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AsTRACT. We identify a reasonably large class of pushouts of strict n-categories which are preserved by the “inclu-
sion” functor from strict n-categories to weak (oo, n)-categories. These include the pushouts used to assemble from
its generating cells any object of Joyal’s category ®, any of Street’s orientals, any lax Gray cube, and more generally
any “regular directed CW complex.” More precisely, the theorem applies to any torsion-free complex in the sense of
Forest — a corrected version of Street’s parity complexes.

This result may be regarded as partial progress toward Henry’s conjecture that the pushouts assembling any non-
unital computad are similarly preserved by the “inclusion” into weak (co, n)-categories. In future work we shall apply
this result to give new models of (oo, n)-categories as presheaves on torsion-free complexes, and to construct the Gray
tensor product of weak (oo, n)-categories.

This result is deduced from an (oo, n)-categorical pasting theorem, in the spirit of Power’s 2-categorical and n-
categorical pasting theorems, and the (oo, 2)-categorical pasting theorems of Columbus and of Hackney, Ozornova,
Riehl, and Rovelli. This says that, when assembling a “pasting diagram” from its generating cells, the space of
“composite cells which can be pasted together from all of the generators” is contractible.
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Higher category theory is littered with different formalisms giving models for computing certain colimits of

strict n-categories of a “combinatorial” flavor.! The goal of this note is to leverage the achievements of these
category theorists and apply their work directly to the study of weak (oo, n)-categories. We have three closely
related results, each of which has antecedents:

(A) In works such as [Joh89], [Pow90], and [Pow91], certain classes of “pasting diagrams” are considered.
It is shown that each “pasting diagram” has a unique “composite”. We generalize such results from the

strict to the weak setting in Theorem 4.21 below.

Date: October 2023.

1Among these formalisms, we mention computads (introduced in dimension 2 by [Str76] and in general under the name polygraph by

1

[Bur93]), parity complexes [Str91], pasting schemes [Joh89], augmented directed complexes [Ste04], pasting schemes [Pow90] [Pow91],
pre-polytopes with labeled structures [Ngu22], polyplexes [Henl18], regular polygraphs [Had20], torsion-free complexes [For19], framed
topological spaces [DD21], etc. The combinatorics of the strict n-categories which result is fearsome in general, and the proliferation of
such theoretical frameworks reflects the enormity of the general problem of understanding these combinatorics.
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(B) In works such as [Str91] (corrected in [For19]) and [Ste04], certain particularly nice computads2 are
considered, and explicit descriptions of the free strict n-categories thereon are given. We show in
Theorem 5.11 below that some of these free strict n-categories are also free as weak (oo, n)-categories on
the same data. Such results generalize results of type (A), since a “pasting diagram” is really the same
thing as a computad whose geometry is such that we can make sense of the notion of the “composite”
of the diagram. A type (B) description of such a computad should be explicit enough to tell us if the set
of composites is a singleton (a type (A) result).

(C) We can look for statements of the form “certain pushouts of strict n-categories are preserved by the “in-
clusion” sCat, — Cat, from strict n-categories to weak (oo, n)-categories”.> For example, the pushout
[2] = [1] *o; [1] is preserved by the inclusion sCat; — Cat;, essentially by definition; this generalizes
to other Segal conditions and to spine inclusions in ®@. See [Rez10], [BSP21], [Hen18] for examples of
such results, with applications to modeling weak (oo, n)-categories. We prove in Corollary 5.12 below
a more general pushout-preservation statement which subsumes many of these known results.

In the case n = 2, results of type (A) have been previously generalized to (oo, 2)-categories in [Col18] and
[HORR23]. Here rather showing that a set of “composites” of a given pasting diagram, is a singleton, it is
shown that a certain space of composites is defined and shown to be contractible. We give a result of type (A)
in the weak setting for arbitrary n:

Theorem A (see Theorem 4.21). Let P be a torsion-free complex and y an cell in P. Suppose that p is composite.
Then the poset Sd(u) = u | Ong. | F({u}) \ {u} is contractible.

A torsion-free complex [For19] is a particularly nice sort of computad, i.e. a particularly nice sort of strict
n-category freely built from its cells, about which we shall say more below. The “poset of decompositions”

Sd(u) = u | Ona | F({ub) \ {u} is the poset of “O@-shaped decompositions” of u into “smaller” cells. Its
elements is the poset of subcategories 6 of the free strict n-category F(P) on P contained in the “support” F({u})
of u which properly contain u and are isomorphic to an n-category in Joyal’s category ®. See Definition 4.1.
In the case n = 2, our poset Sd(u) is not isomorphic to the spaces of composites considered in [Col18] or
[HORR23], but it plays a similar role.

Our type (B) result (Theorem 5.11) is formulated by induction on dimension. A computad is a strict n-
category which can be built by iteratively taking pushouts, gluing on one cell at a time like a “directed CW
complex”. Assuming that we understand certain (d — 1)-computads in the weak setting, the gluing instructions
for assmbling the d-skeleton of a computad from the (d — 1)-skeleton by attaching new d-cells make just as
much sense in the world of weak (oo, n)-categories as they do in strict n-categories. So given such assembly in-
structions, we may assemble all the necessary pushouts either in weak (oo, n)-categories or in strict n-categories,
and we will have a canonical comparison map from the former construction to the latter. If this comparison map
is an equivalence, then we are in business: our “weakly free n-category” in fact has the property of being strict
(and we may then repeat the process in the next dimension). We are in fact able to deduce this in certain cases
as an application of Theorem A. More precisely, we show:

ZRecall that the computads [Str76], or polygraphs [Bur93] the class of strict w-categories which can be built (from the empty category)
by iteratively gluing on one cell G, at a time, along its boundary dG,. Compare to the class of CW complexes — those topological spaces
which can be built (from the empty space) by gluing on one disk D¢ at a time along its boundary S %~!. The “particularly nice” computads
include parity complexes [Str91], or torsion-free complexes [For19], and can be thought of as directed analogs of the regular CW complexes
(those for which the attaching maps are injective), though admittedly in the directed setting the “regularity” conditions are a bit more
involved.

3Note that the “inclusion” functor sCat, — Cat, is not fully faithful. Happily, the inclusion sCat, — Catﬁ into flagged (oo, n)-
categories [AF18] is fully faithful. Since the localization Catﬁ — Cat,, preserves colimits, we are able throughout the paper to work in the
flagged setting, so the scare quotes need not concern us.
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Theorem B (see Theorem 5.11). Let P be a torsion-free complex. Then the following pushout in sCat,:
deaGd —_— PdXGd

| |

F(P<q-1) — F(P)
is preserved by the “inclusion” sCat, — Cat, from strict n-categories to weak (oo, n)-categories.

(Here F(P) is the (free n-category on the) d-skeleton of P and P is the set of generating d-cells of P.) Finding
that certain “weak computads” and strict computads coincide, we now profit by knowing that type (B) results in
the existing literature are equally valid in the weak setting.

Note that Theorem B is also an instance of a type (C) result: showing that certain pushouts are preserved by
the “inclusion” sCat, — Cat,. Rearranging pushouts shows that such instances of type (C) results are really
interchangeable with more general type (C) results as in Corollary 5.12:

Theorem C (see Corollary 5.12). Consider a pushout diagram of strict n-categories where the downward maps
are folk cofibrations and the rightward maps are monic:

A>—— B

Lol

C>—D

Suppose that A, B, C, D are free on torsion-free complexes. Then this pushout is preserved by the “inclusion”
sCat, — Cat,.

Torsion-free complexes. In all of this discussion, the “nice computads” we use are the forsion-free complexes
(in the sense of [For19]). These are a restricted type of computad similar to Street’s parity complexes. They
include, for example, all objects of Joyal’s category O, all of Street’s orientals, all lax Gray cubes, and more
generally ([For21, 3.4.4.22]) all loop-free augmented directed complexes in the sense of [Ste04]. We give an
overview of the theory of torsion-free complexes in Section 1. We expect that these results will be adaptable to
many other formalisms describing restricted classes of computads. For example, an analog of Corollary 5.12
in dimension 2 was proven in [HORR23], using Power’s formalism of pasting schemes (see also [Col18]);
our results in dimension 2 should be closely related, but we have not attempted to compare the formalism of
[Pow90] to that of [For19].

Flagged (oo, n)-categories. Theorems A,B,C are all in fact proven in the more general setting of flagged weak
(00, n)-categories [AF18]. For n € N U {w}, the localization Catf, — Cat, preserves colimits, so the results for
(00, n)-categories follow immediately. In the case n = w, this includes results for (oo, 0o)-categories with either
inductive or coinductive equivalences. Note that this distinction between inductive and coinductive equivalences
is completely absent in the flagged setting. See Remark 2.10 for some further discussion of this point.

Applications. In the forthcoming [Cam23] we will use the new supply of homotopy pushouts from Theorem
C to construct new models of (oo, n)-categories as presheaves on various sites of computads. Related presheaf
models have been considered before (cf. [BSP21]). When considering such models, there is generally a trade-off
to be made: working with a larger site may be convenient, but generally comes at the cost of a less explicit de-
scription of the relevant localization. For instance, presheaves on Joyal’s category ®, can be localized explicitly
at the spine inclusions to get flagged (oo, n)-categories, but ®, is among the smallest sites one might consider.
Larger sites, such as the site T, considered in [BSP21], lead to less explicit descriptions of the localization. The
homotopy pushouts considered in the present paper will allow to explicitly describe these localizations when
working with larger sites than has previously been feasible. This may be seen as progress toward programs
such as Henry’s program [Hen18] (related to the Simpson conjecture) which aims to prove a similar result to
Theorem B for the class of nonunital polygraphs (which properly includes torsion-free complexes). For our
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purposes the ability to work with a site which includes the Gray cubes will facilitate our approach to the Gray
tensor product in [Cam?23].

Outline of Proofs. The proof of Theorem A occupies Section 4. Here we use Quillen’s Theorem A a few times
to reduce to a certain subposet Sdy (1), leaning into the ability to describe cells as well-formed closed sets since
we are working in a torsion-free complex.

The proof of Theorem B occupies Section 5, and proceeds as follows. It is harmless to assume that P = Py
is d-dimensional. We work in the model of ®,-spaces. In fact, we can do a bit better and obtain these pushout
results before Rezk completion —i.e. we are working in the ®,-space model for the co-category Catfl of flagged
(o0, n)-categories ([AF18], see Section 2 for more background). We start by writing down a very non-fibrant
model F;_ P in Psh(®) for the desired pushout in Catfl, given by taking the (d—1)-skeleton F'(P<,_;) and gluing
on the d-cells in the category of presheaves on ®,. We wish to show that the canonical map F,_;P — FP is
carried to an equivalence by the localization L .

First we prove this when FP € ©,. The proof in this case is quite different from the proof of the rest of the
theorem and follows from some basic expected properties of wedge sums and suspensions, which we prove in
Section 2. These results are similar to those of [OR20], but easier in our case since we work in ®,-spaces rather
than in complicial sets.

We return now to the main body of the proof that F;_1P — FP is an equivalence. Using induction on the
number of atoms in P, we are free to glue in copies of FP’ for each proper subcomplex P’ C P, resulting in
a more-fibrant model FyP for the weak colimit. In fact, if P does not have a unique maximal d-cell u (a “big
cell”) — not contained in any F P’ for a proper subcomplex P’ ¢ P —then FyP = FP and we are done.

