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Abstract

The nerve theorem is a basic result of algebraic topology that plays a central role
in computational and applied aspects of the subject. In applied topology, one often
needs a nerve theorem that is functorial in an appropriate sense, and furthermore one
often needs a nerve theorem for closed covers, as well as for open covers. While the
techniques for proving such functorial nerve theorems have long been available, there
is unfortunately no general-purpose, explicit treatment of this topic in the literature.
We address this by proving a variety of functorial nerve theorems. First, we show
how one can use relatively elementary techniques to prove nerve theorems for covers
by closed convex sets in Euclidean space, and for covers of a simplicial complex by
subcomplexes. Then, we prove a more general, “unified” nerve theorem that recovers
both of these, using standard techniques from abstract homotopy theory.
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1. Introduction

Background If U = (U;)ier is a cover of a topological space X, then the nerve of
U, which dates back to Alexandroff [Ale28], is the simplicial complex Nrv(U) whose
simplices are the finite subsets J C I such that the intersection N;c;U; is non-empty.
The nerve of a cover played an important role in the development of homology and
cohomology theory. In particular, Cech (co)homology is given by the (co)limit of the
(co)homology groups of the nerves of a directed system of open covers ordered by refine-
ment. A historical exposition can be found in [EH80, Chapter 2].

The nerve theorem, whose early versions are due to Leray [Ler45], Borsuk [Bor48|, and
Weil [Wei52], is a basic result in algebraic and combinatorial topology. Roughly speaking,
it says that if every non-empty finite intersection of cover elements is contractible, then,
subject to some further tameness conditions on X and U, the space X is homotopy
equivalent to the nerve of U.

The literature on the nerve theorem is extensive but unfortunately hard to navigate.
In part, this is because there are many different variants of the nerve theorem. There
are many choices one can make for the “further tameness conditions” on the space and
cover that yield a nerve theorem, and there are further choices one can make for the kind
of equivalence one works with. For example, one could ask that the non-empty finite
intersections are weakly homotopy equivalent to the one-point space, or to be acyclic.
Many of the original results use concepts that are now obscure, and the many possible
choices for hypotheses and proof techniques make it difficult to compare all the available
nerve theorems.

Nowadays, the nerve theorem and the aspect of functoriality play a crucial role in
applied topology. Nerves are the main way to replace a topological space, determined
by the data points using geometric constructions, with a combinatorial model that is
suitable for computations. Two prominent examples are the Cech complex and the
Delaunay complex, which arise as nerves of a collection of closed balls and closed Voronoi



balls, respectively. Another important example is the Vietoris—Rips complex, which is
not usually defined as the nerve of a cover, though it is isomorphic to a nerve [GMO05;
Cha+09]. Note that, while one can choose whether to use open or closed sets when
defining the Cech and Vietoris-Rips complexes, the only standard way to define the
Delaunay complex uses closed sets.
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Figure 1.: A cover by closed balls (left) and closed Voronoi balls (right) together with
the corresponding Cech and Delaunay complex.

These examples are typical, in that the topological spaces determined by data points
usually depend on one or more parameters, leading to filtrations of topological spaces
and covers. Now functoriality ensures that the corresponding nerves form a filtration
as well. For example, if X C R? is a finite set of points, the offset filtration O is the
filtration of R? with O, = Ugex D, () for r > 0, where D,.(x) is the closed ball about x
of radius . The nerve of the cover U, = (D,(z))zex is the Cech complex, and as r
varies, these complexes form a filtration as well. In this case, the nerve theorem says
that O, is homotopy equivalent to the nerve of U,.

Going further, one wants a nerve theorem to provide homotopy equivalences that are
somehow compatible with the inclusion maps in these two filtrations. This is necessary
in particular if one is interested in persistent homology [EH10], which is an algebraic
invariant of filtrations that encodes the homology of each step of the filtration, as well
as the maps in homology induced by each inclusion. There are several ways in which
the homotopy equivalences provided by a nerve theorem might be compatible with the
inclusions in these two filtrations, as we will now explain.

In order to prove that the persistent homology of the offset filtration is isomorphic
to the persistent homology of the associated Cech complex filtration, it suffices to have
isomorphisms H,(0,) = H,(Nrv(U,)) such that all the squares of the following form
commute:

H,(0,) —=, H, (Nrv(U,))

l l (1.1)

Hp(Op) —— Hn(Nrv(Uy))

By Theorem B below, such isomorphisms can be constructed from the induced maps of
homotopy equivalences | Nrv(U, )| — O, between the nerves and the offsets such that all



squares of the following form commute:

O, «—— | Nrv(U,)|

J j (1.2)

Oy +—=— | Nrv(U,)|

The construction of these compatible homotopy equivalences relies on the fact that the
cover elements of the offset filtration are convex and that the inclusions O, — O, are
affine linear.

For a more general filtration (X,,A,), with X, = [JA,, a similar strategy does not
necessarily produce commuting diagrams as in 1.2. However, if one is only interested in
the filtration after applying homology or some other homotopy-invariant functor, then
it suffices to have homotopy equivalences X, — |Nrv(A,)| such that all squares of the
following form commute up to homotopy:

X, —= 5 [Nrv(A,)]

j / [ (1.3)

X, —— [ Nrv(Ay)|

In the diagram, H is a homotopy from the bottom route around the square to the top
route. Nerve theorems with this structure are often used in the study of persistent
homology (for references, see the end of this introduction).

However, in some homotopy-theoretic approaches to applied topology, we need a nerve
theorem that is compatible with the inclusions X, < X,» on the nose, and not just
up to homotopy. In this paper, we will prove nerve theorems that provide strictly
commuting diagrams, at the cost of introducing an intermediary between the covered
space and the nerve: we obtain a filtration Z, and homotopy equivalences Z, — X, and
Zy — | Nrv(A,)| such that all the diagrams of the following form commute:

~

X, +=— Z, —=— |Nrv(A,)]

[ o

X Lyt —= | Nrv(A,)|

~

While one can avoid introducing intermediate objects in the special case of the offset
filtration, this is not possible in general, as we explain below. Diagrams of the form
1.4 appear classically in the study of homotopy categories [GZ67]. More recently, they
appear in Blumberg and Lesnick’s work on the homotopy interleaving distance [BL17],
a distance on diagrams of spaces that is universal among stable and homotopy-invariant
distances. The idea is to define an equivalence relation on filtered spaces such that F
and F’ are related if they can be connected via an intermediate filtration, as above, with
the horizontal arrows weak homotopy equivalences. Then, filtered spaces F} and F5 are
homotopy interleaved if F} is related to some FY, F; is related to some Fy, and F] and
F} are interleaved. An important motivation for nerve theorems that provide diagrams
of the form 1.4 is that they can be used in frameworks like the one of Blumberg—Lesnick.



Functorial Nerve Theorems In order to say precisely what we mean by a functorial
nerve theorem, we need to explain how the nerve can be viewed as a functor. To this
end, we will define the category of covered spaces.

To motivate our definition, we first briefly discuss a variant that is also common in
the literature (see, e.g., [Bar02]). The objects in this category are of the form (X, U),
where X is a topological space and U is an unindexed cover of X. A map between covered
spaces f: (X,U) — (Y,V) is then given by a continuous map f: X — Y such that for
any cover element U € U there exists V € V with f(U) C V. Choosing such a cover
element V € V for every element U € U determines a simplicial map Nrv(U) — Nrv(V)
between the nerves. In general, different choices give different simplicial maps, but it will
always be unique up to contiguity (see [Mun84, p. 67] for a definition). In particular, it
follows that any two choices determine, up to homotopy, the same map on the geometric
realization.

To avoid having to make choices, we work with indexed covers and record the choice
of cover elements as above in a map between the indexing sets. This way, we circumvent
the ambiguity of the induced map between the nerves up to homotopy.

Definition 1.1. Let X and Y be topological spaces, (U;);cr a cover of X, and (Vp)sey,
a cover of Y. A map of indexed covers ¢: (U;)ier — (Vi)eer is defined formally as a
map ¢: I — L between the indexing sets. We say that a continuous map f: X — Y is
carried by ¢ if for all i € I we have f(U;) C V).

If f is carried by ¢ and g is carried by 1, then go f is carried by ©woy if the compositions
are defined. Hence, we get the following category.

Definition 1.2. The category of covered spaces Cov has objects pairs of the form
(X, (Uy)ier), where X is a topological space and (U;);er is a cover of X. A morphism
(f,¢): (X, (Uy)ier) — (Y, (Vi)eer) between two covered spaces consists of a continuous
map f: X — Y and a map of indexed covers ¢: (U;)icr — (Vi)eer such that f is carried

by .

With this category in hand, we can define a functor Spc: Cov — Top by forgetting
the cover: Spc takes a pair (X, (U;);er) to X. By taking the geometric realization of the
nerve of a cover, we obtain another such functor. We denote by Simp the category of
simplicial complexes.

Definition 1.3. Let X be a topological space, and let U = (U;);er be a cover of X. For
any J C I, we write Uy = ;cy U;. The nerve of U is the simplicial complex Nrv(U)
with simplices

{JCTI||J|<ocand Uy #0}.

A morphism of covered spaces (f,p): (X,U) — (Y, V) induces a simplicial map between
the nerves of the covers ¢,: Nrv(U) — Nrv(V). Thus, the nerve can be seen to be a
functor Nrv: Cov — Simp. By postcomposing this with the geometric realization functor
|- |: Simp — Top, we get the functor |Nrv|: Cov — Top that takes a pair (X,U) to the
geometric realization | Nrv(U)|.



