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Effectivity of Generalized Double co-Categories
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Max Planck Institute for Mathematics

Abstract

We construct an adjunction between m-categories internal to (0o, n)-categories, called (n, m)-double oo-
categories, and filtrations Ag — -+ — A,, where for all i < m, A; is a (n + i)-category. We show that this
adjunction induces an equivalence between (n,m)-double co-categories admitting enough companions and
filtrations such that each morphism A; — A;;1 is essentially surjective on cells of dimension lower than or
equal to 3.

This result can be seen as a (oo, n)-categorical generalization of the equivalence between internal
groupoids and effective epimorphisms in the category of co-groupoids proven by Rezk and Lurie.

In the case n = 0, this recovers the characterization of flagged m-categories given by Ayala-Francis in
[AF18], and in the case n = 1, it allows us to prove some conjectures concerning the square functor and its
variants, stated by Gaitsgory-Rozenblyum in the appendix of [GR19].
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Introduction

A fundamental property of the category of sets is that it admits a good notion of quotient. Indeed, given a
transitive, reflexive, and symmetric relation R C £ X E on a set F, one can form the quotient of £ by R,
denoted E/ g, and recover R by inspecting the morphism p : £ — E/p: given two elements z,y in E, xRy if
and only if p(x) = p(y). We will then say that transitive, reflexive, and symmetric relations are effective.

A similar result holds in the co-category Hot of homotopy types. The analogue of the notion of transitive and
reflexive relation is that of a Segal object, i.e., a functor De : A°? — Hot such that the canonical morphism

Dn%Dl X Dg -+ XDg D1

is an equivalence. The quotient of such a Segal object is the colimit colimaor Do. Informally, this object is
obtained from Dy by adding a path between Dy (z) and Dgo(z) for every element x in Dy, as well as coherences
between all these paths.

An internal groupoid is a Segal object Do such that the two morphisms

Doy = Doy Dy = Dacpy

are equivalences. This condition can be thought of as a kind of "symmetry" for the "relation" Dy — Dy X Dy.
By results of Rezk and Lurie, one can once again recover the simplicial object Do by inspecting the morphism
p : Do — colimaoer De. More precisely, D, is equivalent to the simplicial object &, (p), called the Cech nerve of
p, defined by the formula:

~

cn(p) = DO Xcolimpop Do +++ Xcolimpop De DO

We will then say that internal groupoids are effective.

The starting point of the work presented here is to investigate what the (oo, n)-categorical analogue of this notion
of effectiveness should and could be. What underlies this question is the observation that the effectiveness
of equivalence relations is one of Giraud’s axioms characterizing toposes, and, similarly, the effectiveness of
internal groupoids is one of the Giraud-Rezk-Lurie axioms characterizing (oo, 1)-toposes. We therefore hope
that understanding its (oo, n)-categorical generalizations will allow us to state and prove a theorem a la Giraud
that would characterize (oo, n)-toposes with several axioms, one of which would be this effectiveness. This
link between higher effectiveness and (categorically) higher topos theory is successfully used by Street in his
definition of 2-toposes in the article [Str82], which is moreover an important source of inspiration for the present
work.

Let Do be a (n,1)-double co-category, i.e., a functor Do : A°? — (00, n)-Cat such that the canonical morphism

Dn—)Dl X Dg -+ XDg D1



is an equivalence?

. Informally, the quotient of D, is the (oo,n + 1)-category obtained from Dy by adding a
morphism f, between Dy (z) and Dgo(x) for every element x in Dq, a 2-cell o, : fo — fy for every 1-cell
u:x — gy in Dj, and so on. More formally, the quotient of D, is the (co,n + 1)-category coenda D,, ® [n],
where ® is the Gray tensor product.

The first result of this text is to identify precise conditions under which one can recover Do by inspecting the
morphism Dy — coenda D,, ® [n]. Before stating it, we need a few definitions. A vertical 1-cell in Do admits a

companion if there exists a square

aLb
1| |
b——1»%

invertible in a certain sense?.

We can then recursively define the notion of a companion for a k-cell of Dy, and we will say that D, is
accompanied if all the cells of Dy admit companions (definition 3.2.10). We denote by (n,1)-DblCat the oo-
category of (n,1)-double co-categories and (n,1)-DblCat® the full sub co-category of accompanied ones. It is
important to note that the notion of companion is, beyond the scope of this text, an important concept in the
theory of double (oo-)categories ([GP04], [Shu07], [Rui23]).

We define a (n, 1)-filtration as a morphism Ay — A; with Ag an (0o, n)-category and A; an (oo, n+ 1)-category.
A (n,1)-filtration is surjective if the morphism Ay — A; is a 0-surjection, i.e., a functor that is essentially
surjective on objects. We denote by Filt, 1 the oo-category of (n, 1)-filtrations and Filt;’ 1 the sub oo-category
of surjective ones.

Theorem 3.4.1. There exists an adjunction, whose left adjoint is called the realization, and whose right adjoint
is called the Cech nerve:
| |:(n,1)-DblCat , = " Filt,;: €&

with the realization defined by the formula:

|De| := Do — cognan ® [n]

The realization of a (n,1)-double co-category is always a surjective (n,1)-filtration, and the Cech nerve of a
(n, 1)-filtration is always an accompanied marked (n,1)-double co-category.
The realization and the Cech nerve induce inverse equivalences:

|_|:(n,1)-DblCat® ~ Filt,; : &

The second result of this text is to generalize the above theorem to a setting where A is replaced by ©,,. A
(n,m)-double co-category is a functor D, : ©% — n-Cat satisfying the Segal condition (Definition 3.1.1). We
then define a notion of accompanied (n, m)-double co-categories (Definition 3.3.8). We denote by (n, m)-DblCat
the oo-category of (n, 1)-double oco-categories and (n, m)-DblCat® the full sub co-category of accompanied ones.
An (n,m)-filtration is a sequence of morphisms Ay — A; — -+ — A — ... where for any i, A; is a (co,n+1)-
category. Such a filtration is surjective if for any k < m, Ar — Agy1 is k-surjective, i.e., essentially surjective
on objects and locally (k — 1)-surjective. We denote by Filt,, ., the oo-category of (n, m)-filtrations and Filt;:m
the sub oco-category of surjective ones.

I'We chose to call (n, 1)-double co-categories the categories internal to (0o, n)-categories to stick with the convention of denoting
(n, 1)-categories the categories internal to n-homotopy types.

2We use here the classical terminology of the theory of double co-categories: a vertical 1-cell is a 1-cell of Dy, and a square is
a 1-cell of D1.



Theorem 3.5.5. There exists an adjunction, whose left adjoint is called once again the realization, and whose
right adjoint is called once again the Cech nerve:

|_|:(n,m)-DblCat , + * Filty, ,, : &
with the realization defined by the formula:

|De| := Do — cognan ®[n] = ..— cogndDa RKa— ...
k

The realization of a (n, m)-double oco-category is always a surjective (n,m)-filtration, and the Cech nerve of a
(n, m)-filtration is always an accompanied (n, m)-double co-category.
The realization and the directed marked Cech merve induce inverse equivalences:

|_|:(n,m)-DblCat® ~ Filt,”,, : €

Relation to other work

Applied in the case n = 0, theorem 3.5.5 is equivalent to theorem 0.26 of [AF18], which gives an equivalence
between flagged m-categories and Filta> -

The unproven theorems 4.1.3, 4.3.5, 4.6.3, and 5.2.3 of the appendix on (0o, 2)-categories of [GR19] can be
derived from theorem 3.4.1 applied to n = 1 (remark 3.4.24). A proof of theorem 4.1.3 of [GR19] was already
given by Abellan in [Abe23|.

In [Rui23|, several conjectures are stated about double co-categories. One of them, hypothesis 3.7, is implied
by theorem 3.4.25.

In the strict case, a variant of theorem 3.4.1 is proven by Street in [Str82].

Organization of the article

Section 1 is mainly composed of background material. Nonetheless, it includes results of independent interest,
such as the preservation of strict w-categories under the Gray tensor product with globular sums (theorem 1.4.6),
a decomposition of the Gray tensor product of suspensions into simpler elements (proposition 1.4.22), and the
construction of a monoidal structure on marked w-categories extending the Gray tensor product (theorem 1.6.9).

Section 2 is devoted to the notion of two-sided fibration of marked w-categories. We prove there theorem 2.6.13,
which is a “marked” version of the effectivity of marked (w, 1)-categories.

Finally, Section 3 is devoted to the proofs of the theorems mentioned in the introduction. We also state a few
corollaries such as corollary 3.4.9, which shows that n-surjective morphisms are characterized by the fact that
they have the unique right lifting property against (n + 1)-fully faithful morphisms, and results on the square
functor and its variants (section 3.4).
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Conventions

* Unless explicitly stated, we will only manipulate oo-categories and (oo, n)-categories in this text. To
simplify the notation, we will drop the symbol oco.

* We denote by Hot the category of homotopy types. A subhomotopy type of a homotopy type B is a
homotopy type A and a monomorphism A — B.



x Given a category A, we denote by A the category Fun(A°? Hot).

x A class of morphisms S in a category C is cocomplete if it is stable under colimits, compositions, and
contains identities. We denote S the smallest cocomplete class of morphisms containing S. By [Lou24,
proposition 2.1.2.10], S is stable under colimits, transfinite composition, pushouts, left cancellation, and
retracts.

* We denote by E[S ~1] the localization of A by S, or equivalently, the subcategory of A whose objects are
the S-local. We then denote by Fg and tg the two adjoints:

Fg: A L A[SY:.

The unit of this adjunction is in S and the counit is the identity.

x Given a functor G, : A°? — D with values in a complete category and a presheaf X on A, we will denote
by G x the element of D corresponding to limg, /x G.

x Given a bifunctor F' : C°°? x C — D, we will denote coend¢ F(c,c) the coend of F, i.e., the colimit
colim.,ec F(e, ).

* Given an integer k, we set by convention w +k =w — k 1= w.

1 Recalls and preliminaries

1.1 n-Categories

Definition 1.1.1. We denote by © the Joyal globe (strict) category. This category was originally defined in
[Joy97], but we will use the notation given in Section 1.1.2 of [Lou24| and we recall here some of them.

The objects of © are called globular sums. Given a sequence a := {ay, ..., an—1} of globular sums in ©, we denote
by [a,n] the globular sum whose objects are 0,1, ...,n and such that hom, ) (k, k + 1) = aj, for any k& < n.

We define the morphism X" : © — O by induction using the formula ¥° := id and ¥"*! := [ 1] o ¥". The
n-globe is the globular sum D,, := X"[0].

Given two globular sums [a,n] and [b, m], we define

[a,n] V [b,m] :=[a-b,n+ m)].

We will often reason by induction on the elements of ©, using the fact that every globular sum is either of the
form [0] or of the form [a, n].
We define the dimension of a globular sum a, denoted by |al, recursively as follows:

[[0]] :==0 [[a,n] := 1+ max|ag]|.
k<n

We denote by O,, the full subcategory of ©® whose objects are globular sums of dimension less than or equal to
n. We then have:
0 = {[0]} 0 =A 0, = 06.

Definition 1.1.2. We define the functor Sp : ©,, — é; by induction, setting

Spig) :=[0]  SPpa,1) := colim Dy1q

D, —Sp,
and Spy, ,, as the colimit of the diagram:
5P} 5Pz} J \
Sp[ao,l] Sp[al,l]\._, Sp[a‘n,—l71]



We denote by (Wgeg)r the set of maps {Sp, — a,a € ©,}. We denote by E., the simplicial set corresponding

to the diagram
0 =——=0
l=—ee=1

and we denote by (Wsat ), the set of maps {X*FE,, — X¥[0] =: D }. Finally, we set
Wn = (WSeg)n U (WSat)n-
Definition 1.1.3. A n-category is an object of é; that is local with respect to W,,. We then set

n-Cat := é;[W_l]

n

In particular, we have:
0-Cat ~ Hot 1-Cat ~ Cat

Given a n-category C, we will simply denote by Cj the homotopy type Cp, et we will refer to it as the homotopy
type of k-cells. Given k < [, we denote by
T s W; 01— O,

the k-sources and k-targets which are the two functors induced by the inclusion i, , ZZ : Dy, — D,
The wunit is the canonical functor
I: Cn — Cn+1

induced by the morphism D,,;1 — D,,. As n-categories are local to the map D, ]—[Di D,, - D, Vp, Dy, any
triplet of integers n > i, m > ¢ induces a morphism:

0; : Cp Xy Cpm — Cmax(n,m)

called the i-composition.
The i-compositions are moreover associative, which in particular implies that we have equivalence

(ao;b)ojc~ao;(bo;c)
and
(ao;b)oj(co;d)~ (aojc)o;(bojd)
whenever these composites are defined.

Remark 1.1.4. Let i +1 < k < n be three integers, C a n-category, and x,y two i-composable k-cells. By the
associativity of composition, we have the equivalence:

(0 T 1Y) ok—1 (T @05 y) ~ wosy ~ (mf 1@ 05 y) op—1 (w05 T 1Y)
Definition 1.1.5. For all n < m, the inclusion ©,, — ©,, induces a triplet of adjoints:

i
Tn

L
¢t : n-Cat —— m-Cat

Tn

The left adjoint 77 is the intelligent n-truncation functor, and can be understood as the functor inverting any
cell of dimension higher than n. The right adjoint 7, is the n-truncation functor and can be understood as the
functor discarding any cell of dimension higher than n.



Definition 1.1.6. The functor [ ,1]: ©,, = 0,1 induces by extension by colimit a functor
n-Cat — (n+1)-Catee
¢ = ([C.1],{0},{1})
called the suspension, which admits a right adjoint

(n+1)-Cates — n-Cat
(Cya,b) +— home(a,b)
By construction n-cells of home(a,b) correspond to (n + 1)-cell of C' whose 0-sources are a and 0-target are b.
Definition 1.1.7. For any subset S of N*, we denote by (_)® : © — © the functor that inverts the direction
of globes of dimensions belonging to S. These functors induce, by extension by colimit, functors
(_)%:6 -6,
which are called dualities. It is easy to see that this functor preserves w-categories and thus induces functors

()% : w-Cat — w-Cat.

In particular, we have the odd duality (_)°P, corresponding to the set of odd integers, the even duality (_)<°,
corresponding to the subset of non-negative even integers, and the full duality (_)°, corresponding to N*.
Finally, we have the equivalences

(L)) ~ (L) ~ (L))

Definition 1.1.8. Given n € NU{w}, we denote by A[©,] the strict category fitting in the cocartesian square:

O, x {0} — O, x A
{0} ——— A[6,)]
We then have a canonical morphism:
A[@n] — @n+1
(Im],a) = la,m]:=[{a,a,...,a},m].

inducing by left Kan extension a functor:

—

[_7 _] : A[Gn] — ®n+1
Eventually, we denote by (Mgeg)n+1 the set of maps {[Sp,,Sp,,] = [a,m], [a,n] € A[O,]} and (Mgat)nt+1 the
set of maps {Eeq — [0]} U {[E*Eeq, 1] — [Dy, 1],k < n}, and we set

Mn = (MSeg)n U (MSat)n-
Proposition 1.1.9. Let C be a presentable category. The adjunction

Li : Fun(A[0,], C)[(Mp 11 xC) ™Y 1 Fun(Op 41, C)[(Wp i1 xC) 7Y "

is an equivalence.

Proof. By the Yoneda lemma, this adjunction is equivalent to

—

Fu(C7, Al [(Mas1) 1) T2 Fun(C, 8y [(Was1) ™))

where Fun® is the category of limit-preserving functors. The result follows from the adjoint equivalence

— o —

AB)[(Mn1) ™) = Ot [(Wosr) 7]

given in construction 2.2.1.2 of [Lou24]. O



Remark 1.1.10. The previous proposition, applied to the case C' := Hot, implies that we have a canonical
equivalence:

—

(n + 1)-Cat ~ A[0,][(M,41) 1.
In particular, A[©,,] is dense in (n + 1)-Cat.
Proposition 1.1.11. Let C be a cocomplete category and
F:CxCat—C
a colimit-preserving functor. Then there exists a unique colimit-preserving functor
F,:C xw-Cat — C

characterized by the fact that for all ¢,a,n, F,(c,[a,n]) fits in the pushout:

[i<n F(Fu(c, a), {k}) —— F(Fu(c,a),[n])

l .

