TRACES FOR FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY IN DIMENSION 1

DAVID AYALA & JOHN FRANCIS

ABSTRACT. We construct a circle-invariant trace from the factorization homology over the circle
[e3
trace: / End(V) — 1
sl

associated to a dualizable object V € X in a symmetric monoidal co-category. This proves a con-
jecture of Toén—Vezzosi [TVI] on existence of circle-invariant traces. Underlying our construction
is a calculation of the factorization homology over the circle of the walking adjunction in terms of
the paracyclic category of Getzler—Jones [GJ]:

/ Adj ~ A .
st

This calculation exhibits a form of Poincaré duality for 1-dimensional factorization homology.
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INTRODUCTION

In this work, we generalize foundational algebraic results concerning traces and Hochschild ho-
mology established for chain complexes or spectra to symmetric monoidal oo-categories. Our tool
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is the theory of factorization homology, developed in [AFR1], through which we apply the geometry
of 1-dimensional manifolds to obtain these results in algebra.

Classical situation. We briefly recall these classical results. Let k be a commutative ringEl For
each perfect k-module V', trace of k-linear endomorphisms of V' defines a k-linear map
trace: End, (V) +— Vo V¥ 25k,
k
where V'V is the k-linear dual of V. This trace map respects composition of k-linear endomorphisms
of V in that there is a canonical identification trace(p o) ~ trace(y o ) in k. More generally, trace
is eyclically invariant: there is a canonical identification in k:

trace(pr o+ 0¢,.) =~ trace(pg o 0P, 0p1) .

The defining property of Hochschild homology is just so that this cyclic invariance of trace
organizes as the first of the following factorizations among k-modules:

HH (inclusion) ~
(1) @k(v) HH (Mk(v))\ HH (ITerﬂk) (Morita invariance) HH(k)
T ~ trace | trace
T~y
trace k

Morita invariance of Hochschild homology grants the further factorization through the Hochschild
homology of the (derived) k-linear category of perfect k-modules, as well as its identification with
the Hochschild homology of k. An advantage of this extension of trace to HH(Perfy) is that there is
a canonical k-linear map from the k-homology of the moduli space of perfect k-modules:

(2) H(Obj(Perfy); k) — HH(Perfy) «— HH(k) .
This map offers a composite k-linear map:
(3) H (Obj(Perfy.); k) = HH (Perfy) F k ~ Endy (k) ,

which, by construction, evaluates as
V —s trace(idy) ~ (k25 End, (V) & Ve VY k),
k
the trace of the identity, also known as the dimension of V.

Classical T-invariance. In these classical terms, we now recall invariance of trace, in (), with
respect to the circle group T. Namely, there is a canonical T-action on Hochschild homology. As
such, the k-linear map (2)) canonically factors through the (derived) T-invariants:

HH (Perfy)T <—=—— HC (k)

//de l l

HH (Perfy,) <———— HH(k) ,

H(Obj(Perfy); k)

where the (derived) T-invariants of HH(k) is the megative cyclic homology of k. Meanwhile,
the construction of the k-linear trace map (1)) is canonically T-invariant with respect to the trivial
T-action on k ~ End, (k). In particular, there is ax k-linear map between (derived) T-invariants:

T

(4) HC™ (k) ~ HH(Perf)" 2= 5 kT ~ k™8T ~ k[ ,

1n this discussion, everything is derived: we work in the symmetric monoidal co-category (Mody, ®), which can
k

be presented as an co-categorical localization of a category of chain complexes over k and derived tensor product over
k, localized on quasi-isomorphisms. So, for instance, by the homology H(X;k) of a space X, we mean the object in
Mody presented by k-valued chains on X; by Hochschild homology HH, we mean Hochschild chains.
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where the codomain is the cohomology of BT with coefficients in k, which is a polynomial ring over
k on a generator ¢ in degree —2. There results a lift of (B):

(®)

HH(Perfi)" —=> Endp, (k)"®"

7
-
-
-
~
-
-

H(Obj(Perfy); ) —g> HH(Perfy) %@Pe,ﬁk(u«) 7 Vs (k VRV VOV lk) .

Generalization. As Theorem [2.6]of this article, we prove the following generalization. Let X be a
rigid symmetric monoidal co-category, i.e., a symmetric monoidal co-category in which every object
is dualizable. We construct a T-invariant trace map to its endomorphisms of its symmetric monoidal
unit 1 € X from its factorization homology over the circle (i.e., its Hochschild homology):

(6) HH(X) = [ X 2%, Endg(1) .
Sl
This T-invariant morphism (@) results a diagram among spaces:
T traceT
(7) (/ 36) 2> Endx(1)™®"
Sl
Obj(%) —— | ¥ — @<= Endx(1), Ve (15 VvV evevevy 51),
Sl

for which, we show, the bottom horizontal composite evaluates as indicated, where V'V is the dual
of V, and 1 and € are the respective unit and the counit for this duality.

Conjecture of Toén—Vezzosi. As a consequence of the construction of (), we prove Conjec-
tures 4.1 and 5.1 of Toén—Vezzosi [TV1], which assert that trace maps have canonical T-invariant
refinements for dualizable objects in general symmetric monoidal co-categories: see Corollary
Specifically, we extend the bottom horizontal trace map () along Obj(X) <222 Opj(x)™" =
L Obj(X):

(8) trace: LX — Endx (1)

Toén and Vezzosi later showed in [TV2] that their Conjectures 4.1 and 5.1 of [T'V1] are consequences
of the 1-dimensional cobordism hypothesis; see also [St]. The logic of this work is, however, inde-
pendent of the cobordism hypothesis: we construct the trace maps (7)) and (8) using factorization
homology. In a sequel [AF6], we prove the 1-dimensional cobordism hypothesis using the trace
methods developed here.

Cobordism hypothesis. Recall, after Baez—Dolan [BaDo] and Hopkins—Lurie [Lu3], that the 1-
dimensional cobordism hypothesis asserts that a dualizable object V' € X determines a 1-dimensional
TQFT, Zy. Now, identifying the values of Zy on cobordisms that are disjoint unions of disks is a
relatively simple matter using dualizability data of V' (e.g., its dual V'V, the unit 1 L VvVeV, and
the counit V ® VV 5 1). Furthermore, identifying the value Zy(S') € Endx (1) can be achieved by
witnessing S' as a composition (in Bord';r) of such disk-cobordisms. For instance, witnessing S' as
a union of two hemispherical 1-disks determines an identification

(1 Zy (SY)

In this way, one can easily identify all values of the sought TQFT Zy, via combinatorial presentations

of 1-manifolds as gluings of disjoint unions of 1-disks along boundary O-spheres. The key difficulty
3
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in proving the 1-dimensional cobordism hypothesis is to verify coherent compatibilities among each
value of Zy determined by a combinatorial presentation. This can be succinctly summarized as, for
instance, the problem of constructing the requisite action Diff™ (S1) ~ Zy (S). Indeed, while a choice
of a combinatorial presentation of S! supplies a natural action of a finite cyclic group C, ~ Zy(S?),
this action does not obviously extend as an action of the circle group T ~ Difffr(Sl). Such an action
T~ Zy(S') is a map between spaces,

9) (T~ Zy(SY): BT 222 Endgygr (0) 2 Endx (1) |

which is a non-trivial homotopy-theoretic datum. For instance, as demonstrated in (B after (4]), for
any commutative ring k, it determines an element coq € Hoy (End x(1); k) in each even-degree homol-
ogy group. Each combinatorial definition of trace, and hence of the value Zy (S') := trace(idy) ~
€ on, only determines the degree-0 element. Theorem constructs this map (@) by supplying
diagram (7)), thereby resolving the key difficulty mentioned above.

Constructing the T-invariant trace. We now explain how factorization homology is used to
prove Theorem [2.6] and supply diagram (7). We frame this discussion in terms of the aforemen-
tioned key difficulty: to coherently identify each value of Zy(S!) obtained from a combinatorial
presentation of S!.

A combinatorial presentation D of S! determines a non-empty cyclically-ordered finite set sko(D),
whose group of automorphisms is a cyclic group Cjg,(p) of order the cardinality of sko(D); two
combinatorial presentations D and E are equivalent if and only if their cyclic sets sko(D) 22 sko(E)
are isomorphic. The collection of combinatorial presentations D of S! thusly organizes as the moduli
space Obj(D(S')) := [ BC,. Consider the co-categorical suspension,

r>0

S(Obj(@(Sl))) = obj(D(s"))® [ obi(DEhH),
obj(D(sh))

which is the oco-category resulting from adjoining two cone-points +0o0 to Obj (fD(Sl)) with, for each

point (D of S*) € Obj(D(S'), unique morphisms —oo EN (D of S') 5 4o0. Assigning to each
combinatorial presentation D of S! its associated value of Zy (D of S!) with its evident Csko(D)-
invariance defines a functor that carries the cone-points to the symmetric monoidal unit 1 € X:

(10) Zy(— of SY): S(Obj(I)(Sl))) L,

7® sko (D) &m0 (8 ~sko (D)) ]l)
—>

(—oo L (DofsY L +oo) — (11 (VYQV)E*0(P) o (Yl Y)@moE ssko(D))
Here, the central identification cyclically reassociates the iterated tensor product, which is thereafter
naturally indexed by the Poincaré dual of (D of S') which is the result of exchanging the 0- and
1-dimensional strata of D.

