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Abstract. In this paper, we present a construction from a Reedy category C
of a direct category Down(C) and a functor Down(C) → C, which exhibits C

as an (∞, 1)-categorical localization of Down(C). This result refines previous

constructions in the literature by ensuring finiteness of the direct category
Down(C) whenever C is finite, which is not guaranteed by existing approaches.

The finiteness property is useful when we want to embed the construction into

the syntax of a (non-infinitary) logic: the author expects the construction
may be used to develop a meta-theory of finitely truncated simplicial types for

homotopy type theory.
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2 FINITE REEDY CATEGORIES AS LOCALIZATIONS OF FINITE DIRECT CATEGORIES

1. Introduction

In this paper, we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Let C be a Reedy category. Then there is a concrete construction
(to be seen in Definitions 3.8 and 7.1) of a direct category Down(C) and a functor
Down(C) → C which exhibits C as an (∞, 1)-categorical localization of Down(C).
Furthermore, the category Down(C) is finite whenever C is.

Without the mention of finiteness, the proof of this result appears in literature
in a stronger form:

Theorem 1.2 (Preceding result). Let X be any simplicial set. Then there is a well-
founded partial order P and a functor P → X, i.e., a simplicial map N(P ) → X
exhibiting X as an (∞, 1)-localization of P .

A direct proof of Theorem 1.2 may be seen, for example, in the Lurie’s online
textbook Kerodon as [16, Theorem 02MD]. The proof of a claim “equivalent to
Theorem 1.2 up to homotopy” can also be found in an earlier literature: in [4,
3], Barwick and Kan state that the cofibrant objects of a model category of rela-
tive categories, which models all (∞, 1)-categories, are necessarily relative posets;
therefore any (∞, 1)-category is a localization of a poset.

As you can see, the statement of Barwick and Kan does not refer to well-
foundedness (or equivalently directness). Strictly speaking, Lurie’s statement does
not either. However, with a closer inspection of Lurie’s proof, it is easily seen that
the poset he has constructed is well-founded. I, the author, have not inspected Bar-
wick and Kan’s proof, but I roughly expect that the poset they have constructed is
well-founded as well, as they use a modified nerve functor.

Although the preceding Theorem 1.2 is almost stronger than our Theorem 1.1,
there is an improvement in the latter: finiteness. If C is a finite Reedy category, the
category Down(C), which has C as a localization, is in fact a finite direct category.
The preceding constructions do not seem to guarantee the finiteness of the poset
P except in very limited cases. For example, Lurie’s construction of P may be
taken to be finite precisely when X is a finite simplicial set. If we wish to take
X = N(C), the nerve of a 1-category, the simplicial set X is finite if and only if
C is already finite and direct. Therefore, if you wish to get a finite direct category
from Theorem 1.2, you need to start with a finite direct category, which renders
Theorem 1.2 useless for the purpose.

On the other hand, our Theorem 1.1 provides a finite direct category from a
finite Reedy category. Furthermore, by applying our construction and then Lurie’s
construction, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.3. Let C be a finite Reedy category. Then there is a finite partial
order P and a functor P → C exhibiting C as an (∞, 1)-localization of P .

The author expects that the result of this paper may be useful when one wishes
to embed the construction into the syntax of a (non-infinitary) logic. In particular,
it may have applications to the meta-theory of homotopy type theory (HoTT) [22].
In HoTT, there is a meta-notion of finite direct presheaves (or finite inverse dia-
grams): for each finite direct category C, there is a well-defined notion of the type
of presheaves on C [20, 13]. The result of this paper suggests that these notions can
be extended to finite Reedy presheaves: if C is a finite Reedy category, a presheaf
over C may be defined as a presheaf over Down(C) equipped with a point of an
appropriate subcontractible space. A key example is that of finitely truncated sim-
plicial types. For each n, there is a theory of n-truncated semisimplicial types;

https://kerodon.net/tag/02MD
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however, the theory of n-truncated simplicial types for an arbitrary meta-level nat-
ural number n has not yet been developed. Our result suggests that the theory of
n-simplicial types can be developed in a straightforward way.

Kraus and Sattler have already worked along these lines in their extended ab-
stract [13]. As a part of their work, they have proposed a sketch of a in-HoTT
theory of diagrams over a fixed Reedy category with certain conditions via a “di-
rect replacement”. An important example of their work is a simple infinite direct
replacement of the untruncated simplex category, which is far simpler than the
present construction. This approach yields a definition of simplicial types in terms
of countably infinite meta-series of type judgements in HoTT. However, in private
communication, Kraus and the author have confirmed that truncated simplex cate-
gories do not satisfy the conditions proposed in [13], contrary to the claim in it. Our
present construction applies to all Reedy categories, including truncated simplex
categories.

Let us roughly outline the construction of Down(C). Given a finite Reedy cat-
egory C = (C,C−, C+), the construction of Down(C) begins with the direct sub-
category C+. If we added morphisms from C− to this, we would obtain C, but it
would break directness. Instead, for each non-identity f : x → y in C−, we would
like to add a new object cf and two morphisms, as in:

x cf y∼

If we make the morphism cf ← y a weak equivalence, we would get a “factorization”
of f . If we make cf have a higher degree than x and y, the directness or the finiteness
would not be broken. However, since we need to ensure coherence, just adding these
objects cf and connecting morphisms is not enough. We actually need to add an
arbitraily long composable chains in C− as objects and we consider any series of
morphisms in C+ that connect these chains as morphisms; the resulting category is
called

∫
N−,+(C) in Section 3. However this does not guarantee finiteness, because

this construction allows arbitrarily long chains of idenitities. These arbitrary long
chains actually breaks the directness (it is merely Reedy). By quotienting out these
idenities, we obtain a finite direct category Down(C), because C− is finite inverse.
This is the rough idea of the construction.

Let us now give an outline of the paper. In Section 2, we wrap up some ter-
minology and some results in category and ∞-category theory. In Section 3, we
define the category Down(C) and some other related categories. In Section 4,
we investigate the structure of hom-set of Down(C). From this, the directness
and the finiteness of Down(C) will be shown in Section 5. In Section 6, we shall
study some functors among Down(C) and other categories constructed in Section 3.
This helps us to show that Down(C) → C, among other C-valued functors, are 1-
localizations in Section 7. The functor Down(C)→ C itself, called last, will also be
constructed in Section 7. After that, Sections 8 and 9 will be devoted to the proof
that Down(C) → C is an (∞, 1)-localization. In Section 8, we shall define some
endofunctors on the category of simplicial sets and investigate their properties.
These endofunctors will describe the shapes of the (∞, 1)-diagrams in the actual
proof in Section 9 that Down(C)→ C is an (∞, 1)-localization. Our main theorem,
Theorem 1.1, will be proven in Section 10. The content of the theorem shall have
been proven part by part in the previous sections, and the proof in Section 10 will
be a concise summary of these results.

Throughout this paper except for Section 2, we shall fix a Reedy category C =
(C,C−, C+).
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some category-theoretic preliminaries. In Section 2.1,
we list some standard category-theoretic terminology and notations, including the
weak and the strict definitions of 1-localizations. In Section 2.2, we remark on
the set-theoretic foundations of this paper. Since the first half of this paper is
based on the language of constructive mathematics, we shortly discuss the possible
formalization of the part. The subsection also includes the definition of well-founded
relations, which is foundational for defining direct categories. In Section 2.3, we
discuss the definitions of direct categories and Reedy categories. Those notions need
explicit reconsideration under the constructive settings, we shall discuss them in
detail. In Section 2.4, we recall the definition of our most important Reedy category,
the simplex category ∆, and list some related notations and terminologies. Finally
in Section 2.5, we shall cite some terminology, notation and results from (∞, 1)-
category theory based on simplicial sets as models. This will be vital in Sections 8
and 9 for formulating and proving that Down(C)→ C is an (∞, 1)-localization.

2.1. Grossaries. We first list some category-theoretic terminology and notations.
This is long, but it is a standard glossary in category theory, so the readers may
wish to skip this list. See, for instance, [2, 6, 17] for reference.

Definition 2.1 (Category-theoretic glossary).

• Let C be a category. Then we write ObC for the collection of objects of
C, HomC(x, y) for the collection of morphisms x → y in C, and MorC
for the collection of all morphisms of C. If f : x → y and g : y → z are
morphisms in a category, their composition x→ z will be denoted by g ◦ f .
The identity morphism of an object x in a category is written as idx.

• If there is no danger of confusion, we may write f ∈ C to mean f ∈ MorC,
and x ∈ C to say x ∈ ObC.

• A functor F : C → D, as usual, stands for a covariant one: a pair of a
function F : ObC → ObD and a family of functions F : HomC(x, y) →
HomD(F (x), F (y)) preserving identities and compositions. If F : C → D
and G : D → E are functors, their composition x 7→ G(F (x)) is denoted by
G ◦ F : C → E. The identity functor of a category C is denoted by idC .

• A functor F : C → D is faithful if, for any pair of objects x, y in C, the
function F : HomC(x, y)→ HomD(F (x), F (y)) is injective. The functor is
full if this function is surjective, and fully faithful if it is an isomorphism
of sets.
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• A category C ′ is said to be a subcategory of a category C, denoted by
C ′ ⊆ C, if there is a faithful functor C ′ → C solely consisting of inclusions
of subsets on objects and morphisms. A subcategory C ′ is said to be full if
the functor is fully faithful; it is said to be wide if the functor is the identity
on objects.
• A functor F : C → D is said to reflect identity if for any morphism f : x→ y
in C with F (x) = F (y) and F (f) = idF (x), we have x = y and f = idx.

• A natural transformation α : F ⇒ G between functors F,G : C → D, as
always, consists of a morphism αx : F (x)→ G(x) in D for each object x in
C satisfying suitable commutativity condition.

• The vertical composition of natural transformations α : F ⇒ G and β : G⇒
H, is denoted by β ◦ α : F ⇒ H. The identity natural transformation of a
functor F is denoted by idF : F ⇒ F .

• The functor category DC has functors C → D as objects, natural trans-
formations between them as morphisms, and the vertical composition of
natural transformations as composition.

• The left whiskering of a natural transformation α : F ⇒ G : C → D by a
functor H : D → D′ is denoted by H ◁ α : H ◦ F ⇒ H ◦G.

• The right whiskering of a natural transformation α : F ⇒ G : C → D by a
functor H : C ′ → C is denoted by α ▷ H : F ◦H ⇒ G ◦H.

• Let C and D be a category. If F : C ′ → C is a functor, precomposition
with F and the left whiskering by F define the precomposition functor
DC → DC′

, denoted by F ∗ = (− ◦ F ). Similarly for a functor G : D → D′,

the postcomposition functor DC → D′C is denoted by G∗ = (G ◦ −).
• The dual of a category C will be denoted by Cop.
• The category DCop

of functors Cop → D may be denoted by DC . The
objects of this category may also be called D-valued presheaves over C (or
contravaraint functors from C to D, but we will not use this term).

• If x, y are objects in a category C and the hom-set HomC(x, y) is a singleton,
then we write ! = !xy : x→ y for the unique morphism in HomC(x, y).

• Let C and D be categories. The join C ⋆ D is the category whose objects
are Ob(C ⋆ D) := Ob(C) ⨿ Ob(D) = ({0} × Ob(C)) ∪ ({1} × Ob(D)) and
whose morphisms are

HomC⋆D((i, x), (j, y)) =


HomC(x, y) if i = j = 0,

HomD(x, y) if i = j = 1,

{!} if i = 0 and j = 1,

∅ if i = 1 and j = 0.

The composition in C ⋆ D is given by the compositions in C and D when
possible, and by the unique possible choice when composing with !.
• We use the word semicategory for categories without the assumption of
identities; in other words, a quiver with associative compositions. We can
forget the structure of identities in a category to get a semicategory, and
can freely adjoin identities to a semicategory to obtain a category.
• A finite category is a small category whose sets of objects its morphisms
are both finite, i.e. bijective to some set of the form {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}.
• A preordered set (P,≤) is canonically considered as a category by defining
ObP to be P regarded as a set and setting

HomP (x, y) :=

{
{!xy} if x ≤ y,
∅ otherwise.
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• If a category C has every hom-set a subset of a singleton, then C is identified
with the preordered set of its objects. In particular, the notation for joins
of categories and of preordered sets are identified. Also, the notation QP

for the category of functors P → Q is identified as the preordered set of
order-preserving functions P → Q.

• We employ some examples of large categories: the category of small cat-
egories Cat, that of sets Set, that of (reflexively) partially ordered sets
Poset, and the category of functors from a small category to these three
categories. The most important example of such functor categories in this
paper is the category of simplicial sets Set∆. The term “category,” when
used without qualification or reference to these examples, will always mean
a small category.

• If C is a small category, the Yoneda embedding C → SetC is denoted by y:
y(c) = HomC(−, c) for c ∈ ObC.
• The colimit of the diagram F : D → C is denoted by colimd∈D F (d).
• As a specific case of colimits, if F : Λ → C and G : Λ → D are functors,
the pointwise left Kan extension of G along F is denoted by (LanG F )(c) =
colimF (λ)→cG(λ).
• If C is a category and F : Cop → Cat is a functor, the Grothendieck con-
struction of F is denoted by

∫
F → C. We will clarify the actual construc-

tion in its specialized form in Definition 3.1.
• We use some terminology from enriched category theory for the specific
case of enrichment over Poset. When we endow a Poset-enrichment on a
category, we do not introduce notation for hom-objects; instead, we simply
endow hom-sets with order structures. A notable usage of the term from
the theory is the change of enriching base by a lax monoidal functor.

We also need to revisit the weak and strict definitions of (1-)localizations of
categories. For the strict definition, we refer the reader to [6, Section 5.2] and [7,
Section I.1]. The definition of weak localizations may be found in [16, Definition
01M9].

Definition 2.2. Let F : C → D be a functor between categories, and let W ⊆
MorC. Consider the following conditions:

(1) F sends morphisms in W to isomorphisms in D.
(2) If a functor G : C → E sends morphisms in W to isomorphisms in E, then

there exists a unique functor H : D → E such that H ◦ F = G.
(3) If a functor G : C → E sends morphisms in W to isomorphisms in E, then

there exists a functor H : D → E and a natural isomorphism θ : H ◦F ⇒ G.
(4) If H,H ′ : D → E are functors and θ : H ◦ F ⇒ H ′ ◦ F is a natural isomor-

phism, then there is a unique natural isomorphism θ̂ : H ⇒ H ′ such that

θ̂ ▷ F = θ.
(5) For any category E, the precomposition functor F ∗ : ED → EC is fully

faithful.

We say that F exhibits D as the strict (1-)localization of C at (or with respect to)
W if it satisfies the conditions (1) and (2). We may instead say that the pair (D,F )
is a strict (1-)localization of C at, or with respect to, W . We say F exhibits D as
the weak (1-)localization of C at (or with respect to) W if it satisfies the conditions
(1), (3) and (4), or equivalently the conditions (1), (3) and (5). In this case, we
may instead say that the pair (D,F ) is a weak (1-)localization of C at, or with
respect to, W .

Remark 2.3. A strict (1-)localization is a weak (1-)localization. More specifically,
a pair (D,F : C → D) of a category and a functor is a weak 1-localization of C at

https://kerodon.net/tag/01M9
https://kerodon.net/tag/01M9
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W ⊆ MorC if and only if there is a strict 1-localization (D′, F ′) of C at W , an

equivalence H : D′ ∼→ D of categories, and a natural isomorphism H ◦ F ′ ∼= F . On
the other hand, the pair (D,F ) is a strict 1-localization of C at W if and only if it
is a weak 1-localization of C at W and F : ObC → ObD is a bijection.

2.2. Remarks on foundations. Although we need to enter the realm of classical
axiomatic set theory in Sections 8 and 9 to enable our discussion of (∞, 1)-category
theory, we shall use the language of constructive mathematics in Sections 3–7. We
only place restrictions on the use of non-constructive principles, and we do not
additionally assume constructive principles that contradict classical mathematics.

If P is a proposition or a property, we say “P is decidable” to mean that “either
P is true or P is false.” If P is a property of some object, we may say “We have
dichotomy of x into P and non-P” to mean that “x either satisfies P or does not.”

In order to formalize our results in Sections 3–7, it should be sufficient to have, as
the foundation, Aczel’s Constructive Zermelo-Fraenkel (CZF) set theory [1]. CZF
is an intuitionistic first-order theory with equality whose unique non-logical symbol
is the membership binary relation ∈. Its axioms (and axiom schemata) are Axioms
of Extensionality, Pairing, Union, Empty Set and Infinity, and the Axiom Schemata
of ∆0-Separation, Strong Collection, Subset Collection, and ∈-Induction. Note that
CZF does not include the dedicate notion of classes, and the large categories should
be treated through the well-known trick of metatheoretically regarding properties
of sets as classes.

In fact, since our discussion in Sections 3–7 is almost completely finitistic, the
author strongly conjectures that the foundation for the formalization of these sec-
tions can be weakened to Intuitionistic Kripke-Platek set theory with the Axiom
of Infinity (IKPω) [14]. The theory IKPω is axiomatized by Axioms of Exten-
sionality, Pairing, Union, Empty Set and Infinity, as well as the Axiom Schemata
of ∆0-Separation, ∆0-Collection, and ∈-Induction. The author has not checked
the details of the formalization, but the categories and functors constructed in Sec-
tions 3–7 may be built using finite-domain function sets, which are ∆1-constructible
in IKPω. Since IKP admits the Theorem Scheme of Strong Σ1-Collection, this pro-
vides a strong indication that the entire formalization can indeed be carried out in
IKPω.

The author furthermore conjectures that we may use Intuitionistic Kripke-Platke
set theory without the Axiom of Infinity (IKP) by reformulating and omitting some
of the results in Sections 5 and 7. Specifically, the author suspects that Sections 3,
4 and 6 remain valid if we allow large categories in our construction, and that the
following results admit modified proofs:

• the categories
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) from Definition 3.3 and Down(C) from Defini-

tion 3.8 are small categories;
• the two categories are direct (Corollary 5.5 and Proposition 5.7);
• the two categories are finite if C is finite (Lemma 5.8 and Corollary 5.9);
• the functor Down(C)→ C is a 1-localization functor (Theorem 7.3).

However, without the Axiom of Infinity, the arguments cannot be executed as
smoothly as in the present paper, since we then only have the class of natural
numbers. Consequently the following categories are not necessarily small, meaning
that we need to meta-theoretically treat them using classes:

• the simplex category ∆;
• the category

∫
N(C) in Definition 3.1;

• the category
∫
N−,+(C) in Definition 3.2;

• the category Down∗(C) in Definition 3.8.
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The natural definitions of Reedy structures on these large categories, their direct-
ness, or their localizations naturally involve univeral quantification over all classes
satisfying certain conditions, which is not possible in this set theory. In the present
paper, Proposition 5.3 and several from Section 7 show such properties of these
categories. We might be able to reformulate them as meta-theorems or treat them
with workarounds, or might need to give them up. The author has not investigated
this further.

As mentioned at the beginning of this subsection, to formalize the results in
Sections 8 and 9, we need the language of classical mathematics and a stronger
set-theoretic foundation. In these sections, we shall use the language of (∞, 1)-
category theory to prove that Down(C) → C is an (∞, 1)-localization. Since the
author is not aware of any constructive theory of (∞, 1)-categories, we shall not
attempt to formalize these sections in a constructive setting. One possible choice
of foundation for these sections is Zermelo-Fraenkel set theory with the Axiom of
Choice (ZFC), but that does not provide an internalized notion of classes, and
therefore some lemmas (especially those in Section 2.5) would have to be treated as
meta-theorems. Alternatively, it can be more convenient to use a foundation that
includes or allows a definition of classes, such as Morse-Kelley set theory (MK), or
Tarski-Grothendieck set theory (TG). See Shulman’s survey [21] for a discussion on
this topic.

As we treat direct and Reedy categories, we shall need to use the notion of
well-foundedness. We simply recall the definition here:

Definition 2.4 (Well-foundedness). Let X be a set and < be a binary relation on
X. We say that < is a well-founded relation on X if X is the only subset Y of
X satisfying the following property: for any x ∈ X, if {y ∈ X | y < x} ⊆ Y , then
x ∈ Y . The set X equipped with such < is said to be a well-founded set.

However, the treatment of well-foundedness in this paper is abstract, and we
shall only need the following facts for this paper:

• If X is a set and < is a well-founded relation on X, then there is no <-cycle:
x0 < x1 < · · · < xn < x0 for some n ≥ 0.

• The set N of natural numbers is well-founded under the usual order.
• Let (X,<X) and (Y,<Y ) be sets with relations, and assume that the latter

is well-founded. If there is a function f : X → Y such that x1 <X x2 implies
f(x1) <Y f(x2), then <X is well-founded.

• Let (Λ, <) be a well-founded set, and (Xλ, <λ) be a well-founded set for
each λ ∈ Λ. Endow the disjoint union∐

λ∈Λ

Xλ = {(λ, x) | λ ∈ Λ, x ∈ Xλ}

with the lexicographic relation, i.e., (λ1, x1) < (λ2, x2) if and only if either
λ1 < λ2 or λ1 = λ2 and x1 <λ1

x2. Then the disjoint union is well-founded.

2.3. Direct and Reedy categories. In this subsection, we review the definitions
of direct and Reedy categories constructively. Textbook account with classic foun-
dation can be found, for example, in [9, Sections 5.1 and 5.2].

We first begin with the definition of direct categories. The constructive definition
of direct categories suffers from ambiguity; the correct categorification of well-
founded sets would be direct semicategories, and it is not clear what is the vaild
extension of the notion to categories with identities. The following definition is the
one supported by Shulman’s helpful answer [12] to my MathOverflow question:

Definition 2.5. Let C be a semicategory. For any x, y ∈ ObC, let us write x ≺C y
if there exists morphism x→ y in C. We say that C is direct if ≺C is a well-founded
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relation on ObC. A category is said to be direct if it is isomorphic to the one
obtained by freely adjoining identities to a direct semicategory. A semicategory or
a category is said to be inverse if its dual is direct.

This definition is good in that it allows us to construct a presheaf over any direct
category by the most intuitive form of induction. The definition is also equivalent
to the inductive definition by Shulman in [19]. Bartels, on the other hand, raised
a remarkable opposition in comments to the same question: the definition above
does not include the canonical reflexively ordered class of ordinals, even if we see
the irreflexively ordered class of ordinals as well-founded.

The following lemma proves that this constructive definition is equivalent to that
from the classical mathematics:

Lemma 2.6. Let C be a category. For any x, y ∈ ObC, let us write x ≺ y if there
is a non-identity morphism x → y. Assume that ≺ is a well-founded relation on
ObC. Then C is a direct category if and only if any morphism in C is either an
identity or non-identity.

Proof. The “only if” part is clear. For the “if” part, assume the dichotomy of
morphisms into identities and non-identities. We need to show that C is direct.
Let the wide sub-semicategory C ′ consist of all objects in C and all non-identity
morphisms in C. For well-definedness, we need to show that C ′ is closed under
compositions. Let f : x → y and g : y → z be non-identity morphisms in C. If
g ◦ f were an identity, then we would have x ≺ y ≺ z = x, which contradicts the
well-foundedness of ≺. Therefore, g ◦ f is a non-identity, and C ′ is a semicategory.
By the assumption of the lemma, C ′ is direct. It suffices to see that C is isomorphic
to the category obtained by freely adjoining identities to C ′, which is immediate
from our dichotomy assumption. □

Remark 2.7. If C is a finite category, the following three conditions are equivalent:

(1) C is a direct category.
(2) C is an inverse category.
(3) Any endomorphisms and isomorphisms of C are identities.

We now move on to the definition of Reedy categories.

Definition 2.8 (Reedy categories). Let C be a category. A Reedy structure on C
is a pair (C−, C+) of wide subcategories of C satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Every morphism in C can be uniquely factored as the composition of a
morphism in C− followed by one in C+: for each morphism f : x → y in
C, there is a unique triple (z, g, h) of z ∈ Ob(C), g : x → z in C−, and
h : z → y in C+ with f = h ◦ g.

(2) Each of C− and C+ is isomorphic to the category obtained by freely ad-
joining identities to some semicategory.