Hkygn F(FUJ(Ca [OD7 {k}) . Fw(C, [CL, ’fl])
Proof. We first show by induction on n that there exists a unique colimit-preserving functor
Frot1:C x (n+1)-Cat = C

characterized by the formula:

[i<n F(Fnlc,a), {k}) —— F(Fu(c,a), [n])

| -

Hkgn F(Fn(c7 [O])v {k}) — F7L+1(Cv [CL, n])

Suppose the functor F,, is constructed. Let F, 1 : A[©,] — Fun(C,C) be defined by the previous formula.
We also denote by Fj, 1 : A/[\@n] — Fun(C, C) the functor induced by left Kan extension. By construction, the
functor F,41 sends [W,, W;] onto equivalences, and remark 1.1.10 then implies that it uniquely factors as a
colimit-preserving functor F, 41 : (n 4+ 1)-Cat — Fun(C, C).

Suppose now that all the functors F,, are constructed. This induces a family of functors ©,, — Fun(C, C) that
is natural in n. Since ©,, is the union of all the ©,,, this induces a functor © — Fun(C,C) and, by left Kan
extension, a functor F,, : 0 — Fun(C,C). As every morphism of W lives in n-Cat for some n, the functor F,,
sends W to equivalences, and thus uniquely factors as a colimit-preserving functor F,, : w-Cat — Fun(C,C). O

Proposition 1.1.12. Let n € NU{w}. The category n-Cat is cartesian closed.
Proof. As n-Cat — w-Cat preserves colimits and the cartesian product, we can reduce to the case n = w. The

result is then [Lou24, proposition 2.2.1.54]. O

1.2 n-Fully faithful and n-surjective morphisms

Definition 1.2.1. A morphism f: C — D is 0-fully faithful if it is an equivalence. A morphism f: C — D is
(n + 1)-fully faithful if, for any pair of objects a,b € C, the induced morphism homeg(a,b) — homp(fa, fb) is
n-fully faithful.

Notation 1.2.2. A 1-fully faithful morphism will simply be called a fully faithful morphism.



Lemma 1.2.3. A morphism f : C — D is n-fully faithful if it has the unique left lifting property against
0D,, — D, for any m > n.

Proof. This characterization is trivial when n = 0. Suppose this characterization is true at stage n. By
adjunction, a functor f : C — D has the unique left lifting property against 0D,, — D,, for any m > n
if and only if for any a,b € C, homg(a,b) — homp(f(a), f(b)) has the unique left lifting property against
0D,,—1 — D,,,—1. By the induction hypothesis, this is equivalent to saying that homeg(a, b) — homp(f(a), f(b))
is an n-fully faithful functor for any a,b, which concludes the proof. [l

Proposition 1.2.4. n-Fully faithful morphisms are stable under limits.

Proof. This follows from the fact that fully faithful morphisms are characterized by a unique right lifting
property. [l

Lemma 1.2.5. Let p: C — D be a fully faithful morphism. The induced morphism Cy — Dy is a monomor-
phism.

Proof. This is lemma 2.2.1.77 of [Lou24]. O

Definition 1.2.6. A morphism is n-surjective if it has the right lifting property against (n + 1)-fully faithful
functors. The class of n-surjective morphisms then corresponds to the closure by colimit and composition of

the set of morphisms
{8Dn+1 —D,, ,m > n}

and is then stable under colimits, transfinite composition, pushouts, left cancellation, and retracts. Furthermore,
every map uniquely factors as an n-surjection followed by a (n 4 1)-fully faithful morphism.

Remark 1.2.7. By construction, a morphism that is n-surjective and (n 4 1)-fully faithful is an equivalence.
Definition 1.2.8. We will say that a morphism f : C — D is surjective on objects if f : Cy — Dy is 0-connected.

Remark 1.2.9. A morphism f : C' — D is surjective on objects if and only if any diagram of shape

0
|
0

— C
bt
.
p
.
p
p
.

|

— D

admits a (a priori non-unique) lift.
Proposition 1.2.10. A morphism ¢ : C — D 1is a 0-surjection if and only if it is 0-surjective on objects.

Proof. Suppose first that f : C' — D is surjective on objects. We can factor f as a 0O-surjective morphism
p: C — C' followed by a fully faithful functor g : C’ — D. The morphism g : C’ — D is then also 0-surjective
on objects, and by [Lou24, proposition 2.2.1.78], it is an equivalence. As a corollary, f ~ p and f is then
0-surjective.

To show the converse, note that the functor

EV[O]

6 % Hot ™% Set

sends every morphism of W and morphism of shape 9[1] — D,, for n > 0 to a surjection. Eventually, as
this morphism preserves colimits and as surjections in Set are closed under colimits, this implies that every
0-surjection is sent to a surjection in Set. This then implies that O-surjections are surjective on objects. [l

Remark 1.2.11. A morphism f : X — Y between homotopy types is n-fully faithful if and only if it is
(n — 2)-truncated and is n-surjective if and only if it is n-connective.



Remark 1.2.12. We will show in corollary 3.4.9 that n-surjective functors are characterized by the fact that
they are O-surjective on objects, and that they are locally (n — 1)-surjective. In corollary 3.4.14, we will show
that n-surjections are closed under pullback, and we will give another characterization of n-surjective and n-fully
faithful morphisms in corollary 3.4.15.

Remark 1.2.13. One can define w-surjective morphisms as those morphisms that are n-surjective for all n,
and one may then wonder if there exist w-surjective morphisms that are not equivalences. Curiously, such
morphisms do exist. For example, if we denote by Eggi"d the coherent walking (coinductive) w-equivalence?
defined in [HLOR24], then the morphism Eggmd — [0] has the (non-unique) left lifting property against the

map dD,, — D,, for any n, and by corollary 3.4.9, this morphism is w-surjective.

Conjecture 1.2.14. The morphism
n-Cat — n-Cat[Surj_ ]

is an equivalence for any n € N. In other words, every w-surjective morphism between n-categories is an
equivalence, and thus n-Cat is categorically hypercomplete.
The morphism

w-Cat®™ — n-Cat[Surj,]
is an equivalence, where w-Cat®™ denotes the subcategory of w-Cat whose objects are w-categories that are
local with respect to ZnE;‘;i"d — D, for any integer n € N*, i.e., categories whose coinductive w-equivalences

are trivial. In other words, the categorical hypercompletion of w-Cat consists of w-Catc™?.

1.3 Special colimits

In this section, we fix a small category A and a set S of maps with representable codomain in A. We set
H := A[S™!], and we then have a localization

where the right adjoint is fully faithful, the unit is in S , and the counit is the identity.

Definition 1.3.1. A functor F : I — H has a special colimit if the canonical morphism

colim ¢F'(i) — ¢(colim F'(4)) (1.3.2)

a1 a1

is an equivalence in A.
Similarly, we say that a functor ¢ : I — Arr(H) has a special colimit if the canonical morphism

co_hlm wp(i) — L(Co_hlm ¥(i))

is an equivalence in the arrow category of A.

Remark 1.3.3. A functor F' : I — H has a special colimit if and only if colim; F', computed in g, already
belongs to H.

Example 1.3.4. Let C be an object of H. The canonical diagram A,c — H has a special colimit, given by C'.

3A coinductive w-equivalence is a morphism f :  — y which is invertible up to a 2-cell that is itself invertible up to a higher
cell and so on.

4This category should not correspond to the limit of the n-Cat along the intelligent truncation functors. See [HL25] for a more
detailed discussion.
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Remark 1.3.5. Let F,G : I — H be two functors, and let ¢ : I — G be a cartesian natural transformation
admitting a special colimit. Since A is a topos, this implies that for any object i of I, the canonical square

F(i) — colim; F
P(3) B J{coliml %h
G(i) — colim; G
is cartesian.

Proposition 1.3.6. Let G : I — H be a functor admitting a special colimit, and let X — colimg I be any
morphism. Then X is the special colimit of the functor

F: I - H
i > G(Z) XcolimGIX

Proof. As Aisa topos, and since the colimit of G is special, we have an equivalence

colIim F~ X

in E, which concludes the proof. O

Proposition 1.3.7. Let F,G : I — H be two functors, and let ¢ : F — G be a natural transformation. If ¢ is
cartesian and G has a special colimit, then 1 and F have special colimits.

Proof. We have to show that F' has a special colimit, which will directly imply that v also has one. The
morphism (1.3.2) is always in S. To conclude, one then has to show that colim;.; t1)(4) is S-local. To this end,
it is enough to demonstrate that the canonical morphism

colim () : colim ¢ F'(i) — colim tG(%)
[ i1 11
has the unique right lifting property against S. We then consider a square

a — colim;.; tF(7)
fJ lcolimmr (i) (1.3.8)
b —— colim;.; tG(7)
where f € S. Since the domain of f is representable, there always exists j : I such that the bottom horizontal

morphism factors through G(j). As 4 is cartesian and Aisa topos, the square (1.3.8) factors into two squares,
where the right one is cartesian.

a F(’L) Colim“ LF(Z)
fl O] lcolimiq (i)
b G(i) colim;.; 1G(7)

Lifts in the square (1.3.8) are then equivalent to lifts in the left square, which exist and are unique since
F(i) — G(i) has the unique right lifting property against S. O
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1.4 Gray operations

Construction 1.4.1. The Gray tensor product, denoted by ® : w-Cat x 1-Cat — w-Cat, is defined in [Lou24,
definition 2.3.1.6]. By proposition 1.1.11, it canonically extends to a colimit preserving functor

® : w-Cat x w-Cat — w-Cat
such that for any a € ©, we have a natural family of Cartesian squares

i< (C®a)@{k} —— (C®a)®n]

| -

[icnC© ———— C®a,n]

The definition of the Gray tensor product in [Lou24, definition 2.3.1.6] and corollary 2.3.3.24 of [Lou24] induce
equivalences:

C~C®[0] C~I[0®C.

Definition 1.4.2. Let A, B be two w-categories. We denote by AP the value on A of the right adjoint of the
functor C'+— C ® B, and we then have Al ~ A.

N
The directed pullback of a span A — B < C, denoted by A x C, is the limit of the diagram :

B

A B0} Bl B ¢

Definition 1.4.3. A (0,w)-category, or a strict w-category, is a w-category C such that for any n, the homotopy
type C,, is O-truncated. We denote by (0,w)-Cat the category of strict w-categories.
In construction 2.2.1.7 of [Lou24|, we define an adjunction

7o :w-Cat , + ’ (0,w)-Cat: N
where the right adjoint is fully faithful.

Theorem 1.4.4 (Steiner, Ara-Maltsiniotis). There exists a monoidal structure on (0,w)-Cat, denoted by &
and called the Gray tensor product. Its unit is [0].

Proof. This is [AM20, theorem A.15] O
Proposition 1.4.5. The functor 7y : w-Cat — (0,w)-Cat commutes with the Gray product.

Proof. This is proposition 2.3.3.1 of [Lou24]. O
In [Lou24], the following theorem is proven:

Theorem 1.4.6. If C is a strict w-category and n an integer, then C' ® [n] is also a strict w-category.

Proof. This is [Lou24, theorem 2.3.3.22]. O

We now want to show that the Gray product with any globular sum preserves strict w-categories. This will be
established in theorem 1.4.14.

Proposition 1.4.7. Let C be an w-category. [C, 1] ® [1] is the colimit of the diagram:
[C AV« [C@{1},1] = [C®[1],1] + [C ® {0},1] = [1] V [C,1].

Proof. This is proposition 2.3.1.10 of [Lou24]. O
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Lemma 1.4.8. Let C be an w-category and n an integer. The w-category [C,1] ® D,11 is the colimit of the
diagram:

[C,1]VDp41 +— [C® {1} ®@D,, 1] +— [(C®[1]) ® D,,,1] +— [C® {0} ® D,,,1] —— D41 V [C,1]

Proof. The case n = 0 is proposition 1.4.7. Suppose the result is proven at the stage n. By definition,
[C,1] ® Dy,41 is the colimit of the diagram :

(€] @ [0]) ® O[1] «—— ([C,1] ® Dy) ® 9[1] —— ([C,1] ® Dy) ® [1]
Using the induction hypothesis and proposition 1.4.7, we deduce that [C,1]®D,, ;1 is the colimit of the diagram:

C1]v{1} 1] «— [Co {1} {1}1] «+—— [C® 1] ® {1},1] —— [C® {0} ® {1},1] —— [{1},1] Vv [C,1]

| ! | | |

[C,1]VDpp1 «—— [C {1} ®D,,1]] — [(C®[1]) @ Dy, 1] «— [C® {0} @ D,, 1] —— D,41 V[C,1]

| l I l l

[C ]V {0} 1] «—— [C {1} @{0},1] —— [C® [1] ®{0},1] +—— [C ® {0} ® {0},1] — [{0},1] V[C, 1]
As the diagram of the statement is a final subdiagram, this concludes the proof. O

Lemma 1.4.9. We suppose that _ & a preserves strict w-categories for any globular sum a of dimension less
than or equal to n.

Then, there exists an equivalence
C®DKRE)— (CD)®E

natural in C : w-Cat, D : n-Cat, and E : 1-Cat.

Proof. As all these functors preserve colimits, it is sufficient to construct this equivalence for C and D being a

globular sum a and b. As my commutes with the Gray tensor product and by hypothesis and theorem 1.4.6, we
have a canonical comparison

a® (b® [m]) = m(a®@b® [m]) ~ (a@b) @ [m].

It remains to show that this is an equivalence, and for this, we can reduce to the case where a and b are globes
D41 and Dyyq with I < n.

Using proposition 1.4.7 and lemma 1.4.8, we deduce that Dy11 ® (D41 ®[1]) and (Dg41 ® Diy1) ® [1] are both
the colimit of the diagram

Dy ® [1] @ Dy ® {1},1] [Dr ® [1] ® Dy @ {0}, 1]
D @ [1] ® Dy, 1] Dr@[1]®D;® |1 1]V Dy ® [1] @ Dy, 1]
(Dyt1 @ D) Vv [1] (1]V (Dg41 @ Dig1)

where (Dy+1 ® Diy1) V[1] is obtained by gluing {1} ® {1} onto {0} and [1]V (Dg4+1 ® Dj4+1) by gluing {1} onto
{0} x {0}. O

Lemma 1.4.10. Let C and D be two w-categories. If C is a retract of D and if D is strict, then C is strict.

Proof. The assumptions imply that for all n, the homotopy type of n-cells of C' is a retract of a set, and thus
is a set. O
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Lemma 1.4.11. Let n be a non-negative integer and C be an w-category. There exists a morphism
P (1)@ [n] = [C ® [n), 1]
that admits a section si"™. Both of these morphisms are natural in C.

Proof. Up to extension by colimits, we can reduce the problem to the case where C is a globular sum and
therefore a (0,w)-category. In this case, the two objects [C,1] ® [n] and [C ® [1], 1] are strict by theorem 1.4.6
and by proposition 2.3.3.3 of [Lou24].
We will use Steiner’s theory, recalled in Section 1.2.1 of [Lou24]. Globular sums are in particular (0, w)-categories
with an atomic and loop-free basis, and by [Ste04, theorem 5.11] and [AM20, theorem A.15], it is sufficient to
construct the morphism

Pt (A1) @[] = [A® [n),1]

and its section, in the category of augmented directed complexes admitting a unitary and loop-free basis.
We then define the functor pZ"l by the assignment:

pit(a,]®e) = [a®en—i-1,1],
pPil(la 1] {k}) = [a®{n—k} 1],
pildiyele]) = 0,
Pitdite{k}) = {i}.

Similarly, we define the functor s"y" : [A® [n],1] — [4,1] @ [n] by:

sil(la@el,1]) = [a,1]®ens,
sit({ih) = {iy @ {nd},
s ([la®{k},1]) = [a,1]®@{n—k}, if la| > 0,
syl (le@ (K}, 1) = [e, 1)@ {n—k}+ {1} ®eryr1n1+ {0} ®eopi1, if [a| =0.
where e; is the unique element of the basis of [n] such that Je; : {i+ 1} — {i} and where e; ; := [],;; €. One
can then verify that s is indeed a section of p’y". O

Lemma 1.4.12. Let n,m be two non-negative integers and C' an w-category. There exists a morphism
pe™ [Cym] @ [nx m] — [C ® [n],m]
that admits a section si™.
Proof. For k < m, we denote by
pettr[C )@ xm] = [C 1] @ [n] - [C ® [n], 1]

the composite where the first morphism is induced by the assignment

[nxm] — [n]
[l — 0 ifl<nxk
I = Il—km ifkm<i<nx(k+1)
I = n ifnx(k+1) <l

and the second one is the morphism p™! of lemma 1.4.11. We denote by
sgtt i [C@n) 1) = [C 1)@ [n] = [C 1] @ [n x m]

where the first morphism is the section si;' of lemma 1.4.11 and the second one is induced by [ +n x k] :

. 1,k . . 1
[n] = [n x m]. By construction, s/ * is a section of P *,
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Eventually, the morphism p5™ : [C,m] x [n x m] — [C' ® [n],m] is defined as the horizontal colimit of the
diagram
[Ci1]®@[nxm] +— {1} @ [nxm| — [C,1]]® [n x m] +— ...

vt et vt | J

[C®[n],1] {1} [C®[n],1] +— .

as for section the morphism s™ obtained as the horizontal colimit of the diagram

[C @ [n],1] {1} [a®[n],1] +— ...

s et et J

[C.1]®[nxm] «—— {1} ®@[nxm] — [C,1] @ [n xm] «— .