Consider combinatorial moves among combinatorial presentations of S! generated by identifying
two cyclically-adjacent elements in skq(D), or by introducing a new cyclically arranged element to
sko(D). These moves generate morphisms in an co-category D(S!) (introduced in (@6)), whose mod-
uli space of objects is Obj(D(S')). A first key technical feature of D(S') is that its classifying space
BD(S!) ~ x is contractible (see Corollary [B.10). Connectedness of this classifying space implies
any two combinatorial presentations of S! are related by combinatorial moves; contractibility implies
there is an essentially unique way to relate two. This technical feature implies S(D(S')) ~ D(S')*
is the result of freely adjoining both an initial object and a final object (see Observation [A.10]).
So the key difficulty highlighted above is resolved upon constructing a T-invariant extension of (I0)
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among oo-categories:

2® sko (=) ®@mo (8 \sko (—))

VV @1 )® k0 (=)~ (v o1V 1870 (8 Nsko(—)) £
(1) s(obj(D(s")) — ety ey — _.x
:D(Sl)<n> -
Such a factorization is adjoint to the bottom horizontal functor
T~ Zy(Sh)
T~ 3
localization T~
ZvEhH) T =~ L l
DSt = Endx(1) .
(8%) @dI's filler ndx(1)

The aforementioned key technical feature of D(S!) that its classifying space is contractible (see
Corollary [B.10) grants a unique diagonal filler — this achieves the construction of a point Zy (S') €
Endx (1) that is manifestly compatible with all combinatorially presented values. Furthermore, the
T-invariance of such a factorization in (IIl) is a further top horizontal lift — this achieves the sought
canonical action T ~ Zy (S1).

It is an extension ([]) that factorization homology constructs. Specifically, the dualizable object

V € X is selected by a monoidal functor Dual M) X from the walking dual (see

Definition [A.22)). Applying the a-version of factorization homology over S* to this monoidal functor
(V) supplies functors among (oo, 1)-categories,

@ vy . %
(12) Dual ——— X —x,
st st
in which the second functor exploits that the monoidal structure on X is restricted from its sym-
metric monoidal structure (see (20])). Corollary supplies a canonical functor

[e3%
(13) DESH® — [ Dual

St
that carries +oo to 1 € [, Dual. Composing (I2) and (I3) results in a composite T-equivariant
functor

o . ®
(14) peye LB, Mo 2V [T Ky

st st
which is the sought T-invariant factorization (IIJ). Now, provided X admits geometric realizations,
then the colimit

@ . 1 M)\D(Slw
/ Endy (V) = col.m(®(8 | ICR RN x)
St
exists (see Theorem [2.6]). As such, the functor (I4) is precisely the datum of a T-invariant trace
morphism in X:
[e3%
/ Endy (V) =51 .
s

1
Furthermore, the endomorphism Zy (S!) constructed above is the composition

unit

Zy(S'): 1 " HH(Endy (1)) 2> 1,

which makes no reference to a combinatorial presentation of S, and it is manifestly T-invariant (see
Theorem [2.6]).



Index of notation. We employ the following notational conventions in this paper.

Spaces is the oo-category of spaces (i.e., the co-categorical localization of the category of
Kan complexes, localized on homotopy equivalences).

For n > 0, the oco-category Cat,, is that of (oo, n)-categories, where it is understood that
Catg = Spaces. For 0 < k < n, there is an understood fully-faithful functor Cat; C Cat,.

Let X be a space, regarded as an oco-groupoid. Let Z € X be an object in an oo-category

The cotensor of Z by X is the limit Z™X := lim(X RN X) of the constant functor

at Z from X.

T = BZ is the circle group. For X € K, the object in K of T-modules in X is X™8T. So,
for € € Cat,, the (co,n)-category of T-modules in € is Fun(BT, €) ~ CMBT.

For K an oo-category, the oo-category K< is the result of freely adjoining an initial object
to K, and the oco-category X is the result of freely adjoining a final object to X. The
oo-category K™ is (K9)> ~ (K*)“.

Let X be a symmetric monoidal (0o, 1)-category. The object 1 € X is its symmetric
monoidal unit. The category-object internal to (oo, 1)-categories BX is the deloop of the
underlying monoidal co-category X. Specifically, as a simplicial-category, BX = Bare(X)
is the bar-construction.

1. FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY OF THE WALKING ADJUNCTION

The main technical result of this section is the calculation of fsl Adj, the factorization homology
over the circle of the walking adjunction. We state this calculation, Theorem [T, below; we prove
it at the conclusion of .21 See Appendix Al for definitions of the paracyclic category A, the
walking dual Dual, and the walking adjunction Adj.

Theorem 1.1. There is a canonical equivalence between cospans of T ~ BZ-module-co-categories:

(/ MAC’J(_) — Ad_] — /Sl @Adj(—i_)) ~ (AQQ — AQQD - (AQOP)D) .

St St

In particular, there are canonical T ~ BZ-equivariant equivalences

/Adj ~ AT
Sl

/SMAdj(_) ~ AT

1
/MAdj(‘f') ~  (ApP),
Sl

compatible with respect to the contravariant automorphism Ax°® ~ Ay of Observation [A3

The next result makes reference to the monoidal (oo, 1)-category Dual of Definition [A:22] as well
as the T-module-(oo, 1)-category D(S!) of (D).

Corollary 1.2. There is a canonical T-equivariant functor between (0o, 1)-categories,

DESH*® — [ Dual,
st

that carries both cone-points to 1 € fsof Dual.

Proof. The T-equivariant functor is the composition of the following T-equivariant functors, ex-
plained below. We explain the following sequence of T-equivariant functors, the composite of which
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is that of the corollary:

:D(Sl)qb i> <1>
or [B.9]
~ / Adj
hm L]
@ / Dual

~ / Dua
Prop [B.12 st

The first functor is Corollary [B.9] which identifies D(S') and A. The second functor is The-
orem [T The third functor is factorization homology applied to the quotient functor ([@3]) The
fourth functor is Proposition [B.12] which identifies the a-version of factorization homology with the
[-version of factorization homology.

O

1.1. Factorization homology of the walking monad and comonad. See Appendix §Al for
definition of the walking monad O. The goal of this section is to identify the values of a-factorization
homology of the monoidal (oo, 1)-categories O and O°. These values will be (oo, 1)-categories.

Observation 1.3. For each framed 1-manifold M, consider the composite functor among (oo, 1)-
categories:

forget ..
Dlskl/M PE%, DiskT 2 Sets .

(1) In the case that M = R!, the linear order on mo(U) inherited from an embedding U — R!
determines a lift of this composite functor to O ~ (A)<. This lift is an equivalence between
(00, 1)-categories:

(15) Diskl g —> 0~ (A)*,  (U=R") - m(U) .

(2) For the case that M = S!, consider the universal covering space R! =25 S!. The linear order
on my(exp~U) inherited from an embedding exp~!(U) < R, together with the 7 (S!) =
action by deck-transformations, determines a lift of this composite functor to As“. This
lift is an equivalence between T ~ BZ-module-(o0, 1)-categories:

(16) Disk )i — Ap®, (U= S") = mo(exp™'U) .

Lemma 1.4. For each compact solidly 1-framed stratified space M, there are canonical equivalences
between (00, 1)-categories:

/ %EndAdJ >~ ‘DiSkgr/M\skg(M) and /M %@Adj(‘F) >~ (@iskgr/M\sko(M))Op .

Proof. Theorem[A.18 gives equivalences Endy;(+)°? =~ O =~ End,g;(—) of monoidal (oo, 1)-categories.
Therefore, by taking opposites of categories, each of the equivalences in the statement of this lemma
implies the other. We are therefore reduced to establishing a canonical equivalence between (oo, 1)-
categories: [,, BO ~ CDisk';r/M\sko( a)- Through Proposition [B.12 which identifies a-factorization
homology as an instance of S-factorization homology, it is sufficient to show that, for all (finitary)
framed 1-manifolds M’ e Mfldgr, there is a canonical equivalence between (0o, 1)-categories:

[0}

O =~ @ISkl/M, .
M’

Consider the functor

(17) Disk{, : Mfldf — Cat; , M’ Diskll . .
7



The above equivalence is implied by establishing an equivalence between functors from J\/[ﬂd‘;r to

Caty:
/_ 0 ~ Diskgr/,

Observation [[3(1) gives that these two functors evaluate identically on R1.
For each finite-fold disjoint union | | M J’ of finitary framed 1-manifolds, the functor
jeJ
T . PR .
‘Dlsklr/.l_l ]W],. — H @ISklr/]w]( y (U — |_|M-;) — (j — (UQM; — M;)) y
ied jeJ jeJ
is an equivalence. In this way, the functor (7)) extends as a symmetric monoidal functor, where
the symmetric monoidal structure on the domain is disjoint union, and that on the codomain
is product. The equivalence (I3]) thereby extends as an equivalence between monoidal (co,1)-
categories. Lemma 2.4.1 in [AFH| verifies that this symmetric monoidal functor (7)) satisfies the
®-excision condition. Theorem 1.2 of [AF1] gives that the canonical natural transformation
[ 0 (ﬁ) [ Disky /1 — Disky

is an equivalence.