(3) Define a relation <′ on Ob(C) by setting x <′ y if and only if there is a
non-identity x → y in C+ or a non-identity x ← y in C−. Then <′ is a
well-founded relation on Ob(C).

A Reedy category C = (C,C−, C+) is a category C equipped with a Reedy structure
(C−, C+) on it.

The definition may look different from the usual definition (for example, see
Hovey [9]), but it is in fact classically equivalent. With classical logic, the condition
(2) in Definition 2.8 is derivable from (3). To be constructively precise, see the
following lemma:

Lemma 2.9. Let C be a category, and let C−, C+ ⊆ C be wide subcategories. Then
we have the following:
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(1) Under the assumption (3) in Definition 2.8, the subcategory C− (resp. C+)
is isomorphic to the category obtained by freely adjoining identities to some
semicategory if and only if any morphism in C− (resp. C+) is either an
identity or non-identity.

(2) Under the assumption (1) in Definition 2.8, the dichotomy of morphisms
into identities and non-identities in C− (resp. C+) is equivalent to the
decidability of the membership of a morphism in C+ (resp. C−).

Proof. Follows from Lemma 2.6 and the fact that C−∩C+ consists only of identities.
□

Corollary 2.10. If a category C and a pair of wide subcategories C−, C+ ⊆ C
satisfies (1) and (3) in Definition 2.8, then the followings are equivalent:

(1) (C,C−, C+) is a Reedy category.
(2) The membership properties of a morphism in C− and in C+ are decidable.
(3) Any morphism in C is either an identity or non-identity.
(4) Any morphism in C− or C+ is either an identity or non-identity.

Proof. Follows from the previous lemma. □

The condition (3) in Definition 2.8 is equivalently stated as the existence of a
degree function. A degree function of C, in the sense of Reedy categories, is by
definition a function F : Ob(C)→W , where W is some well-ordered set, such that
all the non-identities x → y in C+ and all the non-identities x ← y in C− satisfy
F (x) < F (y). Some literature, including Hovey [9], requires the equipment of a
degree function, but its existence is enough for us.

With this definition of Reedy categories, Mor(C−) and Mor(C+) are decidable
subsets of Mor(C). We also see that C− is an inverse category, and C+ a direct
category, as can be proven classically.

In later sections, we will frequently draw a commutative diagram in a Reedy
category. Within a diagram in a fixed Reedy category C = (C,C−, C+), we depict
morphisms in C− and C+ with ↠ and ↣, respectively, to maintain the conciseness
of these diagrams. Note that ↠ and ↣ will not necessarily stand for epimorphisms
and monomorphisms when we consider a diagram in general Reedy categories,
deviating from the general convention.

We shall cite a useful lemma concerning Reedy categories:

Lemma 2.11 (Lemma 3.9 from [5]). All idempotents in a Reedy category are split.
For more precision, let (C,C−, C+) be a Reedy category and suppose that a mor-
phism α : c→ c satisfies α ◦ α = α. Then there exists a unique pair of σ ∈ MorC−
and δ ∈ MorC+ with δ ◦ σ = α and σ ◦ δ = id.

Proof. Uniqueness is clear. Let the following be the (C−, C+)-factorizations:

α = δ ◦ σ, σ ∈ MorC−, δ ∈ MorC+; (2.1)

σ ◦ δ = δ′ ◦ σ′, σ′ ∈ MorC−, δ
′ ∈ MorC+. (2.2)

Since α is idempotent, we have:

σ ◦ δ = α = α ◦ α = σ ◦ δ ◦ σ ◦ δ = σ ◦ σ′ ◦ δ′ ◦ δ.

The uniqueness of (C−, C+)-factorization, the directness of C+, and the inverseness
of C− together imply σ′ = δ′ = id, which reduces eq. (2.2) to σ ◦δ = id. Combining
this with eq. (2.1), we obtain the desired result. □

As we declared in Section 1, we shall fix a Reedy category C = (C,C−, C+) in
Section 3 and onward.
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2.4. The simplex category. We will frequently use the simplex category ∆ in
this paper. Here we recall its definition and some of its properties. Remember we
write Poset for the category of reflexively partially ordered sets (simply posets)
and order-preserving maps between them.

Definition 2.12 (The simplex category). The category ∆a, called the augmented
simplex category, is the full subcategory of the Poset spanned by finite ordinals:
the linearly ordered sets [n] := n + 1 = {0 < 1 < · · · < n} for integers n ≥ −1.
The simplex category ∆ is the full subcategory of ∆a spanned by inhabited finite
ordinals: [n] for n ≥ 0.

Definition 2.13 (The canonical Reedy structure). We shall write (∆a)− and
(∆a)+ for the wide subcategories of ∆a consisting of surjections (or degeneracies)
and injections (or face maps), respectively. The pair ((∆a)−, (∆a)+) is a Reedy
structure on ∆a, which is considered as the canonical one on ∆a. The restrictions
∆− := (∆a)− ∩∆ and ∆+ := (∆a)+ ∩∆ form the canonical Reedy structure on
∆.

Notation 2.14. We shall employ the conventional notation for morphisms in ∆a

(and hence in ∆). If 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the morphisms δnk : [n− 1] ↣ [n] in (∆a)+ and
σn
k : [n+ 1] ↠ [n] in (∆a)− are given by:

δnk (i) :=

{
i if 0 ≤ i < k;

i+ 1 if k ≤ i < n;

σn
k (i) :=

{
i if 0 ≤ i ≤ k;
i− 1 if k < i ≤ n+ 1.

Also, We add some non-conventional notation. Let [n] ∈ ∆a and say we have the
following subset:

S = {s0 < s1 < s2 < . . . < sk−1} ⊆ [n].

Then we write ιnS = ιS : [k − 1] ↣ [n] for the morphism in (∆a)+ defined by
ιS(i) = si. The particular case where S is a singleton S = {s} is also denoted by
ιns = ιs := ιn{s} : [0]→ [n].

2.5. Simplicial sets, quasicategories and (∞, 1)-categories. In this subsec-
tion, we partially review the theory of simplicial sets and quasicategories. The
notable textbook references for this are Lurie’s [16, 15]. Especially, [16] will be
repeatedly referred to in Sections 8 and 9. The content of this subsection will only
be used in Sections 8 and 9, so we will use classical logic here.

Definition 2.15 (Simplicial sets). A simplicial set is a functor ∆op → Set. The
category of simplicial sets, which is the functor category, is denoted by Set∆. The
morphisms in the category are called simplicial maps. If X ∈ Set∆, an n-simplex of
X is an element of Xn, which stands for X evaluated at [n] ∈∆. An n-simplex σ is
degenerate if it is in the image of the map induced by some non-identity morphism
in ∆−; it is non-degenerate otherwise. A simplicial set is finite if it has finitely
many non-degenerate simplices across all dimensions.

Notation 2.16 (Simplices). We set ∆ := y : ∆→ Set∆ for the special case of the
Yoneda embedding. We may extend this functor to ∆a by setting ∆ to be:

∆a Set∆a
Set∆.

y restrict

In other words, ∆[−1] := ∅.
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Notation 2.17 (degenerate edge). Let X be a simplicial set. If x ∈ X0 is a vertex
of X, its corresponding degenerate edge (σ0

0)
∗
(x) = X(σ0

0)(x) is also denoted by
idx.

Notation 2.18 (Boundaries and horns). The simplicial sets ∂∆[n] ⊆ ∆[n], for
n ≥ 0, and Λk[n] ⊆ ∂∆[n], for 0 ≤ k ≤ n, are defined as follows:

∂∆[n]l := {α : [l]→ [n] | α is not surjective} ,
Λk[n]l := {α : [l]→ [n] | {0, . . . , l − 1, l + 1, . . . , n} ̸⊆ Imα} .

Definition 2.19 (lifting property). Let C be a (possibly large) category and
f : A → B, g : X → Y be morphisms in C. We say that the morphism f has left
lifting property with respect to g, or that g has right lifting property with respect
to f , if for any morphism u : A → X and v : B → Y commutating the following
outer square, there is a morphism that fits into the dotted line, commutating the
two triangles:

A X

B Y

u

f g

v

Definition 2.20 (inner fibration, inner anodyne morphism, and quasicategories).
Let f : X → Y be a morphism of simplicial sets. We say that f is an inner fibration
if it has the right lifting property with respect to all horn inclusions Λk[n] ↪→ [n],
for all pair of integers 0 < k < n. We say that a simplicial set X is a quasicategory
if the canonical morphism X → ∗ to the terminal object is an inner fibration. We
say that a morphism i : A→ B of simplicial sets is inner anodyne if it has the left
lifting property with respect to all inner fibrations.

We refer the reader to [16, 15] for:

• equivalences (or isomorphisms) in a quasicategory ;
• equivalences of quasicategories and its generalization categorical equiva-

lences;
• joins of simplicial sets, denoted X ⋆ Y .

Notation 2.21 (function complex). The exponential object in the category of
simplicial sets will be denoted by Fun(•, •), i.e.:

Fun(X,Y )n := HomSet∆(∆[n]×X,Y ).

We now proceed to the definition of localization. In [16], the following simplicial
subset is denoted by Fun(X[E−1], Q). However, to avoid the misleading impression
that it involves a simplicial set called X[E−1], we instead adopt a modified version
of the notation used for the theory of marked simplicial sets in [15].

Notation 2.22 (complex of maps inverting some edges, cf. [15, Chapter 3]). Let
X ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set, E ⊆ X1 a set of edges, and Q a quasicategory. We
define a simplicial subset Fun((X,E), Q♮) ⊆ Fun(X,Q). The set Fun((X,E), Q♮)0
of vertices is defined to be the set of simplicial maps X → Q that send edges in E
to equivalences in Q. The set Fun((X,E), Q♮)n of n-simplices is defined to be the
set of all n-simplices f ∈ Fun(X,Q)n whose vertices are in Fun((X,E), Q♮)0.

This is the definition of localization that appears in our main theorem:

Definition 2.23 (localization [16, Definition 01MP]). Let f : X → Y be a sim-
plicial map, and W ⊆ X1 be a collection of edges. We say that f exhibits Y

https://kerodon.net/tag/01MP
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as an ((∞, 1)-)localization of X at, or with respect to, W , if for any quasicate-
gory Q, the precomposition functor f∗ : Fun(Y,Q) → Fun(X,Q) factors through
Fun((X,W ), Q♮) ⊆ Fun(X,Q), and induces an equivalence of quasicategories

Fun(Y,Q)→ Fun((X,W ), Q♮).

An ((∞, 1)-)localization map is a simplicial map that exhibits the target as a local-
ization of the source at some collection of edges.

Of course, this notion is a refinement of the 1-localization: according to [16,
Remark 01MV], if f exhibits Y as an (∞, 1)-localization of X at W ⊆ X1 and
if hX and hY denote the homotopy category of X and Y , respectively, then the
induced functor h f : hX → hY is a weak 1-localization of hX at the image of W
under the canonical map X → N(hX).

To facilitate our argument, we introduce a stronger notion of localization:

Definition 2.24 (universal localization [16, Definition 02M0, Proposition 02M1]).
Let f : X → Y be a simplicial map. Then f is said to be universally localizing or
to be a universal localization if one, and hence both, of the following equivalent
conditions hold:

(1) Let φ : ∆[n] → Y be any simplex of Y . Then the pullback X ×Y ∆[n] →
∆[n] of f along φ is a localization map.

(2) Let φ : Z → Y be any simplicial map from an arbitrary simplicial set. Then
the pullback X×Y Z → Z of f along φ exhibits Z as an (∞, 1)-localization
of X ×Y Z at the preimage of the degeneracy edges of Z.

We need some closure properties of localizations. The localizations and universal
localizations are closed under filtered colimits [16, Propositions 01N6 and 02M9]

and certain pushouts [16, Propositions 01N7 and 02MA] in (Set∆)
[1]
. Easier to

verify is the closure under products:

Lemma 2.25 (closure under product of localizations, [16, Proposition 02LV]). Let
K be a simplicial set. Assume that a simplicial map f : X → Y exhibits Y as a
localization of X at W ⊆ X1. Then the induced map f × idK : X ×K → Y ×K on
products exhibits Y ×K as a localization of X ×K at:

W ×K0 := {(e, idx) | e ∈W,x ∈ K0} ⊆ (X ×K)1.

Proof. See [16, Proposition 02LV]; this follows from the simple computation of
mapping simplicial sets. □

Lemma 2.26 (closure under product of universal localizations). Let f : X → Y
be a universally localizing simplicial map, and let K be a simplicial set. Then the
induced map f × idK : X ×K → Y ×K on products is universally localizing.

Proof. If the left square in the following diagram is a pullback, then the whole
rectangle is a pullback:

Z ×Y×K (X ×K) X ×K X

Z Y ×K Y

f×id f

arbitrary

□

The proof of the closure under join is contributed by Maxime Ramzi as an answer
[10] to my MathOverflow question:

https://kerodon.net/tag/01MV
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M1
https://kerodon.net/tag/01N6
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M9
https://kerodon.net/tag/01N7
https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
https://kerodon.net/tag/02LV
https://kerodon.net/tag/02LV
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Lemma 2.27 (closure under join of localizations, [10]). Let K be a simplicial set.
Assume that a simplicial map f : X → Y exhibits Y as a localization of X at
W ⊆ X1. Then the induced map f ⋆ idK : X ⋆K → Y ⋆ K on joins exhibits Y ⋆ K
as a localization of X ⋆K at:

W ⊆ X1 = (X ⋆ ∅)1 ⊆ (X ⋆K)1.

Proof. [16, Construction 01HN] constructs the following commutative cube of sim-
plicial sets:

X × ∂∆[1]×K X ×∆[1]×K

Y × ∂∆[1]×K Y ×∆[1]×K

(X × {0})⨿ ({1} ×K) X ⋆K

(Y × {0})⨿ ({1} ×K) Y ⋆ K

f×id

f×id

f⨿id

f⋆id

As [16, Proposition 01HP] states, the back and the front faces are categorical
pushout squares in the sense of [16, Definition 01F7], a.k.a. homotopy pushout
squares with respect to the Joyal model structure on Set∆. Then [16, Proposition
01N7] implies that, in order to demonstrate our lemma, it suffices to check that
the three maps that connect the pushout-defining spans are localization maps at
appropriate sets of edges. We inspect the construction of the commutative cube to
see that we need to show all of the following:

• f×id : X×∂∆[1]×K → Y ×∂∆[1]×K is a localization atW×(∂∆[1]×K)0;
• f × id : X×∆[1]×K → Y ×∆[1]×K is a localization at W × (∆[1]×K)0;
• f ⨿ id : (X ×{0})⨿ ({1}×K)→ (Y ×{0})⨿ ({1}×K) is a localization at
W × {0}.

All of these are trivial or follow from Lemma 2.25. □

Corollary 2.28 (closure under join of universal localizations). Let f : X → Y be
a universally localizing simplicial map, and let K be a simplicial set. Then the
induced map f ⋆ idK : X ⋆K → Y ⋆ K on joins is universally localizing.

Proof. Let φ : ∆[n] → Y ⋆ K be any simplex of Y ⋆ K. Then there are objects
[m0], [m1] ∈ Ob∆a with m0 +m1 + 1 = n, and simplicial maps φ0 : ∆[m0] → Y
and φ1 : ∆[m1]→ K with:

φ = φ0 ⋆ φ1 : ∆[n] = ∆[m0] ⋆∆[m1]→ Y ⋆ K.

Now, note that the following diagram is a pullback of simplicial sets:

(X ×Y ∆[m0]) ⋆∆[m1] X ⋆K

∆[m0] ⋆∆[m1] Y ⋆ K

f⋆idK

φ0⋆φ1

Therefore, it suffices to show that the left vertical map is a localization map. This
is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.27. □

We remember few more notations:

Notation 2.29 (nerve). Let C be a category. The nerve N(C) of C is the simplicial
set defined by

N(C)n := HomCat([n], C).

https://kerodon.net/tag/01HN
https://kerodon.net/tag/01HP
https://kerodon.net/tag/01F7
https://kerodon.net/tag/01N7
https://kerodon.net/tag/01N7
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It is common to write just C for the nerve of C, but we will use N(C) to facilitate
the notation for colimits.

Notation 2.30 (skeleton). Given a simplicial set X, the n-skeleton of X is denoted
by SknX. To be specific, let ∆≤n denote the full subcategory of ∆ spanned by
[0], . . . , [n], and consider the restriction functor trn : Set∆ → Set∆≤n

and its left
adjoint skn : Set∆≤n

→ Set∆. Then we have Skn = skn ◦ trn.

To conclude this section, we list some references to lemmas that will be useful
to prove that a simplicial map is a monomorphism or an inner anodyne map. We
begin with the following definition, which is here merely for the formulation of
Lemma 2.32:

Definition 2.31. Let C be a category, and L,R ⊆ MorC be classes of morphisms.
We say that (L,R) is a weak factorization system on C if the following conditions
are satisfied:

• for any morphism f : x → y in C, there exist an object z ∈ ObC and
morphisms l : x→ z in L and r : z → y in R such that f = r ◦ l;
• f ∈ MorC is in L if and only if it has the right lifting property with respect
to all morphisms in R;
• f ∈ MorC is in R if and only if it has the left lifting property with respect
to all morphisms in L.

Notice that L may be monomorphisms or inner anodyne maps in Set∆.

Lemma 2.32. Let (L,R) be a weak factorization system on a bicomplete category
C. Let the following be a commutative diagram in C:

a b c

x y z

If the morphisms a → x, b → y, and y ∪b c → z induced by the diagram are in L,
then the morphism a ∪b c→ x ∪y z between pushouts belongs to L.

Proof. We regard C as a model category by taking L as the class of cofibrations,
R as the class of fibrations, and all morphisms as weak equivalences. Consider
the Reedy category S = {0 ↞ 1 ↣ 2}, where the Reedy structure is shown by
the shape of the arrows. As the commutative diagram in the statement may then
be seen as a cofibration in the Reedy model category CS , the result follows if we
can show that colim: CS → C is a left Quillen functor. Since Proposition 15.10.2
from Hirschhorn [8] demonstrates that S has fibrant constants in the sense of Def-
inition 15.10.1 from the same book, we can apply Theorem 15.10.8 from [8] to
conclude that colim is a left Quillen functor. □

The following lemma is useful and I believe it is a well-known folklore, but I
could not find a reference. Therefore I include a proof here. Note that the class I
of morphisms can be the class of injections or the class of inner anodyne maps in
Set∆:

Lemma 2.33. Let C be a cocomplete (large) category. Let I ⊆ MorC be a class of
morphisms, closed under transfinite compositions and pushouts. More specifically,
assume that I satisfies the following conditions:

• Let α > 0 be an ordinal and F : α→ C be a functor with F (!β,β+1) ∈ I for
any β with β + 1 < α. If F preserves all colimits of the diagrams β ↪→ α
for β < α, then the canonical morphism F (0)→ colimβ<α F (β) is in I.
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• If f : x → y is a morphism in I and g : x → z is a morphism in C, then
the pushout z → y ∪x z of f along g is in I.

Let F,G : ∆→ C be functors. Let the colimit-preserving functors F̂ , Ĝ : Set∆ → C
be defined by the left Kan extensions of F and G along ∆, as follows:

F̂ (X) := colim
∆[n]→X

F [n], Ĝ(X) := colim
∆[n]→X

G[n].

Assume that a natural transformation θ : F ⇒ G is Reedy in I, i.e., for each [n] ∈
∆, the morphism F [n]∪F̂ (∂∆[n]) Ĝ(∂∆[n])→ G[n] induced by θ belongs to I. Then,

for any monomorphism i : A ↪→ B in Set∆, the map F̂ (B) ∪F̂ (A) Ĝ(A) → Ĝ(B)

induced by θ and i is in I. In particular, the consituent simplicial maps of the

natural transformation θ̂ : F̂ ⇒ Ĝ induced by θ all belong to I.

Proof. As is well known, the monomorphism i : A ↪→ B can be written as a trans-
finite composition of the pushouts of the maps of the form ∂∆[n] ↪→ ∆[n]. Let us
take such a transfinite composition X : α + 1 → Set∆. To be more explicit: the
functor X : α+1→ Set∆ has the successor of an ordinal α as its domain, satisfies
X(0) = A, X(α) = B and X(!0,α) = i, and preserves colimits of the diagrams
β ↪→ α ↪→ α + 1 for β ≤ α. Also, for each β < α, we have a pushout diagram in
Set∆ of the following form:

∂∆[nβ ] ∆[nβ ]

X(β) X(β + 1)
X(!)

Define a functor Y : α + 1 → C by Y (β) := F̂ (B) ∪F̂ (X(β)) Ĝ(X(β)). Since F̂

and Ĝ preserve colimits and X preserves colimits of the diagrams β ↪→ α ↪→ α+ 1
for β ≤ α, we see that Y preserves colimits of such diagrams as well. We also see
that Y (!0,α) is the morphism F̂ (B) ∪F̂ (A) Ĝ(A)→ Ĝ(B) in question. Therefore, it

suffices to prove that Y (!) : Y (β)→ Y (β + 1) is in I for each β < α, for it and our
assumption on I together imply that Y (!0,α) is in I.

To see this remaining claim, let β < α and notice that there is the following
pushout square in C:

F [nβ ] ∪F̂ (∂∆[nβ ])
Ĝ(∂∆[nβ ]) G[nβ ]

Y (β) Y (β + 1)

Since the top vertical arrow is in I by assumption, the bottom arrow is also in I,
as I is closed under pushouts. This completes the proof. □

In conbination with the previous lemma, the following lemmas are useful. The
proof can be found in Section 14.3 from Riehl [18]:

Definition 2.34 ([18, Section 14.3]). Let C be a small category and F : ∆→ SetC

be a functor. Then F is said to be unaugmentable if the pullback of the two
morphisms F (δ10), F (δ

1
1) : F [0] ⇒ F [1] is empty, i.e., the initial object.

Lemma 2.35 (A part of [18, Lemma 14.3.8]). Let C be a small category and

F : ∆ → SetC be a functor. Then the unique natural transformation ∅ ⇒ F from
the initial functor to F is a Reedy monomorphism if and only if F is unaugmentable.
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Corollary 2.36. Let C be a small category and F : ∆ → SetC be a functor.
Then the left Kan extension Set∆ → SetC of F along the Yoneda embedding
∆: ∆→ Set∆ preserves monomorphism if and only if F is unaugmentable.

Lemma 2.37 (The rest of [18, Lemma 14.3.8]). Let C be a small category and

F,G : ∆→ SetC be unaugmentable functors. Then a natural transformation F ⇒
G is a Reedy monomorphism if and only if it is a pointwise monomorphism.

Corollary 2.38. Let C be a small category and F,G : ∆→ SetC be unaugmentable
functors. Let θ : F ⇒ G be a natural transformation. Let F̂ , Ĝ : Set∆ → SetC

denote the left Kan extensions of F and G along the Yoneda embedding ∆: ∆ →
Set∆. Then the induced natural transformation θ̂ : F̂ ⇒ Ĝ is a pointwise monomor-
phism if and only if θ is so.

3. Several categories related to a Reedy category

We remind the reader that we will fix a Reedy category C for the rest of the
paper. In this section, we construct the category Down(C) from C. I, the author,
appreciate Lumsdaine’s helpful answer [11] to my MathOverflow question, which
has reformulated the categories constructed in this section using Grothendieck con-
struction and categorical nerves. This reformulation is explicitly included in Defi-
nition 3.1 immediately below and further discussed in Remark 3.4.

Our construction begins with the following category,
∫
N(C), which appears to

be standard, although we could not locate a convenient reference.

Definition 3.1 (
∫
N(C)). We shall denote by

∫
N(C) the total category of the

Grothendieck construction of the categorical nerve

N(C) : ∆op → Cat; [n] 7→ C [n].

Explicitly, the category
∫
N(C) is described as follows:

• An object of
∫
N(C) is a pair ([n], X) of an object [n] ∈ Ob∆ and a functor

X : [n]→ C.
• A morphism ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) is a pair (α, θ) of a morphism α : [m]→ [n]

in ∆ and a natural transformation θ : X ⇒ Y ◦ α.
• The composition of

(α, θ) : ([l], X)→ ([m], Y ), and

(β, ϕ) : ([m], Y )→ ([n], Z)

is (β ◦ α, (ϕ ▷ α) ◦ θ).

