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THE GRAY TENSOR PRODUCT OF (co,n)-CATEGORIES

TIMOTHY CAMPION

ABSTRACT. In this note, we leverage the author’s pasting theorem for (oo, n)-categories to construct
new models of (0o, n)-categories for all n < oo, as presheaves on certain categories of computads.
Among these new models are some which facilitate a construction of the Gray tensor product of
(00, n)-categories Day convolution and reflection, which we carry out here. After constructing this
Gray tensor product of (0o, n)-categories, we characterize it via several model-independent universal

properties.
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0. INTRODUCTION

In this note, we apply the pasting theorem of [Cam23] to construct new models of (0o, n)-categories
for all n < oo, as presheaves of spaces on certain categories of computads, and to describe the resulting
localizations quite explicitly. This work should be compared to various presheaf models of (oo, n)-
categories found in [BSP21], or in [Hen18]. As an application, the good control over these localizations
allows us to construct the Gray tensor product of (oo, n)-categories via Day convolution and reflec-
tion quite straightforwardly, as a direct application of results from the strict n-categorical literature
([AL19]). We then characterize the resulting Gray tensor product via several model-independent uni-
versal properties (which in particular do not refer to the site we used to construct the Gray tensor
product).

Context. The Gray tensor product of strict 2-categories was introduced in [Gra74] in order to study
lax natural transformations. It is a monoidal biclosed structure ® on the 1-category sCats of strict 2-
categories, such that the left (resp. right) internal hom [A, B] has strict 2-functors A — B for objects,
lax (resp. oplax) natural transformations for 1-morphisms, and modifications for 2-morphisms. The
unit of the monoidal structure is the terminal category [1°, and Ob(4A ® B) = Ob A x Ob B. The
first few Gray tensor powers of the arrow category [1] are pictured in Figure 1. Gray’s construction
was extended to the category sCat, of strict w-categories using pasting schemes [Cra95], cubical w-
categories [AABS02] and augmented directed complexes [Ste04]. It was shown in [AL19] that the
“folk” model structure on strict w-categories [LMW10] is monoidal for the Gray tensor product. In
this setting, the power [1]®™ is a lax n-dimensional cube; these are the Gray cubes 0" = [1]®", and
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FIGURE 1. The first few Gray cubes: (! = [1], > = [1]® [1], and P = 1] @ [1] @ [1
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the collection thereof is the Gray cube category O = {{0" | n € N}, forming a monoidal subcategory of
the 1-category sCat,, of strict w-categories.

Several authors have constructed related monoidal structures on the oo-category Cat,, of (weak)
(00, n)-categories for general n € NU {w}. We refer to the introduction of [CM23] for a more com-
prehensive discussion, but we mention here that the complicial model [Ver08] and comical models
([CKM20], [DKM23]) have “Gray tensor products,” which agree (at least at the level of bifunctors)
under the comparison of [DKM23]. Thanks to the work of [Lou22] ([GHL22] in dimension 2) and
[DKM23] these models have moreover been compared to models which are universal in the sense of
[BSP21]. The relevant combinatorics were also studied in detail by [JFS17] in iterated complete Segal
spaces, but that work has not been compared to other models of the Gray tensor product. There has
also been much interesting work specific to dimension 2 — see e.g. [GR17] [Mae21] [GHL21] [CM23].
The present work is similar in spirit to [CM23].

Outlook. However, much remains to be understood about the Gray tensor product of (0o, n)-categories.
Currently, for n > 3 the only constructions in the literature are in the complicial and comical models.
These can be transferred to other models using the comparison of [Lou22], but it would be preferable
to have a construction living more natively to these other models. Moreover, the justification for even
referring to this “Gray tensor product” as “the Gray tensor product” is a bit tenuous. For instance,
there is no known comparison between this “Gray tensor product” and the usual Gray tensor product
of strict n-categories. In dimension 2, these shortcomings were addressed in [Mae21] by constructing
a “Gray tensor product” by extending up from the usual Gray tensor product on a class of strict 2-
categories. In [CM23] it was shown that this “Gray tensor product” descends from the point-set-level
to Caty and enjoys a couple of related universal properties. For one, it is the unique monoidal biclosed
structure extended from the usual Gray tensor product of Gray cubes. For another, a cocontinuous,
strong monoidal functor out of Caty is the same as a cocontinuous functor out of Caty plus a strong
monoidal structure on its restriction to the Gray cubes. These universal properties make no mention
of the particular construction of the Gray tensor product in [Mae21], but their proof is facilitated by
the knowledge, provided by [Mae21], that this “Gray tensor product” can be constructed as the Day
reflection of the Day convolution of the usual Gray tensor product on the Gray cubes.

Present work. In this note, we carry out a similar program to [CM23] in arbitrary dimension,
constructing the Gray tensor product and then giving a characterization which abstracts from the
construction. We show:

Theorem A (See Corollary 3.15 and Corollary 4.6). Let n € NU {w}. There is a uniqgue monoidal
biclosed structure on Cat, such that the canonical functor O C sCat, — Cat, — Cat, is strong
monoidal.
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We call this monoidal structure the Gray tensor product of (oo, n)-categories. Theorem A tells us
that the Gray tensor product of (oo, n)-categories exists, and it is uniquely determined by its restriction
to the Gray cubes. Several remarks are in order.

Remark. The characterization of the Gray tensor product given Theorem A may seem circular. Of
course, it is not in fact circular, since the strict Gray tensor product may be defined independently of
the weak Gray tensor product. Better still, the strict Gray tensor product itself is typically defined in a
similar two-step fashion (cf. [Cra95] [AABS02] [Ste04] [AM16]), by first giving a definition for certain
combinatorially well-behaved n-categories such as cubes, parity complexes, or augmented directed
complexes, and then extending to all strict n-categories by colimits. Theorem A may be applied
without carrying out the second step in the strict world — it suffices to understand the Gray tensor
product of cubes. Of course, the Gray tensor product of cubes already encodes a great deal of intricate
combinatorics, and it would be desirable to find some other characterization with even less in the way
of combinatorial prerequisites. We give some progress in this direction in Theorem 4.12, where we
show that in the statement of Theorem A, at least when n = w, we may replace [J with the non-
full subcategory Ogemi of Gray cubes and subcomplex inclusions (equivalent to the category of plain
semicubical sets — see Definition 4.9).

Remark. Note that we have in fact supplied several “Gray tensor products” — one on Cat, for
each n. In the body of the paper, we supply many more (including e.g. a Gray tensor product of
(m, n)-categories, where m < w, and a Gray tensor product of (oo, c0)-categories with coinductive
equivalences). These all originate from the universal case (Theorem 3.4) where n = w, and in the
slightly more general setting of flagged (oo, 00)-categories (cf. [AF18]), the oo-category of which we
denote Cat!, (see Remark 1.11). We then show that various localizations of Cat’ such as Cat,, are
exponential ideals (Corollary 3.15), and Theorem A results.

Remark. The uniqueness part of Theorem A is straightforward to deduce from the fact that O is
dense in Cat’, [Cam22]. The main import is the existence.

Method. The construction of the primordial Gray tensor product on Catfu is by Day convolution
(Theorem 3.3) and reflection (Theorem 3.4). That is, we follow the following steps:

(1) We identify a dense subcategory S C Cati on which we already know how to define the Gray
tensor product.

(2) We take the Day convolution on Psh(S).

(3) We show that the image Cat', C Psh(S) is an exponential ideal so that the tensor product
descends.

Remark. In Step (1), we call such an S a monoidally suitable site (Definition 3.1). For example, we
may take S to comprise the strongly loop-free Steiner complexes (see Example 3.2). By definition, a
monoidally suitable site is a full subcategory of the torsion-free complezes of [For19], which in turn is
a full subcategory of sCat,, such that © C S and S is closed under the strict Gray tensor product.!
The requirement that ® C S ensures that S is dense in Cati. Here © is Joyal’s category O.