After Lemma [[4] Observation [[.3] gives the following.
Corollary 1.5. There are canonical equivalences between (0o, 1)-categories:
/R(j Endpg(—) — AT and /RT Endyg(+) — (A%P)” .
There are canonical equivalences of T ~ BZ-module (0o, 1)-categories:
/: Endpg(—) — Ay* and /: Endyg(+) — (As)” .

1.2. Factorization homology of the walking adjunction. Note the standard fully-faithful em-
bedding

Caty, C fCaty[Cat;] := Fun®*8 (A% Cat;)
into the oco-category of those simplicial (0o, 1)-categories that carry (the opposites of) Segal covering
diagrams to limit diagrams. Through this embedding, factorization homology (see §B.1]) defines a
functor

/; Cat, C fCati[Caty] — Fun(M,Cat;) , € (M>—>/ e) .

M
By Lemma [B5] for each € € Caty, the value of [ € over M € M is equivalent to the colimit in Caty
of the functor:

orge Homatzﬁf,(?
(1) @ Dy L, gy e (€0))

Notation 1.6. Let C € Caty be an (o0, 2)-category. For each compact solidly 1-framed stratified
space M € M, the coCartesian fibration

Cat1 .

(19) / " e Do

M
is the unstraightening of the functor (Ig]).

Observation 1.7. Proposition [B:4] implies, for each M € M, that the oco-category D(M) is an
ordinary category: the spaces of morphisms between any two objects is a 0-type. Consequently, if
€ is ordinary 2-category, then [ ]l\j[x € is an ordinary category. In particular, [ ]l\j[x Adj, and any full
oo-subcategory of it, is an ordinary category.

8



Remark 1.8. We can explicitly describe the (0o, 1)-category introduced in Notation Let
C € Caty be an (00, 2)-category. Let M € M be a compact solidly 1-framed stratified space.

ref

e An object in the (00, 1)-category f;\;x(i’ is a pair (D — M,€&(D) 4 €) consisting of a
disk-refinement of M, together with a functor to € from the free (oo, 1)-category on the
underlying finite directed graph D. (See Observation for a simple way to record such
an £.)

e A morphism in the (oo, 1)-category fjl\zx C, from (Dy, £s) to (Dy, 4t), is a morphism Dy B Dy
in D(M), together with a 2-cell making the diagram among (oo, 2)-categories

¢(X)

N

(20) &(Ds) 2 &(Dy)
(¢
commute. Specifically, such a 2-cell is a morphism between (0o, 2)-categories €(D;)l¢; - @

extending €(Dy) 1 dcq AR COREDNGY

e Composition in f jl\jlx C is implemented by concatenating such diagrams (20 horizontally, and
composing morphisms in D(M) while composing such 2-cells.

e A morphism in the (oo, 1)-category f;\;x C, depicted say as [20)), is coCartesian over D (M)
if and only if the 2-cell v in the diagram is invertible, which is to say it is an identification
ls 0 €(X) ~ ¢, between functors from €(D,) to €. In particular, such a morphism is an
equivalence if and only if the morphism X in D(M) is an equivalence and the 2-cell ~ is
invertible.

Observation 1.9. For each (00, 2)-category C, and each compact solidly 1-framed stratified space
M € M, there is a canonical functor between (oo, 1)-categories

lax s N
/ @ localization coIim(fD(M) —)m Catl) — / e,
M Lem M

which exhibits a localization on the coCartesian morphisms of (I9):

(7 €)[ecaroun™] =+ [ €.

To prove Theorem [Tl we analyze the coCartesian fibration f;x Adj — D(S'). Consider the
diagram of (0o, 2)-categories and fully-faithful functors among them:

(21) « O B0 . BEndpg(—) < Adj < BEndag(+) - BOP U

Applying f;x to this diagram (2I]) results in a diagram of coCartesian fibrations over D(S') and

fully-faithful functors among them each that preserves coCartesian morphisms over D(S!):

. - lax lax lax . -
1 unit S'ix counit

(22) D(S') =— BEndpg;(—) — Adj BEndag;(+)
st st st

DS .
Observation 1.10. Let (D =5 S, ¢(D) 5 Adj) € [ Adj be an object.

s
+ : This object lies in fé?x BEnd,y;(+) if and only if the map between finite sets lo: sko(D) =
obj(e(D)) 229, Obj(Adj) = {£} is constant at +.
— : This object lies in fé?x BEnd,g;(—) if and only if the map between finite sets £o: sko(D) =
Obj(¢(D)) 22, Obj(Adj) = {+} is constant at —.
9



unit : This obJect lies in the image of the fully-faithful functor ( fsf unlt) if and only if the functor
¢(D) % Adj is constant at —.
counit : This object lies in the image of the fully-faithful functor ( fglfx counit) if and only if the
functor €(D) 4 Adj is constant at +.

In particular, the canonical functor [r* BEndag(—) I fa  BEndag (+) — o Adj is fully-faithful,
which is to say the images of the two fully-faithful cofactors are disjoint.

The description of morphisms in fg?x € given in Remark implies the following.
Observation 1.11. Each of the following fully-faithful functors in [22)), as well as the functor

lax lax lax
BEnd,g;(+) I BEndpy(—) — Adj ,
st st st
is a left fibration. In other words, a morphism in fé?x Adj belongs to one of these full co-subcategories
if and only if its source does.

Notation 1.12. Denote the (oo, 1)-categories over D(S?):

lax lax lax
A = / Adj , Ay = / Adj~ BEndy () ,
st S st

1

lax lax lax lax lax
A_ = Adj ~ BEndgi(+) , Ao = Adj BEnd, i (+) II BEnd,i(—) -
st st ! st st ! st !
Denote the respective (0o, 1)-subcategories, each that consists of the same objects and those mor-
phisms that are carried into A as coCartesian morphisms over D(S!):
AOcCart c AO , A_cCart CA_ , A+cCart c .A+ , AcCart cCA.

Remark 1.13. Using Observation[[.I0, note that none of the functors Ag — D(S!) or Ay — D(S!)
are coCartesian fibrations.

Lemma 1.14. Each of the diagrams among (0o, 1)-categories,

AO .A+ AOcCart A+cCart

| | | |

A — - a and AocCart —>_A+cCart
s a pushout.
Proof. We prove the left square is a pushout first. Recall that the restricted Yoneda functor

HomCat1 ([ )
Caty 2" U7 pohy(a)

is fully-faithful. So the left square is a pushout in Cat; if it is carried by this restricted Yoneda
functor to a pushout square in PShv(A). As colimits are detected and created value-wise in a
presheaf co-category, it is therefore sufficient to show, for each object [p] € A, that the square
among spaces,

Homcat, ([p], Ao) ————— Homcat, ([p], A4)

| l

HomCat1 ([P]aﬂ—) HomCatl ([p],ﬂ),

is a pushout. By definition, each of the oco-categories A+ C A are full co-subcategories of A, and
the oco-category Ag ~ A_ x Ay C A is their intersection in A, so is also a full co-subcategory of A.
A

Consequently, the above square of spaces is a pullback square among spaces in which each map is
10



an inclusion of path-components. Such a square of spaces is a pushout provided the induced map
between sets of path-components

(23) 7o (Homear, ([p],4-) ) T 7o (Homeat, ([p) A+) ) — o (Homear, ([p], 4))

is surjective. So let [p] <> A represent a point in the codomain of this map. Inspecting the definitions
of A4, the induced map between sets of path-components

7o (0bj(4-)) [T mo(Obi(A+)) — mo (Obi(4))

is surjective. So o(0) € A belongs to either A_ or A. Observation[[.IIlimplies o € Homcat, ([p], A)
belongs to either Homcat, ([p], A—) or Homcat, ([p], A+ ). Therefore (23) is surjective, which completes
the proof that the left square in the lemma is a pushout.

The proof that the right square in the lemma is a pushout follows the same logic. 0

Lemma [[.T4] has the following immediate consequence, toward our goal of computing fsl Adj.

Corollary 1.15. In the canonical diagram among (oo, 1)-categories,

'AO [(‘ABCart)fl] 5 A+ [(‘Atfart)fl]

A [(‘Acfart)—l} %‘A[(‘ACCart)—l] Adj ,

- = .
Obs St
the square is a pushout.

The next result supplies means to identify the localizations in the pushout square of Corollary .15l
above.

Lemma 1.16. Each of the fully-faithful inclusions over D(S') admits a left adjoint

— — —

/ T~ plax / T plax

Ay <——— BEnd,;(+) and Ao <—— BEndg(—) -

inclusion st inclusion st

These restrict as left adjoints

4 T lax / = lax
[ . 1 - (= 1
Ao inclusion s1 (B@Adl(—i_) N D(S ) and Ao inclusion s1 (B@Adl( )\ D(S ) .
Furthermore, the unit transformation for each of these adjunctions is by coCartesian morphisms
over D(SY). Moreover, each of these left adjoints detects coCartesian morphisms over D(S!).