In order to intuitively explain the category
∫
N(C), we compare it to the functor

category C [n]. Diagrammatically, the latter category consists of objects which are
vertical chains of n composable morphisms in C, and morphisms which are hor-
izontal commutative ladders consisting of n + 1 rungs connecting between those
objects, as depicted in:

• •

• •

...
...

• •
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By contrast, the category
∫
N(C) has vertical chains of any finite length as objects,

and skew ladders as morphisms, where by “skew” we mean that the rungs can be
non-horizontal, as long as each object in the source chain connects to exactly one
rung and the rungs do not cross midway, as shown in:

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

• •

•

• •

• •

•

•

Since our actual interest is in two subcategories of
∫
N(C), we proceed to their

definitions.

Definition 3.2 (
∫
N−,+(C)). The subcategory

∫
N−,+(C) of

∫
N(C) is defined to

consist of:

• the objects ([n], X) in which X can be considered as a functor [n] → C−,
and

• the morphisms (α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) such that each constituent mor-
phism

θi : X(i)→ Y (α(i))

lies in C+ for i ∈ [m] = {0, 1, . . . ,m}.

Definition 3.3 (
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C)). We will write

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) for the subcategory of∫

N−,+(C) specified by:

• its objects are the objects ([n], X) ∈ Ob
∫
N−,+(C) such that X : [n]→ C−

is conservative, or equivalently reflects identities;
• its morphisms are the morphisms (α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) in

∫
N−,+(C)

such that α lies within ∆+.

Although we shall investigate
∫
N−,+(C) and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) mainly using the

explicit and combinatorial formulation as the categories of pairs, it might be helpful
to justify the symbols having categorical intent:

Remark 3.4 (Lumsdaine [11]). The categories
∫
N−,+(C) and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), as the

symbols indicate, are Grothendieck constructions of functors

N
−,+(C) : ∆op → Cat, and

N
−−,+
+ (C) : ∆op

+ → Cat.

Here, the functor N−,+(C) is a subfunctor of N(C), and N
−−,+
+ (C) is also a sub-

functor of the restriction

∆op
+ ∆op Cat.

N
−,+(C)

We do not need the actual definitions of the two functors for the argument in this
paper, but they should be clear from Definitions 3.2 and 3.3. As the two categories
in question are Grothendieck constructions, they come equipped with Grothendieck
fibrations ∫

N−,+(C)→∆, and∫
N

−−,+
+ (C)→∆+.
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We will utilize these two functors later in this section, but we need not see them
as a part of Grothendieck construction. They can be considered as the mere first
projections, in accordance with the explicit constructions in Definitions 3.2 and 3.3.

The purpose of the next lemma is another remark we need to make. Although
Definition 3.3 imposes a condition on the morphisms of

∫
N−,+(C) to define those

of
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), it turns out that these conditions are always inherently satisfied;

hence the condiction is logically redundant:

Lemma 3.5. The subcategory
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) ⊆

∫
N−,+(C) is full. Explicitly, if

([m], X), ([n], Y ) ∈ Ob
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) ⊆ Ob

∫
N−,+(C)

are objects and (α, θ) : ([m], X) → ([n], Y ) is a morphism in
∫
N−,+(C), then the

morphism α : [m] → [n] in ∆ also belongs to ∆+, qualifying (α, θ) as an arrow in∫
N

−−,+
+ (C).

Proof. Set (α, θ) : ([m], X) → ([n], Y ) as assumed in the statement. It is sufficient
to show α : [m]→ [n] is injective. Assume that 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m satisfy α(i) = α(j).
The naturality of θ implies the commutativity of the following diagram:

X(i) Y (α(i))

X(j) Y (α(j))

X(!)

θi

θj

Here, ! = !ij is the unique morphism i→ j in [m]. In the diagram, the uniqueness
of (C−, C+)-factorization applies and we obtain X(!ij) = id. Since X is assumed to

reflect identity by the definition of Ob
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), we have i = j, as required. □

We proceed to the definitions of Down(C) and its inherently related category
Down∗(C). For that purpose, we first need to enrich the three previously defined
categories over the category Poset of (reflexively) partially ordered sets, since our
desired categories are obtained by changing the enriching base of the two Poset-
categories

∫
N−,+(C) and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C).

Remember the canonical Poset-enrichment of ∆ as a subcategory of the carte-
sian closed category Poset. Explicitly stated, for any parallel pair of morphisms
α, α′ : [m]→ [n], we consider that α ≤ α′ if and only if we have α(i) ≤ α′(i) for all
i ∈ [m] = {0, 1, . . . ,m}. This enrichment induces the following Poset-enrichments:

Definition 3.6. Let C = (C,C−, C+) be as above. Let

(α, θ), (α′, θ′) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

be a parallel pair of morphisms in any of the three categories
∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C),

and
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). We say (α, θ) ≤ (α′, θ′) if and only if it holds that α ≤ α′ and

the following diagram of natural transformations is commutative:

Y ◦ α

X

Y ◦ α′

Y ◁!

θ

θ′

Here, the unique natural transformation ! : α ⇒ α′ corresponds to the inequality
α ≤ α′ and Y ◁ ! stands for its left whiskering with Y . With this partial order, we
regard the three categories as Poset-enriched categories, and hence as 2-categories.
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Let π0 : Poset→ Set denote the left adjoint functor of the discrete poset functor
Set → Poset. The functor π0 sends a poset P to the quotient of the set P by
the symmetric transitive closure of the partial order on P . Since this functor is
strongly cartesian monoidal, the following Definition 3.8, of the category we want
to construct in this section, makes sense.

Definition 3.7. Let

(α, θ), (β, ϕ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

be a parallel pair of morphisms in any of the three categories
∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C),

and
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). We say they are equivalent and write (α, θ) ∼ (β, ϕ) if the two

arrows are related by the symmetric transitive closure of the order on the hom-set
Hom(([m], X), ([n], Y )).

Definition 3.8 (Down(C)). Let C = (C,C−, C+) be a Reedy category. The cate-
gory Down(C) is defined to be the Set-category obtained by changing the enrich-

ing base of
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) by the functor π0 : Poset → Set. To be more explicit,

Down(C) has the same set of objects as
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), and we declare the hom-sets

of Down(C) to be the quotients of the original hom-sets by the equivalence we de-
tailed above. Similarly, we define Down∗(C) to be the change of enriching base by
π0 of

∫
N−,+(C).

There are two paths of construction of the category Down(C) from
∫
N−,+(C).

As we have done, we may first take the full subcategory
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) ⊆

∫
N−,+(C),

and then take the quotient in hom-sets to obtain Down(C). On the other hand, as
will be seen in Remark 6.1, we can also regard Down(C) as a full subcategory of
Down∗(C), which is obtained by taking quotients in hom-sets of

∫
N−,+(C). The

two intermediate categories Down∗(C) and
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) serve different purposes in

our investigation of Down(C). The quotient Down∗(C) is better in its categorical
nature, and used in the proof that Down(C) → C is a localization. The full

subcategory
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) is better in its combinatorial simplicity, and used in the

proof that Down(C) is finite and direct.
Now we have defined the category Down(C); however, the combinatorial nature

of the category Down(C) is still unclear. For a better understanding of this com-
binatorics, the next section will be devoted to the analysis of the order and the
equivalence relation on the Hom-sets of

∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C), and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C).

4. The hom-posets of the categories of skew ladders

The symmetric transitive closure of a partial order, used in the definitions of
Down(C) and Down∗(C), is generally tricky to discuss and compute with. However,

the simplicity of the order on the hom-sets on
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), shown in this section,

makes it manageable.
We will prepare some notations for the subsequent discussion, in which we will

analyze the Poset-enrichment of the three categories
∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C), and∫

N
−−,+
+ (C). During the analysis, Γ will denote any of these three categories.

If p ∈ P is an element of a poset P , we shall write

[p,∞[P = [p,∞[ := {x ∈ P | p ≤ x}

for the upward unbounded interval above p. If p, q ∈ P , then we set

[p, q]P = [p, q] := {x ∈ P | p ≤ x ≤ q}

to be the closed bounded interval between p and q. Also, let us remind ourselves
of the notation from Definition 2.1: if x ≤ y ∈ P are elements in a poset, we write
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! = !xy : x→ y for the unique morphism in P seen as a category, as we already did
in Definition 3.6 and in the proof of Lemma 3.5.

We can consider the three categories
∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C), and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) as

Grothendieck constructions, as stated in Definition 3.1 and Remark 3.4; thus they
come equipped with Grothendieck fibrations∫

N(C)→∆,∫
N−,+(C)→∆, and∫

N
−−,+
+ (C)→∆+.

They are the first projections in terms of the explicit construction in Definitions 3.1–
3.3. By post-composing the inclusion ∆+ ↪→ ∆ as necessary, we get a functor
pr : Γ→∆.

In the following series of lemmas, we will analyze upward unbounded intervals
of the hom-posets of Γ, by comparing such intervals with the intervals of the hom-
posets of ∆. The functor pr will be central in this analysis.

Lemma 4.1. Let (α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) be a morphism in Γ. Then the canon-
ical order-preserving map

pr: [(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) → [α,∞[Hom∆([m],[n]) ,

induced by the functor pr above, is injective and reflects order.

Proof. Follows from the definition of the order. □

Lemma 4.2. We consider the cases Γ =
∫
N−,+(C) and Γ =

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). Let

(α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

be a morphism in Γ. Let β : [m] → [n] be a morphism of ∆ with α ≤ β. Then the
following conditions are equivalent.

(1) There exists a morphism in Γ of the form

(β, ϕ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

satisfying (α, θ) ≤ (β, ϕ).
(2) For each 0 ≤ i ≤ m, the composite ϕi in the following commutative diagram

belongs to C+:

X(i) Y (α(i))

Y (α′(i))

θi

ϕi

Y (!)

Additionally, if the equivalent conditions hold, the morphism (β, ϕ) stated to exist
in (1) is unique, and is specified by ϕ = (ϕi)0≤i≤m using the notation from (2).

Proof. The implication (1) =⇒ (2) and the uniqueness part is a direct conse-
quence of the definition of the order on HomΓ(([m], X), ([n], Y )). It just remains
to demonstrate (2) =⇒ (1).

Assume the condition (2). Remember Lemma 3.5; in order to construct a legit-
imate morphism (β, ϕ), it suffices to prove that ϕ = (ϕ0, ϕ1, . . . , ϕm) is a natural
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transformation. Let 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m. Consider the following diagram:

X(i) Y (β(i))

Y (α(i))

Y (α(j))

X(j) Y (β(j))

X(!)

ϕi

θi

Y (!)

Y (!)

Y (!)

Y (!)θj

ϕj

The commutativity of the two triangles follows from the definition of ϕ. The nat-
urality of θ commutes the left small quadrilateral. The functoriality of Y ensures
the commutativity of the right small quadrilateral. Combining them, we obtain the
commutativity of the outer square, which is the naturality we desire.

Now we have ensured that

(β, ϕ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

is a well-defined morphism in Γ, and the inequality (α, θ) ≤ (β, ϕ) is already in-
cluded in our assumption. This establishes (1), and completes the proof. □

Lemma 4.3. Let (α, θ) : ([m], X) → ([n], Y ) be a morphism in Γ. Then there is
the largest element in the upward unbounded interval

[(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) .

Proof. For Γ =
∫
N(C), the obvious surjectivity of

pr : [(α, θ),∞[Hom∫
N(C)(([m],X),([n],Y )) → [α,∞[Hom∆([m],[n])

and Lemma 4.1 together imply that the unique inverse image of the maximum
element of Hom∆([m], [n]) is the required largest element.

We proceed to the cases of Γ =
∫
N−,+(C) and Γ =

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). For each i ∈

[m], define a natural number α′(i) ∈ [n] = {0, 1, . . . , n} as the biggest α(i) ≤ k ≤ n
for which the following composition lies within C+:

X(i) Y (α(i)) Y (k).
θi Y (!)

Remember that Mor(C+) is a decidable subset of Mor(C); therefore the maximum
k does exist. This defines a map α′ : [m]→ [n] of sets.

We need to verify that α′ preserves order. Let 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m. We wish to
show α′(i) ≤ α′(j). If α′(i) < α(j), there is nothing to prove; we consider the case
α′(i) ≥ α(j). Consider the following commutative diagram:

X(i) Y (α(i))

X(j) Y (α(j))

Z Y (α′(i))

θi

X(!) Y (!)

θj

σ Y (!)

whereX(j) ↠ Z ↣ Y (α′(i)) is the (C−, C+)-factorization of the compositeX(j) ↣
Y (α(j)) ↠ Y (α′(i)). By the definition of α′(i), the morphism X(i) → Y (α′(i)) in



FINITE REEDY CATEGORIES AS LOCALIZATIONS OF FINITE DIRECT CATEGORIES 23

the diagram belongs to C+; therefore the uniqueness of (C−, C+)-factorization im-
plies that X(i) ↠ Z is an identity. It follows from the inverseness of C− that
X(!ij) = σ = id. Therefore α′(i) = α′(j) by definition.

Now we have proved that α′ is a morphism of ∆. By Lemma 4.2, there is a
unique morphism in Γ of the form

(α′, θ′) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

satisfying (α, θ) ≤ (α′, θ′). By the construction of α′ and Lemma 4.2, we see that
this is the maximum we desired. □

Proposition 4.4. Let (α, θ) : ([m], X) → ([n], Y ) be a morphism in Γ. Then the
canonical order-preserving map

pr: [(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) → [α,∞[Hom∆([m],[n])

has the largest element α′ in its image. Furthermore, the map is an order isomor-
phism when restricted as

[(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) → [α, α′]Hom∆([m],[n]) .

Proof. Since pr in the statement preserves order, the map sends the maximum
element (α′, θ′) ∈ [(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )), shown to exist in Lemma 4.3, to

the biggest element α′ in the image of the map. Thanks to Lemma 4.1, all that is
left to prove is the surjectivity of

pr : [(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) → [α, α′]Hom∆([m],[n]) ,

which is obvious for Γ =
∫
N(C). We prove this for Γ =

∫
N−,+(C) and Γ =∫

N
−−,+
+ (C).

Let β : [m] → [n] in ∆ satisfy α ≤ β ≤ α′. We would like to show that there is
a morphism in Γ having the form

(β, ϕ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

such that (α, θ) ≤ (β, ϕ) ≤ (α′, θ′). By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, it suffices to prove, for
each 0 ≤ i ≤ m, that the composite

X(i) Y (α(i)) Y (β(i))
θi Y (!)

resides in C+. Examine the following commutative diagram, formed by successively
taking (C−, C+)-factorization twice:

X(i) Y (α(i))

∃!Zβ Y (β(i))

∃!Zα′ Y (α′(i))

θi

∃! Y (!)

∃!

∃! Y (!)

∃!

Since (α, θ) is a morphism in Γ, X(i) → Y (α′(i)) belongs to C+. From the
uniqueness of (C−, C+)-factorization follows that X(i) ↠ Zα′ is an identity. The
inverseness of C− implies that X(i) ↠ Zβ is an identity; therefore we obtain that
X(i)→ Y (β(i)) is in C+. □

Thanks to Proposition 4.4, we see that upward unbounded intervals of the hom-
posets of Γ has a good structure:
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Corollary 4.5. Let (α, θ) : ([m], X) → ([n], Y ) be a morphism in Γ. Then the
upward unbounded interval [(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) enjoys the structure of a

bounded distributive lattice.

Proof. Let α′ be as specified in Proposition 4.4. For [α, α′]Hom∆([m],[n]) is a bounded

distributive lattice, Proposition 4.4 directly verifies the corollary. □

Now we are ready to simplify the definition of the equivalence relation on the
hom-sets of Γ in a way that is easier to investigate.

Proposition 4.6. Let (α, θ), (α′, θ′) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) be a parallel pair of mor-
phisms in Γ. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) (α, θ) ∼ (α′, θ′).
(2) There exists a common upper bound of (α, θ) and (α′, θ′).
(3) Let

(α̃, θ̃) ∈ [(α, θ),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y )) , and

(α̃′, θ̃′) ∈ [(α′, θ′),∞[HomΓ(([m],X),([n],Y ))

be the largest elements, shown to exist in Lemma 4.3. Then they coincide:
(α̃, θ̃) = (α̃′, θ̃′).

Proof. We verify each part of (1) =⇒ (2) =⇒ (3) =⇒ (1) separately.
(1) =⇒ (2): By the definition of the equivalence, it suffices to show that the

condition (2) is a symmetric transitive relation when seen as a relation between
(α, θ) and (α′, θ′). Symmetry is trivial. For transitivity, let

(α0, θ0), (α1, θ1), (α2, θ2) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

be a parallel triple of arrows in Γ. Assume that

(β1, ϕ1), (β2, ϕ2) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )

satisfy (αi, θi) ≤ (βj , ϕj) for j = 1, 2 and i = j − 1, j. Since (α1, θ1) bounds both
(β1, ϕ1) and (β2, ϕ2) from below, Corollary 4.5 allows us to take their join, i.e.,
their least upper bound, which we call (γ, ψ). The transitivity of the order gives
(αi, θi) ≤ (γ, ψ) for i = 0, 2, which verifies the transitivity of the relation (2), as
desired.

(2) =⇒ (3): If (β, ϕ) is a common upper bound of (α, θ) and (α′, θ′), then
the upward unbounded interval [(β, ϕ),∞[ is a common upper-closed subset of
[(α, θ),∞[ and [(α′, θ′),∞[. Since [(β, ϕ),∞[ is inhabited, [(β, ϕ),∞[ shares any
largest element of [(α, θ),∞[ or [(α′, θ′),∞[; this immediately implies (3).

(3) =⇒ (1): We see (α, θ) ∼ (α̃, θ̃) = (α̃′, θ̃′) ∼ (α′, θ′). □

As a direct consequence of the previous proposition, we get:

Corollary 4.7. If ([m], X), ([n], Y ) ∈ ObΓ are objects, every equivalence class in
HomΓ(([m], X), ([n], Y )) possesses a maximum with respect to the equipped order.

5. Reedy structure, directness and finiteness

In this section, we will construct a Reedy structure of
∫
N−,+(C), and prove the

directness of
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) and Down(C).

Set Γ :=
∫
N−,+(C) until Proposition 5.3, where we would like to establish a

Reedy structure of Γ.
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Definition 5.1 (
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C),

∫
N

−,+
+ (C)). Let wide subcategories

Γ− =
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C), and

Γ+ =
∫
N

−,+
+ (C)

of Γ =
∫
N−,+(C) be defined as follows:

Mor Γ− :=

{
(σ, idX◦σ) : ([m], X ◦ σ)→ ([n], X)

∣∣∣∣∣ ([n], X) ∈ ObΓ,

σ : [m]→ [n] in ∆−

}
, and

MorΓ+ := {(δ, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) in Γ | δ : [m]→ [n] in ∆+} .

Lemma 5.2. Γ =
∫
N−,+(C) admits unique (Γ−,Γ+)-factorization.

Proof. A (Γ−,Γ+)-factorization of (α, θ) is a commutative diagram of the form (5.1)
having a morphism from Γ− and then one from Γ+ in the bottom row:

([m], X) ([n], Y )

([m], X ′ ◦ σ) ([l], X ′) ([n], Y )

(α,θ)

(σ,idX′◦σ) (δ,θ′)

(5.1)

We break down the condition that the diagram (5.1) is a (Γ−,Γ+)-factorization.
The membership conditions ([l], X ′) ∈ ObΓ, (σ, idX′◦σ) ∈ MorΓ−, and (δ, θ′) ∈
MorΓ+ are equivalent to the following set of conditions:

[l] ∈ Ob∆, (5.2)

σ ∈ Hom∆−([m], [l]), (5.3)

δ ∈ Hom∆+([l], [n]), (5.4)

X ′ : [l]→ C− a functor, (5.5)

θ′ : X ′ ⇒ Y ◦ δ : [l]→ C a natural transformation, (5.6)

θ′i ∈ HomC+(X
′(i), Y (δ(i))), ∀i ∈ [l]. (5.7)

For the commutativity of the diagram (5.1), it is necessary and sufficient to have
all of (5.8)–(5.10):

α = δ ◦ σ : [m]→ [n], (5.8)

X = X ′ ◦ σ : [m]→ C−, (5.9)

θ = θ′ ▷ σ : X = X ′ ◦ σ ⇒ Y ◦ α = Y ◦ δ ◦ σ. (5.10)

Since (∆,∆−,∆+) is a Reedy category, there exists a unique triple ([l], σ, δ)
satisfying (5.2)–(5.4) and (5.8). We fix ([l], σ, δ) as such.

Now it suffices to establish the unique existence of a pair (X ′, θ′) enjoying the
conditions (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9) and (5.10). Remembering that every morphism in ∆−
is a split epimorphism in ∆ and that the Poset-enriched category ∆ is in fact
enriched over finite bounded lattices, take the largest section ϵ : [l]→ [m] of σ. By
precomposing ϵ on the both sides of eqs. (5.9) and (5.10), we get:

X ◦ ϵ = X ′ : [l]→ C−, (5.11)

θ ▷ ϵ = θ′ : X ′ ⇒ Y ◦ δ. (5.12)

From these equations, the uniqueness of (X ′, θ′) is immediate.
It just remains to show that the pair (X ′, θ′) defined by eqs. (5.11) and (5.12)

satisfies the conditions (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9) and (5.10), of which (5.5)–(5.7) are obvious.
We wish to show eqs. (5.9) and (5.10). The maximality of ϵ yields the inequality
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id[m] ≤ ϵ◦σ : [m]→ [m]; we have a natural transformation ! = !id,ϵ◦σ : id[m] ⇒ ϵ◦σ.
Notice:

α ◁ !id,ϵ◦σ = ! = id: α⇒ α ◦ ϵ ◦ σ = δ ◦ σ ◦ ϵ ◦ σ = α. (5.13)

The interchange law of θ : X ⇒ Y ◦α and ! : id[m] ⇒ ϵ◦σ may be written, combining
eqs. (5.11)–(5.13), as the following commutative square of natural transformations:

X Y ◦ α

X ′ ◦ σ Y ◦ α

θ

X◁!

θ′▷σ

(5.14)

In the diagram (5.14), every constituent morphism of X ◁ ! : X ⇒ X ′ ◦ σ belongs
to C−, and C+ has all the component morphisms of natural transformations drawn
horizontally in the diagram. Therefore the uniqueness of the (C−, C+)-factorization
applies and we get eqs. (5.9) and (5.10), which concludes the proof. □

Proposition 5.3. The pair of wide subcategories (Γ−,Γ+) in Definition 5.1 is a
Reedy structure on Γ =

∫
N−,+(C).

Proof. In light of Lemma 5.2, it just remains to show the conditions (2) and (3) from
Definition 2.8. We first verify that the property of morphisms being an identity is
decidable. For a morphism (α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) to be identity, it is necessary
and sufficient to have identities as the components α, θ0, θ1, . . . , θm. Since we have
dichotomy of each of these morphisms into identities and non-identies, we obtain
the desired decidablity.

Now it suffices to establish the well-foundedness of ObΓ. Since C is a Reedy
category, C+ is a direct category. That is, the relation <+ defined by the following
is a well-founded relation on ObC = ObC+:

for x, y ∈ ObC, x <+ y :⇐⇒ ∃f : x→ y in C+, f ̸= idx.

Consider the following set:

(ObC)<ω =
∐
n∈N

(ObC)n,

which consists of finitely long sequences (x0, x1, . . . , xn−1) of objects of C. For each
pair of elements x = (x0, x1, . . . , xn−1),y = (y0, y1, . . . , ym−1) ∈ (ObC)<ω, let us
say x < y if and only if we have either m < n or all of the followings hold:

• m = n,
• for some 0 ≤ i < m, xi <+ yi, and
• for all 0 ≤ i < m, xi = yi or xi <+ yi.

The well-foundedness of this relation < on (ObC)<ω follows from those of N and
ObC+. Now, consider the following map of sets:

F : ObΓ→ (ObC)<ω; ([n], θ) 7→ (θ0, θ1, . . . , θn).