Otherwise, we next need to glue in all of the ®-cells which compose to u. We do this with a “pre-fibrant
replacement” which we call F; P. The inclusion F3P — F} P is seen to be an equivalence by taking its skeletal
filtration and observing that each stage is obtained by gluing in extensions of the form 8 X JA[k] Ur,gxanrx) F ot X
Alk] — 6 x A[k], which are L, -acyclic by the case of Theorem B where F'P € ® and the cartesianness of the
model structure. The “collapse 1;1ap” F;P — FPis in fact a levelwise equivalence of presheaves on ©. This is
seen by analyzing its fibers, most of which admit initial objects. The only one which doesn’t is the fiber over
the big cell 4 € FP(G,). The fiber here is none other than the (classifying space of the) poset Sd(u) of “ways to
compose u from smaller cells”, which is contractible by Theorem A.

As indicated above, Theorem C (Corollary 5.12) follows immediately from Theorem B by cancellation of
pushouts.

Outline of Paper. The outline of the paper is as follows. We begin in Section 1 with an overview of the
theory of torsion-free complexes, and discuss a few properties thereof which we will need later. Section 2,
which provides background on weak (oo, n)-category theory, may be read essentially independently of the rest
of the paper. After reviewing some facts about ®@-spaces, we prove (Section 2.1) that the inclusion sCat,, —
Cati), from strict w-categoriess to flagged weak (oo, co)-categories, preserves suspension, and also (Section 2.2)
that it preserves certain wedge sums. These results may be compared to [OR20], except that our results are
much easier because the ®y-space model is tailor-made for such compatibility. In Section 3 we collect those
observations going into the proof of Theorem A (Theorem 4.21) which are independent of the theory of torsion-
free complexes. Section 4 introduces the “space of composites” Sd(u) of a cell u in a torsion-free complex
P, and shows that it is contractible (Theorem A / Theorem 4.21). Finally, in Section 5 we deduce from this
Theorems B and C (Theorem 5.11 and Corollary 5.12), showing that the gluing pushouts defining the free
category on a torsion-free complexes are preserved by the inclusion sCat,, — Catfu (and thence by the composite
sCat, — Catfu — Cat,, from strict w-categories to weak (oo, co)-categories).

Remark. In this introduction, we have generally used a lowercase n for the category number and d for the
dimension of cells under consideration. In the main body of the paper, we change this convention: we will
generally use a capital N for the category number and a lowercase n < N for the dimension of cells under
consideration. The category number N is generally immaterial to the discussion, as the inclusions Caty —
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Caty,, sCaty — sCaty,, Catf\, - Catfw are all fully faithful and closed under limits and colimits for N < M <
co. That is, all colimits may be computed at the smallest value of N for which they make sense, which is always
finite in this paper. Alternatively, one may compute all colimits at N = w and forget about the category level
altogether. We would advocate for the latter perspective, pointing out that although there are some subtleties
lurking in the definition of Cat,, having to do with inductive versus coinductive equivalences, these subtleties
are absent in the flagged setting. See Remark 2.10 for some further discussion of this point.

0.1. Notation and Conventions. In this introduction, we have generally used a lowercase n for the category
number and d for the dimension of cells under consideration. In the main body of the paper, we change this
convention: we will generally use a capital N for the category number and a lowercase n < N for the dimension
of cells under consideration. Let n € N U {w}. We write sCat, for the strict 1-category of strict n-categories.
We write Cat,, for the (o0, 1)-category of weak (co, n)-categories (with inductive equivalences when n = w), and
Catfl for the (oo, 1)-category of flagged (oo, n)-categories [AF18]. We sometimes write A #p C for the pushout
of A &< B — C computed in sCat,, standing in contrast to A Ug C which we usually reserve for a pushout taken
in a category of presheaves. A space for us should be taken to mean a simplicial set, and a poset or category
will automatically be thought of as a simplicial set by taking its nerve. More notation appears in the body of the
paper. In particular Notation 1.1 gives not-entirely-standard notation for the boundaries of cells in an n-category.
We will often say that a poset or category is contractible if its classifying space is contractible. We write k for
the Yoneda embedding.

0.2. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank David Ayala, Gregory Arone, Alexander Campbell, Simon
Forest, David Gepner, Philip Hackney, Amar Hadzihasanovic, Sina Hazratpour, Simon Henry, Sam Hopkins,
Michael Johnson, Yuki Maehara, David Jaz Myers, Viktoriya Ozornova, Emily Riehl, Martina Rovelli, Maru
Sarazola, Chris Schommer-Pries, Benjamin Steinberg, Chaitanya Leena Subramaniam, and Jonathan Wein-
berger for helpful discussions. I'm grateful for the support of the ARO under MURI Grant W91 1NF-20-1-0082.

1. TORSION-FREE COMPLEXES

In this section we work with strict w-categories. The purpose of this section is to set up some basic facts
surrounding the forsion-free complexes of [For19] and [For21]. These are the most general class of “parity
complex” in the sense of Street ([Str91]) with good n-categorical properties. We also mention some less-
standard properties of torsion-free complexes: Proposition 1.10 shows that the free categories thereon are ®-
regular and hypercancellative. The ®-regularity property will be a simplifying assumption in the definitions
of the poset Sd(u) (Definition 4.7) and the construction F} P (Definition 5.6) below. Hypercancellativity will
be useful in Theorem 2.31 below (feeding into Proposition 5.2). We also introduce the preorder At(w) on i,
which will be key to our understanding of Sdy(u) in Proposition 4.15 below. Finally, we prove a key well-
foundedness property of Aty(«) in Lemma 1.12, which allows for Lemma 4.18 to be applied in the proof of
Theorem 4.21 below.

Notation 1.1. Let C be a strict w-category, and let ¢ € C,, be an n-cell.

For 0 < i < n, we write 9;c for the i-dimensional target of ¢, and d_;c for the i-dimensional source of c. In
this notation, 0 # —0, and d,c = ¢ = 0_,.c.

If a, b € C, are n-cells, then we write b o; a for the i-dimensional composite of a, b, i.e. the composite which
requires d;a = 0_;b.

Definition 1.2 ([For21]). A hypergaph P comprises sets (P,),eny along with functions (-)*, (=)™ : P, —
Powsg, (P,—1), where Powg,(X) denotes the set of finite subsets of X. The elements of P, are called the n-atoms
of P. The hypergraph P is of dimension < N if P, =0 forn > N + 1.

A torsion-free complex is a hypergraph P subject to certain axioms (T0)-(T4) which may be found in [For19,
Section 1.7]. Among these is the acyclicity axiom, which says that for each n € N, the relation <,_; on P,,
defined by x <,_1 yif x* Ny~ # 0, is acyclic in the sense that its transitive closure is irreflexive.
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Definition 1.3 ([For21]). Let P be a torsion-free complex.

For n € N, a pre-n-cell ¢ in P comprises subsets (c_q, Co, C-1,Cl1, - - ., C—(n—1), Cn=1, C—n, Cn) Where ¢; S Cjy,
¢_n = ¢,. These form a globular set where d¢;c = (c_o, Co, - . ., C—(j=1)» Cj—1, Cei> Cei)-

ForneNand S C P,, we write S " = Ugegst, S = Uges s, ST =St\S  CP,jandST=S"\S* C P,_.
If X,Y € P,_, we say that § moves X to Y if S¥ = X\ Y and S* = Y \ X. (Note that it follows that
Y=X\SHUS*and X =(Y\SHUSF)

Forn e Nand S C P,, we say that S is fork-free if either n = 0 and S is a singleton, or n > 1 and for
u#veSwehaveu Nv-  =ut Nvt =0.

A pre n-cell c is said to be a cell if for each c_;, ¢; is fork-free, and for each 0 < i < n — 1, we have that
ci+1 and c_¢.1) both move c_; to ¢;. The cells form a globular subset of pre-cells. To each n-atom a, there is an
associated n-cell (a), where (a)., = {a}, and (a);_; = {(@)7 and (@)__1) = (a)].

If ¢, d are n-cells with d;c = d_;d, then d o; ¢ is an n-cell, defined as follows:

dej = Cej ] <i

o)y =1 Jmhems
c_j j=i,e=—
Cej U dej j>i

(The axioms are such that the union appearing above is a disjoint union.) In this way, the cells of P form a strict
w-category which we call F'P.

If P is a torsion-free complex, a subcomplex Q comprises subsets Q,, € P, for each n € N which is closed
under (=)~ and (—)*. In this case Q itself forms a torsion-free complex. We write P, for the torsion-free
complex given by throwing away all atoms in degrees > n + 1. More generally, for any S € U,P,, there
is a smallest subcomplex containing S, which we denote §. The construction F is functorial in subcomplex
inclusions.

Theorem 1.4 ([For21, Cor 3.3.3.5]). Let P be a torsion-free complex and n € N. Then for each p € P, there is
a canonical map 0G, — F(P<,-1), such that the square

P, x0G, — P, xG,

| !

F(P<p-1) — F(P<)
is a pushout in sCat,, (equally, in sCaty for N > n).

Applying Theorem 1.4 inductively, we see that there is a canonical computad associated to a torsion-free
complex P, and that F P agrees with the free strict w-category on this computad.

Remark 1.5. Torsion-free complexes are quite general, so far as strict n-categories of a “combinatorial” flavor
go. For example, they include all loop-free Steiner complexes ([For21, Thm 3.4.4.22]). In particular, they
include all objects of Joyal’s category @, all of Street’s orientals, and all lax Gray cubes.

Definition 1.6. We say that a torsion-free complex P has a big cell if P is itself a finite closed well-formed set
of P in the sense of [For19, Section 1.5]. The finite closed well-formed sets of P correspond bijectively to the
cells of FP ([Forl9, Theorem 3.1.21]), so this means that there is a big cell u : G, — FP, i.e. a cell which does
not factor through F P’ for any proper subcomplex P’ C P.

Example 1.7. If 6 € ©, then 8 = F(T) for a unique torsion-free complex 7. Moreover, T has a big cell.

Definition 1.8. Let A be a strict w-category.

Say that A is finite if its underlying set is finite.

Say that A is G-regular if every nondegenerate map G,, — A is monic (equivalently, every o;-endomorphism
in A is of dimension < i, for any i € N).
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Say that A is @-regular if every nondegenerate map § — A with 6 € ® is monic.

Say that A is hypercancellative if, for a,b,a’, b’ € A with 87a = 87a’ = 07b = 0;7b’, we have that (b o, a =
b ojad)y=>a=a,b="0".
Lemma 1.9. Every G-regular, hypercancellative strict w-category is ©-regular.

Proof. Let C C O be the collection of § € ® such that for every G-regular, hypercancellative A, every nonde-
generate F : § — A is monic. By [Cam22, Lemma 1.10], it will suffice to show that * € C (which is trivial) and
that C is closed under suspension and wedge sums.

Suppose first that 6§ = X with £ € C. Then the induced map F’ : { — A(F(-), F(+)) is nondegenerate. For
if F” factors through ¢ - ¢’, then F factors through X/ - X{’; by nondegeneracy of F, this is an isomorphism,
so { — (' is an isomorphism. Since A is G-regular and hypercancellative, so is A(F(-), F(+)). Since { € C,
it follows that F”’ is monic. Therefore, F is monic as soon as we check that F'(—) # F(+). This holds because
otherwise there would be a nontrivial endomorphism in A, by G-regularity. Thus 6 € C.

