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DUALITY FOR COHEN–MACAULAY COMPLEXES THROUGH

COMBINATORIAL SHEAVES

RICHARD D. WADE AND THOMAS A. WASSERMAN

Abstract. We prove a duality theorem for Cohen–Macaulay simplicial com-
plexes, working over an arbitrary ring. This is a generalisation of Poincaré
Duality, framed in the language of combinatorial sheaves. Our treatment is
self-contained and accessible for readers with a working knowledge of simpli-
cial complexes and (co)homology. The main motivation is a link with Bieri-
Eckmann duality for discrete groups, which is explored in a companion paper
[WW24].

1. Introduction

A space X is Cohen–Macaulay (CM) of dimension n if the reduced homology

H̃∗(X) and local homology groups H∗(X,X−x) for x ∈ X are trivial unless ∗ = n.
CM spaces appear throughout combinatorial, algebraic and geometric topology. If
X satisfies just the local homology condition, X is called locally CM. Locally CM
spaces can be thought of as homology manifolds with mild singularities. Akin to
Poincaré duality, a locally CM and locally finite simplicial complex X admits an
isomorphism induced by a cap product between cohomology and homology with
appropriate coefficients. We call this isomorphism CM duality.

1.1. Results.

1.1.1. CM Duality. A combinatorial sheaf on a simplicial complex X is a functor
out of the poset of simplices in X , ordered by inclusion. A combinatorial cosheaf is
functor out of Xop. Taking local homology at simplices defines a (combinatorial)
sheaf h∗ on X , whereas local cohomology defines a cosheaf h∗.

Theorem A (CM Duality). Let X be a locally finite, locally Cohen–Macaulay sim-
plicial complex of dimension n. Then there is a fundamental class [X ] ∈ H lf

n (X ;h∗)
in locally finite homology, such that the cap product induces isomorphisms

[X ] ∩− : Hp
c (X ;h∗)

∼=
−→ Hn−p(X ;Z)

and

[X ] ∩ − : Hp
c (X ;Z)

∼=
−→ Hn−p(X ;h∗),

where H∗
c denotes compactly supported cohomology.

A more comprehensive statement is given in Theorem 4.26. There we work over
an arbitrary ring R and relative to subcomplexes, and give corresponding versions
for non-compactly-supported cohomology and locally finite homology. We explain
how to obtain CM duality with coefficients in arbitrary (co)sheaves in §4.4.
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1.1.2. Cap product. In Section 2.4 we give an explicit construction of the cap prod-
uct between combinatorial cosheaf homology and sheaf cohomology as a chain map
out of a double complex. At the chain level this involves some choices that de-
pend on an orientation of X ; we prove that the induced map on (co)homology is
independent of these choices.

1.1.3. Naturality. CM duality is natural in the following sense:

Theorem B. Let X and Y be locally CM simplicial complexes and let f : X → Y
be a local homeomorphism that restricts to a simplicial isomorphism on stars. Then
the duality isomorphism from Theorem A is natural with respect to the maps induced
by f in (co)homology.

This is a part of Theorem 5.16. When a group G acts on a locally CM complex
X the (co)homology groups that appear in CM duality are G-modules. Theorem B
implies that the isomorphisms from Theorem A are isomorphisms of G-modules.

1.1.4. Cosheaf homology in degree 0. If F is a sheaf then H0(X ;F) has a geometric
description as the group of global sections Γ(F) of F . In this paper we examine
cosheaf homology in degree 0, for the particular case of the local cohomology cosheaf
h∗. With some restrictions on the local homology sheaf, we show that H0(X ;h∗)
is a subgroup of the dual to the global section group Γ(h∗) of the local homology
sheaf.

Recall that an inverse system of abelian groups is called semi-stable if the images
of the maps in the system stabilise (sometimes this is called the Mittag-Leffler
condition). A homomorphism f : Γ(F) → Z in the dual of Γ(F) is compactly
determined if there exists a compact set K such that f(s) = 0 for every section s
that is trivial on K.

Theorem C. Let X be a locally CM simplicial complex, and let {Ki}i∈N be a
filtration of X by finite subcomplexes. Then the inverse system {Γ(h∗|Ki

)}i∈N is
semi-stable if and only if Γ(h∗) is a free abelian group. In this case,

H0(X ;h∗)
∼=
−→ Homc(Γ(h∗),Z),

where Homc denotes the group of compactly determined homomorphisms.

This follows from Corollary 3.19 in the text, which is phrased over PIDs rather
than Z.

1.2. A brief history: CM complexes, duality, and combinatorial sheaves.

1.2.1. Cohen–Macaulay complexes. The name Cohen–Macaulay complex has its ori-
gin in a theorem of Reisner [Rei76], who showed that a finite simplicial complex
is CM if and only if its face ring (also called the Stanley–Reisner ring) is Cohen–
Macaulay as a ring (although the CM definition for spaces given above is a reformu-
lation due to Munkres [Mun84]). This equivalence was a key component in Stanley’s
proof of the Upper Bound Conjecture on triangulations of spheres ([Sta75], see also
[Bjö16, Hoc16] for surveys), and is an important bridge between commutative al-
gebra and combinatorial topology. In the study of Stanley-Reisner rings dualities
related to the ones discussed in this paper have been observed [Yan03, RWY01] for
finite complexes. In [VY24] these are used to prove duality theorems for (homology)
manifolds.
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A few years after the papers of Stanley and Reisner, Quillen proved that the
geometric realizations of certain subgroup posets satisfy a stronger, homotopical
version of the CM condition [Qui78]. In part due to Quillen’s influence, the homo-
topical version of the CM property is more common in papers in algebraic/geometric
topology.

1.2.2. CM duality and combinatorial sheaves. In algebraic topology, CM spaces
appear in Bredon’s book on sheaf theory [Bre97] as weak homology manifolds, and
without being explicitly named in McCrory’s study of the Zeeman spectral sequence
[McC79]. Zeeman introduced his spectral sequence as a generalisation of Poincaré
duality [Zee63]. Zeeman also introduced combinatorial sheaves under the name of
stacks [Zee62]. McCrory [McC79] took Zeeman’s work further: he used Zeeman’s
spectral sequence to obtain results for relative (co)homology and gave a geometric
interpretation of the groups on the E2-page. He also abstractly identifies [McC79,
Section 6.3] a cap product on homology manifolds with the edge homomorphisms
of this spectral sequence.

These duality results for CM complexes are not well-known. One reason for this
might be the success of intersection homology (pioneered by Goresky and MacPher-
son [GM80]) in studying (co)homology of singular spaces. Intersection homology
is most often applied to pseudomanifolds, which form a generalisation of manifolds
orthogonal to CM spaces.

More recently, the cellular cousins to combinatorial sheaves have been used by
Curry [Cur14] in the context of Topological Data Analysis. In [GK94] combinatorial
sheaves are used to work with sheaves over operads.

1.2.3. Verdier duality. In the same year that Zeeman published his generalisation
of Poincaré duality, Verdier [Ver63] announced what is now called Verdier duality.
While our proof of CM duality does not directly use this, CM duality can be seen
as a consequence of Verdier duality and our strategy can be viewed as providing an
explicit counterpart to abstract (derived) considerations. For context, we briefly
sketch these considerations here. We have included a more detailed explanation in
Appendix B.

It is well-known that Verdier duality for sheaves gives rise to Poincaré duality
(see for example [Ive86]). Lurie [Lur17, Section 5.5.5] recasts Verdier duality as
the statement that taking compactly supported sections induces, after passing to
derived categories, an equivalence between the category of sheaves and the category
of cosheaves on a (nice) space. For a finite-dimensional locally finite Hausdorff space
X , the equivalence takes the the constant cosheaf Z to a sheaf of chain complexes c∗
which computes the local homology sheaf h∗. This gives rise to a hypercohomology
spectral sequence

(1) E2
−p,q = Hp(X ;hq) ⇒ Hq−p(X ;Z).

This spectral sequence is closely related to Zeeman’s spectral sequence. When
X is locally CM the spectral sequence collapses to give the first isomorphism from
Theorem A. However, this proof makes no reference to a cap product or fundamental
class, and inherently requires working in the derived setting.

1.2.4. Duality groups. A major motivation for this paper comes from duality groups.
Bieri and Eckmann [BE73] defined a duality group of dimension n to be a group G
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that has a fundamental class c ∈ Hn(G;D) so that

Hp(G;M)
c∩−
−−−→ Hn−p(G;D ⊗M)

is an isomorphism for all G-modules M and some fixed G-module D called the du-
alizing module. The reader will notice the similarity between this and CM Duality.
This similarity is not coincidental; every duality group with finite classifying space
known to the authors acts freely and cocompactly on a contractible CM space. This
connection is explored further in [WW24], where we use Theorem C to give new
descriptions of dualizing modules.

1.3. A sketch of proof of CM duality. The CM Duality Theorem (Theo-
rem 4.26) contains eight different duality isomorphisms for a locally finite oriented
locally Cohen–Macaulay simplicial complex X of dimension n and a full subcom-
plex L. We now sketch a proof of the duality isomorphism between the compactly
supported cohomology of the local homology sheaf Hp

c (L;hn|L) restricted to L and
the homology Hn−p(X,L

vc) of X relative to the vertex complement Lvc spanned
by the vertices of X that are not in L. That is, we will sketch how to show that

[X ] ∩ − : Hp
c (L;hn|L)

∼=
−→ Hn−p(X,L

vc;Z).

Our strategy of proof is closely related to the hypercohomology spectral sequence
from Equation (1). We use the spectral sequences coming from the row and column
filtrations of the double complex D•

•(L) given by

Dl
k(L) =

⊕

σ∈Ll

Ck(σ).

Here Ll denotes the set of l-simplices of L and C•(σ) is the simplicial chain complex
that computes the local homology of X at σ. This double complex can always
(without the local CM condition) be augmented with a map

C•(X,L
vc;Z)

ǫ
−→ D•

•(L)

to a double complex with exact rows (Proposition 4.4). This gives the isomorphism

ǫ∗ : Hk(X,L
vc)

∼=−→ Hk(TotD
•
•(L)),

between Hk(X,L
vc) and the homology of the total complex. When X is locally

CM, the column spectral sequence that converges to H∗(TotD
•
•(L)) collapses, and

we get

(2) ǫ∗ : Hn−p(X,L
vc)

∼=
−→ Hp

c (L;hn|L),

where Hp
c (L;hn|L) is the group in position (p, n) on the E2 page.

We then show that this isomorphism is inverse to the cap product with a fun-
damental class. We introduce the CM fundamental class [X ] ∈ Hn(X ;hn) in Sec-
tion 4.2.1. The cap product with this class gives a map

[X ] ∩ − : Hp(L;hn|L) → Hn−p(X,L
vc;Z).

To show this cap product agrees with an inverse c for ǫ∗ we prove a beefed up
version of the snake lemma (Python Proposition 4.11) homologouing a cycle in
Dl

k(L) to a cycle in D0
k−l(L) by doing iterative last-vertex lifts. To our knowledge

this procedure is completely new, and results in an explicit chain level formula for
c that manifestly agrees with the chain level expression for [X ] ∩ −. This shows
that the isomorphism in Equation (2) is induced by the cap product.
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1.4. Outline.

1.4.1. Setup. The first half of Section 2 is devoted to giving the necessary back-
ground for this paper. We introduce combinatorial sheaves and cosheaves, and
then discuss the local homology sheaf and local cohomology cosheaf. After this
we discuss the cap product in this setting, and show that it is a chain map and
independent of any choices made.

1.4.2. CM complexes. In Section 3 we review Cohen–Macaulay complexes. We
prove the characterisation of the degree zero homology of the local cohomology
cosheaf of a CM complex from Theorem C here.

1.4.3. CM Duality. In Section 4 we prove CM duality (Theorem 4.26), and formu-
late and prove further generalisations.

1.4.4. Functoriality. In Section 5 we discuss naturality for CM duality, with respect
to a class of maps we refer to as star-local homeomorphisms. These are simplicial
local homeomorphisms that additionally behave well on stars of simplices.

1.4.5. Comparison with classical sheaves and Verdier duality. In Appendix A we
show that combinatorial sheaves on a simplicial complex X correspond to con-
structible sheaves on the simplicial stratification of X . In Appendix B, we explain
how one can obtain CM duality (without an explicit cap product) through abstract
considerations involving ∞-categories.

Acknowledgments. We thank Vidit Nanda for many helpful discussions, partic-
ularly when this project was in its infancy. We thank André Henriques for pointing
us to Lurie’s work on Verdier duality and other helpful discussions. We thank
Martin Palmer and Arthur Soulié for inquiring about the validity of our results for
non-commutative rings. Both authors are supported by the Royal Society of Great
Britain.
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2. Combinatorial Sheaves and Cosheaves

In this section we introduce combinatorial sheaves and cosheaves in Section 2.1
and discuss their cohomology and homology in Section 2.2. We then introduce the
local homology sheaf and local cohomology cosheaf in Section 2.3. In Section 2.4
we discuss the cap product in this setting.

2.1. Introduction to combinatorial sheaves. We fix our notation for simplicial
complexes in §2.1.1. We then introduce the main tools of this paper, combinatorial
sheaves and cosheaves, in §2.1.3, and discuss their sections in §2.1.4.

2.1.1. Simplicial complexes. Throughout we fix a locally finite oriented simplicial
complex X . Recall that an orientation of a simplicial complex is an ordering of
the vertices in each simplex such that face inclusions are order preserving. We will
denote by X• the poset of simplices of X partially ordered by inclusion.

Notation 2.1. We will denote the set of k-simplices of X by Xk. For 0 6 j 6 k 6 l
and simplices σ ∈ Xk and τ ∈ Xl we will denote by

• σ 6 τ the simplex σ being a face of τ of any codimension;
• σ < τ the simplex σ being a face of τ of any positive codimension;
• σj ∈ X0 the jth vertex of σ;
• σ〈j〉 ∈ Xk−1 the jth face of σ, spanned by the vertices of σ excepting σj ;
• σ6j ∈ Xj the j-front face of σ, spanned by the vertices σ0, σ1, . . . , σj ;
• σ>j ∈ Xk−j the k−j-back face of σ, spanned by the vertices σj , σj+1 . . . , σk;
• σ ⋆ τ the (internal) join1, the simplex spanned by the union of the vertices
of σ and τ (this is possibly degenerate, and is defined to be empty if the
vertices do not span a simplex in X);

• stσ the star of σ, the full subcomplex on those simplices that meet σ;
• s̊tσ the open star of σ, the union of the interiors of the simplices that meet
σ;

• lkσ the link of σ, consisting of those simplices τ not intersecting σ for which
σ ⋆ τ is not empty. Equivalently, lkσ = stσ − s̊tσ.

By a subcomplex L we will always mean a full subcomplex, meaning that when-
ever vertices in L span a simplex in X that simplex is also in L. This is for sim-
plicity: any subcomplex is homeomorphic to a full subcomplex of the barycentric
subdivision of X .

1This internal notion of join is different from the usual join in that we require the vertices to
span a simplex in X.
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2.1.2. Modules over rings. Throughout this paper we fix a ring R. The reader can
take this to be Z for concreteness, but note that we allow for R to be noncommuta-
tive and will correspondingly be careful in distinguishing left and right modules. We
will denote the categories of left, right and bimodules over R by R-Mod, Mod-R
and R-Mod-R, respectively. The symbol ⊗ will denote the tensor product ⊗R over
R, and Hom will denote R-linear maps in R-Mod or Mod-R. If both M and N
are bimodules, then HomR-Mod(M,N) carries a bimodule structure given by

(r · f · s)(m) = f(mr)s,

for r, s ∈ R and m ∈ M . More generally, the above gives HomR-Mod(M,N) a
left action (by r ∈ R) if M is a bimodule, and a right action (by s ∈ R) if N is
a bimodule. If M and N are only left R-modules and R is noncommutative then
there is no natural action of R on HomR-Mod(M,N).

2.1.3. Combinatorial sheaves and cosheaves. A combinatorial sheaf (of left R-modules)
F on X is a covariant functor from the poset X• to the category of left R-modules
R-Mod.2 A combinatorial cosheaf (of right R-modules) G on X is a contravariant
functor from X• to right R-modules Mod-R. In the rest of this text we will refer
to these as sheaves and cosheaves whenever there is no confusion possible with the
classical notions of sheaf and cosheaf. Our sheaves and cosheaves will often be
valued in bimodules. However, the constructions done in this paper will only rely
on a left module structure for sheaves and a right module structure for cosheaves.

To expand on the above definitions, a sheaf F assigns a module F(σ) to each
simplex of X and if σ < τ there is an associated morphism

F(σ < τ) : F(σ) → F(τ).

Furthermore these maps are compatible in the obvious way: if σ < τ < ν then
F(σ < ν) = F(τ < ν) ◦ F(σ < τ). A cosheaf is similar, however the maps go down
rather than up (with respect to the dimension of the simplices): if σ < τ we have a
morphism G(τ > σ) from G(τ) to G(σ) and again these morphisms are compatible
in the obvious way.

Combinatorial sheaves and cosheaves on X form abelian categories sSh(X) and
sCoSh(X).

2.1.4. Sections and cosections of sheaves and cosheaves. Given a (combinatorial)
sheaf F and a subcomplex L ⊂ X we have the restriction F|L of F to L given by
precomposing F with the inclusion of L into X . The module of sections Γ(F , L)
on L is the left R-module of natural transformations between the constant sheaf R
and F|L:

Γ(F , L) = {s : R ⇒ F|L}.

Unpacking this, we see that a section s is given by a choice of element sσ ∈ F(σ) ∼=
Hom(R,F(σ)) for each simplex σ of L, subject to the condition that for σ < τ we
have (here, and on many subsequent occasions, we will drop the parentheses around
arguments to prevent a wall of brackets)

F(σ < τ)sσ = sτ .

From this we see that a section is completely determined by its values on the vertices
of L. The left R-module structure is induced by the left R-module structure on
HomR-Mod(R,F(σ)) from §2.1.2 (as R is an R-bimodule).

2See Appendix A for a comparison with the classical definition of a sheaf.
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Dualizing gives the notion of a cosection of a cosheaf. Cosections of cosheaves
are also determined by their values on the vertices of L.

Warning 2.2. One might expect that Γ(F , σ) is the same as F(σ) for a sheaf F , but
this is generally false unless σ is a vertex. F(σ) can be thought of as the sections
over the open star s̊tσ of the constructible sheaf associated to F , see Appendix A,
while Γ(F , σ) is the module of sections of that sheaf on the union of the open stars
of the vertices of σ.

2.2. Sheaf cohomology and cosheaf homology. In this section we define sheaf
cohomology and cosheaf homology via explicit chain complexes in §2.2.1, and define
relative versions in §2.2.2. The definitions given will depend on a choice of orienta-
tion of X ; we discuss the orientation independence of the resulting (co)homologies
in §2.2.3.

2.2.1. Homology and cohomology for combinatorial (co)sheaves. Recall that Xk de-
notes the set of k-simplices of X and that X is assumed to be oriented. Given a
combinatorial sheaf F there is a cochain complex C∗(X,F) of left R-modules where

(3) Ck(X,F) =
∏

σ∈Xk

F(σ).

The boundary operator δ is defined similarly to usual cohomology: if φ ∈ Ck(X,F)
and σ is a k + 1 simplex then

(4) (δφ)σ =

k+1
∑

i=0

(−1)iF(σi < σ)φσ〈i〉

is the value of δφ at σ, where φσ〈i〉
is the value of φ on the ith face of σ. We

define the resulting cohomology left modules H∗(X,F) to be the sheaf cohomology
of F on X . We define the compactly supported cohomology of F on X (denoted
H∗

c (X,F)) to be the cohomology obtained by replacing the direct product with a
direct sum in the definition of the chain complex (i.e. we require the cochains to
be nonzero on only finitely many simplices). The local finiteness of X ensures that
the boundary map remains well-defined.

The (compactly supported) cohomology in degree zero of a sheafF on a simplicial
complex X is exactly its module of (compactly supported) global sections Γ(F)
(or Γc(F)). One way to express this is that the cochain complexes computing
(compactly supported) sheaf cohomology admit an augmentation:

0 → Γ(F) → C0(X,F) → C1(X ;F) → . . .(5)

0 → Γc(F) → C0
c (X,F) → C1

c (X ;F) → . . . .(6)

Both maps take a section s ∈ Γ(F) (or Γc(F)) to
∑

v∈X sv, where sv ∈ F(v) is the
value of the section at v.

