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COLIMITS IN 2-DIMENSIONAL SLICES

LUCA MESITI

ABSTRACT. We generalize to dimension 2 the well-known fact that a colimit in a 1-
dimensional slice is precisely the map from the colimit of the domains which is induced
by the universal property. We show two different approaches to this; a more intuitive
one, based on the reduction of the weighted 2-colimits to oplax normal conical ones, and
a more abstract one, based on an original concept of colim-fibration and on an extension
of the Grothendieck construction.

We find the need to consider lax slices, and prove results of preservation, reflection
and lifting of 2-colimits for the domain 2-functor from a lax slice. The preservation
result is shown by proving a general theorem of ¥ -category theory, which states that a
lax left adjoint preserves appropriate colimits if the adjunction is strict on one side and
is suitably ¥ -categorical.

Finally, we apply this theorem of preservation of 2-colimits to the 2-functor of change
of base along a split Grothendieck opfibration between lax slices, after showing that it
is such a left adjoint by laxifying the proof that Conduché functors are exponentiable.
We conclude extending the result of preservation of 2-colimits for the change of base
2-functor to any finitely complete 2-category with a dense generator.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that, in dimension 1, a colimit in a slice is precisely the map from the
colimit of the domains which is induced by the universal property of the colimit. This
fact, together with the results of preservation, reflection and lifting of all colimits for
the domain functor from a slice, gives a complete calculus of colimits in 1-dimensional
slices (see Theorem 1.1). And such a calculus has been proven useful in myriads of
applications, in particular in the context of locally cartesian closed categories or for general
exponentiability of morphisms, in categorical logic, algebraic geometry and topos theory.
Indeed, an exponentiable morphism f : £ — B in C, that is an exponentiable object
in C/p, can be characterized as a morphism which admits all pullbacks along it and is
such that the change of base functor f*: C/g — C/g has a right adjoint. The latter
condition implies, and by adjoint functor theorems is often implied by, preservation of all
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colimits for f*. The calculus of colimits in 1-dimensional slices is what allows to apply
the exponentiability of a morphism to colimits in the slice that come from colimits in the
category (, i.e. the ones that we have in practice.

The main result of this paper is a generalization to dimension 2 of this fruitful 1-
dimensional calculus, including results of preservation, reflection and lifting of 2-colimits
for the domain 2-functor from a lax slice. Theorems on suitable change of base 2-functors
between lax slices are presented as well. The lax slice is indeed the appropriate 2-
dimensional slice to consider in order to achieve such generalization, as we justify with
two different approaches.

These results, in combination with our [11], will then be applied in forthcoming pa-
pers on 2-dimensional subobject classifiers and elementary 2-toposes; a subject firstly
introduced by Weber in [16] to generalize the corresponding 1-dimensional fundamental
concepts.

The following theorem condenses the calculus of colimits in 1-dimensional slices.

Theorem 1.1. Let C be a category and let M € C. The domain functor dom: C /py — C
preserves, reflects and lifts uniquely all colimits (and so it creates all colimits).

Moreover, for every diagram D: A — C with A small that admits a colimit in C,
every morphism q: colimy D(A) — M in C is the colimit of a diagram in C/j;. More
precisely,

colimy D(A) D(A)
La = colimy Lgoia inC/yf, (1)
M M

where the is: D(A) — colimy D(A) are the inclusions that form the universal cocone.

Notice that this theorem recovers the property we mentioned above, that a colimit
in C /) is precisely the map from the colimit of the domains which is induced by the
universal property. Indeed, half of this fact is captured by the preservation of colimits
for dom: C/p; — C, whereas the other half, that is harder to capture, is represented by
equation (1). In dimension 1, the latter special property holds because a cocone on M is
the same thing as a diagram in the slice over M. But in dimension 2, we need weighted 2-
colimits and then weighted 2-cocylinders rather than cocones. This makes it then harder
to establish a bijection with diagrams in a 2-dimensional slice, as such diagrams still have
a conical shape.

In this paper, we first focus on generalizing the special property of equation (1) to
dimension 2 (Theorem 2.20), extracting from a now weighted 2-cocylinder a diagram in
a 2-dimensional slice that works. We show two different approaches to this. The first
approach (Construction 2.1) is more intuitive, based on the reduction of the weighted 2-
colimits to essentially conical ones, namely oplax normal conical ones. We have described
such reduction in detail in our [11] with new more elementary proofs, but the idea goes
back to Street’s [14]. Remember that conical colimits do not suffice anymore in dimension
2, basically because functors from 1 to a category C cannot capture the whole of C, but
just the objects. The philosophy behind weighted 2-colimits is to capture the whole of C
with functors from every possible category (or actually just 2) to it. But another solution
is given by considering functors from I to C together with natural transformations between
them. This brings to oplax normal conical 2-colimits, that are as expressive as weighted 2-
colimits, but offer substantial advantages in certain situations. Indeed there is sometimes
the need, as in this paper, to use essentially conical shapes. The price to pay is to have
(coherent) 2-cells inside the cones, but this is something that can often be handled. The
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reduction of weighted 2-colimits to oplax normal conical ones is allowed and regulated
by what we call the 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck construction. Such construction is an
extension of the usual Grothendieck construction that admits 2-functors 4 — CA7 from
a 2-category A (rather than just a 1-category). This is studied in detail in our [11], both
from an elementary and an abstract perspective.

The second approach, culminating with Theorem 2.20, is instead more abstract, based
on an apparently original concept of colim-fibration, that we give both in dimension
1 (Definition 2.3) and dimension 2 (Definition 2.14), as well as on the 2-Set-enriched
Grothendieck construction. Both the approaches show the need to consider lax slices in
order to generalize the special property of equation (1) to dimension 2. In the first one, for
example, this corresponds to only being able to essentially conicalize weighted 2-colimits,
rather than to strictly conicalize them.

A result of reflection of 2-colimits for the domain 2-functor dom: E /.. py — ‘E from
a lax slice is the main part of Theorem 2.20, as reflection is part of the concept of 2-
colim-fibration. Further than reflecting (appropriate) 2-colimits, a 2-colim-fibration is in
particular a 2-Set-fibration, that is, what is classified by the 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck
construction. The notion of 2-Set-fibration is described both in our [11] and in Lam-
bert’s [10] (with the name “discrete 2-fibration”).

We then show a result of lifting of 2-colimits for dom: E /., p; — E in Proposition 3.5.
This is based on a generalization to dimension 2 of the bijective correspondence between
cocones on M and diagrams in the slice over M (Proposition 3.1). The 2-dimensional
correspondence is captured and justified by ¥ -category theory, also called enhanced 2-
category theory and introduced in Lack and Shulman’s [9]. Roughly, the idea is to consider
2-categories, whose morphisms we think as loose, with a selected subclass of morphisms
that we call tight. We then ask 2-functors to preserve the tightness of morphisms. A
more thorough recall is in Recall 3.3.

F -category theory is then crucial in establishing a result of preservation of 2-colimits
for dom: E f.x 0y — E (Theorem 4.13). Indeed we guarantee preservation of 2-colimits
by an original theorem (Theorem 4.11) that states that a lax left adjoint (Definition 4.1)
preserves appropriate colimits (Definition 4.6) if the adjunction is strict on one side and
is suitably ¥ -categorical (see the partly original Definition 4.5). Lax adjoints have been
firstly introduced in Gray’s [6], and the idea is to admit unit and counit to only be lax
natural. At the level of hom-categories, such laxness translates as having an adjunction
between them rather than an isomorphism (or an equivalence as for a biadjunction); see
Recall 4.2. We need such adjunctions because the suitable right adjoint to the domain
2-functor dom: E /. s — ‘E is still M x — (as in dimension 1), but the unit is now only
lax natural. Taking then the tight part of a lax slice to be the strict slice (see Remark 3.4),
we open the way to find a lax F -categorical adjunction. ¥ -categorical adjunctions appear
also in Walker’s [15]; and another potential source of examples is Bourke’s [2].

The idea behind our general F -categorical Theorem 4.11 on the preservation of colimits
is to move back and forth between the two 2-categories taking advantage of the strictness
of the lax adjunction on one side. In this way, we can recover again the data we started
from with new information gathered in the other 2-category. The condition of having
a suitably ¥ -categorical lax adjunction ensures that this idea works, guaranteeing that
certain structure 2-cells of lax natural transformations are identities. Interestingly, a
loose such lax ¥ -adjunction, that does not necessarily have tight unit and counit, is still
enough to imply the preservation of a big class of 2-colimits. Remember that, despite the
preservation result is expressed in an ¥ -categorical language in order to neatly state the
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needed assumptions, it is always possible to start from a weighted 2-colimit and view it
in this context, after reducing it to an oplax normal conical one.

Finally, we apply the general ¥ -categorical theorem of preservation of 2-colimits to
the 2-functor of change of base along a split Grothendieck opfibration between lax slices
(see Proposition 5.2). In dimension 1, the concept of change of base between slices is
definitely helpful, and it is well known that the pullback perfectly realizes such a job.
For CAT, given a functor 7: E — ‘B, it is still a good idea to consider the pullback
2-functor 7*: CAT /g — CAT /g between strict slices. And it is well known that
such change of base 2-functor has a right adjoint 7, (and automatically a right 2-adjoint)
precisely when 7 is a Conduché functor (as the latter functors are the exponentiable
morphisms in CA7). This is proved in Conduché’s [4], with the ideas already present
in Giraud’s [5]. So that when 7 is Conduché then 7* is nicely behaved, preserving all
the weighted 2-colimits. However, in order to generalize the calculus of colimits in 1-
dimensional slices to dimension 2, we find the need to consider lax slices. And it is then
helpful to have a change of base 2-functor between lax slices of a finitely complete 2-
category. We believe that the most natural way to achieve this is by calculating comma
objects rather than pullbacks. This is also connected to the construction of the category
of elements, as we have described in our [11], but also, in general, to the concept of
2-dimensional elementary topos (see Weber’s [16]). Equivalently to calculating comma
objects, we can take pullbacks along split Grothendieck opfibrations, that serve as a kind
of fibrant replacement (see Proposition 5.1). Such a point of view is preferable for us
since Grothendieck opfibrations in CA7T are always Conduché and we can generalize the
ideas for finding a right adjoint to the pullback functor 7*: CAT /g — CAT /¢ (from
Conduché’s [4]) to lax slices. Notice that considering lax slices we are fixing a direction
and we then need to take opfibrations, while Conduché functors are now too unbiased.

We prove that 7%: CAT . B — CAT /o F has aloose F -categorical right lax adjoint
that is strict on one side, in Theorem 5.3. This generalizes also Palmgren’s [12], that
proved a similar result for pseudoslices of groupoids, from the comma objects point of
view. Our theorem then implies the preservation of appropriate 2-colimits for the 2-
functor 7* between lax slices.

We also show that the 2-functor of change of base along a split Grothendieck opfi-
bration between lax slices makes sense in a general 2-category rather than just in CAT
(Proposition 5.2, taking from Street’s [13] and Weber’s [16] the needed general notion of
opfibration). We conclude proving that the 2-functor 7* between lax slices preserves ap-
propriate 2-colimits also in the case of prestacks (Proposition 5.6) and more in general of
finitely complete 2-categories with a dense generator (Theorem 5.8). In the latter general
context (for which we take Kelly’s [8] as main reference) we indeed prove that 7* preserves
all the relatively absolute 2-colimits that make sense from the ¥ -categorical point of view.
Remember also that any object of the 2-category can be expressed as a relatively absolute
2-colimit of dense generators, so that our assumption is not much restrictive in practice.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we present the calculus of colimits in 2-dimensional
slices (Theorem 2.20), firstly via reducing weighted 2-colimits to oplax normal conical
ones (Construction 2.1) and then via 2-colim-fibrations (Definition 2.14). This includes a
result of reflection of 2-colimits for dom: E .. 77 — E.