Remark 1.4. There is a variant of this definition, where the vertex set is the set of cover
elements, in contrast to our definition, where it is the indexing set. While these def-
initions yield different simplicial complexes in general, as the same subset can appear
multiple times in the indexed cover, they are always homotopy equivalent. More pre-
cisely, if U = (U;)ier is an indexed cover and U; C Uy, with j # [, are cover elements,
then the inclusion Nrv(V) < Nrv(U) is a homotopy equivalence, where V = (U;);cr\ (5}
The link 1k(j) = {o € Nev(U) | j ¢ 0, o U{j} € Nrv(U)} of the vertex j in Nrv(U) is a
cone with apex [, i.e., for all o € 1k(j) we have c U{l} € Nrv(U). Therefore, there exists
a collapse Nrv(U) N\, Nrv(V) (see Appendix B for a definition).

Now that we can understand the covered space and the nerve as functors, we can
consider natural transformations that relate them. In general, if /] and F5 are functors
from some category € to Top, and o: Fy = F5> is a natural transformation, one says
that o is a pointwise homotopy equivalence if the component oc: F1(C) — F5(C) is
a homotopy equivalence for all objects C' of €. Similarly one can consider pointwise
weak homotopy equivalences, pointwise homology isomorphisms, et cetera. This paper
is about nerve theorems that relate the covered space and the nerve through pointwise
equivalences.

Most of these nerve theorems make use of a standard construction that is called the
blowup complex by Zomorodian—Carlsson [ZCO08], but goes back at least to Segal [Seg68].
It is a functor Blowup: Cov — Top, along with natural transformations pg: Blowup =
Spc and py: Blowup = |Nrv|. In particular, for any morphism of covered spaces
(f,p): (X,U) = (Y,V) there exists a commuting diagram of the following form:

X «2 Blowup(U) 22 | Nrv(W)|

(
fl i iw (1.5)

Y «—— Blowup(V) —— [Nrv(V)|

We write [n] for the set {0,...,n}. If U = (U;);cpn is a finite cover of a space X, then
the blowup complex is

Blowup(U) = U Uy x A C X x A",
JeNrv(U)

where A" is the standard topological n-simplex and A’ is a face of A" determined by
the inclusion J C [n]. The idea is that each piece of X expands according to the number
of cover elements that contain it. See Section 2 for the definition for arbitrary covers.

To begin, we give three functorial nerve theorems (Theorems A, B and C below) whose
proofs will be particularly attractive to students and newcomers to TDA. This is because
the arguments are relatively elementary and use techniques that are interesting in their
own right. In Section 3, we prove the following functorial nerve theorem:

Theorem A. If X C R%, and B = (Ci)ie[n] is a cover by closed convex subsets, then
the natural maps pg: Blowup(B) — X and py: Blowup(B) — |Nrv(B)| are homotopy
equivalences.



The proof uses partitions of unity, and is similar to the strategy for open covers in
Hatcher’s textbook. In Section 3, we also prove a functorial nerve theorem for closed
convex covers that does not require any intermediate object, subject to an additional
assumption on the morphisms of covered spaces.

Before we state this theorem, we elaborate shortly on why such a functorial nerve the-
orem cannot exist in general. The reason is simple: there are no natural transformations
between Spc and | Nrv | in either direction. Consider the covered spaces (x, (*)), where
is the one-point space, and (Y, (Y)), where Y # * is any space. For any point p € Y
the inclusion ¢,: * < Y gives rise to a morphism of covered space (ip,* +— Y). If
there existed a natural transformation |Nrv| = Spc, then this would already fix a
single inclusion ¢;: * < Y as part of such a morphism of covered spaces, implying
that Y = {q} is a single point, yielding a contradiction. Similarly, consider any cov-
ered space (Z,(U,V)) with p € U NV any point. Consider the two morphisms of
covered spaces (tp, * = U), (tp, * — V) : (%, (%)) = (Z,(U,V)). Then, these maps induce
different simplicial maps on the nerves, implying that there exists no natural transfor-
mation Spc = | Nrv|.

Thus, in order to obtain a functorial nerve theorem that does not need an intermediate
object, the map of indexed covers needs to have strong combinatorial control on the
continuous map. To this end, we introduce the following notions.

Definition 1.5. A pointed cover Us = (U = (Us)ier, (Uo)senrv(u)) of a topological
space X is a cover U of X together with a point u, € U, for every o € Nrv(U).

The category of pointed covered spaces Cov, has objects tuples of the form (X, A.),
where X is a topological space and A, = (A, (as)seNrv4) 1 @ pointed cover of X. A
morphism (f,): (X, As) — (Y, B,) of pointed covered spaces is a morphism of covered
spaces (f,¢): (X, A) — (Y,B) that respects the basepoints, i.e., such that for any
o € Nrv(A) we have f(ay) = by, (o)-

There is an obvious functor Cov, — Cov that forgets the pointing, and hence we get, as
for the category of covered space, the functors Spc: Cov, — Top and |Sd Nrv|: Cov, —
Top, where Sd Nrv is the subdivision of the nerve.

Now, we will describe a functorial nerve theorem that does not require an intermediate
object. The subcategory ClConv, of Cov, consists of subsets of R? that are covered by
finitely many closed convex sets. Further, we restrict to morphisms of pointed covered
spaces whose underlying continuous maps are affine linear on each cover element. Many
covers of interest in TDA are pointed.

Ezample 1.6. Let {zo,...,z,} C R? be a finite set of points. Then, we can point the
cover U = (Dy(Zi))ie[n of the union of closed balls O, = iy Dy(z;) in the following
way: For each non-empty subset o C [n] there exists a smallest real number 7, such that
the intersection (U, ), is non-empty. We define the point p, to be the unique point in
this intersection. This gives the pointed cover (U, (ps)senrviu,)) of O for each r € Rx.
With this at hand, we see that the offset filtration is a functor R>¢ — ClConv,.



Theorem B. For every pointed covered space (X, As) € ClConv, there exists a homotopy
equivalence

I:|SdNrv(A)| = X
that is natural with respect to the morphisms in ClConv,.

One says that a cover is good if all non-empty finite intersections of cover elements are
contractible. As we have already mentioned, nerve theorems usually assume that the
covers involved are good. Moreover, a cover is locally finite if every point has an open
neighborhood that intersects only finitely many cover elements. In Section 4, we again
use the blowup complex to prove a functorial nerve theorem for simplicial complexes:

Theorem C. Let K be a simplicial complex and let A = (K; C K)er be a locally
finite good cover of K by subcomplexes. The natural maps ps: Blowup(|A|) — |K| and
pn: Blowup(|A|) — | Nrv(A)| are homotopy equivalences.

The proof is related to work of Bjérner [Bjo03], and uses elementary methods from
combinatorial homotopy theory for constructing homotopy equivalences between sim-
plicial complexes, together with discrete Morse theory. Combining this result with a
well-known theorem on triangulations of semi-algebraic sets (Theorem 4.10), we obtain
a nerve theorem for compact semi-algebraic sets that are covered by finitely many closed,
semi-algebraic subspaces. Moreover, in Appendix C, we show that one can remove the
assumption that the cover A is locally finite by using contractible carriers for the proof.

Finally we use techniques from abstract homotopy theory to prove the following om-
nibus functorial nerve theorem. In particular, this result implies Theorems A and C.

In parts 1(b) and 2(b) of Theorem D, we restrict attention to compactly-generated
spaces. This is a standard hypothesis in algebraic topology, as these spaces form a
“convenient” subcategory of topological spaces that is suitable for developing the ma-
chinery of homotopy theory. In part 1(b), the intersection A7 and the latching space
L(T) = Upcy Ay € Ar are assumed to satisfy the homotopy extension property; for
example, CW—pairs satisfy the homotopy extension property (cf. Remark 5.8). These
assumptions on the latching spaces together with the assumption that the cover is locally
finite dimensional allow for inductive arguments analogous to arguments that employ
induction over the skeleton of a CW-complex.

At the beginning of Section 5 we introduce in detail all of the notions used in the
statement of the theorem.

Theorem D. Let X be a topological space and let A = (A;)icr be a cover of X.

1. Consider the natural map ps: Blowup(A) — X.

(a) If A is an open cover, then pg is a weak homotopy equivalence. If furthermore
X s paracompact, then pg is a homotopy equivalence.

(b) Assume that X is compactly generated and that A is a closed cover that is
locally finite and locally finite dimensional. If for any T € Nrv(A) the latch-
ing space L(T) C Ar is a closed subset and the pair (Ar, L(T)) satisfies the
homotopy extension property, then ps is a homotopy equivalence.



2. Consider the natural map pn: Blowup(A) — | Nrv(A)|.
(a) If A is (weakly) good, then pyn is a (weak) homotopy equivalence.

(b) If for all J € Nrv(A) the space Ay is compactly generated and A is homo-
logically good with respect to a coefficient ring R, then pn is an R-homology
isomorphism.

We now summarize the ingredients that go into the proof. First of all, the blowup
complex is closely related to another standard construction, called the bar construction.
While the blowup complex has a natural map to the nerve of a cover, the bar construction
has instead a natural map to the subdivision of the nerve, which is why we use the
blowup complex in the statements of the theorems. However, the bar construction is in
some ways easier to work with; in Section 2 we define the bar construction and explain
how we can work with either the blowup complex or the bar construction, whichever is
more convenient.

The statement in 1(a) about weak homotopy equivalences follows from work of Dugger—
Isaksen [DI04]; we give a short proof in Appendix D. The statement in 1(a) about homo-
topy equivalences is proved in Hatcher’s textbook [Hat02, Proposition 4G.2|. Statement
1(b) follows from a standard argument using Reedy model structures, which is similar
to the proof of [Dug, Corollary 14.17], for example. Both parts of 2(a) follow from the
fact that the bar construction is homotopical, both for homotopy equivalences and weak
homotopy equivalences. In the case of weak homotopy equivalences, this again uses
Dugger—Isaksen [DI04]; see Proposition 5.42. We also give a short proof of this in Ap-
pendix D. Finally, 2(b) is proved using the bar construction in the setting of simplicial
R-modules.