Cosheaf homology of a cosheaf G is defined as the homology of the chain complex
C∗(X,G) of right R-modules with

Cn(X,G) =
⊕

σ∈Xn

G(σ).
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The boundary operator ∂ is defined on a ∈ Cn(X,G) by

(7) ∂a =
∑

σ∈Xn

n
∑

i=0

(−1)iG(σ > σi)aσ

The homology of this chain complex is denoted H∗(X,G), note that this is a right
module. Locally finite homology H lf

∗ (X,G) is defined by replacing the sum with
a direct product in the definition of the chain complex (i.e. allowing for infinite
chains). This can be seen as a simplicial version of Borel–Moore homology.3

Remark 2.3. For sheaves and cosheaves with values in R-bimodules, the differentials
are bimodule maps, and the resulting (co)homologies are bimodules.

Notation 2.4. Recall that we have fixed a ring R. We will often suppress R from
the notation and write C∗(X) (or C∗

c (X)) for the (compactly supported) cochains
of X with coefficients in the constant sheaf R, with corresponding notation for the
cohomology of these chain complexes. We similarly write C∗(X) (or C lf

∗ (X)) for
the (locally finite) chains of X with coefficients in the constant cosheaf R, extended
to notation for the homology in the obvious way.

Remark 2.5. The sheaf cochain complex for a combinatorial sheaf F defined here
can be viewed as the Čech cochain complex for a constructible sheaf naturally
associated with F . For details see Appendix A.

2.2.2. Relative sheaf cohomology and cosheaf homology. Let L be a subcomplex of
X . For a combinatorial sheaf F or cosheaf G on X we have the restrictions F|L and
G|L to L, with the associated (co)chain complexes C•(L,F|L) and C•(L,G|L) and
(co)homology H∗(L,F|L) and H∗(L,G|L). The inclusion map i : L →֒ X induces
maps

i• : C•(X,F) → C•(L,F|L)

i• : C•(L,G|L) → C•(X,G).

Using these maps, we define the relative (co)homology of the pair (X,L) to be

H∗(X,L;F) := H∗(Ker i•)

H∗(X,L;G) := H∗(Coker i•),

The compactly supported and locally finite versions are defined analogously. We
will extend the convention from Notation 2.4 and often suppressR from the notation
if we are taking coefficients in the constant (co)sheaf.

2.2.3. Orientation independence of (co)homology. The differentials for sheaf coho-
mology (Equation (4)) and cosheaf homology (Equation (7)) depend on a choice of
orientation of X . The resulting (co)homology modules do not, as we briefly discuss
here. Note that a change of orientation gives for each k-simplex a permutation of
its vertices, and that conversely a change of orientation for a locally finite complex
is specified by a (possibly infinite) collection of permutations.

3We remind the reader that we assume our simplicial complexes to be locally finite, dropping
this assumption would lead to issues when defining the differential in locally finite homology.
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Lemma 2.6. Let X be a locally finite simplicial complex and let F be sheaf on X.
Pick two orientations of X and denote the corresponding simplicial chain complexes
by C•(X ;F) and C̃•(X ;F). Then the map

Ck(X ;F) → C̃k(X ;F)
∑

σ

φσ 7→
∑

σ

±σφσ

where ±σ is the sign of the permutation corresponding to the change of orientation
on σ, is an isomorphism of chain complexes.

Proof. Left as an exercise. �

The obvious analogue of this map induces an isomorphism in homology.

2.3. The local homology sheaf and the local cohomology cosheaf. We now
explain how to view local homology as a sheaf and local cohomology as a cosheaf
in §2.3.1, and provide tools for computing them in §2.3.2.

2.3.1. Local homology and cohomology. Recall that the open star s̊t(σ) of a simplex
σ is the set of (open) simplices τ such that σ 6 τ . The complement X − s̊t(σ) is
then the simplicial subcomplex of X spanned by the simplices of X that do not
contain σ. The local homology of X at a simplex σ is the graded R-bimodule

h∗(σ) = H∗(X,X − s̊t(σ)).

If σ < τ then s̊t(τ) ⊂ s̊t(σ) and X − s̊t(σ) ⊂ X − s̊t(τ). The identity map on X
induces a morphism

h∗(σ < τ) : H∗(X,X − s̊t(σ)) → H∗(X,X − s̊t(τ)),

making h∗ into a combinatorial sheaf with values in graded R-bimodules called the
local homology sheaf of X . The local cohomology cosheaf is defined by replacing
homology with cohomology, so that

h∗(σ) = H∗(X,X − s̊t(σ)).

When σ < τ there is an induced morphism h∗(τ > σ) : h∗(τ) → h∗(σ) given by the
same inclusion of pairs as above.

For a fixed n there are associated sub (co)sheaves hn and hn given by taking
(co)homology in a given degree. In this paper, we will mostly be working with
spaces where there exists n such that h∗ = hn and h∗ = hn, and as a result may
blur this distinction.

2.3.2. Computing hn(σ) and hn(σ). For any simplex σ ∈ X , the complex C•(X −
s̊t(σ)) is the subcomplex of C•(X) spanned by simplices that do not contain σ, so
the quotient complex C•(X,X − s̊tσ) = C•(X)/C•(X − s̊t(σ)) freely generated by
simplices that contain σ. Cf. Notation 2.4 we have suppressed our fixed ring R
from the notation here. We introduce the following:

Notation 2.7. For a simplex σ ∈ X we denote by σ ⊳ α ∈ Ck(X,X − s̊tσ) the
element associated to a k-simplex α ∈ Xk. Note that σ ⊳ α = 0 whenever σ � α.

We record the following observation:

Lemma 2.8. Let σ ∈ Xl. Then hk(σ) = 0 for k < l. Additionally, if σ is not
maximal then hl(σ) = 0.
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When X is n-dimensional, we have that

(8) hn(σ) = ker
(

Cn(X,X − s̊tσ)
d
−→ Cn−1(X,X − s̊tσ)

)

.

Remembering that X is assumed to be locally finite, every element a ∈ hn(σ) can
be written as a sum a =

∑

riσ ⊳ αi, where ri ∈ R, and
∑

ri∂αi is an element
of Cn−1(X − s̊t(σ)). If σ < τ then the sheaf maps have the simple form hn(σ <
τ)(
∑

riσ ⊳αi) =
∑

riτ ⊳ αi, where the only difference is that the homology class is
relative to X − s̊t(τ) in the image rather than X − s̊t(σ). In particular, hn(σ < τ)
takes σ ⊳ αi to zero if αi does not contain τ .

Recall that a ring R is called hereditary if every submodule of a projective module
is projective. Any principal ideal domain is hereditary. We record the following
useful observation:

Lemma 2.9. Let R be a hereditary ring. If X is a complex of dimension n, then
hn(σ) is projective (as a left R-module) for every σ ∈ X.

Proof. By Equation (8) for every σ ∈ X , the module hn(σ) is a submodule of the
free, hence projective left R-module Cn(X,X − s̊tσ). �

We will use α∗ to denote the basis element of C•(X) corresponding to a simplex
α. The complex C•(X,X − s̊tσ) is the subcomplex of C•(X) spanned by the α∗

such that α contains σ. When X is n-dimensional the local cohomology in degree
n has the simple description

hn(σ) = coker
(

Cn−1(X,X − s̊tσ)
δ
−→ Cn(X,X − s̊tσ)

)

.

As above, this allows one to also write the cosheaf maps from hn(σ) to hn(τ) as
hn(σ > τ)[

∑

riσ ⊳ α
∗
i ] = [

∑

riτ ⊳ α
∗
i ], extending Notation 2.7 in the obvious way.

Notation 2.10 (Abuse of notation). In the rest of this paper it will often be
most convenient to work in terms of the (co)chains σ ⊳ α (or σ ⊳ α∗) for the local
(co)homology, rather than the classes. As a result, maps will often be implicitly
defined at the level of C∗(X,X − s̊tσ) (or C∗(X,X − s̊tσ)) rather than h∗(σ) (or
h∗(σ)).

2.4. The cap product. In this section we define cap products for local (co)homology.
There will be several variants, half of which use a pairing between the local homol-
ogy and local cohomology introduced in §2.4.1. After giving a chain level formula
for the cap products in §2.4.2, we show that they descend to (co)homology by show-
ing that they define a chain map. The chain level definition of the cap products
depends on an orientation of the simplicial complex: we show in §2.4.3 that in
(co)homology this orientation dependence disappears. After this, we define the cap
product for relative (co)homology in §2.4.4.

2.4.1. Pairing between local homology and cohomology. For a fixed degree n and
any simplex σ there is the usual pairing (recall that ⊗ = ⊗R)

(9) 〈·, ·〉 : hn(σ)⊗ hn(σ) → R

given by evaluating a relative cohomology class on a relative homology class. Note
that this pairing defines a bimodule map. The restriction and co-restriction maps
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of h∗ and h∗ are adjoint for this pairing, in the sense that for σ < τ and η ∈ hn(τ)
and φ ∈ hn(σ) we have

〈hn(τ > σ)η, φ〉 = 〈η, hn(σ < τ)φ〉.

This follows directly from the fact that the restriction and co-restriction are both
defined through the map of pairs (X,X − s̊tσ) → (X,X − s̊tτ).

2.4.2. Simplicial cap product. There are two versions of the cap product with coef-
ficients, one using the pairing and one not. The first uses the pairing from Equa-
tion (9) to give maps

H lf
k (X ;hn)⊗H l(X ;hn)

∩
−→ H lf

k−l(X ;R)

H lf
k (X ;hn)⊗H l

c(X ;hn)
∩
−→ Hk−l(X ;R),

where l 6 k. These maps are both defined at the chain level by the formula (recall
Notation 2.1 and the assumption that X is a locally finite and oriented simplicial
complex)

(10) η ∩ φ =
∑

σ∈Xk

〈h∗(σ > σ>k−l)ησ, φσ>k−l
〉σ6k−l,

where η is a locally finite chain and φ a (compactly supported) cochain, with values
aσ and φσ at σ. On generators σ⊳α∗ ∈ h∗(σ) where σ is a k-simplex and τ⊳β ∈ h∗(τ)
where τ is an l-simplex this pairing gives

(11) σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ τ ⊳ β =

{

〈α∗, β〉σ6k−l if σ>k−l = τ

0 otherwise.

The second version does not use the pairing 〈 , 〉 and gives for l 6 k maps

H lf
k (X ;hn)⊗H l(X ;R)

∩
−→ H lf

k−l(X ;hn)

H lf
k (X ;hn)⊗H l

c(X ;R)
∩
−→ Hk−l(X ;hn),

(12)

defined by

(13) η ∩ ψ =
∑

σ∈Xk

ψ(σ>k−l)h
n(σ > σ6k−l)ησ,

where η is a locally finite chain with coefficients in h∗ and ψ a (compactly supported)
cochain with R-coefficients. On elements σ ⊳ α∗ ∈ C•(X,X − s̊tσ) used to define
elements of h∗(σ) where σ is a k-simplex and τ∗ where τ is an l-simplex, this cap
gives

(14) σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ τ∗ =

{

σ6k−l ⊳ α
∗ if σ>k−l = τ

0 otherwise.

These cap products are chain maps in the sense that:

Proposition 2.11 (Leibniz Rule). Let X be a locally finite oriented simplicial
complex. The chain-level cap product

C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X ;h∗)

∩
−→ C lf

k−l(X ;R)

defined in Equation (10) is a chain map with respect to the differential of the tensor
product complex given by

∂tot(η ⊗ φ) = dη ⊗ φ+ (−1)k−lη ⊗ ∂φ.
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The other cap products in this section are also chain maps with a similarly defined
differential on the respective tensor product complexes.

Proof. Elements of C lf
k (X ;h∗) and Cl(X ;h∗) can be represented by linear combi-

nations of elements of the form σ⊳α∗ ∈ C•(X,X− s̊tσ) and τ ⊳β ∈ C•(X,X− s̊tτ),
respectively. We will show that

d(σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ τ ⊳ β) = d(σ ⊳ α∗) ∩ τ ⊳ β + (−1)k−lσ ⊳ α∗ ∩ ∂(τ ⊳ β).

One works out the left hand side to be (suppressing the (co)restriction maps from
the notation):

(15) d(σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ τ ⊳ β) = δσ>k−l,τ 〈α
∗, β〉

(

k−l−1
∑

i=0

(σ6k−l)〈i〉 + (−1)k−lσ6k−l−1

)

,

where we have split the sum in the differential for future use. Meanwhile one finds
that

d(σ ⊳ α∗) ∩ τ ⊳ β =

k−l−1
∑

i=0

(−1)iδσ>k−l,τ 〈α
∗, β〉(σ〈i〉)6k−l−1

+

k
∑

i=k−l

(−1)iδ(σ〈i〉)>k−l−1,τ 〈α
∗, β〉σ6k−l−1,

(16)

and one sees that the first term of this cancels with the first term on the right hand
side of Equation (15). The final term is (−1)k−l times

σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ ∂τ ⊳ β =δσ>k−l,τ 〈α
∗, β〉σ6k−l−1

+
k
∑

i=k−l

(−1)i−k+l+1δ(σ〈i〉)>k−l−1,τ 〈α
∗, β〉σ6k−l−1.

We see that the first term of this cancels with the second term from Equation (15),
while the second term cancels with the second in Equation (16).

The proofs for the other cap products are analogous. �

In particular we have found that for η ∈ C lf
k (X ;h∗) and φ ∈ Cl(X ;h∗)

d(η ∩ φ) = dη ∩ φ+ (−1)k−lη ∩ ∂φ,

and similar for the other versions of the cap product. From this it follows that:

Corollary 2.12. The cap products defined in this section descend from the chain
level to (co)homology.

2.4.3. Orientation independence of the cap product. In defining the cap product we
used the orientation of the simplicial complex X . Just like the (co)homology itself,
the cap products at the level of (co)homology do not depend on this choice:

Theorem 2.13. For a locally finite oriented simplicial complex the cap products
from the previous section do not depend on the chosen orientation at the level of
(co)homology.

The proof of this relies on the following proposition, the proof of which will be
given in Appendix C.
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Proposition 2.14. Let X be an oriented simplicial complex and [u,w] be an ori-

ented 1-simplex. Write C̃•(X) for the chain complex associated to the orientation
where u and w are swapped and ∩̃ for the associated cap product. Then the diagram
involving the cap from Equation (13)

C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X) C lf

k−l(X ;h∗)

C̃ lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ C̃l(X) C̃ lf

k−l(X ;h∗)

∩

∼= ∼=

∩̃

(where the vertical maps are the isomorphisms from Lemma 2.6) commutes up to
chain homotopy. The corresponding diagram for the cap product from Equation (10)
also commutes. The analogous statements for the cap product involving compactly
supported cohomology hold.

Remark 2.15. In Appendix C we also prove the corresponding statements for the
cap product for (co)homology with R-coefficients.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. The cap product on a generator σ⊗τ∗ only depends on the
orientation of the simplices of σ and τ , which span a finite subcomplex. A change
of orientation of X restricted to this finite subcomplex is given by a product of
transpositions. By Proposition 2.14 the cap products in (co)homology are invariant
under changing the orientation by a transposition, so we are done. �

Remark 2.16. In the literature (see for example [Hat02, Page 239]) one often finds
the cap product

σ ∩ τ∗ = τ∗(σ6l)σ>l,

given by evaluating the cochain on the front face, rather than the back face of σ.
This is not a chain map for a reasonable choice of signs in the chain complexes
involved. As we use the opposite convention, it is related to our cap product by
reversing the order of the vertices in each of the simplices of X . The permutation

that reverses the order of l elements has sign (−1)
1
2
(l−2)(l−1), and the convention

followed in this paper allows us to attain chain maps without having to multiply
by a sign that depends on the dimension of the simplex mod 4.

2.4.4. Relative caps. We will also need versions of the cap product relative to sub-
complexes. Because the cap product makes reference to the front and back faces
of simplices with respect to the orientation of the simplicial complex X , some care
needs to be taken in how one orients the subcomplexes. This is done through the
following definition:

Definition 2.17. Let L ⊂ X be a full subcomplex of an oriented simplicial complex
X . The vertex-complement Lvc of L is the full subcomplex spanned by the vertices
of X not in L. We will say that Lvc is before L if X is oriented so that in each
simplex the vertices of Lvc come before those of L.

We record some obvious features of orienting Lvc before L to facilitate cap prod-
uct computations:

Lemma 2.18. Let L ⊂ X and assume that Lvc is before L. Let σ ∈ Xk. Then,
for 0 6 j 6 k,

(1) if σ6j ∈ L, then σ ∈ L;
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(2) if σ6j /∈ Lvc, then σ>j ∈ L;
(3) if σ>j ∈ Lvc, then σ ∈ Lvc;
(4) if σ>j /∈ L, then σ6j ∈ Lvc.

With this orientation, we have the relative cap products:

Proposition 2.19. Let L ⊂ X be a subcomplex, and let the orientation of X be so
that Lvc is before L. Then Equations (10) and (13) induce chain level relative caps

C lf
k (X ;hn)⊗ Cl(X,L;hn)

∩
−→ C lf

k−l(L
vc;R),(17)

C lf
k (X ;hn)⊗ Cl(L;hn)

∩
−→ C lf

k−l(X,L
vc;R)(18)

C lf
k (X ;hn)⊗ Cl(X,L;R)

∩
−→ C lf

k−l(L
vc;hn)(19)

C lf
k (X ;hn)⊗ Cl(L;R)

∩
−→ C lf

k−l(X,L
vc;hn),(20)

which descend to (co)homology. These restrict on compactly supported cochains to
maps that take values in finite chains.

Proof. We only discuss the first two maps, the second two are similar. We start by
giving the relative cap from Equation (17). We want to show that, given a chain
η ∈ Ck(X ;h∗), capping with η takes Cl(X,L;hn) to Ck−l(L

vc;R). For any cochain
φ ∈ Cl(X,L;hn) and k− l-simplex τ /∈ Lvc

k−l, let (η∩φ)τ be the τ -component of the
cap product . This component has a contribution from each k-simplex σ for which
τ = σ6k−l. As Lvc is before L and τ = σ6k−l 6∈ Lvc, this implies that σ>k−l ∈ Ll

(Lemma 2.18(2)). Hence φ(σ>k−l) = 0 and thus (η ∩ φ)τ = 0. As this holds for all
τ 6∈ Lvc, this shows that η ∩ φ ∈ Ck−l(L

vc;R).
For Equation (18), recall that both

0 → Cl(X,L;hn|L) → Cl(X ;hn|L) → Cl(L;hn|L) → 0 and

0 → Ck−l(L
vc;R) → Ck−l(X ;R) → Ck−l(X,L

vc;Z) → 0
(21)

are short exact sequences of chain complexes. The argument for Equation (17)
shows that capping takes the kernel of the first sequence to the kernel of the second,
so the cap product descends to the quotients as

Ck(X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(L;hn)
∩
−→ Ck−l(X,L

vc;R).

Using Proposition 2.11 we see that this descends to (co)homology. �

3. Overview of Cohen–Macaulay Complexes

We now discuss the basics of Cohen–Macaulay complexes, starting with their
definition and some examples in Section 3.1, and then proceed to give a character-
isation of the zeroth homology of the local cohomology cosheaf of a CM complex
in terms of homomorphisms on sections of the local homology sheaf in Section 3.2.

3.1. Cohen–Macaulay complexes. We discuss the Cohen–Macaulay condition
and some basic consequences in §3.1.1, give examples of CM complexes in §3.1.2,
and discuss a characterisation of the CM condition in terms of links in §3.1.3.
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3.1.1. The (homological) Cohen–Macaulay condition. CM complexes are defined
through a condition on the local homology at simplices:

Definition 3.1 (Cohen–Macaulay complex). A simplicial complex X is Cohen–
Macaulay of dimension n over a ring R if the following two conditions hold:

(1) For each nontrivial simplex σ in X , the local homology h∗(σ) over R is
concentrated in degree n.

(2) The reduced homology H∗(X) is concentrated in degree n.

We say that X is locally Cohen–Macaulay (or locally CM for short), if X satisfies
condition (1).

If L is a subcomplex of X , we say that X is locally CM of dimension n at L if
h∗|L is concentrated in degree n.

Remark 3.2. In many papers these two conditions are combined into one by noting
that the open star s̊t(∅) of the empty simplex ∅ is the whole space, so that H(∅) =
H∗(X). We separate the two statements as we consider (1) to be a local condition
on X , whereas (2) is a global condition.