The morphism s is then a section of py™, which concludes the proof. O
Lemma 1.4.13. Let k be an integer, and let Ry be the smallest set of strict k-categories such that:

(1) Ry, contains [0].
(2) For all (k — 1)-categories C' in Ry, and all integers n, C ® [n] is in Ry.
(8) Ry is stable under retracts.

Then every globular sum of dimension lower than or equal to k is in Ry.

Proof. If k = 0, this is trivially true. We then suppose that k > 0. Let S be the set of strict (k — 1)-categories
C' such that for all non-negative integers m, [C,m] is in Rj.

Let C be a strict (k — 2)-category in S. By construction, for all non-negative integers m, [C,m] ® [n x m] is
in Ry, and by lemma 1.4.12, so is [C ® [n],m]. Hence, C' ® [n] is in S. Moreover, S is closed under retracts.
Since [[0], m] = [m] is in Ry, for all m, we conclude that S contains [0]. By definition, this implies that Ry_ is
included in S, in other words, [R;—1,m] C Ry for any m.

Let us now prove by induction on n that Rj contains ©f. The case k = 0 follows from the fact that, by
construction, Oy := [0] is in R. Now, suppose that Oy is contained in Rj. Let [a,m] be a globular sum of
dimension less than or equal to (k+1). We set Va:=agV -+ V amy—1. The globular sum Va is thus in © and
belongs to Ry by the induction hypothesis. By the results proven earlier, [Va,n| is therefore in Ryy;. Remark
now that for any ¢« < m, the canonical inclusion a; — Va admits a retract. This implies that [a,m] is a retract
of [Va, m] and thus belongs to Rj1, which concludes the proof. ([l

Theorem 1.4.14. If C is a strict w-category and a a globular sum, then so is C ® a.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on the dimension of the globular sum a. If |a| = 0, then a = [0] and the
result is trivially true. Suppose that the Gray tensor product with globular sums of dimension less than or
equal to n preserves strictness.

Let S,+1 be the set of (n+ 1)-categories D such that for any strict w-category C', C'® D is strict. By definition,
Sp+1 includes [0]. Since C' ® _ preserves retracts, lemma 1.4.10 implies that S,41 is stable under retracts.
Suppose now we are given an n-category D in S, 41, and let C' be any strict w-category. The induction hypothesis
combined with theorem 1.4.6 implies that (C'® D) ® [m] is strict, and by lemma 1.4.9, so is C @ (D ® [m]).
This then implies that D ® [m] is in S, 1. The set S, 11 then verifies all conditions of lemma 1.4.13, and then
includes © 4. O

Proposition 1.4.15. Let C, D be two w-categories. We have a canonical equivalence:

(C ® D)op ~ Dop ® Cop (C® D)O ~ CO ® DO (C ® D)CO ~ DCO ® CCO
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Proof. As these functors preserve colimits, it is sufficient to construct these equivalences when C and D are
globular sums. As the Gray tensor product of globular sums is strict by theorem 1.4.14, we can apply [AM20,
proposition A.20]. O

Proposition 1.4.16. There is a natural equivalence between [C,n] and the colimit of the diagram:
i< ik} «— C@ (Up<pik}) — C®|[n]
In particular, we have a natural family of cocartesian squares:

CoI[l] — C®]1]

| |

] —— [C, 1]
Proof. This is Corollary 2.3.3.24 of [Lou24]. O

Proposition 1.4.17. Let C be an w-category. There is an equivalence between [C,n] and the colimit of the
diagram:

[ {k} @ [0] «—— [ {k} @ C° —— ] @ C°
Proof. Remark that we have an equivalence
[C,n] ~ [CP,n].
However, by proposition 1.4.16, [C°P,n] is the colimit of the diagram:
Hi<nl0] @ {k} —— <, CP @ {k} — CP @ |[n]

Applying the even duality to the previous diagram and using proposition 1.4.15, this concludes the proof. [

Theorem 1.4.18. The Gray product extends to a monoidal structure on w-Cat, and 7y : w-Cat — (0,w)-Cat
extends to a strong monoidal functor.

Proof. We denote by Og the smallest subcategory of (0,w)-Cat that includes the globular sums and is stable
under the Gray tensor product. Theorem 1.4.14 then implies that the inclusion ©g — w-Cat commutes with
the Gray tensor product. By Day convolution (proposition 2.14 of [Glal3]), the Gray tensor product induces
a monoidal structure on 65. Since O includes O, it is a dense subcategory of w-Cat, and the Gray tensor
product on 65 then restricts to a monoidal structure on w-Cat by proposition 2.2.1.9 of [Lurl7]. O

Remark 1.4.19. There are a priori two more monoidal structures on w-Cat deserving the name of Gray
tensor product. The first is obtained from the fact that w-Cat is presented by the model structure of Verity
on complicial sets according to theorem 3.3.2.5 of [Lou22]. We can then transfer the Gray tensor product on
complicial sets constructed by Verity ([Ver08]) to w-Cat.

Results of Verity imply that 7y : w-Cat — (0,w)-Cat is strong monoidal. The theorem 1.4.14 then produces
a comparison between the Gray tensor product coming from complicial sets and the one considered here. To
verify that these two structures are the same, we can then restrict to the case where the tensor product of a
globular sum with an element of A and refer to theorem 4.3.3.26 of [Lou23|.

The second monoidal structure is constructed by Campion in [Cam23]. The functor 7 : w-Cat — (0,w)-Cat is
strong monoidal, and Campion also shows that the tensor product of two globular sums is strict. It therefore
coincides with that of theorem 1.4.18. Moreover, one could have deduced the theorem 1.4.18 from Campion’s
results.
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In proposition 2.3.1.10 of [Lou24], it is shown that [C, 1] ® [1] is the colimit of the following diagram
[C 1]V« [Co{1}1] = [Ce1],1] « [C©{0},1] = [1] V[C,1]

We now want to construct a similar decomposition for [C, 1]® [B, 1]. This will be obtained in proposition 1.4.22.
Throughout the end of this section, we will use Steiner theory as presented in section 1.2 of [Lou24].

Definition 1.4.20. Let K, L be two augmented directed complexes. There are two canonical morphisms
V:[K®L,1] — [K,1]V[L,1] V:[K®L,1] — [L, 1]V [K,1]
that are the unique ones fulfilling

V0D =0}, V)= 2 v(weyi= { PR =0 orll =0

otherwise.

Proposition 1.4.21. Let K, L be two augmented directed complexes. There is a natural transformation between
the colimit of the following diagram.:

K]V I[L 1] «+— [Ko{1}®L,1]] — [K®[1]® L,1] +— [K® {0} ® L,1] —— [L,1]V [K,1]
and [K,1]® [L,1].
Proof. The cone is induced by

(K1) v [L 1] ~ [K,1] @ {0} [Tjg {1} ® [L, 1] = [K, 1] @ [L, 1],
(resp. [L,1]V [K, 1] ~ {0} @ [L, 1] [T (K, 1] @ {1} — [K, 1] @ [L, 1])

and by the morphism
frKel]®L1] - [K1]e[L,1]

defined by the formula

flzol]®y,1])

[z, 1] ® [y, 1],
1

_ [ e {1}+{0}®[y,1] if|z[=0or |yl =0,
Hz@{0yey1) = { 0 otherwise.
[z,1]®@ {0} + {1} ®[y,1] if [z[=0or |y] =0,
1 1 =
fze{l}@y,1) { 0 otherwise.
We leave it to the reader to check the compatibilities of these three morphisms. [l

Proposition 1.4.22. Let C' and D be two w-categories. There is a natural equivalence between [C,1] ® [D, 1]
and the colimit of the diagram

[C/1]V[D, 1]« [Ce{l}®D,1] > [C®[l]® D,1]+ [C®{0}® D,1] — [D,1] Vv [C,1].

Proof. Since all the operations involved preserve colimits, it suffices to prove the result when a and b are globular
sums. In this case, theorem 1.4.14 implies that all objects involved are strict w-categories. The comparison
between the colimit of the diagram and [C,1] ® [D, 1] is induced by proposition 1.4.21. As all these morphisms
commute with colimits, we can reduce to the case where D is a globe to show that this comparison is an
equivalence, and then apply lemma 1.4.8. O

Proposition 1.4.23. Let f: A — B be an n-surjection. Then f @ C : A® C = B® C is n-surjective.
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Proof. As the Gray tensor product commutes with colimits, it is sufficient to demonstrate that for any integers
n < k, the map
aDn+1®C—>Dk®C

is n-surjective for any w-category C. We will proceed by induction on n. The case —1 is straightforward with
the convention 0D _; := D_; := (). Suppose the case (n — 1) is proven. As the Gray tensor product commutes
with colimits, we can reduce to the case where C' is a globe D,,,. If m = 0, this is straightforward. If m > 0, by
proposition 1.4.22; we have pushouts:

Dni1 @ ({0} [[{1}) —— ODny1 @ Dy

| !

Dy @ ({0} [1{1}) I [0Dy, ® [1] © D1, 1]

D, ®D,, +—— D, ®[1]®D,,_1,1]

and as the suspension sends (n — 1)-surjections to n-surjections and by induction hypothesis, this demonstrates
the case n. |

1.5 Definition of marked w-categories

Definition 1.5.1. A marked w-category is a pair (C,tC) where C is a w-category and tC is a subhomotopy
type of ]_[n>0 C,, whose elements are called the marked cells, and such that

(1) units are marked,

(2) marked n-cells are stable under k-composition for any k < n.

A morphism of marked w-categories is a morphism between the underlying w-categories that preserves the
marking. We denote by w-Cat,, the category of marked w-categories.

Definition 1.5.2. Given an w-category C, we denote by C* := (C,Cs¢) the marked w-category where every
cell of positive dimension is marked, and C” := (C,1(Cg)) the marked w-category where only identities are
marked.

Given a marked w-category C, we denote by C% the underlying w-category.

Notation 1.5.3. Let C' be a marked w-category. We will denote simply by C” the marked w-category (Ch)b
and C* the marked w-category (C%)%.

Construction 1.5.4. Let C' be a w-category and M C [,
by composition of M, denoted by M, is the smallest subhomotopy type of arrows such that M C M and such
that (C, M) is a marked w-category. For example, C* := (C,0). A subhomotopy type of cells M is closed by
composition if M ~ M.

C,, a subhomotopy type of cells. The closure

Example 1.5.5. Let F': I — w-Cat be a diagram. The closure by composition of the homotopy type of the
cell Uj.r Im F(i)s¢ is (colimy F')so.

Remark 1.5.6. Using the associativity of k-compositions (remark 1.1.4), we can see that a subhomotopy type
of cells M is closed by composition if and only if:

(1) units are in M,

(2) for any integer n, and any pair of composable (n + 1)-cells x,y in M, the composite x o,, y is in M,

(3) for any integer m > k + 1, any pair of k-composable cells z,y, with  a (k + 1)-cell and y an m-cell in M,
the composite z o y is in M,
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(4) for any integer m > k + 1, any pair of k-composable cells y, z, with y a (k + 1)-cell and 2 an m-cell in M,
the composite y op x is in M.

Proposition 1.5.7. The category w-Cat,, is cartesian closed.
Proof. This is proposition 3.1.1.19 of [Lou24]. O

Definition 1.5.8. Given an integer n, we denote by (D,,): the marked w-category (D, {e,}) where e, is the

only non-trivial n-cell. Eventually, we define the category t© as the (strict) category whose objects are marked

globular sums of shape (D,,); or a’.

Remark 1.5.9. The category tO is dense in w-Cat,,.

Remark 1.5.10. The result of section 3.1.1 of [Lou24| implies that w-Cat,, is a presentable category. If
(C;, tC;) is a diagram of marked w-categories indexed by a category I, then

li}n(Ci, tC;) ~ (li}n Ci, 1i}n tC;) collim(Ci, tC;) ~ (collim C;, Im(collim tC;))
where Im(colim; C;) denotes the image of the functor colim; tC; — [, (colims C;)y,.

Proposition 1.5.11. Any subcategory of w-Cat,, closed under colimits and containing Dfl and (D,,); is
w-Caty, .

Proof. The claim follows from the fact that ¢© is dense, and that its elements are colimits of objects of shape
D’ or (D). O
Definition 1.5.12. The marked suspension is the colimit-preserving functor

[_,1] : w-Caty, = w-Catyne o
sending a” to [a,1]” and (D,,); to ([Dy,1]);. It admits a right adjoint:

w-Catrnee — w-Caty,

(C,a,b) — home(a,b).
Definition 1.5.13. A marked trivialization over (A, B) is a morphism in the smallest cocomplete class of
morphisms that includes I, : (Dy41): — DEl for any n. A trivialization is a morphism in the smallest cocomplete
class of morphisms that includes I,, : D,,4; — D,, for any n. Trivializations are then stable under transfinite
composition, pushouts, left cancellation, and retracts.

Proposition 1.5.14. Trivializations are epimorphisms.

Proof. This is [Lou24, proposition 2.2.1.50]. O

Definition 1.5.15. Let C be an w-category, and S C ||
as the pushout:

=0 Cn a sub homotopy type of cells. We define C[S™]

Hies Doy — C

!

Hues Djaj-1 — C97]
Proposition 1.5.14 implies that C — C[S~!] is an epimorphism.
Lemma 1.5.16. Let C' be an w-category and S C [],.0Cn a sub-homotopy type of cells. The canonical

morphism C[S™1] — C[g_l] is an equivalence.

Proof. As C — C[S7!] and C — CIS 1] are epimorphisms by proposition 1.5.14, the morphism C[S~!] —
C [g_l] is an equivalence if and only if there exists a morphism C [g_l] — C[S7!] under C. In other words, we
must show that for all @ € S, the morphism D), — C[S™!] is a unit.

By the definition of S, it suffices to show that the subset of elements of S such that D, — C[S™!] is a unit is

stable under composition, which is evident. O
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1.6 Gray operations for marked w-categories

Definition 1.6.1. Let A and B be two w-categories, and S and T' two sub homotopy types of cells of A and
B. We denote by S ® T the sub homotopy types consisting of cells

Dy D, @D, 22 A B
for a € S,, and b € T,,, where ty, 1, is the only non-trivial (n + m)-cell of the (strict) w-category Dy, @ Dy,.

Notation 1.6.2. Let A be an w-category. We denote by A>( the homotopy type of cells of any dimension, and
A< the homotopy type of all cells of positive dimension.

Lemma 1.6.3. Let A and B be two w-categories. We have equivalences:

(A®@B)>o ~ A>0®Bxo
(A®B)sog ~ Aso® B>oUA>)® Bxg

Proof. The lemma 2.23 of [HL25] implies these equivalences in the case where A, B are strict, and so in particular,
when they are globular sums.
Let A, B be any two w-categories. We have an obvious inclusion

AZO X BZO C (A & B)ZO

inducing an inclusion
A>o ® B>o C (A® B)>o.

Now, for any a — A, b — B, where a, b are globular sums, we have the inclusion

(@a®D)>0 C a0 ®b>p C A>p ® B>o.

However, as ® is colimit preserving,

(A ® B)EO ~ U(ZZ@/A,IJZQ/B (a/® b)ZO

This then implies the other inclusion
(A® B)>o C A>0 ® B>o

We demonstrate similarly the second inclusion. [l

Lemma 1.6.4. Let A and B be strict w-categories, and M C ][, An, N CI1,50B. Then

M@N~M®@N~M®N.

Proof. We will only show the equality M ® N = M ® N. The equality M @ N = M ® N can be proved in the
same way, and the last equality follows immediately by applying the result to M and N.

The evident inclusion M C M implies M ® N C¢ M ® N, so it is enough to show that M @ N ¢ M @ N.