In Section 3, we generalize to dimension 2 the bijective correspondence between cocones
on M and diagrams in the slice over M (Proposition 3.1). This result will be justified
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by ¥ -category theory, that we recall in Recall 3.3. We then show a result of lifting of
2-colimits for dom: E f.x pf — E (Proposition 3.5).

In Section 4, we prove a result of preservation of 2-colimits for the domain 2-functor
from a lax slice (Theorem 4.13). This is shown by proving a general theorem of ¥ -
category theory (Theorem 4.11), which states that a lax left adjoint (Recall 4.2) preserves
appropriate colimits if the adjunction is strict on one side and is suitably F-categorical.

In Section 5, we apply this theorem of preservation of 2-colimits to the 2-functor of
change of base along a split Grothendieck opfibration between lax slices (Theorem 5.3),
laxifying the proof that Conduché functors are exponentiable. We conclude extending
such result to prestacks (Proposition 5.6) and then to any finitely complete 2-category
with a dense generator (Theorem 5.8).

2. COLIMITS IN 2-DIMENSIONAL SLICES

We aim at generalizing to dimension 2 the well-known 1-dimensional result that a
colimit in a slice corresponds to the map from the colimit of the domains which is induced
by the universal property. Half of such result will be captured by preservation of 2-colimits
for the domain 2-functor from a lax slice, that we will address in Section 4. In this section,
we focus on the other half, that is the generalization to dimension 2 of the special property
of equation (1) (of Theorem 1.1). Namely, we want to prove that a morphism from a 2-
colimit to some M can be expressed as a 2-colimit in a 2-dimensional slice over M.

We show two different approaches to this, that lead to the same result (compare Con-
struction 2.1 with Theorem 2.20). The first one is more intuitive, based on the reduction of
the weighted 2-colimits to oplax normal conical ones. Such reduction is explored in detail
in our [11] with new more elementary proofs and before that in Street’s [14]. The second
approach is more abstract, based on an original concept of colim-fibration (Definition 2.3
in dimension 1 and Definition 2.14 in dimension 2). This will offer a shorter and more
elegant proof, in Theorem 2.20. Both the approaches show the need to consider lax slices.
In the first one, for example, this corresponds to only being able to essentially conicalize
weighted 2-colimits, rather than to strictly conicalize them.

This section also contains a result of reflection of 2-colimits for the domain 2-functor
dom: E /. py — E from a lax slice. Indeed the concept of 2-colim-fibration involves re-
flecting (appropriate) 2-colimits, together with being a 2-Set-fibration. The latter notion
is described both in our [11] and in Lambert’s [10] (with the name “discrete 2-fibration”).

We now begin exploring the first approach to the generalization to dimension 2 of
equation (1) (of Theorem 1.1).

Construction 2.1. Let E be a 2-category and let M € ‘E. Consider a 2-diagram
F: 4 — E with 4 small and a weight W: 4°° — CAT such that the colimit colim" F' of
F weighted by W exists in ‘E. Take then a morphism ¢: colim"' F — M, or equivalently
the corresponding weighted 2-cocylinder

vi: W= E(F(-),M).

We would like to express ¢ as a 2-colimit in a 2-dimensional slice of £ over M. So we need
to construct from v a 2-diagram in a 2-dimensional slice. In dimension 1, equation (1) (of
Theorem 1.1) is based on the fact that a cocone on M coincides with a diagram in C /.
But here, in dimension 2, we have a weighted 2-cocylinder v? instead of a strict cocone,
and thus it is not clear how to directly find a corresponding diagram in a slice. We notice
that this is essentially a matter of selecting a cocone out of the bunch of cocones that
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form the weighted 2-cocylinder »9. And then we obtain a great help from the reduction
of weighted 2-colimits to oplax normal conical ones.

As described in our [11], while it is not possible to represent v? with a selected strict
cocone, it is possible to reduce 17 to an oplax normal 2-cocone. Indeed

colim"' F' 2 oplax" -colim®! (F o G(W))
where G(W) : [W — A4 is the 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck construction of W. And v4
corresponds to an oplax normal 2-cocone

A Al ——= E ((FoG(W))(=), M) : (fw)op ~ caT.

oplax®

We recall from our [11] and Street’s [14] that the 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck construction
is a natural extension of the usual Grothendieck construction to admit 2-presheaves with
domain a 2-category. An oplax normal natural transformation is an oplax one such that
the structure 2-cells on the morphisms of the kind (f,id) in ( i W) " are identities. This is
a particular case of more general transformations introduced in Gray’s [6]. The normality
condition is what encodes the strict naturality of weighted 2-cocylinders.

It is now easy to check that an oplax normal 2-cocone on M can be reorganized as
a 2-diagram in the lax slice E /. 3y on M (we will see the complete correspondence in

Proposition 3.1), where a 1-cell in the lax slice from F 2y M to E/ g—l> M is a filled triangle

E— 7 L F

More precisely, we can reorganize \? as the 2-diagram

Le: fW — FEhux M

(4, X) F(A) —2— F(B)
L) = NS
(B X/) A(Ax u ‘/(Bvx/)

J > F(9)
In Theorem 2.20, we will prove that

colim" F oplax™ - colim™! (FoG(W)) A
L4 = La = oplax™ - colim™! L

M M

in the lax slice E f.x )s. Of course, one could prove this directly, but our proof will be
shorter and more abstract, in Theorem 2.20, based on the colim-fibrations point of view
(that is, the second approach named above).

Remark 2.2. Despite weighted 2-colimits cannot be conicalized, we can almost conicalize
them reducing them to oplax normal conical 2-colimits. The price to pay is to have 2-cells
inside the cocones. And this then translates as the need to consider lax slices in order to
generalize the 1-dimensional Theorem 1.1 to dimension 2.

Such need is further justified by the second approach (see Remark 2.19), that we now
present. The idea is to capture Theorem 1.1 from a more abstract point of view, in a
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way that resembles the property of being a discrete fibration. We will then proceed to
generalize such approach to dimension 2, arriving to Theorem 2.20.
The following definition does not seem to appear in the literature.

Definition 2.3. A functor p: § — C is a colim-fibration if for every object S € § and
every universal cocone p that exhibits p(S) as the colimit of some diagram D: 4 — C
with 4 small, there exists a unique pair (D,71) with D: 4 — S a diagram and 7 a
universal cocone that exhibits S = colim D such that po D = D and poJi = p.

D(B) T — p(9)

Remark 2.4. This is actually stronger than the property written in equation (1) of
Theorem 1.1, but it will be clear after Proposition 2.10 that dom: C/p; — C is also
a colim-fibration. The following propositions shed more light on what it means to be a
colim-fibration.

Proposition 2.5. Every colim-fibration is a discrete fibration.

Proof. Let p: § — C be a colim-fibration. We firstly show that only identities can be
over identities with respect to p. So suppose v: S’ — S is a morphism in S such that
p(v) = idp(s). We have that p(.S) is trivially the colimit of the diagram D: 2 — C given by
the arrow id,(s), with universal cocone given by just identities. But then both the arrows
v and idg give a diagram D: 2 — § with a universal cocone that exhibits S = colim D
such that it is over the universal cocone given by the identities of p(S). And we conclude
that v = idg.

Take now S € § and u: C' — p(S) a morphism in C. We want to show that there is a
unique lifting of u to S. Consider then the diagram D: 2 — (C given by the arrow u in
C. Then the colimit of D exists trivially and is p(.S), with universal cocone

LN
p(S) == p(5)

As p is a colim-fibration, there exist a unique diagram D: 2 — S and a unique universal
cocone i that exhibits S = colim D with po D = D and p oz = p. But then we need to
have D(1) = S and ; = idg by the argument above, whence D is the unique lifting of u
to S. O

Corollary 2.6. Let p: S — C be a functor. The following are equivalent:

(1) p is a colim-fibration,
(i) for every object S € S and every universal cocone i that exhibits p(S) as the colimit
of some diagram D: A — C with A small, there exists a unique pair (D, ) with
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D: 4 — S a diagram and a i a cocone for D on S such that p o_ﬁ =D and
p oL = u; moreover [i is a universal cocone that exhibits S = colim D.

Remark 2.7. Corollary 2.6 shows that, for a colim-fibration, the liftings 7 of universal
cocones p are unique as mere cocone over 4 on the starting S € §.

We notice that the definition of creating colimits (see for example Addmek, Herrlich
and Strecker’s [1]) and condition (i7) of Corollary 2.6 for being a colim-fibration are
actually pretty similar, but somehow dual to each other. Indeed, looking at the diagram
in equation (2), creation of colimits starts from a diagram D and produces a colimit S
for it, while being a colim-fibration starts from some S and produces a diagram D with
colimit S.

To further clarify the connection between these two, we recall the following proposition
from Addmek, Herrlich and Strecker’s [1] (Proposition 13.34).

Proposition 2.8. For a functor F, the following are equivalent:

(i) F preserves and lifts [uniquely] all the colimits;
(i1) F preserves and detects all the colimits, and moreover it is a |[discrete] iso-fibration.

Remark 2.9. By Proposition 2.5, a colim-fibration is always a discrete fibration and so
always a discrete iso-fibration. But we still have to clarify the connection between being
a colim-fibration and reflecting colimits.

Proposition 2.10. Let p: S — C be a functor. The following are equivalent:
(1) p is a colim-fibration,
(i) p is a discrete fibration that reflects all the colimits.

Proof. We prove “(i1) = (i)”. Take S € § and a universal cocone p that exhibits p(S)
as the colimit of some diagram D: 4 — C with A4 small. Since p is a discrete fibration,
there exists a unique pair (D, %) with D: 4 — S a diagram and 7 a cocone for D on S
such that po D = D and pofi = p. Indeed, for every A € A, we can define D(A) and Ji 4
by taking the unique lifting of y4 to S, and, for every f: A — B in 4, define D(f) to be
the unique lifting of D(f) to D(B), whose domain needs to be D(A) since any discrete
fibration is split. Moreover 1z needs to be universal since p reflects all the colimits and
p o = p is universal.

We now prove “(i) = (4i)”. So let p be a colim-fibration. After Proposition 2.5, we just
need to prove that p reflects all the colimits. Take a diagram H: 4 — § with 4 small
and a cocone ( for H on some object S € §; assume then that po ( is a universal cocone,
exhibiting p(S) = colim (p o H). By Corollary 2.6, we know that there exist a unique pair
(poH,po() withpo H: 4 — S a diagram and p o { a cocone for po H on S such that
popoH =poH and popo( = po(, and that moreover po ( is a universal cocone
that exhibits S = colimp o H. But then we need to have that po H = H and po { = (,
whence we conclude. U

Corollary 2.11. Let p: S — C be a colim-fibration that preserves and detects all the
colimits. Then p (preserves and) creates all the colimits.

Proof. Clear combining Proposition 2.8 and Proposition 2.10, since creating all the colim-
its is equivalent to lifting uniquely and reflecting all the colimits (see for example Adamek,
Herrlich and Strecker’s [1]). O

Remark 2.12. We can now rewrite Theorem 1.1 by saying that dom: C/p; — Cis a
colim-fibration that preserves and detects all the colimits. This is actually stronger than
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Theorem 1.1, but we see that dom does satisfy this as it can be expressed as the category
of elements of the representable y (M) : C°? — Set and is thus a discrete fibration. The
explicit formula in equation (1) then comes from the explicit liftings of dom.

Construction 2.13. At this point, we are ready to generalize the concept of colim-
fibration to dimension 2. As described in our [11], what we think most naturally gen-
eralizes discrete fibrations to dimension 2 are the 2-Set-fibrations. The latter are what
gets classified by the 2-Set-Grothendieck construction. Precisely they are an extension
of the usual Grothendieck fibrations that are, locally, discrete opfibrations. Hence they
correspond to a locally discrete version of Hermida’s 2-fibrations; see Lambert’s [10] and
also Hermida’s [7]. Being, locally, discrete opfibrations, they are able to uniquely lift
2-cells to a fixed domain 1-cell. Be careful, though, that it would now be much harder
to directly generalize Definition 2.3 in a way that implies being a 2-Set-fibration. So we
think it is most concise to just ask having a 2-Set-fibration.