Remark. For Step (3), it is important not merely to know that S is dense in Cati, but to have a
good enough understanding of the localization Psh(S) — Cati to verify the exponential ideal property.
The reason we work with torsion-free complexes is in order to invoke the main result of [Cam23]. This
allows us to describe the localization explicitly as in Theorem B below, and deduce the exponential
ideal property directly from known results in the strict w-cateogrical literature [AL19).

INote that the inclusion sCat, — Cati is fully faithful, unlike the functor sCat,, — Catfu — Caty, so that the inclusion
S — sCatfu is also fully faithful. Of course, the torsion-free complexes are all gaunt, and the inclusion Gaunt,, — Cat,,
is also fully faithful, so that S — Cat,, is in fact fully faithful, but we do not use that here.
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That is, we have in the course of the construction given a new family of models for (oo, n)-categories.
This in fact works without any monoidal assumptions: we define a suitable site to be any full subcat-
egory S of the category of torsion-free complexes which contains ©. We have:

Theorem B (see Definition 2.4 and Theorem 2.8). Let S be a suitable site. Then the localization
Psh(S) — Cat! is generated by the maps

AU, ¢, ¥Gp — XB.
for each pushout square in sCat,, of the form

G, —— G,

L

A—— B

which lies in S.

The density of S follows by definition; the key input to this description of the localization is the
main theorem of [Cam23|, which allows us to describe the localization: it is the universal localization
forcing “cell attachment pushouts” in S to remain pushouts in Cati. Before [Cam23] it was not known
that these pushouts were in fact preserved by the inclusion sCat, — Catfu from strict w-categories
to flagged (00, 00)-categories. Knowing the generators of this localization is what allows us to verify
that Cat', is an exponential ideal in Psh(S) (Theorem 3.4) by directly quoting [AL19]’s result that the
“folk” model structure on sCat,, of [LMW10] is monoidal for the usual Gray tensor product. In fact,
we only need a fragment of the result in [AL19], namely the compatibility of the Gray tensor product
with pushouts along folk cofibrations.

Remark. The models constructed in Theorem B are similar in spirit to the discussion of presheaf
models in [BSP21] and the presheaf models on other sites considered in [Henl8]. 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 description of the relevant localization. For instance,
presheaves on Joyal’s category ©, can be localized explicitly at the spine inclusions to get flagged
(00, m)-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.

Remark. Note that in the localization described in Theorem B, there is no need to explicitly include
“Segal” conditions having to do with spines. These follow from the stated cell-attachment conditions.

Remark. Models of other categories such as Cat,, follow by further localization (see Corollary 2.9).
Finally, we give a universal property of the Gray tensor product:

Theorem C (See Corollary 3.15 and Corollary 4.6). Let n € NU {w}, and regard Cat,, as monoidal
under the Gray tensor product. Let £ be monoidal biclosed and cocomplete. Then the restriction
map from the space of strong monoidal cocontinuous functors Cat,, — &, to the space of cocontinuous
functors Cat, — £ with a strong monoidal restriction to 1, is an equivalence.

As with Theorem A, Theorem C applies to other related categories as well (see Corollary 4.6). In
fact, given the existence of the Gray tensor product and the density of J C Cati, both Theorem A
and Theorem C follow easily from the standard properties of the Day convolution. Both Theorem A
and Theorem C should be compared to the results of [CM23] in dimension 2. See Remark 4.8 for a
discussion of the subtle differences.
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Future work. It remains to compare various “Gray tensor products” appearing in the literature.
Just as in the case n = 2 in [CM23], we now have “Gray tensor product” with a universal property,
but just as in that case, it may be difficult to verify that other constructions in the literature actually
enjoy this universal property. We also leave the development of basic properties of the Gray tensor
product, comparison to the cartesian product, etc. to future work.

Outline. We begin in Section 1 by reviewing the oo-category Cati of flagged (o0, 00)-categories and
various localizations thereof, starting from the ©-space model. We introduce (see esp. Definition 1.27
and Definition 1.33) some notation for discussing a particularly interesting family of such localizations
which includes e.g. Cat,, for n < w and Cat®™ with coinductive weak equivalences. Next, in Section 2
we show how to construct all of these co-categories as localizations of presheaves on a suitable site
(Definition 2.1). In Section 3, we apply our knowledge of these new models to the case of a monoidally
suitable site (Definition 3.1) to construct (via Day convolution and reflection) the Gray tensor product
on Catfu (Theorem 3.4) and on the most important of the localizations thereof from the previous section
(Corollary 3.15). Finally, in Section 4 we prove that the resulting Gray tensor product enjoys several
(model-independent) universal properties as described above.

0.1. Notation. We write Psh(C) for the co-category of presheaves of spaces on an co-category C. We
write A*g G for a pushout of A <~ S — G taken in the 1-category sCat,, of strict w-categories. If S is
a class of morphisms in a cocomplete co-category C, then LgC denotes the cocontinuous localization
at this class of morphisms, and Lg : C — LgC the localization functor. We denote by S™ the n-sphere,
and in particular S=! = . If n € N, we denote [n] = {0,1,...,n} and [w] = N for the corresponding
ordinal. We write Lev = Z>_o9 = {n € Z | n > —2}, Levoo = LevU {w} and Ny = NU {w}. We
recall that in ordinal arithmetic we have 1 +w = w. We denote Pr’ the oo-category of presentable
oo-categories and left adjoint functors. We write & for the Yoneda embedding.

0.2. Acknowledgements. Thanks to Alexander Campbell, Yuki Maehara, and Emily Riehl for help-
ful discussions. I'm grateful for the support of the ARO under MURI Grant W911NF-20-1-0082.

1. THE 0co-CATEGORY OF FLAGGED (OO, OO)—CATEGORIES AND LOCALIZATIONS THEREOF

In this section, we discuss various (oo, 1)-categories of (0o, n)-categories. Beginning in Section 1.1, we
ground our discussion in the ©-space model of [Rez10], but the main points are all model-independent.
We begin by discussing, for each n € N, the co-category Catfl of flagged (00, n)-categories of [AF18].
We discuss their relations and how to model them as ©,,-spaces for m > n. The case n = w does
not appear in [AF18], but presents no real additional difficulty. Then in Section 1.2, we localize the
categories CatfI to obtain various co-categories of (0o, n)-categories with different truncation conditions
(Definition 1.17), different Rezk completeness conditions (Definition 1.27), and with the option for

coinductive equivalences (Definition 1.33). We introduce notation for such localizations, the most
f<R

general of which is denoted Cat;~"" or Catg<wmdc. We point out many examples.

1.1. Flagged (oo, n)-categories as presheaves on ©. We begin our discussion of higher categories
with a discussion of flagged (oo, n)-categories (cf [AF18]). This includes the case n = w (cf. Re-
mark 1.11), which gives the most general co-category of higher oo-categories which we will consider —
the co-category Cati of flagged (00, 00)-categories. All of the other co-categories of higher oco-categories
we shall consider are localizations of this one. We include a discussion (Lemma 1.9) of the Segal con-
ditions used to model these categories as ©,,-spaces.

Definition 1.1. For n € N, let sCat,, denote the strict 1-category of strict w-categories. That is,
for n € N, we inductively define sCaty = Set, and sCat; ., is the strict 1-category of small categories
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enriched in sCat,,. There are inclusion functors sCat,, — sCat;,, and right adjoint forgetful functors
sCaty 4, — sCat,. The limit of these forgetful functors for n € N is sCat,,.