Now we can readily confirm that any non-identity α → β in Γ+ satisfies F (α) <
F (β), and that any non-identity α → β in Γ− satisfies F (α) > F (β). This
implies the well-foundedness ObΓ with respect to the relation specified in (3) from
Definition 2.8. □

Remark 5.4. Let Γ =
∫
N−,all(C) be the full subcategory of

∫
N(C) spanned by

those objects ([n], X) for which the constituent functor X : [n]→ C factors through
C−. This category Γ admits a Reedy structure (Γ−,Γ+), and the Reedy structure
on

∫
N−,+(C) in Proposition 5.3 is the restriction of this Reedy structure. Here,

letting ± denote either − or +, a morphism

(α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y )



FINITE REEDY CATEGORIES AS LOCALIZATIONS OF FINITE DIRECT CATEGORIES 27

belongs to Γ± =
∫
N

−,±
± (C) if and only if α ∈ ∆± and θi ∈ C± for every i ∈ [m].

The proof of this statement is similar to the proof in Lemma 5.2, but it calls for a
slightly more careful construction of the Reedy factorization.

From the Reedy structure of
∫
N−,+(C), the directness of

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) may be

deduced.

Corollary 5.5. The category
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) is direct.

Proof. By Proposition 5.3, the cagegory
∫
N

−,+
+ (C) is the direct part of the Reedy

structure of
∫
N−,+(C), and is therefore direct; the category

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) in ques-

tion is a (full) subcategory of
∫
N

−,+
+ (C). □

We now show the directness of Down(C).

Lemma 5.6. Let ([n], X) ∈ Ob
∫
N−,+(C). Then the following conditions are

equivalent:

(1) ([n], X) ∈ Ob
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C).

(2) The element id([n],X) ∈ Hom∫
N−,+(C)(([n], X), ([n], X)) is maximal, i.e.,

for any α ≥ id([n],X) : ([n], X)→ ([n], X), we have α = id([n],X).
(3) The element id([n],X) ∈ Hom∫

N−,+(C)(([n], X), ([n], X)) is minimal, i.e.,

for any α ≤ id([n],X) : ([n], X)→ ([n], X), we have α = id([n],X).
(4) The element id([n],X) ∈ Hom∫

N−,+(C)(([n], X), ([n], X)) is the largest in its
own equivalence class.

(5) The equivalence class of id([n],X) ∈ Hom∫
N−,+(C)(([n], X), ([n], X)) is a

singleton.

Proof. By the definition of the equivalence of parallel morphisms, (5) is equivalent
to the conjuction of (2) and (3). The equivalence of (2) and (4) follows from
Proposition 4.6. We show (1) =⇒ (2) =⇒ (3) =⇒ (1) part by part.

(1) =⇒ (2): Let ([n], X) ∈ Ob
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), and let:

α = (α, θ) ≥ id([n],X) : ([n], X)→ ([n], X).

Let i ∈ [n]. We have the following commutative diagram:

X(i) X(i)

X(α(i))

θi
X(!)

By the uniqueness of (C−, C+)-factorization, we get X(i) = X(α(i)), θi = idX(i),
and X(!α(i)i) = idX(i) : X(α(i)) → X(i). From the last equation of the three and
the assumption (1), we obtain α(i) = i. Wrapping up, we get α = id[n], θ = idX ,
and hence α = id([n],X), as required.

(2) =⇒ (3): Assume (2), and let α = (α, θ) ≤ id([n],X) : ([n], X) → ([n], X).

Define a morphism β : [n]→ [n] in ∆ by β(i) := maxα−1 {α(i)} for i ∈ [n]. By def-
inition, we see that β ≥ id[n]. From this and Lemma 4.2 follows that β corresponds

to a unique morphism β = (β, ϕ) : ([n], X) → ([n], X) in
∫
N−,+(C) satisfying

β ≥ id([n],X), which, by our assumption (2), implies β = id([n],X). Therefore α is
injective, and hence α = id[n]. Combining this with α ≤ id([n],X), we obtain the
desired equation α = id([n],X).

(3) =⇒ (1): Suppose (3). Assume that 0 ≤ k ≤ l ≤ n satisfy:

X(!kl) = idX(k) : X(k)→ X(k) = X(l).

It suffices to show k = l. By the inverseness of C−, for each pair k ≤ i ≤ j ≤ l, it
holds that:

X(!ij) = idX(k) : X(i) = X(k)→ X(k) = X(j). (5.15)
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Define α : [n]→ [n] in ∆ by

α(i) :=

{
k if k ≤ i ≤ l,
i if 0 ≤ i < k or l < i ≤ n.

By eq. (5.15), we see X = X ◦ α; therefore (α, idX) : ([n], X) → ([n], X) is a valid
morphism in

∫
N−,+(C). By eq. (5.15) again, we see that (α, idX) ≤ id([n],X),

and hence that (α, idX) = id([n],X) by the assumption (3). From this we obtain
l = id[n](l) = α(l) = k, which concludes the proof. □

Proposition 5.7. The category Down(C) is direct.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, the equivalence class of any idenitity in
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) is a

singleton. Therefore the result immediately follows from Corollary 5.5. □

We conclude this section by showing the finiteness of Down(C).

Lemma 5.8. If C is finite, then
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) is finite.

Proof. Since C is finite, MorC has decidable equality. Therefore, for any pair of
objects ([m], X), ([n], Y ) ∈ Ob

∫
N(C), the hom-set Hom∫

N(C)(([m], X), ([n], Y ))

is a decidable subset of the finite product Hom∆([m], [n]) × (MorC)m+1 of finite

sets, and hence is finite. Assume that ([m], X), ([n], Y ) ∈ Ob
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). The

decidability of the subset MorC+ ⊆ MorC, which we have assumed as part of the
definition of Reedy structures, implies the decidability of the following subset, and
hence its finiteness:

Hom∫
N

−−,+
+ (C)(([m], X), ([n], Y )) ⊆ Hom∫

N(C)(([m], X), ([n], Y )).

Thus it suffices to show that the set of objects of
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) is finite. If the

number of objects of C is N , then any object ([n], X) of
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) satisfies

n < N . Since the set of functors [n] → C−, which X is a member of, is finite, the
object set in question may be seen as the disjoint union of a finite family of finite
sets, and is therefore finite. □

Corollary 5.9. If C is finite, then Down(C) is finite.

Proof. The category Down(C) is obtained by taking quotients of the hom-sets of∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), which is finite by Lemma 5.8. Therefore it suffices to check the

equivalence relations on the hom-sets producing the quotient is decidable. For this,
see Proposition 4.6 and remember that the category C has decidable equality on
morphisms. □

6. Functors between the constructed categories

In this section, we examine canonical functors between the categories defined in
Section 3. Here we list such functors:

Remark 6.1. By the construction of the five categories constructed in Section 3, we
have the following commutative diagram of functors:∫

N
−−,+
+ (C)

∫
N−,+(C)

∫
N(C)

Down(C) Down∗(C)

full

full

The two horizontal arrows in the upper row are inclusions of subcategories. The ver-
tical arrows are the canonical projections: to be pedantic on categorical formalism,
it is induced by the canonical natural transformation

forget⇒ π0 : Poset→ Set.
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The lower horizontal arrow Down(C) ↪→ Down∗(C) is induced by the inclusion∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) ↪→

∫
N−,+(C), which, by Definition 3.6 and Lemma 3.5, is a Poset-

fully faithful Poset-enriched functor, meaning that the functor is order isomor-
phisms in hom-posets. Therefore, the Down(C) ↪→ Down∗(C) may be considered
as the inclusion of a full subcategory.

The main contents of this section are the following two results:

• The inclusion Down(C) ↪→ Down∗(C) of a full subcategory is a categorical
equivalence (Lemma 6.2).

• The canonical surjective functor
∫
N−,+(C) ↠ Down∗(C) is a strict 1-

localization functor (Proposition 6.3).

Lemma 6.2. The inclusion Down(C) ↪→ Down∗(C) is a categorical equivalence.

Proof. Since the inclusion is fully faithful, it suffices to explicitly construct, for
each ([m], X) ∈ Ob(Down∗(C)), a pair of an object ([n], Y ) ∈ Ob(Down(C)) and

an isomorphism ([n], Y )
∼−→ ([m], X) in Down∗(C). Let ([m], X) ∈ Ob(Down∗(C))

and consider its identity morphism in
∫
N−,+(C):

id([m],X) = (id[m], idX) : ([m], X)→ ([m], X).

Let α : ([m], X) → ([m], X) be the largest element of the equivalence class of
id([m],X), which is shown to exist in Corollary 4.7. Since id([m],X) ≤ α, we have
α ≤ α ◦ α. The maximality of α and α ∼ α ◦ α together give α ≥ α ◦ α; we
therefore get α = α ◦ α. By Lemma 2.11 and Proposition 5.3, the idempotent α
has a unique splitting of the following form:

([m], X) ([m], X)

([n], Y ) ([n], Y )

α

σ
σδ

Sinceα ∼ id, we have constructed an isomorphism ([m], X) ∼= ([n], Y ) in Down∗(C).
It only remains to show that

([n], Y ) ∈ Ob(Down(C)) = Ob
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C).

Let α′ : ([n], Y ) → ([n], Y ) be the largest element of the equivalence class of the
identity id([n],Y ) ∈ Hom∫

N−,+(C)(([n], Y ), ([n], Y )). By Lemma 5.6, it suffices to

prove α′ = id([n],Y ). By repeating the argument above, we may take σ′ and δ′

with the following commutative diagram:

([n], Y ) ([n], Y )

([l], Z) ([l], Z)

α′

σ′
σ′δ′

Since id([n],Y ) ≤ α′, we have:

α = δ ◦ id([n],Y ) ◦ σ ≤ δ ◦α′ ◦ σ = δ ◦ δ′ ◦ σ′ ◦ σ.

From this and the maximality of α, we can derive:

δ ◦ σ = α = δ ◦ δ′ ◦ σ′ ◦ σ.

Proposition 5.3 implies ([l], Z) = ([n], Y ), δ = δ ◦ δ′ and σ = σ′ ◦σ, which require
δ′ = σ′ = id([n],Y ). Hence α′ = id([n],Y ), as desired. □

Next, we consider the quotient functor
∫
N−,+(C)→ Down∗(C):
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Proposition 6.3. The quotient functor q :
∫
N−,+(C) → Down∗(C) exhibits the

category Down∗(C) as the strict 1-localization of
∫
N−,+(C) at

∫
N

−,{id}
− (C) in

Definition 5.1.

Proof. We first show that the functor q sends every morphism in
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C) to an

isomorphism in Down∗(C). Let (σ, idX◦σ) : ([m], X ◦ σ)→ ([n], X) be a morphism

in
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C). Using σ ∈ Mor∆−, which follows from the definition of the wide

subcategory
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C), take the largest section δ : [n] → [m] of σ : [m] → [n].

We easily calculate to see that (δ, idX) : ([n], X) = ([n], X ◦ σ ◦ δ)→ ([m], X ◦ σ) is
a legitimate morphism in

∫
N−,+(C) and is a section of (σ, idX◦σ). In addition, we

have:

id([m],X◦σ) = (id[m], idX◦σ) ≤ (δ ◦ σ, idX◦σ) = (δ, idX) ◦ (σ, idX◦σ).

Thus, q(σ, idX◦σ) and q(δ, idX) are mutual inverses in Down∗(C), as desired.
Next, we address the conditional unique factorization through q. Assume that

a functor F :
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C) → D sends every morphism in

∫
N

−,{id}
− (C) to an

isomorphism in D. Since q is a quotient functor, it suffices to prove that F respects
the equivalence relations on hom-sets: explicitly, F (α, θ) = F (α′, θ′) for any parallel
pair of morphisms (α, θ) ≥ (α′, θ′) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ). Take any such parallel pair.
To facilitate the proof, we construct a sequence of morphisms:

(α, θ) = (α0, θ0) ≥ (α1, θ1) ≥ · · · ≥ (αm, θm) ≥ (αm+1, θm+1) = (α′, θ′)

: ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ).

Specifically, for each 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1, the k-th entry of the sequence is given by:

αk(i) :=

{
α′(i) if 0 ≤ i < k, and

α(i) if k ≤ i ≤ m;(
θk
)
i
:=

{
θ′i if 0 ≤ i < k, and

θi if k ≤ i ≤ m.

Now, we need only demonstrate F (αk, θk) = F (αk+1, θk+1) for every 0 ≤ k ≤ m.
Let the morphisms σm

k : [m+ 1] → [m] and δm+1
k , δm+1

k+1 : [m] → [m+ 1] in ∆ be
those from the usual convention. By assumption, the functor F sends the morphism

(σm
k , idX◦σm

k
) : ([m+ 1], X ◦ σm

k )→ ([m], X)

to an isomorphism. Since the two morphisms

(δm+1
k , idX), (δm+1

k+1 , idX) : ([m], X)→ ([m+ 1], X ◦ σm
k )

are both sections of (σm
k , idX◦σm

k
), their images by F coincide. Define the morphism

(α̃k, θ̃k) : ([m+ 1], X ◦ σm
k )→ ([n], Y ) by:

α̃k(i) :=

{
α′(i) if 0 ≤ i ≤ k, and
α(i− 1) if k < i ≤ m+ 1;

(θ̃k)i :=

{
θ′i if 0 ≤ i ≤ k, and
θi−1 if k < i ≤ m+ 1.



FINITE REEDY CATEGORIES AS LOCALIZATIONS OF FINITE DIRECT CATEGORIES 31

We see (α̃k, θ̃k)◦(δm+1
l , idX) = (αl, θl) for l = k, k+1; therefore we get the following,

as required:

F (αk, θk)

= F (α̃k, θ̃k) ◦ F (δm+1
k , idX)

= F (α̃k, θ̃k) ◦ F (δm+1
k+1 , idX)

= F (αk+1, θk+1).

□

Now, we add an obvious corollary to the above proposition: we can consider

both Down(C) and Down∗(C) as the localization of
∫
N−,+(C) at

∫
N

−,{id}
− (C):

Corollary 6.4. Write q :
∫
N−,+(C) → Down∗(C) for the canonical projection,

and let r : Down∗(C) → Down(C) stand for the quasi-inverse of the inclusion
Down(C) ↪→ Down∗(C), constructed in Lemma 6.2. Then the pairs (Down∗(C), q)

and (Down(C), r ◦ q) are both weak 1-localizations of
∫
N−,+(C) at

∫
N

−,{id}
− (C).

Proof. Follows from Proposition 6.3 and Remark 2.3. □

7. The proof of 1-localization

Now in this section, we compare Down(C) and C. We first construct the functor
that compares the two categories:

Definition 7.1 (The last component functor). The following describes three func-

tors
∫
N(C) → C,

∫
N−,+(C) → C, and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) → C, which will all be

denoted commonly by last:

last([n], X) := X(n) for ([n], X) an object of the domain;

last(α, θ) := Y (!α(m),n) ◦ θm for (α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ).

These functors respect the equivalence relations on the hom-sets of the domain
categories, so that they induce the functors Down(C) → C and Down∗(C) → C.
These two will also be denoted by last, abusing the notation. When we need to
distinguish the five functors above, we write lastΓ : Γ→ C.

Our purpose is to prove that last presents C as a localization of Down(C).
Therefore we will also need the class of weak equivalences:

Definition 7.2 (last-weak equivalence). Let Γ denote one of the five categories∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C),

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C), Down∗(C), and Down(C). A morphism in Γ is

said to be a last-weak equivalence (in Γ) if last : Γ→ C maps it to some identity in
C. We will write:

W last =W last
Γ := {α ∈ MorΓ | last(α) = id} ⊆ MorΓ

for the collection of last-weak equivalences.

The main theorem of this section is the following one:

Theorem 7.3. Let Γ be one of the four categories
∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C), Down(C),

and Down∗(C). The category C and the functor lastΓ in Definition 7.1 constitute
a weak 1-localization at last-weak equivalences.

Notice the four in the statement of the theorem; we have one counterexample:
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Remark 7.4. The functor last :
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C)→ C is not in general a 1-localization.

For a simple counterexample, define C to be the poset {0 ≤ 2 ≤ 1} equipped with
the Reedy structure (C−, C+) determined by g := !21 ∈ C−, f := !02 ∈ C+, and
g ◦ f = !01 ∈ C+. Let C

′ be the category obtained by freely adjoining h : 0→ 1 to
C. In diagram:

C :=



2

1

0

g
f

⟲

g◦f


; C ′ :=



2

1

0

g
f

h

⟲

⟲×


.

Let incl : C ↪→ C ′ be the inclusion. Let us define a functor F :
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C)→ C ′.

On objects, we set:

F ([n], X) := X(n) = incl(last([n], X)).

Let (α, θ) : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ) be a morphism in
∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). Then we set:

F (α, θ) :=

{
h if m = 0, X(0) = 0, Y (α(0)) = 1, and θ0 = g ◦ f ;
incl(last(α, θ)) otherwise.

Then F is a well-defined functor and sends all the last-weak equivalences to isomor-
phisms. However it does not factor through last even up to natural isomorphism;
indeed, F maps the parallel pair of morphisms

(δ11 , f), (δ
1
0 , g ◦ f) : ([0], 0)→ ([1], 2

g
↠ 1)

to an unequal parallel pair g ◦f and h, while last sends them to an equal morphism
g ◦ f . This establishes a counterexample: last :

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C) → C is not a 1-

localization.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 7.3. The demonstra-
tion is broken down to several lemmas, which will be wrapped up in page 37. We
begin with the most trivial two of these auxiliary propositions:

Lemma 7.5. The five functors denoted by last in Definition 7.1 send last-weak
equivalences to isomorphisms. In fact, last-weak equivalences are exactly the mor-
phisms mapped to isomorphisms by last.

Proof. The first statement follows from the definition of last-weak equivalences.
The second follows from the assumption that C is a Reedy category. □

Lemma 7.6. The functors last and the families W last are compatible with the fol-
lowing strictly commutative diagram of functors. Explicitly, for any arrow F : Γ→
Γ′ depicted in the diagram, we have lastΓ′ ◦ F = lastΓ and F−1(W last

Γ′ ) =W last
Γ .∫

N
−−,+
− (C)

∫
N−,+(C)

∫
N(C)

Down(C) Down∗(C)

quotient quotient

∼

(7.1)

Proof. By definition. □

To facilitate a clearer presentation, we commence with the relatively simple case
of Γ =

∫
N(C) in Theorem 7.3:

Lemma 7.7. The functor last :
∫
N(C) → C exhibits C as a weak 1-localization

of
∫
N(C) at last-weak equivalences.
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Proof. The functor in question admits the following right adjoint:

i : C →
∫
N(C);

ObC = ObC [0] ∋ x 7→ ([0], x);

(f : x→ y) 7→ (id[0], f).

Since this right adjoint is fully faithful, we may consider C as a reflective subcate-
gory of

∫
N(C), and last is its reflector. Now the claim follows from Lemma 7.5. □

The other cases are a little more intricate; therefore we prove them part by part.
The next lemma shows the weak uniqueness property of the factorization through
lastΓ, which is a part of the definition of weak 1-localization in Definition 2.2. It
holds even for Γ =

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C):

Lemma 7.8. Let last = lastΓ : Γ → C be any of the five functors defined in Defi-
nition 7.1. Let F,G : C → D be functors. If:

ϵ : F ◦ last⇒ G ◦ last : Γ→ D

is a natural transformation, there is a unique natural transformation ϵ̃ : F ⇒ G
satisfying ϵ̃ ▷ last = ϵ.

Proof. The equation ϵ̃ ▷ last = ϵ implies:

ϵ̃x = ϵ̃last([0],x) = ϵ([0],x) : F (x)→ G(x) (7.2)

for any x ∈ ObC = ObC [0]. This shows uniqueness. It suffices to prove that (7.2)
defines a natural transformation ϵ̃ : F ⇒ G and to check ϵ̃ ▷ last = ϵ.

We shall first show:

ϵ̃last([n],X) = ϵ([n],X) : F (last([n], X))→ G(last([n], X)) (7.3)

for any ([n], X) ∈ ObΓ. Once we show the naturality of ϵ̃, (7.3) should automati-
cally prove ϵ̃ ▷ last = ϵ. Let ([n], X) ∈ ObΓ be arbitrary. Remember our notation;
the morphism ιn : [0] ↣ [n] in ∆ is the one with ιn(0) = n. We apply the naturality
of ϵ to (ιn, idX(n)) : ([0], X(n))→ ([n], X), which belongs to any choice of Γ, to get
the following commutative diagram:

F (last([0], X(n))) G(last([0], X(n)))

F (last([n], X)) G(last([n], X))

ϵ([0],X(n))

F (last(ιn,idX(n))) G(last(ιn,idX(n)))

ϵ([n],X)

Since the vertical arrows reduce to idF (X(n)) and idG(X(n)), the horizontal arrows
must be equal. Hence the desired equality (7.3) follows from the defining equation
(7.2).

It just remains to confirm the naturality. Since C is a Reedy category, it suffices
to show the commutativity of the naturality diagram:

F (x) G(x)

F (y) G(y)

ϵ̃x

F (f) G(f)

ϵ̃y

(7.4)

in the cases f ∈ MorC+ and f ∈ MorC−.
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If f ∈ MorC+, the diagram (7.4) coincides with the following commutative
diagram, which is the naturality of ϵ for (id[0], f) : ([0], x)→ ([0], y):

F (last([0], x)) G(last([0], x))

F (last([0], y)) G(last([0], y))

ϵ([0],x)

F (last(id[0],f)) G(last(id[0],f))

ϵ([0],y)

We discuss the remaining case: f ∈ MorC−. Remember the property of f being
an identity is decidable. If f is some identity, the desired naturality follows from
the case f ∈ MorC+. Otherwise, we use (7.3) to see that the desired commutative

diagram (7.4) is exactly the naturality of ϵ for (δ11 , idx) : ([0], x) → ([1], x
f
↠ y),

which is:

F (last([0], x)) G(last([0], x))

F (last([1], f)) G(last([1], f))

ϵ([0],x)

F (last(δ11 ,idx)) G(last(δ11 ,idx))

ϵ([1],f)

This now concludes the proof. □

Now we demonstrate the remaining condition of 1-localization: the conditional
existence of the factorization through lastΓ for Γ = Down∗(C). The cases Γ =∫
N−,+(C) and Γ = Down(C) are equivalent to this case, so their treatment is

postponed. We split out a small lemma from the proof to make it easier to read:

Lemma 7.9. Let Γ stand for any of
∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C) and

∫
N

−−,+
+ (C). Then

any morphism (α, θ) : ([l], X) → ([n], Z) decomposes into the composition (α, θ) =
(γ, ψ) ◦ (β, ϕ) of a (not necessarily unique) pair of morphisms

(β, ϕ) : ([l], X)→ ([m], Y ),

(γ, ψ) : ([m], Y )→ ([n], Z)

satisfying β(l) = m, Y (m) = Z(γ(m)), and ψm = idY (m) = idZ(γ(m)).

Proof. Set m := α(l). There is a factorization that fits into the following commu-
tative diagram, given by α′(i) = α(i):

[l] [m]

[n]

∃α′

α
ι≤m

Here, ι≤m = ι{0,1,...,m} : [m] ↣ [n] is specified by ι≤m(i) = i. Now,

(β, ϕ) := (α′, θ) : ([l], X)→ ([m], Y ◦ ι≤m),

(γ, ψ) := (ι≤m, idY ◦ι≤m
) : ([m], Y ◦ ι≤m)→ ([n], Y )

meets the requirements. □

Now we proceed to the actual proof of the desired existence.

Proposition 7.10. Let D be a category. Suppose that a functor F : Down∗(C)→
D maps every last-weak equivalence to an isomorphism. Then there exists a functor
F̃ : C → D and a natural isomorphism θ : F̃ ◦ last ∼⇒ F .

Proof. For the sake of readability of the construction of the functor F̃ , we begin
by specifying its two restrictions F̃+ : C+ → D and F̃− : C− → D. For any object

x ∈ ObC = ObC [0], we set F̃ (x) = F̃+(x) = F̃−(x) := F ([0], x). If d : x ↣ y be
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a morphism in C+, then we define F̃+(d) := F (id[0], d), through the identification

C = C [0]. This obviously makes F̃+ a functor.