We then need to use a 2-categorical concept of cocone. While weighted 2-cocylinders
would be hard to handle, we notice that a 2-Set-fibration has the ability to lift oplax
normal 2-cocones. Indeed, let p: § — E be a cloven 2-Set-fibration. Consider then
S € S, a marking W: 4°®° — CAT with 4 small, a 2-diagram D: [W — £ and an
oplax normal 2-cocone

0: Al = E(D(-), p(S))
for D on p(S). Then p lifts (D, 0) to a pair (D,6) with D: [W — § a 2-diagram and 0
an oplax normal 2-cocone for D on S such that po D = D and po = 6.

0
D(A, X) (% Ip

D(ja) =
D(B, X') —5—— p(5)
(B.X)

For every (A,X) € [W, we define D(A,X) and 64 x) by taking the chosen carte-
sian lifting of 64 x) to S. For every (f,a): (A,X) — (B,X’) in [W, we then de-
fine gf,oz: g(A,X) — & to be the unique lifting of 0, to g(A,X). Since g(B,X/) is carte-
sian, ¢ factors through 5( B,x"); we define D(f,a) to be the unique factoring morphism
D(A,X) — D(B,X’), so that 0;4: 6(ax) — 05x o D(f,a). It remains to define D
on 2-cells. Given §: (f,a) = (9,8): (A,X) — (B,X') in [W, we define D(5) to be
the unique lifting of D(8) to D(f,a). The codomain of D(8) is D(g,3) because of the
uniqueness of the lifting of

0(a,x)

D(A, X)

D(f,a)
2 s,
D(g,8) D(B, X") ———— p(9),

B,x"
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which coincides with 6,5, to 5( 4,x), and the cartesianity of [ (B,x)- This argument also
proves the 2-dimensional property of the oplax naturality of 6. It is straightforward to
check that D is a 2-functor and that 6 is oplax normal natural, using the cartesianity of
the 0 (a,x)’s and the uniqueness of the liftings of a 2-cell to a ﬁxed domain 1-cell (with
arguments similar to the above one).

Clearly, the 5( 4,x) s are not unique above the 64 x), but cartesian. Having fixed them,
however, the rest of the oplax normal cocone 6 is uniquely defined. It is also true that,
given another pair (D,#) that lifts (D,#), the unique vertical morphisms D(A, X ) —
D(A X) that produce the factorization of the 9( 4,x)’s through the cartesian 0 (4,x)’s form

a unique vertical 2-natural transformation j: D — D such that § = (—07)of. This can
be checked using the uniqueness of the liftings of a 2-cell to a fixed domain 1-cell and the
cartesianity of the 04 x)’s

The following definition is original.

Definition 2.14. A 2-functor p: § — E is a 2-colim-fibration if it is a cloven 2-Set-
fibration such that, for every S € S, marking W: 4°° — CAT with 4 small, 2-diagram
D: f W — £ and universal oplax normal 2-cocone

0: Al == £ (D(-),p(5))
that exhibits p(S) = oplax®-colim®!' D, the pair (D, #) obtained by lifting (D, §) through
p to S as in Construction 2.13 exhibits

S = oplax™-colim™' D.

Remark 2.15. Remember that every weighted 2-colimit can be reduced to an oplax
normal conical one, so the property of being a 2-colim-fibration can as well be applied to
any universal weighted 2-cocylinder

p: W= E(F(=),p(5))

for some 2-diagram F': 4 — ‘E, after reducing it to a universal oplax normal 2-cocone.

We would now like to generalize Proposition 2.10 to dimension 2. We see, however, that
a 2-colim-fibration does not necessarily reflect all the (oplax normal conical) 2-colimits,
because the lifting (D, #) of Construction 2.13 is not unique anymore. Indeed, if we start
from an oplax normal 2-cocone above (at the level of §), project it down and lift, we do
not find in general the starting oplax normal 2-cocone. We almost find the same, however,
if we start from an oplax normal 2-cocone that we call cartesian, and now define. This
will bring to Proposition 2.18.

Definition 2.16. Let p: § — E be a 2-Set-fibration. Consider then S € §, a marking
W: A°®° — CAT with 4 small and a 2-diagram H: [W — S. An oplax normal 2-cocone

¢: Al 1:> S(H(-),95)
oplax™
is cartesian if for every (A, X) € [W the component (4 x) (seen as a morphism in §)
is cartesian with respect to p.
We say that p reflects all the cartesian (oplax normal conical) 2-colimits if it
reflects the universality of cartesian oplax normal 2-cocones.
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Example 2.17. Let ‘E be a 2-category and M € ‘E. The cartesian morphisms in E /., A/
with respect to dom: E /. )y — E are precisely the triangles

E— 7 L F

with the 2-cell v an isomorphism. So the cartesian oplax normal 2-cocones in E f. g
are the ones with components triangles filled with isomorphisms.

=R

M

Proposition 2.18. Let p: S — E be a cloven 2-Set-fibration. The following are equiva-
lent:

(1) p is a 2-colim-fibration;

(i7) p reflects all the cartesian 2-colimits.

Proof. We prove “(ii) = (7)”. In the notation of Definition 2.14, the oplax normal 2-
cocone @ is cartesian by Construction 2.13. Since p reflects all the cartesian colimits and
pof = 0 is universal, then 0 needs to be universal as well, exhibiting S = oplax” -colim“' D.

We now prove “(i) = (i7)”. So consider S € S, a marking W: 4° — CAT with 4
small, a 2-diagram H: [W — S and a cartesian oplax normal 2-cocone

C: Al == S (H(-).5).

Assume that p o ¢ is universal, exhibiting p(S) = oplax®-colim™! (p o H). We prove that
¢ is universal as well. Consider the lifting (po H,po () of (po H,po () through p to
S, as in Construction 2.13. It is straightforward to check that, since cartesian liftings
are unique up to a unique vertical isomorphism, there exists a 2-natural isomorphism
j: H=po H such that ( = (—oj)opo( (see the last part of Construction 2.13). Since
p o ( is universal, as p is a 2-colim-fibration, and (— o j) is a 2-natural isomorphism, we
conclude that ( is universal. O

Remark 2.19. We have seen in Remark 2.12 that we can rephrase the 1-dimensional
Theorem 1.1 by saying that dom: C/p; — C is a colim-fibration that preserves and
detects all the colimits. And this latter is actually stronger than Theorem 1.1, but true
since dom: C/p; — C can be obtained as the category of elements of the representable
y(M): CP — Set.

As described in our [11], we believe the most natural categorification of the construction
of the category of elements is given by the 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck construction. So,
to obtain a generalization of Theorem 1.1 (or better, the stronger colim-fibration result) to
dimension 2, we consider the 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck construction of a representable
y(M) : E® — CAT (given E a 2-category and M € ‘E). This gives the domain functor
from the lax slice E /., s, further justifying Construction 2.1:

Ehox g — 1

lax comma
dom 1

op
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We now prove that dom: E f,, oy — E is a 2-colim-fibration (Theorem 2.20). In
particular, considering how liftings along dom are calculated, this will also imply the
conclusion of Construction 2.1 (first approach) from this abstract point of view. We will
then address lifting (that is stronger than detection) of 2-colimits in Proposition 3.5 and
preservation of 2-colimits in Section 4, establishing a full 2-categorical generalization of
Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 2.20. Let ‘E be a 2-category and M € E. Then the 2-functor dom: E f. pp —
E is a 2-colim-fibration. As a consequence, in the notation of Construction 2.1,

colim" F oplax™ -colim®! (FoG(W)) A
L4 = La = oplax™ -colim~! L9

M M

in the lax slice E )y ©g. Here, L% is the 2-diagram in ‘E ). \s that corresponds to the
oplax normal 2-cocone N\ on M associated to the weighted 2-cocylinder on M that g
represents.

Proof. By Remark 2.19, we know that dom: E .. 3y — ‘E can be obtained as the 2-Set-
enriched Grothendieck construction of y (M) : E® — CAT. So dom is a 2-Set-fibration
with a canonical cleavage (the chosen cartesian lifting of a morphism f is (f,id)).

We prove that the second part of the statement is a consequence of the first one. So
assume we have already proved that dom is a 2-colim-fibration. Calling 6 the universal
oplax normal 2-cocone that exhibits C' = oplax™-colim®! (F o G (W)), we then obtain that
the lifting of (F' o G(W), ) through dom to ¢ (calculated as in Construction 2.13)

a,x)

FoG(W)(A X)

o e

- FoGW)B,X) ———3 ¢

OB,x")
Idom

bax) :|:d0m
Of.a
F(f) !

F(B) > C

0B, x7)

exhibits
q = oplax™-colim®' F o G (W)

in E fux Af- And we can calculate F o G(W) and 6 explicitly, looking at the action of
y(M) : E°® — CAT on 1-cells and 2-cells, since dom = G (y (M)). Given (A, X) € [W,

FoG(W)(A,X) =y(M)(0x)(q) =qobux) =, x =LA X)
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Given (f,a): (A, X) = (B, X') in W,

00 =00t (Oax),1d) = (Op.x7 0 F(f),y (M) (01.0))
whence, since y (M) (0f.0)g = q % 070 = A},

FoG(W)(f \ / LY(f, ).
Max) AB.x")

Given ¢: (f,a) = (9,8): (A, X) — (B, X’') in fW,
FoG(W)(9) = F(0) = L0).

We now prove that dom: E /. py — E is a 2-colim-fibration. By Proposition 2.18,
it suffices to prove that dom reflects all the cartesian colimits. So take t: K — M, a
marking W: 4° — CAT with 4 small and a 2-diagram H: [W — E /. ps. Consider

then a cartesian oplax normal 2-cocone

C Al = Z:/lax (H<_)7t)

oplax®

such that dom o( is universal. We prove that ¢ is universal as well.
Given g: E — M and

we need to produce a morphism
K—" S E
\:7> /
t g
M
in E fax ) such that ¢ = (70 —) o (. Then we need

domoo = domo(yo—)o (= (70—)odomo(,

whence 7 needs to be the unique morphism K — FE in ‘E induced by domoo via uni-
versality of domo(. We will now produce the inner 2-cell v in ‘E via the 2-dimensional
universality of dom o(. Indeed v corresponds to a modification

E:(to—)odomo( = (9070 —)odomo(.
Notice that the target of = coincides with (go —) o domoo. Given (4, X) € [W, we will

have that =4 x) = v * {(a,x), and we want to obtain

= o —

dom(H (4, X)) B dom(H(4, X)) —4X

>y K =
ol 7(A,X)
C(A X) l :/ = ﬁ/
H(A,X) H(A,X)
M

M

C(A X)

E
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The component (4 x) is indeed a triangle filled with an isomorphism, by Example 2.17,
since ( is cartesian. Whence we need to take

It is straightforward to check that = is a modification between oplax normal 2-cocones.
So = induces a unique 2-cell v: ¢ — g o7 in E such that (y % —) x (domo() = =Z. We
check that ¢ = (7 o —) o  (as oplax normal natural transformations). It surely holds on
object components by construction of =. Given a morphism (f, @) in ( i W)Op, it suffices
to check that

Ofa =7*Cfa
But this holds by construction of 7.
We now show the uniqueness of 7. So assume there is some 7': ¢t — ¢ in E f.x ) such

that 0 = (7o —) o (. Then f?’ =7 by the argument above. Since the two 2-cells v and +/
in ‘£ are then between the same 1-cells, it suffices to prove that

(7% =) * (domo() = (7 * —) x (dom o().