Suppose now that § = ¢ vV i with {,n € C. Then it is again clear that the composite maps Fy : { — A,
Fy, : n — A are nondegenerate. As {,n € C, they are monic. So if F fails to be monic, then we either have
an identification of objects from £, 7 other than the wedge point (which contradicts G-regularity by introducing
endomorphisms), or else we have F(n oy z) = F(n’ oy 7’) for some cells z,z” € ¢ and n,n’ € n, where the
composite is over the wedge object. By hypercancellativity of A, F(z) = F(z') and F(n) = F(n’). Because
Fy, F\ are monic, this implies that z = 7’ and n = n’, so that z oy n = 7’ oy n” after all. Thus 6 € C. O

Proposition 1.10. Let P be a torsion-free complex. Then F P is @O-regular and hypercancellative.

Proof. By Lemma 1.9, it suffices to show that F P is G-regular and hypercancellative. G-regularity follows from
Forest’s nonemptiness axiom (TO) ([For19, Section 1.7]). Hypercancellativity is shown in [For23]. O

Definition 1.11. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u. Let At (1) be the preorder of elements of
(Ok)x, whose equivalence classes are generated by declaring two elements a, b € (Oxu)x to be equivalent if they

are both in (Jic)x for some atom ¢ € {u} of dimension > k + 1, and whose ordering relation is generated by
declaring that a < b if a <1 b.

We will be particularly interested in the poset Lin(At(u)) of non-codiscrete linear preorders refining Aty (1),
ordered by reverse containment (Definition 3.1).

Lemma 1.12. Let P be a torsion-free complex, and let u be an n-cell in P. If u is not an atom, then there exists
1 < k < n such that the preorder At (u) is not an equivalence relation.

Proof. We prove the contrapositive. Suppose that the preorder At (u) is an equivalence relation forall 1 < k < n.
If u, is not a singleton, then the fact that the preorder At,(u) is a (necessarily discrete) equivalence relation
allows us to apply [For21, Lem 3.3.2.2] inductively (downward on k), we find that there is a o_; -decomposition
i = bo_; awhere a and b are each of dimension n. This is absurd (there is no composition operation o_;!), so
iy = {a} is a singleton. Now the equivalence classes of At,—;(u) are all singletons except for the class a*, which
generates the cell d,-1{a). If there are any equivalence classes other than a*, then the lack of nontrivial relations
in At,_;(u) again allows us to apply [For21, Lem 3.3.2.2] repeatedly to find an absurd o_; decomposition of
Op-1p. Therefore p1,_1 = a*. Similarly, y_(,—1) = a”. Continuing downward in this manner, we find that it = (a)
is an atom. m]

2. BACKGROUND ON WEAK (J-CATEGORY THEORY

In this section we fix some notation surrounding weak (oo, N)-categories. Along the way, we will verify
some routine properties of suspensions (Section 2.1) and wedge sums (Section 2.2) using the ®-space model for
(o0, N)-categories [Rez10]. These results are similar to the results of [OR20], but they are much easier because
we work in the ®-space model, which very well adapted to the study of suspensions and wedges, rather than the
complicial model. We also prove Lemma 2.18, a sort of “locality principle” for LCat{, -acyclic maps.
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Definition 2.1. Let * — A, x 2 B be pointed objects in an co-category C. We write A avcb B, or A V€ B for
short, for the coproduct of (A, a) and (B, b) as pointed objects, i.e. the pushout A U, B taken with respect to the
maps a and b.

Definition 2.2. For n € N U {w}, let £ : sCat, — sCat;,, denote the suspension functor. Here ZC is the
category with two objects, 0 and 1, and Hom(0, 0) = Hom(1, 1) = [0], Hom(0, 1) = C, and Hom(1,0) = 0.

Definition 2.3. We denote by ® Joyal’s category ® — see e.g. [Ber07]. This is the smallest full subcategory of
sCat,, containing the terminal category [0], closed under suspension, and closed under wedge sums which glue
a sink to a source. Then for N < w we write ®y = ® N sCaty. We have also ® = ©,, = UyenOy.

Definition 2.4. Let N € NU {w}. LetZ, : Oy — (O14n)/17 be the suspension functor. Note that £, admits
two canonical lifts Z(/),E} : Oy 3 (O14n).1) Where * € @ is the terminal object. Let £, = E@ w2/ -
Oy — Psh((®1.n)/17). As the Yoneda embedding preserves the terminal object and presheaves commute
\ivith slicing, we have also two lifts i(/), i} : Oy =3 Psh(®.y)./1)- Taking the pullback, we obtain a functor
Xy On = PSh(O1n).//111 XPsh@,.y)m) PSN@ 1)/ = PSh(®14x)any/ /iy to bipointed @,4y-spaces over
[1]. Moreover, this functor is fully faithful. We let 2, : Psh(®y) — Psh(®i.+n)s11//11; denote the unique
colimit-preserving extension (which is again fully faithful), and Hom, : PSh(®.n)a111//117 — Psh(®y) its right
adjoint. We let £ : Psh(®y) — Psh(®,,y) denote the composite of i/ ; with the forgetful functor.

Definition 2.5. Let N € N U {w}. Let A be a strict N-category, and let a € A be an object. We say that a is
a source in A if Homy(a, b) is a point for a = b and empty otherwise. Dually, we say that a is a sink in A if
Homy (b, a) is a point for a = b and empty otherwise.

Example 2.6. Let N € N U {w}, and let 8 € ®y. Then 0 has a unique sink and a unique source. Moreover, if
6, € Oy, and if we regard 6 as pointed by its sink and £ as pointed by its source, then 8 VS¢3 [/ € © as well.
When writing wedge sums of objects of @y, we will always assume that the pointings have been chosen in this
way.

Definition 2.7. Let N € NU {w}. The set of basic wedge inclusions [BSP21, Notation 12.1] is the following set
of morphisms in Psh(®y):
EHx(O) VPOV k() - k(EN OV ) for6,{ € Oy
Here by convention, w — k = w. The set of basic spine inclusions [Rez10, Section 5] is the following set of
morphisms in Psh(®y):
SK(x(z0,) VPShON L yPSh@N) (39 )y - (3K, VSO v .. vSCAY 30 y)  for@ =36, V--- V26, € Oy

Lemma 2.8 ([BSP21, Section 13, footnote 2]). Let N € N U {w}. The localization of Psh(®y) at the basic
wedge inclusions coincides with the localization of PSh(®y) at the basic spine inclusions.

Proof. We factor a basic spine inclusion as
C):(Zgl) VPSh(@N) . VPSh(GN) J:(Zgr)
_><:):(201 vsCatN VA vsCatN 203) VPSh(GN) J:(ng+l VsCatN VA VsCatN Zgr)
S k(T VIO v .. vCa 5 )

On the one hand, by induction on r and closure under cobase-change, the first map is in the closure of the basic
wedge inclusions under cobase-change and composition. Composing with the second map, which is a basic
wedge inclusion, it results inductively that the composite map is too. Conversely, the first map is a cobase-
change of a basic spine inclusion and so is the composite map, so by two-for-three, the second map (which
is a general basic wedge inclusion) is in the closure of the basic spine inclusions under cobase-change and
two-for-three. Closing under £ (which preserves cobase-changes and composition), the statement results. 0O
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Definition 2.9. Let N € N U {w}. We let Cat;, denote the localization of Psh(®y) at the basic spine inclusions.
These are the flagged (co, N)-categories in the sense of [AF18]. We let sCaty denote the localization of Catf\,
at the maps G, X S 4 _ @,, for each m < N. We let Caty denote the localization of Catf\, at the Rezk maps. We
let Gaunty = sCaty N Caty denote the intersection of these two, localized at both classes of maps.

We also denote by v : sCaty — Catfv — Psh(®y) the inclusion functor (this is the “naive nerve” of strict
N-categories).

Remark 2.10. The notation “sCaty” of Definition 2.9 is consistent with the usual definition of strict N-
categories; the equivalence is induced by the restricted Yoneda embedding. The notation “Gaunty” of Def-
inition 2.9 is consistent with the usage of [BSP21]. The notation “Caty” is likewise equivalent with any

of the equivalent models considered in [BSP21]. When N = w, we have limit expressions Psh(®,) =
lim _ Psh(®y), Cat = lim CatN,sCat =1lim _ sCaty, Cat, =lim _ Caty, and Gaunt, = lim _ Gaunty
«—NeN «—NeN «—NeN «—NeN «—NeN

(cf. [Cam22, Rmk 2.8]), where the limits are taken along the forgetful functors.

Definition 2.11. Let N € N U {w}. We also say that a commutative square of presheaves on Oy is a homotopy
pushout if it is preserved by the localization functor Psh(®y) — Cat]fV (hence also by the localization to Caty).
We say that a commutative square in sCaty is a homotopy pushout if its nerve is a homotopy pushout in
Psh(®y).

Remark 2.12. For M < N < w, there is a fully faithful inclusion Cat}, — Cat},, which has both left and right
adjoints, just as the inclusion sCaty, — sCaty is fully faithful with both adjoints. In particular, a homotopy
pushout of strict M-categories is the same thing as a homotopy pushout of strict N-categories which happen to
be degenerate in dimension > M + 1.

Lemma 2.13. Let N € N U {w)}. Consider a commutative diagram as follows in sCaty or Psh(®y):

A— B ——C

Lol

D——E— F

If the first and second square are homotopy pushouts, then so is the composite rectangle. If the first square and
the composite rectangle are homotopy pushouts, then so is the second square.

Proof. This follows from the fact that pushout squares have the same properties. O

Remark 2.14. Let N € NU{w}. The co-categories Psh(®y), Cat!,, sCaty, Caty, and Gaunty may be presented
by localizing the injective model structure on simplicial presheaves on @y, as in [Rez10]. In these model
structures, the cofibrations are the monomorphisms of simplicial presheaves on ®y, and every object is cofibrant
so that the model structure is left proper. Thus the monomorphisms of simplicial presheaves are flat — cobase-
change along monomorphisms of simplicial presheaves is preserved by the localization functor from simplicial
presheaves to Catl,, etc. A good supply of monomorphisms of simplicial presheaves (and thus of flat maps)
is supplied by the monomorphisms of strict N-categories (as the restricted Yoneda embedding into simplicial
presheaves preserves monomorphisms).

Observation 2.15. Let N € N U {w}. Consider a commutative square of monomorphisms in Psh(®y):

A>>28> B

[

C>—D

If the square is a pushout, then it is also a pullback. Conversely, if the square is a pushout, then it is a pullback
iff the maps B — D « C are jointly surjective. This observation is true in any 1-topos.
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Lemma 2.16. Let N € NU {w}. Let A, B C X be subobjects in Psh(®). Then the square
ANB »— A

[ [

B>—AUB

is a pushout preserved by LCath . Thus, if AN B » Bisan LCath -equivalence, then A > A U B is likewise an
LCatf\, -equivalence.

Proof. This results by combining Remark 2.14 and Observation 2.15. O
Lemma 2.17. Let N € N U {w}. Homotopy pushout squares in sCaty are closed under retracts.
Proof. This follows from the fact that pushout squares in any co-category are closed under retracts. O

Before studying homotopy pushouts in more detail, here is a technical lemma which permits an inductive
approach to constructing weak equivalences of ®y-spaces.

Lemma 2.18. Consider a presheaf category with a Cisinski model structure where weak equivalences are stable
under filtered colimits. Let A — B be a monomorphism of presheaves. Let S be a collection of intermediate
subobjects A C X C B, and let S denote the closure of S under unions. Suppose that the following conditions
hold:
(1) S is closed under intersections. (In other words, B = US and for X,Y € S, we have that X NY is a
union of elements in S.)