Now consider a morphism s : x ↠ y in C−. The object (x
s
↠ y) ∈ Ob (C−)

[1]

constitutes an object ([1], s) ∈ ObDown∗(C). We define F̃−(s) to be the unique
morphism that commutates the following diagram:

F̃−(x) F̃−(y)

F ([0], x) F ([1], s) F ([0], y)

F̃−(s)

F (δ01 ,idx) F (δ00 ,idy)

∼

(7.5)

We need to show the functoriality of F̃−. Since putting x = y, s = idx, and

F̃−(idx) = idF̃−(x) commutes the diagram (7.5), we see that F̃−(idx) = idF̃−(x).

We prove that F̃− preserves composition. Let X = (x
s
↠ y

t
↠ z) ∈ Ob (C−)

[2]
be

an arbitrary composable pair of morphisms. We have the following commutative
diagram in Down∗(C) (in fact in

∫
N−,+(C)):

([0], x) ([1], t ◦ s) ([0], z)

([1], s) ([2], X) ([1], t)

([0], y)

(δ11 ,idx)

(ι0,idx)
(δ11 ,idx) (δ21 ,idt◦s)

(δ10 ,idz)

(ι2,idz)
(δ10 ,idz)

(δ22 ,ids) (δ20 ,idt)

(δ10 ,idy)

(ι1,idy)

(δ11 ,idy)

(7.6)

The functor F sends this to the commutative diagram below, which demonstrates
F̃−(t) ◦ F̃−(s) = F̃−(t ◦ s), as required:

F̃−(x) F̃−(z)

F ([0], x) F ([1], t ◦ s) F ([0], z)

F ([1], s) F ([2], X) F ([1], t)

F ([0], y)

F̃−(y)

F̃−(t◦s)

F̃−(s)

∼

∼

∼ ∼

∼

∼

F̃−(t)

(7.7)

Thus we obtain that F̃− is a functor.

Now we set F̃ (d ◦ s) := F̃+(d) ◦ F̃−(s) for any composable pair x
s
↠ y

d
↣ z in

C. The unique factorization of the Reedy structure of C ensures that this gives a
well-defined family of functions HomC(x, z)→ HomD(x, z) for x, z ∈ ObC.

We wish to verify the functoriality of F̃ . Consider any commutative square of
the following form:

w x

y z

d′

s s′

d

(7.8)

The diagram (7.8) represents a natural transformation ϕd′d : s⇒ s′ : [1]→ C, which
comprises a morphism (id[1], ϕd′d) : ([1], s)→ ([1], s′) in

∫
N−,+(C).
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Now, notice that the desired functoriality follows from the outer square of the
diagram (7.9) below. However, in the following (7.9), the commutativity of each
inner small trapezoid is definitionally guaranteed, and that of each small triangle
is obtained by simple calculation:

F̃ (w) F̃ (x)

F ([0], w) F ([0], x)

F ([1], s) F ([1], s′)

F ([0], y) F ([0], z)

F̃ (y) F̃ (z)

F̃+(d′)

F̃−(s) F̃−(s′)

F (id[0],d
′)

F (δ11 ,d
′)

F (δ11 ,idw) F (δ11 ,idx)

F (id[1],ϕd′d)

∼F (δ10 ,idy)
F (δ10 ,d)

F (id[0],d)

∼ F (δ10 ,idz)

F̃+(d)

(7.9)

Hence the outer square in (7.9) is commutative, which completes the proof of the

functoriality of F̃ .
Now we wish to define θ : F̃ ◦ last ∼⇒ F by

θ([n],X) := F (ιn, idX◦ιn) : F̃ (last([n], X)) = F ([0], X(n))
∼−→ F ([n], X).

Since (ιn, idX◦ιn) is a last-weak equivalence, the morphism above is an isomorphism.
It just remains to demonstrate the naturality of θ: for any α : ([m], X)→ ([n], Y ),
we shall check the commutativity of the following diagram:

F̃ (last([m], X)) F ([m], X)

F̃ (last([n], Y )) F ([n], Y )

θ([m],X)

F̃ (last(α)) F (α)

θ([n],Y )

(7.10)

Let (α, ϕ) : ([m], X) → ([n], Y ) in
∫
N−,+(C) be any representative of the equiva-

lence class α ∈ MorDown∗(C). By Lemma 7.9, we may confine our consideration
into two cases: the one where α(m) = n and the one where X(m) = Y (α(m)) and
ϕm = idX(m).

If α(m) = n, then last(α) = ϕm ∈ MorC+; hence by definition we have:

F̃ (last(α)) = F̃+(ϕm) = F (id[0], ϕm) : F ([0], X(m))→ F ([0], Y (n)).

Now send the following commutative diagram under F to obtain the commutativity
of (7.10):

([0], X(m)) ([m], X)

([0], Y (n)) ([n], Y )

(id[0],ϕm)

(ιm,idX(m))

(α,ϕ)

(ιn,idY (n))

(7.11)

Finally, we consider the remaining case: X(m) = Y (α(m)) and ϕm = idX(m).
Let us write s := Y (!α(m),n) : Y (α(m)) ↠ Y (n). The premise of the case implies

that last(α) = s and that F̃ (last(α)) = F̃−(s). Let β : [1] → [n] in ∆ be given by
β(0) = α(m) and β(1) = n. By the defining diagram (7.5), the commutativity of
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(7.10) follows from the image by F of the following commutative diagram:

([0], X(m)) ([m], X)

([1], s)

([0], Y (n)) ([n], Y )

(δ01 ,idX(m))

(ιm,idX(m))

(α,ϕ)

(β,ids)

(ιn,idY (n))

(δ00 ,idY (n))

(7.12)

Now we have constructed the both that have been required. □

Now we wrap up the lemmas above to achieve our goal of this section:

Proof of Theorem 7.3. The case Γ =
∫
N(C) is addressed in Lemma 7.7. The

case Γ = Down∗(C) follows from Lemmas 7.5 and 7.8 and Proposition 7.10. By
Lemmas 6.2 and 7.6, the cases Γ = Down∗(C) and Γ = Down(C) are equivalent.

The remaining case is Γ =
∫
N−,+(C). In Proposition 6.3, note that:

Mor
∫
N

−,{id}
− (C) ⊆W last∫

N−,+(C)
.

Therefore, by Lemma 7.6, the case in question is again equivalent to the case
Γ = Down∗(C). This concludes the proof. □

8. Shapes of (∞, 1)-diagrams used in the proof of (∞, 1)-localization

In the preceding discussion, we worked on finite or constructive foundation. In
this and the next section, we will work on a sufficiently strong classical set theoretic
foundation, like ZFC.

In Theorem 7.3 from the previous section, we proved that the functor lastΓ is
a 1-localization functor for Γ =

∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C), Down∗(C), Down(C). This

section presents the preparatory technical arguments needed for the next Section 9,
where we prove that lastΓ is an (∞, 1)-localization map for the same four instances
of Γ. To be more precise, the generalities discussed here will affect the proof for
three of those four: Γ =

∫
N−,+(C), Down∗(C), Down(C). The remaining case,

Γ =
∫
N(C), simply follows from the argument of a reflexive subcategory.

More concretely speaking, in this section, we shall construct the following six
endofunctors on the category Set∆ of simplicial sets, and study certain natural
transformations between them:

• Dcp and DcpI (Definition 8.1);
• ESd (Definition 8.3) and ESdI (Definition 8.5);
• ESd′ and ESdI′ (Definition 8.6).

The transformations fit into the following commutative diagram (see Lemma 8.13):

DcpX × {0} ESdX × {0} ESd′X × {0} X × {0}

DcpIX ESdIX ESdI′X X × {0}

X × {1} X × {1} X × {1} X ×∆[1]

As we will see in Sections 8.3–8.6, the maps DcpX → ESd′X and DcpIX →
ESdI′X are localization maps for any X.
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These functors are used to describe the shapes of the (∞, 1)-diagrams that appear
in the proof that lastΓ is an (∞, 1)-localization. Specifically, in Lemma 9.3 from
the next section, we will construct the following simplicial maps:

• DcpN(C)→ N(Γ);
• DcpIN(Γ)→ N(Γ);
• ESd′ N(C)→ N(C);
• ESdI′ N(Γ)→ N(C).

Suppose that a quasi-category-valued simplicial map N(Γ) → Q sends last-weak
equivalences to equivalences. Then the general properties of the transformations
investigated here will allow us to factor DcpN(C)→ N(Γ)→ Q through ESd′ N(C)
and DcpIN(Γ) → N(Γ) → Q through ESdI′ N(Γ). This will give N(C) → Q and
N(Γ)×∆[1]→ Q, which shows the factorization property of a localization map.

This section is organized as follows: in Section 8.1, we will define the six endo-
functors on Set∆ mentioned above. In Section 8.2, we will construct the natural
transformations between them, as shown in the diagram above. Sections 8.3–8.5
will be devoted to the investigation of specific properties of these transformations:

• in Section 8.3, we will show that DcpX → ESdX and DcpIX → ESdIX
are universal localization maps;
• in Section 8.4, we will prove that ESdX → ESd′X is an inner anodyne
map;
• in Section 8.5, we will demonstrate that ESdIX ∪ESdX ESd′X → ESdI′X
is an inner anodyne map.

Section 8.6 will conclude this Section 8 by introducing new notation and restating
the results. It will facilitate the reference from the next section.

8.1. Some endofunctors on Set∆. We shall begin by defining two simplicial sets
that elaborate to higher dimensions the commutative diagrams used in the proof
of Proposition 7.10.

Definition 8.1. For any object [n] ∈ ∆, we define the category DcpC [n] as the
full subcategory of the product category [n] × (∆/[n]) spanned by the objects
(x, α : [k]→ [n]) such that x ≤ α(0). Also, we define the category DcpIC [n] by the
following formulae:

Ob(DcpIC [n]) := Ob(DcpC [n])⨿ [n] = ({0} ×ObDcpC [n]) ∪ ({1} × [n]);

HomDcpIC [n]((0, p), (0, q)) := HomDcpC [n](p, q);

HomDcpIC [n]((0, (x, α : [k]→ [n])), (1, y)) := Hom[n](α(k), y);

HomDcpIC [n]((1, x), (0, q)) := ∅;
HomDcpIC [n]((1, x), (1, y)) := Hom[n](x, y).

Here, the composition of morphisms is clear, for every composition has its value in
a singleton set or is of the form (0, p) → (0, q) → (0, r). In an evident way, the
categories DcpC [n] and DcpIC [n] assemble into cosimplicial categories

DcpC ,DcpIC : ∆→ Cat.

We shall denote by Dcp,DcpI: Set∆ → Set∆, respectively, the left Kan extensions
of N ◦DcpC ,N ◦DcpIC : ∆→ Set∆ along the Yoneda embedding ∆: ∆→ Set∆.

Remark 8.2. Explicitly, for any simplicial set X, we have

DcpX =

∫ [n]∈∆

N(DcpC [n])×Xn = colim
∆[n]→X

N(DcpC [n]);

DcpIX =

∫ [n]∈∆

N(DcpIC [n])×Xn = colim
∆[n]→X

N(DcpIC [n]).
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In Proposition 7.10, we have constructed a functor F̃ : C → D and a natural
isomorphism θ : F̃ ◦ last ∼⇒ F from a functor F : Down∗(C)→ D that sends every
last-weak equivalence to an isomorphism. The simplicial set Dcp(N(C)) captures

the shape of the diagrams used for the construction of F̃ , namely (7.7) and (7.9).
The construction of θ, which used the commutative diagrams (7.11) and (7.12), is
covered by the simplicial set DcpI(N(Down∗(C))).

For a good control of compositions and inverses in quasi-categories, we need a
few more endofunctors of Set∆. We go on to define them.

Definition 8.3. For the purpose of this definition, let F : ∆ → ∆ denote the
functor F [n] = [n] ⋆ [n] = [2n+ 1]. We shall define the endofunctor ESd: Set∆ →
Set∆ as the precomposition of F op : ∆op →∆op: for any simplicial set X, we have
ESd(X)n = X2n+1.

Remark 8.4. The endofunctor ESd: Set∆ → Set∆ is not new: it is the composition
of the two well-known functors. Let Set∆×∆ denote the category of bisimplicial
sets: set-valued presheaves on the product category ∆ ×∆. The total décalage
functor Dec: Set∆ → Set∆×∆ and the diagonal functor diag : Set∆×∆ → Set∆
are given by the precomposition of the join ⋆ : ∆ × ∆ → ∆ and the diagonal
inclusion ∆ → ∆ × ∆. It is easy to see that these two functors compose to
produce our ESd.

Since the left and the right Kan extensions of F op gives the left and the right
adjoints of ESd, note that ESd preserves limits and colimits, as should also be clear
from the formula ESd(X)n = X2n+1.

Definition 8.5. We define the cosimplicial simplicial set ESdI∆ : ∆→ Set∆ by

ESdI∆[n]k :=
∐

I⊔J=[k]
I<J

HomPoset(I ⋆ I ⋆ J, [n]).

Here, the disjoint union ⨿ is taken over all the partitions [k] = I ⊔ J satisfying
i < j for any i ∈ I and j ∈ J . We define the endofunctor ESdI : Set∆ → Set∆ as
the left Kan extension of ESdI∆ along the Yoneda embedding ∆: ∆→ Set∆.

With this definition, the set of n-simplices of ESdIX can be expressed as the
following disjoint union:

(ESdIX)n ∼=
n+1∐
i=0

Xn+i.

Definition 8.6. Let us define the cosimplicial posets ESd′P ,ESdI
′
P : ∆ → Poset

by:

ESd′P [n] := [n]
[1]
;

ESdI′P [n] := ({0} × [n]
[1]
) ∪ ({1} × [n]).

Here, the latter set is regarded as a poset by pulling back the order through the
following injective map, whose codomain is endowed with the product order:

ESdI′P [n]→ [1]× [n]
[1]
;

(0, f) 7→ (0, f);

(1, x) 7→ (1, constx).

We define the endofunctors ESd′,ESdI′ : Set∆ → Set∆ as the left Kan extensions
along the Yoneda embedding ∆: ∆→ Set∆ of the post-compositions of ESd′P and
ESdI′P with the embedding Poset ↪→ Cat ↪→ Set∆.
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Let us explain the shapes and the intended meanings of the simplicial sets we
have defined, emphasizing lower dimensions. We begin with Dcp. Since we would
like to show that N(last) : N(Down(C)) → N(C) is a localization map, we need
to construct a map N(C) → Q, given a quasi-category-valued simplicial map
N(Down(C)) → Q that sends last-weak equivalences to equivalences. This end-
ofunctor Dcp is designed to make Dcp(N(C)) capture how simplices in the nerve
N(C) of our fixed Reedy category C should be mapped to N(Down(C)), consider-
ing last-weak equivalences as invertibles. Let us say we have a 2-simplex in N(C):
a commutative triangle X0 → X1 → X2 in C. Assume that the following is the
Reedy factorization of the triangle:

X0 Y1 X2

Y2 Y0

X1

s1

s2

d1

d

d2

s d0

s0

Let us write:

S :=
(
X0

s2
↠ Y2

s
↠ Y1

)
for the length-2 composable chain in C, representing an object in Down∗(C). The
factorized triangleX0 → X1 → X2 should be mapped to the following in Down∗(C):

X0 s1 Y1 X2

s2 S s Y0

Y2 s0

X1

∼

∼

∼
∼

d

d1

∼ (d
2 ,d)

d0

∼
∼

d2

(8.1)

Here, the labels for objects and morphisms are abbreviated for simplicity. Also
note that this diagram includes the diagrams (7.7) and (7.9) from the proof of
Proposition 7.10.

The diagram (8.1) is, itself, not a single 2-simplex in N(Down∗(C)). However,
since all arrows labeled with ∼ are last-weak equivalences, if we consider these
arrows as invertible, we can compute the “composition” of this diagram to yield a
valid 2-simplex.

In order to describe the shape of the concrete diagram (8.1), we consider the
following 2-dimensional simplicial set, which is an incomplete prototype of Dcp∆[2]:

(0, {0}) (0, {0, 2}) (0, {2}) (2, {2})

(0, {0, 1}) (0, {0, 1, 2}) (0, {1, 2}) (1, {2})

(0, {1}) (1, {1, 2})

(1, {1})

∼

∼

∼
∼

∼

∼∼
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Here, ∼ on an edge indicates that the corresponding morphism in (8.1) is a last-
weak equivalence, meaning it preserves the left coordinate and the maximum of
the right coordinate. If we were to formulate the exact shape of the diagram as
Dcp∆[2], we would have the following:

“DcpP [n]”
?
:= {(x, α) | x ∈ [n], ∅ ≠ α ⊆ [n], x ≤ minα} poset;

“Dcp∆[n]”
?
:= N(DcpP [n]).

However, for a better interaction with degeneracies, we would like to consider as
α general [n]-valued morphisms in ∆, not just the [n]-valued injectives; hence
the construction in Definition 8.1. This makes the simplicial set Dcp∆[2] higher
dimensional than 2, and too visually complex to be depicted here, but we can more
easily manipulate it in our proofs.

In each vertex (x, α) ∈ Ob(DcpC [n]) of Dcp∆[n], its right coordinate α para-
metrizes the length of a chain in C−, which is an object in Down∗(C), and the
left coordinate x controls the Reedy factorization from which the chain is obtained.
More rigourously put, if X0 → X1 → · · · → Xn is an n-simplex in N(C), then
the vertex (x, α : [k]→ [n]) in Dcp(∆[n]) corresponds to the chain Z0 ↠ · · ·↠ Zk

below in C−, representing an object in Down∗(C):

Xx Xα(0) Xα(1) · · · Xα(k)

Z0 Z1 · · · Zk

This glues together to form a simplicial map Dcp(N(C))→ N(Down∗(C)), as shall
be demonstrated in Lemma 9.3.

In order to compose simplices forming diagrams like (8.1), we need to properly
treat the reverse-direction simplices. For that purpose, we simply collapse the
arrows with ∼ and simplices containing them into degeneracies. If we do so in
Dcp(∆[2]), then we obtain ESd(∆[2]), which has the following shape:

(0, 0) (0, 2) (2, 2)

(0, 1) (1, 2)

(1, 1)

(8.2)

Here, a vertex (x, α) in Dcp(∆[2]) is collapsed into the vertex (x,maxα). This
collapse works as intended. This generalizes to higher dimensions and glues together
to form a natural simplicial map DcpX → ESdX for any simplicial set X. This
natural map is a localization map, as we will show in Proposition 8.19.

We are left only with forward-direction simplices in ESd, but the composition of
simplices in ESd(∆[n]) is not specified in the simplicial set: for example, note that
the non-degenerate simplices in ESd(∆[2]) are the vertices, the arrows, and the four
small triangle explicitly depicted in the diagram (8.2). Therefore, even if we have
a map with domain ESd(N(C)), the values of simplices in N(C) is not determined.
We need an extension that contains the “composition” of these simplices. This

is the job ESd′ does. The simplicial set ESd′(∆[n]) = N([n]
[1]
) is obtained by

considering a poset that is obtained by all lacking compositions in ESd(∆[n]). This
makes simplicial set ESd′(∆[n]) a quasi-category for each n. Most desirably, for
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each X, we have natural inclusions X ↪→ ESd′X and ESdX ↪→ ESd′X, the latter
of which is, as shown in Proposition 8.23, inner anodyne.

The three endofunctors Dcp, ESd, and ESd′ are used to describe the shapes
of the diagram used to construct a factorizing functor N(C) → Q from a functor
N(Down(C)) → Q. The construction of the natural transformation that ensures
the functor is a factorization, requires the other three endofunctors: DcpI, ESdI,
and ESdI′. These endofunctors with “I” evaluated at a simplicial set X serve as a
cylinder that connects the value at X of the version without “I” and the original
simplicial set X. For example, ESdI(∆[1]) has the following shape:

(0, (0, 0)) (0, (0, 1)) (0, (1, 1))

(1, 0) (1, 1)

To conclude this subsection, we shall check an important property of the functors
we have defined:

Lemma 8.7. The functors Dcp, DcpI, ESd, ESdI, ESd′, and ESdI′ preserve
monomorphisms.

Proof. By Corollary 2.36, the claim follows from the construction of the functors
in question. □

8.2. Some natural transformations between the endofunctors. We shall
now construct some natural transformations between the endofunctors we have
defined. They should fit into the following commutative diagram (see Lemma 8.13):

DcpX × {0} ESdX × {0} ESd′X × {0} X × {0}

DcpIX ESdIX ESdI′X X × {0}

X × {1} X × {1} X × {1} X ×∆[1]

8.8

8.11

8.9

8.11 8.11

8.10

8.8 8.9

8.12 8.12
8.10

(8.3)

Here, the numbers stand for the definition where the natural transformation is
constructed.

Definition 8.8. Let X ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set. Below we shall construct
surjective simplicial maps DcpX ↠ ESdX and DcpIX ↠ ESdIX, which are
natural in X. We shall consider these natural maps as the canonical connecting
maps between those simplicial sets.

Construction. Since the functors in question are all colimit-preserving and colim-
its preserve surjections, we may confine our attention to the case where X is a
representable simplicial set ∆[n]. We first construct Dcp∆[n] ↠ ESd∆[n]. Let
φ : [n]→ DcpC [n] be a k-simplex in Dcp∆[n] = N(DcpC [n]). Write:

(xi, αi : [mi]→ [n]) := φ(i) for 0 ≤ i ≤ k;
(!xi,xj , βi,j : αi → αj) := φ(!i,j) for 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k.

Since βi,j above is a morphism in ∆/[n], we deduce:

xk ≤ αk(0) ≤ αk(β0,k(0)) = α0(0) ≤ α0(m0);

αi(mi) = αj(βi,j(mi)) ≤ αj(mj) for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k.
Therefore, the following chain of inequalities holds:

x0 ≤ x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xk ≤ α0(m0) ≤ α1(m1) ≤ · · · ≤ αk(mk).
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The above (2k + 2)-chain in [n] represents a k-simplex in ESd∆[n]. This defines
a simplicial map Dcp∆[n] → ESd∆[n], natural in [n], which is surjective by con-
struction.

Next, we construct DcpI∆[n] ↠ ESdI∆[n]. Let φ : [k] → DcpIC [n] be a k-
simplex in DcpI∆[n] = N(DcpIC [n]). We wish to assign to φ an element of

ESdI∆[n]k =
∐

I⊔J=[k]
I<J

HomPoset(I ⋆ I ⋆ J, [n]).

Let the subposet I = {0, 1, . . . , l − 1} and J = {l, l + 1, . . . , k} of [k], respectively,
be the inverse images of {0} ×ObDcpC [n] and {1} × [n] under φ. Write:

(0, (xi, αi : [mi]→ [n])) := φ(i) for i ∈ I;
(1, yi) := φ(i) for i ∈ J.

From the same reasoning as above, we deduce that the following chain of inequalities
holds, yielding an order-preserving map I ⋆ I ⋆ J → [n]:

x0 ≤ x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xl−1

≤ maxα0 ≤ maxα1 ≤ · · · ≤ maxαl−1

≤ yl ≤ yl+1 ≤ · · · ≤ yk.

This constitutes an element of ESdI∆[n]k = ESdI∆[n]k above, and tying these
corresponding elements together gives a simplicial map DcpI∆[n] → ESdI∆[n],
naturally in [n], which is surjective by construction. □

Definition 8.9. LetX ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set. In the subsequent Construction,
we shall give injective simplicial maps ESdX ↪→ ESd′X and ESdIX ↪→ ESdI′X,
which are natural in X. We shall think of these natural transformations as the
canonical ones between the involved simplicial sets.

Construction. Again, we may confine our attention to the case where X is a rep-
resentable simplicial set ∆[n]. We first construct ESd∆[n] ↪→ ESd′ ∆[n]. For any
[k] ∈ ∆, consider the following order-preserving bijection (which is not an isomor-
phism of posets):

u[k] : [1]× [k]→ [k] ⋆ [k] = [2k + 1]; (i, x) 7→ i ∗ (k + 1) + x.

This is natural in [k]. Let an order-preserving map f : [k] ⋆ [k] → [n] represent a
k-simplex in ESd∆[n]. The composite f ◦ u[k] : [1]× [k]→ [n] has the adjunct map

[k] → [n]
[1]
, which is an element of ESd′ ∆[n]k = N(ESd′P [n])k. By corresponding

this adjunct to the k-simplex f , we obtain a simplicial map ESd∆[n] ↪→ ESd′ ∆[n],
naturally in [n]. This family of maps induces a natural transformation ESd⇒ ESd′.
By Corollary 2.38, the injectivity of the induced transformation follows from that
of each ESd∆[n] ↪→ ESd′ ∆[n], which is clear.