We say that a finite dimensional simplicial complex is pure if all maximal sim-
plices are of the same dimension.

Lemma 3.3. Any simplicial complex X that is locally CM of dimension n is pure
of dimension n.

Proof. If σ is a maximal simplex of dimension k in a simplicial complex then

hk(σ) = Hk(X,X − s̊t(σ)) = R,

so every maximal simplex is n-dimensional. �

Remark 3.4. Lemma 3.3 means we do not have to distinguish between “locally CM
of dimension n” and “n-dimensional and locally CM” for a simplicial complex X .
However, the condition that X be locally CM of dimension n at a subcomplex L
does not imply that X is n-dimensional, and in what follows we will often need to
separately assume that X is n-dimensional.

Remark 3.5. The local homology at a simplex σ is the same as the local homology
ofX at a point p in the interior of σ. It follows that the CM property is independent
of a given triangulation ofX (see [Mun84] for more details). However, it is generally
badly behaved under homotopy.

Remark 3.6. Bredon’s book on sheaf theory [Bre97, Chapter II.9] has the notion
of a weak homology manifold. This is a version of the locally CM condition that
applies to a larger family of locally compact spaces.

Remark 3.7. Quillen [Qui78] introduced a stronger version of the CM condition
that requires links of simplices to be homotopy equivalent to wedges of spheres. We
will refer to this condition as homotopy CM. Any homotopy CM complex is locally
CM in our sense, see Lemma 3.8 below.

3.1.2. Examples. CM complexes are ubiquitous.

• Any triangulated manifold is locally CM.
• Any pure 1-dimensional simplicial complex is locally CM, these are just
graphs in which every vertex has an adjacent edge. It is CM if it is addi-
tionally connected.
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• A pure 2-dimensional simplicial complex is CM if and only if the link of
every vertex is connected.

• Any shellable complex is homotopy CM [Bjö84].
• Spherical buildings are homotopy CM [Bjö84]. Many other coset complexes
are also homotopy CM [Qui78, Brü20].

• The spine of Culler-Vogtmann Outer space is CM [Vog90].
• The Salvetti complex of a right-angled Artin group is locally CM if and
only if the RAAG is a duality group [BM01].

For surveys on CM complexes from the point of view of combinatorial topology see
[Bjö16, Hoc16].

3.1.3. Characterisation in terms of links. Other texts use a characterisation of local
homology in terms of the homology of the links of simplices. For completeness we
include the following result relating this to our characterisation:

Lemma 3.8 ([Mun84, Lemma 3.3]). Let σ ∈ Xl be an l-simplex of a simplicial
complex X. Then

hi(σ) ∼= H̃i−l−1(lkσ).

Remark 3.9. It is often easier to compute the homology of links than the relative
homology at stars (for example Salvetti complexes for RAAGs have links that can
be described in terms of their defining graph). However, this has the drawback

that there is no direct map H̃∗(lkσ) → H̃∗(lkτ) for σ < τ , obscuring the restriction
maps of the sheaf h∗.

3.2. Properties of locally CM complexes. When an n-dimensional complex X
is locally CM at L over a PID R, the Universal Coefficient Theorem tells us that
for each simplex σ ∈ L

(22) h∗(σ) ∼= Hom(h∗(σ), R),

so the local cohomology cosheaf is the dual cosheaf to the local homology sheaf. If
R is not a PID, this statement still holds – we prove this in §3.2.1. There, we also
show that one can further drop the assumption that X is n-dimensional.

When R is hereditary, this duality allows us to give interpretations of the de-
gree zero homology of h∗ in terms of homomorphisms on the sections (see §2.1.4)
of h∗. For locally finite homology this is fairly straightforward: we discuss this
in §3.2.2. Characterising the non-locally finite homology of h∗ is more involved,
and is done in terms of compactly determined homomorphisms on sections of h∗.
This characterisation requires a semistability condition on the sections of h∗: we
discuss compactly determined homomorphisms and this semistability condition for
an arbitrary sheaf in §3.2.3, and apply this to the local (co)homology in §3.2.4.

3.2.1. A universal coefficient theorem for local (co)homology of CM complexes. Re-
call (from §2.1.2) that for bimodules M and N we denote by Hom(M,N) the
bimodule of left R-linear morphisms. We will show the following:

Proposition 3.10. Let X be a simplicial complex that is locally CM of dimension
n at a subcomplex L. Then for every σ ∈ L we have

hn(σ) ∼= Hom(hn(σ), R),

as R-bimodules. If σ < τ , then Hom(−, R) takes hn(σ < τ) to hn(τ > σ) under
these isomorphisms.
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The proof of this is an application of the well-known spectral sequence general-
isation of the Universal Coefficient Theorem. We will need this spectral sequence
again in §4.1.6 and §4.4, so we record it here. For details on spectral sequences com-
ing from double complexes see for example [Bre97, Appendix A], [Bro82, Chapter
7], or [Wei94, Section 5.6].

Theorem 3.11 (Universal Coefficient Spectral Sequence). Let C• be a chain com-
plex of projective R-modules and M be an R-module. Then there is a convergent
spectral sequence:

Ep,q
2 = ExtqR(Hp(C•),M) ⇒ Hp+q(Hom(C•,M)).

Proof. Pick an injective resolutionM → I• ofM . Then we define a double complex

Up,q = Hom(Cq, I
p),

where we consider p to be the horizontal grading and q to be the vertical grading.
Taking the row differentials first yields a spectral sequence that collapses on the
E2-page to show that for all k ∈ Z

Hk(Hom(C•,M)) ∼= HkTot(U),

where we used that C• is a chain complex of projectives. The E2-page for the
column spectral sequence is

Ecol
2 (U)p,q = ExtpR(Hq(C•),M).

This spectral sequence converges as it is a first quadrant spectral sequence. �

Proof of Proposition 3.10. Under the assumption that X is locally CM at L for
σ ∈ L the spectral sequence from Theorem 3.11 applied to C• = C•(X,X − s̊tσ)
(recall that as X is locally finite this is a chain complex of finitely generated free
R-modules, see §2.3.2) and M = R collapses on the E2-page. Note that C

•(X,X−
s̊tσ) ∼= Hom(C•(X,X − s̊tσ), R) as R-bimodules. This gives

hk(σ) = Extk−n
R (hn(σ), R).

Setting k = n now gives the desired result. The spectral sequence from Theo-
rem 3.11 is natural in C•, so is compatible with the (co)restriction maps. �

3.2.2. Locally finite homology in degree zero. For the remainder of Section 3.2 we
will assume that R is a hereditary ring. Recall that in degree zero (compactly
supported) sheaf cohomology corresponds to (compactly supported) sections. We
have the following characterisation of the locally finite homology in degree zero of
the local cohomology cosheaf:

Proposition 3.12. Let X be n-dimensional and locally CM of dimension n at a
subcomplex L, and assume that R is a hereditary ring. We have an isomorphism
of R-bimodules

(23) H lf
0 (L;h

n|L)
∼=−→ Hom(Γc(hn|L), R),

natural with respect to inclusions of subcomplexes at which X is locally CM. This
map is at the chain level on a generator v ⊳ α∗ ∈ C0(L;h

n|L) given by

(24) v ⊳ α∗ 7→ (s 7→ svα) ,

where svα denotes the v ⊳ α-component of sv ∈ hn(v).
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Proof. Applying Hom(−, R) to the augmented cochain complex for the compactly
supported cohomology of hn over L

0 → Γc(hn|L)
ǫ
−→ C0

c (L, hn|L) → C1
c (L;hn|L) → . . .

gives the augmented chain complex

(25) . . .→ C lf
1 (L;h

n|L) → C lf
0 (L;h

n|L)
ǫ∗
−→ Hom(Γc(hn|L), R) → 0.

Here we used that hn|L ∼= Hom(hn|L, R) by Proposition 3.10. To see that the last
map is indeed surjective, note that as im d0 is a submodule of a projective module
and R is hereditary,

0 → Γc(hn|L)
ǫ
−→ C0

c (L, hn|L) → im d0 → 0

is a short exact sequence of projective R-modules. Hence ǫ admits a splitting
and so does its dual ǫ∗ in Equation (25). On cohomology ǫ∗ therefore induces
the isomorphism from Equation (23). One checks it is indeed given by the above
formula. This formula also makes it clear that this isomorphism is natural. �

3.2.3. Compactly determined morphisms and semistability. To characterise the (non-
locally finite) cosheaf homology in degree zero, we use the following definition:

Definition 3.13. Let X be a complex, let F be a sheaf on X , and let M be an R-
module. A left R-module morphism f : Γ(F) →M is called compactly determined if
there exists a finite subcomplex K of X such that for all sections s ∈ Γ(X ;F) with
s|L = 0 one has f(s) = 0. The right module of compactly determined morphisms
will be denoted Homc(Γ(F),M).

Under a semistability condition on F these compactly determined morphisms
come up naturally as dual to a colimit of sections over a filtration of X by finite
complexes. Recall that an inverse system {Γi}i∈N is called semistable if for every i
there is a j > i such that for all k > j the images of the maps Γk → Γi agree with
the image of the map Γj → Γi. We need the following consequence of semistability
for an inverse system of projective modules over a hereditary ring.

Lemma 3.14. Let R be a hereditary ring, let {Γi}i∈N be a semistable inverse
system of projective R-modules and write Γ = limi Γi. Then for all large enough k
the module Γk splits as a direct sum

Γk
∼= I ⊕ Zk,

where I is isomorphic to a submodule of Γ (independent of k) along the canonical
map rk : Γ → Γk and Zk = ker(Γk → Γi) for some i.

Proof. By semistability of {Γi}i∈N there exists j > i such that for all k > j the
restriction maps from Γj and Γk to Γi have the same image I. Because the Γk are
projective and R is hereditary, I is projective. So we get for each k > j a direct
sum decomposition

Γk
∼= I ⊕ Zk

where Zk = ker(Γk → Γi). This allows us to define a system of maps {I → Γk}k>j

which extends to a system of maps into the diagram {Γi}i∈N by composing with
the maps in the inverse system. By the universal property this gives a morphism
i : I → Γ, which for k > j and s ∈ I ⊂ Γk satisfies rki(s) = s, exhibiting I as a
submodule of Γ. �
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This has a useful consequence for the colimit of the dual system. Write M∨ for
the R-dual Hom(M,R) of a left module M , viewed as a right R-module.

Lemma 3.15. Let {Γi}i∈N be a semistable inverse system of projective left modules
over a hereditary ring R and write Γ = limi Γi. Then the canonical map

ρ : colim
i

Γ∨
i → Γ∨

is injective.

Proof. To prove that ρ is injective, suppose that φ ∈ kerρ and pick φi ∈ Γ∨
i

representing φ. We want to show that φi represents the trivial element in the
colimit, for this it suffices to show that there exists k > i such that φir

k
i = 0,

where rki : Γk → Γi is the restriction map. Picking k large enough, we can apply
Lemma 3.14 and evaluate φir

k
i on Γk

∼= I ⊕ Zk by evaluating on elements in I
and Zk. By definition, φir

k
i is zero on the Zk summand, while for s ∈ I we have

rki (s) = rii(s), where i : I → Γ exhibits I as a submodule of Γ. But this means

φir
k
i (s) = φirii(s) = ρ(φ)(i(s)) = 0,

so φ = 0. �

For sheaves of projective modules over a hereditary ring we additionally have:

Lemma 3.16. Let {Ki}i∈N be a filtration of X by finite subcomplexes such that
the inverse system {Γ(F|Ki

)}i∈N of sections of a sheaf F of projective left modules
over a hereditary ring on X is semistable. Then we have that the map

colim
i

Hom(Γ(F|Ki
), R)

ρ
−→ Homc(Γ(F), R),

induced by the universal property for the system of maps given by pulling back along
the restriction maps Γ(F) → Γ(F|Ki

), is an isomorphism of right R-modules.

Proof. The universal property induces a map to Hom(Γ(F), R). Note that this
map factors through Homc(Γ(F), R) by construction. We need to show that it is
an isomorphism onto this submodule.

Write Γi = Γ(F|Ki
) and Γ = Γ(F) and ri : Γ → Γi for the restriction maps.

Note that the Γi are finite direct sums of projective modules, hence projective,
so by Lemma 3.15 the map ρ is injective. We still need to show that ρ surjects
onto the compactly determined morphisms. So let f ∈ Homc(Γ, R), and suppose
that f is compactly determined on Ki, so that f(s) = 0 whenever ri(s) = 0. We
want to show that f can be obtained by restriction to a finite subcomplex. By
Lemma 3.14, there exists a finite subcomplex Kk ⊇ Ki such that Γk

∼= I ⊕ Zk

where Zk = ker(Γk → Γi). Define f ′ ∈ Γ∨
k by setting f ′|Zk

= 0 and f ′|I = f ◦ i,
where i : I → Γ is the map that exhibits I as a submodule of Γ satisfying irk = idI .
We claim that f ′ is such that precomposing f ′ with the restriction rk : Γ → Γk is
equal to f . Note that rk and i split I as a direct summand of Γ, with ker(rk) as
the complement. For s ∈ ker(rk) we have ri(s) = rkr

i
k(s) = 0, so f(s) = 0 as f is

compactly determined on Ki. For s ∈ I we have

f(s) = f(irk(s)) = f ′rk(s)

as claimed. �
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3.2.4. Characterising H0(L;h
n|L) under semistability assumptions. Applying the

preceding discussion to the local homology sheaf gives the following analogue of
Proposition 3.12:

Theorem 3.17. Let R be a hereditary ring, and assume that an n-dimensional
locally finite complex X is locally CM of dimension n over R at a subcomplex L.
If {Ki}i∈N is a filtration of L by finite subcomplexes such that the inverse system
{Γ(h∗|Ki

)}i∈N is semistable we have an isomorphism of R-bimodules

(26) H0(L;h
n|L)

∼=
−→ Homc(Γ(hn|L), R).

which is at the chain level given by the formula from Equation (24).

Proof. Observe that taking a colimit over the filtration by finite subcomplexes Ki

of L we have, using that homology commutes with filtered colimits,

H0(L;h
n|L) ∼= colim

i
H0(Ki;h

n|Ki
) = colim

i
H lf

0 (Ki;h
n|Ki

).

Noting that Γc(hn|Ki
) = Γ(hn|Ki

) for finite Ki, we then have by Proposition 3.12

(27) H0(L;h
n|L) ∼= colim

i
Hom(Γc(hn|Ki

), R) = colim
i

Hom(Γ(hn|Ki
), R).

Noting that hn is a sheaf of projective left modules (Lemma 2.9), by Lemma 3.16
we then have

H0(L;h
n|L) ∼= Homc(Γ(hn|L), R).

The chain level formula makes it clear that this is an isomorphism of bimodules. �

Remark 3.18. Note that Propositions 3.12 and Theorem 3.17 also hold under the
weaker assumption that h∗ is a projective left module in every degree by applying
the universal coefficient theorem and the sequence of arguments above degree by
degree.

When R is a PID we have a consequence of this and results from [Geo08]:

Corollary 3.19. Let R be a PID and assume that an n-dimensional locally finite
complex X is locally CM of dimension n over R at a countable subcomplex L.
Then for any filtration {Ki}i∈N of L by finite subcomplexes the inverse system
{Γ(h∗|Ki

)}i∈N is semistable if and only if H0(L;h
∗|L) is a (countably generated)

free R-module. In this case, we have

H0(L;h
n|L) ∼= Homc(Γ(F), R).

Proof. Like in the proof of Theorem 3.17, we have

H0(L;h
n|L) ∼= colim

i
Hom(Γ(h∗|Ki

), R).

Note that this module is countably generated as L is countable and X is locally fi-
nite. The result [Geo08, Proposition 12.5.6] states that {Γ(h∗|Ki

)}i∈N is semistable
if and only if colimi Hom(Γ(h∗|Ki

), R) is a countably generated free module, estab-
lishing the equivalence claimed.

In the case that either of these equivalent conditions holds, Lemma 3.16 gives
the isomorphism. �
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4. Duality for Cohen–Macaulay Complexes

In this section we prove the CM Duality Theorem. In Section 4.1 we set up, for a
full subcomplex L of a locally finite oriented simplicial complexX , aMayer–Vietoris
double complex D•

•(L) such that the homology of the total complex of D•
•(L) is the

homologyHl(X,L
vc) ofX relative to the vertex complement Lvc (Definition 2.17) of

L. When X is locally CM of dimension n at L, the column spectral sequence of the

MV double complex D•
•(L) collapses and gives an isomorphism Hn−p(X,L

vc)
∼=
−→

Hp
c (X ;hn|L).
In Theorem 4.9 we provide a chain level expression for the inverse to this iso-

morphism, which is reminiscent of the cap product. This is used to establish CM
Duality Theorem in Section 4.2.

4.1. The Mayer–Vietoris spectral sequence. In this section we define the
Mayer–Vietoris (MV) double complexD•

•(X) in §4.1.1, and discuss its column spec-
tral sequence in §4.1.2. We then prove that the homology of D•

•(L) is isomorphic
to Hl(X,L

vc) by providing an augmentation for D•
⋆(L) by C⋆(X,L

vc) and proving
the resulting rows are acyclic in §4.1.3. The main technical tool is a map λ called
the last vertex lift (Definition 4.5). Using λ, we provide an explicit chain homotopy
equivalence c : TotD → C∗(X,L

vc) in §4.1.4. This c will be compared to the cap
product later. Variants of the MV double complex are needed to prove duality
results involving other versions of the cap product discussed in Proposition 2.19.
These are discussed in §4.1.5 and §4.1.6.

4.1.1. The Mayer–Vietoris double complex. For a full subcomplex L of a locally
finite oriented simplicial complex X we define the Mayer–Vietoris double complex
of R-bimodules D•

•(L) by setting

(28) Dl
k(L) =

⊕

σ∈Ll

Ck(X,X − s̊tσ).

We define the differentials below. To aid reading this section, Figure 4.1.1 sketches
this double complex and relevant maps, some of which will be defined in later
sections. In what follows we will suppress L from the notation and just write Dl

k.

Cf. Notation 2.7 we denote the generators of Ck(X,X− s̊tσ) = Ck(X)/Ck(X− s̊tσ)
by σ ⊳ α with α ∈ Xk containing σ ∈ Ll. We use the convention that σ ⊳ α = 0 if α
does not contain σ, and σ ⊳ α = 0 in Dl

k if σ /∈ Ll. We can write φ ∈ Dl
k as

φ =
∑

σ∈Ll

∑

α>σ

φσα σ ⊳ α,

where φσα ∈ R are the coefficients of the generators σ ⊳ α. We take the grading on
D•

• to be cohomological in the horizontal direction and homological in the vertical
direction, this is also reflected in the position of the indices.

The horizontal differential il : Dl
k → Dl+1

k is induced by the inclusions (X,X −
s̊tσ〈j〉) →֒ (X,X − s̊tσ), where σ〈j〉 denotes the jth face of σ. Similarly to the
differential for sheaf cohomology from Equation (4), it is given by

ilφ =
∑

σ∈Ll+1

∑

α>σ

l+1
∑

j=0

(−1)jφ
σ〈j〉
α σ ⊳ α.
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Note for future use that the coefficient of σ ⊳ α in ilφ is

(29)
(

ilφ
)σ

α
=

l+1
∑

j=0

(−1)jφ
σ〈j〉
α .

The vertical differentials dk are the direct sums of the differentials on C∗(X,X−
s̊tσ). For φ ∈ Dl

k this means

dkφ =
∑

σ∈Ll

∑

α∈Xk

k
∑

j=0

(−1)jφσασ ⊳ α〈j〉,

so the coefficient of σ ⊳ α for α ∈ Xk−1 in the differential is

(30) (dkφ)
σ
α =

k
∑

j=0

∑

β〈j〉=α

(−1)jφσβ .

As the horizontal differentials are induced by maps of spaces they commute with
the vertical differentials, so D•

• is indeed a double complex. The associated total
complex TotD• is the chain complex of R-bimodules with chain modules TotDj

obtained by summing over the diagonals k−l = j. We equip this with the differential
that on the Dl

k summand is given by

(31) dD,l
k = (−1)k−ldk + il.

Here (−1)l is the usual sign in the differential of a total complex. The (−1)k is a
non-standard convention we use here to circumvent sign issues, and corresponds to
the sign in the differential in Proposition 2.11. It does not change the homology of
the total complex.