(2) Forevery X € S, the map A — X is an equivalence.

Then the map A — U is an equivalence for every U € S. In particular, the map A — B is an equivalence.

Proof. Because weak equivalences are stable under filtered colimits, it will suffice to treat the case where S is
finite. Note that S is a finite distributive sublattice of the subobject lattice of B. We show, by induction on the
structure of the lattice S, that the map A — U is an equivalence for every U € S. This will suffice since B € S.
In the base case, U is U-irreducible, i.e. U € S. In this case the map A — U is an equivalence by hypothesis.
Otherwise, we may write U = VU W where V, W € U. We have a commutative diagram as follows:

(2.19) \ I ) I

Wir—U

The square is a pushout of monomorphsims of presheaves, hence a homotopy pushout. By induction, the maps
A — V,W,V N W are equivalences. It follows that the map from A to the homotopy pushout U is likewise a
homotopy equivalence. O

Observation 2.20. Let N € NU{w}. As Cat;, (resp. sCaty) is a localization of Psh(®y) at compact objects, the
LCatgv-acyclic (resp. Lscat,-acyclic) morphisms are stable under filtered colimits, and the inclusions sCaty —

Catf\, — Psh(@y) preserve filtered colimits.

2.1. Suspensions. One main ingredient needed to understand Catf\, as a localization of Psh(®y) is an under-
standing of suspension, to which we now turn.

Lemma 2.21. Let N € N U {w). Let X € Psh(®y). The unique map X — [0] induces a map £X — £[0] =
2[0] = [1]. For any Y € Psh(®,,y) and either map d; : [0] 3 [1], we let d;t : Y =3 [1] be the composite maps.
Then the space Nat(¥, £X) XNaw(y, 1)) {dit} is contractible.
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Proof. First observe that as a functor of Y, the space Nat(Y, £X) XNat(y1]) 1dit} carries colimits to limits. This
reduces us to the case where Y = 6 is representable. In this case, Nat(6, £X) XNa(.[1]) {dit} preserves contractible
colimits in X as a functor Psh(®y) — Spaces. Moreover, this functor carries the empty presheaf to a point. So
when we lift to a functor Psh(®y) — Spaces,, we obtain a colimit-preserving functor of X. This allows us to
reduce to the case where X = ¢ is also representable. In this case, we have £/ = X¢, and we are reduced to a
computation in the category ®;.y, where it is obviously true that Nat(6, £{) Xnawe,(1)) {dit} is contractible. m]

Lemma 2.22. Let N € N U {w}. For X,Y € Psh(®y), the natural map H¢;a[1]_>[1] Nat(iX, iY) XNat(£0,2[0])
{¢} — Nat(EX,LY) is an equivalence. Moreover, when ¢ is natural inclusion, corresponding summand is
Nat(iX, iY) XNatzo.g0)) 1@} = Nat//(i//X, i//Y) = Nat(X,Y). When ¢ = td; is constant at an endpoint, the
summand is contractible. When ¢ swaps the order of the endpoints, the summand is contractible if X = 0 and
empty otherwise.

Proof. The first statement follows from the fact that Nat(Z(, £[0]) is discrete. The identification of the fiber
when ¢ is the natural inclusion follows by definition. The identification when ¢ is constant follows from
Lemma 2.21. When ¢ is the swap map, the case where X = 0 likewise follows from Lemma 2.21, after
decomposing d[1] = [0] LI [0] and observing that the composite maps from [0] are constant. When ¢ is the
swap map and X is nonempty, any map would induce a similar map in sCaty by applying ¢ levelwise to all the
presheaves involved. But in sCaty we know that Homs x(0, 1) = X is nonempty when X is nonempty whereas
Homs y(1,0) = 0. So there can be no map from the former to the latter, and this fiber is empty as desired. O

Lemma 2.23. Let N € N U {w). Let X € Psh(®y). Then £X is right-orthogonal to the 1-dimensional spine
inclusions [1]V --- Vv [1] = [n], and also to the maps 54 - [0].

Proof. Let f : A — B be one of the maps in question. First observe that if C € sCaty, then C is right orthogonal
to A — B. The unique map X — [0] induces a map £X — [1], and we have a commutative square as follows:

Nat(B, £X) —— Nat(A, £X)

! !

Nat(B, [1]) ——> Nat(4, [1])

We would like to show that the top rightward map is an equivalence. Because [1] € sCaty, the bottom rightward
map is an equivalence. So it will suffice to check that, for each map d : B — [1], the induced map of fibers

(2.24) Nat(B, £X) Xnaxa,17) {d} = Nat(A, £X) Xnaa 1)) 1fd)

is an equivalence.

Consider first the case where f : A — B is the map S¢ — [0]. In this case, there are two maps d;it : B 3 [1],
each of which factors through one of the maps d; : [0] =2 [1]. By Lemma 2.21, both sides of (2.24) are
contractible, so we have an equivalence as desired.

Consider now the case where f : A — B is a spine inclusion [1]¥" — [n]. In this case, the maps [1]¥" — [1]
fall into two classes. There are two constant maps, which factor through the face maps [0] =3 [1]. In this case,
Lemma 2.21 shows that both sides of (2.24) are contractible just as before. The other maps are non-constant.
Each such map ¢ is the identity on one of the wedge summands (the jth summand, say) and constant on the
others. So the codomain of (2.24) decomposes as

(Nat([1], £X) X155 ** - Xnvarcqor£x) N EX)) XNat (11, 11x0011-5xqorpNatct 111D (91
=(Nat([1], £X) Xnaqi1,1) {dit) XNat([01,[1 DX aoryfdr} *

- XNatO01 oy ) (NAECLTL EX) X 1 (i1} XNaton 0 Dwagortdo) ** -

XN Doy o) (NAETT ZX) Xnaon ) 1ot}
=(Nat([1], £X) Xnaqq11,01) {id[17)
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Here we have first interchanged limits, and then observed by Lemma 2.21 that each of the other terms appearing
in the middle expression is contractible. Thus we are asking whether a certain map

(Nat([n], £X) Xnaqan1) 18} = Nat([11, £X) Xnagqu, iy idp}

is an equivalence. Both the domain and codomain manifestly preserve contractible colimits in X. Moreover, as
£0 = 9[1], we see that both the domain and codomain preserve the initial object. Thus both the domain and
codomain preserve all colimits in X. So we are reduced to the case where X = { is representable. In this case
$X = 3¢ lies in Catly, so the result is true. o

Theorem 2.25. Let N € N U {w). The suspension functor £ : Psh(®y) — Psh(®,,y) carries Cat;, to CatLN
and sCaty ro sCaty,y.

Proof. All of the required statements are of the form “If C is right-orthogonal to the maps ¥"A — "B for
all m > 0, then £C is right-orthogonal to the maps £ A — £ B for m’ > 0.” The cases m’ = 0 follow from
Lemma 2.23. For the cases m’ > 1, observe that by Lemma 2.22, we have identifications Nat(i””A, iC) =
Nat/(Z,/(Z" ' A),2/,C),+ = Nat(X"~'A, C),, and similarly for B. So the desired orthogonality follows from
the hypothesis where m = m’ — 1. O

Corollary 2.26. Let N € N U {w}. The suspension adjunction
i// : Psh(®y) <:> PSh(@HN)a[]]//[]] : H6m/

restricts to suspension adjunctions

Z// : Cat;, <:> (Cat§+N)3[1]//[1] ZHOl’l’l/
E;/ : sCaty <:> (SCﬂtHN)a[l]//Il] : Homj

which are left Kan extended from ©. In particular, Zj | agrees with the usual suspension of strict N-categories,
and X agrees with ¥, when restricted to strict N-categories.

Proof. By Theorem 2.25, £ preserves Cat]fV and sCaty, so that it descends to the categories indicated. Moreover,
% carries spine inclusions to spine inclusions, and maps XS ¢ — X"[0] to maps of the same form, so that Homy,
likewise descends to the categories indicated. Thus X;, agrees with X, on strict N-categories, since they both
agree with £,.

To see that Zj , agrees with the usual suspension of strict N-categories, observe that both functors preserve
colimits (admitting right adjoints given by Homj and the usual hom functor respectively) and agree on @y,
which is dense in sCaty. O

Observation 2.27. Let N € N U {w}. By construction, the suspension functors T : Catl, — Cat!,, and
3¢ : sCaty — sCatj,y of Corollary 2.26 preserve contractible colimits, and in particular pushouts. Moreover
they agree on strict N-categories. Hence X° preserves homotopy pushouts.

2.2. Wedge sums. Besides suspensions, the other main ingredient needed to understand Catf\, as a localization
of Psh(®y) is an understanding of wedge sums, to which we now turn.

Fact2.28. Let N € NU{w}. Let A=, A" be ®-regular strict N-categories, and let a; € A~ be a sink and a* € A*
a source. Then A"VA* = A~ VvV, sCatv A+ has object set Ob A V(‘:‘?‘AJ', the disjoint union of Ob A* and Ob A~
modulo the identification of a7 with at as the wedge point. Moreover, the inclusions A=, A* =3 A~V A* are full
subcategory inclusions. For a~ € A™,a* € A", we have Homy-va+(a”,a*) = Homy-(a™, a;) X Homy+(at, a®),
and, so long as a”,a* are not both equal to the wedge point, Homa-ya+(a*,a™) = 0.
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Lemma 2.29. Let N € NU {w}. Let A, A* be O-regular strict N-categories, and let a; € A~ be a sink and
a* € A" a source. Let A=A~ _V,_, A*. Let C C Oy | A be the full subcategory of those nondegenerate § — A
which either factor through A~ or A*, or else hit the wedge point a. Then C is reflective in @y | A.

Proof. Let B C Oy | A comprise those § — A which are injective on objects. Note that B is reflective and
hence final in ®y | A (using that A is ®@-regular). So it will suffice to show that C is reflective in B.

To see this, first observe that if F' : § — A factors through A~ or A*, then the Eilenberg-Zilber factorization
of F is its reflection in C.

Now suppose that F' : £0 — A carries the first object O into a~ € A~ \ {a} and the second object 1 into
a® € A" \ {a}. Then F corresponds to a functor f : § — Homu(a",a") = Homy-(a",a) X Homu-(a, a®),
by Fact 2.28. Writing f~ : 6 —» Homyu(a™,a) and f* : § — Homy(a,a") for the coordinates of f, we
take Eilenberg-Zilber factorizations f” = g7h?, where h” : 6 — 67 are degeneracies. We obtain functors
h=<h,h"):0 > 60 x0"andg =g xg": 6 x0" - Homu-(a",a) Xx Homy«(a,a*) = Homy(a™,a*),
and hence functors 20 —> 2~ vsCa 59* % A We claim that H exhibits G € C as a reflection of F in C.
Indeed, suppose that K : £~ Vv Xt — A lies in C. If K factors through A~ or A*, then there can be no map
F = K or G = K. Otherwise, K hits the wedge point, and so decomposes as K~V K* : £{” VIt - A VA*
where K7 : £ — A hits the wedge point and is nondegenerate, corresponding to k= : {~ — Homy-(a™, a)
and k* : ¥ — Homgy-(a,a*), which are nondegenerate because K € C. If L : £0 — X/~ v X% is such that
(K~ V K*)L = F, then it corresponds to maps [ : 8§ — 7 with k”[” = f7. By uniqueness of Eilenberg-Zilber
factorizations, there are unique maps m? : {7 — 67 such that m?[” = h? and k” = g"m?. These assemble into
amap M : ™V EL{Y — X6 v X0 which factors L through H as desired. For uniqueness of this map, note
that it must carry the wedge point to the wedge point, and then the action on 6 is determined separately by the
uniqueness of Eilenberg-Zilber decompositions.