Next, we construct ESdI∆[n] ↪→ ESdI′ ∆[n]. In order to arbitrarily take a k-
simplex in ESdI∆[n], let [k] = I⊔J be a partition with I < J , and let f : I ⋆I ⋆J →
[n] be a map. By applying the above argument to f |I⋆I : I ⋆I → [n], we may obtain

a map I → [n]
[1]
. Bundling this with the map f |J : J → [n] gives a map

[k] = I ⊔ J = I ⋆ J → {0} × [n]
[1] ∪ {1} × [n] = ESdI′P [n].

This gives a k-simplex in ESdI′ ∆[n] = N(ESdI′P [n]). We have thus constructed a
simplicial map ESdI∆[n] ↪→ ESdI′ ∆[n], naturally in [n].

The injectivity of ESdIX → ESdI′X for any simplicial set X may be shown by
Corollary 2.38. □
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Definition 8.10. For a simplicial set X ∈ Set∆, we will demonstrate the construc-
tion of canonical injective simplicial maps X ↪→ ESd′X and X ×∆[1] ↪→ ESdI′X,
which are natural in X. These constructions will be referred to as the canonical
connecting maps between these simplicial sets.

Construction. For the third time, we may consider only the case where X is a
representable simplicial set ∆[n]. The map ∆[n] ↪→ ESd′ ∆[n] may be obtained by
sending the constant inclusion

const : [n] ↪→ [n]
[1]
; x 7→ constx = (x, x),

which is natural in [n], with the nerve functor N: Poset→ Cat→ Set∆.
In order to construct the map ∆[n]×∆[1] ↪→ ESdI′ ∆[n], condider the following

inclusion of posets:

[n]× [1] ↪→ ESdI′P [n] = {0} × [n]
[1] ∪ {1} × [n];

(x, 0) 7→ (0, constx),

(x, 1) 7→ (1, x).

This is natural in [n]. We may then apply the nerve functor to this inclusion to
obtain the desired map.

The injectivity of these maps follows from Corollary 2.38, as before. □

Definition 8.11. Given a simplicial set X ∈ Set∆, we aim to construct canonical
injective simplicial maps DcpX ↪→ DcpIX, ESdX ↪→ ESdIX, and ESd′X ↪→
ESdI′X. These constructions, detailed below, are natural in X and will serve as
the canonical natural transformation between the involved functors.

Construction. For the fourth time, we may confine our attention to the case where
X is a representable simplicial set ∆[n]. DcpIC [n] and ESdI′P [n] are defined in such
a way that there is an obvious inclusions DcpC [n] ↪→ DcpIC [n] and ESd′P [n] ↪→
ESdI′P [n], which induce the desired simplicial maps Dcp∆[n] ↪→ DcpI∆[n] and
ESd′ ∆[n] ↪→ ESdI′ ∆[n]. This leaves us with the construction of ESd∆[n] ↪→
ESdI∆[n]. Unwinding the definition:

ESd∆[n]k
∼= HomPoset([k] ⋆ [k], [n]);

ESdI∆[n]k =
∐

I⊔J=[k]
I<J

HomPoset(I ⋆ I ⋆ J, [n]).

Therefore, the set ESd∆[n]k embeds isomorphically to the component of ESdI∆[n]k
indexed by the partition I = [k] and J = ∅. This gives the desired simplicial map.

The naturality of these inclusions is clear from the definitions. The injectivity
of these maps may be shown by using Corollary 2.38. □

Definition 8.12. Let X be a simplicial set. The injective simplicial maps X ↪→
DcpIX and X ↪→ ESdIX, natural in X and constructed below, will be considered
as the canonical ones between the involved simplicial sets.

Construction. For the fifth time, we may confine our attention to the case where
X is a representable simplicial set ∆[n]. The first of the desired maps:

N[n] = ∆[n] ↪→ DcpI∆[n] = N(DcpIC [n])

may be obtained by applying the nerve functor to the inclusion of the full subcat-
egory:

[n] = {1} × [n] ↪→ DcpIC [n]; x 7→ (1, x).

Note that this is natural in [n].
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For the construction of the other map ∆[n] ↪→ ESdI∆[n], remember:

∆[n]k = HomPoset([k], [n]);

ESdI∆[n]k = ESdI∆[n]k =
∐

I⊔J=[k]
I<J

HomPoset(I ⋆ I ⋆ J, [n]).

Therefore,

HomPoset([k], [n]) ∼= HomPoset(∅ ⋆ ∅ ⋆ [k], [n]) ↪→
∐

I⊔J=[k]
I<J

HomPoset(I ⋆ I ⋆ J, [n])

gives a map between the sets of k-simplices. Since this is natural in [k] ∈∆op and
[n] ∈∆, we obtain what we want.

To show the injectivity of these maps, it suffices to remember Corollary 2.38. □

Finally, we remember the diagram that we presented at the beginning of this
subsection:

Lemma 8.13. The diagram (8.3) at the beginning of this subsection, which we
shall reproduce here for the reader’s convenience, commutes:

DcpX × {0} ESdX × {0} ESd′X × {0} X × {0}

DcpIX ESdIX ESdI′X X × {0}

X × {1} X × {1} X × {1} X ×∆[1]

8.8

8.11

8.9

8.11 8.11

8.10

8.8 8.9

8.12 8.12
8.10

Remember that the numbers stand for the definition where the natural transforma-
tion is constructed.

Proof. By construction. □

8.3. Properties of the transformations 1: two universal localizations. In
Definition 8.8, we have constructed the canonical natural transformations Dcp ⇒
ESd and DcpI ⇒ ESdI. The purpose of this section is to show that the following
three classes of natural maps are universal localizations in the sense of [16, Definition
02M0]:

• the canonical map DcpX ↠ ESdX for each simplicial set X (Proposi-
tion 8.19);
• the canonical map DcpIX ↠ ESdIX for each simplicial set X (Proposi-
tion 8.21);
• the map DcpIX ∪DcpX DcpY ↠ ESdIX ∪ESdX ESdY for any simplicial
map X → Y , induced by the canonical transformations (Corollary 8.22).

Using Proposition 02M9 and Proposition 02MA from [16], we can show that these
three types of maps are universal localizations by decomposing both the domain
and codomain into smaller parts, verifying universal localization on each part, and
then assembling the results via colimits. Lemma 8.15 and Corollary 8.16 presented
below provide the fundamental building blocks of these proofs.

Notation 8.14. Let [n] ∈ Ob∆a. For the purpose of this subsection, we use the
following symbol for a functor:

λ[n] : ∆/[n]→ [n]; (α : [m]→ [n]) 7→ α(m).

https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M9
https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
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Here, note that ∆/[n] may be extended to the case n = −1 by regarding it as a
full subcategory of ∆a/[n], i.e., ∆/[−1] = ∅. Note that this is natural in [n] ∈ ∆.
We shall also write

λ[n] := N(λ[n]) : N(∆/[n])→ ∆[n].

Remember our notation: ∆[−1] = N[−1] = ∅.

Lemma 8.15. For any [n] ∈ ∆a, the functor λ[n] : N(∆/[n]) → ∆[n] in Nota-
tion 8.14 is a universal localization in the sense of [16, Definition 02M0].

Proof. According to [16, Proposition 04JT], to show our claim, it suffices to con-
struct a section u : ∆[n] → N(∆/[n]) to λ[n], and to check that the composition
u◦λ[n] and the identity id∆[n] belong to the same connected component of the map-
ping space Fun/∆[n](λ[n], λ[n]) over ∆[n] (see [16, Construction 01AB] for the nota-
tion). In terms of 1-categories, it is enough to construct a functor u : [n] → ∆/[n]
strictly satisfying λ[n] ◦u = id[n], and a natural transformation θ : id∆/[n] ⇒ u◦λ[n]
satisfying λ[n] ◁ θ = idλ[n]

.

We define u as follows. For each object x ∈ [n], we set u(x) := ιn[x]. Remember,

for any non-empty subset S = {x0 < · · · < xk} ⊆ [n], the injective order-preserving
map ιnS : [k]→ [n] has been defined by ιnS(i) = xi, and the morphism ιn[x] : [x]→ [n]

in ∆ gives an object of ∆/[n]. If x ≤ y in [n], the morphism

u(!x,y) : u(x) = ιn[x] → ιn[y] = u(y)

is given by u(!x,y) := ιy[x] : [x] → [y], which evidently satisfies the condition for a

morphism in ∆ to be a morphism in ∆/[n]. This defines a functor u : [n]→∆/[n],
and we can easily check:

(λ[n] ◦ u)(x) = ιn[x](x) = x = id[n](x).

We proceed to construct the natural transformation θ. For each object in ∆/[n],
i.e, a morphism α : [m]→ [n] in ∆, we need to define a morphism

θα : α = id∆/[n](α)→ u(λ[n](α)) = ιn[α(m)]

in ∆/[n]. This is given by the morphism [m] → [α(m)]; x 7→ α(x) in ∆, which is
indeed a morphism α→ ιn[α(m)] in ∆/[n]. The naturality of the family θα in α may

be simply checked. Indeed, let the following commutative triangle in ∆ present an
arbitrary morphism β in ∆/[n]:

[m] [m′]

[n]

β

α α′

Then, for any x ∈ [m], we compute:

(θα′ ◦ id[m](β))(x) = α′(β(x)) = α(x) = ι
α′(m′)
[α(m)] (α(x)) = ((u ◦ λ[n])(β) ◦ θα)(x),

which is the desired naturality. Since [n] is a poset, the equation λ[n] ◁ θ = idλ[n]

trivially holds. This completes the proof. □

Corollary 8.16. Let [m], [n] ∈ ∆a be objects of the augmented simplex category.
Using the notation from Notation 8.14, consider the following simplicial map:

id∆[m] × λ[n] : ∆[m]×N(∆/[n])→ ∆[m]×∆[n].

Then this map is a universal localization in the sense of [16, Definition 02M0].

Proof. Since the product preserves universal localizations (Lemma 2.26), this fol-
lows from Lemma 8.15. □

https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/04JT
https://kerodon.net/tag/01AB
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
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Building on the minimal components of the domain and codomain of our maps,
treated in Lemma 8.15 and Corollary 8.16, we now proceed to slightly larger parts:

Lemma 8.17. Let [n] ∈∆a be an object of the augmented simplex category. Then
the canonical map Dcp∆[n] → ESd∆[n] from Definition 8.8 is a universal local-
ization in the sense of [16, Definition 02M0].

Proof. The case n = −1 is trivial, so we may assume n ≥ 0.
For each −1 ≤ l ≤ n, let Cn

≤l and C
n
l denote the full subcategories of DcpC [n]

determined by:

Ob(Cn
≤l) := {(x, α) ∈ Ob(DcpC [n]) | x ≤ l} ;

Ob(Cn
l ) := {(x, α) ∈ Ob(DcpC [n]) | x ≤ l ≤ α(0)} .

We set F≤l := N(Cn
≤l), Fl := N(Cn

l ) ⊆ Dcp∆[n]. Then we have the following
filtration of simplicial sets:

∅ = F≤−1 ⊆ F≤0 ⊆ F≤1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ F≤n = Dcp∆[n].

We shall also consider the following simplicial subsets of ESd∆[n]: for each −1 ≤
l ≤ n:

(G≤l)k := {f : [2k + 1] = [k] ⋆ [k]→ [n] | f(k) ≤ l} ;
(Gl)k := {f : [2k + 1] = [k] ⋆ [k]→ [n] | f(k) ≤ l ≤ f(k + 1)} .

Then we again obtain the following filtration of simplicial sets:

∅ = G≤−1 ⊆ G≤0 ⊆ G≤1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ G≤n = ESd∆[n].

Notice that the canonical map Dcp∆[n] → ESd∆[n] restricts to F≤l → G≤l and
Fl → Gl for each −1 ≤ l ≤ m.

By induction, in the increasing order of l, we shall show that the map F≤l → G≤l

is a universal localization, which will imply our desired lemma. The base case
l = −1 is trivial. Let 0 ≤ l ≤ m and suppose that F≤l−1 → G≤l−1 is a universal
localization; we need to show that F≤l → G≤l is a universal localization. Consider
the following commutative cube, consisting of inclusions of simplicial subsets (↪→)
and the restrictions of the canonical map Dcp∆[n]→ ESd∆[n] (→):

Gl−1 ∩Gl Gl

Fl−1 ∩ Fl Fl

G≤l−1 G≤l

F≤l−1 F≤l

In this cube, the front and the back faces are pushout squares by construction, and
the hooked arrows are injective. Therefore, by [16, Proposition 02MA], in order to
show that F≤l → G≤l is a universal localization, it suffices to check that the three
maps Fl−1 ∩ Fl → Gl−1 ∩Gl, Fl → Gl, and F≤l−1 → G≤l−1 are universal localiza-
tions. Of those three, the third map F≤l−1 → G≤l−1 is a universal localization by
the induction hypothesis. Now, using the notation from Notation 8.14, we observe
that the first map Fl−1 ∩ Fl → Gl−1 ∩Gl is isomorphic to:

id∆[l−1] × λ[n−l] : ∆[l − 1]×N(∆/[n− l])→ ∆[l − 1]×∆[n− l],

and that the second map Fl → Gl is isomorphic to the map:

id∆[l] × λ[n−l] : ∆[l]×N(∆/[n− l])→ ∆[l]×∆[n− l].

https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
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These two maps are universal localizations by Corollary 8.16. Thus we have proved
the sufficient condition for the map F≤l → G≤l to be a universal localization. This
completes the induction, and we have obtained the desired claim. □

Corollary 8.18. Let [m], [n] ∈∆ be objects. Then the following join of the canon-
ical simplicial map from Definition 8.8 and the identity map is a universal localiza-
tion in the sense of [16, Definition 02M0]:

Dcp∆[m] ⋆∆[n]→ ESd∆[m] ⋆∆[n].

Proof. By using the fact that the join ⋆X of a simplicial set X is preserves universal
localizations (Corollary 2.28), this follows from Lemma 8.17. □

Now, we are ready to prove one of the main results of this section:

Proposition 8.19. Let X ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set. Then the canonical simplicial
map DcpX → ESdX in Definition 8.8 is a universal localization in the sense of
[16, Definition 02M0].

Proof. As [16, Proposition 02M9] states, the class of universal localizations is closed

under filtered colimits in Set∆
[1]. Therefore, we may assume that X is a finite

simplicial set. We shall show the claim by induction on the dimension and the
number of the highest-dimensional non-degenerate simplices of X. If X is empty,
the claim is trivial. If X is non-empty, let σ : ∆[n] → X be one of the highest-
dimensional non-degenerate simplices of X. There is the following pushout square,
with X ′ a subcomplex of X having fewer dimension-n non-degenerate simplices:

∂∆[n] ∆[n]

X ′ X

By sending this square under Dcp and ESd, we obtain the following commutative
cube:

ESd ∂∆[n] ESd∆[n]

Dcp ∂∆[n] Dcp∆[n]

ESdX ′ ESdX

DcpX ′ DcpX

In this cube, the front and the back faces are pushout squares by construction,
and the hooked arrows are injective. The maps Dcp ∂∆[n] → ESd ∂∆[n] and
DcpX ′ → ESdX ′ are universal localizations by the induction hypothesis. The
map Dcp∆[n] → ESd∆[n] is a universal localization by Lemma 8.17. Therefore,
by [16, Proposition 02MA], the map DcpX → ESdX is a universal localization.
This completes the induction, and we have obtained the desired claim. □

The following lemma is the largest component of the remaining main universal
localization result:

Lemma 8.20. Let [n] ∈ ∆ be a simplex. Then the canonical simplicial map
DcpI∆[n] → ESdI∆[n] is a universal localization in the sense of [16, Definition
02M0].

https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
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Proof. For each −1 ≤ l ≤ n, let Cn
≤l and Cn

l denote the full subcategories of

DcpIC [n] determined by:

Ob(Cn
≤l) := ({0} × {(x, α) ∈ Ob(DcpC [n]) | maxα ≤ l}) ∪ ({1} × [n]);

Ob(Cn
l ) := ({0} × {(x, α) ∈ Ob(DcpC [n]) | maxα ≤ l}) ∪ {(1, x) | l ≤ x ≤ n} .

We set F≤l := N(Cn
≤l), Fl := N(Cn

l ) ⊆ DcpI∆[n]. Then we have the following
filtration of simplicial sets:

{1} ×∆[n] ∼= F≤−1 ⊆ F≤0 ⊆ F≤1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ F≤n = DcpI∆[n].

We also need a filtration of the codomain. For notational ease, regard:

ESdI∆[n]k = ESdI∆[n]k =
∐

I⊔J=[k]
I<J

HomPoset(I ⋆ I ⋆ J, [n]),

as the set of triplets of the form (I, J, f), where I ⊔ J = [k], I < J is a partition,
and f : I ⋆ I ⋆ J → [n] is an order-preserving function. For each −1 ≤ l ≤ n, we
define the following simplicial subsets of ESdI∆[n]:

(G≤l)k := {(I, J, f) | maxf |I⋆I ≤ l} ;
(Gl)k := {(I, J, f) | maxf |I⋆I ≤ l ≤ minf |J} .

Here, we set maxf |I⋆I = −1 if I = ∅, and minf |J = n if J = ∅. Then we obtain
the following filtration of simplicial sets:

∆[n] ∼= G≤−1 ⊆ G≤0 ⊆ G≤1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ G≤n = ESdI∆[n].

Notice that the canonical map DcpI∆[n]→ ESdI∆[n] restricts to F≤l → G≤l and
Fl → Gl for each −1 ≤ l ≤ n.

Now, we repeat an inductive argument similar to that in the proof of Lemma 8.17.
We shall show that F≤l → G≤l is a universal localization for each −1 ≤ l ≤ n, which
is enough for the estabilishment of the lemma. For the base case l = −1, the map
F≤−1 → G≤−1 is the identity map, which is a universal localization.

For an inductive case, let 0 ≤ l ≤ m and suppose that F≤l−1 → G≤l−1 is a
universal localization; we need to show that F≤l → G≤l is a universal localization.
We again wish to use [16, Proposition 02MA]. Consider the following commutative
cube, where ↪→ denotes inclusions of simplicial subsets, and → denotes restrictions
of the canonical map DcpI∆[n]→ ESdI∆[n]:

Gl−1 ∩Gl Gl

Fl−1 ∩ Fl Fl

G≤l−1 G≤l

F≤l−1 F≤l

Since the front and the back faces are pushout squares by construction, and the
hooked arrows are injective, [16, Proposition 02MA] applies: to show that F≤l →
G≤l is a universal localization, it suffices to check that the three maps Fl−1 ∩Fl →
Gl−1 ∩Gl, Fl → Gl, and F≤l−1 → G≤l−1 are universal localizations.

The first map Fl−1 ∩ Fl → Gl−1 ∩Gl is isomorphic to:

Dcp∆[l − 1] ⋆∆[n− l]→ ESd∆[l − 1] ⋆∆[n− l].

The second map Fl → Gl is isomorphic to:

Dcp∆[l] ⋆∆[n− l]→ ESd∆[l] ⋆∆[n− l].

https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
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Therefore these two maps are universal localizations by Corollary 8.18. The third
map F≤l−1 → G≤l−1 is a universal localization by the induction hypothesis; thus
we have shown that F≤l → G≤l is a universal localization. This completes the
induction, and we have obtained the desired lemma. □

Now, it only remains to prove the main results of this subsection:

Proposition 8.21. Let X ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set. Then the canonical simplicial
map DcpIX → ESdIX in Definition 8.8 is a universal localization in the sense of
[16, Definition 02M0].

Proof. By virtue of Lemma 8.20, the proof goes exactly in the same way as that of
Proposition 8.19. □

Corollary 8.22. Let f : X → Y be a simplicial map. Consider the following
morphism of spans of simplicial sets:

DcpY DcpX DcpIX

ESdY ESdX ESdIX

f

f

Then the following induced map of pushouts is a universal localization in the sense
of [16, Definition 02M0]:

(DcpY ) ∪DcpX (DcpIX)→ (ESdY ) ∪ESdX (ESdIX).

Proof. By Propositions 8.19 and 8.21, the claim follows from [16, Proposition
02MA]. □

8.4. Properties of the transformations 2: an inner anodyne map. The goal
of this subsection is the following:

Proposition 8.23. Let X ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set. Then the canonical simplicial
map ESdX → ESd′X in Definition 8.9 is inner anodyne.

For the proof of this proposition, the following lemma is crucial:

Lemma 8.24. Let [n] ∈ ∆ be a simplex. Consider the following commutative
square:

ESd ∂∆[n] ESd∆[n]

ESd′ ∂∆[n] ESd′ ∆[n]

Here, the vertical maps are from Definition 8.9, and the horizontal maps are induced
by the canonical inclusions. Then the corresponding simplicial map

(ESd∆[n]) ∪ESd ∂∆[n] (ESd
′ ∂∆[n])→ ESd′ ∆[n]

out of the pushout is inner anodyne.

With this lemma, the proof of Proposition 8.23 is straightforward.

Proof of Proposition 8.23 from Lemma 8.24. Lemma 8.24 says that the canonical
natural transformation ESd ◦∆⇒ ESd′ ◦∆: ∆→ Set∆ is Reedy inner anodyne.
Therefore from Lemma 2.33 follows that the map in question, obtained by the left
Kan extension of this natural transformation along the Yoneda embedding, is inner
anodyne. □

https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M0
https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
https://kerodon.net/tag/02MA
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The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Lemma 8.24. The proof
of the lemma is combinatorial and straightforward: since inner horn inclusion
Λk[n] ↪→ ∆[n] adds two non-degenerate simplices in pair, we just need to add non-
degenerate simplices two-by-two in an appropriate order. However, making such
pairs (called horn pairs) gracefully takes a bit of care and a long argument. To
enhance readability, we shall break the proof down into several other lemmas. The
concluding proof of Lemma 8.24 is given in page 54, after Lemma 8.32. We shall
first introduce some notation and terminology used for the rest of this subsection:

Notation 8.25. Here we list the terminology and notation used in the proof of
Lemma 8.24. The notation is used only throughout this subsection.

• We fix a simplex [n] ∈∆.
• We shall write f : X ↪→ Y for the map in focus. Specifically, f is the
canonical injective map between:

X := (ESd∆[n]) ∪ESd ∂∆[n] (ESd
′ ∂∆[n]);

Y := ESd′ ∆[n].

• We define an outsider to be a simplex of Y that is not in the image of f .
If an outsider is a k-simplex, we shall say that it is a k-outsider.
• We shall denote the set of non-degenerate outsiders by O. The set of non-
degenerate k-outsiders is denoted by Ok.
• If σ is a k-simplex of Y , it is represented by an order-preserving map [k]→
[n]

[1]
. We shall denote the adjunct of this map by uσ : [k]× [1]→ [n].

• A horn pair is an ordered pair (σ, τ) of non-degenerate outsiders σ and τ
that satisfy the following conditions for some 0 < i < k := dimσ:
(1) uσ(i− 1, 0) = uσ(i, 0);
(2) uσ(i− 1, 1) < uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k, 0);
(3) the simplex τ is the i-th facet of σ.

• The horn position of a horn pair (σ, τ) is the integer i in the definition
above. Note that the integer i is unique, since we have uσ(i − 1, 1) <
uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k, 0) and uσ is order-preserving.
• The anticipated horn position of a non-degenerate k-outsider σ is the num-
ber of 0 ≤ j ≤ k such that uσ(j, 1) < uσ(k, 0).
• We denote the set of horn pairs by H.
• If (σ, τ) is a horn pair, we shall say that σ is the (horn) core of the pair,
and τ is the (horn) periphery of the pair. We shall also simply say that σ
is a horn core to mean that, for some τ , the pair (σ, τ) is a horn pair. A
horn periphery is defined similarly.

In order to prove our desired Lemma 8.24, it suffices to show that non-degenerate
outliers are divided into mutually disjoint horn pairs, and well-order these horn
pairs appropriately. We shall first see the equivalent conditions for a simplex to be
a non-degenerate outsider:

Lemma 8.26. Let σ be any k-simplex in Y . Then we have the following:

(1) The simplex σ is non-degenerate if and only if, for each 0 ≤ i < k, we have
(uσ(i, 0), uσ(i, 1)) < (uσ(i + 1, 0), uσ(i + 1, 1)) with respect to the product
order.