Remark 4.1. The Mayer–Vietoris double complex is a variant of the double complex
that gives rise to the Mayer–Vietoris spectral sequence (see [BT82, Chapter II.8]).

The following is a standard fact about the kernels of differentials in double com-
plexes:

Lemma 4.2. Fix l. The kernel ker il of il equipped with the restriction of the
vertical differentials is a subcomplex of TotD.

Proof. The kernel of il clearly consists of submodules of Dl
k. For any φ ∈ (ker il)k

we have idφ = diφ = 0, so dφ ∈ (ker il)k−1. To check that the inclusion map is a
chain map, observe that dDφ = (−1)kdφ. �

4.1.2. The column spectral sequence of the MV double complex. Associated to a
double complex are two spectral sequences, both of which abut to the homology of
the total complex.

We call the spectral sequence obtained by taking the vertical differentials first
the column spectral sequence ColD. The E1-page of the column spectral sequence
for D•

• is

(32) ColD1,l
k =

⊕

σ∈Ll

hXk (σ),

where hXk denotes the degree k part of the local homology sheaf of X . The induced
horizontal differentials on the E1-page are exactly the sheaf cohomology differentials
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0 . . . 0 0 0 0 0

D0
n . . . Dl−1

n Dl
n Dl+1
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k Dl
k Dl+1

k . . . Dd
k 0

D0
k−1 . . . Dl−1

k−1 Dl
k−1 . . .
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... Dd
d 0

. .
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. .
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.

D0
l Dl

l 0

... . .
.

0

... . .
.

. .
.

D0
0 . .

.

0

dk

ilλ

Λ

Figure 1. The MV double complex D(L) of a d dimensional sub-
complex L of an n-dimensional complex X with the differentials il

and dk, the last vertex lift λ, and the diagonal shift Λ.

from Equation (3), so the E2-page is

ColD2,l
k = H l

c(L;h
X
k |L).

The following observation makes it clear why this double complex is relevant to
us:

Proposition 4.3. If X is a n-dimensional locally Cohen–Macaulay complex at a
full subcomplex L the spectral sequence ColD(L) collapses on the E2-page to give

Hn−l(TotD(L)) ∼= H l
c(L;h

X
n |L)

as R-bimodules.

Proof. Note that if X is locally CM at L, only the nth row survives to the E1-page,
and this row is exactly the cochain complex that computes H l

c(L;h
X
n |L). �

4.1.3. The augmented Mayer–Vietoris complex and the last vertex lift. We will now
show that the homology of the total complex of D is isomorphic to H∗(X,L

vc) (re-
gardless of whether X is locally CM). For each k the rows of the double complex
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D•
k admit augmentations by Ck(X,L

vc) that are compatible with the vertical dif-
ferentials:

Proposition 4.4. Let L be a full subcomplex of a locally finite oriented simplicial
complex X with Lvc ordered before L (see Definition 2.17). Let Dl

• denote the l-
th column of D•

•(L) equipped with the vertical differentials dk. Then the following
sequence of chain complexes is exact:

0 → C•(X,L
vc)

ǫ
−→ D0

•
i0
−→ D1

•
i1
−→ · · · ,

where ǫ is the product of the maps C•(X,L
vc) → C•(X,X− s̊tv) of chain complexes

induced by the inclusions of pairs (X,Lvc) → (X,X − s̊tv) for all v ∈ L0.

Note that as ǫ is induced by maps of spaces it is a chain map. In the proof of
this proposition, we will use an explicit splitting of the differential il. We will also
make use of this splitting in finding our explicit inverse to the augmentation ǫ in
§4.1.4. It is defined as follows:

Definition 4.5. Let L be a full subcomplex of X oriented so that Lvc is before
L. Then the last-vertex lift λφ of a chain φ ∈ Dl

k(L) is the chain in Dl−1
k (L) with

coefficients

(33) (λφ)σα = (−1)lφσ⋆αk
α .

This defines a degree -1 map

λ : Dl
k → Dl−1

k

φ 7→ λφ,

where we declare λφ = 0 if φ ∈ D0
k.

On a generator σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k, it is a worthwhile exercise to check that

(34) λ(σ ⊳ α) =

{

(−1)lσ6l−1 ⊳ α if σl = αk

0 otherwise.

For the proof of Proposition 4.4 the crucial property of λ is:

Lemma 4.6. For l > 0 and φ ∈ Dl
k the last vertex lift satisfies

(35) λiφ+ iλφ = φ.

For l = 0 and a generator αm ⊳ α ∈ D0
k we have

λi(αm ⊳ α) =

{

−
∑k−1

j=0 αj ⊳ α for m = k

αm ⊳ α otherwise.

Proof. This is a direct computation. For l > 0, note that if φ ∈ Dl
k, then iφ ∈ Dl+1

k

and λφ ∈ Dl−1
k . Let σ ⊳α ∈ Dl

k be a generator. Then the component (λiφ)σα of λiφ
for φ =

∑

φτβτ ⊳ β at this generator is

(λiφ)σα = (−1)l+1(iφ)σ⋆αk
α =

l+1
∑

j=0

(−1)l+1+jφ
(σ⋆αk)〈j〉
α =

l
∑

j=0

(−1)j+l+1φ
σ〈j〉⋆αk

α + φσα,
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where we used Equation (29) in the second equality, and the fact that the l + 1th
face of σ ⋆ αk is σ in the last. For iλφ we find that the corresponding coefficient is

(iλφ)σα =

l
∑

j=0

(−1)j(λφ)
σ〈j〉
α =

l
∑

j=0

(−1)j+lφ
σ〈j〉⋆αk

α .

Adding these together gives the desired result.
For l = 0, let αm ⊳α ∈ D0

k. Using Equation (29) we see that only non-degenerate
edges of α contribute to the differential, with positive sign exactly when αm is the
last vertex (equivalently zeroth face) of the edge. This gives:

i(αm ⊳ α) =
m−1
∑

j=0

(αj ⋆ αm) ⊳ α−
k
∑

j=m+1

(αm ⋆ αj) ⊳ α.

Applying λ to this gives

λi(αm ⊳ α) =

{

−
∑k−1

j=0 αj ⊳ α for m = k

αm ⊳ α otherwise.

This finishes the proof. �

At the left end of the augmented chain complex we will use the map

κ : D0
k → Ck(X ;Lvc)

αm ⊳ α 7→ δm,kα,
(36)

where δm,k denotes the Kronecker delta. For this map we have:

Lemma 4.7. For κ as defined above we have

ǫκ = id− λi0

κǫ = id,

where ǫ is the augmentation map from Proposition 4.4.

Proof. This is another direct computation. In terms of generators, the map ǫ gives
on a k-simplex α ∈ Xk

ǫ(α) =
k
∑

j=0

αj ⊳ α,

where αj denotes the jth vertex of α. So for a generator αm ⊳ α we get

ǫκ(αm ⊳ α) =

{

∑k
j=0 αj ⊳ α for m = k

0 otherwise.

So we have, using Lemma 4.6,

(ǫκ+ λi0)(αm ⊳ α) =

{

∑k
j=0 αj ⊳ α−

∑k−1
j=0 αj ⊳ α for m = k

0 + αm ⊳ α otherwise

= αm ⊳ α.

For the second equality, on α ∈ Xk − Lk we have

κǫ(α) = κ(

k
∑

j=0

αj ⊳ α) = α.

This finishes the proof. �
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. Fix k. We will show that the kth row is exact. To do
this, we will show that the identity on the augmented cochain complex

C̃• = 0 → Ck(X,L
vc)

ǫ
−→ D0

k
i0
−→ D1

k
i1
−→ · · · ,

is null homotopic. Write ĩ for the differential on the augmented chain complex.
Our null-homotopy λ̃ : C̃ → C̃[−1] is defined by setting λ̃ = λ on Dl

k with l > 0.

On D0
l we set λ̃ = κ, note that necessarily λ̃ = 0 on Ck(X,L

vc). Then we have

(37) φ = λ̃ĩφ+ ĩλ̃φ

for any φ ∈ C̃•. For l > 0 this is Lemma 4.6, for l = 0 this uses the first equation
from Lemma 4.7, and for l = −1 this is the second equation from Lemma 4.7. This
implies that C̃• is exact. �

From the above we can deduce that ǫ is a chain map onto the subcomplex
(Lemma 4.2) ker i0 ⊂ TotD. The map κ provides an inverse chain map in the
other direction:

Lemma 4.8. The map κ from Equation (36) restricts to a chain map

κ|ker i0 : ker i0 → C•(X,L
vc).

inverse to ǫ.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7 the maps κ|ker i0 and ǫ are mutually inverse, and a module-
wise inverse to a chain map is necessarily a chain map. �

4.1.4. An explicit inverse to the augmentation map. Proposition 4.4 from the last

section implies that the augmented double complex C•(X,L
vc)

ǫ
−→ D•

• is a first-
quadrant double complex with exact rows, so by a standard spectral sequence
argument ǫ induces an isomorphism in homology: as the rows of D•

• are exact, the
E1-page of the row spectral sequence RowD is concentrated the zeroth column.
Considering the augmentation ǫ we additionally see that this column is isomorphic
to C•(X,L

vc). The spectral sequence then collapses on the E2-page to show that ǫ
indeed induces an isomorphism from H∗(X,L

vc) to H∗(TotD) (see [BT82, Chapter
II.8]).

We now show how to construct an explicit chain level inverse to ǫ. We will later
compare this to taking the cap product with a fundamental class. Before doing this,
we need to pay the price4 for our non-standard sign convention in the differential
(Equation (31)) on the total complex for D•

•: we have effectively multiplied the
vertical differential on each kth row of D•

• by (−1)k, so in order for ǫ to give a chain
map C•(X,L

vc) → TotD•, we should do the same to C•(X,L
vc). So we define

C̄•(X,L
vc) by setting

C̄k(X,L
vc) = Ck(X,L

vc),

with differential

d̄ : C̄k(X,L
vc) → C̄k−1(X,L

vc)

a 7→ (−1)kda,
(38)

where d denotes the usual differential on C•(X,L
vc). Note that

HkC̄•(X,L
vc) = HkC•(X,L

vc) = Hk(X,L
vc),

for all k. With this definition, our next goal is:

4Compared to the sign issues avoided, we assure you that this is quite a small price.
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Theorem 4.9. Let L be a full subcomplex of a locally finite, finite dimensional
complex X oriented so that Lvc comes before L, and let D•

•(L) be as defined in
Section 4.1.1. Then there is a chain homotopy equivalence

c : TotD• → C̄•(X,L
vc)

with inverse ǫ : C̄•(X,L
vc) → TotD•, defined summand-wise by

c
k
l : D

l
k(L) → Ck−l(X,L

vc)

φ 7→
∑

α∈Xk

φ
α>k−l
α α6k−l.

Furthermore c induces a natural (for inclusions of subcomplexes) R-bimodule iso-
morphism

(39) H∗(TotD) ∼= H∗(X,L
vc).

Note the similarity between c and the cap product (Equation (10)). The isomor-
phism is natural in the sense that:

Lemma 4.10. Let K ⊂ K ′ be full subcomplexes of a locally finite oriented simplicial
complex X. Then the inclusion f : K → K ′ induces a map

f•
• : D

•
•(K) → D•

•(K
′)

σ ⊳ α 7→ σ ⊳ α.

Denote by cK and cK′ the isomorphism from Theorem 4.9 for K and K ′ respectively.
Then we have

(cK′)∗f
∗
∗ = f∗

∗ (cK)∗

for the induced maps on homology.

Proof. The fact that f•
• is a chain map is a routine check. To see that c is natural

observe that, for ǫX and ǫY the corresponding morphisms from Theorem 4.9,

ǫY f
•
• = f•

• ǫX

already at the level of chains. We show in the proof of Theorem 4.9 that ǫ and c are
inverses for each other at the level of homology and then the statement follows. �

Proof of Theorem 4.9. We need to show that c is a homotopy inverse for ǫ, and in
particular that it is indeed a chain map. To see that it is a chain map, we claim
that c can be written as

c = κΛm,

where κ : D0
• → C•(X ;Lvc) is the map from Equation (36), m is a large enough

integer, and Λ is the diagonal shift

(40) Λ = id− λdD − dDλ,

where dD,l
k = (−1)k−ldk + il is the differential we are using on the total complex.

The map Λ: TotD → TotD is chain homotopic to the identity by construction.
We show in Proposition 4.11 that, for m high enough, Λm projects onto ker i0. We
know that κ|ker i0 is a chain map by Lemma 4.8, so κΛm is a chain map.

To show that c = κΛm, we compare both on generators. On a generator σ ⊳ α ∈
Dl

k the map c is

(41) c(σ ⊳ α) =

{

α6k−l if σ = α>k−l

0 otherwise.
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We prove below, in Proposition 4.18, that for σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k and any m > l we have

Λm(σ ⊳ α) =

{

∑k−l
j=0 αj ⊳ α6k−l if σ = α>k−l

0 otherwise.

By definition κ(αj ⊳ α6k−l) = δj,k−lα6k−l, therefore c = κΛm for m > dim(X).
To show that c is a homotopy inverse to ǫ, first note that for a k-simplex α

c(ǫα) = c

(

k
∑

i=0

αi ⊳ α

)

= α,

so cǫ = id. The other composite gives, when evaluated on a generator σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k,

ǫc(σ ⊳ α) =

{

ǫ(α6k−l) =
∑k−l

j=0 αj ⊳ α6k−l if σ = α>k−l

0 otherwise

= Λm(σ ⊳ α),

for m > l. The map Λ is chain homotopic to the identity by construction, so any
power of it is. This shows that ǫc is homotopic to the identity and we are done. �

This also completes the proof of Lemma 4.10, establishing that c is natural. In
the proof of Theorem 4.9 we used:

Proposition 4.11 (Python Proposition). When m > dim(X) the chain map Λm

projects onto the kernel of i0.

We prove this in two steps. The first uses:

Lemma 4.12. Let φ ∈ Dl
k. Then for the map Λ = id− λdD − dDλ we have

Λφ =

{

(−1)k−l (dλφ − λdφ) for l > 0,

φ− λiφ for l = 0.

Proof. As the total differential is dD,l
k = (−1)k−ldk + il, this implies that on Dl

k we
have

Λ = id− (−1)k−lλd− (−1)k−l−1dλ − λi− iλ.

We showed that λi + iλ = id when l > 0 in Lemma 4.6, so the above simplifies to
the required result. On D0

• the map λ is trivial, and after removing trivial terms
we attain Λ = id− iλ. �

In particular this tells us that Λ shifts elements along the diagonal. The second
step in the proof of Proposition 4.11 uses:

Lemma 4.13. Let φ ∈ D0
k, then Λ2φ = Λφ and

iΛφ = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.12, Λ acts as id − λi on D0
k. In Lemma 4.6 we showed that

λi+ iλ = id when l > 0, so that

(λi)2 = λ(iλ)i = λ(id− λi)i = λi− λi2 = λi,

as i2 = 0. Hence Λ on D0
k is complementary to an idempotent, hence also idempo-

tent. For the second claim, note

iΛ = i(id− λi) = i− iλi = i− (id− λi)i = 0,

again using the fact that λi+ iλ = id when l > 0. �
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Proof of Proposition 4.11. By Lemma 4.12, the map Λ maps Dl
k to Dl−1

k−1 for l > 0,

and D0
k to itself. On D0

k, Lemma 4.13 tells us that Λ projects onto ker i0. As

Dl
k is trivial when l > dim(X), the image of Λdim(X) is contained in D0

•. So for
m > dim(X) the map Λm projects onto ker i0. �

Remark 4.14. Note that if φ ∈ Dl
k is dD closed, then using Lemma 4.6 we get

Λφ = φ− dDλφ = φ− iλφ− (−1)k−l+1dλφ = (−1)k−ldλφ,

so Λ acts by lifting horizontally and subsequently taking the vertical differential on
closed forms. Furthermore

iΛφ = (−1)k−lidλφ = (−1)k−ldiλφ = (−1)k−ldφ = 0,

so Λφ ∈ ker i and has a unique lift λΛφ ∈ Dl−2
k−1. This corresponds to the connecting

homomorphism in the usual snake lemma, our Python Proposition 4.11 can be
viewed as a form of the snake lemma with iterated lifts.

In the proof of Theorem 4.9 we also used the explicit value of powers of Λ on
generators. The first step in computing these is:

Lemma 4.15. Let σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k. Then

Λ(σ ⊳ α) =

{

(δσl,αk
− δσl,αk−1

)σ6l−1 ⊳ α6k−1 for l > 0

δσ,αk

∑k
j=0 αj ⊳ α for l = 0,

where δσl,αk
denotes the Kronecker delta.

Proof. By Lemma 4.12, for l > 0 we need to compute λd and dλ on σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k.

Equation (34) gives:

λdσ ⊳ α =

k
∑

j=0

(−1)jλ(σ ⊳ α〈j〉) =

k
∑

j=0

(−1)j+lδσl,(α〈j〉)k−1
σ6l−1 ⊳ α〈j〉,

Note that

(α〈j〉)k−1 =

{

αk for j < k

αk−1 for j = k,

so we have

λdσ ⊳ α =











∑k−1
j=0 (−1)j+lσ6l−1 ⊳ α〈j〉 for σl = αk

(−1)k−lσ6l−1 ⊳ α6k−1 for σl = αk−1

0 otherwise.

For dλ we get:

dλσ ⊳α = (−1)lδσl,αk
dσ6l−1 ⊳α = δσl,αk

dσ6l−1 ⊳α = δσl,αk

k
∑

j=0

(−1)j+lσ6l−1 ⊳α〈j〉.

When σl = αk, all but the j = k summands in dλ and λd match. So we find

(−1)k−l (dλφ− λdφ) σ ⊳ α = (δσl,αk
− δσl,αk−1

)σ6l−1 ⊳ α6k−1.

For l = 0, Lemma 4.12 tells us that we have Λ = id − λi0. We found λi0 in
Lemma 4.6, and using that calculation gives:

Λ(αm ⊳ α) = αm ⊳ α− λi0(αm ⊳ α) =

{

∑k
j=0 αj ⊳ α for m = k

0 otherwise.
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This is what we wanted to show. �

We first prove a short lemma before showing that powers of Λ behave nicely.

Lemma 4.16. Suppose that σ is an n-simplex and α is an n+ 1-simplex. If ∂ is
the usual simplicial chain map then

σ∗(∂α) = σ∗
6k−1(∂α6k)σ

∗
>k(∂α>k),

for 1 6 k 6 n.

Proof. Note that

(42) σ∗(∂α) =

{

(−1)j if σ = α〈j〉

0 otherwise.

If both σ∗
6k−1(∂α6k) and σ∗

>k(∂α>k) are nonzero, then σ6k−1 and σ>k are faces

of α, so σ < α and σ = α〈j〉 for some j. If j 6 k then σ6k−1 = (α6k)〈j〉 and
σ>k = (α>k)〈0〉, therefore

σ∗
6k−1(∂α6k)σ

∗
>k(∂α>k) = (−1)j(−1)0 = (−1)j .

If j > k then σ6k−1 = (α6k)〈k〉 and σ>k = (α>k)〈j−k〉, therefore

σ∗
6k−1(∂α6k)σ

∗
>k(∂α>k) = (−1)k(−1)j−k = (−1)j .

�

Lemma 4.17. Let σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k and 1 6 m 6 l. Then

Λm(σ ⊳ α) = σ∗
>l−m+1(∂α>k−m)σ6l−m ⊳ αk−m.

Here ∂ denotes the usual chain differential.

Proof. We will use induction on m. The base step is Lemma 4.15, observing that

σ∗
l (∂α>k−1) = δσl,αk

− δσl,αk−1
.

For the induction step, assume we have established the formula for m < l. Then
we have

Λm+1(σ ⊳ α) = σ∗
>l−m+1(∂α>k−m)Λ(σ6l−m ⊳ α6k−m)

= σ∗
l−m(∂(αk−m−1 ⋆ αk−m))σ∗

>l−m+1(∂α>k−m)σ6l−m−1 ⊳ α6k−m−1.