Definition 1.2. For n € N, let ¥ : sCat,, — sCat;;, denote the suspension functor. Here %C
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) = (. Note that there are natural lifts to adjunctions between the coslice categories

E/ :sCat, &= (Scat1+n)a[1]/ : Hom
and between the slice/coslice categories
E// : sCat,, & (sCatHn)@[l]//[l] : HOHl/

where Hom(9[1] 2% C') = Home (z,y) and Hom, (0[1] Y, ¢ = [1]) = Home(x,y). Here the ordinal
[1] is regarded as an ordered set and hence a category, and 9[1] = [0] IT [0] is the discrete subcategory
with the same objects as [1].

Definition 1.3. Let C be an co-category, ¢ € C' an object (the terminal object if unspeciﬁed) and
Cch/ = CC/ X ¢ C,/ the oo-category of c-blpomted obJects in C The wedge sum of ¢ —> d +— 4

¢, C —> et ce Certe/ (1f it ex1sts) is the object ¢ —> dU.e <— ¢, where d U, e is the pushout

d_
of d <—— ¢ —>e,and d 25 dU, e <= e are the pushout inclusions. We denote this wedge sum ¢V d
when there is no confusion over the bipointing, and ¢ V¢ d when we wish to emphasize the category in
which the pushout is taken.

Definition 1.4. Let © denote Joyal’s category © (see e.g. [Ber07]). There are many possible equivalent
definitions of ©; here is one. First, O., is the smallest full subcategory of (sCat,,)s[1), Which contains
the terminal category [0] and is closed under ¥, and wedge sum. Then, © is the full subcategory of
sCat,, spanned by the image of the objects of O, . under the forgetful functor (sCat,)spj; — sCat,,.
For n € Ny, we write ©,, = © NsCat,, (so that © = 0, = UpenOy).

Remark 1.5. Note that for n € N we have inclusion / truncation adjunctions ©,,11 = 0,,. The colimit
of the inclusion functors is © = 0, itself. By precomposition, there are induced inclusion / forgetful
adjunctions Psh(©,,) = Psh(0,,;1).2 The limit along the forgetful functors (ranging over finite n) is
Psh(©). Equivalently, Psh(©) is the colimit in Pr” of the inclusion functors Psh(©,,) — Psh(©,;1).

We are interested in modeling (0o, n)-categories as presheaves (of spaces) on 0,, for n < w. To this
end, we begin by lifting the suspension functor to Psh(©,,).

Definition 1.6. Let n € No. Let ¥, : ©, — (©11,)/ be the suspension functor. Note that

¥, admits two canonical lifts EO,E} : ©n = (O14n)iy ) where * € O is the terminal object.

Let ¥, = ¥(©140),m5/ + On = Psh((©14,)/1]). As the Yoneda embedding preserves the terminal
object and presheaves commute with slicing, we have also two lifts EO El 0, = Psh(©14n)s//1)-
Taking the pullback, we obtain a functor i// O©n — Psh(©11n).//01] Xpsh(oprn)/[l]) Psh(©11n)s/ /1) =
Psh(©11n)ap1)//p1) to bipointed ©1,-spaces over [1]. Moreover, this functor is fully faithful. There is
a unique cohmlt preserving extension 3, ,, again fully faithful, and a right adjoint Hom,:

i// : Psh(@n) — PSh(@H_n) 1//01] * HOIII/
We let X : Psh(©,,) — Psh(©1,,) denote the composite of E// with the forgetful functor.

2There is also a further left adjoint (truncation) and a further right adjoint giving an adjoint quadruple, but we
ignore these.
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Definition 1.7. Let n € No. The set of basic wedge inclusions [BSP21, Notation 12.1] is the following
set of morphisms in Psh(©,,):

SF(5(0) VPO £(0)) = X(ZF(O VS Q) for 6,C € Oy
The set of basic spine inclusions [Rez10, Section 5] is the following set of morphisms in Psh(©,,):
SF(£(26) VPO L PO L (330,)) 5 x(SF(26; VI v ysCate 30 )
for 0 =%6,v.---VEl € O,y

Remark 1.8. From the adjunctions ¥,, 4 Hom, and i// - Hom, in Definition 1.2 and Definition 1.6
we see that ¥ and 3 preserve contractible colimits, and in particular pushouts. Since these functors
do not preserve terminal objects, they do not preserve the wedge sums appearing in Definition 1.7,
but they do carry them to pushouts in Psh(©,,) and sCat,, respectively.

Lemma 1.9 ([BSP21]). Let n € No. The localization of Psh(0©,) at the basic wedge inclusions
coincides with the localization of Psh(©,,) at the basic spine inclusions.

Proof. This is [BSP21, Section 13, footnote 2]. The (straightforward) details are spelled out e.g. in
[Cam23, Lemma 2.6]. O

Definition 1.10. Let n € No,. We let Catfl denote the localization of Psh(©,,) at the basic spine
inclusions.

Remark 1.11. For n € N, the oo-category Cat! is the the co-category of flagged (co,n)-categories
in the sense of [AF18]. In the case n = w, we extend this terminology, referring to Catfu as the
oo-category of flagged (0o, 00)-categories. Since the spine inclusions are manifestly preserved by the
inclusion Psh(©,,) — Psh(©,41), it results that the limit expression of Remark 1.5 reflects down to
exhibit Cati as the limit of the forgetful functors Catfl 11— Catfl. It follows that Cati admits a
description analogous to the description of Catfl given in [AF18] for n € N. Equivalently, Cati is the
colimit in Pr” of the inclusion functors Catfl — Catle.

We wish to emphasize that although the term “the (oo, 1)-category of (oo, co0)-categories” is am-
biguous (and we shall discuss inductive and coinductive equivalences presently — see Definition 1.27
and Definition 1.33), these subtleties only arise later — they are absent in the flagged setting of Defini-
tion 1.10, where we have Segal conditions but no Rezk completeness conditions. Thus the term “the
(00, 1)-category of flagged (o0, 00)-categories” refers unambiguously to Cat’ .3

Definition 1.12. Let n € N,. The inclusion ©,, — sCat,, induces a nerve functor N : sCat,, — Psh(0),
which in fact lands in Catfl, since the spine inclusions sketch colimits which are in fact colimits in sCat,,.

Remark 1.13. Because the spine inclusions are closed under 3, the suspension / hom adjunctions of
Definition 1.6 all descend from Psh(®,,) to Cat’. We denote the induced functor

PN Catfl — Cat§+n

for n € Ne. Similarly we have ¥,,3,,. The nerve functor of Definition 1.12 carries suspensions
to suspensions (see e.g. [Cam23, Section 2]), so there is no risk of confusion with the notation of
Definition 1.2.

Definition 1.14. We denote by G,, = ¥"[0] € O,, the n-fold suspension of a point. We continue to
write G,, for the same object in sCat,, or in Psh(©,,) (via the Yoneda embedding), or in Cat! (via
the nerve functor). We write 0G,, € sCat,_; for the n — 1-fold suspension of 9[1], and continue to

write 0G,, for the image of 9G,, under the nerve functor — i.e. as an object of Psh(©,,) or Catfn for
n<m<w.

30f course, Catfu has a nontrivial automorphism group (Z/2)“, but that is a different kind of ambiguity.
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1.2. Localizations of flagged (0o, n)-categories. In this subsection, we localize Cati to obtain var-
ious oo-categories of higher categories. We consider four-parameter family of localizations, specified by
the category level (Definition 1.15), the truncation multi-level (Definition 1.17), the Rezk completeness
level (Definition 1.27), and the coinductive completeness level (Definition 1.33) (a further localization
beyond Rezk completeness). Each is specified by a level — an element of Leve, = Z>_5 U {w}, except
for the truncation level, which is specified by a multi-level, which gives a level for each dimension.
This family of localizations includes e.g. Cat, or Cat(,, ), but also (via the delooping hypothesis)
Algg, (Caty,). Of the three families of examples mentioned in the previous sentence, the first two but
not the last will be seen to admit Gray tensor products in Section 3.