Proof. We focus on the existence of, and properties of, the lefthand adjoints. The righthand situation
follows by the same logic. We first show that the upper left adjoint exists. For this, we must show,

. (D.0)/
for each object (D, ¢) € A, that the co-undercategory (fsll %@Adj(—l-)) has an initial object.

ref

So fix (D, f) € A;. Recall that D — S! is a disk-refinement onto the circle. This refinement is

uniquely determined by its resulting non-empty finite subset sko(D) C S!. The functor €(D) EN Adj
is uniquely determined by its resulting maps among sets

to: sko(D) = Obj(€(D)) 2Y; Obj(Adj) = {£}  and  £1: mo(D ~ sko(D)) = Mor(€(D)) Y, Mor(Adj)

that are source-target compatible — so long as + is one of its values. Consider the morphism

(D,0) = (D4,£1) in Ay that is the coCartesian lift over the refinement morphism D — D, in
1



D(S') that is characterized by the induced diagram among spaces of objects,

sko(D.y) ————> {+}

l linclusion

sko(D) ——— {+}.
being a pullback. (The assumption that + is a value of £y ensures that sko(D5.) # () is not empty, so
Dy is indeed a disk-refinement of S'.) Because the resulting map (¢4 )o: sko(Dy) — {=£} is constant
at -+, Observation grants that this object (D4, ¢4 ) belongs to the image of the fully-faithful

functor fslfx BEndpg;(+) — A4 which is the putative right adjoint. So (D4, £y ) canonically defines

)(va)/

an object in the undercategory (fSI?X BEnd,g;(+) . We will show this object (D4, £4) is initial.

o (D,0)/

Solet (D, £) ISSIN (D', ") be an object in ( Sll %@Adj(-i-)) . We will show there is a unique
morphism (D4, /) — (D',¢') in this undercategory. Recall the identification sko: D(S!) = AP
of Corollary B9 The “surjective followed by injective” factorization system on A determines

a “refinement followed by creation” factorization system on D(S'). We can thusly reduce to the

case in which the morphism (D, /) L, (D', #') lies over a refinement morphism in D(S!). By

assumption, the map £;: sko(D’) — {£} is constant at +. So there is a commutative diagram
among sets

sko(D') —— 2+ {+}

skg(X)\L \Linclusion

sko (D) ——— {+}

in which the left vertical map is an inclusion induced by the given refinement D — D’. By con-
struction of D, there is a unique factorization D — Dy — D’ of the given refinement morphism
D — D' in D(S'). Because the morphism (D,¢) — (D4, f,) is defined to be coCartesian over
D(S!), then there exists a unique factorization (D, ¢) — (D, ¢4 ) — (D', ') of the given morphism

(D, ?) &, (D', ¢") in A. This completes the verification of the existence of the sought left adjoint
in the upper left display of the lemma. Notice that the unit of this adjunction, (D, ¢) — (D4, ¢4),
is by coCartesian morphisms over D(S!).

We now show that the left adjoint in the upper left of the display of the lemma restricts as a left
adjoint in the bottom left of the display. For this note that an object (D, ¢) € A belongs to Ay if and
only if the corresponding map between finite sets £g: sko(D) — {£} is surjective. In particular, the

functor €(D) EN Adj is not constant. Now, inspecting the value (D4, ¢4) € fé?x BEndpg;(+) of the
left adjoint just constructed, should (D, ¢) belong to Ap then the functor ¢4 : €(D4) — €(D) 5 Adj
is not constant. Therefore, this object (D, fy) € Slix BEnd,;(+) does not belong to D(S*) unit,

glix BEndpgy;(+)-
It remains to prove the final statement of the lemma. So let (D, ¢) SN (D', ¢') be a morphism

in A4. The unit transformation for the adjunction constructed just above places this morphism in
a commutative square in A :

(D,0) — =2 (e
unitl lunit
(Do) = (),

12



We must show that the morphism (X, ) is coCartesian over D(S!) if and only if the morphism
(Xy,7v4) is coCartesian over D(S). As noted above, the vertical unit morphisms are coCartesian
over D(S'). From a 2-of-3 property for coCartesian morphisms, if the morphism (X,7) is co-
Cartesian over D(S), then so is the morphism (X, ~,). Now suppose the morphism (X, ) is not
coCartesian over D(S'). As in Remark[[.8] this is to say that the 2-cell 7 is not invertible. Using that
A — D(S) is a coCartesian fibration, there is a unique factorization (D, ) — (D', ¢") — (D', ¢') in
A of the morphism (X, v) by a coCartesian morphism followed by a morphism over an equivalence
in D(S'). Because A, — A is a fully-faithful right fibration, this factorization lies in A,. So we
can reduce to the case in which the given morphism (D, ¢) SN (D', 2 lies over an equivalence
D = D' in D(S'). Finally, the explicit description of Adj of Theorem [AI8 reveals that the compo-

sition functor Hompgy;(a, b) x Hompy;(b, ¢) 2 Hom,g;(a, c) is conservative. It follows that, if the 2-cell

~ of the morphism (D, ¢) &), (D', ") is not invertible, then neither is the 2-cell of the morphism

Dy, 0y Keas), ,0.). As in Remark [[L8 we conclude that the morphism (X,v4) is not
+5 X+
coCartesian over D(St). |

Corollary 1.17. The adjunctions of Lemma[L.10 determine canonical equivalences

Ap[(Ap)7H] = /Sl BEnd,g;(+) and A_[(A)7H] = /S1 BEndag;(—)
which restrict as equivalences

( 3 %@Adj(ﬂ) x o~ Ap[(Ag)Y] ~ ( 3 %@Adj(—)) «

Proof. We first establish the top left canonical equivalence; the top right canonical equivalence
follows the same logic. Lemma [I.T0 implies the adjunctions of that lemma extend as an adjunction
in the (00, 2)-category Ar(Caty):

— > lax cCart lax
(24) (‘Afart —>‘A+) inclusion (( st %@Adj(+)) - s %@Adj(+)) .
(W—C)—BWIIC
w

The functor between (0o, 2)-categories, Ar(Cat;) ——— Caty, carries the above adjunction
to an adjunction:
(25)
lax lax cCarty —1

e [ st (( [ ) )y
Lemma implies unit and counit 2-morphisms in the adjunction ([24)) are by coCartesian mor-
phisms over D(S!). It follows that the unit and counit 2-morphisms in the adjunction (25) are by
equivalences. So the adjunction (23] is an equivalence between co-categories.

We now show that the top left canonical equivalence restricts as the bottom left canonical equiv-
alence; the bottom right canonical equivalence follows the same logic. By the same logic above,
there is a canonical equivalence between oco-categories:

lax lax

Aoz ] = ([T wEnd,y (1)~ DEH) [(( [ BEnduy(0) " Dh) ]

st st

where D(S) is identified as in ([22) with the oo-subcategory of fglfx BEndag;(+) in which every

1-stratum is labeled by the identity morphisms of the object + € Adj (see Observation [L.I0).

Observation [[TTlimplies there are no morphisms from objects in the complement féix BEndaq;(+) ~

D(S) to objects in D(S!). It follows that the localization of the complement is the complement of
13



the localizations, which establishes the first equivalence between oco-categories:

([ memtasr D) ([ menta) ™ 26) ] =
" 20, ([ ([ BEnday() ) ] DEH[DEY ] S [ BEnday ()~

st st st

The second equivalence is the canonical functor. It is an equivalence by Observation [L9, together
with contractibility of the co-groupoid-completion D(S*t) [@(Sl)_l} ~ x (see Corollary BI0). O

Proof of Theorem [l We explain the following diagram among (oo, 1)-categories, which consoli-
dates the preceding results of this section:

A inclusion N
Cor = Cor TN
(fsl ‘B@Adj(_)) o ncusion Js1 BEnd g (—)
Cor mlN
Cor [LT7| ~ At [(Ag ) =]
/ \
Ao [(ACt)—1] A[(ACat)=1] ~ [ Adj
\ /
Cor [LT7| =~ A (A=
Cor mT~
(o BENdpgy(+)) ~ x —0 o) BEndyg5(+)
Cor [LH]| ~ Cor ~
AP inclusion (AP

Corollary [[LT5] states that the inner diamond is a pushout. Corollary [l supplies the equivalences
labeled as so, as well as commutativity of the squares in which they participate. Corollary [[L.17]
supplies the equivalences labeled a so, as well as commutativity of the squares in which they partic-
ipate. Through the left vertical equivalence A ~ A°? given by combinatorial Poincaré duality
(see Remark [A4]), we conclude a canonical identification

Aoq]_[AODi/ Adj .
Ag st

Finally, Lemma [A8 supplies an equivalence A" J[[ As” = An™, which completes the proof.
Ao

O

2. TRACES

Here we use Theorem[LT], which identifies the factorization homology over the circle of the walking
adjunction, to homotopy-coherently construct a T-invariant trace map from the Hochschild homol-
ogy of an endomorphism algebras. This is articulated in Theorem 2.6, whose proof occupies §2.11
In §2.91 we use Theorem to prove a conjecture of Toén—Vezzosi.