The result follows by applying the k = 1 version of Lemma 4.16 with σ>l−m and
α>k−m−1. �

Higher powers of Λ give:

Proposition 4.18. For σ ⊳ α ∈ Dl
k we have

Λm(σ ⊳ α) =

{

∑k
j=0 αj ⊳ α6k−l if σ = α>k−l

0 otherwise.

for all m > l+ 1.
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Proof. We just need to apply Λ to the expression for Λl from Lemma 4.17, using
Lemma 4.15. This gives

Λl+1(σ ⊳ α) = σ∗
>1(∂α>k−l)Λ(σ0 ⊳ α6k−l) = σ∗

>1(∂α>k−l)σ
∗
0(αk−l)

k−l
∑

j=0

αj ⊳ α6k−l.

For this to be non-zero we need σ0 = αk−l. It follows that σ
∗
>1(∂α>k−l) is nonzero

only if σ>1 = α>k−l+1. These together give σ = α>k−l, and we are done. �

4.1.5. The product Mayer–Vietoris complex. As the arguments used in the proofs
above are chain-by-chain, they also apply to the double complexD⊓ which is defined
analogously to D with products instead of direct sums. This gives:

Corollary 4.19. The morphism

c
⊓ : (D⊓)•• → C lf

• (X,L
vc)

defined by the same formula as c from Theorem 4.9 induces an isomorphism

H∗(TotD
⊓) ∼= H lf

∗ (X,L
vc).

In particular,ColD andColD⊓ abut toH∗(X,L
vc) andH lf

∗ (X,L
vc) respectively,

and in the Cohen–Macaulay case this gives an isomorphism between the relative
homology of X and Lvc and the cohomology of the local homology sheaf over L.
Comparing Equations (10) and (39), we see that this isomorphism is closely related
to the cap product, and we will show below that it is in fact given by capping with
a fundamental class.

4.1.6. The dual Mayer–Vietoris complex. We now establish the analogue of The-
orem 4.9 needed for the duality statements involving the second version of the
cap product (Equation (12)). To do this, we consider the dual double complex of
R-bimodules

B⋆
•(L) = HomR-Mod(D

•
⋆(L), R)

obtained by taking left R-linear maps. Note that

Bk
l =

∏

σ∈Ll

Ck(X,X − s̊tσ).

Observe that the column spectral sequence has

ColBk
1,l = Hk(

∏

σ∈Ll

Ck(X,X − s̊tσ)) ∼=
∏

σ∈Ll

hk(σ)

as its E1-page, and the E2-page is therefore

ColBk
2,l = H lf

l (L, h
k).

We will show that this abuts to H∗(X,Lvc), and establish the analogous statement
for compactly supported cohomology and cosheaf homology. In doing this, we will
also use the double complex

(Bc(L))
k
l =

⊕

σ∈Ll

Ck(X,X − s̊tσ),

for which the E2-page of the column spectral sequence is Hl(L, h
k).
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Theorem 4.20. Let L be a full subcomplex of a locally finite oriented simplicial
complex X. Define the maps

c
∨ : Cq(X,Lvc) → TotBq

c
∨
c : C

q
c (X,L

vc) → (TotBc)
q

on generators by sending for a q-simplex β with at least one vertex in L the generator
β∗ ∈ Cq(X,Lvc) to

(43) c
∨(β∗) = c

∨
c (β

∗) =

∞
∑

k=q

∑

α∈Lk

β∗(α6q)α>q ⊳ α
∗.

These induce natural isomorphisms of R-bimodules

Hq(X,Lvc) ∼= HqTotB

Hq
c (X,L

vc) ∼= HqTotBc.

We will prove this in several steps. First, we establish that c
∨ is dual to c.

From this the statement about non-compactly supported cohomology follows, and
hence also the statement for compactly supported cohomology when L is a finite
subcomplex. For infinite subcomplexes we complete the argument using a limit
over finite subcomplexes.

Lemma 4.21. The dual Hom(c, R) of c from Theorem 4.9 is c∨ from Theorem 4.20.

Proof. We just need to check this for a generator β∗ ∈ Cq(X,Lvc) like in the
statement of Theorem 4.20. Evaluating c

∨(β∗) on σ ⊳ γ ∈ Dk
l gives

c
∨(β∗)(σ ⊳ γ) =

∞
∑

k′=q

∑

α∈Lk′

β∗(α6q)(α>q ⊳ α
∗)(σ ⊳ γ)

=

∞
∑

k′=q

∑

α∈Lk′

β∗(α6q)δα>q,σδα,γ

= β∗(γ6q)δγ>q,σ.

For δγ>q,σ to be non-zero γ>q needs to be an l-simplex, meaning that q = k − l.
The image of β under the dual of c evaluated on the same element is

β∗(c(σ ⊳ γ)) = β∗(
∑

α∈Xk

δσ,α>k−l
δα,γα6k−l)

= β∗(γ6k−l)δγ>k−l,σ,

so the dual of c and c
∨ indeed agree. �

This immediately gives us:

Corollary 4.22. The morphism c
∨ induces an isomorphism in cohomology for all

full subcomplexes of X.

Proof. By Theorem 4.9, c is a chain homotopy equivalence, so its image c
∨ under

the additive functor Hom(−, R) is also a chain homotopy equivalence. �

This gives us all we need to prove Theorem 4.20.
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Proof of Theorem 4.20. The statement for c∨ is the content of Corollary 4.22. For
c
∨
c , let K be a full finite subcomplex. Then the double complexes B(K) and
Bc(K) agree, so by Corollary 4.22 the map cc,K induces an isomorphism between
H l

c(X,K
vc) and H lTotB. Observe that if K ′ is another finite full subcomplex and

ι : K →֒ K ′ we have by dualizing Lemma 4.10 the commutative diagram

H∗(X,Kvc) H∗(Bc(K))

H∗(X, (K ′)vc) H∗(Bc(K
′)).

c
∨
K

∼=

c
∨
K′

∼=

ι∗ ι∗

For a full subcomplex L taking a colimit over full finite subcomplexes of L gives

colim
K⊂L

H∗(X,Kvc) ∼= H∗
c (X,L

vc)

and

colim
K⊂L

Bc(K) ∼= Bc(L).

Commutativity of the diagram above means that the c
∨
K induce c

∨
c in the colimit

to give

c
∨
c : H

∗
c (X,L

vc)
∼=
−→ H∗(Bc(L)),

which is what we wanted to show. �

4.2. The CM Duality Theorem. In this section we prove the CM Duality The-
orem (Theorem 4.26). We first define a fundamental class X̄ ∈ H lf

n (X ;h∗) of
an n-dimensional locally finite oriented simplicial complex X and compute the cap
product with this class (Lemma 4.24). We compare this with the quasi-isomorphism
c (from Theorem 4.9) and its dual c∨ (from Theorem 4.20) in § 4.2.2. When X is
locally CM, the CM Duality Theorem follows quickly in §4.2.3. In §4.4 we show
how to modify the proof to obtain CM duality for (co)homology with coefficients
in R-modules. With a relaxed form of the local CM condition there are still duality
isomorphisms in some degrees; we examine this in §4.3.

4.2.1. The fundamental class. IfX is a n-dimensional complex, we have that hn(σ) =
〈σ∗〉 whenever σ is an n-simplex. This allows us to define:

Definition 4.23. The fundamental class [X̄] ∈ H lf
n (X,h

∗) of an n-dimensional
complex X is the class of the “diagonal” locally finite cycle with coefficients in the
local cohomology cosheaf given by

(44) X̄ =
∑

α∈Xn

α ⊳ α∗ ∈
∏

α∈Xn

h∗(α).

To see that this chain is closed observe that at σ ∈ Xn−1

dX̄σ =
∑

α>σ

[σ : α]σ ⊳ α∗ = δ(σ ⊳ σ∗) ∈ Im(Cn−1(X,X − s̊tσ)
δ
−→ Cn(X,X − s̊tσ)),

where [σ : α] = ±1 tracks whether σ is an odd or even face of α.
Capping with the fundamental class behaves quite nicely:

Lemma 4.24. Let L be a subcomplex of an n-dimensional locally finite oriented
simplicial complex X with Lvc before L (Definition 2.17). Take φ ∈ Cl

c(L, hn) and
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write φ =
∑

φσασ ⊳ α. Taking the relative cap product from Proposition 2.19 with
the fundamental class gives

X̄ ∩ φ =
∑

α∈Xn

φ
α>n−l
α α6n−l ∈ Cn−l(X,L

vc).

Similarly, for ψ ∈ Cl(X,L) written as ψ =
∑

ψσ
ασ ⊳ α we have

X̄ ∩ ψ =
∑

α∈Xn

ψ
α>n−l
α α6n−l ⊳ α

∗ ∈ Cn−l(L
vc;hn).

Proof. Capping with the representative of the fundamental class gives

(45) X̄ ∩ φ =
∑

σ∈Ll

∑

α>σ

φσαX̄ ∩ (σ ⊳ α).

Using the expression (Equation (44)) for the fundamental class, we see that we
want to compute (using Equation (10)) for β ∈ Xn

β ⊳ β∗ ∩ σ ⊳ α = δβ>n−l,σ〈h
∗(β>n−l < β)(β ⊳ β∗), β>n−l ⊳ α〉β6n−l

= δβ>n−l,σ〈β>n−l ⊳ β
∗, β>n−l ⊳ α〉β6n−l

= δβ>n−l,σδβ,αβ6n−l.

Plugging this into Equation (45) now gives the first equation. The second is proved
similarly. �

4.2.2. Capping with the fundamental class versus c and c
∨. We now compare cap-

ping with the fundamental class with the map c from Theorem 4.9. When X is
n-dimensional we have the maps hn(σ) →֒ Cn(X,X − s̊tσ) including the homology
as the kernel of the differential. This gives a map (see Figure 4.1.1 for a visual aid)

Cl
c(L;hn|L)

ι
−→ Dl

n(L) =
⊕

σ∈Xl

Cn(X,X − s̊tσ).

Similarly, we want to compare c∨ (and its compactly supported version) from The-
orem 4.20 with X̄ ∩ −. For n-dimensional X we have a map induced from the
quotient maps Cn(X,X − s̊tσ) → hn(σ) to give

Bl
n(L

vc)
q
−→ C lf

n−l(L
vc;hn),

that we will use for the comparison.

Proposition 4.25. Let X be an n-dimensional locally finite oriented simplicial
complex with fundamental class [X̄] ∈ H lf

n (X ;hn) and subcomplex L, oriented so
that Lvc is before L. Then the composite

Cl
c(L;hn|L)

ι
−→ Dl

n(L)
c

−→ Cn−l(X,L
vc)

is equal to the cap product X̄ ∩−. The corresponding statement for non-compactly
supported cohomology and locally finite homology also holds. Similarly

Cl
c(X,L;R)

c
∨

−→ Bl
n(L

vc)
q
−→ Cn−l(L

vc;hn)

agrees with X̄ ∩− and the analogous statement for non-compactly supported coho-
mology and locally finite homology holds.
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Proof. The first statement follows immediately by comparing the formula for X̄∩−
from Lemma 4.24 with the expression for c from Theorem 4.9.

For the second we need to take a little care. Theorem 4.20 provides a map out of
Cq(X,Lvc), so we would like to apply this theorem with Lvc playing the role of L.
However, we have oriented Lvc before L. This means that to apply Theorem 4.20
we should reverse the orientation of X . The map c

∨ (see Equation (43)) then
becomes the map that takes β∗ ∈ Cl

c(X,L) to a chain in B(Lvc) with components
in Bl

n(L
vc) given by

∑

α∈Ln

β∗(α>n−l)α6n−l ⊳ α
∗.

Here we used that reversing the orientation of X exchanges front faces and back
faces. Composing this with the map Bl

n(L
vc) → C lf

n−l(L
vc;hn) indeed agrees with

the expression found in Lemma 4.24. �

4.2.3. The CM Duality Theorem. We have now gathered all we need to prove the
CM Duality Theorem. There will be eight different duality isomorphisms in this
theorem. These are subdivided into four that map out of cohomology with coeffi-
cients in h∗, and four that map out of R-cohomology. Within these groups there
is a further subdivision into pairs based on whether one needs the local CM condi-
tion to hold on all of the simplicial complex or only at a subcomplex. In each of
the resulting four pairs there is both a variant where the domain is the compactly
supported cohomology or cohomology without restriction on support.

Theorem 4.26 (CM Duality). Let X be a locally finite complex of dimension n with
local homology sheaf hn and local cohomology sheaf hn. Let L be a full subcomplex
of X and pick an oriented of X so that Lvc is before L. Then the following maps

1. a. when X is locally CM at L

i. H l
c(L;hn|L)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(X,L

vc;R),

ii. H l(L;hn|L)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(X,L
vc;R)

b. when X is locally CM

i. H l
c(X,L;hn)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(L

vc;R)

ii. H l(X,L;hn)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(L
vc;R)

2. a. when X is locally CM at Lvc

i. H l
c(X,L;R)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(L

vc;hn|Lvc)

ii. H l(X,L;R)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(L
vc;hn|Lvc)

b. when X is locally CM

i. H l
c(L;R)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(X,L

vc;hn)

ii. H l(L;R)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(X,L
vc;hn)

induced by taking the cap product with the fundamental class are all isomorphisms
of R-bimodules.

Proof. 1.a.i: Recall the MV double complex D•
•(L) from § 4.1.1. Because X is CM

at L the column spectral sequence of this double complex collapses (Proposition 4.3)
to give an isomorphism

H∗
c (L;hn|L)

∼= H∗TotD,



DUALITY FOR CM COMPLEXES THROUGH COMBINATORIAL SHEAVES 37

induced by the inclusion of C∗(L, hn) as the nth row of the E1-page. Combining
this with Theorem 4.9 gives an isomorphism

H l(L;hn|L)
∼=
−→ Hn−l(X,L

vc;R).

By Proposition 4.25 this isomorphism agrees with [X̄ ] ∩ −, establishing that the
map in 1.a.i is an isomorphism.

1.a.ii: Observe that when X is locally CM at L we have

H∗(TotD
⊓) ∼= H∗(L;hn|L),

by a similar spectral sequence argument as for D. Applying Corollary 4.19 and
Proposition 4.25 then yields the result.

2.a.i and 2.a.ii: We prove the map from 2.a.i is an isomorphism, the argument
for the map from 2.a.ii is analogous. For X locally CM at L, the double complex
Bc’s column spectral sequence collapses to give

H l(TotBc(L
vc)) ∼= Hn−l(L

vc, hn).

Using Proposition 4.25 now yields the result.
The fact that the rest of the maps are isomorphisms now follows by using the long

exact sequences for the short exact sequences of chain complexes from Equation (21)
(characterising the relative chain complex as a cokernel and the relative cochain
complex as a kernel) used to set up the relative caps and the five-lemma. We
present the argument here for 1.b.i, the rest is similar. The short exact sequence
for cochains restricts to a short exact sequence for cochains with compact support.
This together with the short exact sequence for chains gives

0 Cl
c(X,L;hn) Cl

c(X ;hn) Cl−1
c (L;hn|L) 0

0 Cn−l(L
vc) Cn−l(X) Cn−l+1(X,L

vc) 0.

X̄∩− X̄∩− X̄∩−

Note that the proof of Proposition 2.19 implies that this is a commutative diagram.
Additionally, as X̄ is closed X̄ ∩ − is a chain map, so we get the commutative
diagram

. . . H l−1
c (L;hn|L) H l

c(X,L;hn) H l
c(X ;hn) . . .

. . . Hn−l+1(X,L
vc) Hn−l(L

vc) Hn−l(X) . . .

X̄∩−∼= X̄∩−∼= X̄∩−∼=

for the long exact sequences. As X is locally CM, it is also locally CM at L, so
both the maps on the sides are isomorphisms by 1.a.i. Applying the five-lemma
then shows that the map in the middle is too. �

Remark 4.27. For a triangulated manifold without boundary, the local homology
sheaf over Z is a locally constant sheaf with stalks Z. An orientation is the same as
an isomorphism of sheaves of graded abelian groups between h∗ and the constant
sheaf Z in degree n. This is equivalently (by the Universal Coefficient Theorem) an
isomorphism of cosheaves of graded abelian groups between the constant cosheaf
Z in degree n and h∗. With these observations in mind one recovers the usual
Poincaré duality for both oriented and unorientable manifolds from the Duality
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Theorem above. Note that for a non-orientable n-manifoldM there are two distinct
versions:

Hk(M ;h∗) ∼= Hn−k(M ;Z)

as well as
Hk(M ;Z) ∼= Hn−k(M ;h∗).

When M is orientable and has boundary ∂M , the local homology is trivial on the
boundary and one sees that

H∗(M ;h∗) ∼= H∗(M,∂M ;Z),

so the Duality Theorem gives Lefschetz duality.

4.3. Weaker forms of duality. For completeness, we now discuss sharpenings
of CM Duality that can be obtained by studying the column spectral sequences of
D•

•(L) and the other double complexes more closely. We will only discuss D•
•, the

others are similar.
The basic observation is that if Hn−p(TotD) is isomorphic to Hp

c (L;hn|L), The-
orem 4.9 still tells us that this group is isomorphic to Hn−p(X,L

vc). The group
Hp

c (L;hn|L) is the group in position (p, n) on the E2-page of the column spectral
sequence, so sufficient conditions for Hn−p(TotD) to be isomorphic to this group
are that (a) the differentials into or out of Hp

c (L;hn|L) are zero on all pages from
E2-onwards and (b) all other groups on the same diagonal vanish. Because we are
assuming that X is n-dimensional, all differentials out of Hp

c (L;hn|L) are trivial.
Recall (see Figure 4.1.1) that by Lemma 2.8 from the E1-page onwards all groups

below the line (l, l + 1) vanish, expect for possibly the group at ColD1,n
n . Addi-

tionally all groups above the line k = n as well as right of the line l = n vanish for
dimension reasons. The conditions (a) and (b) are then captured as follows:

Lemma 4.28. Let X be a simplicial complex of dimension n and let L be a sub-
complex. Fix 0 6 p 6 n. Assume that H l(L;hk|L) = 0 for

(a) 0 6 l 6 p− 2 and k = l + n− p+ 1;
(b) or 0 6 l 6 p− 1 and k = l + n− p.

Then the map
Hp

c (L;hn|L) → Hn−p(TotD),

induced by the maps hn(σ) → Cn(X,X − s̊tσ) (see the discussion before Proposi-
tion 4.25) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Condition (a) ensures that all groups that (for l > 2) have differentials on
the El-page into the position (p, n) that the map Cp

c (L;hn|L) → Dp
n(L) maps into

are zero. Indeed, (see also Figure 4.1.1), on the El-page of the column spectral
sequence of D the groups with differential into ColDl,p

n are the groups in position
(l, l+ n− p+ 1) with 0 6 l 6 p− 2. So under condition (a) we find that

Hp
c (L;hn|L)

∼= ColD2,p
n

∼= ColD∞,p
n .

Condition (b) ensures that on the E∞-page there are no other non-zero groups on
same diagonal (l, l + n − p) with 0 6 l 6 p − 1 as ColD∞,p

n . This allows us to
conclude

ColD∞,p
n

∼= Hn−p(TotD),

which is our desired isomorphism. �

For p = 0 both conditions are vacuous. Using Proposition 4.25 therefore gives:
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Corollary 4.29. If X is a locally finite oriented simplicial complex of dimension
n with a full subcomplex L so that Lvc comes before L, then the cap product with
the fundamental class X̄ induces an isomorphism

H0(L;hn) ∼= Hn(X,L
vc).

More generally we have:

Corollary 4.30. Let X be a simplicial complex of dimension n and let L be a
subcomplex with vertices ordered after Lvc. Assume further that the hypotheses
of Lemma 4.28 are satisfied for some 0 6 p 6 dimL. Then capping with the
fundamental class [X̄ ] gives an isomorphism

[X̄] ∩ − : Hp
c (L;hn|L)

∼=
−→ Hn−p(X,L

vc).

Proof. Combine Proposition 4.25 and Lemma 4.28. �

4.4. Duality with coefficients in (co)sheaves. In this section, we sketch how
to modify the ingredients of the CM Duality Theorem 4.26 in order to encompass
coefficients in (co)sheaves. Our goal is to give an outline of how the proofs change;
details will be left to the reader.