Definition 1.15. Let n € N. Letting p : [1] — [0] be the canonical projection, we consider the maps
X" Gpy1 — Gy,
for n € N.

Example 1.16. Let m < n < w. Then Catfn is canonically identified, via the inclusion functor, with
the localization of Catfl at the maps XFp for k < m < n.

Definition 1.17. Let n € N and d € Lev. We denote by
X" (tg - ST = [0])

the nth d-truncation map.
Let n € Ny, and let d : [n] — Levs be a function (such a pair we call a multi-level). We denote by

Cat;
the localization of Cat! at the morphisms {X"tq(m) | m € [n]}.

Remark 1.18. Let d : [n] — Levy, be a multi-level. Informally, Catg comprises those flagged (oo, n)-
categories C' such that for all m € N, and for all boundary shapes 0G,,, — C, the space of m-cells with
the given boundary is d(m)-truncated.

Remark 1.19. Let d : [n] — Levy be a multi-level. Then localizing Catg at the maps X*p for k > m

results in a category which is canonically equivalent to Cat;‘[m].

Remark 1.20. Let n € No. Note that both [n] and Levy have natural orderings; a multi-level
d: [n] = Levy is said to be order-preserving if it respects these orderings. In general, a multi-level is
not required to be order-preserving. However, we shall see in Section 3 that Catg admits a Gray tensor
product if and only if d is order-preserving. -

Observation 1.21. Let n € N, let (d; : [n] = Leve)ier be a family of multi-levels, and let
d : N — Levy be the infinum of this family (which is a minimum if the family is nonempty). Then
ﬁieICatg = Cat;.

f

+n =
const?

Example 1.22. Let const” : [n] — Levy be the constant multi-level with value w. Then Cat
Catfl. In particular, Cat! = Cat

w .
consty w

Example 1.23. Let C € Catfw, and let n € N. Then the map ¥X"t_5 : 0G,, — G, is the canonical
inclusion, and C is X"t_s-local if and only if its spaces of n-morphisms-with-fixed-boundary are all
contractible.

Let n,m € N, and let d : [m 4+ n] — Levs be a multi-level such that d(k) = —2 for 0 < k < n. Let

e : [m] = Levs be the multi-level defined by e(k) = d(k +n). Then by the delooping hypothesis, Catfi
should be identifiable with [, ,1-monoids in Cat].
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Note that these examples are only interesting if d is not order-preserving, and thus we shall see
(Proposition 3.9) that the Gray tensor product does not reflect straightforwardly to these settings.

Example 1.24. Let C € Catfw, and let n € N. The map X"t_1 : 0G,+1 — G, is the canonical
projection, and C' is X"t_1-local if and only if its n-fold hom-categories are all empty or contractible.
For instance, the category of preorders is Catg)_l.

Example 1.25. We have that C' is X"tp-local if and only if its n-fold hom-spaces are all discrete.
The nerve functor induces an equivalence N : sCat,, — Cationstg, where const] : [n] — Levy is
constant with value 0.

Example 1.26. Let m,n € N, and let d : [n] — Levs be the multi-level defined by d(k) = m +n — k.
Then Catfi is the oo-category of flagged (m + n,n)-categories.

Definition 1.27. Let I € sCat; denote the walking isomorphism and r € N. We denote by
X(p: I —[0])
the rth Rezk map. For n € Ny, we denote by Cat,, the localization of Catfl at all of the Rezk maps.
More generally, for R € N, we denote by
Catf<R
n
the localization of CatfI at the maps ¥"p for r > R. For R = 0, we denote Catg = Catffo. In particular,
Catf<® = Cat,, and Cat’<* = Catf .
More generally, for d : [n] — Levy, a multi-level, we denote by
Cat;<R = Catfi N CatffR
the intersection.
Remark 1.28. Let n, R € Ny,. The oco-category CatffR is an oo-category of flagged (0o, n)-categories

which are Rezk-complete in dimensions > R, so that the flagging in higher dimensions is the canonical
one.

Example 1.29. let n € N. Then Cat,, is canonically equivalent to the co-category of (0o, n)-categories
in the usual sense. And Cat,, is the limit of these along the forgetful functors. It is the co-category of
(00, 00)-categories (with inductive equivalences).

Example 1.30. Let n € N,. Then Catconstg = sCat,, N Cat, is canonically equivalent to the category
of gaunt n-categories.

Example 1.31. Let m,n € N, and let d be defined as in Example 1.26. Then Caty is the co-category
of (m + n,n)-categories in the usual sense.

Example 1.32. Catg,_; is the strict 1-category of posets.

Definition 1.33. Let n € No. Let J be the walking coinductive equivalence ([Lou23, Def 4.20]).
Then for ¢ € N, the map
Xy J = [0])
is the cth coinduction map. For C' € N, the localization of Catfl at the maps 3¢y for ¢ > C' is denoted
Catl <,

s - _coind
For C' = 0, we denote Cat®™ = Cat'<"""0

coind 4 - _coind
denote Cat' =" ¢ = Cat’, nCatl=""" ¢

More generally, for a multi-level d : [n] — Levy, we
s - _coind
, and for C = 0 we denote CatéOlnd = Cat;< 0,

~ _—coind
Example 1.34. CatL< Y is the co-category of (00, 00)-categories with coinductive equivalences.
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Observation 1.35. The distinction between inductive and coinductive equivalences only arises when
coind -
the category level is infinite. For n,C' € N, we have Catff C = Cat:fc; we will by default write
. coind
Cat'=<% for this oo-category, but we allow Cat'<" ¢

- _coind
Cat;< C= Catffc for any multi-level d : [n] — Leve.

notationally. Similarly, when n is finite we have

Remark 1.36. In principle, all four parameters introduced here — the category level, truncation level,
Rezk completeness level, and coinductive completeness level — could be indexed by a multi-level rather
than just a level. The results of Section 2 would also go through here. We do not rule out that these
more general localizations might be interesting, but they will not be exponential ideals for the Gray
tensor product except in the cases we have in fact considered, where the class of maps we localize at
is stable under suspension (Proposition 3.9).

2. LARGE SITES FOR (00,n)-CATEGORIES

In this section, we introduce the notion of a suitable site S (Definition 2.1) of torsion-free complexes
for modeling (0o, 00)-categories. For a suitable site S, we describe generators (Definition 2.4) for a
localization LsPsh(S) of Psh(S), and we show (Theorem 2.8) that the canonical nerve Cat’, — Psh(S)
induces an equivalence Cat\ ~ LgPsh(S). We deduce (Corollary 2.9) explicit presentations for the
further localizations of Cati discussed in Section 1.2 above as presheaves of spaces on S.

The results of this section should be seen as similar in spirit to the work in [BSP21] on presheaves on
T, or to the work in [Hen18] on presheaves on regular polygraphs, in that we model (oo, n)-categories
as presheaves on a relatively large site of computads. A notable feature is that in this setting, there
are no “spine-filling” conditions — the “Segal conditions” here really are just the cell-gluing conditions
of Definition 2.4.

This section is short, but new: all of the real work in Theorem 2.8 is done in [Cam23].

Definition 2.1. A suitable site S is a a set of finite torsion-free complexes [Forl9], closed under
subcomplexes, such that © is contained in S.