Let K be the homotopy type of arrows a in A such that a @b € M ® N for all b € N. We need to show that
K is closed under identity and composition to finish the proof.

If a =1, then a ® b = I,4, € M @ N. The homotopy type K then includes all units. Let a,a’ € A be two
k-composable n-cells and let b € N be an arrow of dimension m in Y, such that a® b and o’ ® b are in M @ N.
The two cells a,a’ are classified by a morphism Dy, [[ D, — A and the cell b by a morphism D,, — B. All
together, this induces a functor

e: <DnHDn> @ D,, > A® B.
D;

In particular, this implies that we can reduce the problem to the case where A and B are strict, and we then
apply lemma [HL25, lemma 2.25] to demonstrate that (¢ o; a’) ® b is in M ® N. The homotopy type K is then
closed under composition, which concludes the proof. ([l
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Definition 1.6.5. Let (A,tA) and (B,tB) be two marked w-categories. The Gray tensor product of (A,tA)
and (B, tB) is the marked w-category

(A,tA) ® (B,tB) := (A® B,1A® B>o U A>o ® tB)[(tA ® B=o)™'].

By the description of colimits in marked w-categories, and by lemmas 1.5.16 and 1.6.4, this defines a cocontinuous
bifunctor:
® : w-Cat,, x w-Cat,, — w-Cat,,.

Remark 1.6.6. The definition of the Gray tensor product is strongly asymmetric. For example, the underlying
w-category of A’ ® B is A® B, while we will show in proposition 1.6.14 that the underlying w-category of A*® B
is A x B.

Definition 1.6.7. Let A, B be two marked w-categories. We denote by AZ the value on A of the right adjoint
of the functor C' — C ® B, and we then have A9 ~ A.

The directed pullback of a span A — B «+ C, denoted by A I C, is the limit of the diagram
B

A B} B gt

Proposition 1.6.8. Let A, B be two marked w-categories. We have a canonical equivalence
(A® B)° ~ A° ® B°.

Proof. This directly follows from the construction of the Gray tensor product for marked w-categories and from
form 1.4.15. O

Theorem 1.6.9. The Gray tensor product induces a monoidal structure on w-Cat,,.

Proof. We denote by (0,w)-Cata,, the category of bi-marked strict w-categories, defined as the pullback:
(0, w)-Catap ~ (0,w)-Catm X g ,_Cat (0,w)-Catp,.

Objects of (0,w)-Cata,, then correspond to the triplet (A4,t°A,t'A) where (A,t°A) and (A,t'A) are marked
w-category. We will refer to t°A as the primary marking and t' A as the secondary marking.
We have a bifunctor:

® : (0,w)-Catay, x (0,w)-Catay, — (0, w)-Catay,

sending (A4,t°A,t'A) and (B,t°B,t'B) to

(A® B,t"A® B>g U A>q®t°B,t9A® BsoUt!A® B>gU A>o ® t1B).

Suppose now we are given three bi-marked strict w-categories, (A,tYA,t*A), (B,t°B,t'B), and (C,t°C,t'C).
We want to show that the isomorphism

(AR B)@ C ~ A® (B® C)
promotes to an isomorphism
((A,t°A, 1 A) @ (B, 1°B,t'B)) @ (C,t°C, ' C)) ~ (A, 1" A, t' A) @ ((B,t°B,t'B) @ (C,t°C,t'C)).

We then have to check that the primary and secondary markings coincide. By lemma 1.6.3 and 1.6.4, the
primary marking corresponds to :

A ® Bzo ® 020 U Azo Rt9B ® CZO U AZO ® BZO RtC
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and the secondary marking corresponds to

t19A® B> ® Cso UA>0@19B® CsogUtPA® Bsg ® Cso
UtTA ® Bzo ® 020 U AZO ®t1B® CZO U AZO ® BZO RtIC

The monoidal structure ® on (0,w)-Cat then induces a monoidal structure ® on (0,w)-Cata,,. We denote by
(©g)am the full subcategory of (0,w)-Cata,, whose objects are the bimarked w-categories whose underlying
(0, w)-categories belong to the category ©g defined in the proof of theorem 1.4.18.

By restriction, ® induces a monoidal structure on (©g)am, and so by Day convolution (proposition 2.14 of

[Glal3]), on (@m. We furthermore have a localization

-

L:(©g)oam , L  w-Caty, : R

where the left adjoint sends an object (C,t°C,t1C) of (Og )am to (C,t°C)[(t'C)~]. Moreover, by construction,
we have a canonical commutative square

— o

(@®)2m X (@®)2m &’ (@®)2m

1t s

w-Cat,, x w-Cat,, —= w-Cat,,

and as the Gray tensor product preserves colimits, we can easily check that the canonical natural transformation
L(RC® RD)—-C®D

is an equivalence. o
Finally, by proposition 2.2.1.9 of [Lurl7], we can transfer the monoidal structure on (Og )2, to w-Caty,. O

Proposition 1.6.10. Let C be a marked w-category. There is an equivalence between [C,1] and the colimit of
the diagram:

A1) +— O[] ® C° — [1] ® C°

Proof. As all the functors appearing are colimit preserving, it is sufficient to construct this equivalence when
C is in O;. Proposition 1.4.17 implies the equivalence at the level of the underlying w-category. We leave it to
the reader to check that the markings agree. [l

Proposition 1.6.11. Let C and D be marked w-categories. There is a canonical equivalence between [C,1] ®
[D, 1] and the colimit of the diagram

[C,1]V[D,1]« [C®{1}®D,1] = [C®[1]’®D,1] «+ [C ® {0} ® D,1] — [D,1] V[C,1].
There is a canonical equivalence between [C,1] ® [1]* and the colimit of the diagram
[C VA« [Co {111 = [Ce1f, 1] « [C e {0}, 1] = [ v[C.1].

Proof. This directly follows from the definition of the marked Gray tensor product and from proposition 1.4.22.
O

Lemma 1.6.12. Let C' and D be two w-categories. The canonical morphism
bc.p : (C® D)|[(Cso® Dso)™ '] = C x D

18 an equivalence.
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Proof. As ¢ | commutes with limits, it is sufficient to demonstrate the result when C and D are globular sums
¢, d, and we will proceed by induction on (I, |d)).

First, let us remark that ¢(;1) is an equivalence. By extension by colimit, this implies that ¢ is an
equivalence for any k,l. Suppose now the result is true for any globular sum of the stage (n,m). In particular,
this implies that ¢c p is an equivalence for any n-category C' and m-category D. By the associativity of ® and
by lemma 1.6.3, the induction hypothesis then implies that

(c® [1]) ® d)[Uitjar=1 (c21-i @ [I31- @ dz1-k) "] ~ (c®[1])[(cs0® [1s0)7Y] x d

" exlllxd (1.6.13)

for any globular sums ¢ and d such that |¢|] =n — 1 and |d| = m.

Proposition 1.4.22 provides a canonical morphism [c¢® [1]®d, 1] — [¢,1]®[d, 1]. By construction, this morphism
sends a cell [z ® y ® z,1] onto [z, 1] ® [z,1] when y is the unique non-degenerate one-cell of [1], and onto a unit
if |y = 0 and |z| + |z] > 0.

The proposition 1.4.22, together with proposition 1.5.14 and lemma 1.5.16, then implies that ([¢,1] ®
[d, 1)[([¢, 1]s0 ® [d, 1]s0) 1] is the colimit of the diagram:

[(c® {1} @ d)[(c50 ® dso) 1], 1] ———— [¢, 1] V [d, 1]

|

[(c® [1] ® d)[Uitj=1(c2i @ 1]5; ® d>i) '], 1]

|

[(c®@{0} @ d)[(c50 @ d>0) ™', 1] ———— [d, 1]V [c, 1]
However, the equation (1.6.13) implies that (c®[1]®d)[U;+j=1(c>; ®[1]>;®d>;) 1] is the colimit of the diagram
co X [1] «——cox[l]xd —= ex[1] xd «—— e¢x [l xdy —— [1] x d

which is equivalent to ¢ x d by [Lou24, proposition 2.2.1.59].
Thus, ([¢,1] ® [d, 1])[([¢,; 1]s0 ® [d,1]=0) 1] is the colimit of the following diagram:

e x d,1] —— [e, 1]V [d,1]

l

[e x d, 1]

|

lex d,1] — [d, 1]V [, 1]

and is then equivalent to [c, 1] x [d, 1] by [Lou24, proposition 2.2.1.29]. As every globular sum of dimension p
is a colimit of globular sums of shape [f, 1] with |f| = p — 1, this implies the case (n,m + 1). We demonstrate
similarly the case (n + 1,m). O

Proposition 1.6.14. Let C be an w-category and D a marked w-category. The canonical morphism
C*@D~C*xD
18 an equivalence.

Proof. By construction, C* @ D is the colimit of the diagram
0C D +—— 1C ® Db —s (C® Db)[(C>0 ® D>0)71] —C® ’7'().Db — ' 7'QDb

By lemma 1.6.12, (C ® D")[(Cs¢ ® Dso)~'] is equivalent to C' x D°, which concludes the proof. O
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Proposition 1.6.15. Let C, D be two marked w-categories. The morphism C®D — Cx1¢D is an epimorphism.

Proof. The proposition 1.5.14 implies that D — 7¢D is an equivalence. The result then follows from the fact
that C'® _ preserves colimit. O

2 Two-sided fibrations

2.1 Biinitial morphisms

Definition 2.1.1. Let A be a marked w-category. We denote by 14 p the set of morphisms of w-Caty, /4 g of

X ® 1]
]

X®{0} —— AxB

shape

such that X ® [1]* — A factors through X, and Fa,p the set of morphisms of w-Cat,, 4« p of shape

X @ [1)*
]

X®{1} —— AxB

such that X ® [1]¥ — B factors through X, where X is either D? or (D,,);.

We denote by IF 4 g the set of morphisms over A x B that are either in I4 p or in F4, g. A morphism is biinitial
over (A, B) if it is in m. Biinitial morphisms are then stable under colimits, transfinite composition,
pushouts, left cancellation, and retracts.

Remark 2.1.2. As X ® [1]* — X is an epimorphism by proposition 1.6.15, the fact that X ® [1]* — A or
X® [1]ﬁ — B indeed factors through X is a property of this morphism and not a structure.

Remark 2.1.3. Let ¢ be a morphism over A x B. The proposition 1.6.8 implies that ¢ is biinitial over (A, B)
if and only if 4° is biinitial over (B°, A°).

Remark 2.1.4. . Let A — A" and B — B’ be two morphisms. The functor w-Caty, jaxp — w-Caty, /arpr

sends @ onto IF/A/,\B/.

Example 2.1.5. By the stability of initial and final morphisms under colimits, for any marked w-category C,

a morphism
§

C®1)
C®{0} —— AxB
is biinitial as long as C' ® [1]* factors through A, and a morphism

P

Ce{l} —— AxB

#

is biinitial as long as C ® [1]* factors through B.
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Lemma 2.1.6. Ifi: C — D is initial over (A, B), then E® is also a deformation retract over (E® A, E® B),
and so is E X i over (E x A,E x B).

Proof. Straightforward. O
Lemma 2.1.7. Ifi: C — D is biinitial (A, B), then [i,1] is a right deformation retract over (|B,1],[A4, 1]).

Proof. By proposition 1.6.10, the morphism [i, 1] : [C,1] — [D, 1] is the horizontal colimit of the diagram:

o]

|

o1

o1 ® C° (1] @ C°

| |

o[> ® D° 1]’ ® D°

l l

b
b
(O[]) > (O[P) +—— (91" ® B) x (A1)’ ® A) —— (1’ @ B) x ([1]’ ® A)

The result then follows from remark 2.1.3 and from lemma 2.1.6. O

Corollary 2.1.8. Let (D,11); — A x B be a morphism such that (D, ;1); — A factors through D°. If n is
even, i, : D’ — (Dy,11); is biinitial over (A, B), and if n is odd, i}t : D? — (Dy,41): is biinitial over (A, B).
Similarly, if (Dpy1): — B factors through D, and n is even, i}t : D° — (D, 11); is biinitial over (A, B), and

if nis odd, i;; : D° — (D, 11)¢ is biinitial over (A, B).
Proof. The case n = 0 is trivial, and we can proceed by induction on n using proposition 2.1.7. |

Definition 2.1.9. A marked trivialization over (A, B) is a morphism in the smallest cocomplete class of mor-
phisms that includes I, : (Dy4+1): — DEL for any n. Marked trivialization are then stable under colimits,
transfinite composition, pushouts, left cancellation, and retracts.

Example 2.1.10. The proposition 3.2.1.8 of [Lou24] states that C ® [1]* — C is a marked trivialization.
Proposition 2.1.11. A marked trivialization i : C — B over A x B is biinitial over (A, B).

Proof. As biinitial morphisms over (A, B) are closed under colimits, it is sufficient to demonstrate that for any
n, the morphism I,, is biinitial over (A, B). According to corollary 2.1.8, there exists a € {—, +} such that & is
biinitial over (A4, B). As I, is a retraction of this morphism, and as biinitial morphisms over (A, B) are closed
under left cancellation, I,, is biinitial over (A, B). O

Definition 2.1.12. Let A, B be two w-categories. Let i : C' — D be a morphism over A x B. A left Gray
deformation retract structure over (A, B) for ¢ is the data of a retract v : D — C over A, a deformation
¥ : D®[1]F = D over A°, and equivalences over A:

ri~idc  Yipg{oy ~ I Ypey ~idp  Yiogn ~ icste

By abuse of notation, such data will just be denoted by (4,7,%). A morphism i : C — D over A x B is a left
Gray deformation retract if it admits a left deformation retract structure.

We define similarly the notion of right Gray deformation retract (structure) over (A, B) by interchanging 0 and
1 and A and B in the previous definition.

Remark 2.1.13. Let i be a morphism over A x B. The proposition 1.6.8 implies that ¢ is a left Gray retract
over (A, B) if and only if ¢° is a right Gray retract over (B°, A°).

Swhere we consider the morphism D® [1] - A® [1] = A®[0] ~ A
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Proposition 2.1.14. Suppose given a morphism C @ [1]* — A x B such that C ® [1]* — A factors through C.
Then C ® {0} — C ® [1]* is a left Gray deformation retract over (A, B). Conversely, if C ® [1]* — B factors
through A, C @ {1} — C ® [1]* is a right Gray deformation retract over (A, B).

Proof. We will show only the first assertion; the second follows by dualities. The retract is then given by
C®[1]* = C ®[0] ~ C, and the deformation by the functor

Colfe 1] ~C® (1] x [1])! <22 0w (1)

where min : [1] x [1] — [1] is the functor sending (7, ) to min(i, j). We recall that the first equivalence follows
from proposition 1.6.14. We leave it to the reader to check that this retract and deformation induce a left Gray
deformation retract structure on C ® {0} — C ® [1]f. O

Proposition 2.1.15. For any marked w-category B, B — B s both a left and right Gray deformation retract
over B x B.

Proof. We will show that this morphism is a left Gray deformation retract; the other case is demonstrated
similarly. The retraction is given by the evaluation at 0, i.e., the morphism B B} and the deformation
by the morphism

Bl ® [”ﬁ _, gl

induced by adjunction from the morphism

pmin ;. gl pUXODF  (gOIII*,

Proposition 2.1.16. Left and right Gray deformation retracts over (A, B) are biinitial over (A, B).

Proof. Leti: C — D be aleft Gray deformation retract over (4, B), and r, ¢ the retraction and the deformation.
We define D ®¢ [1]* as the following pushout:

C®[)f —— D1

I

C —— D®c 1]

Consider now the diagram:
Co{0} ——Ccel

1

Ax B

It follows from stability by left cancellation and from example 2.1.5 that C' ® [1]# — C is biinitial over (A, B).
By stability by pushout and composition, and using once again example 2.1.5, so is D ® {0} — D ®¢ [1]%.
Eventually, the diagram

¢ —— D®{0} - C

[ |

D®{l} — D®c[1]f — D® 1] —— D

seen as a diagram in w-Caty, /45, expresses i as a retract of D ® {0} — D ®¢ [1]. The morphism i is then
biinitial over (A, B). The case of the right Gray deformation retract is proven similarly. O
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2.2 Definition of two-sided fibrations

Definition 2.2.1. A span X — A x B is a two-sided fibration if for every biinitial morphism i : C — D over
(A, B), any square of shape
— X

C
|
D

s AxB

admits a unique lifting. A bifibration is then an IF 4 p local object of w-Caty, /4 p-
We denote by BCart(A, B) the subcategory of w-Cat,, /4« p spanned by two-sided fibrations, and we then have
a canonical adjunction

F:w-Catyjaxp z BCart(A,B) : ¢ (2.2.2)

where the right adjoint is fully faithful. The functor F is called the two-sided replacement functor.

