*°-stacks, 77—
80

of orbifolds, 83-86, 144

of orbifolds with corners, 119-121

orbifold with boundary, 112, 114, 143
orbifold with corners, 111-121

as Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack, 81

as groupoid in Man, 81-82
as orbifold with corners, 112
as stack on Man, 81-82
cotangent bundle, 83
different definitions, 80-82
effective, 82-83, 85, 97, 111
embedding, 82
étale 1-morphism, 82
immersion, 82
locally orientable, 85
orbifold bordism, 143-144
and orbifold strata, 144
effective, 143
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boundary, 70, 114
strictly functorial, 113
corner functors, 116-117
definition, 112-113
effective, 114, 132
embedding, 118
flat 1-morphism, 114-117
immersion, 118
k-corners Cy(X), 116-117
open cover, 113
open suborbifold, 113
orbifold strata, 119-121
quotients [X/G], 113, 117
s-embedding, 118
s-immersion, 118
s-submersion, 117
semisimple 1-morphism, 114-117
sf-embedding, 118
sf-immersion, 118



simple 1-morphism, 114-117
straight, 113, 121
strongly transverse 1-morphisms,
118, 128
submersion, 117
transverse fibre products, 118, 128
vector bundles on, 114
total space functor Tot®, 114,
130, 138
orientation convention, 38, 45, 67
orientation line bundle, 37, 38, 66, 67,
105, 138

partition of unity, 7, 11-12, 20, 33
polyfold, 1, 5, 148, 150
and d-manifolds, 146
and d-orbifolds, 146
gluing profile, 150
principal d-manifold, 23-24, 35-36
principal d-manifold with corners, 57,
64-66
principal d-orbifold, 104-105, 110
principal d-orbifold with corners, 130,
132, 138
pushout, 20, 153, 156

quasi-smooth, 7, 147
quotient C*°-stack, 71-72
quotient d-stack, 22

scheme with obstruction theory, 1, 143,
148
and d-manifolds, 147
spectral sequence, 141
Spivak’s derived manifolds, 1, 5, 6, 21,
34-36, 142
and d-manifolds, 147
split short exact sequence, 29, 31, 60,
100, 133
square zero extension, 87
square zero ideal, 16, 19, 24, 87
stack, 1, 5, 68, 81, 82, 147, 148, 150,
154, 156
String Topology, 6
Symplectic Field Theory, 1, 5, 150
symplectic geometry, 1, 56, 110, 143,
147-151

synthetic differential geometry, 8
truncation functor, 1, 6, 146-147, 150

virtual chain, 1, 5, 110, 142, 145, 150,
151
virtual class, 1, 110, 143, 148-151
for d-manifolds, 142
for d-orbifolds, 110, 145
for Kuranishi spaces, 145
for schemes with obstruction
theory, 143
virtual cotangent bundle, 28, 37, 58,
66, 96, 105, 106, 131, 138
virtual quasicoherent sheaf, 2728, 96
on C'*°-scheme, 27
on Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack, 96
virtual vector bundle, 27-28, 58, 96,
138
injective 1-morphism, 32, 103
is a vector bundle, 28
of mixed rank, 106
on a C'*-scheme, 27
on a Deligne-Mumford C*°-stack,
96, 103
orientation line bundle of, 37, 105
surjective 1-morphism, 32, 103
weakly injective 1-morphism, 32,
103
weakly surjective 1-morphism, 32,
103

Zariski topology, 12, 73, 91, 103, 105,
136
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