Torsion-free complexes are a restricted class of computads (i.e. free strict w-categories) similar
to Street’s parity complezes [Str91]. We refer to [For19] for details, and to [Cam23, Secion 1] for a
brief overview. Here let it suffice to say that every loop-free augmented directed complex ([Ste04])
is a torsion-free complex [For21, Thm 3.4.4.22], and in particular every object of O, each of Street’s
orientals [Str91], and each Gray cube is a torsion-free complex, as are all subcomplexes of these (a
subcomplex is a subcategory whose inclusion sends free generators to free generators).

Example 2.2.

The category S of all torsion-free complexes is a suitable site.

The category of loop-free Steiner complexes is a suitable site [For21, Thm 3.4.4.22].

The category of strongly loop-free Steiner complexes is a suitable site.

The closure of © under subcomplexes is a suitable site.

The closure under subcomplexes of the union of © and the lax Gray cubes is a suitable site.

And so forth.

Remark 2.3. It would be desirable to weaken the assumption that © C S to the assumption that
O is contained in the idempotent completion of S, so as to include the case where S comprises the
Gray cubes (cf. [Cam22]). We are not sure if this is possible, ultimately in part because we do not
know whether torsion-free complexes are closed under retracts. Note that computads are closed under
retracts [Mét08, Thm 7.1].
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Definition 2.4. Let S be a suitable site. Let Js C Mor(Psh(S)) comprise, for each G <= S — A in
S such that A — S is a monomorphism, S — G = 0G™ — G™ is a generating folk cofibration, and
Axg (G is in S, the morphism

We write LsPsh(S) for the localization with respect to Js, and Ls the localization functor.
Proposition 2.5. Let S be a suitable site. Every object of Cati is local with respect to Js.

Proof. Each morphism of Js sketches a certain pushout. The main result of [Cam23] tells us that this
is also a pushout in Cat’ . O

Proposition 2.6. Let S be a suitable site. In LsPsh(S), the globe category G is a colimit-generator.

Proof. The localization is subcanonical - the representables generate everything under colimits. More-
over, the morphisms of Js ensure that every representable becomes an iterated colimit of globes in
LsPsh(S). Thus the globes are a colimit-generator. O

Lemma 2.7. Let A C Gaunt. Suppose that © is contained in the idempotent completion of A, so that
A is dense in Cat',, and we may regard Cat', canonically as a full subcategory of Psh(A). Let LPsh(A)
be an accessible localization of Psh(A), with localization functor L. Suppose that Cat\, C LPsh(A), and
that © generates LPsh(A) under colimits. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) LPsh(A) = Cat.,;
(2) The restriction functor * : Psh(A) — Psh(©) carries generating L-acyclic maps to Ly -
acyclic maps, and for every X € LPsh(A), the restriction :*X of X to a presheaf on © lies in

Cat!, c Psh(©).

Proof. (1) = (2) is trivial.

(2) = (1): Note that the restriction functor ¢* : Psh(A4) — Psh(©) has both a left adjoint ¢ and
a right adjoint ¢.. By hypothesis, t* restricts to a functor i* : LPsh(A4) — Lc, e Psh(©). Moreover,
by hypothesis ¢* carries LCatfw -acyclic maps to L-acyclic maps, so by adjunction ULJ* also restricts to a
functor 4y : Leyr Psh(©) — LPsh(A), right adjoint to the fully faithful *. Now the essential image of
i* is closed under colimits and contains ©. By hypothesis, © generates LPsh(A) under colimits, so it
is all of LPsh(A). Thus ¢* is essentially surjective, and hence an equivalence as desired. O

Theorem 2.8. Let S be a suitable site. Then LsPsh(S) = Cat’,.

Proof. We verify the hypotheses of Lemma 2.7. As noted, we have Cati C LsPsh(S). © is a colimit-
generator in LsPsh(A) by Proposition 2.6. So it remains to check that the restriction functor ¢* :
Psh(S) — Psh(©) carries Js to L, -acyclic morphisms and carries objects of LPsh(S) to flagged
(00, 00)-categories.

As * preserves colimits, it carries the morphisms of Jg in Psh(A) to their counterparts in Psh(©),
which are Ly -acyclic by the main result of [Cam23].

To see that ¢* carries any X € LPsh(A) to a flagged (0o, 00)-category, it suffices to observe that the
spine inclusions (which generate the localization for Cat')) are easily seen (by induction on skeleta) to
be Lgs-acyclic. 0

Corollary 2.9. Let S be a suitable site. Let n € Ny, let d : [n] — Leveo be a multi-level, and let

R,C € No. Then Catf;R and Catf;windc are canonically equivalent to the localizations of Psh(S) at
Js plus the appropriate maps from Definition 1.27 and Definition 1.33.
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Example 2.10. Let n € N4, and S a suitable site. Then Cat,, = Cat' <" is the localization of Psh(S)
at the maps of Definition 2.4 and the maps of Definition 1.27 with R = 0. This is a new model for
the co-category of (0o, n)-categories. Similarly, Cat®®"? = Catffcomc‘o is the localization of Psh(S) at
the maps of Definition 2.4 and the maps of Definition 1.33 with C' = 0. The additional flexibility in
Corollary 2.9 allows us to also specify truncation levels, or to impose Rezk completeness or coinductive

completeness only above some category level.

3. THE GRAY TENSOR PRODUCT

In this section, we reap the benefits of the new models built in Section 2 by constructing the Gray
tensor product of (oo, n)-categories for arbitrary n. We begin in Section 3.1 by constructing the Gray
tensor product on Cati by introducing the notion of a monoidally suitable site S (Definition 3.1) and
observing that at least one such site exists (Example 3.2). A monoidally suitable site is by definition
closed under the strict Gray tensor product, so we Day convolve it up (Theorem 3.3) and then reflect it
down (Theorem 3.4). In the latter step we are able to directly deduce that Cati is an exponential ideal
in Psh(S) by appeal to a result of [AL19] in the strict w-categorical literature, thanks to the explicit
control we have over the localization from Definition 2.4. Then in Section 3.2, we reflect the Gray
tensor product further to some, but not all, of the co-categories of higher co-categories considered in
Section 1.2. Indeed, Proposition 3.9 gives a restriction on which localizations will admit a Gray tensor
product: the acyclic maps must be closed under suspension. In Theorem 3.14 and Corollary 3.15 we
see that this is the only restriction for localizations in the 4-parameter family of Section 1.2. In other
words, a localization of the form Cat <" or Catffcomdc is an exponential ideal in Cat', if and only if
the multi-level d is order-preserving. B

3.1. The Gray tensor product on Cati.

Definition 3.1. Let S C sCat,, be a suitable site. We say that S is monoidally suitable if it is closed
under the Gray tensor product on sCat,,.

Example 3.2. The collection of strongly loop-free complexes in the sense of Steiner is a monoidally
suitable site [Ste04].