In summary, the proof of Theorem D is straightforward, given some powerful tools for
studying diagrams of spaces from abstract homotopy theory. In Section 5 we provide
an introduction to these tools. We hope this will be useful to interested members of the
applied topology community.

The Literature on Nerve Theorems We now summarize the literature on the nerve
theorem, with a particular focus on results that address functoriality.

The original work of Alexandroff [Ale28] on nerves, as well as the early nerve theorems
of Leray [Ler45, Théoréeme 12] and Borsuk [Bor48, Corollary 3], considered closed covers,
motivated in part by covers of polytopes by simplices. Open covers were considered by
Weil [Weib2, Section 5], McCord [McC67], and Segal [Seg68]. There is renewed interest
in the case of closed covers in applied topology, motivated by geometric constructions
such as alpha shapes [EKS83].

A common way to relate the nerve of an open cover U with the covered space X is by
a partition of unity subordinate to the cover. Such a partition of unity defines a map
from X to the nerve of U in a straightforward way, which is a homotopy equivalence if
U is good. This idea appears in the work of Weil and Segal, and the textbook proofs
of the nerve theorem by Hatcher [Hat02, Corollary 4G.3] and Kozlov [Koz08, Theorem
15.21]. Moreover, this map commutes up to homotopy with the maps on space and nerve



induced by a morphism of covered spaces. This was observed by Chazal-Oudot [COO08]
(for certain inclusions of covered spaces) and by Bauer-Edelsbrunner—Jabtorniski-Mrozek
[Bau+20] (for general morphisms). See also Eilenberg—Steenrod [ES52, Ch. X.11], Lim—
Mémoli-Okutan [LMO20] and Virk [Vir21].

In the case of open covers of paracompact spaces, Botnan—Spreemann [BS15], following
the approach that goes back at least to Segal, observe that the blowup complex provides
a zigzag of natural transformations relating covered space and nerve.

Ferry—Mischaikow—Nanda [FMN14] consider covers by open and closed balls in Eu-
clidean space; they also use the blowup complex as an intermediate object relating space
and nerve, but use the Vietoris—Smale theorem on proper maps with contractible fibers
to obtain a homotopy equivalence from nerve to space with control over the image of
each simplex.

Bendich—Cohen-Steiner-Edelsbrunner-Harer-Morozov [Ben+07] give a nerve theorem
for certain closed convex covers in Euclidean space; they define a map from the subdivi-
sion of the nerve of U to the space by choosing a point in each non-empty intersection U,
mapping the vertex J to this point, and extending by piecewise linear interpolation. They
show this map commutes up to homotopy with maps induced by certain morphisms of
covered spaces.

Borel-Serre [BS73, Theorem 8.2.1] prove a nerve theorem for locally finite and closed
covers whose nerve is finite dimensional and such that all finite non-empty intersections
of cover elements are absolute retracts for metric spaces. Using similar techniques,
Nagérko [Nag07] proves a nerve theorem for locally finite, locally finite dimensional,
star-countable closed covers of normal spaces such that all non-empty intersections of
cover elements are absolute extensors for metric spaces.

Bjorner [Bj603] gives a proof of an n-connectivity version of the nerve theorem, which
we discuss in Section 4.3. Given a good cover of a finite simplicial complex by subcom-
plexes, Barmak [Barl1] proves a related result, showing that the simplicial complex and
the nerve have the same simple homotopy type.

2. Functorial Nerve Theorems via Homotopy Colimits

Theorems A, C, and D use the blowup complex Blowup(U) of a cover U as an intermedi-
ate object to relate the nerve of U with the covered space. In this section, we define the
blowup complex and its natural maps to the covered space and the nerve. The construc-
tion is not difficult, but there is an important point here: the blowup complex is closely
related to the bar construction, and because of this, properties of the bar construction
are used in many proofs of the nerve theorem, including Theorems A and D.

The bar construction is a standard model for the homotopy colimit: like the colimit,
the homotopy colimit can be defined via a universal property, but since this univer-
sal property is phrased in terms of derived categories, it takes some work to define it
precisely. A full discussion of the homotopy colimit is beyond the scope of this paper
(see [Dug] for a nice introduction to the topic, or [Riel4, Part I] for a more abstract
approach). However, in order to explain the properties of the bar construction that we
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will use, we will at least describe the problem that the homotopy colimit addresses. So,
in this section we will introduce a basic problem with the colimit of a diagram of topo-
logical spaces, give an idea of how the homotopy colimit addresses this problem, define
the bar construction and the blowup complex, and explain how the properties of the bar
construction can be used to prove functorial nerve theorems using the blowup complex.

First we establish some notation and recall some facts related to the barycentric
subdivision of a simplicial complex. Write Po for the category of posets, and Simp for
the category of simplicial complexes. Let Pos: Simp — Po be the functor that takes a
simplicial complex to its poset of simplices (ordered by inclusion), and let Flag: Po —
Simp be the functor that takes a poset P to the simplicial complex whose vertices are
the elements of P and whose n-simplices are the chains zg < --- < x,, of elements of P.
Then the barycentric subdivision of a simplicial complex K is Sd(K) = Flag(Pos(K)).
There is an affine linear homeomorphism ag : | SA(K)| — |K| defined by the vertex map
that sends a vertex o of Sd(K') to the barycenter of |o| in |K|. Note that, while the
homeomorphism «af is natural with respect to inclusions of simplicial complexes, it is
not natural with respect to general simplicial maps.

2.1. Homotopy Colimits and the Bar Construction

While colimits are used everywhere in topology to construct new spaces, the colimit
operation fails to respect homotopy equivalences, in the following sense. Take A to be
the category that looks like this:

o{— 0 — o

and consider the commutative diagram:

Dn 5 Sn—l . Dn

|k

* < Sn—l %

Here, the top maps are the boundary inclusions. We think of the rows as A-shaped
diagrams, and the vertical maps define a natural transformation between these two
A-shaped diagrams. Every component of this natural transformation is a homotopy
equivalence, but the colimit of the top row is the sphere S™, while the colimit of the
bottom row is a one-point space *, so the induced map between the colimits cannot be
a homotopy equivalence.

More generally, let € be a small category, and write Top® for the category of functors
@ — Top. One says that a functor Q: Top® — Top is homotopical if, given a natural
transformation \: F' = F’ between C-shaped diagrams F' and F’ that is a pointwise
homotopy equivalence, the induced map Q(F) — Q(F’) is also a homotopy equivalence.
For any small category €, the colimit defines a functor colim: Top® — Top, and the
previous example shows that this functor is not homotopical in general.

A homotopy colimit is a homotopical functor hocolim: Top® — Top, together with
a natural transformation hocolim = colim that makes hocolim, in some sense, the
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best possible homotopical approximation of the colimit functor. We now show how
to construct a particular model for the homotopy colimit, called the bar construction,
and we will see that it can be thought of as a “thickened” version of the colimit; see
Example 2.5 for an illustration.

We write A™ for the standard topological n-simplex, and for 0 < ¢ < n, we write
d: A"t < A" for the inclusion of the face opposite the i*" vertex.

Definition 2.1. Let P be a poset, and let F': P — Top be a diagram of topological
spaces. The bar construction Bar(P, F) of F is the quotient space

Bar(P,F):( L] F(vo)xA”> / ~

o=(vo<+<vn)

where the disjoint union is taken over all chains in P, and the equivalence relation ~ is
generated as follows. For a chain o = (v < -+ < vp,) and 0 < i < n, we write

=Wy < << <o) = (wo < o < W),

noting that wg equals vy for i > 0 and v; for i = 0. Now for any x € F'(vp) and a € ANGE
we identify (x,d’(a)) in the copy of F(vg) x A" indexed by o with (F(vy < wp)(x), )
in the copy of F(wg) x A"~ ! indexed by 7;.

Ezample 2.2. Let P = {0 < 1}. Then a diagram F': P — Top is just a map F'(0) — F(1),
and the bar construction Bar(P, F') is the mapping cylinder of this map.

Definition 2.3. Let X is a topological space and U = (U;)ier a cover of X. Writing
Py = Pos(Nrv(U))°P, the nerve diagram of the cover U is the functor Dy : Py — Top
with Du(J) = UJ.

Remark 2.4. In many cases, the colimit of the diagram Dy simply gives us back X: the
inclusions Uy C X induce a continuous map colim Dy — X, which is in fact a bijection.
If U is an open cover, or if it is a closed cover that is locally finite (i.e., every point of X
has an open neighborhood that intersects only finitely many cover elements), then this
bijection is a homeomorphism.

Ezample 2.5. In this paper, we will mainly consider bar constructions of diagrams asso-
ciated to a cover. For example, consider the following cover U of the circle S*:

Figure 2.: A cover by three arcs (left) and the intersections of those (right).
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If we label the three arcs {b,r, g}, the poset Py associated to this cover has the

following form:

{r}

/ N\

{o.r} {r.g}
/ \
{6} «— {b,g9} — {g}

By definition, the bar construction Bar(Py, Dy) of the nerve diagram Dy : Py — Top
associated to the cover U is built from pieces indexed by chains vy < - -+ < v, in Py and
are of the form Dy (vg) x A™. More concretely, the bar construction in our example is
built from the following pieces:

Figure 3.: Pieces indexed by chains in Py of length zero (left) and of length one (right).

After making all identifications, the bar construction Bar(Py, Dy) is the following
“thickened” version of colim Dy = S':

Figure 4.: The bar construction of the nerve diagram.