Checking the universal property when the domain of K has more objects is similar, as is the construction
when the domain of F has more objects. O

Lemma 2.30. Let N € NU {w}. Let A, A* be O-regular strict N-categories, and let a; € A~ be a sink and
a* € A" asource. LetA=A" VA" LetCC Oy | Aand W : C — Psh(®y) be as in Lemma 2.29. Let D € C
comprise the (nondegenerate) maps which either factor through A~ or through A*, and let X : D — Psh(®y)
be the restriction of W. Then the identity transformation exhibits W as the left Kan extension of X along the
inclusioni: C — D.
Proof. Let (8 — A) € C\ D. The formula for pointwise left Kan extensions tells us that Lan;X(6 — A) =
h_n)lPSh(@N)((i L@—-A)—>D LN Psh(®y)). The category i | (§ — A) decomposes as a union of simplicial sets
(D L6V (D | 6%). Since this is a pushout of monomorphisms of simplicial sets, it induces an equivalence
Lan;X(0 — A) = h_r)n((i) 167) > D — Psh(@y)) v li_I)n((D 1 6%) - D — Psh(®y))

= x6 VPOV Lot

=W — A)
as desired. O

Theorem 2.31. Let N € N U {w}. Let A=, A* be ®O-regular strict N-categories, and let a; € A~ be a sink and
a* € A" a source. Let A = A~ |V . A" be the wedge sum. Then the strict pushout

*“_7)147

b
At — 3 A

is a homotopy pushout.
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Proof. Let A = A~ VvSCaW A* and let a denote the wedge point. By density, the functor U : ©y | A — Psh(Qy),
(@ — A) — X6, has colimit vA.

AsinLemma2.29, letC C Oy | A denote the full subcategory of those maps § — A which are nondegenerate
and are either contained in A~ or A*, or else hit the wedge point. By Lemma 2.29, the inclusion C — Oy | A is
reflective and hence final, so the functor V : C — Psh(@y), obtained by restriction of U, likewise has colimit
VA.

Let W : C — Psh(®y) carry F : § — A to X6, if f factors through A~ or A*, and to g~ VPSh®Ov yg+
otherwise, where § = 6~ V 6* is the decomposition of 6 at the wedge point. Then there is a natural inclusion
W — V, which is levelwise Ly, -acyclic because it is in fact one of the basic wedge inclusion maps generating

the localization LCatf\, (Definition 2.7). Therefore, the induced map h_I)nPSh@N )W — vA is LCat{, -acyclic.

Let D C C be defined as in Lemma 2.30, as well as X : D — Psh(®y). By Lemma 2.30, we have an
equivalence hmPSh(@N) W= hmPSh(@N) X.

Now, the category D adrnlts a decomposition D = D~ vV D*, where D7 C Oy | vA? comprises the
nondegenerate maps. This is a pushout of monomorphisms of simplicial sets, and so induces an equivalence
h_I)nPSh(@N )X = h_r)nPSh(@N) X~ vPsh@w) li_r)nPSh@N) X, where X7 denotes the restriction of X to D7

Finally, D is reflective in ®y | vA7. As @y is dense in Psh(®y), this implies that h_n)lPSh(@N) X7 = yA“.
Chaining everything together, we have that the canonical map vA~ VPSh©W yA+ 5 yA is LCat{V -acyclic. Since

.. . . . { .
Ligy, preserves colimits, this yields an equivalence A vCaly A+ — A as desired. o

3. SOME MISCELLANEOUS GENERALITIES

In this short subsection we collect a few generalities on posets which will be used to analyze the poset Sd(u)
of composites in Section 4. The discussion in this section is independent of any considerations about torsion-
free complexes or N-categories. Section 3.1 feeds into Lemma 4.18 below, and Section 3.2 feeds directly into
Theorem 4.21 below.

3.1. Some generalities on posets. In this subsection, we analyze the homotopy type of the poset Lin(P) (Def-
inition 3.1) of linear preorders refining a given preorder P. We show that it is contractible so long as P is not
an equivalence relation. The application we have in mind is Lemma 4.18 below, where we take P to be the
preorder At(u) of Definition 1.11 above.

Definition 3.1. Let L be a preorder. We say that L is a linear preorder if for all a,b € L,a < bor b < a (or
both). Thus a linear order is a linear preorder which is also a partial order. We say that L is codiscrete if for
all a, b we have a < b. So there is a unique codiscrete preorder L on any set, and it is linear. We say that L is
discrete if a < b & a = b. Note that L is an equivalence relation if and only if its posetal reflection is discrete.
Let P, P’ be preorders on the same underlying set S. We say that P’ refines P if a < b = a < b. The set of
preorders on a set S form a partial order under reverse refinement, and the codiscrete preorder is at the bottom.
Let P be a preorder. We let Lin(P) denote the poset of linear preorders refining P, ordered by reverse
refinement. We let Lin*(P) = Lin(P) \ {_L} denote the subposet of noncodiscrete linear preorders refining P.
Let P be a preorder. We let DC”(P) denote the poset of downward-closed subsets of P, ordered by inclusion.
We let DC(P) = DC*(P) \ {0} denote the subposet of nonempty downward-closed subsets of P.
We denote by sd P the barycentric subdivision of a preorder (or category, or simplicial set) P. Recall that this
is the poset of nonempty subsets pg < - -+ < p, of P which are linearly ordered by P, ordered by containment.
Recall also that | sd P| = |P| for all posets P.

Soif L,L’ € Lin(P), we have L < L’ ifa <¥ b = a <* b. Since L, L’ are linear preorders, this amounts to
saying that the L’-isomorphism classes partition P more finely than the L-isomorphism classes.

Lemma 3.2. Let P be a poset. Then Lin(P) is isomorphic to sd(DC(P)).
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Proof. An element L € Lin(P) induces an equivalence relation on P and then linearly orders the equivalence
classes E; < E; < --- < E, in such a way as to refine the ordering on P. From L we may extract a chain
of nonempty proper ideals in P given by E; ¢ E;UE, c --- Cc E; U---U E,_;. In other words, we have
extracted a proper chain in DC(P), which is nonempty if and only if L is not codiscrete. This construction is an
isomorphism of posets. O

We thank Gregory Arone for the proof of the following lemma [Aro]. As pointed out by Sam Hopkins and
Benjamin Steinberg in the comments at [Aro], the proof in fact applies to any finite non-boolean distributive
lattice (not just to DC(P)), and is closely related to a classic application of Rota’s crosscut theorem in poset
combinatorics.

Lemma 3.3. Let P be a preorder which is not an equivalence relation. Then DC(P) is contractible.

Proof. Homotopy types are invariant under equivalence of categories, so we may assume for simplicity that P
is a poset. Let M be the set of minimal elements in P (a discrete subposet of P). Since P is not discrete, we
have M C P, and so DC(M) U {M} € DC(P). As {M} gives a terminal object in DC(M) U {M}, this poset is
contractible. So it will suffice to show that DC(M) U {M} is coreflective in DC(P). To see this, note that for any
p € P, there is some m € M with m < p. So for I € DC(P), the set M N [ is nonempty and gives the coreflection
of I in DC(M) U {M}. ]

Corollary 3.4. Let P be a preorder which is not an equivalence relation. Then Lin(P) is contractible.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, Lin(P) is isomorphic to sd(DC(P)). By Lemma 3.3, DC(P), and hence also sd(DC(P)),
is contractible. Therefore Lin(P) is contractible as well. ]

Remark 3.5. Let P be an equivalence relation. Then Lin(P) has the homotopy type of 42, where d is the
number of equivalence classes. For |Lin(P)| ~ |sd(DC(P))| =~ |DC(P)|, and DC(P) is the poset of nonempty
proper subsets of P-equivalence classes. So DC(P) is isomorphic to the d-cube with top and bottom removed,
and so has the homotopy type of § 2.

3.2. A variant of Quillen’s Theorem A. In this subsection, we give a variant of Quillen’s Theorem A which
will be used to relate the homotopy type of Sdyx_1,-17(¢) to that of Sdy (1) (see Definition 4.7) in the proof of
Theorem 4.21 below.

Remark 3.6. One key tool we use is Quillen’s Theorem A [Qui72]. We will in fact only apply it to posets, in
which setting it usually goes by the name the Quillen fiber lemma. Our use of Quillen’s Theorem A is further
restricted to the case of a cocartesian fibration, where the hypotheses become simpler to state. That is, we use
the following statement: If F' : C — 9D is a cocartesian fibration (of co-categories), and if the classifying spaces
of the fibers |F~!(D)| are contractible for each D € D, then the induced map on classifying spaces |F| : |C] — |D|
is a homotopy equivalence.

Lemma 3.7. Let I be a contractible oo-category and let I* be I with a new initial object adjoined. Then the
inclusion I — I' is cofinal.

Proof. By the Joyal/Lurie Quillen’s Theorem A [Lur09, Theorem 4.1.3.1], it suffices to show that for each
i € I', the slice category i/ is contractible. When i € I, this category has an initial object given by i itself.
When i is the new initial object, this category is isomorphic to I, which is contractible by hypothesis. O

Lemma 3.8. Let U : J — [ be a cocartesian fibration. Suppose that

(1) I has a strict initial object L;
(2) The classifying space |I \ {L}| is contractible;
(3) Foreachi € I\ {1}, the classifying space U~ (i)| of the fiber is contractible.

Then the classifying space |J| is contractible.
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Proof. By [GHN17], J is the lax colimit of the functor ¢ : I — Cat., which U classifies. Hence the classifying
space |J| is the colimit of the functor || : I — Cat — Spaces obtained by postcomposing the “classifying
space” functor. The inclusion I \ {L} — [ is cofinal by (1) and Lemma 3.7. Therefore |J| = colim|¢| =
colim|¢|p1)l. The functor ¢|n ) is constant at the one-point space by (3), and so its colimit is the geometric
realization |7 \ {L}|, which is contractible by (2). O

4. SPACES OF COMPOSITES

In this section, we work with torsion-free complexes of dimension < N = w. Let P be a torsion-free complex
and u an n-cell in P. In this section, we define (Definition 4.1) a poset Sd*(u) = u | ©® |n,q FP whose
elements are “®-shaped decompositions of the cell i as a composite of cells”. This poset has a bottom element
given by y, trivially subdivided as the composite of itself. The main goal of this section is to show (Theorem A /
Theorem 4.21) that when we delete the bottom element, the remaining poset Sd(u) := Sd™(u) \ {u} is contractible.
This result will be a key input to Proposition 5.7, and thus to Theorem 5.11 below. It may also be regarded as
an analog of the main result of [Col18] or [HORR23] in the case N = 2.