(2) The simplex σ does not belong to the injective image of ESd′ ∂∆[n] if and
only if uσ is surjective.

(3) The simplex σ does not belong to the injective image of ESd∆[n] if and
only if uσ(k, 0) > uσ(0, 1).

(4) The simplex σ is an outsider if and only if uσ(k, 0) > uσ(0, 1) and uσ is
surjective.
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Proof. By direct calculation. □

A number of lemmas below are needed to show that non-degenerate outsiders
are divided into horn pairs:

Lemma 8.27. Let σ ∈ Ok be any non-degenerate k-outsider. Let 0 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 be
the anticipated horn position of σ. Then we have the following:

(1) It holds that 0 < i ≤ k.
(2) If σ belongs to a horn pair p ∈ H, either as its core or its periphery, then

the horn position of p is i.

Proof. (1): Since uσ is order-preserving, we have i ≤ k. The other inequality i > 0
follows from the assumption that σ is an outsider; see Lemma 8.26 (4).

(2): If σ is the core of p, the claim is immediate from the definition of a horn
pair and the order preservation of uσ. Assume that p is of the form (τ, σ), and let
us write i for the horn position of p. Since σ is the i-th face of τ , we have, for each
0 ≤ j < i:

uσ(j, 1) = uτ (j, 1) ≤ uτ (i− 1, 1) < uτ (i, 1) = uτ (k + 1, 0) = uσ(k, 0).

Here we used i < k + 1. We also have, for each i ≤ j ≤ k:

uσ(j, 1) = uτ (j + 1, 1) ≥ uτ (i, 1) = uτ (k + 1, 0) = uσ(k, 0).

The claim should be clear from these inequalities. □

Lemma 8.28. A horn core is not a horn periphery.

Proof. For contradition, suppose that there were to be two horn pairs (σ0, σ1) and
(σ1, σ2). Let 0 < i < k be the horn position of the second pair, where k = dimσ1.
By applying Lemma 8.27 (2) to σ1, we see that i is also the horn position of the
first pair (σ0, σ1). We may now deduce:

uσ0(i, 0) = uσ0(i− 1, 0) = uσ1(i− 1, 0) = uσ1(i, 0) = uσ0(i+ 1, 0);

uσ0(i, 1) = uσ0(k + 1, 0) = uσ1(k, 0) = uσ1(i, 1) = uσ0(i+ 1, 1).

These equations and Lemma 8.26 (1) imply that σ0 is a degenerate simplex, which
contradicts the definition of a horn pair. □

Lemma 8.29. Let σ be a non-degenerate k-outsider, and let 0 < i ≤ k be the
anticipated horn position of σ; see Lemma 8.27 (1). If we have uσ(i−1, 0) = uσ(i, 0)
and uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k, 0), then σ is the core of a unique horn pair.

Proof. Consider the i-th face τ of σ. By the definition of a horn position and
Lemma 8.27 (2), the uniqueness is clear: if σ is the core of a horn pair, its periphery
can only be τ .

It remains to demonstrate that p = (σ, τ) is a horn pair, for which it suffices to
show that i < k, that uσ(i − 1, 1) < uσ(i, 1), and that τ ∈ O. Of these three the
second is immediate from the definition of i. The first claim i < k follows from
the fact that uσ is order-preserving: if we were to have i = k, then the following
contradictory inequalities would hold:

uσ(i− 1, 1) < uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k, 0) = uσ(i, 0) = uσ(i− 1, 0) ≤ uσ(i− 1, 1).

We shall now check that τ is a non-degenerate outsider. The non-degeneracy
of τ is trivial, since τ is a face of the non-degenerate σ and Y is the nerve of a
poset. To show that τ is an (k − 1)-outsider, we remember Lemma 8.26 (4). Since
0 < i < k, we have the following inequality:

uτ (k − 1, 0) = uσ(k, 0) > uσ(0, 1) = uτ (0, 1).
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Also, uτ is surjective, since we have:

Imuτ = Im
(
uσ|([k]×[1])\({i}×[1])

)
= Imuσ = [n].

Here, the second equality follows from uσ(i−1, 0) = uσ(i, 0) and uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k, 0).
Therefore, τ is a non-degenerate (k − 1)-outsider, and the claim has now been
proven. □

Lemma 8.30. We apply Notation 8.25 here. Let τ be a non-degenerate k-outsider,
and let 0 < i ≤ k be the anticipated horn position of τ . Assume that we have either
uτ (i − 1, 0) < uτ (i, 0) or uτ (i, 1) > uτ (k, 0). Then τ is the periphery of a unique
horn pair.

Proof. We begin with the uniqueness. Let σ be any non-degenerate (k+1)-outsider
such that p = (σ, τ) is a horn pair. The horn position of (σ, τ) is equal to i by
Lemma 8.27 (2). Since τ is the i-th face of σ, we have:

uσ(j, l) = uτ (j, l) for 0 ≤ j < i, 0 ≤ l ≤ 1; (8.4)

uσ(j, l) = uτ (j − 1, l) for i < j ≤ k + 1, 0 ≤ l ≤ 1. (8.5)

By the definition of a horn pair, we also have:

uσ(i, 0) = uσ(i− 1, 0) = uτ (i− 1, 0); (8.6)

uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k + 1, 0) = uτ (k, 0). (8.7)

Equations (8.4)–(8.7) together uniquely determine the map uσ, and hence the sim-
plex σ. This is the desired uniqueness.

We proceed to the existence of the horn pair. By the definition of the anticipated
horn position, we have uτ (i, 1) ≥ uτ (k, 0). Therefore, eqs. (8.4)–(8.7) well-define
an order-preserving map uσ : [k + 1] × [1] → [n], and hence a (k + 1)-simplex σ of
Y . It suffices to show that p = (σ, τ) is a horn pair. By the definition of i and σ,
we see that uσ(i − 1, 0) = uσ(i, 0); that uσ(i − 1, 1) < uσ(i, 1) = uσ(k + 1, 0); and
that τ is the i-th face of σ.

The only thing left to check is that σ is a non-degenerate outsider. We should
be reminded of (1) and (4) from Lemma 8.26. The surjectivity of uσ is immediate
from that of uτ . The inequality uσ(0, 1) < uσ(k + 1, 0) is also clear from the
corresponding inequality uτ (0, 1) < uτ (k, 0). Since τ is non-degenerate and we
have uσ(i − 1, 1) < uσ(i, 1), the only non-trivial inequality needed for the non-
degeneracy of σ is (uσ(i, 0), uσ(i, 1)) < (uσ(i + 1, 0), uσ(i + 1, 1)) with respect to
the product order. There are two cases to consider: uτ (i − 1, 0) < uτ (i, 0) and
uτ (i, 1) > uτ (k, 0). In the former case, we compute:

uσ(i, 0) = uτ (i− 1, 0) < uτ (i, 0) = uσ(i+ 1, 0).

In the latter case, we deduce:

uσ(i, 1) = uτ (k, 0) < uτ (i, 1) = uσ(i+ 1, 1).

Either way, σ is a non-degenerate outsider, and the claim has been proven. □

Corollary 8.31. Every non-degenerate outsider is contained in a unique horn pair,
either as its core or its periphery.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemmas 8.28–8.30. If σ is a non-degenerate
outsider and 0 < i ≤ k is its anticipated horn position, we only need to perform a
case analysis on whether or not we have both uσ(i− 1, 0) = uσ(i, 0) and uσ(i, 1) =
uσ(k, 0). □

The final lemma before the proof of Lemma 8.24 is the following; we shall define
a well-order on the set of horn pairs:
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Lemma 8.32. There is an irreflexive well-order ≺ on the finite set H of horn pairs
that satisfies the following property (⋆):

(⋆) Let σ be a non-degenerate outsider, and τ be a proper face of σ of any
dimension. Let p be the horn pair containing σ (see Corollary 8.31). Then
exactly one of the following holds:
(1) we have p = (σ, τ);
(2) the simplex τ is contained in a horn pair q ∈ H such that q ≺ p;
(3) the simplex τ is in the image of f .

Proof. As Y is finite, it is automatic that H is finite. Note that the required
property (⋆) is preserved under extension of the partial order ≺. Since any order
may be linearly extended and any finite linear order is well-ordered, it suffices to
define an irreflexive partial order ≺ on H that satisfies the property (⋆).

Consider the set N3 = N of ordered triples of natural numbers, and equip this
set with the (irreflexive) lexicographic order <, where each coordinate N is ordered
in the usual way. We define a map ϕ : H → N3 by sending each horn pair p = (σ, τ)
of horn position i to the triple (dimσ, uσ(dimσ, 0), i). We define the irreflexive
partial order ≺ on H by pulling back the lexicographic order < on N3 under ϕ.

We shall now show that ≺ satisfies the property (⋆). Let σ be a non-degenerate
outsider, and τ be a proper face of σ. We first remind the reader that Y is nerve of
a poset, so that τ , being a face of non-degenerate σ, is also non-degenerate. Also,
notice that the conditions (1)–(3) in the statement are mutually exclusive; we only
need to show that σ and τ enjoy at least one of the three conditions (1)–(3).

If τ is in the image of f , then there is nothing to prove; hence we may assume
that τ is an outsider. Let p and q be the horn pairs containing σ and τ , respectively.
Write p = (σ0, σ1) and q = (τ0, τ1). If either σ = σ1 or τ = τ0 holds, then dim τ <
dimσ, dimσ0 = dimσ1 + 1, and dim τ0 = dim τ1 + 1 imply that dim τ0 < dimσ0,
and hence that q ≺ p. Therefore, we may assume that σ = σ0, i.e., σ is the core of
p, and that τ = τ1, i.e., τ is the periphery of q.

Let k = dimσ, and let 0 < i < k be the horn position of p. If dim τ < k − 1,
then we have dim τ0 < dimσ0, and hence q ≺ p. Therefore, we may assume that
dim τ = k − 1, which gives dim τ0 = k = dimσ0. Say that the τ is the j-th facet of
σ. Since τ is assumed to be a horn periphery, by Lemmas 8.28 and 8.29, we only
have three cases to consider: j = i − 1, j = i, and j = k. If j = i, then we have
p = q = (σ, τ), and we are done.

Next, consider the case j = i− 1. In this case, we have:

uτ0(k, 0) = uτ (k − 1, 0) = uσ(k, 0).

The horn position of q, equal to the anticipated horn position i− 1 of τ , is smaller
than i. Therefore we have q ≺ p.

Finally, consider the case j = k. In order for τ to be a periphery, uτ0(k, 0) =
uτ (k− 1, 0) = uσ(k− 1, 0) must be strictly less than uσ(k, 0). In this case, we have
q ≺ p by definition.

We have analyzed all possible cases, and the claim has been proven. □

Now we have paired the simplices out of the image of f so that they may be
added via inner horn fillings, so we may now proceed to the proof of the lemma in
question.

Proof of Lemma 8.24. We employ Notation 8.25 throughout this proof. We shall
show that the map f : X ↪→ Y is inner anodyne by decomposing f into the compo-
sition of a finite sequence of inner horn fillings. Here, an inner horn filling stands
for the pushout along any simplicial map of any inner horn inclusion: Λl[k] ↪→ [k]
with 0 < l < k.
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Let ≺ be an irreflexive well-order on the finite set H that has been asserted to
exist in Lemma 8.32. Write H as

H = {p0 ≺ p1 ≺ · · · ≺ pm−1} .
Write pi = (σi, τi). For any 0 ≤ i ≤ m, we define Xi ⊆ Y as the smallest subcom-
plex of Y that contains the image of f and the simplices σj for j < i. Then there
is the following filtration:

Im f = X0 ⊆ X1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Xm−1 ⊆ Xm

Notice that Xm = Y , because every outsider is a degeneracy of a non-degenerate
outsider, and Xm contains all non-degenerate outsiders.

It suffices to show that the inclusion Xj−1 ↪→ Xj is an inner horn filling for
every 0 < j ≤ m. Write pj−1 = (σj−1, τj−1). Let k = dimσj−1, and let i be the
horn position of pj−1. Then, by the property of the well-order ≺ that Lemma 8.32
guarantees, we have the following pushout square:

Λi[k] ∆[k]

Xj−1 Xj

σj−1

This is exactly what we wanted to show. □

8.5. Properties of the transformations 3: another inner anodyne map.
There is another natural transformation that we need to show are pointwise inner
anodyne:

Proposition 8.33. Let X ∈ Set∆ be a simplicial set. Consider the following
commutative diagram:

ESdX ESd′X

ESdIX ESdI′X

Here, the vertical maps are from Definition 8.11, and the horizontal maps are from
Definition 8.9. Then the corresponding simplicial map

(ESd′X) ∪ESdX (ESdIX)→ ESdI′X

out of the pushout is inner anodyne.

Before providing the proof of this proposition, we state a simple corollary:

Corollary 8.34. Let f : X → Y be any map of simplicial sets. Consider the
following morphism of spans of simplicial sets:

ESdY ESdX ESdIX

ESd′ Y ESd′X ESdI′X

f

f

Then, the following induced map of pushouts is inner anodyne:

(ESdY ) ∪ESdX (ESdIX)→ (ESd′ Y ) ∪ESd′ X (ESdI′X).

Proof assuming Proposition 8.33. The previous Proposition 8.33 states that the
morphism of the spans in question is Reedy inner anodyne, which immediately
implies the claim. □

The proof of Proposition 8.33 will be conducted similarly to that of Proposi-
tion 8.23; it will be simple with the presence of the following lemma:
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Lemma 8.35. Let [n] ∈∆ be a simplex. Consider the following commutative cube:

ESdI ∂∆[n] ESdI∆[n]

ESd ∂∆[n] ESd∆[n]

ESdI′ ∂∆[n] ESdI′ ∆[n]

ESd′ ∂∆[n] ESd∆[n]

(8.8)

Let X denote the colimit of the cube except Y := ESdI′ ∆[n]. Then the canonical
simplicial map X → Y induced by the cube is inner anodyne.

Proof of Proposition 8.33 from Lemma 8.35. By Lemma 2.33, it suffices to prove
that the natural transformation

(ESd′ ∆[n]) ∪ESd∆[n] (ESdI∆[n])→ ESdI′ ∆[n]

in [n] ∈∆ is Reedy inner anodyne, which is proved in Lemma 8.35. □

The rest of this section will be devoted to the proof of Lemma 8.35. As with
the previous subsection, we shall first establish some preliminary lemmas. The
concluding proof will appear in page 60 after Lemma 8.41. We again start with
some notations:

Notation 8.36. The notations listed here will be used solely for the proof of
Lemma 8.35. This applies to the rest of this subsection.

• We use some notations from Notation 8.25 with varying values of n. Since
Notation 8.25 fixes n, we need to rename some terminologies and notations
for each case where n = m:

– A horn pair shall be called a m-horn pair. The set of all m-horn pairs
will be denoted by Hm.

– An outsider shall be called a (m, •)-outsider; a k-outsider a (m, k)-
outsider. The set of all non-degenerate (m, k)-outsiders will be denoted
by Om

k ; the set of all non-degenerate (m, •)-outsiders will be denoted
by Om.

– The notation uσ : [k] × [1] → [m], where σ is a simplex of ESd′ ∆[m],
will be used and does not need to be renamed.

– The terms horn position, core, and periphery of an m-horn pair will
be used as is.

– Other notations and terminologies will not be used; in particular, X,
Y , and f are reserved for definitions of this Notation’s own.

• Apart from m, which varies for the use of Notation 8.25, we shall fix a
simplex [n] ∈∆.

• The map in question, which we aim to show is inner anodyne, will be
denoted by f : X → Y .

• A k-simplex σ of Y ∼= N(ESdI′P [n]) may be considered as a map of posets

σ : [k]→ ESdI′P [n] = ({0} × [n]
[1]
) ∪ ({1} × [n]),

the order of whose codomain is given in Definition 8.6. Let [k′] ⊆ [k] in

∆a ⊆ Poset be the preimage of {0} × [n]
[1]

under σ; let −1 ≤ n′ ≤ n be

the smallest integer such that σ([k′]) ⊆ {0} × [n′]
[1]
. Then:

– The integer −1 ≤ k′ ≤ k is called the switch position of σ; the integer
−1 ≤ n′ ≤ n is called the switch value of σ.
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– The zeroth part of σ is the map

σ0 : [k
′]→ {0} × [n′]

[1] ∼= [n′]
[1]
,

where the left arrow is the restriction of σ. Note that, if k′ ≥ 0, then
n′ ≥ 0 and we may consider σ0 as a k′-simplex of ESd′ ∆[n′].

– The first part of σ is the map

σ1 : [k] \ [k′]→ {1} × {n′, n′ + 1, . . . , n} ∼= {n′, n′ + 1, . . . , n} ,
where the left arrow is the restriction of σ.

– We say that σ has a non-empty zeroth part if k′ ≥ 0; has an empty
zeroth part if k′ = −1; has a non-empty first part if k′ < k; has an
empty first part if k′ = k.

– We say that σ has a straight first part if σ1 is an order embedding,
and its image either is the full codomain {n′, n′ + 1, . . . , n} or misses
only the smallest number: {n′ + 1, n′ + 2, . . . , n}.

• An I-outsider is a simplex of Y that is not in the image of the map f . A
k-I-outsider is an I-outsider of dimension k.
• The set of all non-degenerate k-I-outsiders will be denoted by OI

k; that of
all non-degenerate I-outsiders by OI.
• An I-horn pair is a pair (σ, τ) of simplices of Y satisfying the followings:

– The simplex τ is some facet of σ.
– The simplex σ has a non-empty and straight first part.
– The switch value n′ of σ and τ are equal and non-negative, implying

that the two simplices have non-empty zeroth parts.
– Let σ0 and τ0 denote the zeroth parts of σ and τ , respectively. Then

(σ0, τ0) is an n
′-horn pair.

• The set of all I-horn pairs will be denoted by HI.
• If p = (σ, τ) is an I-horn pair, then σ is called the core of p, and τ the
periphery of p.

Except that we separately prove that f is injective, the proof of Lemma 8.35
will be conducted in a similar manner to that of Lemma 8.24: we show that every
I-outsider is contained in a unique I-horn pair, and construct a well-order on the
set of I-horn pairs to determin the order in which the horns are to be filled.

Lemma 8.37. We invoke Notation 8.36. The map f : X → Y is injective.

Proof. Consider the commutative cube (8.8) in the statement of Lemma 8.35. The
desired injectivity of f follows from the injectivity of all arrows in the cube and the
fact that every face of the cube is a pullback square. □

Lemma 8.38. Let σ be a k-simplex of Y . Let σ0 : [k
′] → [n′]

[1]
and σ1 : [k] \

[k′]→ {n′, . . . , n} be the zeroth and first parts, respectively, of σ. Then we have the
following:

(1) The simplex σ is non-degenerate if and only if both σ0 and σ1 are injective.
(2) Given that σ has a non-empty zeroth part, the zeroth part σ0 is injective if

and only if it is a non-degenerate simplex in ESd′ ∆[n′].
(3) The simplex σ is not in the injective image of ESd′ ∆[n] if and only if it

has a non-empty first part.
(4) The simplex σ is not in the injective image of ESdI∆[n] if and only if it

has a non-empty zeroth part and the zeroth part σ0 satisfies uσ0
(0, 1) <

uσ0
(k′, 0).

(5) The simplex σ is not in the injective image of ESdI′ ∂∆[n] if and only if the
adjunct uσ0

: [k′]× [1]→ [n′] of the zeroth part is surjective and the image
of σ1 includes {n′ + 1, n′ + 2, . . . , n}.
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(6) The simplex σ is a non-degenerate I-outsider if and only if it has a non-
empty and straight first part and a non-empty zeroth part σ0 that is a non-
degenerate (n′, k′)-outsider.

Proof. The first five claims follows from constrution. The last claim is a direct
consequence of the first five: see Lemma 8.26. □

Lemma 8.39. Let (σ, τ) be an I-horn pair. Let k be the dimension of σ; n′ be the
switch value of σ and τ ; 0 ≤ k′ < k be the switch position of σ; σi and τi be the
i-th part of σ and τ , respectively, for i = 0, 1. Then we have the following:

(1) The switch position of τ is k′ − 1 ≥ 0.
(2) The simplex τ is the i-th facet of σ for some unique 0 ≤ i ≤ k, which

satisfies 0 < i < k′.
(3) Let q denote the unique order isomorphism

q : [k − 1] \ [k′ − 1]→ [k] \ [k′]; i 7→ i+ 1.

Then the following triangle is commutative:

[k − 1] \ [k′ − 1] [k] \ [k′]

{n′, n′ + 1, . . . , n}

q
∼

τ1 σ1

(4) The simplex τ has a non-empty and straight first part.
(5) The simplices σ and τ are non-degenerate I-outsiders.

Proof. (1): By definition, we have (σ0, τ0) ∈ Hn′
; therefore, τ0 must be a facet of

σ0, which proves the claim.
(2): By inspecting each facet of σ, we see that i must be the horn position of

(σ0, τ0).
(3): Follows from (2).
(4): Follows from (3) and the fact that σ satisfies the same property.
(5): We apply Lemma 8.38 (6) to σ and τ . Since (σ0, τ0) is an n

′-horn pair, we

see that σ and τ has non-empty zeroth parts, that σ0 ∈ On′

k′ , and that τ0 ∈ On′

k′−1.
By (4) and the definition of I-horn pairs, σ and τ has non-empty and straight first
parts. The claim follows from these observations. □

Lemma 8.40. Every non-degenerate I-outsider belongs to a unique I-horn pair.

Proof. Let σ ∈ OI
k be a non-degenerate k-I-outsider. By Lemma 8.38 (6), σ has a

non-empty and straight first part and a non-empty zeroth part σ0 that is a non-
degenerate (n′, k′)-outsider, which implies k ≤ 2 and 0 < k′ < k. Let p be the
n′-horn pair containing σ0. We have two cases to consider: that where σ0 is the
core of p, and that where σ0 is the periphery of p.

For the first case, let us assume that p = (σ0, τ0) for some τ0. Define an order-
preserving map τ : [k − 1]→ ESdI′P [n] by:

τ(i) :=

{
(0, τ0(i)) if 0 ≤ i < k′;

(1, σ(i+ 1)) if k′ ≤ i < k.

We consider τ as a (k − 1)-simplex of ESdI′P [n]. Now, we may easily check that
(σ, τ) is an I-horn pair containing σ: consult the definitions of I-horn pairs and
n′-horn pairs.
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For the second case, let us assume that p = (τ0, σ0) for some τ0. Define an
order-preserving map τ : [k + 1]→ ESdI′P [n] by:

τ(i) :=

{
(0, τ0(i)) if 0 ≤ i ≤ k′ + 1;

(1, σ(i)) if k′ + 1 < i ≤ k + 1.

We consider τ as a (k + 1)-simplex of ESdI′P [n]. Now, by the definitions of I-horn
pairs and n′-horn pairs, it is easy to see that (τ, σ) is an I-horn pair containing σ.

We have shown that every non-degenerate I-outsider belongs to an I-horn pair.
It only remains to show that the I-horn pair is unique. Assume that σ is contained
in I-horn pairs p, p′. Let τ and τ ′ be the other consituent of p and p′, respectively.
Write σi, τi, τ

′
i for the i-th part of σ, τ, τ ′, respectively, for i = 0, 1. By definition,

σ0 and τ0, with an appropriate order, form an n′-horn pair p0, and σ0 and τ ′0 form
an n′-horn pair p′0. By Corollary 8.31, we have either:

(σ0, τ0) = p0 = p′0 = (σ0, τ
′
0), or

(τ0, σ0) = p0 = p′0 = (τ ′0, σ0).

Either way we get τ0 = τ ′0. This also implies that σ is either the core of both p
and p′, or the periphery of the both. Therefore, in order to conclude the proof, it
suffices to show that τ1 = τ ′1, which is a direct consequence of Lemma 8.39 (3). □

Lemma 8.41. We employ Notation 8.36. There is an irreflexive well-order ≺I on
the finite set HI of I-horn pairs that satisfies the following property (⋆):

(⋆) Let σ be a non-degenerate I-outsider, and τ be a proper face of σ. Let p
be the I-horn pair containing σ (see Lemma 8.40). Then exactly one of the
following holds:
(1) p = (σ, τ);
(2) the simplex τ is contained in a horn pair q ∈ HI such that q ≺I p;
(3) the simplex τ is in the image of f .