By Diagp,(Top) we denote the category of diagrams over a poset: the objects are tuples
(P, F), where P is a poset and F': P — Top is a functor. A morphism (g, A): (P, F') —
(R, Q) consists of a poset map g: P — R and a natural transformation \: F' = G o g.
Then the bar construction defines a functor Bar: Diagp,(Top) — Top: a morphism (g, \)
induces a continuous map Bar(P, F') — Bar(R, () defined by the maps

A(vo) x | Flag(g)[: F(vo) x A" = G(g(vo)) x A™,
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where | Flag(g)|: A™ — A™ is the affine map that sends the vertex v; to g(v;). Moreover,
the projection maps F(vg) x A™ — F(vg) define a natural map Bar(P, F') — colim F.
There are analogues of this quotient space construction in other settings, which are
also called bar constructions. We will encounter some of these in Section 5. For a
very general discussion of the bar construction, including a proof that it is a model of
the homotopy colimit, see [Riel4, Chapters 4-5]. In particular, the bar construction is
homotopical (see [Koz08, Theorem 15.12] for a proof in a slightly more general setting):

Proposition 2.6. Let P be a poset, F,F': P — Top diagrams of topological spaces,
and let \: F = F’' be a natural transformation. If the component A\(v) is a homotopy
equivalence for all v € P, then so is the induced map Bar(P, F) — Bar(P, F").

2.2. Functorial Nerve Theorems via the Bar Construction

We can now explain how the bar construction can be used to prove functorial nerve
theorems. For any poset P, if we write * for the constant diagram P — Top to the one-
point space, there is a canonical identification Bar(P, x) = | Flag(P)|. In particular, if Py
is the poset associated to a cover U, we have Bar(Py, *) = | Flag(Py)| = | Sd Nrv(U)|.

A morphism of covered spaces (f, ¢): (X,U) — (Y, V) induces a poset map g: Py — Py
and a natural transformation \: Dy = Dy o g. Thus, by what we have seen before, the
operation (X,U) — Bar(Py, Dy) defines a functor Cov — Diagp,(Top) — Top. More-
over, the unique natural transformation Dy = * induces a natural map

TSd N - Bar(Pu, Du) — Bal"(Pu, *) = | Sd NI"V(U)| .

If every non-empty finite intersection of cover elements happens to be contractible, then
this map is a homotopy equivalence by Proposition 2.6. Using also the natural map
from the bar construction to the colimit as mentioned at the end of Section 2.1, we get
a diagram that is natural in morphisms of covered spaces:

X < colim Dy < Bar(Py, Dy) — | SANrv(U)| .

In Section 3 and Section 5 we will use this diagram to prove functorial nerve theorems
by finding various sets of assumptions that make these natural maps equivalences of
various kinds. This strategy —also employed in the well-known proof of the nerve theorem
for open covers in Hatcher’s textbook [Hat02, Section 4.G] — relies on the well-known
good properties of the bar construction. We exploit this established theory repeatedly
in Section 5, where we use the fact that the bar construction is homotopical in several
contexts, including homological algebra. In Section 4, we will prove a functorial nerve
theorem using a bar construction constructed in the category of posets, rather than the
topological construction.

However, for purposes of computational topology, we want a nerve theorem to relate
the space X directly with the nerve of U, not the much larger subdivision of the nerve.
In order to obtain a functorial nerve theorem that works for morphisms of covered spaces
as we have defined them, in which the map of indexed covers need not be an inclusion,
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we cannot simply apply the usual homeomorphism ay : | SA(K)| — | K| defined for any
simplicial complex K, as this map is natural only in inclusions of simplicial complexes.
In the case of diagrams Dy associated to a cover, the blowup complex is an efficient
way to build a space homeomorphic to the bar construction, which comes with a natural
map to | Nrv(U)| rather than | Sd Nrv(U)|. In the definition, for a non-empty finite set J,
we write |J| for the geometric realization of the full simplicial complex generated by J,
which is homeomorphic to the standard topological simplex Al/I=1.

Definition 2.7. Let U = (U;);cr be a cover of a topological space X. The blowup
complex Blowup(U) is the quotient space

Blowup(U) = ( |_| Uy % |J’) / ~

JeNrv(U)

where the disjoint union is taken over all simplices J € Nrv(U), and the equivalence
relation ~ identifies, for all J C J', the spaces Uy x |[J| and Uy x |J'| along their
common subspace Uy x |J|.

Remark 2.8. If the cover U = (Ui)ie[n] is finite, the blowup complex can be defined as a
subspace of the product X x A™, as mentioned in the introduction. This is the approach
used by Zomorodian and Carlsson [ZC08, Definition 3].

As before, the operation (X, U) — Blowup(U) defines a functor Cov — Top, and the
projection maps U x |J| — U define a natural map Blowup(U) — colim Dy, which gives
us a natural map pg: Blowup(U) — X. But now the projection maps Uy x |J| — |J|
assemble to define a natural map pxn: Blowup(U) — | Nrv(U)|.

Ezxample 2.9. As in Example 2.5, we consider the cover of the circle by three arcs.

2

Figure 5.: The bar construction (left) and the blowup complex (right).

Note that the blowup complex is combinatorially simpler.

We can use the homeomorphism ag: | Sd(K)| — |K| defined for any simplicial com-
plex K to construct a homeomorphism Bar(Py, Dy) — Blowup(U). For any simplex
J € Nrv(U), any flag J D J; D --+ D J,, in Py indexes a piece Uy x A™ in Bar(Py, Dy).
The flags of this form glue together to give a copy of U; x |Sd J| inside Bar(Py, Dy),
where Sd J is the subdivision of the simplicial complex generated by J. Now for all
J € Nrv(U) we have a map

CYJde

Uj x|SdJ| ——— Uy x |J| C Blowup(U) ,
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and assembling these maps gives the homeomorphism Bar(Py, Dy ) — Blowup(U).

This homeomorphism is not natural in arbitrary morphisms of covered spaces, but it
does fit into the following commutative diagram, where the solid arrows are natural in
morphisms of covered spaces:

X < Bar(Py,Dy) =2 | Sd Nrv(U)|
H I o (2.1)

X +—— Blowup(U) —— [Nrv(U)|

The somewhat subtle point here is that, even though the homeomorphism Bar(Py, Dy ) —
Blowup(U) is not natural in arbitrary morphisms of covered spaces, we can use this home-
omorphism and the good properties of the bar construction to prove functorial nerve the-
orems for the blowup complex: if some set of assumptions on the covered space (X, U)
imply that the top maps from Bar(Py, Dy ) are equivalences of some kind, then the
commutativity of the diagram 2.1 implies that the bottom maps from Blowup(U) are
equivalences of the same kind.

3. Nerve Theorems for Closed Convex Covers

In this section, we consider nerves of finite closed and convex covers of subsets of RY.
The motivating instances are alpha complexes and Cech complexes of finite point sets.
Our approach to prove a nerve theorem in this context is elementary and does not make
explicit use of abstract homotopy-theoretic machinery. Nevertheless, it foreshadows the
concepts that will take on a central role in Section 5.

We write [n] for the set {0,...,n}. Let C = (Cy)cn be a collection of closed
convex subsets of R? and let X be their union. We construct a continuous map
I': |SdNrv(€)| — X and show that this map is a homotopy equivalence, establishing a
nerve theorem for this setting. We then extend this result to prove the two functorial
versions discussed in the introduction, Theorem A and Theorem B.

Each vertex J € SdNrv(C) represents a simplex in the nerve Nrv(C), and hence we
can choose a point p; from the non-empty intersection C; = (;c;Cj. By convexity
of the cover elements in C, this choice extends uniquely to a map I': |SANrv(C)| — X
that is affine linear on each simplex of the barycentric subdivision; see Fig. 6 for an
illustration. Similar constructions can be found in the literature [BT82, Theorem 13.4]
[Hau95, p. 179].

Figure 6.: Ilustration of the map I'.
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Theorem 3.1. The map I is a homotopy equivalence. In particular, | Nrv(C)| is homo-
topy equivalent to X.

We prove the theorem by constructing a homotopy inverse ¥ to I'. For this con-
struction, we work with an open cover and a subordinate partition of unity, as in the
familiar proof of the nerve theorem for open covers [Hat02, Proposition 4G.2]. To this
end, we thicken the subsets C; slightly so that the nerve remains unchanged. If the C;
are compact, it is possible to choose an ¢ such that the open e-neighborhoods of the C;
have this desired property. More generally, we can choose such neighborhoods according
to the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let € = (C;);cpn) be a collection of closed and convex subsets of R?. Then
there exists a collection of open sets G = (U; 2 C;)icpn) satisfying Nrv(€) = Nrv(Ge).

Proof. Since R? is a normal space, every disjoint pair of closed sets Cj, C; admits dis-
joint open neighborhoods V;; O C;, V;; O C;. Taking the finite intersection U; =
Nj:cinc;=0 Vi, for every i yields the desired open cover (Uj)ig[y)- O

We choose G according to Lemma 3.2. For each ¢ € [n], there exists a Urysohn
function ¢;: R? — [0, 1] that takes on the value 0 outside of U; and the value 1 on C;.
For example, we may take

d(z, R4\ Uy)
d(l‘, CZ) + d(.l‘, R4 \ Uz) )

T —

Normalizing these functions ¢; yields a partition of unity on X subordinate to the cover
(Ui N X)ign) of Xt i = i /377 _gpj: X — [0,1]. We define the map ®: X — | Nrv(C)|
in barycentric coordinates for | Nrv(C)| as

o $|—>Z@bi(aj)-|vi|, (3.1)

=0

where v; = {i} is the vertex in Nrv(C) corresponding to ¢ and |v;| is the correspond-
ing point in the geometric realization. The map ¥: X — |SdNrv(C)| is then given
as the composite any(e) © @, where any(e): | Nrv(€)[ — [SdNrv(C)| is the standard
homeomorphism from the nerve to its barycentric subdivision.

In order to show that ¥ is a homotopy inverse to I', we analyze more closely how these
maps are related combinatorially. To this end, we use the following construction.