The proof of Theorem 4.21 proceeds by projecting Sd(u) down to a smaller poset Sd (1) (Definition 4.1),
roughly given by projecting onto the positive k-boundary of u, and using Quillen’s Theorem A to reduce to a
study of the fibers of this projection.* Only the fiber over y itself is not trivially contractible, and this fiber is
given by another sub-poset Sdx_i ,-1](¢). The choice of k is given by Lemma 1.12. The intuition comes from
the case when k = n is maximal. In this case, Sdy,-1;() consists of those ®-decompositions of y which are
“linear” in the sense that they only use o,_; composition, and not o; composition for i < n— 2. This poset can be
completely analyzed using the techniques of [For21] (Proposition 4.11), plus some elementary manipulations
(Section 3.1) and the result (Lemma 4.18) is that it is contractible so long as there is at least one source-target
dependency among the n-atoms of P (i.e. the relation <,_; is not discrete). Thus in most cases, we take k = n—1
and we are done. But when <,_; is discrete, we find that Sdy,—1;(u) is in fact not contractible (Remark 4.19).
There is a workaround, though — we keep decreasing k until (roughly) we find k such that <_; is not discrete
(more precisely, we need the preorder At(u) of Definition 1.11 to not be an equivalence relation; such a k exists
by Lemma 1.12). An variant of Quillen’s Theorem A (Section 3.2) reduces us to the study of the poset Sd (1)
(Definition 4.1), which can be shown to be contractible by similar methods (Lemma 4.18).

4.1. Posets of composites. In this subsection, we define (Definition 4.1) the poset Sd*(u) (resp. Sd(w)) of
“decompositions (resp. proper decompositions) of 1" and some auxiliary posets Sdg (¢), Sd (1) (Definition 4.7),
as well as certain functors between them (Observation 4.8). The auxiliary categories Sds (1) and Sdj () require
a discussion of auxiliary categories ®g (Definition 4.2).

Definition 4.1. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u. Recall (Definition 1.11) that {u} € P denotes
the smallest subcomplex containing p.

Let Sd*(u) denote the poset of subcategories & € F({u}) such that i € 6 and 6 is isomorphic to a category in
0,. Let Sd(u) = Sd*(u) \ {¢} be obtained by deleting the bottom element, which is y itself.

We regard Sd*(u) as the “poset of ways to decompose p as a composite of cells”, and Sd(u) < Sd*(w)
as the “poset of ways to nontrivially decompose p as a composite of smaller cells”. The classifying space
| Sd*(w)| (resp. |Sd(u)]) is correspondingly the “space of decompositions (resp. nontrivial decompositions) of
1. Obviously | Sd*(u)| =~ = because of the initial object u. We will show that | Sd(u)| =~ * in Theorem 4.21. The
proof will involve fibering Sd*(u) over various subposets Sdj; (1), to whose description we now turn.

Definition 4.2. Let S € N andn € N U {w}. Then let ®,5 C ©, be the full subcategory whose objects are
assembled from their generating cells using o; composition only fori € S.

4We do point out that in order to reduce to the study of the fibers rather than the lax fibers of this projection, we need to know that the
projection is a cocartesian fibration (Lemma 4.17), and for this we already need to use (Lemma 4.12) some details coming from P being a
torsion-free complex.
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Example 4.3. Letn € NU {w}. Then ©,, 9 ,-1] = ©,. See Figure 1 for more examples.
Remark 4.4. We will only use Definition 4.2 in the case where S = [k, [] C [0,n — 1] is a finite interval.

Remark 4.5. For S finite we may describe ®, s inductively as follows. In the base case, ®, 9 = G<, := ©,NG =
{Gy | k < n} is the globe category, since globes do not have any nontrivial composition defined among their
atoms. Inductively,letS™ ={i e N|i+1 e S}andS* ={i+1|i € S}. TheneitherS = (S7)" orS = (S7)*U{0}.
In the first case, ®,, -+ consists of the suspensions of elements of ®,_; s-. In the second case, @, s-)+u(o; is the
closure of @, (s-)+ under wedge sums.

Equivalently, in the wreath product perspective, we have 0, s+ = @,_15 t A< and O, jpjus+ = Op_1,5 LA.

Equally, in the usual notation for objects of ®, (as in Figure 1), the subcategory ®,, s constrains in which
dimensions numbers other than 0 or 1 may appear — for dimensions not in S, only O or 1 is allowed, while for
dimensions in S all numbers are allowed.

Observation 4.6. Let S C Nandn € NU {w}.
(1) If § C T, then there is an inclusion izg 10,5 = 0O,7. If § is an initial segment of 7 C N, then there

is also a right adjoint RZZ; 1 O,7 — 0,4, given by “merging” all o; composites fori € T \ S. For
example, in Figure 1, R;}g’“ carries 63 to 6,, and the counit inclusion 65 — 6, is the identity on objects,
carrying the generating 2-cells to composite 2-cells.

(2) If m < n, then the inclusion i,"n”ss : Ous — 0O, admits a deformation retraction an’”SS , which takes
the d,, boundary of a cell §. Recall from Notation 1.1 that d,, means the forward m-dimensional
boundary (although the choice of forward versus backward is arbitrary, we will use it consistently in
the following). By “deformation rertraction”, we mean that 6;"5‘9 o z’y’nSS is the identity and that we have
a natural transformation zfnSS o 6;"5 = id which restricts to the identity when we precompose zfnSS For

example, in Figure 1, 6;:}8:(02) = 6;2:8,}1}(03) = 6y; the inclusion is the identity on objects and picks out

the final 1-cells in the hom-categories.

Definition 4.7. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell y, and let S € N. We let Sd5(u) € Sd*(u) be

the full subposet of 8 C F({u}) containing y, such that 6 is isomorphic to a category in ®, 5. We let Sds (1) =
Sdg (1) \ {u} be obtained by deleting the bottom element .

Observation 4.8. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u, and let S € N. From Observation 4.6,
obtain the following:

(1) If S is an initial segment of 7 C N, then the adjunction z’n’g 1 05201 : R’n"; induces an adjunction
Jj& © Sd§(w)2 Sdy(u) : US where j{ is the inclusion functor. The functor U3 composes together all of
the o; compositesin 6 forie T\ S.

(2) If m < n, then the deformation retraction 6’:; 10,5005 z’y’nSS induces a functor D’n"SS 2 Sdy(u) —
Sdg (0,,pt), which takes the d,, boundary of a ®-cell.
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4.2. Posets of composites in a torsion-free complex. In this subsection, we analyze the isomorphism type
of the poset Sdy; (1) (Definition 4.7) using the theory of [For21]. We show that (Proposition 4.15), when the
preorder At;(u) is an equivalence relation for i > k, the poset Sd—1}(u) is is isomorphic to the poset Lin(At, (1))
of linear preorders refining At (1) (see Definition 1.11 in this subsection). This will tie in nicely with the work of
Section 3.1 in Lemma 4.18 below, to show that if in addition the preorder At,(u) is not an equivalence relation,
then this poset is contractible. Finding a k satisfying both conditions is always (except in trivial cases) possible
by Lemma 1.12, which we also prove in this subsection. Finally, this subsection contains results (Lemma 4.12,
Lemma 4.16, Lemma 4.17) stating that certain functors U from the previous subsection (Observation 4.8) are
cocartesian fibrations, another important input to the proof of Theorem 4.21 below.

Definition 4.9. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell y, and let 1 < k < n. If 8 € Sdj-17(1), then
write L’; (6) for the preO{der on (Oxt)k gene{ated by saying that a is equivalent to b if a, b are in the support of
the same generator @ = b of 6, and a < b if b o;_; a is defined.

Remark 4.10. In Definition 4.9, L’,: (6) does not relate a, b € (Ox); unless they are in the support of the same

generating k-cell ¢ of U [[812:12]]9 Thus LZ (6) may be regarded as a disjoint union of linear preorders on c; for

each such ¢ — a sublinear preorder.

Proposition 4.11. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u. Then L, : Sdy,-1)(u) — Lin(At,(w)) is an
isomorphism of posets.

Proof. First observe that for any 6 € Sdy,(u), the preorder L}, (6) is in fact linear, since a <L® p if and only
ifb=c j On=1+* %1 Co = @ is defined in 6 for some j and sequence of generating cells ¢;, and the generating
cells of 6 are linearly ordered by this composability relation. Moreover, L, (6) refines <,_;: since L () is linear,
to see this it suffices to show that if a <,_; b, then b £X© . This follows from acyclicity of P. Thus L¥ does
indeed map Sdj,—1(1) to At,(u). To see that L, is order-preserving, let & — 6 be an indecomposable morphism
in Sdy,-1)(u), merging two adjacent generators of @ into one generator in ¢'. Then L},(#) refines L}, (6) by setting
those two equivalence classes to be equal, so that I,(8') < L (6).

To see that L), is surjective, first observe that [For21, Lem 3.3.1.6] shows that every linear order in At,(u) is
in the image of L,. So it will suffice to show that if L’ — L is an indecomposable morphism in Lin(At,(u)),
merging two adjacent equivalence classes E, F of L into one equivalence class E U F in L', and if L = L} (6) is
in the image of L, then L’ is also in the image of L. Indeed, by hypothesis E and F correspond to generators in
6 which are composable. Merging these by composition, we obtain 8 € C with & C 6. So L, is surjective. This
argument also shows that L, is full. Thus L, is an isomorphism of posets. O

Lemma 4.12. Let P be a torsion-free complex, and u be an n-cell in P. Then the forgetful map
0,n-2] . < _ < <
U[[o,,'iu] :Sd*(w) = Sdjp .11 () = Sdj (1)
is a cocartesian fibration.

Proof. Let @ — ' be an indecomposable morphism in Sdj, ,_, (1), so that two adjacent generators a, b in ¢

are merged to a single generator ¢ = b o; a in 6. Suppose that { € Sdj,,_;;() has U[[S:Z:lzll(g’) = 6. Note that
the data of ¢ consists of the data of 8 along with, for each generator d in 6, an element of Sd?nfl}(d), which
by Proposition 4.11 amounts to the choice of a linear preorder on d, refining <,_;. The map 8 — @’ partitions
¢n = ay L by, in such a way that a,, b, are each unions of connected components under <,_;. A cocartesian
lift { — ¢’ is obtained from ¢ by taking the same linear preorder on d, for d # a, b, and restricting the linear
preorder given by £ on ¢, to linear preorders on a, and b,. For Proposition 4.11 implies that this is a locally
cocartesian lift, and the collection of composites of such lifts is closed under composition, so it is a cocartesian

lift. O

Lemma 4.13. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u. Let 1 < k < n. Suppose that for every k <i < n,
the preorder At;(u) is an equivalence relation. Then
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(1) For fixed i, k < i < n, and distinct i-atoms a, b € y;, the k-boundaries {a)y, {(b); are disjoint.

(2) Ifk <i < j<nanda € uj, the k-boundary {a); is a union of k-boundaries of i-atoms b € u;. Namely,
it is the union of (b), for b € a;.

(3) Fora € u;, k <i<n, we have {a); C .

(4) p may be assembled from its atoms using only o; for i < k — 1.

Proof. (2) holds without any “equivalence relation” hypothesis. So then too does (1): if a,b € y; and x €
(a)r N {b)r, then by induction on i — k we have that (a);,; and (b are disjoint, but by fork-freeness there must
be y in their intersection with x € y*.

Note that (4) implies (3) by the composition formula of Definition 1.3. And (4) follows by iteratively applying
[For21, Lemma 3.3.2.2]. O

Lemma 4.14. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u. Then fork <l <m < n,andS C [0,k — 1], if
the preorder Atj(Ompt) is an equivalence relation for j > I, then the map

DI+ Sd5 (@) — S (D)

m,S

is fully faithful. Its image comprises those cells 0 such that for every | < i < m and every a € u,, there exists a
generating l-cell ¢ of 6 such that {a); C c,.