Theorem 3.3. Let S be a monoidally suitable site. There is a monoidal biclosed structure & on Psh(S)
such that the Yoneda embedding % : S — Psh(S) is strong monoidal. Moreover, for any cocomplete
monoidal co-category € with colimits preserved separately in each variable, X induces an equivalence

Funlgic,coctS(Psh (8)7 5) — Funlgi((sa 5)

Proof. This is [Lur, Proposition 4.8.1.10], applied in the case where K = @), K’ consists of all small
oo-categories, and O is the F; operad, and C = S, considered as a monoidal category under the Gray
tensor product ®. (Strictly speaking, we deduce from here the above statement amended to say that
® preserves colimits separately in each variable, and we deduce that Psh(J) is monoidal biclosed by
the oco-categorical adjoint functor theorem ([Lur09, Corollary 5.5.2.9]).) O

Theorem 3.4. Let S be a monoidally suitable site. The fully faithful nerve Cati — Psh(S) exhibits
Cati as an exponential ideal in the monoidal category Psh(S) of Theorem 3.3. Thus the localization
Ls is strong monoidal. Moreover, for any cocomplete monoidal oco-category € with colimits preserved
by ® separately in each variable, precomposition with Ls induces a fully faithful functor

FunsEtfong,coctS(Cati, g) N FunsEtfong,coctS(Psh (S), 5)

whose essential image comprises those strong monoidal, colimit preserving functors Psh(S) — £ which
carry the morphisms of Js to equivalences.
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Proof. By [Lur, Proposition 4.1.7.4], it suffices to show that the E; monoidal structure & is compatible
with the localization functor Ls. That is, we must show that if f: xG U, g ¥4 — X(G xg A) € Js,
then Ls(f®idz) and Ls(idz®f) are equivalences for each presheaf Z. We check the first statement;
the proof in the other case is similar. Since Ls commutes with colimits and Psh(S) is generated under
colimits by representables, it suffices to check this when Z = Xz is representable. Since S is closed
under ®, f®id,, is the map (G ® 2) Ussez) £(A®2) = X(G® 2 x5 A® z). By [AL19], (—) ® 2
preserves monic pushouts along folk cofibrations, so this map is Ls-acyclic as desired. O

Corollary 3.5. Let S be a moniodally suitable site. The fully faithful functor S — Cati 1s strong
monoidal. Here S is regarded as a monoidal (0o0-)category under the usual Gray tensor product @ of
strict w-categories, and Cati is regarded as monoidal under the Gray tensor product @ of Theorem 3.4.
Moreover, we have the following two universal properties:

(1) For any monoidal biclosed, cocomplete oo-category &€, composition with S — Cati induces a

Sfully faithful functor
Funiéirong,cocts(Cati7 5) N Fun%tfong(s’ 8)

whose essential image comprises those monoidal functors S — & whose underlying functor
preserves monic pushouts along folk cofibrations.
(2) ® is the unique monoidal biclosed structure on Catfu such that S — Cati 1s strong monoidal.

Proof. We can factor the functor as S = Psh(S) Ls, Cat!. The first factor is strong monoidal by
Theorem 3.3 and the second factor is strong monoidal by Theorem 3.4. The first universal property
follows by concatenating Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4. For the second, suppose that F': S — Cati is
strong monoidal with respect to another monoidal biclosed structure @’ on Cati7 and that its underlying
functor is the usual & — Cati. By the first universal property, there is an induced cocontinuous,
monoidal biclosed functor F : Cat!, — Cat! which is strong monoidal from ® to ®’, and whose
restriction to § is the identity. By density, Fis naturally isomorphic to the identity. So Fis an
equivalence. Since Fis strong monoidal, it is a monoidal equivalence. O

3.2. The Gray tensor product of (co,n)-categories. We now study which of the localizations
from Section 1.2 are exponential ideals with respect to the Gray tensor product of Theorem 3.4.

Lemma 3.6. Let C € Cati. Then there is a colimit decomposition in Cati :
O'® (2C) = (2C) v O Usm (@' V (20))) Usemiec) (O @ O)

This decomposition is natural in C'. Moreover, if C € S for a monoidally suitable site S, then these
pushouts may be computed either weakly or strictly.

Proof. Let S be a monoidally suitable site. First consider the case where C' € S. By results in [Cam23,
Secion 2], the wedge sums (XC) V! and [O! vV (ZC) may be computed either strictly or weakly. Then
because the pushout ((XC)V O') Ugm: (O v (XC)) is computed as a pushout of in Psh(0), it also
agrees when computed strictly or weakly. So this factor may be computed strictly. We see that it
accounts for all cells in 0! ® (XC') of the form z ® y where z or y is of dimension 0, and all composites
thereof. The ¥(C ® (') then accounts for only cells in the “long” / “diagonal” hom-category, filling in
those cells of the form (Xz) ® (Xy). Moreover, the pushout attaching this part is a pushout in Psh(©),
so it can be computed either strictly or weakly. Thus the formula is correct when C' € S, and may be
computed either weakly or strictly.

All of the maps involved are natural in C, and every part of the expression preserves contractible
colimits. So after checking that the two sides are equivalent when C = (), we deduce that the relevant
maps exist by extending by contractible colimits. We deduce that the map between the two sides is
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an equivalence by reducing to the case where C' = G" is a globe. Here it is true by the previous
paragraph. O

Definition 3.7. We write 0! @ O = ((XC) v O) Ugm (O v (B0)), so that Lemma 3.6 reads
O'® (2C) = (O @™y (20)) Usamn goy S(O' @ C). This is an instance of the so-called funny tensor
product of strict w-categories, which we will not develop further right now.

we have:

YC =0'® C Upmi g 001,

Lemma 3.8. For C € Cat

w?

Proof. When C'is a strict w-category, we have such a strict pushout square, natural in C' [AM16, Cor.
B.6.6]. In particular, we have such a natural strict pushout when C' € S, for a monoidally suitable
site §. This extends also to C' = (), the empty presheaf. As every term in the commutative square
preserves contractible colimits in C' (see [Cam23, Section 1] for ¥), and as the density presentation of
any X € Psh(S) with respect to S is contractible, we obtain a natural commutative square O1'®@X =
o0, 0'&@X = XX for all X € Psh(S), and in particular for X € Cat! .

To see that the square is a homotopy pushout, it suffices to check on a colimit-generating set, such as
the globes C' = G™. We proceed by induction on n. When n = 0, the statement is trivial. Inductively,
write G"T! = ¥G, where G = G™. We have a commutative diagram:

@ 2G ——— 20

| |

SO0 ® G) —— O @y 5@ —— $(00Y)

| l |

SO'RGE) —— O NG ——— 26

We wish to show that the vertical composite of the two squares on the right is a pushout. We claim
first that the top-right square is a pushout. This follows by commuting colimits with colimits:

(O @MY 23 Usgrsg (O°IIO°) = (((BG) v O Ugm (O V (2G))) Usguse (O° I10°%)
((EG) v O Usmn (B V (2G))) Uscuyse (3° Up 0°)
((G) vO") Usge O°) Usmruge (O V (2G)) Use O°)
= (@ vOYY Upm (O vIO°)

=0 Ug OF

= (004

as desired. So it will suffice to show that the bottom-right square is a pushout. The bottom-left square
is a pushout by Lemma 3.6. So it will suffice to show that the horizontal composite of the bottom two
squares is a pushout. This square results by applying > to a commutative square which by induction
expresses the pushout G = 0! ® G Ugmi g 001, As X preserves contractible colimits, this is likewise
a pushout as desired. O

Proposition 3.9. Let L : Cat’,

ideal in Cati. Then the L-acyclic morphisms are closed under suspension.

f . . . [ .
~LCat, : i be a localization. Suppose that LCat,, is an exponential

Proof. Let f: A — B be L-acyclic. By the exponential ideal condition, ' ® f: ' ® A — O' ® B is
L-acyclic. By cobase-change (from Lemma 3.8), ¥f : ¥ A — XB is likewise L-acyclic. O
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Remark 3.10. Let n € N, and d : [n] — Lev,.. By Proposition 3.9, the localization Cat is not
compatible with the Gray tensor product unless d(m) is weakly decreasing in m. We shall soon see
(Corollary 3.15) that at least for this class of localizations, this is the only restriction — so long as
d is weakly decreasing, Catg is compatible with the Gray tensor product. Similarly, the localizations

4 coind
Cat'’~" and Cat'~"""“ (which are suspension-stable) will be seen to be compatible with the Gray
tensor product.

Lemma 3.11. Let C be presentable category. Let F' : C — C be a functor preserving contractible
colimits. Let S C MorC be a set of morphisms, and let F(S) be its image under F. If f is LgS-
acyclic, it follows that F(f) is Lp(g)-acyclic.