Definition 3.3. For every vertex v of a simplicial complex K, define the closed barycen-
tric star as the subspace

bstv = | Cl1Stgq x v| C | Sd K|,

where ClStgaxv = {0 € SAK | 0 U{v} € SAd K} is the closure of the star of v in the
barycentric subdivision of K.
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We now state two lemmas about the closed barycentric stars, deferring the proofs to
Appendix A.

Lemma 3.4. Let K be a simplicial complex and let 0 € K be a simpler. Then the
intersection (\,c, bst v is contractible. In particular, the collection of closed barycentric
stars forms a good cover of |K|.

It is not hard to see that the nerve of this cover is isomorphic to K. The following
statement describes the closed barycentric stars in terms of barycentric coordinates.

Lemma 3.5. Let K be a simplicial complex and let v be a vertex of K. The closed
barycentric star bstv consists of all points x € |K| that satisfy

by(z) > by(x) for all w € Vert K, (3.2)

where b, denotes the barycentric coordinate with respect to the vertex v.

Proposition 3.6. The pair of maps (¥,idy,)) constitutes a morphism of covered spaces

(X, € = (Ci)icpm) — (ISdNrv(€)], (bst vi)iefn))-

~Y

Proof. Recall that ¥ = axy(e) © @, where ayyy(e) is the isomorphism [Nrv(€)| =
|SANrv(C)| and ®: X — |Nrv(C)|, z — >l i(z) - |vi|. Note that if x € Cj, then
¢i(z) =1 and thus v;(x) is maximal among the 1;(x). Hence, by Lemma 3.5 we know
that ¥(z) € bst(v;) and the claim follows. O

Proposition 3.7. The pair of maps (F,id[n]) constitutes a morphism of covered spaces
(| SANTv(C)|, (bst vi)icpn)) — (X, € = (Ci)icpm))-

Proof. By definition, the map I'" sends the vertices of a geometric simplex ¢ in bstv;
to Cj. As the cover element C; is convex and I is affine linear on o, it follows that I'(o)
is also contained in C;. This shows I'(bst v;) C C;, proving the claim. O

~Y

We will now show that ¥ is a homotopy inverse to I', which implies | Nrv(C)| =
| SANrv(C)| ~ X.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. It follows from Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 3.6 that the pair
of maps (I'o ¥, id[n]) constitutes a morphism of covered spaces. Hence, I' o ¥ is carried
by the identity on € and thus it is homotopic to the identity idx by a straight line
homotopy: for every x € C;, we have I" o U(z) € C;, and since the C; are convex, the
line segment joining z and I' o W(z) lies in C;. Similarly, the pair of maps (¥ o T',id,)
constitutes a morphism of covered spaces. That the composition W o I' is homotopic to
id| gq Nrv(e)| now follows from Lemma 3.4 and the following Proposition 3.8. O

Recall that any two maps into a contractible space are homotopic (to a constant map).
The following statement generalizes this fact to good covers, where contractibility is only
guaranteed locally. For a more general statement see Lemma C.1.
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Proposition 3.8. Let K be a finite simplicial complex and let Y be a topological space.
Assume we have two morphisms of covered spaces with the same map of indexed covers

(£, (9,0): (1K, ([ LiDicpy) = (Vs (Vi)jer),

where (|Li|)icn) is a cover by subcompleres and (Vj)icy is a good cover. Then f is
homotopic to g.

Proof. Let I = [0,1] denote the unit interval. We inductively construct homotopies
H™: |sky, K| x I — Y between f||q,, k| and gl|k,, x| such that H™ is carried by the
map of indexed covers P™: (|sky, Li| X I)icfn) — (Vj)jes induced by o. If m = n is
the dimension of the simplicial complex, the map H = H" is the desired homotopy
between f and g.

To establish the base case m = 0, let p be any vertex of K and let ig,...,i; € [n] be
those indices with |p| € |L;|. By the assumption that f and g are carried by ¢, we know
that both f(|p|) and g(|p|) are contained in S := N, V(i) which is contractible by
assumption, and thus we can choose a path in S that connects these two points. This
defines the desired homotopy H".

To see that the map H' is carried by P, let (|p|,t) € |p| x I be a point. If (|p|,t) €
|L;| x I, then i = 4; is one of the indices above. Thus, by construction, H°((|p|,t)) €
S C Vi) = Vi) and the claim is proven.

For the induction step from (m—1) to m, let H™ ! be as above. Let o be an m-simplex
in sk, K. Furthermore, let i, ..., i € [n] be those indices with |0c| C |o| C |L;|. Then
we have

k
Hmfl(’({?()" xI)CS:= ﬂ V(i)
=0
by the induction hypothesis. As the space S is contractible, we can extend the homotopy
H™ 1 991x1 to a homotopy H™| |5« from f|i5 to g|i:
Hm—l’ ,
(100] x 1) U (jo] x {0,1}) = §m — LD gy

.y

CH™|ioix1

lo| x [ = Bm+!

Because the m-simplex ¢ was arbitrary, we can extend H™ ': |sk,, 1 K| x I — Y to
H™: |sky K| x I > Y.

By construction, this map is carried by P™: Let (z,t) € |o| x I be a point with x in
the interior of |o|. If € |L;|, then already all of |o| lies in |L;|, as L; is a subcomplex
of K. Hence, i = 7; is one of the indices above, and by construction of H™,

H™(2,t) € H™ (o] x I) € 5 € V) = Vi,

proving the claim. O
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3.1. A Functorial Nerve Theorem for Closed Convex Covers

Now, we will discuss two ways of turning the result in Theorem 3.1 into a functorial nerve
theorem. We start by giving a version that follows the strategy explained in Section 2.
After this, we will give a version that is functorial on the nose but needs to use the
concept of pointed covers.

Theorem 3.9. If X C R%, and € = (Ci)iepm) is a cover of X by closed convex subsets,
then the natural maps ps: Blowup(C) — X and py: Blowup(C) — |Nrv(C)|, introduced
in Section 2, are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. As explained at the end of Section 2.2, it suffices to consider the (not necessarily
commutative) diagram

Bar(Pe, De)

X - | Sd Nrv(€)],

where I' is as in Theorem 3.1, and show that wg and 7wgq ;5 are homotopy equivalences.

By Proposition 2.6 and the fact that convex sets are contractible, we know that mwgq n
is a homotopy equivalence. Every point p € Bar(Pe,De) can be described as a pair
p = (z,a), where « is a point in |o|, for some o = (J,, C --- C Jy) € SANrv(€C), and = €
Cj,. By construction, we have I'(msqa n(p)) = I'(a) € C, and wg(p) =z € Cy, C Cy,.
Therefore, a straight line homotopy shows that the maps I' o mgq y =~ 7g are homotopic.
As I" and wgq y are homotopy equivalences the same is true for mg. O

3.2. A One-Arrow Functorial Nerve Theorem for Pointed Covers

We will now describe the second way of obtaining a functorial nerve theorem. Recall from
Definition 1.5 and the paragraphs afterwards the definition of Cov, and its subcategory
ClConv,. Before stating the functorial nerve theorem let us consider one more important
example of a pointed covered space.

Ezample 3.10. Let K be a simplicial complex. The cover (bst(v))yevert k 0f | K| by the
closed barycentric stars is pointed by the vertices (|w|)yevert Sd K -

Let (X, A,) € ClConv, be a pointed covered space. Recall that the construction of T’
at the beginning of Section 3 requires many choices. Those choices can be made such
that I' is a morphism of pointed covered spaces, where the nerve is a pointed covered
space as described in Example 3.10, and such that it is affine linear on each simplex of
the barycentric subdivision of the nerve.

Theorem 3.11. The homotopy equivalence I': | SANrv(A)| — X is natural with respect
to the morphisms in ClConv,.
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Proof. To show naturality, let (f,¢): (X, Ax) — (Y, C,) be a morphism in ClConv,. Then
we need to prove that the diagram

X Y

I I

1SdNrv(A)| 2224 | saNrv(©)]

commutes. Both compositions are maps | SANrv(A)| — Y that are affine linear on each
simplex of the barycentric subdivision. Hence, they are completely determined by their
values on the vertices, where both compositions coincide by construction. ]

4. Nerve Theorems for Simplicial and Semi-Algebraic
Covers

One can prove a nerve theorem for simplicial complexes as a corollary of Quillen’s The-
orem A for posets. In this section, we use combinatorial arguments to prove a functorial
version of this result. Using a well-known triangulation theorem for semi-algebraic sets,
this functorial nerve theorem for simplicial complexes implies such a theorem for finite,
closed, semi-algebraic covers of compact semi-algebraic sets. Finally, we use the same
combinatorial methods to prove a functorial version of a nerve theorem of Bjorner.

Posets and Homotopy Theory We begin by reviewing some basic facts about
posets, following Quillen [Qui78].

Recall that the flag complex Flag(P) of a poset P is the simplicial complex whose
vertices are the elements of P and whose n-simplices are the chains zg < --- < x, of
elements of P. We will sometimes say that a poset has a certain topological property if
its flag complex has that property. For example, we say that a poset P is contractible
if |Flag(P)| is contractible, and we say a map f: P — @ of posets is a homotopy
equivalence if the induced map | Flag(P)| — | Flag(Q)| is a homotopy equivalence. If P
and @) are posets, then there is a canonical homeomorphism

| Flag(P x Q)| = | Flag(P)| x | Flag(Q)| (4.1)

induced by the projection maps. As explained in [Qui78], the product must be taken in
the category of compactly generated spaces, Definition 5.1. However, if one of P or () is
finite, then this agrees with the usual product. It follows that if f,g: P — () are maps
of posets such that f(z) < g(x) for all z € P, then |Flag(f)|,|Flag(g)|: | Flag(P)| —
| Flag(Q)| are homotopic. To see this, observe that the relation f < g determines a map
of posets H : P x {0 < 1} — @, and |Flag({0 < 1})| is an interval.