Definition 4.31. Let G be a cosheaf with values in the category Mod-R of right
R-modules and σ ∈ X be a simplex. Then the local homology sheaf of X at σ with
coefficients in G is the sheaf of right R-modules hG∗ with

hG∗ (σ) = H∗(X,X − s̊tσ;G),

and hG∗ (σ < τ) induced by the map

C•(X,X − s̊tσ;G) ∼=
⊕

α>σ

G(α) → C•(X,X − s̊tτ ;G) =
⊕

α>τ

G(α)

that quotients by the direct sum of the G(α) with α � τ .
Similarly, for a sheaf F with values in R-Mod the local cohomology cosheaf of

X at σ with coefficients in F is the cosheaf with values in R-Mod with

h∗F (σ) = H∗(X,X − s̊tσ;F),

and h∗F(σ > τ) induced by the inclusion
⊕

α>σ F(α) →
⊕

α>τ F(α).
We say that a simplicial complex X is locally CM of dimension n over the cosheaf

G at a subcomplex L if hG∗ (σ) is concentrated in degree n for all σ ∈ L. Similarly,
X is locally CM of dimension n over the sheaf F at a subcomplex L if h∗F(σ) is
concentrated in degree n for all σ ∈ L.

Extending Notation 2.7, we can write each element ψ ∈ Cl(L;hGn|L) as a sum
of elements ψσ ∈ hGn(σ) represented as ψσ =

∑

α σ ⊳ ψα, where σ ⊳ ψα ∈ G(α) ⊂
C•(X,X − s̊tσ;G). By convention σ ⊳ ψα = 0 whenever σ � α. When X is
n-dimensional, there are cap products analogous to Equation (10) with relative
versions (orienting the full subcomplexes Lvc before L)

Cl(L;hGn|L)⊗ C lf
k (X ;hn)

∩G
−−→ Ck−l(X,L

vc;G)

and

Cl(X,Lvc;hGn)⊗ C lf
k (X ;hn)

∩G
−−→ Ck−l(L;G).
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We define these using elements of the form σ ⊳ α∗ (as used to write elements of
C lf

k (X ;hn)) and elements τ ⊳ ψβ (used to represent elements of hG∗ (τ)) by

τ ⊳ ψβ ∩G σ ⊳ α
∗ =

{

G(α > σ6k−l)ψα for α = β and τ = σ>k−l

0 otherwise.

We define a version of the MV double complex for G, which is the double complex
of right R-modules

Dl
k(L;G) =

⊕

σ∈Ll

Ck(X,X − s̊tσ;G),

where the differentials are defined analogously to before. If X is CM of dimension
n at L over G, then the column spectral sequence of D(L;G) collapses to give an
isomorphism

H∗TotD(L;G) ∼= H∗
c (L;h

G
∗ |L).

We can represent elements of Dl
k(L;G) as sums of elements σ ⊳ ψα with σ ∈ Ll

and α ∈ Xk, where again σ ⊳ ψα ∈ G(α) and σ⊳ keeps track of which Ck(X,X −
s̊tσ;G) the element lives in. Other than the cap product, all of the maps appearing
in Section 4.1 (including the differentials on the double complex), are of a very
particular form. This allows us to define a functor, called G-transport below, which
allows us to promote the calculations in Section 4.1 to the more general situation
considered here.

Definition 4.32 (The category C(X) and G-transport). Consider the category
C(X) with objects given by free R-modules A on a set IA indexed by elements of
the form σ ⊳ α with σ < α simplices in X (we allow ∅ ⊳ α and set ∅ ⊳ α = α). If
B ∈ C(X) has basis IB , a morphism from A to B in C(X) is a homomorphism
f : A → B such that f has a matrix representation with respect to the bases IA
and IB with matrix entries in the image of Z → R. Furthermore if we denote the
entry for σ ⊳ α ∈ A and τ ⊳ β ∈ B by fσ⊳α

τ⊳β , we additionally assume that fσ⊳α
τ⊳β = 0

whenever α � β.
Then the G-transport of f is the map

fG :
⊕

σ⊳α∈IA

G(α) →
⊕

τ⊳β∈IB

G(β)

σ ⊳ ψα 7→
∑

τ⊳β

fσ⊳α
τ⊳β τ ⊳ G(α > β)ψα.

G-transport is a covariant additive functor, so that if f, g are composable mor-
phisms in C(X) we have (fg)G = fG ◦ gG . As an example, the generator expression
for the G-transport λG of the last vertex lift (Equation (34)) becomes

λG(σ ⊳ ψα) =

{

(−1)lσ6l−1 ⊳ ψα if σl = αk

0 otherwise,

and for the adapted diagonal shift ΛG (via Lemma (4.15)) we get

ΛG(σ ⊳ ψα) =

{

(δσl,αk
− δσl,αk−1

)σ6l−1 ⊳ G(α > α6k−1)ψα for l > 0

δσ,αk

∑k
j=0 αj ⊳ ψα for l = 0.

Consequently, Proposition 4.4 remains true in this setting with augmentation
map ǫG . Applying G-transport to Theorem 4.9 shows that the map cG : TotD(L;G) →
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C∗(X,L
vc;G) defined for σ ⊳ ψα ∈ Dl

k(L;G) by

cG(σ ⊳ ψα) =

{

G(α > α6k−l)ψα for σ = α>k−l

0 otherwise

is a chain homotopy inverse to ǫG .
When X is CM over G at L, the inclusion of hGn(σ) into Cn(X,X− s̊tσ;G) as the

kernel of dn gives a map Cn
c (L;h

G
∗ |L) → Dl

n(L;G). Furthermore, composing this
map with cG gives

c̄G : C
l
c(L;h

G
∗ |L) → Cn−l(X,L

vc;G)

A similar computation to the one done for Lemma 4.24 shows the cap product with
the fundamental class agrees with c̄. This means we have the following version of
the duality theorem:

Theorem 4.33. Let G be a cosheaf valued in right R-modules.

a. When X is locally CM of dimension n over G at L the maps

i. H l
c(L;h

G
∗ |L)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(X,L

vc;G)

ii. H l(L;hG∗ |L)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(X,L
vc;G)

are isomorphisms of right R-modules.
b. When X is locally CM of dimension n over G the maps

i. H l
c(X,L;h

G
∗ )

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(L

vc;G)

ii. H l(X,L;hG∗ )
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(L
vc;G)

are isomorphisms of right R-modules.

Now let F be a sheaf of left R-modules. Similarly to above, we can write an
element of h∗F (σ) as a sum φ =

∑

α>σ σ ⊳ φ
α, where φα ∈ F(α). We have a version

of the cap product from Equation (13) using the map defined for an element σ ⊳α∗

used to write elements of h∗(σ) by

h∗(σ) ⊗F(σ) → h∗F(σ)

σ ⊳ α∗ ⊗ φσ 7→ σ ⊳ F(σ < α)φσ ,
(46)

to give

C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X ;F)

∩F−−→ C lf
k−l(X ;h∗F),

with obvious relative and compactly supported versions. The formula for this cap
product on C lf(X ;h∗) and Cl(X ;F) at the level of elements σ ⊳ α∗ and φτ ∈ F(τ)
is

σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ φτ =

{

σ6k−l ⊳ F(σ>k−l < α)φσ>k−l for σ>k−l = τ

0 otherwise.

There is also a version of the dual MV complex with coefficients in F defined by

Bk
l (L;F) =

∏

σ∈Ll

Ck(X,X − s̊tσ;F),

with differentials defined analogous to the ones for the MV double complex (with the
same sign convention). We will denote the horizontal differential by dhor : B

k
l (L;F) →

Bk
l−1(L;F), the vertical differential (which is the product of the sheaf cohomology

differentials) by dver.
The double complex B•

•(L;F) can be obtained from the MV double complex
D•

•(L) by the following procedure. The chain modules Dl
k(L) are free on σ ⊳α with
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σ ∈ Ll, α ∈ Xk and σ < α. From this description it is clear that the kth row of
D•

•(L) splits as

D•
k(L) =

⊕

α∈Xk,α/∈Lvc

C•(α ∩ L),

where C•(α∩L) is the simplicial cochain complex. The module Bk
l (L;F) is similarly

the product of F(α) over pairs σ < α. That is:

Bk
l (L;F) ∼=

∏

α∈Xk,α/∈Lvc
k

Hom(Cl(α ∩ L),F(α)).

The differentials of Bl
k(L;F) can also be obtained from those of D•

k(L), using:

Definition 4.34 (F -dual). Let f : A → B be a morphism in C(X) with matrix
entries fσ⊳α

τ⊳β in the image of Z → R. Write σ⊳φα for elements of Hom(〈σ⊳α〉,F(α)).
Then the F-dual of f is the map

fF :
∏

τ⊳β∈IB

F(β) →
∏

σ⊳α∈IB

F(α)

τ ⊳ φβ 7→
∑

fσ⊳α
τ⊳β σ ⊳ F(β < α)φβ .

Similarly to G-transport the assignment f 7→ fF is additive, and contravariantly
functorial in the sense that it sends identities to identities and if f and g are
composible morphisms in C(X), then (fg)F = gFfF .

One can check that the differentials of B•
•(L;F) satisfy dhor = iF and dver = dF ,

where i and d are the horizontal and vertical differential of D•
•(L), respectively.

Furthermore, B•
•(L;F) admits an augmentation

Bk
• (L;F)

ǫF
−−→ Ck(X,Lvc;F) =

∏

α∈Xk,α/∈Lvc

F(α)

sending v ⊳ φα to φα ∈ F(α) for v ∈ L0 and α ∈ Xk. This augmented complex
has exact rows (note that Hom(C•(α ∩ L),F(α)) is just the chain complex of a
subsimplex of α as L is assumed to be full). This allows us to conclude that ǫF

induces an isomorphism

H∗TotB(L;F) ∼= H∗(X,Lvc,F).

The maps λF and κF (for λ and κ from §4.1.3) together give a null-homotopy of
the identity on each of these rows. We can, analogously to the proof of The-
orem 4.9, now construct a chain homotopy inverse c

F to ǫF using the F -dual
ΛF : TotB•

•(L,F) → TotB•
•(L,F) to the diagonal shift. This satisfies

ΛF = id− λFdB − dBλF ,

where dB is the differential of TotB•
•(L,F). Note that ΛF is chain homotopic to

the identity. By F -dualising Lemma 4.12 we have:

Lemma 4.35. Let φ ∈ Bk
l (L;F). Then ΛF satisfies

ΛFψ =

{

(−1)k−l(λFdverφ− dverλ
Fφ) for l > 0

φ− dhorλ
Fφ+ (−1)k(λFdverφ− dverλ

Fφ) for l = 0.

Proof. For l > 0, use the product of the duals to Equation (35). For l = 0, note
that dhorψ = 0. �
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From this, one sees that away from the zeroth column Λ shifts diagonally up and
to the right. Assuming that X is finite dimensional, this means that for m large
enough the map (ΛF)m is zero on elements not in the zeroth column Bk

0 (L,F).
Setting c

F = (ΛF )mκF for a such a large enough m we have

ǫFcF = ǫF(ΛF )mκF ∼ ǫFκF ,

using that ΛF is chain homotopic to the identity. The map ǫFκF is the F -dual of
κǫ = id (Lemma 4.7), so c

F is right inverse to ǫF . Composing in the other order
gives

c
F ǫF = (ΛF)mκF ǫF .

This is also chain homotopic to the identity, this follows from the following obser-
vation:

Lemma 4.36. For φ ∈ Bk
0 (L,F) we have

ΛFκF ǫFφ = ΛFφ.

Proof. By the F -dual to Lemma 4.7 and the fact that λi and hence dhorλ
F is

idempotent on the zeroth column, it suffices to show

(47) (dverλ
F − λFdver)dhorλ

Fφ = 0.

The map (dverλ
F − λFdver)dhorλ

F is F -dual to λiΛ on D0
k, which is zero by

Lemma 4.13. �

Similarly to Λ, the powers of ΛF stabilise. On φ ∈ Bk
0 (L,F) one finds for m > n

where n is the dimension of X (by using Lemma 4.35 and Equation (47)) that

(ΛF)mφ = φ− dhorλ
Fφ+

n−1
∑

j=0

(−1)k(ΛF )j(dverλ
F − λFdver)φ.

Note that (taking the F -dual of Equation (36)) κF(φα) = αk ⊳φ
α for α ∈ Xk −Lvc

k

and φα ∈ F(α) ⊂ Ck(X,Lvc;F). This and the F -dual to Proposition 4.18 show
that cF is given by

c
Fφα =

∞
∑

j=0

∑

β∈Xk+j

δα,β6k
β>k ⊳ F(α < β)φα.

When X is n-dimensional, the quotient maps Cn(X,X − s̊t;F) → hnF (σ) induce
a map

B(L;F) → C lf
∗ (L;h

∗
F |L),

which is an isomorphism when X is CM over F at L (by the usual spectral sequence
argument). Composing this map with c

F gives a map that, by a computation similar
to the one done for Lemma 4.24, agrees with capping with the fundamental class.
In summary:

Theorem 4.37. Let F be a sheaf of left R-modules, and let L be a full subcomplex
of a locally finite simplicial complex X oriented so that Lvc comes before L.

a. When X is locally CM of dimension n over F at Lvc the maps

i. H l
c(X,L;F)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(L

vc;h∗F |Lvc)

ii. H l(X,L;F)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(L
vc;h∗F |Lvc)

are isomorphisms of left R-modules.
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b. When X is locally CM of dimension n over F the maps

i. H l
c(L;F)

[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ Hn−l(X,L

vc;h∗F)

ii. H l(L;F)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→ H lf

n−l(X,L
vc;h∗F)

are isomorphisms of left R-modules.

4.5. Example: trees. In this section we illustrate our results in the simplest non-
trivial case: trees.

4.5.1. Trees. The simplest examples of locally CM simplicial complexes are simpli-
cial trees. We fix an oriented tree T . Its edge set is E, its vertex set is V , the
function i : E → V assigns initial vertices to edges and t : E → V assigns terminal
vertices. By a direction at v ∈ V we mean a choice of connected component of
T − {v}. A ray is an embedded half line r : [0,∞) → T .

Definition 4.38. The boundary ∂T of a tree is the set of equivalence classes of
rays in T , where we take two rays r and r′ to be equivalent if their intersection
r ∩ r′ is also a ray. The boundary ∂T has a topology induced by directions, where
we insist that the set of all rays lying in a direction is open in ∂T . By a bi-infinite
path we mean a path in T connecting two points on ∂T .

4.5.2. Compactly supported cohomology. If T is a locally finite regular tree of va-
lence at least three then ∂T is homeomorphic to the Cantor set. The cohomology
of ∂T is hence non-zero only in degree zero where it is

H0(∂T ;Z) ∼= LC(∂T ),

the group of locally constant Z valued functions on ∂T . As the topological space
T ∪ ∂T is a compact bordification of T we can compute the compactly supported
cohomology of T as

H∗
c (T ;Z) = H∗(T, ∂T ;Z).

The latter group is in turn isomorphic to the reduced cohomology of ∂T shifted by
one, as one sees from the long exact sequence for the pair (T, ∂T ). So, the only
non-zero compactly supported cohomology group of T is

(48) H1
c (T ;Z) ∼= LC(∂T )/Z,

where the quotient is by the constant functions. CM duality tells us thatH1
c (T ;Z) is

isomorphic to H0(T ;h
1). Below we will see this explicitly through the cap product.

4.5.3. Local cohomology of trees. The local cohomology of a tree is Z = 〈e∗〉 at
every edge, whereas at a vertex we have

h1(v) =
⊕

e>v

〈e∗〉/〈
∑

e>v

[v : e]e∗〉.

which is a free abelian group of rank one less than the valence of the vertex. The
cosheaf maps h∗(e > v) are given by e ⊳ e∗ 7→ v ⊳ e∗. One shows that:

Lemma 4.39. Let T be a locally finite infinite tree. Then H1(T ;h
1) = 0.
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4.5.4. Cap product on a tree. The cap product with the fundamental class takes a
simple form on a tree:

Lemma 4.40. For [ψ] = [
∑

e∈E ψee
∗] ∈ H1

c (T ;Z) the image under the duality
isomorphism is

[T̄ ] ∩ ψ =
∑

e∈E

ψei(e) ⊳ e
∗ ∈ H0(T ;h

1).

Proof. It suffices to consider e∗ for an edge e and one summand e′ ⊳ (e′)∗ of T̄ =
∑

e′∈E e
′ ⊳ (e′)∗ at a time. We compute

(e′ ⊳ (e′)∗) ∩ e∗ =
∑

e′′∈E

e∗(e′′)i(e′′) ⊳ (e′′)∗δe′,e′′ = i(e) ⊳ e∗.

The formula for the cap product now follows by linearity. �

Remark 4.41. Lemma 4.40 works for a general locally CM oriented simplicial com-
plex X of dimension n for a top dimensional simplex α ∈ Xn:

X̄ ∩ α = α0 ⊳ α
∗.

4.5.5. From locally constant functions to compactly supported sections. As sections
on subtrees always extend to larger subtrees, Theorem 3.17 tell us that

H0(X ;h1) ∼= Homc(Γ(h1);Z).

Combining this with the Duality Theorem 4.26 and Equation (48) gives:

LC(∂T )/Z ∼= Homc(Γ(h1);Z).

It is interesting to consider what this isomorphism looks like explicitly. To do
this, we will consider path-sections. Given a directed bi-infinite path p we get a
section sp ∈ Γ(h∗) supported on the edges and vertices of p, where each edge has
multiplicity ±1 depending on whether its orientation matches that of p, and the
value at each vertex v is the corresponding sum of the incoming and outgoing edge
of p at v. We will denote the endpoints in ∂T of p by p+ and p−. Tracing through
the results of this section we find:

Proposition 4.42. Let T be a locally finite infinite tree. Then under the identifi-
cations from Theorem 3.17 and Equation (48) the cap product with the fundamental
class gives a map

[T̄ ] ∩ − : LC(∂T )/Z → Homc(Γ(h1);Z)

that sends a locally constant function f to a homomorphism φf that acts on path
sections as

φ : sp 7→ f(p+)− f(p−).

The image of path sections under φf suffices to reconstruct the entire compactly
determined homomorphism, despite the fact that path sections do not span the
group of all sections. This is because the space of sections over any finite subtree is
spanned by path sections. One can first show that φf is compactly determined, and
then use a determining subtree to evaluate it on arbitrary sections via restriction
to the subtree.
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5. Functoriality and Naturality

This section is devoted to establishing naturality of the duality isomorphisms. In
order to do this, we examine in what sense sheaf cohomology and cosheaf homology
are functorial in Section 5.1. We then apply this to the local homology sheaf and
the local cohomology cosheaf in Section 5.2. This allows us to establish naturality
of CM duality in Section 5.3.

5.1. Maps between combinatorial (co)sheaves. So far we have mostly consid-
ered (co)sheaves on a fixed simplicial complex. We will show in §5.1.1 how to map
between (co)sheaves on different simplicial complexes and how to obtain induced
maps on (co)homology in §5.1.2.

5.1.1. Maps between simplicial complexes. As a warmup we examine maps in sim-
plicial (co)homology.

Definition 5.1. Let f : X → Y be a simplicial map between oriented simplicial
complexes and assume that fσ has the same dimension as σ. The orientation
index of (σ) of fσ is the sign of the permutation taking the vertices of fσ ordered
according to X to the vertices ordered using the ordering of Y .

When of (σ) = 1 for all σ ∈ X , we say that f is orientation preserving.
If the dimension of the image of a simplex σ is less than the dimension of the

simplex we say that σ degenerates under f .

Example 5.2. Consider the orientation reversing automorphism r of the oriented
1-simplex [0, 1] that switches the vertices. Then or([0, 1]) = sign(01) = −1.

We state the following routine (but non-trivial) lemma, leaving the proof as an
exercise.

Lemma 5.3. Let σ ∈ X be a simplex in an oriented simplicial complex and let
f : X → Y be a simplicial map between oriented simplicial complexes. Assume that
fσ has the same dimension as σ, and that (fσ)i = f(σj). Then we have

(−1)iof (σ〈j〉) = (−1)jof(σ).

With this lemma in place, the following is easy to prove:

Lemma 5.4. Let f : X → Y be a simplicial map between oriented complexes. Then
f : σ 7→ fσ, induces a chain map

f∗ : Cl(X) → Cl(Y )

σ 7→ of(σ)fσ,

between the simplicial chain complexes of oriented simplices of X and Y , where we
take fσ = 0 if σ degenerates under f .

For the local (co)homology (co)sheaf there is only a limited class of maps for
which we have a good functoriality result. These maps are called star-local homeo-
morphisms :

Definition 5.5. A star-local homeomorphism f : X → Y between simplicial com-
plexes is a simplicial map such that for every simplex σ of Y and τ ∈ f−1σ the
map

f |stτ : stτ → stσ
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is a simplicial isomorphism. We say that a star-local homeomorphism between
oriented simplicial complexes is orientation preserving if additionally each f |stτ
preserves the orientation of stτ .