14



2.1. T-invariant trace.
Convention 2.1. In this subsection, X is a symmetric monoidal (oo, 1)-category.

This section assembles results of the previous section to construct trace morphisms. Using
factorization homology, we obtain, for each dualizable object V' € X, a BT-family of endomorphisms
of its unit:

(TAZV(Sl)) € Endx(1)BT (see Remark [27)) .

Such a value is expected from the 1-dimensional oriented cobordism hypothesis, which predicts a
1-dimensional oriented TQFT determined by V. Constructing this value, with its T-equivariance,
is the most subtle among all values of such a TQFT. This section, which makes no reference to the
symmetric monoidal (oo, 1)-category Bord';r7 thusly serves to present the key conceptual ideas of our
proof of the 1-dimensional cobordism hypothesis, which will appear in a forthcoming work [AF6].
We begin by observing how, using factorization homology, an associative (co)algebra naturally
determines a diagram in X. Using Proposition 5.1 of [AF1] applied to X € CAlg(Caty), the unique

! .
map between spaces S! =5 % determines a functor

(26) ®: [ x5 [z~ x.
x I8 *

Observation 2.2.
(1) Let A € Alg(X) be an associative algebra in X. Through the identification Alg(%X) ~

Fun®1 (0, X) of Observation[A15] A is a monoidal functor O % Applying factorization
homology over S, and concatenating with Observation [L3|2) and Lemma [[4] results in a
diagram in X:

®

* f(‘(; <A> x

27 AnY =~ Disk ~ 0% x
21 O onEEy o L S
(2) Let C € cAlg(X) be an associative coalgebra in X. Through the identification cAlg(X) ~

c
Fun®' (0%, X) of Observation [A15 C' is a monoidal functor O° 9, %, Applying fac-
torization homology over S!, and concatenating with Observation [3(2) and Lemma [[4]
results in a diagram in X:

x.

a o a ®
o a(C

(28) (AP  ~_ (Disk{)e)” ~ o L9 [Ty g,

obs [L32) Lem [[4] Jst st

Observation 2.3. Consider the set-up of Observation

(1) This diagram [27) in X is equivalent to that computing the a-version of factorization ho-
mology over S', in the sense of Definition 3.2 of [AF1]:
o . L o gma o ®
(29) A~ cohm(AQ“ ~ Dkl o~ o= [ x X, 35) .
St Obs MQ) Lem [[L4] Jst st m
(2) This diagram (28] in X is equivalent to that computing the a-version of factorization coho-

mology over S', in the sense of Definition 2.2.1 of [AF5]:
st o j‘a c o [039]
(30) / C ~ Iim((AQOP)l> ~ (Diski'/sl)c’p o~ 0P & S .’{) .
a Obs m2) Lem m st St m

Proposition 2.4. Consider the set-up of Observation [Z.2.

(1) Provided the co-category X admits geometric realizations, the Hochschild homology HH(A) =
fsof A € X exists. Furthermore, the unit of A canonically determines a T-invariant mor-
phism in X:

1 "4 HH(A) .
15



(2) Provided the oco-category X admits totalizations, the coHochschild homology cHH(C) :=

1
fj C € X exists. Furthermore, the counit of C canonically determines a T-invariant mor-
phism in X:

cHH(C) —=Mte

Proof. The two statements imply one another, by replacing X with X°P. So it is sufficient to prove
the first statement. Observation[A Tlsupplies a final functor A°® — A . Therefore, the assumption
that X admits geometric realizations ensures the colimit of ([21) exists. Observation 2.3 implies this
colimit of (1) is the Hochschild homology of A. Inspecting the construction of the functor (27
reveals that the cone-point is carried to the symmetric monoidal unit in X, and canonical morphism
from this value to the colimit is implemented by the unit of A:
(0%

1, colim(Ap® = X) ~ X =: HH(4) .

Obs St

Because the cone-point in A is BZ-invariant, this morphism is T ~ BZ-invariant.
O

Now, let V € Obj(X®2"*) be an object that is dualizable. Denote its dual as V¥ € Obj(%%2").
With respect to the right-lax monoidal functor Homz (1, —): X — Spaces, the the monoid of endo-
morphisms Endx (V) canonically lifts as an associative algebra in X; with respect to the right-lax
monoidal functor Homx(—, 1): X°® — Spaces, the the monoid of endomorphisms Endx (V') canoni-
cally lifts as an associative coalgebra in X:

(31) End(V):=VV @V € Alg(X) and End(V):=V V¥ € cAlg(X) .

This associative algebra structure and associative coalgebra structure are intertwined: they are the
associated monad and comonad of an adjunctioxE in BX, as we now explain.

Recall the identification Homg¢cat, (Adj, %%) ~ Obj(%d”als) of Observation Through this
identification, V' is the datum of a functor between category-objects internal to (oo, 1)-categories:

Adj ﬂ $BX. The resulting composite functors

Thm Thm

(End(V)): BO = Adj—5®xX  and  (End(V)): BOP < Adj s Bx

select the associative algebra End(V') and the associative coalgebra End(V), respectively.

Observation 2.5. The diagrams (27) and (28) in X extend to a [y, Adj-indexed diagram in X:

Pro «
(32) @D): [ BO = Jsi O

W(V»
for T s ~ I Prop ?

S (V) et S
fSl Ad_J —— fgl BX ~ fSl\Sko(Sl) x m x

fSl Thm

Jei (Endx (V)

m: fSl SBOOP Propg'm

Theorem 2.6. Let V € X be a dualizable object in a symmetric monoidal co-category.

f5 0

(1) If X admits geometric realizations, there exists a T-invariant trace morphism from Hochschild
homology of the associative algebra End(V') in X:

HH(End(V)) -5 1 .

2This implies that End(V') has the structure of a Frobenius algebra.
16



(2) If X admits totalizations, there exists a T-invariant cotrace morphism from the coHochschild
homology of the associative coalgebra End(V') in X:

1 %, cHH(End(V)) .

(3) If X admits both geometric realizations and totalizations, then the two resulting composite
T-invariant endomorphisms of 1 € X are identical. Namely, the diagram in X canonically
commutes:

(33) End(V))

HH(
y \
1
cotrace M

cHH (End(V))

1

Furthermore, forgetting T-invariance, this common composite endomorphism of 1 € X is

the composite
€

1-5VVeV ~VeVY 1,
where 1 and € are the respective unit and counit of the duality between V and V.
Proof. Theorem [[T] identifies the outermost terms in the diagram (32]) among co-categories as

(34) Ap©

%@/
(AP

In this diagram (B34)), each cone-point is carried to the symmetric monoidal unit 1 € X. From the
universal property of colimits, the upper triangle in this diagram ([B4]) determines a morphism in X:

35 HH(End(V ~  colim(As* = X) — 1,
) (End(V)) _ = colm(Bo %)

provided this colimit exists. Observation [A.7] ensures that the colimit of the top functor to X
exists provided ¥ admits geometric realizations. Because the cone-point in A" is BZ-invariant,
this morphism (B3] is T ~ BZ-invariant. This proves Statement (1). Statement (2) is implied by
Statement (1), by replacing X by X°P.

It remains to prove Statement (3). Assume X admits geometric realizations and totalizations.
Then Statements (1) and (2), together with Proposition [Z4] supply the diamond B3] in X. By

trace o unit cotrace o counit
%

construction of this diamond, both of the composite morphisms 1 ——— 1 and 1
1 are the value on the unique morphism between cone-points in A of the horizontal functor
in (B4). In particular, these two T-invariant endomorphisms of 1 are canonically identified.

R
Finally, observe that the unique morphism c; M A5 uniquely factors through any ob-

ject A € A. In particular, it uniquely factors through the object (Z ~Z) € A, which corresponds
through Corollary [B:9 to the disk-refinement of S! with a single connected 1-dimensional stratum.

This object in A is carried to Endy (V) = V ® VV € X. Furthermore, the unique factorization

<>

ERNEN (Z~7) 4 fooin AnY is carried to

€

IS5 VVeVeaveVyY 51 .

17



Remark 2.7. The common T-invariant of endomorphisms of 1 of Theorem is the value of a
1-dimensional TQFT Zy on the circle:

hBDIfF" (S") st Zy Zy (8h) BT
Endgorar () > (0 —=0) (1 =225 1) € Endx(1)™7 .

Supplying this TQFT, with this value, is the subject of [AFG].

2.2. A proof of a conjecture of Toén—Vezzosi. We now prove Conjecture 5.1 of [TV1] (which
is shown there to imply Conjecture 4.1 of the same article). We first recall some notation.

Notation 2.8.
(1) The full co-subcategory CAlg(Cat; )" C CAlg(Cat;) consists of the rigid symmetric monoidal

(00, 1)-categories (i,e,. those symmetric monoidal (0o, 1)-categories in which each object is
dualizable).

(2) The co-category Spaces™6T = Fun(BT, Spaces) is that of spaces with a T-action.
(3) The moduli space of objects functor is

Obj: CAlg(Cat;)"8¢ —; Spaces , X — Obj(%) .
(4) The free loop functor is
L: CAlg(Cat,)"®¢ — Spaces™T | % s Obj(X)™" = Map(S', Obj(X)) ,

where Obj(%)mSI is the moduli space of objects, in X, together with an automorphism.