The main result about posets that we need is Quillen’s Theorem A [Qui73]. Given a
map f: P — Q of posets and y € @, define the subposet of P: f/y ={x € P | f(z) < y}.

Theorem 4.1 (Quillen’s Theorem A). If f: P — Q is a map of posets, and f/y is
contractible for all y € Q, then f is a homotopy equivalence.
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It should be said that Quillen’s theorem is more general than this result, but this is
what we will use. For a nice proof at this level of generality, see [Wal81] or [Bar11], where
it is shown that for finite posets the map f is even a simple homotopy equivalence. We
now use Quillen’s Theorem A to prove a nerve theorem for covers of a simplicial complex
by subcomplexes.

Proposition 4.2. Let K be a simplicial complex and let A = (K; C K);er be a locally
finite good cover of K by subcomplexes. Then K is homotopy equivalent to Nrv(A).

Proof. Define a map of posets f: Pos(K) — Pos(Nrv(A))°P by
floy={iel|oeK;}.

As A is locally finite, f(o) is finite for all 0 € K. We will show that f is a homotopy
equivalence. As usual, for J C I, we write Kj = N;csK;. By Quillen’s Theorem A, it
suffices to show that, for all elements J of Pos(Nrv(A))°P, the poset f/J is contractible.
Unwinding the definition, f/J is the subposet of Pos(K) with elements o € Pos(K)
such that J C f(o). By definition, J C f(o) if and only if 0 € K;. So, f/J =
Pos(K ). As the intersection K is nonempty, it is contractible by assumption, and
so | Flag(Pos(Ky))| = |K | is contractible. Thus, f is a homotopy equivalence. The
homotopy equivalence of the proposition is the composition:

K| 2 [Sd(K)| L5 |Sd(Nrv(A))| 2 | Nrv(A)] . [

4.1. A Functorial Nerve Theorem for Simplicial Covers

In order to prove a functorial version of Proposition 4.2, we now introduce a poset PoBar
that is intermediate between the posets Pos(K) and Pos(Nrv(A))°P that appeared in
the proof. We use the notation PoBar because this construction can be seen as a bar
construction taken in the category of posets, as we explain in Example 5.40.

Definition 4.3. If K is a simplicial complex and A = (K; C K);cs is a cover of K by
subcomplexes, let PoBar(A) be the poset with the underlying set
PoBar(A) = {(o,J) | J C I finite, 0 € K}
where (o, J) < (0/,J') if and only if ¢ C ¢’ and J D J'.
Since PoBar(A) is a subposet of the product Pos(K) x Pos(Nrv(A))°P, it comes with

projection maps Ag: PoBar(A) — Pos(K) and Ay: PoBar(A) — Pos(Nrv(A))°P. In
the next lemma, f denotes the poset map defined in the proof of Proposition 4.2.
Lemma 4.4. Let K be a simplicial complex and let A = (K; C K);er be a locally

finite good cover of K by subcomplexes. The following diagram of posets commutes up
to homotopy after taking flag complexes, and all three maps are homotopy equivalences:

PoBar(A)
Pos(K) 7 Pos(Nrv(A))°P
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Proof. We begin by showing that Ag is a homotopy equivalence. Define a map of posets
w: Pos(K) — PoBar(A) by u(o) = (o, f(0)). The composition Ag oy is the identity on
Pos(K), and if (o, J) € PoBar(A), then (uo Ag)(o,J) = (o, f(0)) < (0,J). It follows
that | Flag(u)| o | Flag(Ag)| is homotopic to the identity on | Flag(PoBar(A)|, so that Ag
is a homotopy equivalence.

If (0,J) is in PoBar(A), then Ay(0,J) = J C f(o) = (f o Ag)(o,J). So, we have
(foAs)(o,J) < An(o,J), which implies that | Flag(f)| o | Flag(Ag)| and |Flag(Ax)| are
homotopic. We proved that f is a homotopy equivalence in the proof of Proposition 4.2.
As Mg and f are homotopy equivalences, so is Ay. O

The strategy now is to use what we have proved about the PoBar construction to
show that the natural maps from the blowup complex to |K| and | Nrv(A)| (defined in
Section 2) are homotopy equivalences.

To do this, we will identify a subcomplex T(A) C Flag(PoBar(A)) that is homeomor-
phic to the blowup complex after realization; we then show, using discrete Morse theory,
that the inclusion | T(A)| — | Flag(PoBar(A))| is a homotopy equivalence. In particular,
it follows that the blowup complex is homotopy equivalent to | Flag(PoBar(A))|.

Definition 4.5. Let K be a simplicial complex, and let A = (K; C K);c; be a cover of
K by subcomplexes. Let T(A) be the subcomplex of Flag(PoBar(A)) consisting of the
simplices (09, Jo) < -+ < (Om, Jm) such that o, € K.

The letter T stands for “triangulation”, since T(A) turns out to be a triangulation of
the blowup complex.

Lemma 4.6. Let K be a simplicial complez, and let A = (K; C K);cr be a cover of K by
subcomplexes; write |A| = (|K;| C |K|)ier. There is a homeomorphism ¢: Blowup(|A|) —
| T(A)| such that the following diagram commutes:

K|« Blowup(JA|) —2X— |Nrv(A)]
% y F
|SA(K)| ¢———— | T(A)] ——— [ Sd(Nrv(A))] (42)

| Flag(PoBar(A

Here, the vertical maps on the left and right are the standard homeomorphisms.

Proof. The blowup complex Blowup(|A|) is defined by glueing together pieces of the form
|K 7| x |J] for J € Nrv(A). We abuse notation and write J also for the full simplicial
complex on J. For any such piece, define ¢ by the composition
K] % 171 2 | Sd K| x| Sd J]
— | Flag(Pos(K))| x | Flag(Pos(./))|
= | Flag(Pos(K))| x | Flag(Pos(J))|
= | Flag(Pos(K ;) x Pos(J)*?)| C | T(A)|



where the last homeomorphism is an instance of 4.1. As these maps respect the equiva-
lence relation from the definition of the blowup complex, together they define a contin-
uous map ¢: Blowup(]A|) — | T(A)|. By construction, the diagram 4.2 commutes.

To see that ¢ is a homeomorphism, we can construct its inverse. As J varies, the sub-
complexes Flag(Pos(K j) x Pos(J)°P) cover T(A). For each J, we can reverse the home-
omorphisms in the definition of ¢ to define p~! on | Flag(Pos(K ;) x Pos(J)°P)|. Since
these maps agree on intersections, they glue together to define the inverse p=1: | T(A)| —
Blowup(]A|). O

Lemma 4.7. Let K be a simplicial complex, and let A = (K; C K);c; be a cover
of K by subcomplezes. Then the inclusion | T(A)| — | Flag(PoBar(A))| is a homotopy
equivalence.

Proof. We construct a discrete gradient vector field V' on Flag(PoBar(A)), such that
the set of critical simplices is T(A). Then it will follow from Proposition B.2 that the
inclusion | T(A)| — |Flag(PoBar(A))| is a homotopy equivalence.

First, define the discrete vector field V' as follows: Take a simplex 7 in Flag(PoBar(A))\
T(A), i.e. a chain (09, Jo) < -+ < (om, Jm) in PoBar(A) such that o, ¢ Kj,. Then
there exists a smallest index ¢ with o; ¢ K,. If J;_1 # J;, consider the chain

(00, Jo) < -+ < (0i-1,Ji—1) < (0i-1,Ji) < (03, Ji) < -+ < (Om, Im)

and pair the corresponding simplex p in Flag(PoBar(A))\ T(A) with 7. Note that these
pairs are disjoint and every simplex in Flag(PoBar(A))\ T(A) appears in such a pairing.
Hence, V is a discrete vector field.

Now, we prove that V is a discrete gradient vector field by showing that there are
no non-trivial closed V-paths: Consider any V-path 79 — pg < -+ — pp < 741 with
{7i,ui} € V and 7; # 7,41 for all .. We will show that it is not closed, i.e. 741 # 7.
Assume that 7y represents the chain (o¢, Jo) < -+ < (0, Jm) and let ¢ be the smallest
index ¢ with o; ¢ Kj;,. We distinguish two cases: If 7 is either of the form

—

(00,J0) < -+ (05,J5) <+ < (0i—1,Ji-1) < (0i-1, i) < (04, J;) < -+ < (Om, Im)

or of the form

o —

(00,J0) <+ < (0i—1,Ji1) < (0i=1,J) < (04, Js) < -+ (05,J}) <+ < (Om, Im),

then r = 0 and 7,41 = 71, which means that the sequence is not closed. Moreover, after
reindexing the chain to be of the form (&9, Jo) < -+ < (m, Jm), the smallest index i
with &; ¢ K Jo did not decrease. In the second case 71 is of the form

o —

(00, Jo) < -+ < (0i—1,Ji—1) < (0i-1, ;) < (03, Ji) < -+ < (Om; Im)-

Thus, after reindexing this chain to be of the form (G¢,Jy) < --- < (Gm,Jm), the
smallest index i with 6; ¢ K j, increased by one. This shows, after sufficiently many
reapplications of these arguments, that 7,41 is not equal to 79, which means that the
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sequence is not closed. Hence, as the sequence was arbitrary, we have proven that V is
a discrete gradient vector field.