Proposition 5.6. If f : X → Y is a star-local homeomorphism and σ ∈ Y , then
for all τ, ρ ∈ f−1σ we have stτ ∩ stρ = ∅ whenever τ 6= ρ.

Proof. Suppose that τ 6= ρ and stτ ∩ stρ contains a vertex v. Then τ ⋆ v and ρ ⋆ v
are not equal and both belong to stv. Further, f(τ ⋆ v) = f(ρ ⋆ v) = σ ⋆ f(v), but
this implies that f |stv is not injective. �

Remark 5.7. One can show that any simplicial map that induces a local homeo-
morphism on geometric realisations is a star-local homeomorphism.

Remark 5.8. We will need the orientation preserving property when we work with
the cap products: we have defined these on (co)chain complexes of oriented sim-
plices by selecting the front and back faces. By pulling back the orientation of
the image, one can pick an orientation of the domain that ensures a star-local
homeomorphism is orientation preserving.

5.1.2. Functoriality of sheaf (co)homology and cosheaf homology. Given a map of
simplicial complexes f : X → Y and a sheaf F : Y → R − Mod (or a cosheaf
G : Y op → R−Mod) we have the pullback sheaf Ff : X → R−Mod (or pullback
cosheaf Gf : Xop → R−Mod) obtained by precomposing with f . Given a simplicial
map we want a way to compare (co)sheaves. This is provided by:

Definition 5.9. Consider a simplicial map f : X → Y . Given sheaves F and F ′ (or
cosheaves G and G′) on X and Y respectively a lift of f is a natural transformation
Φ: F ⇒ F ′f (or Ψ: G ⇒ G′f). A colift of f is a natural transformation Θ: F ′f ⇒
F (or Ξ: G′f ⇒ G).

Maps of simplicial complexes with a colift (or lift) induce maps on sheaf coho-
mology (or cosheaf homology). Though this result will not be needed we include it
for completeness. The proof, like the proof of Lemma 5.4, is mostly an exercise in
tracking signs and will be omitted.

Proposition 5.10. Let F : X → R−Mod and F ′ : Y → R−Mod be combinatorial
sheaves on simplicial complexes and let f : X → Y be simplicial map and Θ: F ′f ⇒
F be a colift for f . Then we have a map of cochain complexes

(f,Θ)∗ : Cl(Y ;F ′) → Cl(X ;F)

φ 7→ (σ 7→ of (σ)Θ(φfσ)) .

If f has finite fibres this map is also defined for compactly supported cohomology.
When G : Xop → R −Mod and G′ : Y op → R −Mod are cosheaves and Ψ is a

lift for f : X → Y we have a map

(f,Ψ)∗ : Ck(X ;G) → Ck(Y ;G′)

(σ, α ∈ G(σ)) 7→ of(σ)(fσ,Ψα),

where we declare (fσ,Ψα) = 0 whenever fσ has dimension less than k. This map
extends to locally finite chains when f has finite fibres.

It turns out that a map of simplicial complexes f : X → Y does not generally
have a colift f∗hY∗ ⇒ hX∗ to local homology sheaves, nor a lift h∗X ⇒ f∗h∗Y to



48 RICHARD D. WADE AND THOMAS A. WASSERMAN

local cohomology sheaves. We will however construct a lift hX∗ ⇒ f∗hY∗ to local
homology sheaves and a colift f∗h∗Y ⇒ h∗X to local cohomology cosheaves below,
under the additional assumption that f is a star-local homeomorphism.

For a simplicial map f and lift of f to a pair of sheaves, we again need the
assumption that f is a star-local homeomorphism to get induced “wrong way”
maps. Under the same condition we get induced maps when we have a colift of f
to a pair of cosheaves.

Proposition 5.11. Let f : X → Y be a star-local homeomorphism and F : X →
R − Mod and F ′ : Y → R − Mod be sheaves. If Φ: F ⇒ F ′f is a lift of f , we
have a chain map

(f,Φ)! : C
l
c(X ;F) → Cl(Y ;F ′f)

φ 7→



σ 7→
∑

τ∈(f−1σ)l

of (τ)Φ(φτ )



 .

Here the sum is over simplices of dimension l in the pre-image of the simplex σ.
If f has finite fibres then (f,Φ)! lands in compactly supported cochains. It is then
additionally well-defined as map from non-compactly supported to non-compactly
supported cochains.

Given a colift Ξ: G′f ⇒ G of f to cosheaves G : Xop → R−Mod and G′ : Y op →
R−Mod, there is a chain map

(f,Ξ)! : C lf
k (Y ;G′) → C lf

k (X ;G)

(σ, α ∈ G′(σ)) 7→
∑

τ∈(f−1σ)

of (τ)(τ,Ξα),

which descends to a map of ordinary chains if the fibres of f are finite.

Proof. We start by showing the result for cohomology. Observe that (f,Φ)! is well-
defined as each φ ∈ Cl

c(X ;F) is non-zero on only finitely many chains. We further
need to show that (f,Φ)! is a chain map, ie. that for every φ ∈ Cl

c(X ;F) and
simplex σ ∈ Yl+1 we have

(∂(f,Φ)!(φ))σ = (f,Φ)!(∂φ)σ .

Unpacking both sides, we see that we need to establish

l+1
∑

i=0

(−1)i
∑

τ∈f−1σ〈i〉

of (τ)Φ(φτ ) =
∑

ρ∈f−1σ

of(ρ)

l+1
∑

j=0

(−1)jΦ(φρ〈j〉
).

Observe that, as f is star-local, for each i and τ ∈ f−1σ〈i〉 there is a unique ρ ∈ f−1σ
and 0 6 j 6 l + 1 such that τ = ρ〈j〉. This means that we just need to show

(−1)iof (ρ〈j〉) = (−1)jof (ρ),

this is Lemma 5.3. The observations about the versions of (f,Φ)! when f has finite
fibres are obvious.

The proof for the statement about chains is analogous; we only explain why
(f,Ξ)! is well-defined. Let η ∈ C lf

k (Y ;G′) be given by η =
∑

σ∈Yk
(σ, ησ). Then the

image of η under (f,Ξ)! is

(f,Ξ)!(η) =
∑

σ∈Yk

∑

τ∈f−1σ

(τ,Ξησ).
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The component (f,Ξ)!(η)ρ over a simplex ρ ∈ Xk of this is

(f,Ξ)!(η)ρ =
∑

σ∈Yk

δfρ,σ(ρ,Ξησ) = (ρ,Ξηfρ),

which is indeed a component of a locally finite chain. �

5.2. Local (co)homology. We now provide (co)lifts for maps between simplicial
complexes to the local (co)homology (co)sheaves. This then allows us to apply
Proposition 5.11 above to get naturality with respect to star-local homeomorphisms
in Corollary 5.13.

5.2.1. (Co)lifts for local (co)homology. Denote by hX∗ (and h∗X) the local (co)homology
of a simplicial complex X . Observe that if f : X → Y is a star-local homeomor-
phism (Definition 5.5) between locally finite simplicial complexes we get for each
simplex σ ∈ Yn a homomorphism

H∗(X,X − ∪τ∈f−1σ s̊tτ)
f∗
−→ H∗(Y, Y − s̊tσ) = hY∗ (σ),

using that f(∪τ∈f−1σ s̊tτ) = s̊tσ. By Proposition 5.6, the closed stars of the sim-
plices in the preimage of σ under f are disjoint, so by excision we have

⊕

τ∈f−1σ

hX∗ (τ) ∼= H∗(X,X − ∪τ∈f−1σ s̊tτ).

For τ ∈ X , we then let fτ be the composite

(49) fτ : h
X
∗ (τ) →֒ H∗(X,X − ∪σ∈f−1fτ s̊tσ)

f∗
−→ hY∗ (fτ).

Note that

(50) fτ (τ ⊳ α) = of(α)fτ ⊳ fα,

by Lemma 5.4. Similarly, we get a homomorphism

(51) f τ : h∗Y (fτ) = H∗(Y, Y − s̊tfτ)
f∗

−→ H∗(X,X − ∪σ∈f−1fτ s̊tσ) → h∗X(τ),

where the last map is projection. As f is assumed to be a star-local homeomor-
phism, f |stτ is invertible. We have

(52) f τ (fτ ⊳ α∗) = of (f |
−1
stτα)τ ⊳ (f |

−1
stτα)

∗,

where f |−1
stτα is the unique simplex in stτ that is mapped to α.

Lemma 5.12. Let f : X → Y be a star-local homeomorphism. Then the homo-
morphisms fσ : h

X
∗ (σ) → hY∗ (fσ) from Equation (49) (and fσ : h∗Y (fσ) → h∗X(σ)

from Equation (51)) constitute (co)lifts of f .

Proof. We need to check that the fσ (and fσ) are compatible with the (co)restriction
maps in the sense that for σ < τ we have

(53) fτh
X
∗ (σ < τ) = hY∗ (fσ < fτ)fσ

and

fσh∗Y (fτ > fσ) = h∗X(τ > σ)f τ .

For fσ, we check this on an element σ ⊳ α ∈ hX∗ (σ). The left hand side of Equa-
tion (53) evaluated on this element is

fτh
X
∗ (σ < τ)(σ ⊳ α) = fτ (τ ⊳ α) = of(α)fτ ⊳ fα,
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recalling from §2.3.2 how the restriction maps act, and using Equation (50). For
the right hand side of Equation (53), we have

hY∗ (fσ < fτ)fσ(σ ⊳ α) = of(α)h
Y
∗ (fσ < fτ)(fσ ⊳ fα) = of(α)fτ ⊳ fα.

This indeed agrees with the left hand side of Equation (53). For fσ, let fτ ⊳ α∗ be
a cochain for h∗Y (fτ). Then

fσh∗Y (fτ > fσ)(fτ ⊳ α∗) = fσ(fσ ⊳ α∗) = of(f |
−1
stσα)σ ⊳ (f |

−1
stσα)

∗,

while

h∗X(τ > σ)f τ (fτ ⊳α∗) = h∗X(τ > σ)of (f |
−1
stτα)τ ⊳(f |

−1
stτα)

∗ = of (f |
−1
stτα)σ⊳(f |

−1
stτα)

∗.

Because f is star-local we have that for σ < τ

(54) f |−1
stσα = f |−1

stτα,

so we are done. �

Using Proposition 5.11 we then have:

Corollary 5.13. Let f : X → Y be a star-local homeomorphism (Definition 5.5).
Then we have chain maps defined using chains by

f! : C
∗
c (X ;hX∗ )→C∗(Y, hY∗ )

σ ⊳ α 7→of(σ)of (α)fσ ⊳ fα,

and using cochains for the local cohomology groups h∗(σ) by

f ! : C lf
∗ (Y ;h∗Y )→C lf

∗ (X ;h∗X)

σ ⊳ α∗ 7→
∑

τ∈f−1σ

of (τ)of (f |
−1
stτα)τ ⊳ (f |

−1
stτα)

∗.

If f has finite fibres, then f also induces maps f! : C
∗
c (X ;hX∗ ) → C∗

c (Y, h
Y
∗ ) and

f! : C
∗
c (X ;hX∗ ) → C∗

c (Y, h
Y
∗ ), as well as f ! : C∗(Y ;h∗Y ) → C∗(X ;h∗X).

Proof. We check that the (co)lifts defined in Proposition 5.11 above indeed give
rise to the maps claimed. For σ ⊳α ∈ Cl(X ;hX∗ ) and τ ⊳ β ∈ Cl(Y ;hY∗ ) we want to
find the coefficient f!(σ ⊳α)

τ
β of f!(σ ⊳α) at τ ⊳β. By Proposition 5.11, this involves

a sum over the pre-images ρ of τ and finding fρ((σ ⊳α)ρ). Unpacking the notation,
we note that (σ ⊳ α)ρ is σ ⊳ α if σ = ρ and zero otherwise. We thus find for the
coefficient

f!(σ ⊳ α)
τ
β =

{

of (σ)fσ(σ ⊳ α)β if fσ = τ

0 otherwise

=

{

of (σ)of (α)fσ ⊳ fα if fσ = τ, fα = β

0 otherwise,

where the last step uses Equation (50). The proof for the induced map on homology
is similar. �

5.3. Naturality of duality. We now establish naturality of the duality isomor-
phisms. We first show that the cap product is natural with respect to star local
homeomorphisms in §5.3.1. In §5.3.2 we show that the fundamental class is pre-
served under these maps, which allows us to conclude naturality for the duality
isomorphisms in §5.3.3.
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5.3.1. Naturality of the cap product. The two versions of the cap product both
satisfy a kind of naturality using the maps f! and f

! from Corollary 5.13:

Lemma 5.14. Let f : X → Y be an orientation preserving star-local homeomor-
phism of simplicial complexes. If η ∈ C lf

k (Y ;h∗Y ) and φ ∈ Cl
c(X ;hX∗ ), then the cap

product from Equation (10) satisfies

f∗(f
!η ∩ φ) = η ∩ f!φ.

The cap product from Equation (13) satisfies, for η ∈ C lf
k (Y ;h∗Y ) and ψ ∈ Cl(Y ),

f !η ∩ f∗ψ = f !(η ∩ ψ).

If f is not orientation preserving, the above holds after passing to homology.

Proof. The statement for when f is not orientation preserving follows from Theo-
rem 2.13 and the rest of the content of this lemma. So assume that f is orientation
preserving. It suffices to prove the above statements on generators at the chain
level. For the first equation let η = σ ⊳ α∗ and φ = τ ⊳ β. Then

f∗(f
!η ∩ φ) = f∗





∑

ρ∈f−1σ

ρ ⊳ (f |−1
stρα)

∗ ∩ τ ⊳ β



 (Lemma 5.13)

= f∗





∑

fρ=σ

δρ>k−l,τ 〈(f |
−1
stρα)

∗, β〉ρ6k−l



 (Equation (11))

= α∗(fβ)
∑

fρ=σ

δρ>k−l,τf(ρ6k−l). (as 〈(f |−1
stρα)

∗, β〉 = α∗(fβ)).

Note that the indices of (ρ) play no role as f is orientation preserving. As f is a
star-local homeomorphism and the preimages of σ are disjoint, among those ρ that
f maps to σ there can be at most one that has τ as its back face. Furthermore,
as f is orientation preserving we have that f(ρ>k−l) = f(ρ)>k−l = σ>k−l. This
means

f∗(f
!η ∩ φ) = α∗(fβ)δσ>k−l,fτσ6k−l.

On the other side we have (using Lemma 5.13)

η ∩ f!φ = (σ ⊳ α∗) ∩ (fτ ⊳ fβ) = α∗(fβ)δσ>k−l,fτσ6k−l,

establishing the result.
For the second equality, let η = σ ⊳ α∗ be as above and take ψ = β∗ to be the

dual for a simplex β ∈ Yl. Then the left hand side computes as

f !(σ ⊳ α∗) ∩ f∗β∗ =





∑

ρ∈f−1σ

ρ ⊳ (f |−1
stρα)

∗



 ∩ f∗β∗ (Lemma 5.13)

=
∑

ρ∈f−1σ

β∗(fρ>k−l)(ρ6k−l ⊳ (f |
−1
stρα)

∗) (Equation (14))

=
∑

ρ∈f−1σ

δσ>k−l,β(ρ6k−l ⊳ (f |
−1
stρα)

∗) (star-locality).
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where we used that h∗X(ρ > ρ6k−l)f
ρ = fρ6k−lh∗Y (ρ > ρ6k−l). On the right hand

side we have

f !(σ ⊳ α∗ ∩ β∗) = f !
(

δβ,σ>k−l
σ6k−l ⊳ α

∗
)

(Equation (14))

=
∑

τ∈f−1σ6k−l

δβ,σ>k−l
τ ⊳ (f |−1

stτα)
∗ (Lemma 5.13).

By the star-local property the indexing sets for the sums are in bijection: for
τ ∈ f−1σ6k−l there is exactly one ρ ∈ f−1σ such that τ = ρ6k−l. By Equation (54)

we have that (f |−1
stρα)

∗ = (f |−1
stρ6k−l

α)∗, so we are done. �

5.3.2. Functoriality of the fundamental class. The fundamental class is invariant
under star-local homeomorphisms in the following sense:

Lemma 5.15. Let f : X → Y be a star-local homeomorphism between oriented
locally finite locally CM complexes of dimension n and denote by hnX and hnY the
local cohomology cosheaves of X and Y , respectively. Then the map

f ! : H lf
k (Y ;hnY ) → H lf

k (X ;hnX)

defined in Corollary 5.13 takes the fundamental class of Y to the fundamental class
of X.

Proof. Computing the image of the diagonal representative of the fundamental class
of Y under f ! gives:

f !(Ȳ ) = f !

(

∑

α∈Yn

α ⊳ α∗

)

=
∑

α∈Yn

∑

β∈f−1α

of (β)of (f |
−1
stβα)β ⊳ (f |

−1
stβα)

∗.

We note that f |−1
stβα = β. The sets {f−1α}α∈Yn

partition Xn, so we can rewrite
this as

f !(Ȳ ) =
∑

β∈Xn

β ⊳ β∗ = X̄,

using that of(β)
2 = 1. �

5.3.3. Naturality of the duality isomorphisms. The isomorphisms in the Duality
Theorem 4.26 satisfy a particular kind of naturality for star-local homeomorphisms,
covariant for the first four (under 1) and contravariant for the second four (under 2).

Theorem 5.16. Let f : (X,L) → (Y,K) be a star-local homeomorphism between
pairs of locally Cohen–Macaulay complexes and full subcomplexes. Write hX∗ (and
h∗X), and hY∗ (and h∗Y ) for the local (co)homology of X and Y , respectively. Then
for the duality isomorphism from Theorem 4.26.1.a.ii the diagram

H l
c(L;h

X
∗ ) Hn−l(X,L

vc;R)

H l(K;hY∗ ) H lf
n−l(Y,K

vc;R)

[X̄]∩−

∼=

f! f∗

[Ȳ ]∩−

∼=

where f! is the map introduced in Corollary 5.13, commutes. A similar diagram
commutes for the isomorphism in Theorem 4.26.2.b.ii. If f additionally has finite
fibres, the corresponding diagrams for the isomorphisms from Theorem 4.26.1.a.i
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and 4.26.2.b.i also commute. For the isomorphisms under Theorem 4.26.2 the
diagram

H l(L;R) H lf
n−l(X,L

vc;h∗X)

H l(K;R) H lf
n−l(Y,K

vc;h∗Y )

[X̄]∩−

∼=

[Ȳ ]∩−

∼=

f∗
f !

and its variants (subject to the condition that f be proper for those involving com-
pactly supported cohomology) for the other items commute.

Proof. We know from Lemma 5.15 that f ! takes the fundamental class of Y to the
one of X . So for the first diagram we are trying to show that for any cohomology
class represented by a cocycle φ we have

f∗([f
!Ȳ ] ∩ [φ]) = [Ȳ ∩ f!φ],

but this this the first part of Lemma 5.14. Similarly, for the second diagram we are
checking that

f !Ȳ ∩ f∗ψ = f !(Ȳ ∩ ψ),

this is the second part of Lemma 5.14. �

Remark 5.17. Let M be an orientable n-manifold with an orientation reversing
Z/2Z-action along f : M → M . Working with R = Z, Lemma 5.15 tells us that
the co-lift constructed in Lemma 5.12 ensures that the Z/2Z-action given by f !

on H lf
n(M ;h∗) is trivial. However, Z/2Z will act by −1 on H lf

n(M ;Z), meaning
that while H lf

n (M ;h∗) ∼= H lf
n(M ;Z) as Z-modules, they are not Z/2Z-equivariantly

isomorphic. This shows that the CM fundamental class defined here is a different
object from the usual fundamental class for orientable manifolds. In particular,
the usual Poincaré duality for orientable manifolds is not natural with respect to
orientation reversing homeomorphisms.

A G-simplicial complex is a simplicial complex with an action of a group G along
simplicial homeomorphisms. Theorem 5.16 applies to this setting to give:

Corollary 5.18. Let X be a CM G-simplicial complex of dimension n. Then the
duality isomorphism

H l(X ;R)
[X̄]∩−
−−−−→

∼=
Hn−l(X ;h∗)

from Theorem 4.26 is an isomorphism of G-modules.