Precomposing by the unique map S! L4 & determines a natural transformation

Obj constant L

HhBT trivial

in which the domain is regarded as taking in Spaces via the functor Spaces ——

SpacesmBT.
(5) The categorical based loop functor is the composition

End(1): CAlg(Cat;)"&¢ @, Spaces trivial Spaces™®T X — Endx(1) .

3

So each T-space Endx (1) is endowed with the trivial T-action.

Corollary 2.9 (Conjecture 5.1 of [TV1]). There is a natural transformation between functors from
CAlg(Cat;)"&4 {0 Spaces™T,
trace

L~ End(1) ,

with the property that the composite natural transformation evaluates as

Obj —Somstanty p_t2eey Erg(1), (V€ Obj(X)) — ((11 LyVev ~vVeVY 51) e Endx(]l)) .

Proof. Because X is rigid, then the monomorphism Obj(%%!) < Obj(X) is an equivalence. Using
this, Observation [A.24] supplies a map

Obj(x ~ Homgcat, (Adj, BX) .
%) B fcaes (Adj BX)

This map is adjoint to a morphism between category-objects internal to (oo, 1)-categories:

(36) Obj(X) x Adj — BX .
18



We now explain the following sequence of canonically T-equivariant functors between (0o, 1)-categories:

id X {(—oco—>+00) Obj(x)msl « AOQD

Obj(x)™' ></ Adj
S

1

Obj(%)M" x ¢

id x Thm 1]

1R

Obj(X) x / Adj

%
Prop (B St St

~

— Obj(X) x Adj
Lem st

| @

— BX
st

«a
~ / x
Prop 5,12 St

(37) oy x.
26
The first morphism is the product of the identity map on Obj(%)msl, which is T-equivariant, and
the unique 1-cell between cone-points in A, which is T-invariant. The second morphism is
Theorem [Tl The third identification is Proposition [B.7, which identifies factorization homology of
an oo-groupoid as a mapping space. The fourth leftward equivalence is Lemma [B.2] which states
that factorization homology carries products of category-objects to products. The fifth functor is
factorization homology over S! applied to ([B6). The penultimate functor is the identification of
Proposition between the [-version factorization homology and the a-version of factorization
homology. The last functor is the functor (28], which is T-invariant.
The composite T-invariant functor (B7) is, in turn, adjoint to a T-invariant map

(38) Obj(%)™" — Homcye, (c1, X) .

By inspection, this T-invariant map canonically fits into a commutative square:

Obj(x)™MS'

Homcat, (c1, X)

lrcstriction

((1,1))
Homcat, (Ocq, X)

By definition of the space Endx (1), such a commutative diagram is precisely a T-invariant map
(39) LX := Obj(X)™" — Endx(1) .

This map (33) is evidently functorial in X € CAlg(Cat;)"89, thereby supplying the sought T-invariant
natural transformation:

L — End(1) .
Finally, Theorem 2.6(3) gives that the value on the constant loop at V is 1 —% 1. O

APPENDIX A. RECOLLECTIONS: THE PARACYCLIC CATEGORY AND ADJUNCTIONS

A.1. The paracyclic category. We review basic features of paracyclic category A, introduced
by Getzler and Jones in [GJ]. See also Definition 4.2.1 of [Lud].

Definition A.1. An object of the paracyclic category A is a non-empty linearly ordered set
equipped with a left action by the additive group Z, for which there are finitely many orbits. A
19



morphism in A is a Z-equivariant order-preserving map. Composition is composition of maps.
Identities are identity maps.

Observation A.2. The Z-actions of each object in A assemble as a BZ-action on the category
A(. Such an action is, for each A\, \" € A, a left Z-action on Homa, (A, \'), such that, for each
AN, N € A, the composition map

Homa, (X', A") x Homa,, (A, \) — Homa , (A, \")
is equivariant with respect to the homomorphism Z x Z 7. And, indeed, for A\, N € A, take
the Z-action
Z~Homa, (A X)), given by r-fi:Asl—=r-f()e ).

The requisite equivariance with respect to the homomorphism Z x Z * 7 follows from, for each

composable pair A ERSUICRPVAR: morphisms in A, and for r, s € Z, and for each £ € A, the identity
in \':

(r-g)o(s-f)0) = (r-g)(s-f(0) = s-(r-g)(f(0)) = (s+71)-9(f()) = (s+71)-(go/)0) .

For the next observation, we reference the category Lin of linearly ordered sets and order-
preserving maps between them, as well as the natural lift of the presheaf represented by [1] € Lin:

Lin® — EOTLL"(:[—H)— > Lin

Homi (_)[1]) Aet

Sets

Observation A.3. There is a natural lift of the composite horizontal functor

which is an equivalence between categories.

Remark A.4. Through the identification D(S') = A of Corollary B9 the identification of Ob-
servation [A.3] exchanges, for each non-trivial stratification of S!, its set of 0-dimensional strata with
its set of 1-dimensional strata, each with its inherited cyclic ordering. In this sense, the equivalence
of Observation [A.3] is a combinatorial implementation of Poincaré duality for the circle.

Consider the functor
(40) A—As, [o=[p**,
whose value on a finite linearly ordered set is its Z-fold join, as it is endowed its resulting order-
preserving Z-action.
Proposition A.5 (Proposition 4.2.8 of [Lud]). The functor A @ Ay is initial.

As an oo-category, A°P is sifted. Because the property of being sifted is inherited along final
functors, Proposition [A.5] and Observation [A 3] imply the following.

Corollary A.6. As co-categories, both A and Ax°P are both sifted and cosifted. In particular,
their classifying space are contractible: B Ay ~ * ~ B(A ).
20



Observation A.7. The composite functor

A°P —>m AOOP ~ AQ — Aoq s
obs [A3]
is final: finality of ({@0) is Proposition[AJ} finality of A — A< follows using Quillen’s Theorem A

from contractibility of B Ay, which is Corollary

The following technical result is used at the end of the proof of Theorem[I Il A proof of this result
is a consequence of some simple observations, which reference the main technical lemma in [AF2].

Lemma A.8. The canonical functor between oo-categories,
Aoq 1T AOD i) AO<“> R
Ao
18 an equivalence.

Observation A.9. Let D be an co-category. Lemma 1.11 of [AF2] implies the following statements.

(1) The canonical functor between co-categories,

)

QQIZ_DIDD—>*<'H*'>E—>*®
*

is an exponentiable fibration.
(2) The canonical map among spaces, involving a coend over D,

BD ~ x ® * = Homparpe (—OO7 O)® Homopa<rrpe (O, —l—OO) SN Homop<rrpe (—OO7 +OO) ,
D D D
D D
is an equivalence.

Observation A.10. Let D be an oco-category. By Lemma 1.11 of [AF2], the following statements
are equivalent to one another.

(1) The classifying space BD ~ x is contractible.
(2) The canonical functor between co-categories,

DQD *<“> ,

is an exponentiable fibration.
(3) The canonical functor over %%,

tD<1 H ®l> tD<1l> ,
D
is an equivalence between oco-categories.

Proof of Lemmal[A.8. Using that the classifying space of A is contractible (Corollary [AZ6]), Ob-
servation [A_ 10 implies the result.
O

A.2. The walking monad and comonad. We review some basic categories of ordered sets and
their relations to algebra.

Definition A.11.

e The walking monad is the monoidal category O in which an object is a linearly ordered
finite sets, a morphism is an order preserving map, and whose monoidal structure is join of
linearly ordered sets. The walking comonad is the monoidal category O°P.

e O, is the left O-module category of linearly ordered finite sets with a maximum, whose
morphisms are those order preserving maps that preserve maxima, and whose left O-module
structure is join of linearly ordered sets.

e O_ is the right O-module category of linearly ordered finite sets with a minimum, whose
morphisms are those order preserving maps that preserve minima, and whose right O-module
structure is join of linearly ordered sets.
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e O is the category of linearly ordered finite sets with a distinct minimum and maximum,
whose morphisms are those order preserving maps that preserve extrema.

Observation A.12. The left O-module category O is free on pt; the right O-module category O_
is free on pt.

Observation A.13. The canonical inclusion of the non-empty finite linearly ordered sets extends
as an equivalence between (oo, 1)-categories:

AY ~ 0 and (A%P)> ~ Q° .
Reversing linear orders defines an equivalence between O-module categories,
O+ ~ Oo_p .

Observation A.14. The representable simplicial set Homa (—, [1]) : A°P — Sets canonically factors
through the forgetful functor O4 — Sets as an equivalence between categories:

A® =50,  [p]— Homa([p],[1]) .

The next observation records the sense in which O and O°P corepresent associative algebras and
associative coalgebras, respectively.

Observation A.15. In the monoidal category O, the final object x € O has a unique associative
algebra structure; in the monoidal category O°P, the initial object * € O has a unique associative
coalgebra structure. For each monoidal (0o, 1)-category Y, the resulting functors

Fun®(0,Y) == Alg(4)  and Fun® (0%, Y) == cAlg(Y) ,  F s F(x),

are equivalences between (0o, 1)-categories.

A.3. The walking adjunction.