The reasoning above also implies that for every simplex in Flag(PoBar(A)) its V-
path height is finite and hence it follows from Lemma B.1 and Proposition B.2 that the
inclusion | T(A)| — |Flag(PoBar(A))| is a homotopy equivalence. O

Theorem 4.8. Let K be a simplicial complex and let A = (K; C K);er be a locally
finite good cover of K by subcomplexes. Then, the natural maps pg: Blowup(|A|) — | K]
and py: Blowup(|A]) = | Nrv(A)| are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. Consider Diagram 4.2. By Lemma 4.4 the maps Ag and Ay are homotopy equiv-
alences. By Lemma 4.7, the inclusion | T(A)| — | Flag(PoBar(A))| is a homotopy equiv-
alence, and by Lemma 4.6, ¢ is a homeomorphism. It follows that pg and py are
homotopy equivalences. ]

Remark 4.9. It is possible to remove the locally finiteness assumption from the theorem:
From Proposition 2.6, the discussion at the beginning of Section 2.2 and Eq. (2.1) it
follows that py: Blowup(]A|) — |Nrv(A)| is a homotopy equivalence. Moreover, one
can show by using contractible carriers that pg: Blowup(]A|) — |K| is a homotopy
equivalence for any cover by subcomplexes; see Proposition C.3.

4.2. A Functorial Nerve Theorem for Semi-Algebraic Covers

As a corollary of Theorem 4.8, we get a functorial nerve theorem for finite, closed,
semi-algebraic covers of compact semi-algebraic sets. For this, we need a well known
theorem on the existence of triangulations of semi-algebraic sets [BCR98, Theorem 9.2.1],
which we now state. For K a simplicial complex and ¢ a simplex of K, we write
int |o| = |o| \ |do| C |K]| for the open simplex.

Theorem 4.10. Let S C R™ be a compact semi-algebraic set, and let (S;)l_, be a finite
family of semi-algebraic subsets of S. There is a finite simplicial complex K = {Uj}§:0
and a homeomorphism h: |K| — S, such that every S; is the union of some images of
simplices h(int |o;|).

Corollary 4.11. Let S C R" be a compact semi-algebraic set, and let A = (S;)i_, be a
finite good cover of S such that each S; is semi-algebraic and closed in S. The natural
maps ps: Blowup(A) — S and pn: Blowup(A) — | Nrv(A)| are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. By Theorem 4.10, there is a simplicial complex K, a homeomorphism h: |K| — S,
and a cover of K by subcomplexes B = (K; C K)!_, such that |, is a homeomorphism
between K; and S;. Then, h induces a homeomorphism Blowup(|B|) — Blowup(A) such
that the following diagram commutes:

|K| <25~ Blowup(|B|) -2 | Nrv(B)|

g ! H

S «—— Blowup(A) —— [Nrv(A)|
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By Theorem 4.8 the top horizontal maps are homotopy equivalences, and the corollary
follows. O

4.3. A Functorial Version of Bjorner’s Nerve Theorem

If K is a simplicial complex, and A is a locally finite cover of K by subcomplexes, then
we have a comparison map |K| — |Nrv(A)| induced by the map of posets f: Pos(K) —
Pos(Nrv(A))°P defined in the proof of Proposition 4.2. In [Bj603], Bjorner gives a detailed
analysis of how the connectivity of this map is affected by the connectivity of the finite
intersections of cover elements. For the final result of this section, we will use the PoBar
construction and the blowup complex to prove a functorial version of Bjorner’s theorem.

Definition 4.12. Let £ > 0. A topological space X is k-connected if, for every 0 < r < k,
every map of the r-sphere into X is homotopic to a constant map.

Theorem 4.13 ([Bj603, Theorem 6]). Let K be a simplicial complex, let A be a lo-
cally finite cover of K by subcomplexes, and let k > 0. Assume that every non-empty
intersection K;, N--- N K;, is (k —t + 1)-connected, for allt > 1. Then f induces a
bijection

mo(K) = mo(Nrv(A)),

and for all 1 < j <k, and for all x € |K|, f induces an isomorphism
(K], 2) = (| Nev(A)], fu(@)).

In fact, the theorem of Bjorner deals with regular CW complexes, rather than sim-
plicial complexes. The assumption that A is locally finite is omitted from the original
statement, but it is used in the proof. For convenience, Bjorner assumes that K is con-
nected: Theorem 4.13 follows from Bjorner’s theorem and the following lemma, which
is easily proved.

Lemma 4.14. Let K be a simplicial complez, and let A = (K;);er be a locally finite
cover of K by subcomplexes such that K; is non-empty and connected for alli € I. Then
f induces a bijection mo(K) = mo(Nrv(A)). O

Using the PoBar construction and the blowup complex as before, we obtain the fol-
lowing functorial version of Bjorner’s theorem.

Theorem 4.15. Letk > 0, let K be a simplicial complez, and let A = (K;)ier be a locally
finite cover of K by subcomplexes. Assume that every non-empty intersection K;, N---N
K;, is (k —t+ 1)-connected, for allt > 1. The natural map ps: Blowup(|A|) — | K] is
a homotopy equivalence, and the natural map py: Blowup(|A|) — | Nrv(A)| induces a
bijection in path components, and for all 1 < j < k, and for all x € Blowup(|A|), pn
induces an isomorphism m;(Blowup(|A|), z) = m;(| Nrv(A)|, pn(2)).

Proof. Note that the proof of Lemma 4.4 shows that the poset map Ag is a homo-
topy equivalence, and that the triangle commutes up to homotopy, without the as-
sumption that A is good. So, by Bjorner’s Theorem 4.13, Ay : | Flag(PoBar(A))| —
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| SA(Nrv(A))| induces a bijection in path components, and for all 1 < j < k, and
for all € |Flag(PoBar(A))|, Ay induces an isomorphism 7;(| Flag(PoBar(A))|,z) =
(| Nrv(A)|, An(z)). The result follows from commutativity of Diagram 4.2. O

5. A Unified Nerve Theorem

We now prove the unified nerve theorem (Theorem D in the introduction), which recovers
Theorems 3.9 and 4.8. The proof has three main ingredients. First, as in Theorem 3.9,
we use the connection between the blowup complex and the bar construction (explained
in Section 2) to deduce statements about the blowup complex from the corresponding
statements about the bar construction. Second, since the bar construction is a standard
tool in homotopy theory, we can use well-known results to prove the statements we need
about it. Finally, Hatcher [Hat02, Section 4.G] already proves one part of the theorem:
if A is an open cover of a paracompact space X, then the natural map Blowup(A) — X
is a homotopy equivalence. We begin by introducing the various notions from topology
we need to state the unified nerve theorem.

In order to avoid pathological behavior in the category Top of all topological spaces,
algebraic topologists often restrict attention to full subcategories that include all the
spaces they are interested in (such as CW complexes), and that have nicer categorical
properties. For example, it is often convenient to work in a category of topological spaces
that is cartesian closed: roughly speaking, this means that for any spaces X and Y in
the category, we have a “mapping space” YX in the category such that the set of maps
Z — Y ¥ is in bijection with the set of maps X x Z — Y, and this bijection is natural
in Y. Letting Z = *, we see that the points of YX are in bijection with continuous maps
X — Y. Such mapping spaces play an important role in algebraic topology, because
they encode homotopy-theoretic information. For example, a path : [0,1] — Y in the
mapping space corresponds to a homotopy H: X x [0,1] — Y. There is more than one
standard choice for such a subcategory. We will consider the following;:

Definition 5.1. A topological space X is weak Hausdorff if g(K) is closed in X for
every continuous map ¢g: K — X with K compact Hausdorff. A subspace A of X is
compactly closed if g='(A) is closed in K for every continuous map g: K — X with K
compact Hausdorff. A space X is a k-space if every compactly closed subspace of X is
closed. A space X is compactly generated if it is a weak Hausdorff k-space. The full
subcategory of Top of compactly generated spaces is denoted by CGSpc.

Some authors refer to k-spaces as compactly generated spaces, and use the term
“compactly generated weak Hausdorff spaces” for what we call compactly generated
spaces. See [May99, Chapter 5] or [Str09] for basic facts about these spaces. For example,
one can show that there exist functors that are adjoint to the inclusions

/\ /\
CGSpc L k-spaces T Top,
A~ T

where k-spaces is the full subcategory of k-spaces.
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Ezxample 5.2. Many spaces are compactly generated:

o Every closed subset of a compactly generated space is compactly generated.
e Every CW-complex is compactly generated.

o Every locally compact Hausdorff space is compactly generated [Str09, Proposition
1.7]. In particular, R? is compactly generated.

A simplicial complex K is sometimes said to be locally finite dimensional if every
vertex v of K has a finite dimensional star, i.e., sup{dimo | v € 0} < co. Following this
usage, we say that a cover of a topological space is locally finite dimensional if the nerve
of the cover is so. More explicitly, we have the following:

Definition 5.3. If X is a topological space, and A = (4;);er is a cover, then A is locally
finite dimensional if for each cover element A; there exists k; € N such that for any
J C I with Ay # 0 and i € J, we have |J| < k;.

Definition 5.4. Let R be a commutative ring. We say that a continuous map f between
topological spaces is an R-homology isomorphism if H,(f, R) is an isomorphisms for all
n > 0. We say that a cover A = (A;)ier is homologically good with respect to R if, for
all non-empty J C I such that A; # (), the map A; — * is an R-homology isomorphism,
where * is the one point space.

Definition 5.5. We say that a cover A = (A;);es is weakly good if, for all non-empty
J C I such that Ay # (), the map A; — x is a weak homotopy equivalence, where * is
the one point space.

Definition 5.6. Let X be a topological space, and let A = (A;);c; be a cover. For
T € Nrv(A), the latching space is the subset

L(T) := U Ay CAp.
TCJCI
Finally, let us recall the homotopy extension property.

Definition 5.7. Let X be topological spaces and let A be a subset. We say that the

pair (X, A) satisfies the homotopy extension property if for every commutative diagram
of the following shape the dotted arrow exists

Ae—em— X

ida X{O}l idx X{O}l

Ax[0,1] —— X x[0,1]

In words, the pair (X, A) has the homotopy extension property if for any map f every
homotopy H on A can be extended to a homotopy H defined on all of X.
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Remark 5.8. A large class of pairs has the homotopy extension property. For example, if
X is a CW-complex and A a subcomplex, then (X, A) satisfies the homotopy extension
property ([Hat02, Proposition 0.16] or [Koz08, Proposition 7.10]). We say more about
the homotopy extension property in Section 5.1.