Proof. First, if 6 € Sd§(d,u) and if a € y; for I < i < m, then a € d; for some generating i-cell d of 6. Because
the preorder At;(9,,u) is an equivalence relation, by Lemma 4.13(3) we have (a); C d; = (9,d);. Moreover, d;d
is a generating cell in Difs (0), so the stated condition is satisfied by the image of Dﬁ;lss ).

Conversely, if { € Sd‘S’ (0ju) satisfies this condition, then consider b € pyy1. B3; hypothesis, (b); € ¢; for
a (necessarily unique) generating /-cell ¢ of . In this way we can partition the (/ + 1)-atoms of d;,ju. By
fork-freeness of 1, the sets (b); are also disjoint for the various b € ;1. So for each generating I-cell ¢ of
{, there is an (I + 1)-cell ¢/ ofm formed by taking ¢}, to be the set C of all b € y;,y with (b); C ¢, taking
c,;=CUcy\C *, and ¢} = ¢; for all other i. These various ¢’ fit together to form a cell § € Sd(9;u) with
Défl,s (6) = £. Moreover, if a € y; for [+ 1 < i < m, there is a generating [-cell ¢ of { such that (a); C ¢;, and we
in fact have (a);;1 C ¢}, because if x € (a);11 \ ¢/, , then d;x ¢ ¢;. Thus by induction on m — I, we have that 6
lifts to Sd5 (0mu). We conclude that Sd (0;u) is surjective onto the indicated image.

Moreover, the section we have constructed of Di;lss is in fact an inverse because every 6 € Sdg(9,,4) must
partition the (/+1)-cells as we have done. It is also order-preserving, since if {1 C ¢, then the cells ¢’ constructed
for £; are just unions of the cells ¢’ constructed for ¢, so that §; € 8,. Thus we have an order isomorphism as
desired. |

Proposition 4.15. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u and let 1 < k < n be such that the preorder
At;(u) is an equivalence relation for i > k+ 1. Then Lﬁ: : Sdyg—1y(u) — Lin(Atx(w)) is an isomorphism of posets.

Proof. From Lemma 4.14 and the definition of At.;(1), we see that the following square is a pullback:

k. {k—1}
n{k—1}

Sdg—1y() —— Sdgg-1)(Ort)

lyk‘ \LLZW
Lin(Ate(1)) ——> Lin(Ate(dxu))

By the case k = n (Proposition 4.11), the downward arrow on the right is an isomorphism, so the downward
arrow on the left is as well. O

Lemma 4.16. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell yu and let 1 < k < n be such that the preorder At;(u)
is an equivalence relation for i > k + 1. Then the functor U[[g’llz{l] : Sdfo’k](,u) — SdFO,k—l](lu) is a cocartesian
fibration.
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Proof. From Lemma 4.14, we see that the following square is a pullback:

K+ 1,0.4]
n[0k] 4

Sdfo,k](.u) — Sd[o,k](akﬂﬂ)

[0,k-1] [0,k-1]
\LUIOJ(] \LU[QH
Dk+l J0k-1]

Sd;o,k—l](l'[) M Sdfo’k_ll(ak_;_]'u)

By the case k = n (Lemma 4.12), the downward arrow on the right is a cocartesian fibration, so the downward
arrow on the left is as well. O

Lemma 4.17. Let P be a torsion-free complex with an n-cell u and let 1 < k < n be such that the preorder At;(u)
is an equivalence relation for i > k + 1. Then the functor U[[g’f:H 2 Sdg,13() = Sdjg,_yy(W) is a cocartesian
fibration.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.16 because U[[S’S:H = U[[gllzf Uo.iio U[[g’;’:f]] and cocartesian fibrations are

stable under composition. O

4.3. Contractibility of the space of composites. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 4.21, showing that the
poset Sd(u) is contractible. The proof involves reducing to showing that Sdj ,—11(¢) is contractible, and thence
to showing that Sd,(u) is contractible. For this we use the isomorphism and fibration results of this section and
the contractibility results of the previous section.

Lemma 4.18. Let P be a torsion-free complex, and let u € P be an n-cell, and let 1 < k < n be such that the
preorder At;(u) is an equivalence relation for i > k + 1 but not an equivalence relation for i = k. Then Sd, (1)
is contractible.

Proof. The isomorphism Sdy(u) = Lin(Atk(u)) is Proposition 4.15. The contractibility then follows from
Corollary 3.4. O

Remark 4.19. If At;(1) is an equivalence relation for all i > k, then we still have Sdyy(1) = Lin(Atk(u)) by
Proposition 4.15, but in this case this poset has the homotopy type of a sphere (cf. Remark 3.5).

Remark 4.20. Let U : J — [ be a cocartesian fibration of co-categories, and suppose that J has a strict initial
object L. Let J C J be the full subcategory obtained by deleting all objects isomorphic to L. Then the inclusion
J — Jis a cocartesian fibration, so that the composite J — J — I'is also a cocartesian fibration.

Theorem 4.21. Let P be a torsion-free complex and yu an n-cell in P. Suppose that u is composite. Then the
poset Sd(w) is contractible.

Proof. Let 1 < k < n be such that the preorder At;(1) is an equivalence relation for i > k and is not an
equivalence relation for i = k; since u is composite; k exists by Lemma 1.12.
We claim that the forgetful map

[0,k-2]
Uk-z  Sd() — Sd*(1) —— Sd¥y (1)
is a homotopy equivalence. Since Sdy,;_» () has an initial object, this implies that Sd(u) is contractible as
desired. By Lemma 4.12 and Remark 4.20, Uy_; is a cocartesian fibration. So by Quillen’s Theorem A, it will
suffice to show that the fibers U,:JZ(H) are contractible for 6 € Sdfo,kfz]QJ). If 6 # u, then U,:JZ(H) has an initial
object given by j{gjz:g(ﬁ). It remains to verify that Sdy—1,,-1)() = U _11(/1) is contractible.
For this, we apply Lemma 3.8 to the forgetful functor
{k=1}

k—1,n-1]

Uiy * Sdjctnmn() = Sdi_y (1) ——> Sdiy_, ()
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This functor is the pullback of Uy-y to Sdj,_;,(u) = Sdj_;,_13(w) N Sdjp,_(w), so it is again a cocarte-
sian fibration. Clearly Sd?kfl}(,u) has a strict initial object 4. So by Lemma 3.8, it will suffice to check that
Sdj-1y (1) = Sd?k_ 1)(/1) \ {1} is contractible, and that the fiber (U ,;71)’1(9) is contractible for each 6 € Sdy_1,(u).

For the latter, observe that for 8 # , the fiber (U 271)’1(9) has an initial object given by j{ﬁj{“”(@). For the

former, by Lemma 4.18 this poset is contractible since the preorder At,(u) is not an equivalence relation. O

Remark 4.22. Let P be a torsion-free complex and y an n-cell in P. If u is not composite (i.e. u is an atom), then
the poset Sd(u) is empty. So in general, Theorem 4.21 tells us that the classifying space | Sd(w)| is a proposition
— it is empty or contractible. The proposition | Sd(u)| may be read “u is composite”.

5. WEAK PUSHOUTS STRICTLY

In this section, let N € N U {w}. This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems B and C (Theorem 5.11
and Corollary 5.12). Recall the statement of Theorem 5.11 is that for any torsion-free complex P of dimension
n < N, the following pushout in sCaty is preserved by the inclusion functor sCaty — Catf\, (and thence by the
the localization to Caty):

P, x0G, — P, xG,

! |

F(P<y-)) — F(P)

We begin by taking the above pushout in Psh(®y) and calling the resulting presheaf F,_; P (Definition 5.1).
As Legy, preserves pushouts, Theorem 5.11 is equivalent to showing that the canonical map F,_jP — FP is

LCatf\, -acyclic. In model-category-theoretic terms, F,_; P is a model for the pushout in Cat]fV which is far from
fibrant, and we are trying to show that the map F,_ P — FP is a fibrant replacement.

To prove this, we factor the inclusion F,,_;P — FP as a composite of three maps, each of which we will
show to be LCat,f\, -acyclic:

Fy_1P— FyP - F;P — FP

We define FyP in Definition 5.1. It is obtained from F,_; P by gluing in all composites of cells which are
contained in FP’ for P’ c P a proper subcomplex. Using induction on the size of FP, this map is easily
seen to be Lg, -acyclic (Lemma 5.4). For many torsion-free complexes P, we in fact have FyP = FP. The
only exception is when P has a (necessarily unique) big cell i which is not atomic. In this case the fiber of
(FpP)() — (FP)(®) at T : 8 — FP is a point except when the big cell i is contained in the image 7(6), in
which case the fiber is empty.

To fill in these empty fibers, we define FJP in Definition 5.6. Although we give there a “closed-form
formula” for F} P, it may alternatively be thought of via the skeletal filtration

FsP > FoP > F)P — - > FIP=F}P

appearing in the proof of Lemma 5.8. From this perspective, F' gP is obtained from FyP as follows. For every
map T : 8 — FP not factoring through FyP, we have 6 N FyP = F36. Assuming that Theorem 5.11 is true for 6
in place of P (which we check in Proposition 5.2 and Corollary 5.5, using the background from Section 2), we
thus have an LCat{V -acyclic extension FgP — F3P Ur,g 6. Let [T] denote the inclusion 8 — FP Up,y 6. Taking

the union of these pushouts over all such u € 6 5 FPgivesus F' gP.

At this point, the fibers of F’ gP — FP are now all nonempty and discrete, but not connected. For example,
if there are two different cells {,60 — FP containing y, then pulling back along the inclusion of the “big cells”
G, — ¢, G, — 6 produces two distinct elements of (F; P)(G,) which both map to y in (FP)(G,). We correct

. . . . T
this “over-production” inserting edges between such cells as follows. Whenever we have u € 6y c 6, — FP,
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we have two distinct elements of (FgP)(Go), namely [T|g,] and [T]|g,, both of which map to Ty, € (FP)(6).
This gives us two maps 6y = F 2P, and the restrictions of these two maps to Fy6, factor through F3P and are
equal. Thus we have a map Fy6y X A[1] Ur,g,xaa117 G0 X OA[1] — FgP. Pushing out along the LCatg/-acyclic map
Fp0y x A[1] Up,g,xaa117 B0 X OA[1] — 6y x A[1] gives us FéP. That is, we have glued in paths between pairs of
“redundant” cells in F§P.

The fibers of F (%P — FP are now connected (because the composite u is unique in F'P by the usual theory
of torsion-free complexes), but not simply-connected. Continuing in this manner involves pushout-products of
Fy0y — 6y against 0A[k] — A[k] for larger and larger k and corresponding to chains 6y C --- C 6, € FP, and
eventually results in a @-space called F; P. At the end of the construction, we see that the k-simplices of (F; P)
not contained in (F3P)({) correspond to chains u € { — 6y € 6; C --- C 6, € FP such that u # 6y. This is
precisely the nerve of the slice category indicated in Definition 5.6.

From this perspective, the map FoP — FJP is LCatgv-acyclic by construction. Finally, the third map
F3P — FP is not only Ly, -acyclic, but in fact a levelwise equivalence (i.e. an equivalence of ®y-spaces)
(Proposition 5.7). The observation is that the only nontrivial fiber of the map is precisely the nerve of the poset
Sd(u) from Section 4, which we showed to be contractible in Theorem 4.21.

We complement Theorem 5.11 with Corollary 5.12, which asserts that certain pushouts are preserved by the
canonical functor sCaty — Catf\, (and hence also by the composite sCaty — Cat;, — Caty).