—

But this can be checked on components, and v * (4 x) = 7" * @ holds because

(Yo—)o(=0=(y0—-)o(

and ( is cartesian (essentially, both give the same =).
It remains to prove the 2-dimensional universality of (. Given g: E — M, two mor-
phisms 7,7": t = g in E f.x )/ and a modification
Si(ro-)o¢ = (o) C Al == E fu A (H(=),9),
we need to produce a 2-cell T': v — " in ‘E /. ps such that ¥ = (I's —) . But the latter

equality is satisfied precisely when it is satisfied after composing with dom. So consider
dom *¥; as dom o( is universal, we find a unique I': ¥ = 7/ such that

dom % = (T % —) * (dom o().

And then T gives a 2-cell T': v — 4/ in E }ax M- Indeed, we need to prove that gxLoy =/
as 2-cells in ‘E, and it suffices to show that

((g*T o7) % =) % (domo() = (v % —) % (dom o(),

by 2-universality of dom o(. This can be checked on components, where it is true because
it holds after pasting with the components of ¢ (that are isomorphisms, because ( is
cartesian), since X: (yo —) o ( = (7' o —) o (. By construction of I', we immediately
obtain that ¥ = (I'* —) % (, and our argument has proved the uniqueness of I" as well. [
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3. _{]"—CATEGORIES AND A LIFTING RESULT FOR THE DOMAIN 2-FUNCTOR

A main result of this paper will be the complete generalization of the 1-dimensional
Theorem 1.1 to dimension 2. After Theorem 2.20, it remains to address preservation
(Section 4) and lifting of colimits for dom: E /. 7 — ‘E (in this section). Remember
that we indeed need to consider lax slices (see Remark 2.19).

In dimension 1, the fact that dom: C/p; — C lifts all the colimits is based on the
correspondence between the diagrams in C /) and the cocones in C on M (see also the
Introduction). More precisely, while the fact that dom is a colim-fibration is based on
the ability to produce a diagram in the slice over M from a cocone on M, the lifting of
colimits is based on the converse.

We have already seen in Construction 2.1 (first approach) that, in dimension 2, we
can reorganize an oplax normal 2-cocone on M as a 2-diagram in the lax slice E f.x 7/
Indeed this was the main idea, together with the reduction of the weighted 2-colimits to
oplax normal conical ones, of the first approach to the categorification of the equivalence
between colimits in 1-dimensional slices and maps from the colimit of the domains. As
we see in the proof of Proposition 3.1, the second approach allows us to capture this
reorganization process from a more abstract point of view. Indeed this is close to the
first part of the proof of Theorem 2.20, where we proved the equivalence between the
two approaches. However, not every 2-diagram in E /., )/ can produce an oplax normal
2-cocone on M, as the normality condition may fail.

In this section, we prove a generalization to dimension 2 of the bijective correspondence
between cocones on M and diagrams in the slice over M (Proposition 3.1). We then justify
this result via ¥ -category theory, also called enhanced 2-category theory and introduced
in Lack and Shulman’s [9]. We recall F-category theory in Recall 3.3. Finally, we show
a result of lifting of 2-colimits for dom: E /., p; — ‘E in Proposition 3.5. Such result is
not about all oplax normal 2-colimits, but this makes sense from an F-categorical point
of view.

Proposition 3.1. Let E be a 2-category and M € ‘E. Consider then a marking W: A4 —
CAT with A small and a 2-diagram D: [W — ‘E. There is a bijection between oplax
normal 2-cocones

A: Al — E(D(-), M)

oplax™
on M and 2-diagrams D: [W — E j.x Ny such that for every morphism (f,id) in [W
the triangle D(f,id) is filled with an identity.

Proof. Given A, since dom is a 2-Set-fibration, we can lift (D, \) to id); and obtain a pair
(D, )\) as in Construction 2.13. Exactly as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 2.20,
we can calculate D explicitly, looking at the action of y (M) : E°® — CAT on 1-cells and
2-cells, since dom = G (y(M)). We obtain the formulas

E(fv Oé) = <D<f7 Oé), )\f,a) : )\(A,X) - )\(B,X/)

Starting instead from a 2-diagram D, we can reorganize its data as an oplax normal
2-cocone A for domoD on M, with formulas

Max) = D(A, X): dom(D(A, X)) = M.

)\f@ = E(f, Oz).
It is straightforward to check that the 2-functoriality of D guarantees that \ is oplax
natural. Given (f,id) in [W, we obtain As;q = D(f,1d) = id, and then X is also normal.
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It is clear that the two constructions we have produced are inverses of each other. [

Remark 3.2. We believe Proposition 3.1 is best captured by ¥ -category theory, also
called enhanced 2-category theory, for which we take as main reference Lack and Shul-
man’s [9]. We give a quick recall of F-category theory in Recall 3.3, and rephrase Propo-
sition 3.1 in Remark 3.4. F-category theory will then be even more useful to us to prove
the preservation of (appropriate) 2-colimits for dom: E f.. py — E in Section 4. We
will indeed show that dom preserves a big class of 2-colimits (Theorem 4.13), despite not
every 2-colimit, and that this makes a lot of sense from an F-categorical point of view.

Recall 3.3. F is the cartesian closed full subcategory of CAT ? (the category of arrows
in CAT) determined by the functors which are injective on objects and fully faithful
(i.e. full embeddings). It is possible to enrich over ¥, obtaining ¥ -category theory. An
F-category S is then given by a collection of objects, a hom-category S (X,Y)_ of tight
morphisms and a second hom-category § (X, Y'), of loose morphisms that give 2-category
structures (respectively) S, and Sy to S, together with an identity on objects, faithful
and locally fully faithful 2-functor Js: S, — Sx. An F-functor F: S — 7 is a 2-functor
F\: 8y — T, that restricts to a 2-functor F;: S, — 7, (forming a commutative square);
this is equivalent to F\ preserving tightness. And an ¥ -natural transformation is a 2-
natural transformation «a, between loose parts that restricts to one between the tight
parts; this is equivalent to a;, having tight components. It is then true that the category
F is enriched over itself, with tight morphisms the morphisms of ¥, loose morphisms the
functors between loose parts and 2-cells the 2-natural transformations between the latter.
And for every F-category S and S € § we can build a copresheaf § (S, —) : § — ¥, that
sends S’ to the full embedding S, (S, S’) — S\ (S, 9").

Given F-categories § and 7, there is an F-category [S, T]T of F-functors from S to
T, where the tight morphisms are the F -natural transformations, the loose morphisms are
the 2-natural transformations between the loose parts and the 2-cells are the modiﬁcations
of it,

between the loose morphisms. But we will need also an (op)lax version [§, ‘T] (op)lax

which is the F-category defined as follows:
an object is an F-functor G: § — T ;

a loose morphism G = H is an (op)lax natural transformation a, between the loose
oose

parts such that the structure 2-cells on tight morphisms are identities, that pre-
cisely means that ay*Js is (strictly) 2-natural; we call them loose strict/(op)laz;

a tight morphism G = H is a loose one that restricts to a 2-natural transformation be-
tween the tight parts, which is equivalent to a loose morphism with tight compo-
nents; they are usually called strict/(op)laz;

a 2-cell is a modification between the loose morphisms.

We can then apply the definitions above to the case 7 = F, obtaining two F -categories

of copresheaves on §. The strict one, [S, F ]f , can be characterized as follows:

an object is an F-functor G: § — F, that we can identify with a pair of 2-functors
G,: S — CAT and Gy: S\ — CAT together with a 2-natural transformation

S, — 5 5,

\/

whose components are all full embeddlngs;
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a loose morphism G == H is a 2-natural transformation ay: Gy = Hy: S\ — CAT;

loose
a tight morphism G = H is a loose one with tight components, that precisely means that

it induces a 2-natural transformation o, : G, = H, such that

S.—5 s, S, —5 5 5,

<%>>HA = GT<§>> /
H,
Hy

CAT CAT

a 2-cell is a modification between the loose morphisms.
F

oplax CALL be characterized as follows:

Whereas the oplax version [§, F|

an object is an object of [S, F ]7 , that we keep on viewing as a triangle above (in the

description of [§, _‘]7]? );

a loose morphism G l:> H is an oplax natural transformation ay: G, — H, that is
oose

(strictly) 2-natural on tight morphisms, meaning that a, * Js is 2-natural; we call
them oplax normal,

a tight morphism G = H is a loose one with tight components, that precisely means that
it induces a 2-natural transformation o, : G, = H, such that

S —5 s, S —5 s,

() - of2) 7
H,
Hy

CAT CAT

a 2-cell is modification between the loose morphisms.

Remark 3.4. The 2-Set-enriched Grothendieck construction of a 2-functor W: 4P —
CAT has a canonical structure of F-functor G(W): [W — A. Indeed any 2-category
A can be seen as an F -category by taking every morphism to be tight. And we can give
JW a natural F-category structure taking the loose part to be itself (as a 2-category)
and as tight morphisms the the morphisms of the kind (f,id) (i.e. the morphisms of the

cleavage). Then [( /W)™, CAT] coincides with the loose part of [( /W)™, F] *

oplax® oplax’
justifying even more the use of the oplax normal natural transformations to work with

the 2-Set-enriched (but also the usual) Grothendieck construction.

Since E fax M = [y (M), we obtain that the lax slice of £ on M has a canonical
F -category structure, with loose morphisms the usual ones and tight morphisms the
triangles filled with an identity. That is, the tight part of E /.. ps is the strict 2-slice
E/pr- So we can rephrase Proposition 3.1 by saying that there is a bijection between
the loose strict /oplax F-cocones on M and the F-diagrams in the lax slice on M.

We can now prove a result of lifting of 2-colimits for dom: £ /., p7 — E. Such result
is not about all the oplax normal 2-colimits, but this makes sense from an  -categorical
point of view.

Proposition 3.5. Let E be a 2-category and let M € E. Then the 2-colim-fibration
dom: E fax 0y — E lifts all the oplax normal 2-colimits of F -diagrams.
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That is, given a marking W: A°® — CAT with A small, an F-diagram H: [W —
E hax M and a universal oplax normal 2-cocone

0: Al == E((domoH)(—),C)

oplax®

that exhibits C' = oplax® -colim®' (dom oH) in ‘E, there exist ¢ € ‘E fux 7y over C' and a
universal oplaxz normal 2-cocone

for H on q exhibiting ¢ = oplax™ -coim®' H in E fay 7 such that domof = 6 (i.e. 8 is
over ).

Proof. By Proposition 3.1 (together with its proof) and Remark 3.4, the ¥ -diagram
H: [W — E fiax )M corresponds to an oplax normal 2-cocone A for domoH on M. As 0
is universal, then A induces a unique morphism ¢: C' — M such that A = (go —) o 6.

Consider now the lifting of the pair (domoH,#) through the 2-Set-fibration dom to
q, as in Construction 2.13. Since dom is a 2-colim-fibration, by Theorem 2.20, the pair
(domoH, 0) that we obtain over (dom oH, ) exhibits

g = oplax®-colim™'dom oH.

But we can calculate dom oH explicitly, as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 2.20,
looking at the action of y (M) : E® — CAT on 1-cells and 2-cells, since dom = G (y (M)).
Givend: (f,a) = (9,0): (4, X) — (B,X’) in [W, using also the proof of Proposition 3.1
we obtain

dOHlOH(A,X) = qu(AX) = )\(A,X) = H(A,X)
domoH (f, ) = (dom(H(f,@)),q *bya) = (dom(H(f, ), Ar.a) = H(f, )
domoH (0) = dom(H(9)) = H(J)

So domoH = H, whence we conclude. U

4. LAX F-ADJOINTS AND PRESERVATION OF COLIMITS

Aiming at a full generalization of the 1-dimensional Theorem 1.1 to dimension 2, we
would like to prove that dom: E /. pyf — E preserves 2-colimits. Remember that both
Construction 2.1 (first approach) and Remark 2.19 (from the second approach) justified
the need to consider lax slices.