Definition A.16. The walking adjunction is the (oo, 2)-category Adj, characterized as receiving
a morphism
(~4)

cg —— Adj,
with the following universal property:
(1) L € Mor(Adj) admits a right adjoint;
(2) it is initial with respect to the above property (1).
In other words, for each (00, 2)-category €, the evaluation map

eve: Homca, (Adj, €) — Mor(€)24 | F s F(L),
is an equivalence to the subspace of those 1-morphisms in C that are left adjoints.

Notation A.17.

R
e The morphism ¢y ﬂ Adj selects the right adjoint to L .

e The morphism ¢, — Adj selects the unit id_ - Ro L .
e The morphism ¢y = Adj selects the counit Lo R 5 idy .

It is not obvious that such an (0o, 2)-category exists. The work [RV], after [SS], verifies the
existence of Adj, and they identify this (co, 2)-category explicitly as a (2, 2)-category.

Theorem A.18 ([RV], [SS]). The (o0,2)-category Adj admits the following explicit description.
e Its space of objects is canonically identified as

a O-type with two path-components.
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e [ts monoidal categories of endomorphisms of each of its two objects are canonically identified
as the walking monad and the walking comonad:

(RoL)®! i 1 (LoR)°! i T
(_

Endg(—) 0" .
e Its (Endag;(—), Endpyi(4))-bimodule category of morphisms from — to +, and its (Endag(—), Endag;(+))-
bimodule category of morphisms from + to —, are respectively

0] and MAdj (+)

~

Lo(RoL)® <= J* (RoL)°7oR « J*

HOmAdJ(_,+) O_ ~ O?‘rp a’ﬂd HOmAdJ(+,_) O+ ~ OCLP .

~ ~

Remark A.19. Biasing the identification Homag;(+, —) =~ O, then the composition functor

Endpgj(—) x Hompg;(+, =) — Homg; (+, —)
is equivalent to the left action O x Oy — O4. The composition functor

Homg;(+, =) x Endag;(+) — Homag;(+, —)
factors through the right action

0, x0% ~ O®x0%° — 0% ~ 0,
combined with the equivalence O ~ O° of Observation [A.13
Observation A.20. In particular, there are fully-faithful functors between (0o, 2)-categories,
BO — Adj « BO°®
and the resulting functor from the coproduct
BO I BOP — Adj

is a monomorphism that is surjective on spaces of objects.

Theorem [A.18 lends to a canonical monad and comonad associated to an adjunction, which we
record as the following.
. (cfi>C+) .. . .
Corollary A.21. Let Adj ———— C select a left adjoint 1-morphism in an (0o, 2)-category. The
composite functor

41 BO = BEnday (— — _Adj—C

(41) —AdJ( ) Thon A8 J]

selects an associative algebra in the monoidal (0o, 1)-category Ende(c—); the composite functor
42 BO%® = BEnd,gi(+ — ___Adj—C

( ) Adj( ) b LTS J

selects an associative coalgebra in the monoidal (0o, 1)-category Ende(cy).

A.4. The walking dual.
Definition A.22. The walking dual is the monoidal (0o, 1)-category Dual, equipped with an
object L € Dual, with the following universal property:

(1) L € Dual admits a right dual;
(2) it is initial with respect to the above property (1).

In other words, for each monoidal (oo, 1)-category V, evaluation map,
eve: Homayg(cat,) (Dual, V) — Obj(V)"dua | F— F(L),

is an equivalence to the subspace of those objects in V that are left duals.
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Remark A.23. Here are two ways of establishing the existence of Dual. One way is to observe that
the functor

Obj(—)l'dualz Alg(Caty) — Spaces

preserves limits and sufficiently filtered colimits. Presentability of Alg(Cat;) thereafter ensures the
existence of a corepresenting object. Alternatively,

Dual ~ End, 1 ag(*)

Obj(Adj)
is the monoidal (oo, 1)-category of endomorphisms in the pushout

« 11 Ad]
Obj(Adj)

of the unique object * ~ Obj (* I Adj).
Obj(Adj)

Consider the canonical morphism between category-objects internal to (oo, 1)-categories,
(43) Adj — B Dual ,

sending the left adjoint L € Mor(Adj) to the left dual L € Obj(Dual). This morphism has the
following universal property.

Observation A.24. Let V be a monoidal (oo, 1)-category. Each solid diagram among category-
objects internal to (oo, 1)-categories,

Ad_] (V' (with right dual)) BV

=
m| o
% Dual ~ ,

\
\
\

admits a unique filler. In other words, restriction along (43)) defines an equivalence between spaces
of morphisms

Obj(V) 2 «= Homig(cat, ) (Dual, V) — Hom¢cae, (Adj, BV) .

Notation A.25. Let Dual ﬂ V select an object V' € V in a monoidal (0o, 1)-category that admits
a right dual, V. We denote the associative algebra [@2) in V and the associative coalgera ([@2)) in
V, respectively, as their underlying objects in V:

Endd¥(V) ~ VY@V  and  End$*((V) ~ Ve VY.

Should the monoidal structure on V be restricted from a symmetric monoidal structure, then we
simply denote both this associative algebra and this associative coalgebra as

VY@V ~ Endy(V) ~ Ve VY.

Remark A.26. Let X be a symmetric monoidal (0o, 1)-category. The simultaneous algebra and
coalgebra structure on End,. (V) € X are compatible in the sense that End, (V') has the structure of a
Frobenius algebra. This is structure is expected because Endy. (V) € 'V is the value of a 1-dimensional
1-framed TQFT on the standardly 1-framed O-sphere, S°.

Observation A.27. Let V be a monoidal (oo, 1)-category. The right-lax monoidal functor V Homv—(l’_)>

Spaces determines a functor between (0o, 1)-categories of associative algebras Alg(V) — Alg(Spaces)
which carries the associative algebra @:;g(‘/) to Endy (V). Dually, the right-lax monoidal functor

yop Homv(4:1), Spaces determines a functor between (0o, 1)-categories cAlg(V) — Alg(Spaces) which

carries the associative coalgebra @%Oa'g(V) to Endy(VV).
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APPENDIX B. FACTORIZATION HOMOLOGY

We first recall some key definitions and constructions concerning factorization homology, as orig-
inally developed in [AFR1] and developed further in [AFMR]. These recollections are not intended
to be comprehensive, and we refer a reader to those sources for definitions and in-depth discussion.
We then supply minor technical results that are used in the body of the article above.

Convention B.1. In this section, V is an oco-category that admits finite limits and geometric
realizations.

B.1. Recollections of factorization homology. The co-category of category-objects internal
to 'V is the full co-subcategory

fCat1[V] C Fun(A°,V)

consisting of those functors A°P £,V that satisfy the Segal conditions, which is to say that the
restriction along the monomorphism A™* < A from the subcategory of inert morphisms,

(Ainrt)op <y A°P _g_) v ,

carries (the opposites of) colimit diagrams to limit diagramsf]
The oco-category M := chdifr is that of compact solidly 1-framed stratified spaces. Its full
oo-subcategory
DM
consists of those objects that are disk-stratified: each connected stratum is isomorphic to a Eu-

clidean space. Refinement maps between underlying stratified spaces supply a class of morphisms
in M, which are referred to as refinements. There is a canonical fully-faithful functor

p: A%® — D

whose image consists of those objects that are refinements of the solidly 1-framed closed disks D! or
D. Factorization homology is right Kan extension along p followed by left Kan extension along

o:
(44) /; fCat: [V] -2 Fun(D, V) s Fun(M, V), € (M>—>/ ¢).
M

The following result summarizes some key structural features of factorization homology (see [AFMR]
for an explanation of its terms).

Theorem B.2 ([AFRI],[AEMR]). If V admits finite limits and sifted colimits, then the Kan ex-
tensions (44) exist. For each M € M, the functor [,,: fCati[V] — V preserves products. For
each € € fCaty[V], the functor [C: M — V carries closed covers to limit diagrams, and satisfies
ercision.

Via the standard formula for left Kan extensions, for C € fCat;[V] and M € M, the factorization
homology can be identified as a colimit involving the right Kan extension p,C:

/e ~ co|im(®/M forget gy =€ \7).
M

We now explain that, in the case that V = Cat,, for some n > 0, the right Kan extension along p
is given in terms of the restricted Yoneda functor along p. This restricted Yoneda functor factors
through the fully-faithful embedding of the co-category of (oo, 1)-categories as complete Segal spaces,
and we denote it as

€:D® — Cat; C PShv(A), D ([p] — Homap (D,p([p]))) .

3This notation is carried over from [AF3], where it is proved that the co-category fCat;[Spaces] consists of flagged
(00, 1)-categories.
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This functor € is fully-faithful, with image consisting of those (0o, 1)-categories that are free on a
finite directed graph. In light of this characterization of the image of €, for D € D and for € an

(00, 1)-category, a functor €(D) % € is precisely the data of
e a map sko(D) bo, Obj(€) from the 0-type of 0-dimensional strata of D to the moduli space
of objects of C,

e a map D \ sko(D) 4, Mor(€) from the O-type of 1-dimensional strata of D to the moduli
space of morphisms of C,
e a commutative diagram among spaces:

D ~ sko(D) Mor(@)

l(evs,evt) l(evs,evt)

sko(D) x sko(D) — 22 Obj(€) x Obj(C).