Proof. Composites, isomorphisms, and retracts are preserved by all functors. Pushouts and transfinite
composition are contractible colimits. The initial object in the arrow category is carried to an isomor-
phism, and nonempty coproducts in the arrow category are carried to (infinitary) pushouts under the
image of the initial object. |

Lemma 3.12. Let C € Catfu and t : C — O° the unique morphism. Then O @t is Ly s¢-acyclic.

Proof. By Lemma 3.8, the map 3t is a cobase-change of ' ®t. Moreover, the relevant map O' ®@0° —
¥° is an isomorphism. So we have a factorization of of 0' ® ¢t as ' ® C — £C — XO°. The second
map is none other other than Yt, which is tautologically Xt-acyclic. The first map is a cobase-change
of 000! ® C — 00!, which is t-acyclic by closure under coproducts. So by composition, (! ® ¢ is
likewise L; s¢-acyclic. O

Lemma 3.13. Let f : C — D be a morphism in Cati. Let Ls-¢ denote the localization of Cati at
[ and all of its suspensions, and let Ls«+1; denote the localization at X f and all of its suspensions.
Suppose that O' ® f if Ly« g-acyclic. Then O' @ (X f) is Lys+15 acyclic.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, 0' @ (Xf) = ((Xf) VO') Upmn (O V (2f))) Usomn o) B(O' @ f). By stability
under pushouts, it will suffice to show that X f, (00 ® f), and (' ® f) are Ly«+1-acyclic. For $f,
this is tautological. For (00! ® f) and (0! ® f), note that 0" ® f is Ly« p-acyclic by closure under
coproducts, that (0! @ (! is Ly s-acyclic by hypothesis, and that the suspension of an Lyx- s-acyclic
morphism is Ly«+1¢-acyclic by Lemma 3.11. O

Theorem 3.14. Let L = Lg be a localization of Cati. Suppose that S is a union of sets of the form
{X"c | n > N(C)} where tc : C — [0° is the unique map. Then the localization Lg is compatible
with the Gray tensor product. Thus there is a monoidal biclosed structure ®g on LSCati such that
the localization Lg : Cati — LSCati is strong monoidal. Moreover, for any cocomplete monoidal
oco-category € with tensor product preserving colimits separately in each variable, Lg induces a fully
faithful functor

Funi ®"® (L gCatl,, £) — Funy " °°%(Cat,, £)

whose image comprises those strong monoidal functors Cati — & whose underlying functor factors
through Lg.

Proof. By [Lur, Proposition 4.1.7.4], it suffices to show that, for every f € S, both X ® f and f @ X
are Lg-acyclic. Because the cubes are dense in Cati, it suffices to treat the case where X = " is a
cube. Because the tensor product is associative, by induction on n it suffices to treat the case where
X = [ By Lemma 3.12, 0! ® t¢ is Ly«¢.-acyclic. By Lemma 3.13 and induction on n, we obtain
that ' ® X"t is Lye+ng,-acyclic. So for n > N, 0! ® X" is Ly.+n~-acyclic, and hence Lg-acyclic
as desired. The argument for ¥ f ® O! is similar, using dual lemmas to the above. O
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Corollary 3.15. Let n € Ny, let d: [n] — Leve a weakly decreasing multi-level, and let R,C € Ny.

coind
Then CatffR and Cat:;< © are exponential ideals in Cati, and hence admit a reflected Gray tensor

product with the universal property of Theorem 3.14.
Proof. Each of these localizations is of the form required by Theorem 3.14. 0

Example 3.16. Such oo-categories as Cat,, sCaty, Cat(y4n,n), for m,n € Ny etc. all admit a
monoidal biclosed Gray tensor product.

4. UNIQUENESS OF THE GRAY TENSOR PRODUCT

In Section 3, we constructed the Gray tensor product on Catfu and on various localizations thereof.
This construction came with some kind of universal property (Theorem 3.4), but it was dependent
on the choice of a monoidally suitable site (Definition 3.1). In this section, we give several universal
properties of these Gray tensor products which do not refer to auxiliary data such as a monoidally
suitable site. We first give (Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.6) universal properties which depend on
the choice of a dense subcategory & C Cati closed under the strict Gray tensor product — a slightly
weaker condition than being a monoidally suitable site. By [Cam22], these universal properties apply
in particular when & = O is the category of Gray cubes (cf. Example 4.3). We regard this as a
particularly canonical form of universal property for the Gray tensor product. But there are still some
shortcomings (Remark 4.8). So we also give a universal property (Theorem 4.12) which is phrased in
terms of the non-full subcategory Usem; C sCat,, of Gray cubes and subcomplex inclusions, i.e. the
usual category of plain semicubical sets (Definition 4.9). This is a much smaller and more manageable
category, still sufficient to detect the uniqueness of the Gray tensor product. Unfortunately, the
uniqueness theorem in this case does not obviously descend along all of the localizations where the
Gray tensor product is defined (Example 4.13).

Theorem 4.1. Let Lg : Cat', 2 LsCat! :ig be a localization exhibiting LsCat!, as an exponential ideal
n Cati. Let S C Cati be a full subcategory which is dense and closed under the Gray tensor product.
Then the canonical functor & — LsCati is strong monoidal. Moreover, it enjoys the following two
universal properties:

(1) For any monoidal biclosed, cocomplete co-category £, composition with S — LSCati induces
a fully faithful functor

Funigtfong,cocts(Lscati)7 5) N FunsEtiong (S, (c/')

whose essential image comprises those strong monoidal functors S — £ whose underlying
functor extends to a cocontinuous functor LSCati —£.

(2) The monoidal structure ®g on LSCati is the unique monoidal biclosed structure on LSCati
such that S — LgCat!, is strong monoidal.

Proof. Just as in Theorem 3.14, this follows from [Lur, Proposition 4.1.7.4]. O

Remark 4.2. In Theorem 4.1, we may take S to be a monoidally suitable site. In this case, we may
sharpen the statement of Theorem 4.1(1) to the following. For any monoidal biclosed, cocomplete
oo-category &, the image of the fully faithful functor Funiy®"®“***(LsCat,,, &) — Funj®"®(S,€)
comprises those strong monoidal functors & — £ which carry monic pushouts along folk cofibrations
to pushouts.

Example 4.3. In Theorem 4.1, we may take & = [, the category of Gray cubes. Recall that O is
not a monoidally suitable site because © ¢ [I. It is very nearly suitable, though, as it is closed under
the Gray tensor product by construction, and the main result of [Cam22] says that © is contained in
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the idempotent completion of [J. This is enough to deduce (as in [Cam22]) that O is dense in Cat!),
so that Theorem 4.1 applies.

Remark 4.4. The oo-category S in Theorem 4.1 may be replaced with LgS (the image of S under the
functor Lg : Cat', — LgCat’,
holds: the functor LgS — LSCatfu is strong monoidal, with an analogous universal property to (1),
and an analogous uniqueness property to (2). This statement is in some ways preferable to the given
statement of Theorem 4.1 because the functor LgS — LsCati is fully faithful. However some caution
is warranted because it may not be straightforward in general to compute the localization LgS (cf.

Remark 4.8 below).

viewed as a full subcategory of LSCatfw). Then an analogous theorem

Example 4.5. Let n € Noo, let d : [n] = Leves a weakly decreasing multi-level, and let R, C' € Nec.
In Theorem 4.1, we may take LSCatfw = Catf;R or LSCati = Catf;mde.