To achieve a result of preservation of 2-colimits, we find a lot of help in ¥ -category
theory (Recall 3.3), for which we take as main reference Lack and Shulman’s [9]. Our
idea is that the 2-dimensional concept of colim-fibration needs to use the 2-Set-enriched
Grothendieck construction, which is bound up with the oplax normal natural transfor-
mations. And the latter are best captured by F-category theory. We have already seen
how this helped justify the lifting result (Proposition 3.5), and we notice that it could
also justify more the reflection result (that is the main part of Theorem 2.20).

In dimension 1, the functor dom: C/p; — M preserves colimits because it has a right
adjoint, namely dom 4 M x —. In dimension 2, the 2-functor M x — is only a lax right
adjoint to dom: E /. py — E, and more precisely a right semi-lax right adjoint, as we
prove in Theorem 4.13. However, this is not enough for the preservation of 2-colimits.
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In this section, we prove (Theorem 4.11) that having a right semi-lax right F -adjoint
is enough to guarantee the preservation of all tight strict/oplax F-colimits (see Defini-
tion 4.6). Furthermore, having only a right semi-laz loose right F -adjoint is enough to
guarantee the preservation of a big class of 2-colimits.

We then prove that dom has such a (tight) F-categorical right adjoint (Theorem 4.13),
and thus preserves all tight strict/oplax F-colimits, as well as other (more loose) 2-colimits.

In Section 5, we will prove that also the 2-functor of change of base along a split
Grothendieck opfibration between lax slices has a suitable F-categorical right adjoint (so
that also such 2-functor preserves a big class of 2-colimits).

We begin recalling the concept of lax adjunction and the universal mapping property
that characterizes it, for which we take as references Gray’s [6] and Bunge’s [3].

Definition 4.1. A lax adjunction is, for us, what Gray calls a strict weak quasi-adjunction
in [6]. That is, a laz adjunction from a 2-functor F': 4 — B to a 2-functor U: B — 4
is given by a lax natural unit n: Id = U o F,; a lax natural counit €: F'o U = Id and
modifications

UoFoU

b a ey

FoUoF

that express lax triangular laws, such that both the swallowtail modifications

1d—>UF

F77
l ft/ FUFU UL pu
UF 5 UFUF “Us l

FU—>1d

are identities.

A right semi-lax adjunction is a lax adjunction in which the counit ¢ is strictly
2-natural and the modification s is the identity.

We call a lax adjunction strict when s and ¢ are both identities, making the triangular
laws to hold strictly.

Recall 4.2. Using the lax comma objects, firstly introduced in Gray’s [6] and refined in
our [11], we can reduce the study of lax adjunctions to ordinary adjunctions between hom-
sets. Indeed, according to Gray, a lax adjunction is equivalently given by homomorphic

2-adjoint functors
s
R

F/lax B L ’Ql/lax U
~_ -

T
over 4 x B with unit x: id = T 0 .S and counit {: SoT = id (that are automatically 2-
natural if assumed natural) over 4 x B. Here S and 7" homomorphic means that they are
given uniquely by lax natural n and e (it can be defined precisely as in 1.5.10 of Gray’s [6],
asking for example T to transform precomposition with cells in A4 into precomposition
with the image through F' of those cells; see also below how we produce T from €).
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Strictness corresponds to
x*xip=1id and {xiy =id,

where ip: 4 — F f. @ is the 2-functor induced by the identity on F and analogously
for iy.

Such a 2-adjunction S - T means, in particular, that we have ordinary adjunctions
between homsets

for every A € 4 and B € B. And we can rephrase such ordinary adjunctions in terms
of having universal units. The global adjunction S 4T corresponds, then, to such units
satisfying a broader universal property, that captures the possibility of h: F(A) — B to
vary in the whole lax comma object I’ 4., g rather than in just B (F(A), B). This is the
idea behind Proposition 4.3, that shows the universal mapping property that character-
izes lax adjunctions, except that in general the lax right-adjoint produced is only oplax
functorial. In our examples, however, such characterization will produce a strict (right
semi-) lax adjunction between 2-functors.

Before that, it is helpful to see explicitly how a lax adjunction (F,U,n, ¢, s,t) produces
the adjunctions (S, T, x, &) between the homsets on A € 4 and B € B, as we will use this
later. S and T are defined as usual as

S=(~on)ol

T=(epo—)oF
And the lax naturality of 7 and e gives y and &; precisely, given h: F(A) — B in B and

k:A—U(B)in A4
7 I e P
T

Xn= F(A) — F(U(F(A n
h= F(A) o FU ;(;?% l P
F(U(B))
UE(A) 4 ma
b= 4 [ \U(F(U(B)))UE?)U(B)

o :
R

In particular, we see that for a right semi-lax adjunction we obtain y = id and then
T o S =1d, whence the name comes from.

Proposition 4.3 (dual of Gray’s Proposition 1,7.8.2 in [6] and of Theorem 4.1 in Bunge’s [3]).
Let F: A — B be a 2-functor. Suppose that for every B € B there is an object U(B) € 4
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and a morphism ep: F(U(B)) — B in B that is universal in the following sense: for
every h: F(A) — B in B there is an h: A — U(B) in A and a 2-cell

F(A)

FU(B))

h
S
h

— B
B

in ‘B such that, given any other g: A — U(B) and o: h = e o F(g), there is a unique

§: h= g such that

F(U(B))

F(A)

2\

— B
B

Assume then that, for every h: F(A) — B in B, we have h = h o £p(a) © idpay and

N

U(F(A)) —Z— F(4)
F(VF(A))\[ %F(A) !
F(U(B)) ——=—— B

and also that, for every B € B, we have €5 = id and ., = id.

Then U extends to an oplax functor, € extends to a lax natural transformation and there
exist a lax natural transformation n and modifications s,t such that U is a lax right-adjoint
to F', except that in general U is only an oplax functor (and the swallowtail identities need

to be slightly modified accordingly).

In particular, if \, = id for every h: F(A) — B, we obtain a right semi-lax adjunction.

Proof (constructions). Given g: B — B’ in ‘B, define U(g) = goep and ¢, =

Agoep-

Given a 2-cell u: g = ¢’ in B, define U(yu) as the unique 2-cell induced by €, o pep. Given
composable morphisms ¢ and ¢’ in B, pasting ¢, and €, induces a unique coassociator
for U, while the identity 2-cell induces a unique counitor.

We then define n4 = idp4) and s4 == A;

1dF(A) .
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And for every f: A — A’ in A we take 7y to be the unique 2-cell that is induced from

FUF(A))) —— F(A)
considering s 4. F'( f), thanks to the assumption in equation (4). Finally, for every B € B,

we induce tp from the identity 2-cell on £, using again the assumption in equation (4),
with h = €B. ]

Remark 4.4. In our two examples, i.e. with F' equal to dom: E /. pf — E (Theorem 4.13)
and to the 2-functor of pullback along a split Grothendieck opfibration between lax slices
of CAT (Theorem 5.3), Proposition 4.3 will produce a strict right semi-lax adjunction be-
tween 2-functors. But this would not be enough to guarantee preservation of colimits. It
is enough if the right semi-lax adjunction is F -categorical, as we prove in Theorem 4.11.
But we have to restrict the attention to the (tight) strict/oplax F -colimits, defined in
Definition 4.6 (that we believe are the suitable colimits to consider in this context). It
might be helpful to look at Recall 3.3 (recall about ¥ -category theory).

The concept of lax F-adjunction appears in Walker’s [15], but in a pseudo/lax version
and with the stronger request that s and ¢ are isomorphisms. Moreover, only what for us
is the tight version is considered there, asking the unit  and the counit € to be (tight)

pseudo/oplax F-natural rather than loose ones. The latter request means that 1 and ¢

are tight morphisms in some [S, S] fplax

is not necessary to guarantee the preservation of the “loose part” of tight strict/oplax
F-colimits. Moreover, it is not satisfied by our example of change of base along a split
Grothendieck opfibration between lax slices.

of Recall 3.3 rather than loose ones. Such request

Definition 4.5. A loose lax F -adjunction is a lax adjunction (F, U, n,¢, s,t) between
the loose parts in which F' and U are ¥ -functors and n and ¢ are loose strict/lax ¥ -natural
transformations (i.e. loose morphisms in [§ ,S]lix of Recall 3.3 for suitable §).

A (tight) lax F -adjunction is a loose one such that n and € are (tight) strict/lax
F-natural transformations (that is, have tight components).

A right semi-lax loose T -adjunction is a loose lax F-adjunction such that ¢ is
strictly 2-natural (i.e. a loose morphism in [5,$]” of Recall 3.3) and s is the identity.

We call a loose lax F-adjunction strict if both s and ¢ are identities.

Definition 4.6. Let 4 be a small F-category and consider F-functors W: 4°° — F
(the weight) and H: A4 — S (the ¥ -diagram). The strict/oplax F -colimit of H
weighted by W, denoted as oplax” -colim" H, is (if it exists) an object C' € § together
with an isomorphism in F

S(C,Q) =A%, FI .. (W, S (H(-),Q))

F-natural in Q € S, where [A4°P, _‘F]? is the ¥ -category defined in Recall 3.3.

oplax
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Remark 4.7. The natural isomorphism of Definition 4.6 is equivalently a 2-natural iso-
morphism between the loose parts, that is,

S (C,Q) = [AP, CAT] 1 yn (Wi, Sx (HA(-), Q) (5)

which restricts to a 2-natural isomorphism between the tight parts. Such tight parts are
respectively S, (C, @) and those oplax normal natural transformations «, that restrict to
2-natural ones a.: W, = S, (H.(—), @), i.e. those forming a commutative square

W, (A) 4 S (H,(A), Q)

(jw)Al l(JS*HT)A

WA(A) (a—)\)A> 5)\ (HA(A)v Q)

for every A € 4 (where Js: S, (—, Q) = Sx (—, Q) o Js)

Remember that identities are always tight and tight morphisms are closed under com-
position. So the request that the 2-natural isomorphism of equation (5) restricts to one
between the tight parts equivalently means that the universal oplax normal 2-cocylinder

p* (corresponding to id¢) satisfies the following two conditions. For every A € A and

X € W,(A), the morphism

py(X): H(A) = C
is tight, and, for every ¢: C — @ in S, if q o pu}(X) is tight for every A € 4 and
X € W.(A) then ¢ needs to be tight. We say that the (cocylinder) T-components
py(X)’s are tight and jointly detect tightness.

Proposition 4.8. Let A be a small F -category and consider F -functors W: AP — F
(the weight) and H: A — S (the F -diagram). The strict/oplax F -colimit of H weighted
by W is, equivalently, an object C € § together with an oplax normal 2-cocylinder

p: Wy == Sx (HA(—), O)

that is universal in the 2-categorical sense, giving a 2-natural isomorphism
S0 (C,Q) = (AP, CAT), . (Wh, S (Hy(—), Q).
and has T-components that are tight and jointly detect tightness.

Proof. The proof is clear after Remark 4.7. Since the loose limit is 2-categorical, it can
indeed be characterized as having a universal oplax normal 2-cocylinder. U

Definition 4.9. We call a strict/oplax #-colimit tight if it is exhibited by an oplax
normal 2-cocylinder p* as in Proposition 4.8 such that all cocylinder \-components
p(X), for A€ 4 and X € W, (A), are tight. Notice that this condition is automatic in
the case of oplax normal 2-cocones, that is the one we are mostly interested in (as every
weighted 2-cocylinder can be reduced to one of this form).

Remark 4.10. We are now ready to prove that having a right semi-lax right ¥ -adjoint
guarantees the preservation of all tight strict/oplax ¥ -colimits. We will actually see that
the property of the universal oplax normal 2-cocylinder to have 7-components that jointly
detect tightness is preserved when we have a right semi-lax (tight) left F-adjoint, but
not necessary to prove the preservation of the rest of the structure, for which a loose
adjunction is enough.