Remark 2.2.3. As two-sided fibrations are defined as local objects for some set of morphisms, they are stable
under limits and retracts in BCart(A, B).

Proposition 2.2.4. Let S : X — A X B be a two-sided fibration, and i : A’ — A, j : B — B’ two morphisms.
Then
(i,§)"S: X — A x B’

is a two-sided fibration.
Proof. This directly follows from the remark 2.1.4. O

Proposition 2.2.5. Let X; — A; X B; be a family of two-sided fibrations. Then

is a two-sided fibration.
Proof. Straightforward. O

Proposition 2.2.6. If f : X — A° x B® is a two-sided fibration, then the canonical morphism X* — X is an
equivalence. Conversely, any morphism X° — A” x B is a two-sided fibration.
In particular, if X — A X B is a two-sided fibration, then for any x : A, y : B, the fiber X, is trivially marked.

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence of the fact that marked trivializations are biinitial. The second
assertion is a direct consequence of example 2.1.10 as X” — A” x B” obviously has the unique left lifting
property against marked trivializations. O

Proposition 2.2.7. Let (p,q) : X — A x B be a two-sided fibration, and let x,y be two objects of X. Then,
the morphism p : homx (x,y) — homp(qx, qy) x homa(pz, py) is a two-sided fibration.

Proof. This directly follows from the last assertion of lemma 2.1.7. O

Definition 2.2.8. A morphism X — A is a right cartesian fibration if the morphism X — A x 1 is a two-sided
fibration. Conversely, a morphism X — B is a left cartesian fibration if the morphism X — 1 x B is a two-sided
fibration.

We denote by RCart(A) (resp. LCart(B)) the subcategory of w-Caty, /4 (resp. w-Cat,,,p) whose objects are
left (resp. right) cartesian fibrations.
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Proposition 2.2.9. Let X — A x B be a two-sided fibration. Then
A xaX =B

is a left cartesian fibration, and
XxpB — A

is a right cartesian fibration.

Proof. We will show only the first claim; the second is proven similarly. We have to show that the diagram of
the shape

c@{0} —= A xa X —— X
AxB—5 AxB

|

c®[1]f —— B

admits a unique lifting. Remark first that we can uniquely lift the morphism ¢ ® [1]f — B to A* x B as the
projection 7 has the unique left lifting property against marked trivialization, and as every morphism c®[1]# —
A® uniquely factors through ¢ by example 2.1.10. It is then sufficient to demonstrate that A” x4 X — A° x B
is a two-sided fibration, which directly follows from proposition 2.2.4. O

Lemma 2.2.10. Suppose we are given a diagram

(Dn)t L (Dn)t v [Hﬁ

~ |

Ax B

where V is the morphism preserving the endpoints. If the induced morphism [1]* — B factors through [0], then
V is biinitial over (A, B).

Proof. Remark that V is the following colimit of morphisms in w-Cat /4 p:

0] «—— {0} x {1} —— (Dn): x {1}

J | |

—— {0} < [1ff —— (D) x [1]f

\l/

Ax B
As all these morphisms are biinitial over (A, B), so is their colimit. O

Lemma 2.2.11. Let (f,g) : X — A X B be a left cartesian fibration. Then X s equivalent to the marked
w-category whose underlying w-category is X and whose marking is freely generated by the marked cells in X
that are either over an object of A or an object of B. More formally, we claim that the canonical morphism

AP xAXHXxBBbﬁX

Xb

is an equivalence.
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Proof. We will show by induction on n and on all two-sided fibrations (f,g) : X — A x B that any marked
n-cell v in X is a composite of marked n-cells which are either over a 0-cell of A or a 0-cell of B.

The initialization is trivial, and suppose then the result is true at the stage n. Let uw be a marked n-cell
in X with O-source a and O-target b. Applying the induction hypothesis to the bifibration homx (a,b) —
homp(g(a),g(b)) x homu(f(a), f(b)), we can reduce to the case where wu is either over a 1-cell of A or over a
1-cell of B. We will then suppose that we are in the first case, the other being treated similarly. This data then
induces a diagram:

(Dn)t X

Vl J(ﬁg)
(D)o v 1 —— [ x (Dy)y, o A X B

which admits a unique lift by lemma 2.2.10. This then implies that the cell u is a whiskering u’ og ¥ where v is
over an object of B and v’ is over an object of A. O

Corollary 2.2.12. Suppose we are given a morphism
X 25y
between two two-sided fibrations. Then ¢ is an equivalence if and only if for any a: A and b: B,
¢a,b : Xa,b — Ya,b

is an equivalence.

Proof. This is obviously necessary. Suppose then that ¢ induces equivalences on fibers. As equivalences between
left (resp. right) Cartesian fibrations are detected on fibers by [Lou24, corollary 3.2.2.8|, this implies that for
any a : A, b : B, the morphisms

X, —2 v X, —% vy,
~ | ~ |
A x {b} {a} x B

are equivalences. Using once again the fact that equivalences between left (resp. right) Cartesian fibrations are
detected on fibers, and using proposition 2.2.9 to apply this result, this implies that the two morphisms

A sy X -2 A sy Y XxpB 25V xp B
are equivalences. By lemma 2.2.11, that concludes the proof. [l

Lemma 2.2.13. For any A, the morphism AW 5 A x A is a two-sided fibration.

Proof. Suppose we are given a diagram

C®{0} —— Al

l l (2.2.14)

C® 1) ﬁAxA
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such that m factors through C. As we have a cocartesian square

[1JF > {1} —— [ x [1)f

I

(0] ——— [1JF v [1)¥

the square (2.2.14) corresponds to a morphism C' — AP and its unique lift is the induced morphism

O — AP AT 402

The case of the lifting property in a diagram

C®{1} —— Al

l

C®[1]ﬁmA><A

such that 7o factors through C' is similar.

Proposition 2.2.15. For any span A — B + C of w-categories, the morphism
—
AxC—AxC
B

is a two-sided fibration.
Proof. This directly follows from lemma 2.2.13 and from the stability of two-sided fibration by pullback.
Proposition 2.2.16. A span (f,g) : X = A x B is a two-sided fibration if and only if

(1) Ewery square of shape
{0} — X

J{ /;YJ,

M —— AxB

where [1]* — A factors through [0] admits a unique lifting.

Every square of shape
{1} — X

J{ /;YJ,

M —— AxB

where [1]* — B factors through [0] admits a unique lifting.
(2) Every square of shape

D, ——— X (D) —— X
P
D)V —— AxB (D,):V[1)f —— Ax B

where [1]* — A factors through [0] admits a unique lifting.
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Every square of shape

D, —— X D)y ———= X
e I
[1!vD’ —— AxB [1fv (Dy): — Ax B

where [1)* — B factors through [0] admits a unique lifting.
(8) For any x,y in X, the morphism:

homx (z,y) — homg(g(), g(y)) x homa(f(x), f(y))

is a two-sided fibration.

Proof. Suppose first that (f,g9) : X — A x B is a left cartesian fibration. It obviously fulfills the condition
(1). The lemma 2.2.10 and its dual version imply that (f,g) verifies the condition (2). The condition (3) is a
consequence of proposition 2.2.7.

Suppose now that (f,g) : X — A x B verifies the three conditions. The homotopy type of morphisms of
w-Caty,  4x p having the unique right lifting property against S is closed under composition and pushout. It
then includes morphisms of the form

D’ ® {0} —— D’ @ [1]*

\ l

Ax B

where D?l ® [1]* — A factors through D?l as, by proposition 1.6.11, this morphism is the composition of the
following sequence of morphisms over A X B:

{0} — D,

| :

(1)) ———— D, V1] +— [D,_1 ®{1},1]

|

[Dy—1 ®{0},1] . D1 ® [1,1]

| :

[1)*v D, —— D, ®[1]f

We show similarly that (f, g) is local with respect to morphisms

(D) ® {0} —— (Dn) @ [1f

T

Ax B
where (D,,); ® [1]* — A factors through (D,,);. The span (f,g) is then local with respect to 14 5, and we
demonstrate similarly that it is local with respect to F 4 g. The span (f,g) is then a two-sided fibration. O

2.3 (w,1)-double marked categories

Definition 2.3.1. A simplicial object Dy : A°? — w-Caty, is a (w, 1)-double marked category if for any integer
k, the canonical map:
Dk — D1 X Dg +++ XDg D1
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is an equivalence. We denote by (w,1)-DblCat,, the full subcategory of Fun(A°?, w-Cat,,) spanned by (w,1)-
double marked categories.

Definition 2.3.2. Let K be a category and C' a marked w-category. We denote by (C, K) : A% — w-Caty,
the (w, 1)-double marked category whose value on n is given by:

(CK),, :=Cx K,
This association defines a cocontinuous functor:
(_, ) : Cat xw-Cat,, — (w,1)-DblCat,,

Remark 2.3.3. By some manipulation on localization of presheaf category, we can show that the adjunction
induced by left Kan extension,

(., h:A X w-Caty, | 1 (w, 1)-DblCat,,

is a localization. Any colimit preserving functor F' : (w,1)-DblCat,, — X is then a restriction of the colimit
preserving functor A x w-Cat,, — X sending [n], C onto F((C,[n]})).

Construction 2.3.4. Let D, be a (w, 1)-double marked category and f : A — Dy a morphism. We denote by
f*Ds the (w, 1)-double marked category whose value on n fits in the pullback:

D, — D,
Hi<n A1) — li<n Proy
Definition 2.3.5. A (w, 1)-double marked category D, is accompanied if
(1) Dy ~ D}.
(2) The canonical morphism Dy — Dg X Dg is a two-sided fibration.

Remark 2.3.6. If D, is an accompanied (w, 1)-double marked category and f : A — Dy is a morphism, then
f*D is accompanied.

Lemma 2.3.7. A morphism ¢ : De — C, between accompanied (w, 1)-double marked categories is an equivalence
if and only if:

(1) The induced morphism Cy — Dy is an equivalence.

(2) For any x,y in Cy, the induced morphism (C1)z,y — (D1)g(a),6(y) 5 an equivalence.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact that equivalences between two-sided fibrations are detected on
fibers, as proven in corollary 2.2.12. O

2.4 Double initial morphisms

Definition 2.4.1. We denote by I the set of morphisms of shape
(X @ {0}, [0) = (X@[%,[0)  or (X, {0}) = (X @[] [1])

for X being either D,, or (D,); and k an integer. A morphism is double initial if it is in I:l;l. Double initial
morphisms are then stable under colimits, transfinite compositions, pushouts, left cancellation, and retracts.
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Example 2.4.2. If i : C' — D is an initial morphism between 1-categories, then for any marked w-category X,
(X,C) = (X, D)
is double initial.
Lemma 2.4.3. For any (w, 1)-double marked categories D,, the morphism
Do % ([0], {0}) = Do x ([0], [1])
ts double initial.

Proof. As the cartesian product commutes with colimits, we can reduce to the case where D, is of shape (X [n]).
As we have (X, [n]) x ([0],{0}) ~ (X, [n] x {0}) and (X, [n]) x ([0], [1]) ~ (X, [n] x [1]), this follows from the fact
that [n] x {0} — [n] x [1] is an initial object between 1-categories and from example 2.4.2. O

Definition 2.4.4. A left retract structure for a morphism i, : Co — D, is the data of a retract ro : De — Cl,
a deformation e : De ® ([0],[1]) — D, and equivalences:

Tele ~idc,  (Ve)|Dex{0} ~ ieTe  (Ve)|Dyxi1} ~idD,  (Ve)|cyx(0],1]) ~ %o CStC,

A morphism ¢ : C — D over A x B is a left deformation retract if it admits a left deformation retract structure.
By abuse of notation, such data will just be denoted by (i, 7, ).

Proposition 2.4.5. Left deformation retracts are double initial.

Proof. Let i : Co — D4 be a left deformation retract. We define Dy x¢ ([0],[1]) as the following pushout:

x ([0], [1]) ——— Do x ([0}, [1])

CL -

o —— Da xc, ([0],[1])

Consider now the diagram:
Ce x {0} BRLENYON x ([0], [1])

\l

It follows from stability by left cancellation and from lemma 2.4.3 that C, x ([0], [1]) — Cl is double initial. By
stability by pushout and composition, and using once again example 2.1.5, so is De x {0} = Do x¢ ([0], [1]).
Eventually, the diagram

Co — D, x {0} e Cs

Dy x {1} —— D4 x¢ ([0],[1]) —— Da x ([0}, [1]) = D,
expresses io as a retract of Do x {0} — Do X, ([0],[1]). The morphism i, is then double initial. O

Construction 2.4.6. Let D, be an (w, 1)-double category and x an object of Dg. We denote by (D,),, the
(w, 1)-double marked categories defined by the formula:

(Dn)m/HDn—&-l
L

{2} ——— Dy
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Lemma 2.4.7. The morphism {x} — (D), is double initial.

Proof. We will show that this morphism admits a left deformation retract structure, which will conclude the
proof by proposition 2.4.5. The retraction is given by the unique morphism (Ds),, — {} and the deformation
is

¢ : (De)zy % ([0, [1]) = (Da)ay

induced for any n by the morphism
Dn+1 X [1] — Dn+1

sending u : Dy,41 and ¢ : [n + 1] — [1] onto d(¢)*u where d(¢) : [n + 1] — [n + 1] is the simplicial map whose
value on k is k x ¢(k). O
2.5 Left fibration in (w, 1)-double marked categories

Definition 2.5.1. A left fibration is a morphism having the unique left lifting property against I4,;. Unfolding
the definition, a morphism E, — D, is a left fibration if

(1) Ey — Dy is a left cartesian fibration.

(2) for any integer k, the canonical square

D, —— D{O}
is cartesian.

We denote by LFib(D,) the subcategory of (w,1)-DblCaty,,p, spanned by two-sided fibrations, and we then
have a canonical adjunction

F: (w,1)-DblCat,, /p, , L LFib(Ds) : ¢ (2.5.2)
where the right adjoint is fully faithful. The functor F is the left fibrant replacement functor.
Proposition 2.5.3. Let Do be an accompanied (w,1)-double category. The canonical morphism
(De)zy — Do
is the left fibrant replacement of {x} — D,.

Proof. The lemma 2.4.7 implies that {z} — (D,),, is double initial. Moreover, we have by construction a
cartesian square:
(Do)x/ — Dy

Lo
{z} x Dy —— Dy x Dg

As D, is accompanied, the right vertical map is a two-sided cartesian fibration, which implies that the right
one is a left cartesian fibration. Moreover, as D, verifies the Segal condition, we have a Cartesian square:

(Dn)m/ . (Do)x/
I
D, — Dy

These two facts imply that (Ds),, — D, is a left fibration of (w, 1)-double marked categories, which concludes
the proof. O
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2.6 Marked (w, 1)-effectivity

Definition 2.6.1. A (w,1)-filtration is a morphism Ay — A; between w-categories. A (w,1)-filtration is
surjective if it is a filtration such that Ay — A; is O-surjective.
We denote by Filt,, 1 the category Fun([1], w-Cat) and Filt_’; the full subcategory of surjective (w, 1)-filtrations.

Definition 2.6.2. Let & < n be two elements of NU {w}. We denote by Filt,, 1 the category Fun([1], w-Cat),
and Filt::l the subcategory of Filt,, ; whose objects are 0-surjective morphisms.

Construction 2.6.3. Given an (w, 1)-filtration A,, its directed marked Cech nerve, denoted by &, (Ap — Ay),
is the (w, 1)-double marked category whose value on n fits in the cartesian square:

En(Ag = Ay) — (AT
|- l

Hkgn Ag E— Hkgn A§
Given a (w, 1)-double marked category D, its realization is the (w, 1)-filtration |D|e := Dg — |DJ} where

|D|; = cognd D, @ [n]*.
These two functors fit into an adjunction:

|| (w,1)-DblCaty, , = " Filt,; : & (2.6.4)

Remark 2.6.5. By construction, we have

él(AO — Al) = AO ; Ao.
A

Remark 2.6.6. It can be useful to remark that the functor | | is the restriction of the colimit preserving

functor
| | :Fun(A°,w-Cat,,) — Filt, 1

defined by the formula:
[(Com)| =[] C" @ {k} = (C @ [n))"
k

Lemma 2.6.7. Let A, be a (w,1)-filtration. The (w,1)-double marked category Ge(A) is accompanied.