Appendix A. Comparison with Classical Sheaves

In this appendix we establish an equivalence of categories between the category of
combinatorial sheaves on a simplicial complex X and the category of constructible
sheaves on the simplicial stratification of X . In this appendix we reserve the word
sheaf for the classical notion, and say combinatorial sheaf whenever we mean a
combinatorial sheaf.
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A.1. Constructible sheaves on simplicial complexes. Recall that a locally
constant sheaf is a sheaf π : E → X such that each x ∈ X has a neighbourhood U
such that π−1(U) ∼= U×M for some R-moduleM . Such a sheaf is sometimes called
a local system. Associated to X is its path category, whose objects are the points of
X and whose morphisms are homotopy classes of paths between these points. When
X is path connected its path category is equivalent to its fundamental group. A
locally constant sheaf induces a representation of the path category ofX in R−Mod
and is completely determined by this representation. On a connected space this is
equivalent to the monodromy representation π1(X, ∗) → Aut(A) associated to the
locally constant sheaf.

A simplicial complex X carries an obvious stratification by its k-skeleta Xk,
where each k-stratum X̊k is the union of the interiors of the k-simplices of X . We
will refer to this as the simplicial stratification. A constructible sheaf on a stratified
space is a sheaf that is locally constant over the strata. Analogously to locally con-
stant sheaves, constructible sheaves are equivalently described by representations of
the so-called exit path category [Lur17, Theorem A.9.3]. For arbitrary stratifications
the exit path category can be complicated.

For the simplicial stratification of a simplicial complex the exit path category
agrees with the poset of simplices, so representations of the exit path category
are exactly combinatorial sheaves. So by Lurie’s result the category CSh∆(X) of
constructible sheaves for the simplicial stratification on a simplicial complex X is
equivalent to the category sSh(X) of combinatorial sheaves on X . As the proof
of Lurie’s theorem is somewhat complicated, we will give a proof in the simplicial
setting below.

For the rest of this section, let X be a simplicial complex, viewed as a stratified
space with the simplicial stratification. Given a constructible sheaf F on X , we get
a combinatorial sheaf F∆, by setting

F∆(σ) = F(s̊tσ).

The restriction maps F∆(σ < τ) come from evaluating F on the inclusion s̊tτ ⊂ s̊tσ.
The key observation that links constructible sheaves and combinatorial sheaves

is this:

Lemma A.1. Let F ∈ CSh∆(X). Then for any x in the interior of a simplex σ
we have

Fx
∼= F(s̊tσ).

Proof. The stalk at x is the colimit over the diagram of the values of F on open
neighbourhoods of x. Note that s̊tσ is homotopy equivalent to x. We can (by
using for example the straight-line homotopy) fix a homotopy Ht with t ∈ [0, 1]
between the identity on s̊tσ and the characteristic function of x for with Ht(s̊tσ)
open for t < 1. Then every neighbourhood of U contains Ht(s̊tσ) for some t < 1,
and therefore {Ht(s̊tσ)}t∈[0,1) forms a cofinal diagram for the colimit. As F is

constant on interiors of simplices, the group of sections over Ht(s̊tσ) is the same
as the group of sections over s̊tσ. This means that {Ht(s̊tσ)}t∈[0,1) is the constant

diagram F(s̊tσ). �

The assignment (−)∆ extends to morphisms of sheaves in the obvious way. We
have:
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Proposition A.2. Let X be a simplicial complex. Then

CSh∆(X)
(−)∆

−−−→ sSh(X)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. We will show that (−)∆ has a weak inverse that we will define by going
through an étale space. Given a combinatorial sheaf G, define the étale space
Et∆(Γ) of G to be

∐

σ∈X G(σ)× σ/ ∼ where the equivalence relation identifies, for
τ < σ elements in G(τ) × τ ⊔ G(σ) × σ by (a, t) ∼ (G(τ < σ)(a), t). The result is

clearly a constructible sheaf: the restriction of Et∆(Γ) to the interior of a simplex
is simply Γ(σ)× σ̊.

We now want to show that Et∆ is an inverse to (−)∆. To start, let us compute

for a simplex σ the sections of Et∆(G) over the open star s̊tσ of σ, this is the value
of (Et(G))∆ on σ. For each τ > σ, the restriction of a section s to the interior of
τ is an element sτ of G(τ). In order for this to be compatible with the equivalence
relation ∼, we need that sτ = G(σ < τ)sσ. That is, s is completely determined by

sσ ∈ G(σ), and we have Γ(Et∆(G), s̊tσ) ∼= G(σ), as desired.
In the other direction, let F be a constructible sheaf. Consider Et((F)∆), we

want to show that this agrees with F . To do this, it suffices to show that the stalks
agree. So let x ∈ X , then x lies in the interior of a unique simplex σ. The stalk over
x of Et((F)∆) is then F∆(σ) = F(s̊tσ). By Lemma A.1, this agrees with Fx. �

This in particular implies that these categories are equivalent as abelian cate-
gories. One checks (by using the fact that a section of a combinatorial sheaf is
determined by its values on the vertices) that this equivalence sends the global
sections functors on either side to each other. From this it follows that the com-
binatorial sheaf cohomology defined in this paper agrees with the classical sheaf
cohomology.

Appendix B. CM Duality as a Consequence of Verdier Duality

We now explain how our work is related to a modern perspective on duality for
sheaves and cosheaves (cf. [Lur17, Section 5.5.5]).

B.1. Poincaré-Verdier duality. One of the central results of manifold topology
is that any compact n-manifold M satisfies Poincaré duality,

H∗(M ;hn) ∼= Hn−∗(M ;Z),

relating the cohomology ofM with coefficients in the orientation sheaf hn with the
homology of M . The orientation sheaf is the sheaf of local homology groups. Its
stalk at m ∈M is hn(m) = Hn(M,M −m;Z) ∼= H∗(Dn, Dn − 0) ∼= Z, by excision
and the fact thatM is locally euclidean. WhenM is closed and orientable this sheaf
has a global section Hn(M ;Z) ∼= Z → hn whose image in hn(m) is a generator for
all m ∈ M . The Poincaré duality isomorphism is then given by the cap product
[M ]∩− with a generator [M ] for Hn(M ;Z). Many proofs of Poincaré duality exist
in the literature. A particularly powerful point of view is that of Verdier duality
[Ive86]: if one passes to derived categories there is a duality that for any locally
compact Hausdorff space S gives

H∗(S;D•) ∼= H∗
c (S;Z)

∨,
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whereD• is the dualizing sheaf andH∗
c (S;Z)

∨ coincides for nice S (by the Universal
Coefficient Theorem) with locally finite (or Borel-Moore) homology. The dualizing
sheaf is a derived sheaf, a chain complex of sheaves on S. One obtains Poincaré
duality by proving that for manifolds D∗

∼= hn: the dualizing sheaf agrees with the
local homology sheaf (shifted to degree n) for manifolds. Close examination of this
proof teaches that it only uses that the stalks of the local homology sheaf h∗ are
concentrated in degree n (and hence a free abelian group in this degree): the proof
also works for locally CM spaces. As a consequence of Verdier duality we then have
for a locally CM space X

(55) H∗(X ;hn) ∼= H lf
n−∗(X ;Z).

This is one the dualities we prove using combinatorial sheaf techniques without
passing through derived sheaves or invoking Verdier duality.

B.2. Duality between sheaves and cosheaves. Another perspective on Verdier
duality for a locally compact Hausdorff space S with topology TS (viewed as a
poset under inclusion) is provided by [Lur17, Section 5.5.5]. Sheaves with values
in the category of abelian groups Ab are functors T op

S → Ab and one dually has
the notion of cosheaves : functors TS → Ab. Trivially, a cosheaf is a sheaf with
values in Abop, and one might wonder whether the categories of sheaves Sh(S) and
cosheaves CoSh(S) on S are equivalent. There is a map

Sh(S)op → CoSh(S)

F 7→ (U 7→ Γc(U,F)),

where Γc denotes taking compactly supported sections, the corestriction Γc(U,F)) →
Γc(V,F)) for an inclusion U ⊂ V is extension by zero. This functor is an equiv-
alence after passing to derived categories. This was proven by Curry [Cur18] for
sheaves and cosheaves with values in vector spaces, while Lurie [Lur17, Proposi-
tion 5.5.5.10] proves this result for sheaves with values in any stable ∞-category.
When S is finite dimensional, Lurie’s result applies in particular to the derived
categories DSh(S) of sheaves and DCoSh(S) of cosheaves [Sch22, Lecture VII].
The equivalence is then

RΓc : DSh(S)
∼=
−→ DCoSh(S)

where RΓc is the derived functor. The image of the constant sheaf Z under RΓc is
obtained by taking an injective resolution Z → I• and evaluating:

RΓc(U ;Z) = Γc(U ; I•) ∼= C•
c (U ;Z).

Here C•
c (U ;Z) is a chain complex that computes the compactly supported coho-

mology H∗
c (U) of U . When S is additionally a CW complex and U ⊂ S is a small

enough open we have by excision

H∗
c (U ;Z) ∼= h∗(U),

where h∗ denotes the local cohomology cosheaf. When the local cohomology groups
are free this implies that RΓc(−;Z) ∼= h∗. Because RΓc is an equivalence and
natural in S the cohomology of Z and the cosheaf homology of the derived cosheaf
h∗ agree. The latter is to be interpreted as hyperhomology (see for example [Wei94,
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Section 5.7]) and can be computed as the homology of a double complex obtained
by resolving each hk individually. This gives rise to a spectral sequence

(56) E2
p,−q = H lf

p (S;h
q) ⇒ H−p+q(S;Z),

where we used the convention that cohomological grading corresponds to negative
homological grading. On a locally CM space X this spectral sequence collapses to
give

(57) H lf
∗ (X ;hn) ∼= Hn−∗(X ;Z).

This another one of the dualities we discussed. The inverse D to RΓc maps the
constant cosheaf Z to h∗, this gives rise to the duality from Equation (55):

(58) Ep,−q
2 = Hp(X ;HqD(Z)) ∼= Hp(X ;hq) ⇒ Hq−p(X ;Z),

this spectral sequence collapses at the E2 page when X is locally CM.

B.3. The cap product. Where proofs of Poincaré duality often start by defining
the cap product and the fundamental class, and then show that the cap product with
the fundamental class induces the duality isomorphism (see for example [Hat02,
Section 3.3]), in treatments of Verdier duality the cap product is often introduced
separately and capping with a fundamental class is only a posteriori shown to agree
with the duality isomorphism. An abstract perspective on the cap product is the
following. For cosheaf homology of a (derived) cosheaf G and sheaf cohomology of
a (derived) sheaf F the cap product is a map

Hn(S;G)⊗Hp(S;F)
∩
−→ Hn−p(S;RΓc(DG ⊗ F)),

that can be obtained by pushing the cup product [Bre97, Section II.7]

H−n(S;DG)⊗Hp(F) → Hp−n(S;DG ⊗ F).

across RΓc. When X is locally CM of dimension n and we take G = hn, there is a
class [X ] ∈ Hn(X ;hn) ∼= H0(X ;Z) corresponding to the unit of the cap product.
Tautologically, we then have that the duality isomorphism is given by

(59) [X ] ∩ − : Hp(S;F)
∼=
−→ Hn−p(S;RΓc(F)).

Note that when F = hn this recovers the duality from Equation (55), while taking
F = Z gives that from Equation (57).

Appendix C. Orientation Independence of the Cap Product

We relegated a part of the proof that the cap product does not depend on the
orientation of the simplicial complex to here. That the cap product is independent
of the orientation is already non-trivial for the cap products with R-coefficients

∩ : C lf
k (X ;R)⊗ Cl(X ;R) → C lf

k−l(X)

σ ⊗ τ∗ 7→ τ∗(σ>k−l)σ6k−l,
(60)

and

∩ : Ck(X ;R)⊗ Cl
c(X ;R) → Ck−l(X)

σ ⊗ τ∗ 7→ τ∗(σ>k−l)σ6k−l.
(61)
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We will prove Proposition 2.14 alongside this, the difference between the proofs
is cosmetic. In fact, for ease of notation we will only explicitly prove that the R-
coefficient cap product is orientation independent and indicate what needs changing
to establish Proposition 2.14.

C.1. Proof of Proposition 2.14. In the proof below, we will use that one way to
think about orientation of finite complexes is through a total ordering of the vertices:
this induces consistent orientations for all simplices of the complex by restriction.
We first prove the following version of Proposition 2.14 for the R-coefficient cap
product from Equations (60) and (61):

Proposition C.1. Let X be an oriented simplicial complex and [u,w] be an ori-

ented 1-simplex. Write C̃•(X) for the chain complex associated to the orientation
where u and w are swapped and ∩̃ for the associated cap product. Then the diagram

C lf
k (X)⊗ Cl(X) C lf

k−l(X)

C̃ lf
k (X)⊗ C̃l(X) C̃ lf

k−l(X)

∩

∼= ∼=

∩̃

(where the vertical maps are the isomorphisms from Lemma 2.6) commutes up to
chain homotopy. The analogous statement for the cap product involving compactly
supported cohomology also holds.

Proof. As we will prove this generator by generator, the proof will not depend on
whether or not we work with the compactly supported cohomology version.

We first show that we can reduce to the case where u and w are consecutive in
a total ordering of the vertices of a finite subcomplex. To see this, observe that
the subcomplex spanned by those simplices containing u or v. We can pick a total
ordering of the vertices of this subcomplex that restricts to the given orientation
on each simplex. The permutations swapping u and w in each simplex are then
the composite of finitely many transpositions of consecutive vertices. So, without
loss of generality, assume that u and w are consecutive in a total ordering of the
vertices of all simplices that contain u or w.

Now we claim that if u and w are consecutive, then

B : Ck(X)⊗ Cl(X) → C̃k−l+1(X)

σ ⊗ τ∗ 7→

{

(−1)k−lτ∗(σ>k−l)σ6k−l+1 if σk−l = u and σk−l+1 = w

0 otherwise.

(62)

gives the chain homotopy we need. So, we need to show that for every σ ∈ Xk and
τ ∈ Xl we have

(63) ±σ6k−l
τ∗(σ>k−l)σ6k−l−±σ±τ τ

∗(σ<k−l)σ4k−l = d̃B(σ⊗τ∗)+B(d(σ⊗τ∗)),

where 4, < and d̃ respectively denote the front and back face, and differential with
respect to the ordering with u and w swapped. For the right hand side, notice that

(64) d̃B(σ⊗ τ∗)+B(d(σ⊗ τ∗)) = d̃B(σ⊗ τ∗)+B(dσ⊗ τ∗)+ (−1)k−lB(σ⊗ ∂τ∗),

using the definition of the differential on the tensor product complex Ck(X)⊗Cl(X).
We start by considering the case where u 6= σk−l, σk−l−1 or w 6= σk−l, σk−l+1. In

this case consecutivity of u and w implies that σ>k−l = σ<k−l and σ6k−l = σ4k−l,
so both ∩ and ∩̃ are only non-zero when τ = σ>k−l. Also by consecutivity of u and
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w the permutation induced on the vertices of σ either acts non-trivially on σ>k−l

or on σ6k−l, and using this it is easy to see that the left hand side of Equation (63)
vanishes. For the right hand side (Equation (64)), we have assumed u 6= σk−l or
w 6= σk−l+1 so B vanishes on σ ⊗ τ∗. For the second term our assumptions on
u and w imply that none of the faces σ〈i〉 appearing in the differential of σ can
have (σ〈i〉)k−l = u and (σ〈i〉)k−l+1 = w so this term also vanishes. The third term
evaluates as
(65)

(−1)k−lB(σ ⊗ ∂τ∗) =











(τ∗(σ<k−l)− τ∗(σ>k−l))σ6k−l

+
∑l+1

i=2(−1)i+1τ∗((σ>k−l−1)〈i〉)σ6k−l

if
σk−l−1 = u

and σk−l = w

0 otherwise.

which is zero because u 6= σk−l−1 or w 6= σk−l.
The remaining two cases are where u = σk−l−1 and w = σk−l, or where u = σk−l

and w = σk−l+1. Let us start by working out the right hand side of Equation (64).
The first term is
(66)

d̃B(σ⊗τ∗) =











∑k−l−1
i=0 (−1)i+k−lτ∗(σ>k−l)(σ>k−l+1)〈i〉

+τ∗(σ>k−l)(σ6k−l − σ4k−l)
if σk−l = u and σk−l+1 = w

0 otherwise.

We recognise the last two terms in this as σ ∩ τ∗ − σ∩̃τ∗. For the second term on
the right hand side of Equation (64) we find that

(−1)k−lB(dσ⊗τ∗) =







































∑k−l−1
i=0 (−1)i+k−l−1τ∗(σ>k−l)(σ6k−l+1)〈i〉 if

σk−l = u

and σk−l+1 = w

∑k
i=k−l+1(−1)i+k−l−1τ∗((σ〈i〉)>k−l−1)σ6k−l if

σk−l−1 = u

and σk−l = w

τ∗((σ〈k−l〉)>k−l−1)(σ〈k−l〉)6k−l if
σk−l−1 = u

and σk−l+1 = w.

The last of these cases cannot occur as u and w are assumed to be consecutive. In
the first case we have (σ〈i〉)>k = σ>k+1, and we see that this matches the terms in
Equation (66) for i > 2 with opposite sign. Adding these together now gives the
desired result. �

The above is readily adapted to for the cap products from Equations (10) and (13):

Proof of Proposition 2.14. We only specify what chain homotopies to use in place
of Equation (62), the rest of the arguments are then a straightforward adaptation
of the proof of Proposition C.1. For the cap products from Equation (13) mapping

∩ : C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl

c(X) → Ck−l(X ;h∗) and

∩ : C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X) → C lf

k−l(X ;h∗),

we use the chain homotopy

B : C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X) → C̃ lf

k−l+1(X ;h∗)

(σ ⊳ α∗)⊗ τ∗ 7→

{

(−1)k−lτ∗(σ>k−l)σ6k−l+1 ⊳ α
∗ if σk−l = u and σk−l+1 = w

0 otherwise,
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and the corresponding version for compactly supported cohomology. For the other
cap products

∩ : C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl

c(X ;h∗) → Ck−l(X) and

∩ : C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X ;h∗) → C lf

k−l(X),

from Equation (10) we use

B : C lf
k (X ;h∗)⊗ Cl(X) → C̃ lf

k−l+1(X ;h∗)

(σ ⊳ α∗)⊗ (τ ⊳ β∗) 7→











(−1)k−l〈α∗, β〉σ6k−l+1 if σk−l = u, σk−l+1 = w

and τ = σ>k−l

0 otherwise,

and the analogous version for compactly supported cochains. �
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Proc. London Math. Soc., s3-13:155–183, 1963. doi:10.1112/PLMS/S3-13.1.155.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.2001.8932
https://people.mpim-bonn.mpg.de/scholze/SixFunctors.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/sapm1975542135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s0013091500004818
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2023.09.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2003.v10.n5.a7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-12.1.609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/PLMS/S3-13.1.155

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Results
	1.2. A brief history: CM complexes, duality, and combinatorial sheaves
	1.3. A sketch of proof of CM duality
	1.4. Outline
	Acknowledgments

	Table of contents
	2. Combinatorial Sheaves and Cosheaves
	2.1. Introduction to combinatorial sheaves
	2.2. Sheaf cohomology and cosheaf homology
	2.3. The local homology sheaf and the local cohomology cosheaf
	2.4. The cap product

	3. Overview of Cohen–Macaulay Complexes
	3.1. Cohen–Macaulay complexes
	3.2. Properties of locally CM complexes

	4. Duality for Cohen–Macaulay Complexes
	4.1. The Mayer–Vietoris spectral sequence
	4.2. The CM Duality Theorem
	4.3. Weaker forms of duality
	4.4. Duality with coefficients in (co)sheaves
	4.5. Example: trees

	5. Functoriality and Naturality
	5.1. Maps between combinatorial (co)sheaves
	5.2. Local (co)homology
	5.3. Naturality of duality

	Appendix A. Comparison with Classical Sheaves
	A.1. Constructible sheaves on simplicial complexes

	Appendix B. CM Duality as a Consequence of Verdier Duality
	B.1. Poincaré-Verdier duality
	B.2. Duality between sheaves and cosheaves
	B.3. The cap product

	Appendix C. Orientation Independence of the Cap Product
	C.1. Proof of Proposition 2.14

	References