Proof. The finiteness of HI follows from the finiteness of Y .
In order to define an irreflexive well-order ≺I on HI, we need some auxiliary

orders on other sets. For each 0 ≤ m ≤ n, take an irreflexive well-order ≺m on Hm

guaranteed to exist by Lemma 8.32. Consider the following disjoint union of sets:

H• :=
⋃

0≤m≤n

Hm =
⊔

0≤m≤n

Hm.

Equip this with an irreflexive well-order ≺• by considering this union as the join
or the ordinal sum H0 ⋆ H1 ⋆ · · · ⋆ Hn. That is, if p ∈ Hm and q ∈ Hm′

, then
p ≺• q precisely if either m < m′ or m = m′ and p ≺m q. Consider the irreflexively
well-ordered set P := N×H•, where the order is the lexicographic order.

We define a map ψ : HI → P as follows: for each I-horn pair p = (σ, τ) with
the zeroth parts of the components forming an n′-horn pair p0, we set ψ(p) :=
(dimσ, p0). We define the order ≺I on HI by p ≺I q if and only if ψ(p) ≺• ψ(q). By
Lemmas 8.38–8.40, We see that ψ is injective; hence ≺I is an irreflexive well-order.

We now show that ≺I satisfies (⋆). Let σ be a non-degenerate I-outsider, and τ
be a proper face of σ. Since Y is nerve of a poset, the simplex τ is non-degenerate.
By applying the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 8.32 to Lemmas 8.39
and 8.40, we see that the conditions (1)–(3) are mutually exclusive, and that the
only non-trivial case to consider is when σ is the core of some I-horn pair p = (σ, σ′)
and τ is a facet of σ and the periphery of another I-horn pair q = (τ ′, τ).

Let k′ be the switch position of σ and m be the switch value of σ. Say that τ
is the i-th facet of σ. By the definition of I-horn pairs and Lemma 8.28, in order
that τ is the periphery of q, we must have 0 ≤ i ≤ k′. If the switch value m′ of τ
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is not equal to m, then we have i = k′ and m′ < m; therefore, q ≺I p. We consider
the case m′ = m. Let p0 = (σ0, σ

′
0) and q0 = (τ ′0, τ0) be the m-horn pairs formed

by the zeroth parts of the components of p and q, respectively. Since τ0 is a facet
of σ0, the defining property of ≺m from Lemma 8.32 applies and we have exactly
one of p0 = (σ0, τ0) = q0 or q0 ≺m p0. In the former case, we have p = (σ, τ) = q;
in the latter, we have q ≺I p. □

Now we conclude this subsection by proving Lemma 8.35:

Proof of Lemma 8.35. By Lemma 8.37, it suffices to prove that the inclusion of the
image of f into Y is inner anodyne. By virtue of Lemmas 8.40 and 8.41, the rest
of the proof goes exactly the same as that of Lemma 8.24 in page 54. □

8.6. Main lemma for (∞, 1)-localization. The purpose of this subsection is
Corollary 8.44, which is a summarized form of the results of this section. For
the sake of conciseness, we begin with a new notation:

Definition 8.42. Let f : X → Y be any map of simplicial sets. We shall define
the simplicial sets DcpC f and ESdC′ f (C for “(mapping) cylinder”) as those that
fills in the following pushout squares:

DcpX DcpIX

DcpY DcpC f

Dcp(f) and

ESd′X ESdI′X

ESd′ Y ESdC′ f

ESd′(f)

Note that there is a canonical map DcpC f → ESdC′ f . We shall write WC
f ⊆

(DcpC f)1 for the set of edges that are mapped to degenerate edges in ESdC′ f .

Proposition 8.43. Let f : X → Y be any map of simplicial sets. Then the canon-
ical map DcpC f → ESdC′ f exhibits ESdC′ f as the localization of DcpC f at WC

f .

Proof. Follows from Corollaries 8.22 and 8.34; note that an edge in ESdC′ f is de-
generate precisely if it is the image of a degenerate edge in ESdY ∪ESdXESdIX, for
the map between these two simplicial sets is a monomorphism and an isomorphism
on the set of vertices. See Remark 01MX and Proposition 02M1 in [16] for more
details. □

Corollary 8.44. Let u : X → Y be any map of simplicial sets, and A ⊆ B be an
inclusion of simplicial sets. Set K := B×DcpCu and L := B×ESdC′ u. Consider
the following unions of simplicial subsets:

K ′ := (A×DcpCu) ∪ (B × (X × {1})) ⊆ K,
L′ := (A× ESdC′ u) ∪ (B × (X × {1})) ⊆ L.

Let Q ∈ Set∆ be a quasi-category, and assume that there is a following commutative
square of simplicial sets:

K ′ L′

K Q

g

f

(8.9)

Here, unlabeled edges represent canonical maps (see Definition 8.42 for K ′ → L′),
and the labeled morphisms f and g are arbitrary. Suppose that f sends the edges
in the following subset to equivalences in Q:

WK :=
{
(idb, e)

∣∣ b ∈ B0, e ∈WC
u

}
⊆ B1 × (DcpCu)1 = K1.

Then there exists an extension h : L→ Q of g, such that the composite K → L
h→ Q

is naturally equivalent to f relatively to K ′.

https://kerodon.net/tag/01MX
https://kerodon.net/tag/02M1
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Proof. By Proposition 8.43 and some simple computation, we see that the canonical
K → L exhibits L as the localization of K at WK . Moreover, we claim that its
restriction K ′ → L′ also exhibits L′ as the localization of K ′ at:

WK′ :=WK ∩K ′ = (A×WC
u ) ∪ {idp | p ∈ (B × (X × {1}))0} .

To see the claim, note that the subcomplexes K ′ and L′ are the following pushouts,
and that K ′ → L′ is induced by the obvious transformation of the pushout-defining
spans:

K ′ = (A×DcpCu) ∪A×(X×{1}) (B × (X × {1})),
L′ = (A× ESdC′ u) ∪A×(X×{1}) (B × (X × {1})).

Each of the three consituent maps of the transformation, say U → V , exhibits V
as the localization of U at WK ∩ U . Since the two arrows in each of the two spans
are inclusions, we derive from [16, Proposition 01N7] that the localization property
is inherited by the pushout, as we have claimed.

Apply Fun(•, Q) to the canonical commutative square (8.10) below to get another
one. The latter square, by the definition of localizations, admits the following fac-
torization (8.11) through subcomplexes, where the arrows with ∼ are equivalences
of quasi-categories:

L K

L′ K ′

(8.10)

Fun(L,Q) Fun((K,WK), Q♮) Fun(K,Q)

Fun(L′, Q) Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮) Fun(K ′, Q)

∼

∼

(8.11)

From L′ ⊆ L, K ′ ⊆ K, and WK′ ⊆WK , we see that the vertical maps in (8.11)
are isofibrations of quasi-categories. To detail the derivation, for the left and the
right vertical arrows, you may use [16, Corollary 01F3], L′ ⊆ L, and K ′ ⊆ K. Next,
we derive from [16, Remark 01MN] that Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮) ↪→ Fun(K ′, Q) is an
isofibration of quasi-categories. Now note that the outer rectangle in the following
commutative diagram is a pullback:

Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮) Fun((K,WK), Q♮)

Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮) Fun(K ′, Q) Fun(K,Q)

Since the lower horizontal composite is an isofibration of quasi-categories, [16,
Corollary 01H4] implies that Fun((K,WK), Q♮) → Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮) is an isofi-
bration of quasi-categories.

We have assumed in (8.9) that g ∈ Fun(L′, Q) goes to f |K′ ∈ Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮)
in the diagram (8.11). Let us write Fg for the fiber of Fun(L,Q)→ Fun(L′, Q) over
g, and Ff for the fiber of Fun((K,WK), Q♮) → Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮) over f |K′ . It
suffices to show that the restriction Fg → Ff of the middle vertical map in (8.11)
is an equivalence of quasi-categories, for the map h we seek is a vertex of Fg that
maps to an object equivalent to f in Ff .

https://kerodon.net/tag/01N7
https://kerodon.net/tag/01F3
https://kerodon.net/tag/01MN
https://kerodon.net/tag/01H4
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Consider the following 1-categorical pullback diagrams in Set∆ that define Fg

and Ff :

Fg Fun(L,Q)

∆[0] Fun(L′, Q)g

Ff Fun((K,WK), Q♮)

∆[0] Fun((K ′,WK′), Q♮)
f |K′

In these squares, the vertices are all quasi-categories, and as we have seen, the right
vertical arrows are both isofibrations of quasi-categories. Therefore these pullbacks
are in fact homotopy pullback squares with respect to the Joyal model structure
on Set∆, which are equivariant under categorical equivalences, which shows our
sufficient claim for our corollary. □

9. The proof of (∞, 1)-localization

Now, we are finally ready to show that lastΓ is a localization map, where Γ is
one of the four categories

∫
N(C),

∫
N−,+(C), Down∗(C), and Down(C). We begin

with the easiest case, Γ =
∫
N(C).

Proposition 9.1. The simplicial map N(last) : N(
∫
N(C)) → N(C) exhibits the

domain N(
∫
N(C)) as the localization of N(C) at last-weak equivalences.

Proof. This follows from the proof of Lemma 7.7, which shows that last :
∫
N(C)→

C is a refective localization. □

We now treat the remaining cases, which are of our main interest.

Notation 9.2. In the following discussion, we set S = N(C), where C is the Reedy
category that was fixed throughout this paper, and T = N(Γ), where Γ is any
of the three categories

∫
N−,+(C), Down∗(C), and Down(C). For the purpose of

aesthetics, We shall abbreviate as λ = last the functor N(last) : T → S of quasi-
categories corresponding to last : Γ→ C from Definition 7.1.

We begin with defining the (∞, 1)-diagrams used in the proof of our (infty, 1)-
localization theorem.

Lemma 9.3. There are simplicial maps D : DcpS → T , DI : DcpIT → T ,
E : ESd′ S → S, and EI : ESdI′ T → S that satisfy the following properties:

(1) The following diagram commutes:

T S

DcpS ESdS ESd′ S

DcpT ESdT ESd′ T

DcpIT ESdIT ESdI′ T

T S

λ=last

D E

λ λ λ

DI EI

λ=last

(2) The maps DI and E are retractions of the canonical injections.
(3) We have the following commutative square:

T ×∆[1] ESdI′ T

T S

proj EI

λ=last
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(4) The map D : DcpS → T sends the inverse image of degenerate edges under
DcpS ↠ ESdS to last-weak equivalences in T .

(5) Let e ∈ (DcpIT )1 be an edge. If the image of e under DcpIT ↠ ESdIT
is either degenerate or in the subcomplex ESdI(Sk0 T ) ⊆ ESdIT , then the
map DI sends e to a last-weak equivalence in T .

Proof. Let Φ: C [1] → C [2] denote the functorial factorization that corresponds to
the Reedy factorization of C. That is: Φ is a strict section of the composition
functor (δ21)

∗ : C [2] → C [1]; for each u ∈ ObC [1] = MorC, we have (δ22)
∗(Φ(u)) ∈

C− and (δ20)
∗(Φ(u)) ∈ C+. Write Q := (ι1)

∗ ◦ Φ: C [1] → C for the “midpoint”
functor of the factorization Φ. The natural transformation that corresponds to
(δ20)

∗ ◦ Φ: C [1] → C [1] shall be denoted by η : Q ⇒ cod = (ι22)
∗
: C [1] → C: the

“second arrow.” If (f, g) : u → v is a morphism in C [1], then Q and η fit into the
following commutative diagram:

w x

y z

u

f g

v

Φ7−→
w Q(u) x

y Q(v) z

u

f

ηu

Q(f,g) g

v

ηv

Note that if f ∈ C−, then Q(f, g) ∈ C−, and if g ∈ C+, then Q(f, g) ∈ C+.
We shall first construct E. With the following definitions in mind:

ESd′ S = colim
∆[n]→S

N(ESd′P [n]), S = N(C),

we see that it suffices to compatibly define Eφ : ESd′P [n] → C for each n-simplex
φ : [n]→ C of S = N(C). Therefore we set Eφ as the composite of:

ESd′P [n] = [n]
[1]

C [1] C,
φ∗ Q

which is compatible with the structure maps of the colimit-defining diagram for
ESd′ S. Combining, we obtain a simplicial map E : ESd′ S → S.

The construction of EI is similar; for each n-simplex φ : [n] → T of T = N(Γ),
we set EI

φ as the composite of:

ESdI′P [n] [1]× [n]
[1]

[n]
[1]

Γ[1] C [1] C.
φ∗ last∗ Q

Here, the first inclusion is mentioned in the definition of ESdI′P itself in Defini-
tion 8.6. The construction is natural in φ, so bundles together to yield a simplicial
map EI : ESdI′ T → S.

The construction of D requires a little harder work. Remember T = N(Γ);
we may focus on the case Γ =

∫
N−,+(C), for the cases Γ = Down∗(C) and

Γ = Down(C) are treated through the post-composition of the quotient functor∫
N−,+(C) → Down∗(C) and the quasi-inverse of the equivalence Down(C) ↪→

Down∗(C).
Let φ : [n] → C be an n-simplex of S = N(C). Similarly to above, we wish

to compatibly define a functor Dφ : DcpC [n] → Γ. Let (x, α : [m] → [n]) ∈
Ob(DcpC [n]). We set Dφ(x, α) := ([m], Qφ

(x,α)), where Q
φ
(x,α) : [m] → C− is the

following functor:

[m] ∋ i 7−→ Q(φ(!x,α(i))) ∈ ObC;

(!i,j : i ≤ j) 7−→ Q(idφ(x), φ(!α(i),α(j))).
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Let the following be an arbitary morphism in DcpC [n]:

(!x,x′ , β) : (x, α : [m]→ [n])→ (x′, α′ : [m′]→ [n]).

Remember, since β : α→ α′ is a morphism in∆/[n], it is a morphism β : [m]→ [m′]
in ∆. We shall set:

Dφ(!x,x′ , β) := (β, θφxx′α) : ([m], Qφ
(x,α))→ ([m′], Qφ

(x′,α′)).

Here, the natural transformation

θφxx′α : Qφ
(x,α) ⇒ Qφ

(x′,α) = Qφ
(x′,α′) ◦ β : [m]→ C

is defined by, for each i ∈ [m]:

θφxx′α
i := Q(φ(!x,x′), idφ(α(i))) : Q(φ(!x,α(i)))→ Q(φ(!x′,α(i))) = Q(φ(!x′,α′(β(i)))),

which belongs to C+ by the property of Q. The naturality of θφxx′α follows from the
structure of the domain C [1] of Q and the functoriality of Q; thus we have declared
the mapping Dφ on objects and morphisms. The functoriality of Dφ follows from
that of Q and φ, so we obtain a simplicial map N(Dφ) : Dcp∆[n] → T . Since the
naturality of N(Dφ) in φ may be straightforwardly proven using the definition of
the functor DcpC : ∆→ Cat, we obtain a map D : DcpS → T of simplicial sets.

We finally construct DI : DcpIT → T . We begin with the case Γ =
∫
N−,+(C).

Given an n-simplex φ : [n]→ Γ of T = N(Γ), we need to compatibly define a functor
DI

φ : DcpIC [n]→ Γ. In this construction of DI
φ, we will use the following symbols:

([mx], Xx) := φ(x) ∈ ObΓ for x ∈ [n];

(βxy, θ
xy) := φ(!xy) : φ(x)→ φ(y) for x ≤ y.

First remember that DcpIC [n] has {0}× (DcpC [n]) and {1}× [n] as disjoint full
subcategories. We set:

DI
φ

∣∣
{0}×(DcpC [n])

:= Dλ(φ) = Dlast◦φ,

DI
φ

∣∣
{1}×[n]

:= φ.

Since every object of DcpIC [n] belongs to one of these two full subcategories, it only
remains to define how DI

φ acts on morphisms that connect objects in the distinct
subcategories.

By the definition of DcpIC [n], we only need to consider the unique morphism
!(0,(x,α)),(1,y) : (0, (x, α)) → (1, y), where (x, α : [m] → [n]) ∈ Ob(DcpC [n]) and
y ∈ [n] are objects satisfying α(m) ≤ y. We wish to construct

DI
φ(!(0,(x,α)),(1,y)) = (β, θ) : ([m], Q

λ(φ)
(x,α))→ φ(y) = ([my], Xy).

We would like to define β : [m]→ [my] by, for each i ∈ [m]:

β(i) := βα(i),y(mα(i)) ∈ [my].

This is indeed a morphism in ∆, as we have, for each pair i ≤ j in [m]:

β(i) = βα(i),y(mα(i)) = βα(j),y(βα(i),α(j)(mα(i))) ≤ βα(j),y(mα(j)) = β(j).

We next have to define a natural transformation θ : Q
λ(φ)
(x,α) ⇒ Xy ◦ β. Let i ∈ [m].

We have the following morphisms in C+:

ηlast(φ(!x,α(i))) : Q
λ(φ)
(x,α)(i) = Q(last(φ(!x,α(i)))) ↣ last(φ(α(i))),

θα(i)ymα(i)
: last(φ(α(i))) = Xα(i)(mα(i)) ↣ Xy(βα(i)y(mα(i))) = Xy(β(i)).

We set θi as the composite of these two morphisms, which are both natural in i.
Now we have defined DI

φ on objects and morphisms, and it follows from the

naturality of η and the functoriality of φ that DI
φ is a functor. The naturality in
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φ of the simplicial map N(DI
φ) : DcpI∆[n]→ T is straightforward to prove, so we

obtain a simplicial map DI : DcpIT → T .
Now we need to consider the cases Γ = Down∗(C) and Γ = Down(C), but we

may obtain DI from the following commutative diagram:

DcpIN(
∫
N−,+(C)) DcpIN(Down∗(C)) DcpIN(Down(C))

N(
∫
N−,+(C)) N(Down∗(C)) N(Down(C))

DI
∃!DI

∃!DI

Here, the horizontal arrows are the canonical ones: two in the left are induced by
the quotient functor

∫
N−,+(C) ↠ Down∗(C), the other two in the right comes

from the equivalence Down(C) ↪→ Down∗(C) of categories in Lemma 6.2.
The required properties are now easy to verify, and we have obtained the desired

lemma. □

We can now prove our theorem in the form of a lifting property, as follows:

Lemma 9.4. Let A ⊆ B be a simplicial set and a simplicial subset, and let Q be
a quasi-category. Assume that we have the following (strictly) commutative square
of simplicial sets, where f and g are arbitrary:

A× T A× S

B × T Q

idA×λ=idA×last

g

f

Suppose that f takes any edge of the form (idb, t) ∈ B1 × T1 = (B × T )1, with
idb ∈ B1 a degenerate edge and t ∈ T1 a last-weak equivalence, to an equivalence
in Q. Then, there exists a strict extension h : B × S → Q of g such that its pre-
composition h ◦ (idB × λ) : B × T → Q and f are naturally equivalent relative to
A× T .

Proof. Take D, DI , E, and EI as in Lemma 9.3. The universality of pushouts and
Lemma 9.3 (1) allow us construct D̃ : DcpCλ → T and Ẽ : ESdC′ λ → S from

these four maps. In terms of D̃ and Ẽ, Lemma 8.13 and the properties (1)–(3)
from Lemma 9.3 can be wrapped up in the following commutative diagram:

T × {1} (S × {0}) ∪T×{0} (T ×∆[1])

DcpCλ ESdC′ λ S ∪T T

T S

proj

D̃ Ẽ

λ=last

(9.1)

We see that the following maps f̃ and g̃ are well-defined and satisfy the constraint
of Corollary 8.44, using our assumption, the diagram (9.1), and the properties (4)
and (5) from Lemma 9.3:

f̃ : B ×DcpCλ B × T Q;
idB×D̃ f

ĝ : A× ESdC′ λ A× S Q;
idA×Ẽ g

g̃ := ĝ ∪ f : (A× ESdC′ λ) ∪ (B × (T × {1}))→ Q.
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Therefore, the map g̃ can be extended to h̃ : B×ESdC′ λ→ Q whose precomposition
with the canonical B × DcpCλ → B × ESdC′ λ is homotopic to f̃ relative to
A×DcpCλ.

Let us define h : B × S → Q as the following composite:

B × (S × {0}) B × ((S × {0}) ∪T×{0} (T ×∆[1])) B × ESdC′ λ Q.h̃

If we write u ⊆ v to mean a simplicial map u is a restriction of v, we have:

g ⊆ ĝ ⊆ g̃ ⊆ h̃ ⊇ h,

where the first ⊆ is due to the commutativity of the rightmost triangle in the
diagram (9.1). Since dom g = A× S × {0} ⊆ B × S × {0} = domh, we see g ⊆ h.

Now, define H : (B × T )×∆[1]→ Q as the following composite:

B × (T ×∆[1]) B × ((S × {0}) ∪T×{0} (T ×∆[1])) B × ESdC′ λ Q.h̃

By definition, we see H|(B×T )×{0} = h◦ (idB×λ). We also have H|(B×T )×{1} = f ,

because f ⊆ g̃ ⊆ h̃ ⊇ H|(B×T )×{1}. As ĝ ⊆ g̃ ⊆ h̃, the map H restricts to the

A× T ×∆[1]→ Q in the following commutative diagram:

A× (T ×∆[1]) A× ((S × {0}) ∪T×{0} (T ×∆[1])) A× ESdC′ λ Q

A× T A× (S ∪T T ) A× S Q

proj proj

ĝ

idA×Ẽ

g

Here we have used the commutativity of the rightmost triangle in the diagram (9.1)
and the definition of ĝ. Thus we see that H is a simplicial homotopy, or a natural
transformation, from h ◦ (idB × λ) to f relative to A× T .

It only remains to demonstrate that the natural transformation H is a natural
equivalence. We wish to prove, for each vertex p ∈ (B × T )0, that the edge

ep := p× id∆[1] : ∆[1] = ∆[0]×∆[1]→ (B × T )×∆[1]

in (B×T )×∆[1] is sent by H to an equivalence in Q. If we write λ0 : Sk0 T → Sk0 S
for the restriction of last, then the image of ep in B × ESdC′ λ lies within the
subcomplex B × ESdC′ λ0 ⊆ B × ESdC′ λ. By simple inspection we see that the
canoncial map from DcpCλ0 surjects onto ESdC′ λ0; therefore it reduces to show
that the following composite sends every edge in the domain to an equivalence in
Q:

Sk0B ×DcpCλ0 B ×DcpCλ B × ESdC′ λ Q.h̃

The restriction f̃0 of f̃ to Sk0B×DcpCλ0 is naturally equivalent to the composite
above, by the construction of h̃. By Lemma 9.3 (5) and our assumption on f , we

see that f̃0 sends every edge to an equivalence in Q; hence the same holds for the
composite above, as desired. □

Now, our theorem is now simple to prove.

Theorem 9.5. The functor λ = last : T → S exhibits S as the localization of T at
the last-weak equivalences.

Proof. Follows from the previous Lemma 9.4; see [16, Proposition 01MS]. □

https://kerodon.net/tag/01MS
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10. Conclusion: proof of the main theorem

In this short section, we shall summarize the results of this paper into the theorem
stated in Section 1.

Theorem 10.1 (Restatement of Theorem 1.1). Let C be a small Reedy category.
Then there is a concrete construction of a direct category Down(C), a set W last ⊆
MorDown(C) of morphisms, and a functor last : Down(C)→ C that exhibits C as
the localization of Down(C) at W last. Furthermore, if C is finite, then Down(C)
is also finite.

Proof. The category Down(C) is constructed in Definition 3.8; the functor last is
constructed in Definition 7.1; and the setW last is constructed in Definition 7.2. The
directness of Down(C) is proven in Proposition 5.7. It is shown that (Down(C), last)
is a 1-localization of C at W last in Theorem 7.3 constructively; and it is demon-
strated that the pair is (∞, 1)-categorical localization in Theorem 9.5. Finally, the
finiteness of Down(C) is proven in Corollary 5.9. □
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