The following theorem does not seem to appear in the literature.
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Theorem 4.11. Right semi-laz loose left F -adjoints preserve all the universal oplaz nor-
mal 2-cocylinders for an F-diagram which have tight A-components (i.e. in some sense
the “loose part” of all the tight strict/oplaz F -colimits, even if the T-components do not
jointly detect tightness).

Right semi-lax (tight) left F -adjoints preserve all tight strict/oplax F -colimits.

Proof. Let (F,U,n,¢,s,t) be a right semi-lax loose F-adjunction between ¥ -categories S
and E. That is, a lax adjunction between the loose parts where F' and U are F -functors, n
is a loose strict/lax F-natural transformation, € is strictly 2-natural and s is the identity.
Let then A4 be a small F -category and consider F-functors W: 4°° — F and H: 4 — S
such that the strict/oplax ¥ -colimit of H weighted by W exists in § and is tight. Call
C such colimit; we want to show that F' preserves it. By Proposition 4.8, it suffices to
consider the universal oplax normal 2-cocylinder

,LL)\I W)\ = 5)\ (H)\<—), C)

oplax™

with tight A-components that exhibits C' = oplax” -colim" H and the oplax normal 2-
cocylinder

Wy == $y (Hy(=), C) = Ey ((Fy 0 Hy) (=), F(C))

oplax™

obtained applying F' to the former.

We prove that Fou? is universal in the 2-categorical sense and such that the F/(u}(X))’s,
for A € 4 and X € W,(A), are all tight, without using that the 7-components jointly
detect tightness. Moreover, we show that if n and € have tight components, giving a right
semi-lax (tight) #-adjunction, then having 7-components that jointly detect tightness is
preserved as well.

Since a right semi-lax loose ¥ -adjunction is in particular a right semi-lax adjunction
between the loose parts, we know by Recall 4.2 that (F, U, 7, ¢,id, t) induces an adjunction
between homsets

Sy,z

/\

EN(INY), Z) 1 S(Y,U\(2))

\/

Ty,z

for every Y € § and Z € ‘£ with unit the identity, showing 7'o S = Id, and counit
£: SoT = id. The strategy will be to make use of the equality 7o S = Id to move back
and forth between E and S, recovering, after T o S, the original starting data of £ but
with new information gathered in S.

The A-components F(u}(X))’s are surely tight, since F is an F-functor. Take then
q: F(C) — Z in ‘E such that qo F(p (X)) is tight for every A € 4 and every X € W, (A).
We show that if  and € have tight components, then ¢ needs to be tight as well. Notice
that S_ 7 is oplax normal natural in Y € S\?, with structure 2-cell on y: Y < Y’ in
Sy given by (— xn,) = U, since 7 is loose strict/lax F-natural. Moreover, if n has tight
components then S_ 7 is tight as well, since U is an F-functor. Since p(X): H(A) — C
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is tight, we obtain 5, (x) 2 = id and hence

Sc,z

Ex(FN(C), Z) ————— S\ (C,Ux(2))

—oFy () (X ))l l—ouﬁ (X)

Ex(FA(H(A)), Z) 5——= S\ (H(A),UA(2))

S,z

Sia),z(q 0 F(py(X))) = Sc.z(q) o pia (X)
So if n is tight then the left hand side of the equality here above is tight, and since the
i (X)’s jointly detect tightness we obtain that Sc z(g) is tight. If we also assume that ¢
is tight, then T » is tight, whence ¢ = T'(S(q)) is tight.

We now prove that Fou? is universal, assuming only a right semi-lax loose # -adjunction
and never using that the 7-components p (X) jointly detect tightness. Everything below
will be loose, so we abuse the notation dropping the loose subscripts. The following figure
condenses the strategy.

W s §(H(-),C) =L E((Fo H)(-), F(C)
ﬂ [ )
E((FoH)(-),2) = S (H(-).U(2)) —— E((Fo H)(-). 2)

Given an oplax normal 2-cocylinder

oW —=—7= E(FoH)(-),2),

oplax™
we want to prove that there is a unique 6: F/(C) — Z in ‘E such that
(bo—)oFou=o.

Postcomposing o with Sg(_) z, we obtain an oplax normal 2-cocylinder for H. Indeed

SH(-),z is oplax normal natural in A € A° with structure 2-cell on a: A <~ A’ in A4 given

by (— * nr(@)) * U, since n is loose strict/lax #-natural and H is an ¥ -functor. So, by

universality of u, S o o induces a unique v: C'— U(Z) in S such that
(yo-)ou=Soo.

Notice then that the right square of the figure in equation (6) is commutative, since it is
equivalent to

(ez0 F(y))o F(=) =ez0 F(yo—),

that holds since F' is a 2-functor. So 6 := T'(7) in ‘E is such that
(0o—)oFou=To(yo—)ou=ToSoo =o0.
We now show the uniqueness of 6. So consider another ¢': F'(C') — Z in E such that
(0o —) o F opu=o. Postcomposing with S we obtain
So(d'o—)oFou=_Soo.

But we notice that

So(d'o—)oFou=(S(0)o—)opu
as oplax normal natural transformations. Indeed, given A € 4 and a: X — X’ in W(A),

(So(d"e—=)oFopu)(X)=U(oF (na(X))) onuay = U)o U (F (na(X))) © naa)-
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Since p14(X) is tight and 7 is loose strict/lax #-natural, 7,,(x) = id and hence
U(0") o U (F (pa(X))) o nuay = U(0") 0 ne o pa(X) = S(8) o pa(X).

And it works similarly for the images on «, using the 2-dimensional property of n being
oplax natural. Given a: A+ A’ in 4 and X € W(A),

(So(0o—)oFopu),y=U(doF (ua(X)))*nu@oU (0 *F (pax)) * naa).
Considering piq x: prar(W(a)(X)) = pa(X) o H(a) in S, since 7 is loose strict/lax -
natural and both ps(X) and pa (W (a)(X)) are tight, we obtain

U(F (1a(X))) * nry o U (F (fa,x)) * Ne(ary = Mo * fla,x,
whence we conclude that
So(d'o—)oFou=(S()o—)opu
Therefore, we have
(S(#)o—)ou=Soa=(yo-)ou,
and by universality of u we conclude that S(d") =, whence
§ =T(S(8)=T(y)=4.

It only remains to prove the 2-dimensional universal property of F' o u. Given a modi-
fication
o= W=—=E(FoH)(-),2),

oplax™

we want to prove that there is a unique A: § = §': F(C) — Z in ‘E such that
(Ax—)x (Fop)=2.
By universality of u, whiskering > with S on the right induces a unique I': v = 4 in §
such that
(Tx—)*xpu=.5x%.
Notice then that
Tx(Tx—)=(TT)*—)«F
because F' is a 2-functor, and thus A := 7'(I") in ‘E is such that
(Ax =)« (Fopu)=TxTx—)xpu=T=*S*x>=1%.
To show the uniqueness of A, take another A’ such that (A’ —)%(Fou) = 3. Whiskering
with S on the right, we obtain
Sk (A"x =)« (Fop)=98x*X.

But notice that

Sx (A" x =)« (Fou)=(S(A")*—)*p
Indeed it suffices to check it on components, where it holds since ps(X) is tight and
hence 1, (x) = id (analogously to what we have shown for the 1-dimensional universal
property). So

(S(AN)x« =)xpu=S*xX = (x*—)*p,
whence S(A’) =I' by universality of u and thus

A =T(S(A))=T(T) = A.

Therefore F' o is universal in the 2-categorical sense. U
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Remark 4.12. We can now conclude the generalization of the 1-dimensional Theorem 1.1
to dimension 2, by showing that dom: E .. 3y — E has a strict right semi-lax (tight)
right #-adjoint (Theorem 4.13) and hence preserves all tight strict/oplax # -colimits.
More importantly in the context of this paper, Theorem 4.11 then also guarantees that
dom preserves all the universal oplax normal 2-cocones for an F -diagram which have tight
components, where normal is with respect to the Grothendieck construction. Remember
that any weighted 2-colimit can be reduced to an oplax normal conical one.

So after Theorem 4.13 we will have proved that, considering a marking W : 4°° — CAT
with 4 small and an F-diagram H: [W — E /.. 0 (that is, a 2-functor that sends every
morphism of the kind (f,id) to a triangle filled with an identity), if

(: Al = f pr (H(-),C)

oplax®

is a universal oplax normal 2-cocone for H on q € E /., 3y exhibiting ¢ = oplax® -colim®' H
such that (4 x) is a tight morphism for every (A, X) € [W (which means that it is a
triangle filled with an identity), then dom o( is universal as well, exhibiting

dom(q) = oplax®-colim** (dom o H).

Theorem 4.13. Let ‘E be a 2-category and let M € ‘E. Then the 2-colim-fibration
dom: E f.x Ay — E has a strict right semi-lax (tight) right F -adjoint.

As a consequence, by Theorem 4.11, dom preserves all tight strict/oplax F -colimits,
but also all the universal oplax normal 2-cocylinders for an F -diagram which have tight
A-components (see Remark 4.12 for what this means explicitly in practice).

Proof. First of all, notice that dom is surely an ¥ -functor, as every morphism of E
is tight (see Remark 3.4). We use the universal mapping property Proposition 4.3 that
characterizes a lax adjunction to build a right semi-lax right adjoint U to dom: E . 7y —
E. For every E € E, we define U(E) = (M x E 2% E) and e5: M x E 22 E, that
is tight in E, remembering that in dimension 1 the domain functor from C/j; is left
adjoint to M x —.

We show that such counit is universal in the lax sense. Given h: dom(K S M ) — E
in E, take b := ((t, h),id): (K & M) — (M x E 2% M), which is tight in E fux 1/ (see
Remark 3.4), and A, = id.

dom(K 4 M)

dom((t,h),id)
l “

dom(M x E =% M) —— E

This guarantees that we will find a right semi-lax adjunction in the end (see Proposi-
tion 4.3). Given then another morphism

K— s MxE
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in E /.x M and another o: h = pry 07 in ‘E, there is a unique 6: ((¢,h),id) = (3,7) in
E fax )M such that

dom(K < M) . dom(K < M) .
dom((¢,h),id) .
dom(7, <~ o dom(¥,7)
s ) E ol
dom(M x E 2% M) —— E dom(M x E =5 M) —— E
Indeed ¢ is determined by
(t;h)
%
dom(6) = K [s MxE,
\_%

5
that needs to satisfy pr; * = 7 in order to be a 2-cell ((¢,h),id) = (7,7) and pry*0 = o

by the condition above. So ¢ needs to be (v, 0), and this works.
We then see that, for every E € ‘E, €z = id since in this case (t,h) = (pr,, pry) = id

(and X is always the identity). Moreover, for every h: dom(K — M) — E in ‘E,

hoepayoidpay = ((pry, hopry),id) o ((¢,id),id) = ((t, h),id) = h,

making the assumption of equation (4) (of Proposition 4.3) hold.

By Proposition 4.3, as A\, is always the identity, U extends to an oplax functor, ¢
extends to a 2-natural transformation and there exist a lax natural transformation 1 and
a modification ¢ such that U is a right semi-lax right adjoint to dom: E f.x py — E.
But it is easy to see, following the explicit construction of Proposition 4.3, that U is the
(strict) 2-functor

Mx —: E — Elum
E w— (MxEZ™E)
ESE —  (id xe, id)
el o id x 3
Then, for every (K 4 M) € E fax M,

tld)

Mx K

\/ id /
The fact that h is always tight implies that U = M x — is an F-functor and that 1 has
tight components (both also immediate to check directly). Given a morphism

K—2 LK

WA
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in E fax )M, we find that

MxK
i 1d X
(tﬂy \ v

N&E~y = K ﬂ(v,id) M x K’

ﬁ\ﬁn

whence it is clear that 7 is (tight) strict/lax #-natural (since 7(5q) = id). Finally, ¢ = id,
giving a strict right semi-lax adjunction.