Combining the two specializations (Example 4.3 and Example 4.5) of Theorem 4.1, we obtain the
following more specific uniqueness statements:

Corollary 4.6. Letn € Ny, let d : [n] — Lev, be a weakly decreasing multi-level, and let R, C' € Ny.
Then the canonical functor O — Catf;R is strong monoidal, and enjoys the following two universal
properties:

1) For any monoidal biclosed, cocomplete co-category £, composition with O — Caty~T induces a
y . P gory &, comp )

Sfully faithful functor
];\Llns'E/t‘ir()lrlg,Cocts(Catfi<R7 5) N FU.DSEt:OHg(Da 5)

whose essential image comprises those strong monoidal functors O — &£ whose underlying

functor extends to a cocontinuous functor CatffR —£.

(2) The Gray tensor product ® on Cat;<R 18 the unique monoidal biclosed structure on Cat;<R

such that OO — CatffR is strong monoidal.

L f<coind o
Similar statements hold for J — Cat, .
Example 4.7. The canonical functors [ — Cat,,, [0 — sCat,,, 0 — Cat(y,4p n) for m,n € Ny are all
strong monoidal with respect to the Gray tensor product, and the Gray tensor product is the unique
monoidal biclosed structure making these functors strong monoidal.

Remark 4.8. In the statement of Corollary 4.6, the co-category [ in Corollary 4.6 may be replaced

with LffRD or LffwindCD, to obtain a universal property for the Gray tensor product referring only
B o coind
c

to a small full monoidal subcategory of Catf;R or Catff (cf. Remark 4.4). However, care is

warranted in computing the localization L§<RD or Lffcomch. For example, we do not know whether
the objects of Ly[J are strict 2-categories. Consequently, we are unable to recover the main result of
[CM23], which says that there is a unique monoidal biclosed structure on Caty such that L0 — Cats
is strong monoidal, where L5 is the reflection of O in sCats. What we can deduce from Corollary 4.6
is that there is a unique monoidal biclosed structure on Caty such that Lo — Cats is strong monoidal,
and our knowledge of Lo is less explicit than our knowledge of L0 (though it is quite likely that
they do in fact coincide).

In the face of the shortcomings of Corollary 4.6 identified in Remark 4.8, we seek to provide some
small comfort by characterizing the Gray tensor product using a smaller, non-full subcategory Ogsemi C
0.
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Definition 4.9. Let Uep; denote the plain semi-cube category. This is the free monoidal category
on a bipointed object. Equivalently, it is the wide monoidal subcategory of [J generated by the two
face maps 49,41 : 0% = O'. Equivalently, Oem; C O is the category of Gray cubes and subcomputad
inclusions between them.

Lemma 4.10. Let S be a suitable site and C an co-category. Letr : O™ — G, be a split epimorphism.
Then any functor F : & — C which preserves monic pushouts along folk cofibrations also preserves the
pushout G, = O™ xg0m Gy, .

Proof. This follows by cancellation with the monic pushout square O™ = 0™ *pg,, Gy, since the
composite is a pushout along the identity, preserved by any functor. O

Proposition 4.11. Let S be a monoidally suitable site. The Gray tensor product on S is the unique
monoidal structure which preserves monic pushouts along folk cofibrations in each variable such that
the inclusion Ogemi — S is strong monoidal.

Proof. First, recall that every object of & may be built up via monic pushouts along 0G,, — G,.
By Lemma 4.10, this means that our conditions determine ® on objects, and in fact on the wide
subcategory of subcomputad inclusions. This includes all of the coherence data for the monoidal
structure. So it remains only to show that the bifunctor ® is uniquely determined on more general
morphisms. Factoring an arbitrary morphism f ® g = (f ® id)(id ® g), we reduce to showing that the
1-variable functors A® (—) and (—) ® A are uniquely determined for each A € S; we treat the former,
as the latter is similar. Because A is built up from cells and ® is assumed to be compatible with these
cell attachments, it suffices to treat the case where A is a globe, or alternatively by Lemma 4.10, the
case where A is a cube. By associativity of ®, it in fact suffices to treat the case where A = O'. Thus
we are reduced to showing that the endofunctor [(1* ® (—) is uniquely determined on all morphisms.
By density, it suffices to treat the case of a morphism ¢ — 6 with (,0 € ©. Decomposing ¢ as a colimit
of cells, we reduce to the case where ( = G,, is a globe. We may assume by induction that maps out
of W ® Z are determined when W ® Z is lower-dimensional. In particular, maps out of 00' ® G,,
and ' ® 9G,,, are determined, so that the map out of 00! @ G, Usmigag,, O @ OG,y, is determined,
and we just need to decide where to send the one remaining (top-dimensional) cell, knowing where its
boundary is sent. Because © has Reedy factorizations, it suffices to consider the cases where G,, — 0
is injective or surjective.

If G,, — @ is surjective, then we may assume that it is the degeneracy G,,, — G,,—1. In this case,
the remaining cell of O' ® G,, is carried to a degenerate cell, so its image is uniquely determined by
its boundary.

If G,, — 0 is injective, we may further factor through any outer face map (i.e. subcomputad
inclusion) 8’ — 6 to assume that G,,, — 6 is an inner face map. That is, G,,, — 0 is the inclusion of the
“big cell” of . We claim that in fact, the “big cell” of O' ®6 is the unique cell with its given boundary,
so that must be where the big cell of O' ® G,, is carried. Otherwise, the big cell i of § decomposes
nontrivially as u = py oq 2. So p : G,, — 6 factors as G, — G, UG, Gy, LN 01 UG, f>. By
induction, the maps (0! ® u; are determined, so the map 1 U po is as well by compatibility with
monic pushouts along folk cofibrations. Thus we are reduced to the case where 6 = G, Ujq| Gy (this
includes as a degenerate case the case § = G). And indeed, in this case the boundary of the big cell
of ' ® (G,, Uja| Gi) is m-dimensional and is not the boundary of an endomorphism, so any cell with
this boundary must be (m + 1)-dimensional. We can run through all of the (m + 1)-dimensional cells

explicitly and see that none of them have the same boundary as the “big cell” except for the “big cell”
itself. O
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Theorem 4.12. Let LSCati be an exponential ideal in Cati such that S — LSCati 1s fully faithful
Jor some monoidally suitable site S. Then the Gray tensor product is the unique mononidal biclosed
structure such that the inclusion Ogem; — LsCatL is strong monoidal.

Proof. Let S be such a monoidally suitable site. By Corollary 3.5, it suffices to show that the Gray
tensor on S is uniquely determined as a monoidal structure by its restriction to gemi, and compatibility
with monic pushouts along folk cofibrations. So this follows from Proposition 4.11. O

. - coind

Example 4.13. The Gray tensor products on Cat,,, Catfu, sCat,,, Gaunt,,, CatffR, Cati< ¢ are all
uniquely determined as monoidal biclosed structures by the stipulation that the inclusion of Ugsemi be
a strong monoidal functor. We do not know if the same holds when LgCat’ is Cat!, Cat,, etc. when

n is finite, because an analog of Proposition 4.11 would require us to know whether Ls(A ® B) is in
S for A,BeS.

Remark 4.14. We do not know whether the characterization in Theorem 4.12 can be extended to
give a universal property for the Gray tensor product in terms of Ugemi. We suspect that is this is
not the case, but that it will become the case if we enlarge allow for some degeneracies in our cube
category. For example, it may be that when £ is a cocomplete monoidal biclosed category, strong
monoidality of cocontinuous functors Cati — & is detected by restriction to the plain cube category
Oplain. Such a universal property would mesh nicely with the fact that the plain cube category has a
monoidal universal property: it is the free monoidal category on an augmented bipointed object. At
issue is that the coherences for a strong monoidal structure on a functor out of Ugepy; might not be
natural with respect to all maps in [J: we are not sure how to resolve this even if £ is a 1-category,
because although Upain generates [ under colimits, it does not seem to be a dense generator.
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