Definition 5.1. Let P be a torsion-free complex of dimension n. We denote by F,_1P = F(P<,-;) U P, €
Pshset(®x) (the union is taken in Pshge(®y); see Section 2 for conventions regarding presheaves on @y ).

Recall that Theorem 5.11 will be the statement that the inclusion F,,_; P — FP is LCatf\, -acyclic. We begin by
proving the special case of Theorem 5.11 where the torsion-free complex P (or rather the free strict N-category
F P) is assumed to lie in ©:

Proposition 5.2. Let 6 € O and let T be the torsion-free complex with FT = 6. Then the canonical map
F,.\T — FTis LCatg/-acyclic. In other words, the following pushout square in sCaty:

T,%x0G, —— T, x@G,

| |

F(T<p) — F(T)
is a homotopy pushout.

Proof. The final statement is equivalent to the first statement because the following pushout diagram in Psh(®y):

T,x0G, — T, xG,

| l

F(T<p1) — Fu(T)

is preserved by the localization LCatf\, (and thence by the localization Lcat, ).

We induct on the structure of 6 € ©. If 8 € @y, the resultis trivial. If there is a nontrivial wedge decomposition
0 =FT,V FT, for FTy, FT, € 0O, then by induction FT; = F,_1T; *(1,),x3c, (Ti)n X G, is a homotopy pushout.
By commuting this homotopy pushout with the one from the wedge sum (Theorem 2.31), it results that FT =
Fn_1T#*7,%06, = Tn X G, is a homotopy pushout as desired. Otherwise, 8§ = ZFT’ for FT’ € @. By induction,
the pushout FT' = F, 2T’ *), %6, , (T")n-1 X G, is a homotopy pushout. As homotopy pushouts are stable
under suspension (Observation 2.27), the lemma results. m]

‘We now construct our first, “more-fibrant” version of F,_ P, called FyP.
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Definition 5.3. We denote by FsP = F,,_iPUUp cpF P’ € PShget(®y) (again the union is taken in PShgei(Oy)).
Note that F,,_ P C FygP C FP.

As discussed above, FyP adjoins to FP all n-cells which are contained in FP’ for a proper subcomplex
P’ C P, and all 6-cells whose composite is such a cell. As mentioned in the introduction, if P does not have a
big cell y, or if its big cell i is an atom, then FyP = P. More generally, the fiber of FyP — FPat0 C FPisa
point unless the composite of 8 is the big cell u of FP, in which case it is empty.

The fact that F,,_; P — F»P is an equivalence uses induction:

Lemma 5.4. Let P be a torsion-free complex of dimension n. Assume (as we shall for induction in Theorem 5.11
below) that for each proper subcomplex P’ C P, the inclusion F,_ P’ — FP’ is LCatg/ -acyclic. Then the map
F,_1P — F3Pis LCatgv-acyclic.

Proof. Note thatif P’, P” C P are subcomplexes, then P’NP” is a subcomplex and F(P'NP") = F(P")NF(P").
So by Lemma 2.18, it will suffice to show that for each P’ c P, the inclusion F,_ P — F,_P U FP’ is
LCatf\, -acyclic. And indeed, this map is a cobase-change along a monomorphism of F,_P’ — FP’, which is
LCatgv-acyclic by hypothesis. O

We may already deduce a variation of the main theorem in the case where F'P € ®, which will be essential
to the next step:

Corollary 5.5. Let 0 € O be of dimension n and let T be the torsion-free complex with FT = 6. Assume
(as we shall for induction in Theorem 5.11 below) that for each proper subcomplex T’ C T, the inclusion
F,\T" - FT' is LCatﬁ;, -acyclic. Then the map FoT — FT is LCat;,-acyclic.

Proof. Consider the two maps F,_;T — F3T — FT. By Lemma 5.4 the first is LCatL-acyclic, and by Proposi-
tion 5.2 the composite is L, -acyclic. The result follows by two-for-three. o

We next build a canonical “pre-fibrant replacement” F 5P of FygP in Pshgge(®y). It is a “replacement” in
the sense that FyP — F; P is LCatf\, -acyclic (Lemma 5.8), and it is “pre-fibrant” in the sense that it admits many
more lifts along spine inclusions than F3 P itself does. Indeed, it will fill in all the missing 8-cells with composite
the big cell 4 many times over, and then correct the over-generation of cells with higher paths between them,
and so forth.

Definition 5.6. Let P be a torsion-free complex of dimension n. We let F*P denote the Cat-valued presheaf
on @y given by F*P(() = ¢ | Oy \ {G,}) lna FP\ ¢ | p, which we regard as a sSet-valued presheaf
by taking its nerve levelwise. Here, an object of F*P({) consists of maps { — 6 — FP where 6 € Oy,
0 # G,, and the second map € — FP is nondegenerate (hence monic, by @-regularity of FP). A morphism
(—>0—> FP)—> ({ >0 — FP)isamap 6 — ¢, necessarily monic, making two triangles commute. There
is a canonical “collapse” map y : F*P — FP, which carries { — 8 — FP to the composite { — FP.

We let F;P = F*P Ur,  pu,,rp FaP, where the pushout is taken in Pshsset(®y). There is an inclusion
FyP — F; P, as well as an induced collapse map yy : F;P — FP. The composite is the canonical inclusion
FyP — FP.

Note that the pushout constructing F; P collapses to a point any simplex whose image in F'P is contained in
FsP. Thus the fiber of (F;rP)(G) overT : § — FPisapointif T(6) C FyP. Otherwise, u is in the image of 9,
and the fiber is the subcategory of 6 | (®\ {G,}) ln4. F P where the composite § — FP is requiredtobe T. If T
is nondegenerate, then this subcategory has an initial object given by T itself, except in the case where 6 = G,
and T = u. In that case, we have the category (u | ® |,q4. FP)\ {u}, which is precisely the category Sd(u) from
Definition 4.1. Thus we can see that F; P — FP is an equivalence:

Proposition 5.7. Let P be a torsion-free complex of dimension n. Then the collapse map yy : F;P — FPisa
levelwise equivalence (i.e. an equivalence in Psh(®y)).
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Proof. 1If P does not have a big cell, or has a big cell which is atomic, then vy, is an isomorphism. Otherwise,
consider the fiber of y(;l(T : 8 — FP) (note that fibers are the same as homotopy fibers since F P(6) is discrete).
We wish to show that y[;l(T) is contractible. It suffices to consider the case where T is nondegenerate, and
hence injective by hypercancellativity. If 7 € FP’ for some P’ C P, y(;l(T) is in fact a single point. Otherwise,
we have u € T(9). If u € T(6), then y;'(T) = T | (@ \ {G,}) lna. FP is a poset with an initial object given by

06=6 L FP. Finally, if T is the inclusion i : G,, — FP, then y[;l(,u) is the poset Sd(u) = (u | © g FP)\ {u}
from Section 4. This was shown to be contractible in Theorem 4.21. O

It remains to show that FyP — FJ P is LCat{V -acyclic. Our approach to making precise the outline given at
the beginning of the section is to examine the skeletal filtration, and show that each step is Ly, -acyclic using
Corollary 5.5:

Lemma 5.8. Let P be a torsion-free complex of dimension n. Then the inclusion FoP — F P is LCatgv-acyclic.

Proof. If P does not have a big cell u, then the map is an isomorphism. Otherwise, consider the skeletal
filtration:

FaP =1 F;'PCFJPC -+ CFjP=F;P
FP

Here (F' ’(;P)(H) C (F; P)(6) is the union of (FyP)(6) and the k-skeleton of (F; P)(6). We claim that for each k, the
inclusion F ’(;’IP - F ’(;P is LCatg/ -acyclic. Indeed, let o € (F ’(;P)(G) \ (F ’(;’IP)(G) be nondegenerate in both the ®

and A directions. Note that we must have y € 6. The map o is classified by amap s : 0 X Alk] — F SP, which
corresponds to a chain:

(5.9) HCO=0_1C6 c---C6CFP

(The map 6_; — 6, is monic because o is nondegenerate in the ® direction, the subsequent maps are monic by
definition of (—)*, and the subsequent maps are not identities because o is nondegenerate in the A-direction.)
We claim that

(5.10) sTHFS'P) = 0 X AATK] Up, rxoniy FoT X Alk] € 6 x A[K]

where T is the torsion-free complex presenting §. By Corollary 5.5 and cartesianness of the model structure,
this map is LCat;l-acyclic. We claim also that s is injective on the complement of s~ (F ’a“lP). It follows that the

extension Fj~! C F}P is obtained by pushout along the above inclusion for all such s where 6_; — 6 is the
identity, and the lemma results.

To see that Equation (5.10) holds, first observe that 6 X dA[k] C F' g’lP by definition of the skeletal filtration.
Moreover, the image of F3T X A[k] in FP is contained already in FyP (because each inert subobject of 6 has
image contained in some FP* C FP), so that the image in F P is contained in FP, and in particular the
image in F4P is contained in F5~'P. Thus we have s~'(F}~'P) 2 (6 x dA[k]) U (FsT x A[k]). Conversely, if
Z € (O X ANk \ (FaT x Alk])(O)« is a nondegenerate k-simplex, then { — 6 must be active, so the chain
in Equation (5.9) remains nondegenerate and outside of (F3P)({) upon restriction to . Thus s(Z) is not in
(F g’lP)({). This argument also shows that s is injective on such simplices, since there is no room for such
chains to be identified with one another when £ — 6 is active. O
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Theorem 5.11. Let P be a torsion-free complex of dimensionn < N € N U {w}. Then the map F,_P — FP is
LCater -acyclic (and hence also Lcay,-acyclic). In other words, the following pushout in sCaty:

P, x0G, — P, xG,

! |

F(P<yp1) — F(P)
is preserved by the inclusion sCaty — Catf\, (and thence by the composite Caty — Ca’[]fV — Caty).

Proof. Because weak equivalences are stable under filtered colimits, it suffices to treat the case where P is finite.
We induct on the dimension n of P and on the number of cells in P. When P is empty, the result is trivial. The
map F,_ P — FP factors as
F,_1P— FsP — F;P — FP
The first map is LCat;l-acyclic by Lemma 5.4. The second map is LCat;l-acyclic by Lemma 5.8. The third map is
an equivalence by Proposition 5.7.
The final statement follows because the following pushout diagram in PSh(®y):

P, x0G, — P, xG,

! l

F(P<cp1) — Fpa(P)
is preserved by the localization L, (and thence by the localization Lcay, ). o

Corollary 5.12. Letn < N € NU {w}. Let
A»>—28—> B

Lol

C>—D
be a pushout diagram of strict n-categories where the downward maps are folk cofibrations and the rightward
maps are monic. Suppose that A, B, C, D are free on torsion-free complexes. Then this pushout is preserved by
the inclusion sCaty — Catf\, (and hence also by the composite sCaty — Cat;, — Caty).

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the case when A — C is the inclusion dG; — G,. We may assume that the cell
being attached was the last cell to be glued on to build the computad D. The result follows from Theorem 5.11
by cancelling pushout squares. O

Remark 5.13. The generality of torsion-free complexes is convenient, since for example ([For21, Thm 3.4.4.22],
cf. Remark 1.5) they include all loop-free augmented directed complexes in the sense of Steiner [Ste04]. In
particular, Theorem 5.11 and Corollary 5.12 apply when the categories involved are objects of Joyal’s category
0, when they are orientals in the sense of Street, when they are lax Gray cubes, and when they are subcomplexes
of any of these. Compare [Mae23].
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