Consequently, in the case that V = Cat,_; for some n > 0, then, for ¢ € Cat, C fCat;[V] an
(00, n)-category, regarded as a category-object internal to V, the right Kan extension p.C evaluates
as

(45) p«C: D — Cat, 1, D — Homcg,, (Qﬁ(D) le, (3) ,

in where the values are written as presheaves on Cat,_; which are representable, and for T €
Caty,—;1 the (oo,n)-category €(D) T that with maximal (oco,1)-subcategory €(D), for each pair
x,y € Obj (C(D)) of objects, the (co,n — 1)-category of 1-morphisms from x to y is Mor(@(D)) xT.
Remark B.3. The functor (@) is the S-version of factorization homology, the second and enhanced
version: it pairs compact solidly 1-framed stratified spaces M and category-objects. To distinguish,
we denote the first version of factorization homology (see [AF1]) with a superscript “«”: it pairs

framed 1-manifolds M and associative algebras. Proposition [B.12] of the next subsection relates
these two versions.

Consider the full co-subcategory
consisting of those morphisms D = M in which 7 is a refinement and D € D.

Proposition B.4 (JAFMRI). Let M € M be a compact solidly 1-framed stratified space. The oo-
category D(M) is sifted, and in particular its classifying space BD(M) ~ x is contractible. The
oo-category D(M) is an ordinary category: the space of morphisms in D(M) between any two objects
15 a 0-type.

This co-category D (M) plays an important role in factorization homology, as this result indicates.

Lemma B.5 ([AFMR]). For each compact solidly 1-framed stratified spaces M, the fully-faithful
Junctor D(M) — Dy is final. In particular, for each category-object C internal to'V, the canonical
morphism in 'V,

colim(D(M) < Dy =55 D L5 v) = /e,
M
s an equivalence.

After the above synopsis of factorization homology, Lemma supports the following.

Observation B.6. Consider the case V = Cat,,—;. Let € € Cat,, C fCat;[Cat,—1] be an (oo, n)-
category, regarded as a category-object internal to Cat,_1. Let M € M be a compact solidly
1-framed stratified space. The composite functor in Lemma [B.5lis identical to the composite functor

HomCatn( @(D)?. , € )

(47) D(M) — D)y —=4, D Cat,_; .
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An object in [, € is represented by a disk-refinement D — M and a functor ¢(D) 4 €. Such
a functor ¢ consists of an object fo(x) € Obj(C) for each connected 0-dimensional stratum z €

sko(D), a 1-morphism (£o(z) L@, lo(y)) € Mor(€) for each connected 1-dimensional stratum
U C D ~ sko(D) whose point-set boundary is {z,y} C D, and where the directionality of the
morphism ¢y is determined by the 1-framing of U.

Proposition B.7 (1-dimensional nonabelian Poincaré duality). Let Z € Spaces C Caty be a space,
regarded as an (0o, 1)-category. The canonical equivalence between functors from M to Spaces,

/ Z ~ Map(M,Z) .
M

Proof. By definition of D, there is a forgetting solid 1-framing defines a functor D —— foreet, «Bun to

the oo-category introduced in [AFR2| that classifies proper constructible bundles. In turn, there

is a functor cBun 22 Spaces®® which classifies the fact that, for X — K a proper constructible
bundle between stratified spaces, the fiber-wise classifying space Bfi* Exit(X) — Exit(K) is a right
fibration. Observe the left commutative diagram among oo-categories

(48) pP ¢ . Caty D(M)°P — ¢ . Caty
forgctl lB !L ‘/B
xi M
cBun® — BEE Spaces, ; * @) Spaces,

which is the functorial identification of BE(D) ~ BExit(D) ~ D of the classifying space of €(D)
with the underlying space of D, for each D € D; the right commutative diagram follows.
This left commutative diagram ([8)]) lends to an identification of the right Kan extension p.Z:

(49) p*Z (ﬁ) HOI’T'I(:at1 (@(—), Z) ~ Homgpaces(BQ(—), Z) lcft’ld’m) HomSpaces(_u Z) = Map(—, Z) )

in which the middle identification uses that the (oo, 1)-category Z is an oco-groupoid. Therefore, the
right commutative diagram (@8)) lends to an identification of the restriction of p.Z

(50) D(M) ——— foreet gy -7, —— Spaces , (D o, M) — Map(M, Z) ,

as the constant functor at the space Map(M, Z). So the factorization homology [ Z, which is the
left Kan extension dip.Z, is identified as

/ Z cohm(@ BN Spaces)
M Lem
~ cohm(@ Map—> Spaces)
@
~ collm(fD L) L Spaces)
(610)
o~ BD(M) x Map(M, Z)

Map(M, 7Z) .
Prox)m P(M, 2)
(51)

O

B.2. Comparison between the o« and g versions of factorization homology. On their over-
lapping domains of definition, the S-version of factorization homology agrees with the a-version of
factorization homology. This is articulated in Proposition below.
Recall the symmetric monoidal co-category Mfld‘;', which is the subject of [AF1]. An object in
Mfld';r is a framed 1-manifolds (without boundary, and finitary). The space of morphisms between
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two is the space of framed open embeddings. The symmetric monoidal structure is disjoint union.
Assigning to each compact solidly 1-framed stratified space M its 1-dimensional strata defines a
symmetric monoidal functor to J\/[ﬂd‘;r from the monoidal co-subcategory M' € M consisting of
all objects yet only those morphisms generated by refinements and creation morphisms that are
isomorphisms over each 1-dimensional strata:

(52) MoOM — MAdT , M= M~ sko(M) .

In particular, for each M € M, there is a functor (52) restricts as a functor between co-overcategories:

62 ..
(53) @(M) B :DISkgr/M\sko(M) )
which is equivariant with respect the action of Auta(M) — Autyaqr (M~ sko(M)).

Observation B.8. The functor (B3) is fully-faithful if M is 1-diimensional. The essential image
consists of those U — M \ sko(M) that are surjective on path-components.

Corollary B.9. In the case that M = S', the functor (53) is fully-faithful and witnesses freely
adjoining an initial object:

(D) = D)) & (DS") = Diskle ) -
In particular, Observation L3 lends to a canonical T ~ BZ-equivariant equivalence:

DEYHY =5 An, (DL SYH s exp (D N sko(D))

After Corollary[A.6] Corollary[B.9immediately gives the following, which is also stated as Propo-
sition [B.4] above.

Corollary B.10. The oo-category D(SY) has the following properties. It is sifted; its classifying
space is contractible; it is an ordinary category.

Remark B.11. Anna Cepek’s PhD thesis [Ce] proves a T ~ BZ-equivariant identification Exit(Ran"(S!)) ~
A °P of the exit-path co-category of a unital version of the Ran space of S'. The identification of
Corollary[B.9lis related to this identification of Cepek’s, and imports the essential idea demonstrated

there of considering exp=1(—).

In the next result, we consider the Cartesian symmetric monoidal structure on the co-category
V, and we reference the functor

B: Alg(V) — fCat1[V] C Fun(A°P, V), A Bare(A) .

Proposition B.12. There is a canonical identification between functors from Alg(V) to Fun(Ml, V):

/ :ko()<—> ~ [ 8.

In particular, for each associative algebra A € Alg(V), there is a canonical T-equivariant identifica-
tion

A ~ BA .
st st

Proof. Let A € Alg(V), and let M € M'. By definition, the two forms of factorization homology
evaluate as colimits
[e3
/ A == colim(Diskl) g (ar) —s Disklf 25 V) and / BA = colim(D,yy L D L2, p)
M ~skg (M) M
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Observe the canonically commutative diagram among oco-categories:

forget

D(M) D D
ﬁfﬁl peBA

for,
Disk(y 11 sho (1) ——— > Dishll ——A— V.

Lemma, [B.f] states that the top left horizontal functor is final. This finality supplies a canonical

morphism in V:
/pSBfl——>j/ A.
M M~sko (M)

The functoriality of this morphism in both arguments A € Alg(V) and M € M is evident. The
result is established upon showing this morphism is an equivalence. For this, it is enough to show
that the functor (B3)) is final.

Observation[B.§ identifies (53)) as the inclusion of the full co-subcategory consisting of those U —

M~sko(M) that are surjective on path-components. Consider the co-subcategory Disk?ﬁ\}'rj\ sko(M)

CDiskflr/M\sko(M) consisting of those U < M ~ sko(M) that are surjective on path-components, and
those morphisms U < V < M \ sko(M) in which U < V is also surjective on path-components.
Note that, via Observation[B.8, D(M) is the smallest full co-subcategory of Disk';r/M\sko(M) contain-

ing the image of 'Disk';r}sAL/'[rj\ sko(ar)- By Lemma 2.3.2 of [AF4], the monomorphism CDisk';rf}\l;[rj\ sko(M)

CDiskflr/M\sko(M) is final. By Quillen’s Theorem A, this implies that if € — 'Diskflr/M\skO(M) is a full

oo-subcategory which contains the image of the functor Disk?f]\}"j\sko(M) — @isk‘;'/M\skO(M), then
the functor € — Disk‘;'/M\sko(M) is again final. Setting ¢ = D(M) implies the result. O
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