We have also already checked that dom: E f. py — E and M x — are F-functors, 7
is (tight) strict/lax #-natural and € has tight components, giving a strict right semi-lax
(tight) F-adjunction. O

K/

Remark 4.14. We can actually obtain a sharper result of preservation of 2-colimits for
dom: E f.« p; — ‘E, as we show in Proposition 4.15. Namely, we can omit the assumption
that the universal oplax normal 2-cocones for an F-diagram have tight A\-components.
Indeed, in the proof of Theorem 4.11, the preservation of the universal oplax normal 2-
cocone uses the assumption that the p’(X)’s are tight only to guarantee the uniqueness
part of the 1- and 2-universal property. But we can prove both uniqueness results in
another way, taking advantage of the simple description of the strict right semi-lax right
F-adjoint U = M x — of dom.

Proposition 4.15. Let E be a 2-category and let M € ‘E. Then dom: E f.x pf — E
preserves all the universal oplax normal 2-cocones for an F -diagram (without assuming
them to have tight A-components”).

Proof. We only need to prove the uniqueness part of the 1- and 2-dimensional universal
property, by Remark 4.14. Following the proof of Theorem 4.11 with F' = dom and
considering &': dom(K - M) — Z in ‘E such that (¢’ o —) o domoy = o, rather than
considering S(¢") = ((t,0’),1d), we define

KMMXZ
v

/.
7= \ /

M

Then ~' satisfies (7' o —) o u = S o ¢, by the universal property of the product, since =
satisfies the analogous equation and (¢’ o —) o domoyu = o. By the uniqueness of 7, we
obtain that ' = v and hence §' = pryodom(y) = T'(v) = 6.

Analogously, we can prove also the uniqueness of the 2-dimensional universal property,
producing from A’ the 2-cell (pr; * dom(I"), A’) between the two suitable triangles 4 here
above. We indeed obtain A’ = pr,*xdom(I") = T'(I") = A. O

5. CHANGE OF BASE BETWEEN LAX SLICES

In dimension 1, the concept of change of base between slices is definitely helpful. And
it is well known that the pullback perfectly realizes such a job. For CAT, given a functor
7: E — B, it is still a good idea to consider the pullback 2-functor 7*: CAT /g —
CAT | ¢ between strict slices. And it is well known that such change of base functor has
a right adjoint 7, (and automatically a right 2-adjoint) precisely when 7 is a Conduché



30 L. MESITI

functor (as the latter functors are the exponentiable morphisms in CAT). So that when
7 is Conduché then 7* is nicely behaved, preserving all the weighted 2-colimits.

However, Section 2 showed that, in order to generalize the calculus of colimits in 1-
dimensional slices to dimension 2, one needs to consider lax slices. And it is then helpful
to have a change of base 2-functor between lax slices of a finitely complete 2-category. We
believe that the most natural way to achieve this is by calculating comma objects rather
than pullbacks. This is also connected to the construction of the category of elements,
as we have described in our [11], but also, in general, to the concept of 2-dimensional
elementary topos (see Weber’s [16]). Equivalently to calculating comma objects, we can
take pullbacks along split Grothendieck opfibrations (that serve as a kind of fibrant re-
placement), see Proposition 5.1. Such a point of view is preferable in the context of this
section, since Grothendieck opfibrations in CA7 are always Conduché and we can gener-
alize the ideas for finding a right adjoint to the pullback functor 7*: CAT /g — CAT /¢
(see Conduché’s [4]) to lax slices.

We take Street’s [13] and Weber’s [16] as main references for Grothendieck opfibrations
in a general 2-category. We prove that if 7: £ — B is a split Grothendieck opfibration in
a 2-category X, then pulling back along 7 extends to a 2-functor 7*: K fox B — K fax E-

Furthermore, we prove that when X = CAT, the 2-functor

. CAT Jax B — CAT Jax E

has a strict right semi-lax loose right ¥ -adjoint. This generalizes Palmgren’s [12], that
proved a similar result for pseudoslices of groupoids, from the comma objects point of
view. As a consequence to such adjunction result, by Theorem 4.11, 7*: CAT |}, B —
CAT |}  preserves all the universal oplax normal 2-cocylinders for an ¥ -diagram which
have tight A-components. Remember that the general context of universal oplax normal
2-cocylinders includes the one of weighted 2-colimits, after reducing them to oplax normal
conical ones (where this latter normal refers to the Grothendieck construction), as we saw
in Remark 4.12.

We then extend this result of preservation of 2-colimits for 7% to more general 2-
categories other than CAT: firstly to prestacks (Proposition 5.6) and then to any finitely
complete 2-category with a dense generator (Theorem 5.8).

Proposition 5.1. Let K be a finitely complete 2-category and let p: J — B be a mor-
phism in K. Then taking comma objects along p is equivalent to taking (strict 2-)pullbacks
along the free Grothendieck opfibration 0y: p /@ — B on p, which is split.

P— 9 ?%p/@L]
_|
l / lp F*all all / lp

Proof. 1t suffices to check that the diagram on the right above has the universal property
of the comma object on the left, for every F': 4 — B in K. It is known that 0; is the
free Grothendieck opfibration on p and that it is split, see Street’s [13]. O

Proposition 5.2. Let K be a 2-category with pullbacks and fix a choice of all pullbacks;
let then 7: E — B be a split Grothendieck opfibration in K. Then pulling back along T
extends to a 2-functor

7 K fax B = K Jax E-
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Moreover, considering the canonical F -category structure on the lax slice described in
Remark 3.4 (that is, the loose part of the lax slice is itself and its tight part is given by the
strict slice), 7™ is an F -functor.

Proof. Given a morphism F': 4 — B in K, we define 7*F" as the upper morphism of the
chosen pullback square in %K on the left below. Given then a morphism in X /.. g as in

the middle below, we can lift the 2-cell in K on the right below
E
l \ / 4—7>r 3B
B

‘P
1 N
@

along the Grothendieck opfibration 7, producing the chosen cartesian 2-cell T*a: 7°F =
V: P — E (in the cleavage) with 7oV = F'oa@ o F*1 and 7 * 7" = v % F*7. Using
then the universal property of the pullback P’ of 7 and F’ we can factorize V' through
7*F', obtaining a morphism 7 a: P — P. We define 7*a to be the upper triangle in the
following commutative solid:

p___TF T
4—* e I

H

™F
fP
T’T—>Z
F/
F
ﬂl \ T
/q/T)B

It is straightforward to check that 7* is functorial, since 7 is a split Grothendieck opfibra-
tion. For this, remember that a cleavage is the choice of a left adjoint to n,: £ — 7 /g,
where the latter is the morphism induced by the identity 2-cell on 7. Such a choice then
determines the liftings of the Grothendieck opfibrations (7o —): X (X, E) - K (X, B)
in CAT that we have for every X € X, by using the universal property of 7/@g (to
factorize the 2-cells we want to lift). So notice that taking (@, «): ' — F’ as above and
(B\, B): F' — F" in X /.x B we have that the chosen cartesian lifting of 8 x (@ o F*1) =
(8 % (F')*7) % 7% needs to coincide with 7*8 * 7*av.

Given a 2-cell §: (a,a) — (B, B): F — F'in K j.x B, we define 7%§ to be the chosen
cartesian lifting of the 2-cell § * F*7 along the Grothendieck opfibration (F”)*r, where the
latter has the cleavage induced by the cleavage of 7. Using then that 7 is split, together
with the definition of 2-cell in X /.. @ and the universal property of the pullback P, we

obtain that the codomain of 7%§ is indeed 7*3 and that 7%§ is a 2-cell in X /. £ from
7" to 7. It is then straightforward to check that 7* is a 2-functor, using that (F”)*r is
split.

Finally, consider on both X /.. B and X f.. £ the canonical ¥ -category structure
described in Remark 3.4. Since the lifting of an identity 2-cell through a split Grothendieck
opfibration is always an identity, then 7* is an ¥ -functor. O
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Theorem 5.3. Let 7: ‘E — B be a split Grothendieck opfibration in CAT. Then the
F -functor
. CAT Jax B — CAT Jax E

has a strict right semi-laz loose right F -adjoint.
As a consequence, by Theorem /.11, T* preserves all the universal oplax normal 2-
cocylinders for an F -diagram which have tight \-components.

Proof. We use Proposition 4.3 (universal mapping property that characterizes a lax ad-
junction) to build a right semi-lax right adjoint 7,: CAT f.c £ — CAT fax B to 7. We
will generalize the ideas of the construction of a right adjoint to the pullback between
strict slices (see Conduché’s [4] and Palmgren’s [12]), using that 7 is Conduché (being a
Grothendieck opfibration). To suit the lax context, we will fill the relevant triangles with
general 2-cells.

So, given a morphism f: X — X’ in B, we will need to consider the following pullbacks
in CAT

\%

X)) = B TN E X)) S ) B
I N B F |* ]
1 — B 2 —F B 1 5 > 2 — B

Notice that 77! (X) is the fibre of 7 over X. Whereas 77! ( f) has three kinds of morphisms,
namely the morphisms in E over idy, those over idyx, and those over f: X — X'

Given a functor H: D — ‘E, we define 7,H as the projection on the first component
pry: H — B, where the category H is defined as follows:

an object is a pair (X, (@, a)) with X € B and (@, «) a morphism in CAT j. £
\:_9‘:>/
U H
E
a morphism (X, (@, o)) = (X', (B B)) is a pair (f, (@ ®)) with f: X — X’ in B and

((IJ ®) a morphism in CAT J.x F as on the left below such that ® % 0 = o and
Pxl=p

)t D j\
_o, () —2— D
x / %/
E

So the only data of (&3, ®) that are not already determined by its domain and its

codomain are the assignments of ® on the morphisms of 77!(f) that correspond to
morphisms g: £ — E' in E over f: X — X', and we have that such assignments
produce a morphism in H precisely when they organize into a functor ® such that

Q)
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for every g: E — E' in E over f: X — X' the following square is commutative:

E 22 H@Q(E))
g H(®(0—1,9))

E 5 H(B(E"))

the identity on (X, (&, «)) is the pair (idx, (1(/1; id,)) determined by
ida (0 — 1,9) = a(g);

the composition of (f, (®,®)) and (f, (¥, ®')) has first component f’o f and second com-
ponent determined by sending g: £ — E’ over X 5o xt L x40

(1= 2,95) 0 (0 = 1, 9)

where E £ Z £ F' is a factorization of ¢ over x L x7 Ly x7 obtained by the
fact that 7 is a Conduché functor. Notice that such assignment is independent from
the choice of the factorization because ® and ¢ need to agree on any morphism
(1 = 1,h), since the codomain of the former, that equals the domain of the
latter, determines their images. Moreover it is immediate to check that this gives
a morphism in H, pasting the two commutative squares for g; and gs.