Proof. We have to check that for any f: A — B, the morphism &;(f) — & (f) X € (f) is a two-sided fibration,
which directly follows from proposition 2.2.15. |

Lemma 2.6.8. Let D, be a (w,1)-double marked category. The (w,1)-filtration |Dle is surjective.

Proof. This directly follows from the remark 2.6.6 as 0-surjective morphisms are stable under colimits and as
[1, C% — (C ® [n]*)* obviously induces an equivalence on objects. O

Construction 2.6.9. We can easily check that | |; sends (X ®{0},[0]) — (X ®[1]%,]0]) and (X, {0}) — (X, [1])
to X®{0} — X ®[1]%. As this functor preserves colimits, it sends double initial morphisms to initial morphisms,
and then induces, for any (w, 1)-double marked category D,, a derived adjunction:

| |P: LFib(D,) | L’ LCart(|D.|f) : Np (2.6.10)

Where the left adjoint is natural in D, : (w, 1)-DblCat,, and the right adjoint is natural in D, : (w, 1)-DblCat,,".
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Proposition 2.6.11. For any (w, 1)-double marked category D., the functor | |P : LFib(Ds) — LCart(|D,|*)
is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. We will show that the right adjoint Np is an equivalence of categories. The explicit description of the
left fibration of a (w, 1)-double marked category given in definition 2.5.1 implies that

LFib(D,) ~ erAld Fun([n], LCart®(D,,)).
The functor N is equivalent to the composite:
LCart(cognd D, @ [n]")f — erAld LCart((D,, ® [n]*)*) — egd Fun([n], LCart®(D,,))
where the right arrow is induced by the family of right adjoints in the adjunctions:

Fun([k], LCart®(D,,)) z LCart((D,, ® [k]*)%)

defined in [Lou24, construction 4.1.3.1]. Moreover, proposition 4.1.3.28 of [Lou24] implies that these adjunctions
are an adjoint equivalence, and corollary 4.1.2.17 of [Lou24] states that LCart( ) sends colimits to limits. As
a consequence, the functor Np is an equivalence, which concludes the proof. [l

Lemma 2.6.12. Let Dy be an accompanied (w, 1)-double category, and x,y two objects of Dy. The canonical
morphism

(DI)ELy) — hom‘DH(|x|1, |y|1)
18 an equivalence.
Proof. Proposition 2.5.3 states that (D,),, is the fibrant replacement of {x} — D,, which implies it is then
sent to the fibrant replacement of {|z|;} — |D[*. By [Lou24, remark 3.2.2.14], this fibrant replacement is
(ID[)a1,y — IDF-
We then have

|(D°)z/|1D ~ (|D|§)|x|1/

and by proposition 2.6.11,
(D0>z/ NND((|D|§>|I|1/>'

By evaluating on [1], we then have a cartesian square:

(D1)e —— (IDs[H1
{} x D} —— D} x D},
Taking the fiber over y, we get the desired equivalence. (|

Theorem 2.6.13. The realization of a (w,1)-double category is always a surjective (w,1)-filtration, and the
directed marked Cech nerve of a (w,1)-filtration is always an accompanied (w,1)-double marked category.
The realization and the directed marked Cech nerve induce inverse equivalences:

|_|:(w,1)-DblCaty, ~ Filt; : &

Proof. The first assertion is lemmas 2.6.8 and 2.6.7. It remains to show that the realization and the directed
marked Cech nerve induce the given equivalences. Let D, be an accompanied category. By construction, we
have an equivalence &y(|Ds|) ~ Dg. The unit of the adjunction induces a diagram :
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Dy s & (|D.))
1<

The lemma 2.6.12 implies that the unit is an equlvalence on ﬁbers7 and as these two spans are bifibrations, the
corollary 2.2.12 implies that 14 is an equivalence. As D, and &, (|D]) are Segal objects, this implies the desired
equivalence.

Suppose now we are given a O-surjection p : C — D. Lemma 2.6.8 implies that |&(p)| : C — |(:(p)|h1 is 0-
surjective, and so is 7 : |é.(p)|i — D by left cancellation. Let x,y be two objects of | (p)|h1, and let Z, ¢ be two
objects of C' that are sent to x and y. This induces a diagram :

hom‘cu (p)‘g (‘%7 g)

— T

hom‘c.(p)‘i (z,y) homp (n(x),n(y))

However, the lemma 2.6.12 implies that the upper left morphism is an equivalence, and so is the lower one. The
morphism 7 : |é.(p)|i — D is then fully faithful. As we already know that it is O-surjective, this implies that it
is an equivalence. As a consequence, we get |Ee(p)| ~ p. O

3 Effectivity of accompanied (n, m)-double categories

3.1 (n,m)-Double categories

Definition 3.1.1. Let n,m € NU{w}. A (n,m)-double category is a functor Do : ©% — n-Cat such that for

any globular sum a, the canonical morphism D, — Dsp_ is an equivalence. We denote by (n,m)-DblCat the

category of (n, m)-double categories®.

Definition 3.1.2. Let K be an m-category and C an n-category. We denote by (C, K)e : A% — w-Cat the
(n, m)-double category whose value on n is given by:

(C,K)q :=C x K,
This association defines a cocontinuous functor:

n-Cat x m-Cat — (n, m)-DblCat

Remark 3.1.3. By some manipulation on localization of presheaf category, we can show that the adjunction
induced by left Kan extension,
( , )Y:Om xnCat 1 (n,m)DblCat

is a localization. Any colimit preserving functor F' : (n,m)-DblCat — X is then a restriction of the colimit
preserving functor ©,, x n-Cat — X sending a,C onto F((C,a)).

Definition 3.1.4. Let D, be a (n,m)-double category and (z,y) two objects of Dy. We denote by hom7,(z,y)e
the (n — 1, m)-double category whose value on a : © fits in the pullback:

homY,(x,y)e D([ll]

{z} x{y} —— Do x Dy —— D, x D,

SWe decided to call (n,m)-double categories the m-categories in the n-categories to stick with the convention of denoting
(n, m)-categories the m-categories in n-homotopy types.
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and hom%(a@, y)e the (n,m — 1)-double category whose value on a : © fits in the pullback:
hom®, (2, y)a — Diay

{z} x{y} —— Do x Dy

Eventually, given k£ < n and | < m, we define 7, ; D, as the (k,[)-double category whose value on a € ©; is

Tk,lDa = Tk(Da).

3.2 Accompanied (n,1)-double categories

We will start by recalling some results on (1, 1)-double categories proven by Ruit in [Rui25].

Notation 3.2.1. Let D4 be a (1, 1)-double category. The 1-cell of Dy will be called a vertical 1-cell of D,, and
we will use the notation f : a — b to signify that m,""(¢g) ~ a and ﬂ'a“v(g) ~ b. The objects of D; are called
horizontal 1-cells. When we write f : a + b, this means that f is a vertical 1-cell such that Wo_’h(f) ~ a and

Wa“h(f) ~ b. The 1-cells of D; will be pictured as squares, as shown below:
ﬂa*hm)l o lfro*”’(a)
[ ] Tm}) [ ]

Finally, we will denote by ~ of _ the O-composition in each of the 1-categories Cy,, and o’&

functor: b
D1 XDODl ND2 —dl>D1

Definition 3.2.2. Let D, be a (1,1)-double category.

_ the canonical

A vertical 1-cell f : a — b is companionable if there exists a horizontal 1-cell f : a - b called a companion of f,

two squares

a=—— a a—{—>b

v | il |
@ — b—— b

that are called respectively the companionship unit and the companionship counit, and equivalences:

azﬁaj—ﬂ) aj—>b
ol e || |
a—_]|c_—>b$b a—_}_—>b
and
a =—— a
Y
a—{—>b a=——a
fl loxs H ~ fl 1% lf
b——1> b——1>

A (1,1)-double category D, is accompanied if every vertical cell is companionable. We denote by (1, 1)-DblCat®

the full subcategory of (1,1)-DblCat whose objects are accompanied (1, 1)-double categories.
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Proposition 3.2.3 (Ruit). Let f : a — b be a companionable vertical 1-cell. The homotopy type of companion-
ship units of f as well as the homotopy type of companionship units of f is contractible.

Proof. This is [Rui25, theorem 2.5.13]. O

Lemma 3.2.4. Let D, be a (1,1)-double category, and f : a — b, g : b — = two companionable 1-cells. The
1-cell g of f is then companionable.

Proof. We leave it to the reader to check that a companion is given by f 0§ g, and the companionship unit and
counit are given by the composite:

4 =— a=——a a—+—b—F—c
T R
aﬁc_—>b:|:b b=——0b—1>c
Iy H by ly gl Iy gl Py
aﬂﬁbﬂgﬁc c=—F—c¢c=—— ¢

O

Definition 3.2.5. Let D, be a (1,1)-double category. A square « : s - t in Dy is bicartesian if s and t are
companionable, and if it is of the shape:

for some horizontal cell f.

Lemma 3.2.6. Let D, be a (1,1)-double category. Bicartesian cells are stable under horizontal and vertical
compositions and contain horizontal identities of companionable 1-cells.

Proof. The stability by horizontal composition and the fact that identities of companionable 1-cells are bi-
cartesian cells is straightforward. The stability by horizontal composition is easily verified using the explicit
description of the (co)unit companionship of a composite of vertical arrows given in the proof of lemma 3.2.4. O

Definition 3.2.7. Let D, be a (1,1)-double category. We denote by t°Dy the marking on Dy consisting of
companionable 1-cells. We denote by t°D; the marking on D; consisting of bicartesian cells. Eventually, we
denote by t°D,, the marking on D, defined as

fCD[n] = tCDl Xte Dy tCDl X ... X¢e Dy thl-

As lemma 3.2.6 states that bicartesian cells are stable under horizontal composition, this implies that
(D), t°Dyy)) is a simplicial marked category, which we will denote as (D,t°D),.

Theorem 3.2.8 (Ruit). Let Do be a (1,1)-double category. The morphism
(thCD)l - (thcD)O X (thcD)O

is a two-sided fibration.
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Proof. The theorem 2.6.8 of [Rui25| and its dual version imply that a cocartesian lift of (f : a = b,I} : b —
b,t:c— d) is given by the composition of

bJ—>c:v:c

| nr | o |

Eventually, bicartesian cells in the sense of 3.2.5 exactly correspond to vertical compositions of these cocartesian
and cartesian lifts. O

The goal of this section is to generalize the previous theorem to a (n,1)-double category.

Notation 3.2.9. Let D, be a (n, 1)-double category. We will denote by 7, ", 7" : (C)m — (C)), the functors
sending a m-cell of C; to its k-source and target. We will denote by m,"", 7Tar Y. Oy — Cp the two functors
induced by the simplicial map {0} — [1] and {1} — [1]. When we write f : a + b, this means that f is a cell

of C} such that Wo_’h(f) ~ a and wa"h(f) ~ b. Finally, we will denote by _ o} _ the k-compositions in each of

the n-categories Cy,, and _ ol  the canonical functor:

D 1
Dl XDUDlNDQ—d>D1

Definition 3.2.10. Let n € NU {w}, and let D, be a (n,1)-double category. We define by induction on
0 < k < n the notion of companionable k-cell of Dy. A 1-cell o in Dy is companionable if the corresponding
vertical 1-cell of 71,1 Ds is companionable. A k-cell o in Dy is companionable if the corresponding (k — 1)-cell
of homp, (my " (), o " () )eor is companionable.

We denote by (n,1)-DblCat the full subcategory of (n,1)-DblCat whose objects are accompanied (n, 1)-double
categories.

Remark 3.2.11. Let C¢ — D, be a morphism that is an equivalence when evaluated on [0]. As companion
structures are preserved by any morphism of (n, 1)-double categories, if C, is accompanied, so is D,.

Remark 3.2.12. Let n € NU {w} and let D, be a (n,1)-double category. If n < w, the (n,1)-double category
D, is accompanied if and only if

(1) 71,1 D4 is accompanied.

(2) for any x,y € Dy, the (n — 1,1)-double category hom?},(z, y)eor is accompanied.
If n = w, the (n, 1)-double category D, is accompanied if and only if for any k& > 0, 7, 1(D,) is accompanied.

Lemma 3.2.13. Let D, be a (n,1)-double category. Let o be a k-cell of Dy with k > 1, and f:a — b a 1-cell
of D such that f and o are composable. Then, if o is companionable, so is aof f.

Proof. The 1-cell f induces a functor:
fi: homp, (my " v, a)eor — homY, (" v, b) gor

that sends « to aoqg f. As a morphism of (n, 1)-double categories preserves companion structure, this concludes
the proof. O
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Proposition 3.2.14. Companionable vertical cells are closed under composition.

Proof. Remark first that units obviously are companionable. We will then use the remark 1.5.6 and its notation
to demonstrate the result. We will proceed by induction. The case k = 0 follows from lemmas 3.2.6 and 3.2.13.
The recursive step is demonstrated using the fact that given a (n, 1)-double category Do and an integer m > 0,
a m-cell @ in Dy is companionable if and only if the corresponding (n — 1)-cell of hom?,(my ", 7" @)eor is
companionable. O

Definition 3.2.15. Let D, be an (n,1)-double category, and let f : a - b and f’ : o’ - b’ be two objects of
D;. We denote by homY,(f, g)e the (n — 1,1)-double category whose value on k is:

hom$,(f,g)k =[] homp,(Dy(f), Do(f')).
é:[k] (1]

Remark 3.2.16. If D, is an (n,1)-double category and f : a - b and f': a’ + V' are two objects of Dy, then

hom (£, f')o 1= homp, (a,b) | [ homp, (a’, b')

and
hom (f,g)1 == homp, (I2, 1) [ [ homp, (£, f") [ [ homp, (I, Tj).

Definition 3.2.17. Let n € NU{w}, and let D, be a (n, 1)-double category. We define by inductionon 0 < k <n
the notion of bicartesian k-cell of Di. A 1-cell a in D; is bicartesian if the corresponding square of 71 1D, is
bicartesian. A k-cell o in Dy is bicartesian if the corresponding (k — 1)-cell of hom?p,(m, " (), 7o " (@) )eer is
bicartesian.

Lemma 3.2.18. Let D, be a (n,1)-double category. Let o be a k-cell of Dy for k > 1, and 8: f — g a 1-cell
of Dy such that B and o are 0-composable. Then, if « is a bicartesian cell, so is a of 3.

Proof. The 1-cell f induces a functor:
By : homip (g v, f)eor — homip (my v, g)ecr

that sends « to aog . As a morphism of (n, 1)-double categories preserves bicartesian cell, this concludes the
proof. O

Proposition 3.2.19. Let D, be a (n,1)-double category. Bicartesian cells are stable under vertical and hori-
zontal composition and contain horizontal units of companionable cells.

Proof. The stability by horizontal composition of bicartesian cells and the fact that horizontal and vertical units
of companionable cells are bicartesian cells is straightforward.

We will then use the remark 1.5.6 and its notation to demonstrate the stability by vertical composition. We
will proceed by induction on k. The case k = 0 follows from lemmas 3.2.6 and 3.2.18. The recursive step is
demonstrated using the fact that given a (n,1)-double category Do and an integer m > 0, a m-cell « in Dy is
a bicartesian cell if and only if the corresponding (n — 1)-cell of hom!, (7, "o, mj "’ a)e is a bicartesian cell. [

Definition 3.2.20. Let D, be a (n,1)-double category. We denote by t°Dy the marking on Dy consisting of
companionable cells. We denote by ¢“D; the marking on D; consisting of bicartesian cells. Eventually, we
denote by t°D,, the marking on D, defined as

tCD[n] = thl Xte Do thl X .. XteDy tCDl.
As proposition 3.2.19 states that bicartesian cells are stable under horizontal composition, this implies that

(Din), t°Dyy)) is a simplicial marked n-category, which we will denote as (D,t°D),.
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Remark 3.2.21. Any functor f : Co — D, verifies f(tCq) C tDs.

Definition 3.2.22. Let 1 < k < n be two integers. The functor [Dy_1, ]: A — ©,, sending [n] onto [Dy_1,n]
induces a morphism
intg : n-Cat — Cat

sending an n-category C to the category whose objects are the same and morphisms are k-cells.

Lemma 3.2.23. Let 1 <k <n <w, and let Dq be a (n,1)-double category. Any diagram of shape

D) (C,t°Ch)

[l]u \/D';c E— (Oo,tcco) X (007t600)

where the first projection [1] V D,, — Cy factors through D,,, admits a unique lift.