It is straightforward to check that H is a category, and 7, H is then surely a functor.
We define the counit € on H as the morphism in CAT f,, £

N—T D

with

)
®)),9)

given by the evaluation, as follows. An object of Al is a pair ((X,(a,«)), F
(X,(q,a)) € H and E € 771(X), whereas a morphism in A is a pair ((f, (P,
with (f, (®,®)) a morphism in H and g: £ — E’ in E over f. We define

en((X, (@, @), E) = a(E)

Ea((f,(®,9)),9) = B0 — 1,9)

(er)(x,@a).p) = OB
Then €5 is readily seen to be a functor, and £y is a natural transformation thanks to the
commutative square that a morphism in H needs to satisfy. Notice, however, that ey is
not tight, so that we can only hope to obtain a loose adjunction.
We prove that ey is universal in the lax sense. So take a functor F': 4 — B and a

morphism in CAT f., £
p—71 D
\:v> /
T*F H
E
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34
Wishing to obtain a right semi-lax loose ¥ -adjunction, we search for a tight morphism

in CAT /. @ as on the left below that satisfies the equality of diagrams on the right

5

N xfﬁ ) S
E

7(A) = (F(A), @ a))

Q\)

N\

so that we can take A5, = id. Given a: A — A’ in 4, we have

and ¥(a) = (F(a), (D, ®)) with
T H(F(a))

T U(F(A) —2— D LRy
WEA WA
E
And given g: E — E’"in ‘E over F(a): F(A) — F(A), then (a,g): (A, E) — (A, E') is a

morphism in P. So we want to define
a(E) = en(7(A), E) = £3(T7(A, E)) = 7(A, E)
en(r7(a, 9)) = (a, 9)

B0 — 1,9) = £ (F(a),9) =
€H) (75(A,E)) — V(AE)

ap = (e ) J(A),E) = (

Taking a morphism ¢': E — E' in 771(F(A)),
a(g) =ida(0 = 1,¢') = E7(7(ida), g

It is straightforward to check that this defines a functor 5 as in the left part of equation (7)
~ satisfies the equality in the right part of the same equation by construction. Take then

) = (T3 (ida, 9) = A(ida, g')

AGqy = id.
Given another morphism in CAT f., 3

A —H
\:5> /
F T« H
B
and a 2-cell Z: (3,7) = (€u,en) © (7:%77*@ in CﬂT/IaX F, we prove that there is a
5 (€,€) in CAT j. g such that
(8)

unique 2-cell §: (7,id) =
(Eg,ep) *x 770 0id = =.

= (£,),

In order for § to be a 2-cell (7,id)
T.H % =¢&.

Whereas the request of equation (8) translates as
Eg*x70 ==,
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So, for every A € A4, the component d4: %(A) — E(A) needs to be the morphism in H
with first component £4 and second component

) — s D

\:@/
\% H
E

given as follows. For every g: E — E’ over &4, factorizing ¢ as the cartesian morphism
Cart (4, E) in the cleavage of the Grothendieck opfibration 7 over £4 to E followed by
the unique induced vertical morphism gyeyt,

54(0 = 1,9) = 0a(1 = 1, gert) 0 04(0 — 1, Cart (€4, E)) =

— —
—~

= £(A)(gvert) © E71 (84, Cart (E4, E)) = E(A) (guert) © Z11 ((7°8) a,5) =
— &(A)(gvert) © Enp

It is straightforward to prove that §4 is a morphism in H and that § is a natural trans-
formation, using the uniqueness of the morphisms induced by cartesian liftings. § is then

a 2-cell in CAT . g such that
(Eg,eg)*700id =2

by construction.

Considering (5,7) = (€71, ep), we immediately see that we obtain £ = id, because
(Em,ep) is the evaluation.

Moreover, for every functor F': 4 — B and morphism in CAT /. ¢

P 7 D

WA

((7,7) o (€r,em)) oidrr = (5,7)- (9)
id,«p = (9F,id), that will be the unit np, is such that, for every a: A — A’ in 4, morphism
g in 7T YF(A)) and g: E — E' in E over F(a): F(A) — F(4),

we prove that

Tr(A)(E) = (A, E) Tr(A) () = (ida, g)
T@0—>1,9)=(a,9)  Tr(A), =id

Whereas for a general (1//}\, V): G — H in CAT j,, £, the morphism

((0.%) 0 Exozm)) = (7 id)

will be the action of 7, on the morphism ({p\, 1), and is such that @ acts by postcomposing
the triangles with ({D\, ¥). Thus equation (9) holds.

By Proposition 4.3, as A is always the identity, then 7, extends to an oplax functor,
that can be easily checked to be a 2-functor (it acts by postcomposition), ¢ extends to
a 2-natural transformation, n extends to a lax natural transformation and there exists a
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modification ¢ such that 7, is a right semi-lax right adjoint to 7*. It is easy to check that
t is the identity.

Since W is always tight, then 7, is an F-functor and n has tight components. It
remains to show that 7 is loose strict/lax F-natural. Given a morphism in CAT f., g

- 7

\:”> /
F )
B

the component on A € A of the structure 2-cell 7 ) is the morphism in the domain of
7. 7*F" with first component o4: F(A) — F'(6(A)) in B and second component given by

m(o — 17g) = TTf‘?/ (8(A))<gvert) = (id'&(A)7gvert) .
When (7,0) is tight, so when the 2-cell o is the identity, then g = gyert because 7 has a

normal cleavage, and we find 9 ) = id. Thus n is strict/lax F-natural. We conclude
that 7, is a strict right semi-lax loose right F-adjoint to 7*. O

Remark 5.4. We have actually proved in Theorem 5.3 that 7, sends every morphism in
CAT Jay E to a tight one in CAT f . So 7.: CAT foo £ — CAT fo @ is still an F -
functor if we take the trivial #-category structure on the domain, i.e. taking everything
to be tight, and the canonical one in the codomain. Of course, with such a choice of
F -category structures, 7 remains an F-functor and 7 remains with tight components.
But € becomes tight, having now tight components trivially.

So we find a strict right semi-lax (tight) #-adjunction between 7* and 7,. But Theo-
rem 4.11 does not add anything to the preservation of 2-colimits we have already proved
in Theorem 5.3, since it would consider strict/oplax F-colimits in an F-category with
trivial F-category structure.

Remark 5.5. We now extend the result of preservation of 2-colimits that we have proved
for the 2-functor

7 Khax B = Kax E
when KX = CAT (Theorem 5.3) to KX = [LP, CAT] a 2-category of 2-dimensional
presheaves. Remember that any weighted 2-colimit can be reduced to an oplax normal
conical one.

Proposition 5.6. Let L be a small 2-category and let 7: ‘E — B be a split Grothendieck
opfibration in [LP, CAT). Then the F -functor

7 [LF, CAT fo B — [L7, CAT fox

(which is such by Proposition 5.2) preserves all the universal oplax normal 2-cocones for an
F -diagram which have tight components, where normal is with respect to the Grothendieck
construction.

Proof. Consider a marking W: 4°° — CAT with 4 a small 2-category and an F -diagram
H: [W — [LP, CAT] }.x 3 (that is, a 2-functor that sends every morphism of the kind
(f,id) to a triangle filled with an identity). Let then
(: Al == [L?. CAT] o g (H(-), C)
oplax™

be a universal oplax normal 2-cocone that exhibits C' = oplax™-colim®' H such that
Cia,x) is tight for every (A,X) € [W (which means that it is a triangle filled with
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an identity). We want to prove that 7% o ¢ is universal as well, exhibiting 7*(C) =
oplax” -colim®! (7* o H).

Since the (4 x)’s are all cartesian, as they are tight, and 7* is an ¥ -functor, by The-
orem 2.20 (the domain 2-functor from a lax slice is a 2-colim-fibration), we know that
dom: [LP, CAT] fia £ — [LP, CAT] reflects the universality of 7*o¢. But the 2-functors
(=)(L): [LP, CAT]| — CAT of evaluation on L € L are jointly reflective (2-colimits in
2-presheaves are calculated pointwise). Therefore, in order to prove that 7*o( is universal,
it suffices to show that, for every L € L, the oplax normal 2-cocone (—)(L) o domo7* o (
is universal. Notice now that the diagram of 2-functors

[LoP, CAT) frax B —— [LP, CAT fox £ 222 [LoP, CAT]

l(—)L l(—)L l(—)(L)

CAT fox B(L) — CAT fiox E(L) —gom— CAT

is commutative, where (=), is the F-functor that takes components on L, because pull-
backs in [LP, CAT] are calculated pointwise and the components of the liftings along 7 are
the liftings of the components of 7. Indeed every component 7, of 7 is a split Grothendieck
opfibration in CA7 because 7o —: [L?, CAT] (y(L), E) — [L?, CAT] (y(L), B) is so,
taking on the former the cleavage induced by the latter. And since a cleavage for 7 is
the choice of a left adjoint to n,: € — 7 /@ (where the latter is the morphism induced
by the identity 2-cell on 7), the cleavages determined on the Grothendieck opfibrations
(To—): [LP CAT|(X,E) — [LP, CAT](X,B) in CAT (by applying the universal
property of T /) are compatible.

We prove that domo(77)" o (=) o ¢ is universal. We have that (—)z o ¢ is universal
because it suffices to check that domo(—), 0 = (=)(L)odom o( is so, by Theorem 2.20,
as ( has tight components and (—)j, is an F-functor. And dom preserves the universality
of ¢ by Theorem 4.13 (thanks to the hypothesis), while (—)(L) preserves every 2-colimit.
Then dom o(77)" o (=) o ¢ is universal applying Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 4.13, thanks
to the hypothesis and to the fact that both (=) and ()" are F-functors. O

Remark 5.7. We conclude extending again the result of preservation of 2-colimits for
7 Kfax B = K fax £, to K any finitely complete 2-category with a dense generator.
For this, we will need to restrict to relatively absolute 2-colimits. But remember that any
object of K can be expressed as a relatively absolute 2-colimit of dense generators, so
that our assumption is not much restrictive in practice. We take Kelly’s [8] as the main
reference for dense functors.

Theorem 5.8. Let K be a finitely complete 2-category and let J: L — K be a fully
faithful dense 2-functor. Consider 7: ‘E — B a split Grothendieck opfibration in K.
Then the F -functor

7 Kfhax B = Kax E
(which is such by Proposition 5.2) preserves all the universal oplaz normal 2-cocones for an
F -diagram which have tight components and whose domain is J-absolute, where normal
is with respect to the Grothendieck construction.

Proof. Let 4 be a small 2-category and consider a marking W: 4°° — CA7T and an
F-diagram H: [W — K /. B. Let then

g: Al ﬁ K/lax @(H(_)v C)
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be a universal oplax normal 2-cocone that exhibits C' = oplax™-colim®! H such that CA,X)
is tight for every (A, X) € [WW. Assume also that dom o( is J-absolute, i.e. preserved by
J: K — [LoP) CAT]. Notice that dom o( is indeed universal by Theorem 4.13. We want
to prove that 7* o ¢ is universal as well, exhibiting 7*(C') = oplax® -colim™! (7* o H).

Since the (4 x)’s are all cartesian (as they are tight) and 7* is an #-functor, by Theo-
rem 2.20, we know that dom: X /.x £ — X reflects the universality of 7* o (. Moreover,
by definition of dense functor, J is fully faithful and hence reflects any 2-colimit; and the
2-functors (—)(L): [L®,CAT] — CAT of evaluation on L € L are jointly reflective.
Therefore, in order to prove that 7* o ( is universal, it suffices to show that, for every
L € L, the oplax normal 2-cocone (—)(L) o J o dom o7* o { is universal.

Notice now that the diagram of 2-functors

K fax B = b Kfax E e K

T T hax J
(L%, CAT| fux J(B) (L, CAT] fas J(E) L, cAT)
(=) (=)L (=)L)

CAT fox J(B)(L) oy AT fox TENL) —gom— CAT
is commutative, where J Jax 1s the F-functor that applies J on morphisms and triangles.
Indeed K (J(L), —) preserves pullbacks, and since a cleavage for 7 is the choice of a left
adjoint to n,: E — T /@, the cleavages determined on the Grothendieck opfibrations
(To—): [LP CAT](X,E) — [L® CAT](X,B) in CAT (by applying the universal
property of T /@) are compatible.

We prove that domo(70—)" o (=) 0 J fax © ¢ is universal. We have that J fax ©C
is universal, since it suffices to check that dom oJ Jax © € is so, by Theorem 2.20, as ¢

has tight components and J Jax 18 an F-functor. And dom o Jax ©C = J o dom o( is
universal because domo( is J-absolute by hypothesis. Then (—); preserves the univer-

sality of j/lax o ¢ because domo(—);, = (—)(L) o dom does so. Finally, we obtain that
domo(7 0 —)"o(—=) 0 flax o is universal applying Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 4.13, thanks
to the hypothesis and to the fact that J f.. , (=) and (7 o —)" are all F-functors. [
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