Proof. We have a canonical functor 71 1De — inty De. As functors of (n,1)-double categories preserve com-
panionable cells and bicartesian cells, this implies that a lift in the diagram of the statement of the lemma
corresponds to a lift in the diagram:

[l]b (intk C4,t%inty Cl)

[1]”‘i Vv [1]b —— (intg, Cp, t€inty, Co) X (il’ltk Co, t¢inty, Co)

However, the theorem 3.2.8 implies that the left-hand morphism is a two-sided fibration, and by proposition
2.2.16, lifts exist and are unique. O

Lemma 3.2.24. Let 1 <k <n <w, and let Dy be a (n,1)-double category. Any diagram of shape

(Dk)t _— (Cl, tCCl)

[l]t1 V (Dk)t E— (Co,tCCO) X (Co,tCCO)

where the first projection [1] V D,, — Cy factors through D,,, admits a unique lift.

Proof. Suppose first that £ = 1. In this case, up to replacing D, by 71 1D., we can assume that D, is a
(1,1)-double category and then apply the theorem 3.2.8.

Suppose now that k& > 1. We denote by int}, D,, the subcategory of inty D,, whose objects are the same and whose
morphisms are n-cells of D,, that belong to t°D,,. Note in particular that the canonical functor 7 1 De — inty D,
factors through int), D,,. As functors of (n, 1)-double categories preserve comparable cells and bicartesian cells,
this implies that a lift in the diagram of the statement of the lemma corresponds to a lift in the diagram:

[ (int}, C1,t¢int}, C1)

[1]# v [1]> —— (int}, Co, t¢int}, Cp) x (int}, Cy, t¢ int}, Cop)

However, the theorem 3.2.8 implies that the left-hand morphism is a two-sided fibration, and by proposition
2.2.16, lifts exist and are unique. [l
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Lemma 3.2.25. Let n € NU {w} and let Do be an (n,1)-double category. The morphism
(thCD)l - (thCD)O X (thCD)O
is a two-sided fibration.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on n. The case n =1 is a consequence of theorem 3.2.8. Suppose then the
result is true at the stage n—1 < w, and let Do be a (n, 1)-double category. The theorem 3.2.8 applied to 71 1D,
implies that the span of the statement then verifies the condition (1) of proposition 2.2.16. The condition (2)
is implied by lemmas 3.2.23 and 3.2.24 and their dual versions. Eventually, let f : a = b and f’ : o/ = V' be
two objects of D;. The induction hypothesis applied to the (n — 1,1)-double categories hom7,(f, g)eor and the
cartesian square

hom(p ¢epy, (f,9) (hom{p (f, g),thomp, (f, 9))1

! |

hom(D,th)o (CL, CL/) X hom(D,tCD)o (ba b/) B (homUD (fv g)v [ hova(f, g))o X (homUD (fv g)v [ hOInUD (fv g))o

implies that
homp sepy, (f, 9) = hom(p 4epy, (b, ") X hom(p scpy, (a, a’)

is a two-sided fibration. The span of the statement then verifies the condition (3) of proposition 2.2.16, which
implies that it is a two-sided fibration.

Suppose now that n = w. Let i be a morphism of IF(p i p),,(p,+cp),- By construction, the domain and the
codomain of ¢ are k-categories for some k. The span

(D,t°D)y — (D,t°D)o x (D, t°D)o
is local with respect to 4 if and only if
Tr1(D,t°D)1 — 75,1(D,t°D)o X 1,1 (D,t°D)g

is local with respect to i, which is true by the induction hypothesis. [l
We then have the following corollary of Ruit theorem:
Theorem 3.2.26. Let n € NU{w} and let D be a (n,1)-double category.

(D1,t°D1) — (Do, t°Dg) x (Dg, t°Dy)
is a two-sided fibration. Furthermore, if Do is a marked (n,1)-double category such that Dy := Dg and

D1 — Dy x Dy

is a two-sided fibration, then DY is accompanied.

Proof. The first assertion is lemma 3.2.25. It remains to prove the second assertion, and to this end, let D4 be
a marked (n,1)-double category fulfilling the desired condition. We will show that any 1-cell of Dy admits a
companion. By the proposition 2.2.7 and by the definition of companionable n-cell, this will imply the result
by an easy induction.

Let f be a 1-cell of Dy. By proposition 2.2.16, there exists an unique lift [ appearing in the following diagram:

# I
[1] — D
o
VIR t Dt
WV vtz Do X Do
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This lift [ then corresponds to the data of

a =—a
v s

a——b a =——a

NN

b=—=—2> b=—10>

Furthermore, ¢#11) is a marked 1-cell of D; which lies in the fiber of D; over {a} x {b}. By proposition 2.2.6
1-cell is then an equivalence, and we then have

a:':afb a—‘nf—>b
v lre |~ v |
a#b$b a#b

We directly obtain the following corollary:
Corollary 3.2.27. The functor
(_)%: (w,1)-DblCat,, — (w,1)-DblCat
mduces an equivalence:
(_)%: (w,1)-DblCat’, ~ (w,1)-DblCat*
3.3 Highly directed Cech nerve
Definition 3.3.1. Let n,m be two elements of NU {w}. A (n,m)-filtration is a sequence
Ag— AL — ... = A,

where A; is an (n + i)-category. A (n, m)-filtration is surjective if for any i < n, A; — A; 41 is i-surjective.
We denote by Filt,, ,,, the subcategory of Fun([k], (n + m)-Cat) whose objects correspond to (n,m)-filtrations
and Filt,,, the full subcategory of surjective (n, m)-filtrations.

Remark 3.3.2. For any k, Filt,, 5, is simply the functor category Fun([k], w-Cat).

Construction 3.3.3. Given a (n,m)-filtration A,, its Cech nerve, denoted by & (A), is the (n,m)-double
category whose value on a is defined by induction on |a| by setting &o)(A) := Ag and &,(A) for |a| > 0 as the
pullback:
Eo(A) ————— A°
Crya(a)(A) — ATlel -1 (@)
Given a (n,m)-double category D,, its realization, denoted by |D|e, is the (n,m)-filtration defined by the

formula
|D|x := coend D, ® a.
O

In particular, we have |D|o := Dy.
These two functors fit into an adjunction

| |:(n,m)-DblCat , L " Filty, p, : € (3.3.4)
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Remark 3.3.5. Let A, be a (n,m)-filtration. The n-category &(A); is Ao % Ay, the n-category &(A)s is
Ay
—

Ap X  Ap, and so on.
A1 X Ay
Ag
Remark 3.3.6. It can be useful to note that the functor | | is the restriction of the colimit preserving functor

|_|: Fun(©2?, n-Cat) — Filt,,

defined by the formula:
{Cia)| =C®m0a— CRma— ... > CRTpa — ...

Proposition 3.3.7. Let Do be a (n,m)-double category. Then |D|s belongs to Filt,,, .

Proof. This directly follows from remark 3.3.6 and from proposition 1.4.23 that implies that C®7ya — C®@Tiy1a
is k-surjective. O

Definition 3.3.8. We define by induction on (n,m) the notion of accompanied (n,m)-double categories as
follows:
(1) Every (0,m)-double category and (n,0)-double category is accompanied.

(2) If n < wor m < w, a (n, m)-double category is accompanied if 71 1 D, is accompanied, and for any objects
2,y in Do, hom?,(x,y)ee and hom}b (x,y)e are accompanied.

(3) A (w,w)-double category D, is accompanied if for any n < w and m < w, 7, mDe is accompanied.

Remark 3.3.9. Let n,m € NU{w}, and let Do be a (n,m)-double category. If m < w, then the (n,m)-double
category D, is accompanied if and only if

(1) 75,1 D4 is accompanied.
(2) for any z,y € Dy, the (n,m — 1)-double category hom%(z, Y)e is accompanied.
If m = w, the (n,m)-double category D, is accompanied if and only if for any k > 0, 7,, (D) is accompanied.

Remark 3.3.10. Let D, be an accompanied (n,m)-double category. By assumption, Djjg 4] is accompanied.
Furthermore, for any a in ©,,_1, the morphism Djjg] o] = D[4,e] is an equivalence when evaluated on [0]. By
remark 3.2.11, this implies that D, o] is accompanied.

Lemma 3.3.11. Letn € NU{w}, m € N and let ¢ : Co — D4 be a morphism between accompanied (n, m)-double
categories. Then ¢ is an equivalence if and only if the following hold:

(1) the induced morphism Co — Dy is an equivalence.

(2) for any x,y € Cy, the induced morphism homp(x,y)e — hom’ (¢(x), d(y))e is an equivalence.

Proof. The remark 3.3.10 implies that for any a in ©,,_1, the (n,1)-double category Ci, . and Di,, are
accompanied. A morphism ¢ satisfies the two conditions of the statement if and only if the functors ¢, :
Cla,e] = Diq,e] induce equivalences when evaluated on [0] and on fibers for any a in ©,,_1. Moreover, ¢ is an
equivalence if and only if all the ¢, are equivalences. The result then follows from lemma 2.3.7. |

Construction 3.3.12. Let A, be an object of Filt, ,,,, and x,y two objects of Ag. We denote by homa(z,y)e
the (n,m — 1)-filtration:

homa, (f1(), f1(y)) — homa, (f2(), fa(y)) — ... = homa, (fx(z), fr(y)) = ...
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Lemma 3.3.13. Let A, be an object of Filt,, ,,, and z,y two objects of Ag. The canonical morphism
homlé(A) (,y)e — Co(homa(z,y))
is an equivalence.
Proof. This is a consequence of proposition 1.4.16. O

Construction 3.3.14. Let m’ > m. We denote by 7, », : Filty, 1y — Filt,, ,, the functor sending a sequence
k<m/ — A to k < m— Ai. Remark that we have canonical equivalences

ITnm |~ Taml| | €(Tam_) ~ Tnm€(_)
Proposition 3.3.15. For every (n,m)-filtration As, the (n,m)-double category & (A) is accompanied.

Proof. We proceed by induction on m. The case m = 1 follows from theorem 3.4.1.
Suppose the result is true at the stage (m—1) and let Aq be a (n, m)-filtration. Remark that we have a canonical
equivalence

Tmlé.(A) ~ é.(AQ — Al)
and it is accompanied by theorems 3.2.26 and 2.6.13. The induction hypothesis and lemma 3.3.13 imply that
hom}g(A) (x,y)e is accompanied. By remark 3.3.9, this implies that &,(A) is accompanied.
If m = w, the result follows from the equivalence

é(Tn,m_) ~ Tn,mé(_)

and the already proven case m < w. O

3.4 (n,1)-Effectivity

Theorem 3.4.1. The realization of a (n,1)-double category is always a surjective (n,1)-filtration, and the
directed marked Cech nerve of a (n,1)-filtration is always an accompanied (n,1)-double marked category.
The realization and the directed marked Cech merve induce inverse equivalences:

| _|:(n,1)-DblCat® ~ Filt,"; : &

Proof. Tt is sufficient to demonstrate the results when n = w. In this case, this follows from the equivalence
between marked accompanied (w,1)-double categories and accompanied (w, 1)-double categories of corollary
3.2.27 and from theorem 2.6.13. O

Corollary 3.4.2. Let A, be an object of Filt,, 1. The canonical morphism
|CV(A)|1 — Al
is fully faithful.

Proof. Let Ay — A; be an object of Filt;((n + 1)-Cat). Let A; be the unique (n + 1)-category fitting in a
commutative square

Ay — Ay
|
Ay — A4

where the top arrow is O-surjective and the left vertical arrow is fully faithful.

We can easily check that the assignment (Ag — A1) — (Ag — A;) is the right adjoint of the canonical inclusion
of Filt,, 1 into Filt,”;. However, the theorem 3.4.1 implies that |€_| is also a right adjoint of this inclusion. The
two canonical morphisms |¢(A)[; — A; and 1211 — A; then coincide, which concludes the proof. O
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Corollary 3.4.3. Let Do be an accompanied (n,1)-double category and f : A — Do a morphism. The canonical
morphism

|f*Dli — |D|
is fully faithful. In particular, if f is essentially surjective, this morphism is an equivalence.

Proof. This directly follows from the fact that D, is the Cech nerve of its realization by theorem 3.4.1 and from
the corollary 3.4.2. 0

Remark 3.4.4. Let D, be a companionable (n,1)-double category. We then have Dy ; Dy ~ Dy, which
|D1

induces for any z,y in Dg, a morphism
hom([zy, [y1) ~ (D1)a,y-
We can then easily check that the induced morphism

homp, (z,y) — hompy, (|z]1, [y|1) ~ (D1)ay
sends a 1-arrow of Dy to its companion.

Remark 3.4.5. Let D, be an accompanied (1, 1)-double category. Let ¢ : 70Dy — Dy be the inclusion of the
maximal sub homotopy type. The 2-category |¢*D|; is the 2-category freely generated by the flagged 2-category
Hor(D), and the corollary 3.4.3 then implies that |D| corresponds to a morphism

Dy — F Hor(D,).

Corollary 3.4.6. The inclusion ¢ : (n,1)-DblCat® — (n,1)-DblCat is part of a triplet of adjunctions:
_F
(n,1)-DblCat <—=— (n,1)-DblCat® : ¢

Comp
Where given a (n,1)-double category Do, F(Ds) := &(|D]).

Proposition 3.4.7. The category (n,1)-DblCat® is closed under colimits. Moreover, the canonical functor
(n,1)-DblCat® — (n,1)-DblCat preserves them.

Proof. Let F : I — (n,1)-DblCat be a functor such that for any ¢ : I, F (i) is accompanied. We want to show
that colim; F' is accompanied. Remark first that the colimit preserving functor evyg) : Fun(A°?, n-Cat) — n-Cat
sends (X, Sp,,) — (X, [n]) to equivalence. This then implies that the induced functor evyg)(n, 1)-DblCat — n-Cat
is colimit preserving.

Furthermore, as functors of (n, 1)-double categories preserve companions, the hypothesis implies that every cell
lying in the image of F(i) — colims F' for some 4 has companions. However, proposition 3.2.14 implies that
the space of cells having companions is closed under composition. By example 1.5.5, every cell of non-negative
dimension of (colim; F')y admits a companion, and the (n, 1)-double category colim; F is then accompanied. [

Proof. The adjunction F - ¢ comes from the adjunction
| |:(n,1)-DblCat , + * Filt;"((n + 1)-Cat) : &

and the theorem 3.4.1. The existence of the adjunction ¢ 4 Comp follows from proposition 3.4.7 that states that
L preserves colimits. O

Corollary 3.4.8. Let {A; — B;}icr be a family of 0-surjective functors in Filt,, 1 indexed by a category I.
Then we have an equivalence

cohlm Go(A; = B;) ~ é’.(thIm A — co_hlm B)).

Proof. Remark that (colim;.; A; — colim;.; B;) is the colimit of the functor I — Filt,’; induced by the family
of morphisms. The result then follows from theorem 3.4.1 and from proposition 3.4.7, which states that colimits
n (n,1)-DblCat® coincide with colimits in (n, 1)-DblCat. O
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Consequence on n-surjective functors

Corollary 3.4.9. Let f : C — D be a morphism. Then f is n-surjective if and only if it is surjective of objects
and it is locally (n — 1)-surjective, i.e. for any pair of objects z,y of C,

home (z,y) = homp (f(x), f(y))
is (n — 1)-surjective.
Corollary 3.4.10. Suppose we are given a diagram

A—— B+——C
fl ids lg (3.4.11)

A —— B+—— ('

If f and g are n-surjective, so is f X4, C: AxpC — A" xp C'.

Proof of corollaries 3.4.9 and 3.4.10. We will proceed in three steps. We will first show that a morphism f that
is surjective on objects and that induces for any x,y, a (n — 1)-surjection

home (2, y) — homp (f(x), f(y))

is n-surjective. We will then show that this implies the case n of the corollary 3.4.9, and we will then deduce
that n-surjective morphisms are surjective on objects and are locally (n — 1)-surjective.

Suppose then first that f is surjective on objects and

home (z,y) — homp (f(x), f(y))

is (n — 1)-surjective. We then have to show that any diagram of shape

c—ts A
| o ls (3.4.12)

D*Z>B

where g is (n + 1)-fully faithful admits a unique lift.

By the naturality of the factorization in 0-surjective morphisms followed by fully faithful functors and by the
stability by right cancellation of (n 4 1)-fully faithful morphisms, we can reduce to the case where the two
morphisms k, [ in (3.4.12) are surjective on objects.

We now choose an inclusion mqC — C. The assumption implies that the morphisms mgC — A, 7qC — D, and
moC — B are 0-surjective. The theorem 3.4.1 then implies that lifts in the square (3.4.12) correspond to lifts
in the square:

Eu(moC — C) —Es & (moC — A)
fl lg (3.4.13)
Co(moC' = D) —— &u(mC — B)

Lifts in this square exist and are unique if and only if the induced square by the evaluation on 0 and 1 admits
unique lifts. Evaluated on 0, this square is just composed of identities. Evaluated on 1, it corresponds to the
square

I, (e Home @, y) ———— T, yena) home (k(z), k(y)

l l

I, ooy home (£ (@), £(y)) —— TL,.yeno( home(gk(@), g(y)
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The hypothesis implies that the left-hand morphism is (n — 1)-surjective, and the right one is n-fully faithful.
This square then admits a unique lift which concludes the first step of the proof.

Suppose now given a diagram of shape (3.4.11). We proceed by induction on k < n. The case 0 is obvious thanks
to proposition 1.2.10. Suppose the result proven at the stage k < n. The functor f x4, g is then O-surjective
on objects and the induction hypothesis implies that it is locally a (k — 1)-surjection. By the previous step, it
is then a k-surjection.

Eventually, let f: C' — D be n-surjective. As f is 0-surjective, it is surjective on objects by proposition 1.2.10.
We choose an inclusion mgC' — C. For any m, we consider the factorization

En(moC — C) = Epy — & (moC — D)

into a (n — 1)-surjective functor followed by a n-fully faithful morphism. As fully faithful functors are stable
by pullback, and as &y(mgC — C) — & (mC — D) ~ C, the case (n — 1) of the corollary 3.4.10 then implies
that E,, is a Segal object. Eventually, as we have a morphism &, (moC — C') — F, inducing an equivalence on
objects and as &y(m9C — C') is companionable, so is Fs by remark 3.2.11. By theorem 3.4.1, this then implies
that C' — |E,|1 is locally (n—1)-surjective and |Fo|1 — D is (n+1)-fully faithful. As the composite of these two
morphisms is by assumption n-surjective, |Fe|1 ~ D, and f is then locally (n — 1)-surjective, which concludes
the proof. O

Corollary 3.4.14. n-Surjective functors are closed under pullback.

Proof. A direct induction on n using the corollary 3.4.9 implies that a functor f : C' — D is n-surjective if and
only if any diagram of shape
aDk — C

7
l // l
.
P

D, —— D
admits a (a priori non-unique) lift. This directly implies the stability of n-surjective functors by pullback. O

Corollary 3.4.15. Let f : A — B be a functor. Then f is (n + 1)-surjective if and only if it is surjective on
objects and if
—
Al Ax A
B

18 n-surjective.
The morphism f is (n+ 1)-fully faithful if and only if

AU A% A
B
is n-fully faithful.

Proof. We will denote by a the functor A — A » A. Remark that we have a cartesian square:
B

hom 4 (a,b) ——— Alll
homg (f(a), f(b)) —— A g A

{a}£{b}—>A£A

By the definition of a n-fully faithful functor, it implies that if « is n-fully faithful then f is (n+ 1)-fully faithful.
Similarly, by corollary 3.4.9, if f is surjective on objects and « is n-surjective, then f is (n + 1)-surjective.
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It remains to show that if f is (n+ 1)-surjective (resp. (n+ 1)-fully faithful) then « is n-surjective (resp. n-fully
faithful). Let u: a — o’ and v : b — b’ be two elements of AlYl. The proposition 1.4.22 implies that we have a
cartesian square:

hom 41 (u, v) hom 4 (a, v')M
J !
hom - (u,v) ———— homy(a,b’) X hom 4 (a, b')
AxA homp (f(a),f(b'))

hom 4 (a,b) x homa(a’, ) o homy (a,b") x homy(a,b’)
We leave it to the reader to check that an obvious induction on n enables us to conclude the proof. [l
Square functors and variations
We now collect some results on the square and pair-square functors considered in the appendix of [GR19].

Definition 3.4.16. The square functor is defined as

Sq"*tt: (n41)-Cat — (n,1)-DblCat
D — & (D — D)

Unfolding the notation, for any pair of integers n, m and for any 2-category D,
(S5, (D)) == Hom([m] @ [n], D).

The functor Sq? is then the square functor considered in the appendix of [GR19].
We denote by (n + 1)-Cautp"’“r the subcategory of Fﬂt::l whose objects correspond to surjections C' — D that
are monomorphisms for k-cells for any &k < n. The pair square functor is defined as

Sqn’Pairi (n+ 1)_Catpair N (n,l)—DblCat
C—D — &(C— D)

Definition 3.4.17. A (n,1)-double category D, is complete if the canonical map
DQ — DEeq

is an equivalence. We denote by (n,1)-DblCaty;: the subcategory of (n,1)-DblCat whose objects are complete
(n,1)-double categories.

Lemma 3.4.18. Let Do be an accompanied (n,1)-double category. Then D, is complete if and only if
DQ — |D1|
is a monomorphism on k-cells for any k < n.

Proof. Remark that D, is complete if and only if it is local with respect to (Dy, Eeq) — (D, [0]) for any k& < n.
By theorem 3.4.1, D4 is the Cech nerve of its realization, and lifts in the diagram

(Dg, Eeq) — Da

! |

(D, [0]) —— [0]
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are then equivalent to lifts in the diagram

(Dy [I Dy = Dg) —— (Do — |D}1)

l l

(D = D) —— ([0] = [0])
which are equivalent to lifts in the diagram

DkHDk —_— Do

| |

D, —— |D|x

However, lifts in the previous diagram exist and are unique if and only if Dy — |D;]| induces a monomorphism
on k-cells, which concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.4.19. Combined with the remark 3.4.4, the last lemma then implies that in an accompanied (1, 1)-
double category, the assignment f — f induces a monomorphism between vertical 1-cells and horizontal 1-cells.

Lemma 3.4.20. Let Do be an accompanied (1,1)-double category. Then every horizontal 1-cell of Do is a
companion of some f if and only if

Dy — |D|x
s surjective on 1-cells.
Proof. This directly follows from remark 3.4.4. O
Definition 3.4.21. The functor:
A" — n-Cat

(kDi<n = [k1] ® ... ® [kn]
induces an adjunction
A" 71’ n-Cat:Cb"
The right adjoint Cb™ is called the cube functor.
Proposition 3.4.22. For any n, the functors Sq"*, Sq" TP and Cb™ ™ are fully faithful.
Proof. The functor Sq™ is the composite:
(n +1)-Cat — Filt,”; ~ (n,1)-DblCat® — (n, 1)-DblCat

n+1,Pair

where the first functor sends C onto 7,_1C' — C, and the functor Sq is the composite

(n +1)-Cat™" — Filt,”; ~ (n,1)-DblCat® — (n,1)-DblCat
As all these functors are fully faithful, so are Sq"*! and Sq"™1F Note now that Cb? is the composite:
2-Cat 2L (n,1)-DblCat — A2

and is then fully faithful. Furthermore, Cb" ™ is the composite:

Fun(A°P,Cb™)
_—

n+1
(n + 1)-Cat S, (n,1)-DblCat — Fun(A°?, n-Cat) An+l

and an obvious induction on n implies that Cb" ™ is fully faithful. (|
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Proposition 3.4.23. The functor Sq* : 2-Cat — A XA is fully faithful and its image consists of accompanied
and complete (1,1)-double categories where each horizontal cell is the companion of a vertical cell. The functor
Sq™ P . 2 Cathr — AXA is fully faithful and its image consists of accompanied and complete (n,1)-double
categories.

Proof. This follows from lemmas 3.4.18 and 3.4.20. |
Remark 3.4.24. The proposition 3.4.22 implies theorems 4.1.3, 4.3.5, and 4.6.3 of [GR19], and proposition

3.4.23 implies theorem 5.2.3 of [GR19]. A proof of the fully faithfulness of the square functor was already give
by Abellan in [Abe23].

Theorem 3.4.25. The functors
Sq? : 2-Cat — (1,1)-DblCatpi

preserve colimits.

Proof. As a complete category can be defined as a local object with respect to a set of maps, we have an

adjunction
F:(1,1)-DblCat , + " (1,1)-DblCatcpy : ¢

Let n: é\g — Fﬂtl—:’1 be the functor that sends X to 71X — X. We then define a as the composite

6, % Filt; % (1,1)-DblCat <5 (1,1)-DblCate

Note that all these functors preserve colimits, and thus so does F. Furthermore, 1 sends (Wgeg)2 and E.q — [0]
to equivalences. We are now willing to show that 1 sends [E.,, 1] — [[0],1] to an equivalence.
Note that & o « sends this morphism to €,(0D3 — D) which is, by corollary 3.4.8, the morphism

Sa([1) [T Sa([1]) — sa([1])
(o)1)

By corollary 2.5.16 of [Rui25], this morphism is sent by F to an equivalence.
The colimit-preserving functor a then sends every morphism of W5 to an equivalence. It then induces a colimit-
preserving functor

2-Cat — (1,1)-DblCatepi

which by construction coincides with the functor Sq. O
3.5 (n,m)-Effectivity
Lemma 3.5.1. Let Do be a (w,m + 1)-double category. We have a natural equivalence:

[[n] = [Djenilm[1 ~ [Delmtr ~ (la = (|Dya,e)1)°lm)°

Proof. As all these functors commute with colimits, proposition 1.1.9 and remark 3.1.3 imply that it is sufficient
to construct these equivalences for the (w, m)-double category of the shape (C, [a, k]) for C' an w-category, a an
element of ©,,, and k an integer.

In this case, [[n] = [(C, [a, k])[e,n]|m]1 is the colimit of the span:

< Ce{l} +— 1<, C®a®{l} — C®a® [K]
and (|a = ([(C, [a, k])[4,e]]1)°|m)° is the colimit of the span:
[ ((C@{1})°)° «—— L ((C@{l})? ®a)® — (C @ [K])° @ a)®

By propositions 1.4.15, 1.4.16 and 1.4.17, these two functors are canonically equivalent to C' ® [a, k], which
concludes the proof by remark 3.3.6. O
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Construction 3.5.2. Let D, be a (w, m)-double category and f : A — Dy a morphism. We denote by f*D,
the (w, m)-double category whose value on a fits in the pullback

f*Dy — D,

| |

H[O]*ﬂl A— H[O]Ha Dy
Lemma 3.5.3. Let Do be an accompanied (w, m)-double category, and p : X — Do a 0-surjection. Then for
any k > 0, the canonical morphism |p*D|; — |D|i s an equivalence.

Proof. Up to replacing De by 7, x De, we can suppose m = k. The remark 3.3.10 states that Dy, 4] is accompanied
for any a. By lemma 3.5.1 and corollary 3.4.3, this induces equivalences

[/ " Delm ~ (la = (|f* Dia,e1[1)°|m)* ~ (la = (|Dja,e1[1)%m)® ~ | /7 Delm.
O

Lemma 3.5.4. Let Dy be an accompanied (w, m)-double category such that Dy is a homotopy type. Then for
any n, Diq o) 18 an accompanied (w,m — 1)-double category.

Proof. By assumption, for any z,y in Dy, the (w,m — 1)-double category (Djq 1])z,y is accompanied. As Dy
is a homotopy type, every cell of D, 17 is in one of the (D4 1))z,y for some x,y. Unfolding the definition, this
implies that the (n,m — 1)-double category a ~— D|, 1) is accompanied. Furthermore, as Dy is a homotopy type,
the (n, m — 1)-double category a — Dy is accompanied. As accompanied (w, m — 1)-double categories are stable
under pullback, this implies that Dj, ;) is accompanied for any n. [l

Theorem 3.5.5. Let n,m € NU{w}. The realization of a (n, m)-double category is always a surjective (n,m)-
filtration, and the directed marked Cech nerve of a (n,m)-filtration is always an accompanied (n,m)-double
marked category.

The realization and the directed marked Cech nerve induce inverse equivalences:

|_|:(n,m)-DblCat® ~ Filt,”,, : &

Proof. The first assertion is propositions 3.3.7 and 3.3.15. By construction, it is sufficient to demonstrate the
second claim for n = w and m < w. We will then proceed by induction on m. The case m = 1 is theorem 3.4.1,
and we then suppose the result is true at the stage m. Let Do be an accompanied (w, m + 1)-double category.

By the induction hypothesis, the canonical morphism Di, ,,) — €[q.n)(|D]) is an equivalence for any |a| < m.
We want to show that this morphism is an equivalence for a globular sum a of dimension m. By lemmas 3.3.11
and 3.5.3, we can reduce to the case where Dy is a homotopy type. The lemma 3.5.4 then implies that D,
is accompanied for any n, and by the induction hypothesis, we have a cartesian square:

D[a,n] — (|D[o,n] |m)a

J ’ l (3.5.6)

Diryram) = (|Dje,njm)T 4
By corollary 3.4.10, and as |Dj, q)| is constant, the (n, m)-filtration
Do 11 X|Dre 1] X+ X|Dpa, gl [Die1)]
is surjective. As its Cech nerve is Diq ), the induction hypothesis implies that the canonical morphism

|Die.n)l = [Dle 1| X|Dpy o] X+ X|Djay] D11l
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is an equivalence. The assignment ([n] — |Djq nj|m) is then a Segal object. As evaluated on [0], it is the
homotopy type Do, ([n] = |Dje njlm) is an accompanied (w, 1)-double category. By the theorem 3.4.1 and the
equivalence

|Delmt1 ~ |[n] = [Die,njlml1

given by lemma 3.5.1, we get a cartesian square

|D[0,n]|m E— (|D|m+1)[n]
[li<n D({)k} — Hkgn(|D|m+1){k}

By proposition 1.4.16, and using the fact that Dy is a homotopy type, this implies that the outer and the lower
square in the diagram

(lD[o,n]‘m)a R <|D|m+1)[a,n]

| |

(|D[o,n]|m)7—m71a — (|D|m+1)[7—m*1a7”]
k
[Ti<n Dé NN Hkgn(|D|m+1){k}

are pullbacks. By left cancellation, so is the top one. Combined with the square (3.5.6), we get a cartesian
square:

D[a7n] e (|D|m+1)[a,n]
Dirp—san) = (|Dlmyr) =27

This then implies the equivalence
D[a,n] ~ é[a,n] (|D|)

In particular, Dy — &4(|D]) is an equivalence when evaluated on globes, and so it is an equivalence.

Now let A, be a surjective (w,m + 1)-filtration. The induction hypothesis implies that |¢(A)|x — Ag is an
equivalence for any £ < m, and it then remains to demonstrate the case m + 1. Note that we have a square:

[E(A)|m —— |€(A)|mta

NJ l (3.5.7)

Am —_— Am+1

where the two horizontal morphisms are m-surjective, and so is the right vertical one by left cancellation.
Note that the already proven equivalence €q4(A) — €¢(|€(A)|) implies that for any pair of morphisms (f,g) :

ODpy1 — |€(A)|m ~ Am, the w-category homjg(a)),.,, (f,g) is the pullback of the cospan

oD, Dy,
{(f’g)} — "4m+1Jrl — Aerirl

and is then equivalent to homAmH(f’,g), where (f,g) and (f, g) are the images of (f,g). As the horizontal
arrows of the square (3.5.7) are m-surjective, the corollary 3.4.9 implies that the two morphisms

Fun(0D 41, |€(A)|m) = Fun(0Dp 41, [€(A)|mt+1)  Fun(0Do,41, Ap) = Fun(0Dy 41, A1)
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are surjective on objects.
This then implies that |€(A)|m+1 = Am+1 is (m + 1)-fully faithful. As we already know that this morphism is
m-surjective, it is an equivalence. We then have |€(A)|s ~ Ao, which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 3.5.8. Let A, be an object of Filt,, . For any k < m, the canonical morphism

is k-fully faithful.

Proof. Let A, be an object of Filt,, ,,,. We define the unique sequence A, fitting in a diagram
Ag —Oy A, — L1y A4, 2

I

Ao

Ay Ag

where arrows labeled as 5 are k-surjective, and arrows labeled as <£> are k-fully faithful. We can easily check
that the assignment A, — A, is the right adjoint of the canonical inclusion of Filt,, ,, into Filt;’:m. However,
the theorem 3.5.5 implies that |¢ | is also a right adjoint of this inclusion. The two canonical morphisms
|&(A)|s — A4| and A, — A then coincide, which concludes the proof. O
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