Theorem 5.9 (Unified Nerve Theorem). Let X be a topological space and let A = (A;)icr
be a cover of X.

1. Consider the natural map ps: Blowup(A) — X.

a) If A is an open cover, then pg is a weak homotopy equivalence. If furthermore
X s paracompact, then pg is a homotopy equivalence.

b) Assume that X is compactly generated and that A is a closed cover that is
locally finite and locally finite dimensional. If for any T € Nrv(A) the latching
space L(T) C Arp is a closed subset and the pair (Ar, L(T')) satisfies the
homotopy extension property, then ps is a homotopy equivalence.

2. Consider the natural map pn: Blowup(A) — | Nrv(A)|.
a) If A is (weakly) good, then py is a (weak) homotopy equivalence.

b) If for all J € Nrv(A) the space Ay is compactly generated and A is homo-
logically good with respect to a coefficient ring R, then pyx is an R-homology
isomorphism.

We prove Theorem 5.9 in Section 5.3.

Remark 5.10. The compactly generated assumption in 2(b) is satisfied for example if X
is a locally compact Hausdorff space and A is an open cover. The assumption also holds
if X is compactly generated and A is a closed cover; this also includes the case of a cover
of a CW-complex by subcomplexes. See Example 5.2.

Remark 5.11. If X is a regular CW-complex and A is a cover of subcomplexes, then 2.b
can also be proven by using spectral sequence techniques [Bro94, Chapter VII, Section
4]. Note that in loc. cit. the total complex associated to the double complex used is
isomorphic to the cellular chain complex of Blowup(A). Moreover, these techniques can
also be used to prove an analogous statement to Theorem 4.13 for homology groups
[Mes01, Theorem 2.1].

Remark 5.12. Most of the technical assumptions in the unified nerve theorem are nec-
essary. To demonstrate this, we will now give some counterexamples.

e The classical nerve theorem for a good open cover of a paracompact space is
proved by using 1(a) and 2(a). We will now give an example that shows that
this paracompactness assumption is necessary in order to establish a homotopy
equivalence between space and nerve. Consider the long ray L, which is constructed
as follows: Take the first uncountable ordinal wy, which is a well-ordered set and its
elements are all countable ordinals, and insert a unit interval (0,1) between each
countable ordinal o and its successor « + 1, yielding a totally ordered set. The
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topology on L is given by the order topology. The long line is a standard example
for a non-paracompact space that is also not contractible [SS95; Jos83]. However, L
is weakly contractible and for any point p € L the openset Lo, ={t € L |t <p} C
L is homeomorphic to the interval [0, 1). Thus, the open cover A = (L<p)pew, is a
good cover of L and it follows from 1(a) and 2(a) that the nerve | Nrv A| is weakly
contractible and hence contractible by Whitehead’s theorem [Hat02, Theorem 4.5].
This implies that the space L and the nerve |Nrv.A| are not homotopy equivalent.

The finiteness conditions in 1(b) control the size of the cover. If A is the cover
of the circle S* by its points, then all conditions in 1(b) and 2(a) are satisfied
except the locally finiteness assumption. As the nerve | Nrv.A| is a disjoint union
of points, it is not homotopy equivalent to S?.

Even if we are only interested in finite good and closed covers, the covered space
does not need to be homotopy equivalent to the nerve of the cover. Consider
the double comb space C and denote the two combs by A; and As (see Fig. 7).
Then, the nerve | Nrv A| of the finite good and closed cover A = {41, A2} of C is
contractible. Hence, it can not be homotopy equivalent to C, because the latter is
not contractible. In this example, the pairs (A1, A1 N Ag) and (Ag, A1 N Az) do not
satisfy the homotopy extension property. This shows that the conditions on the
latching spaces are crucial, as all other assumptions in 1(b) and 2(a) are satisfied.

If A is any homologically good open cover of a locally compact Hausdorff space X,
then it follows from 1(a) and 2(b) that the space X and the nerve Nrv.A have
isomorphic homology groups. This conclusion does not hold if one replaces the
open cover by a closed cover. Consider the Warsaw circle W C S? that separates
the sphere into two connected components Uy and Us (see Fig. 7). The closed sets
Ay =U1 UW and Ay = Uy U W cover the sphere and are contractible. Moreover,
the intersection A1 N Ay = W is acyclic and hence A = {A;, A>} is a homologically
good closed cover of S2. Nevertheless, the space S? and the nerve NrvA do not
have isomorphic homology groups, as H2(S?) = Z and Hy(Nrv.A) = 0. Hence, the
conditions on the latching spaces are crucial, as all other assumptions in 1(b) and
2(b) are satisfied. This counterexample also shows that the nerve of a weakly good
closed cover is not necessarily weakly equivalent to the space it covers.

Us

Figure 7.: The double comb space (left) and the Warsaw circle (right).
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5.1. Applications of the Unified Nerve Theorem

The assumptions on the latching spaces in 1(b) of Theorem 5.9 might not be easy to
check in all situations. We now give a reformulation, and a union theorem for pairs
that satisfy the homotopy extension property, which help to verify these assumptions.
We also show in this subsection that Theorem 5.9 implies the functorial nerve theorems
Theorem 3.9 and Theorem 4.8.

To study pairs that satisfy the homotopy extension property it suffices to consider
neighborhood deformation retracts.

Definition 5.13. A pair of topological spaces (X, A) is called an NDR-pair if there
exist continuous maps u: X — [0,1] and h: X x [0,1] — X such that

(i) A=u"%0) (iii) h(a,—) =aforallac A
(ii) h(—,0) =idx (iv) h(x,1) € A for all x € X with u(z) < 1.

Proposition 5.14 ([Koz08, Proposition 7.7]). Let A be a closed subspace of X. Then
(X, A) is an NDR-pair if and only if (X, A) satisfies the homotopy extension property.

The following union theorem is due to Lillig [Lil73].

Proposition 5.15. Let Ag,..., A, C X be closed subsets and assume that for all J C
[n] the pair (X, Ay) satisfies the homotopy extension property. Then (X,Ui—y A;i) also
satisfies the homotopy extension property.

This proposition, together with 1(b) in Theorem 5.9, implies the following corollary,
which does not involve the latching spaces.

Corollary 5.16. Let X be a compactly generated topological space and A = (Ai)ie[n]
a finite closed cover. Assume that for all I C J C [n] the pair (Ar, Ay) satisfies the
homotopy extension property. Then pg: Blowup(A) — X is a homotopy equivalence.

We will now illustrate how these statements can be used to deduce the functorial
nerve theorem for closed convex sets in R (Theorem 3.9) from the unified nerve theorem
(Theorem 5.9). The proof of the following lemma is elementary and left to the reader.

Lemma 5.17. Let K C R% be compact and convex. Assume that aff K = R?, where
aff K is the affine hull of K. Then we have K = int K and int K is convex.

Proposition 5.18. Let K and K' be compact and convex sets in R with K C K'. Then
the pair (K', K) satisfies the homotopy extension property.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that aff K’ = R holds.

First of all, let us assume that K is the intersection of K’ with an affine subspace.
Now, choose a point z in K. By Lemma 5.17 and the proof of [Mun84, Lemma 1.1], we
see that there exists a homeomorphism ¢: R — R? such that p(K’) = B1(0), p(z) =0
and ¢(K) = B1(0) NR! x {0}47!, with [ = dim aff K. The pair

(p(K"), p(K)) = (B1(0), B1(0) N R x {0}7)
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is a CW-pair and hence it satisfies the homotopy extension property (Remark 5.8).

Now, let K C K’ be such that aff K = aff K/ = R? holds. As before, choose a point
r € K and let ¢: R? — R? be a homeomorphism with ¢(K) = B;(0), ¢(z) = 0 and
¢(K") star-shaped with respect to 0. It is easy to see that (p(K’), ¢(K)) is an NDR-pair
and hence it follows from Proposition 5.14 that the pair (K’, K) satisfies the homotopy
extension property.

Finally, for arbitrary compact convex sets K C K’ we factor the inclusion as K <
aff K N K’ — K'. The claim now follows from the previous two cases together with the
fact that if two pairs (X,Y) and (Y, Z) satisfy the homotopy extension property, then
so does the pair (X, Z). O

By using a truncation argument, we extend this result to any pair of closed convex sets.

Corollary 5.19. Let K and K' be closed and convez sets in R* with K C K'. Then the
pair (K', K) satisfies the homotopy extension property.

Proof. We verify Definition 5.7: Let f: K’ — Y be any continuous map and H: K X
[0,1] — Y be any homotopy with H(—,0) = f|x. We inductively construct an extension
H: K'x[0,1] = Y of H with H(—,0) = f. To this end, consider for every n € N the
compact convex sets K,, = D,(0) N K C K and K], = D,(0) N K’ C K', where D,,(0)
is the closed ball of radius n centered at the origin. Denote by f,: K/ — Y and
H,: K, x[0,1] = Y the restrictions of f and H, respectively.

By Proposition 5.18, the pair (K7, K1) satisfies the homotopy extension property and
hence there exists an extension Hy: K} x [0,1] — Y of H; that satisfies Hy(—,0) = fi.

Let n € N be arbitrary and consider the following diagram of inclusions:

K! K!

\ i n+1
T K UKot ]
\
Kn / Kn+1

By Proposition 5.15 and Proposition 5.18, the pair (K], , K], UK, 1) satisfies the homo-
topy extension property and hence we can extend the homotopy on K/, U K, 1 induced
by (H,, Hp+1) to a homotopy H,,1: K], 1x[0,1] =Y that satisfies Hyi1(—,0) = fry1.
Taking to the colimit over all n yields the desired extension H. O

Let X C R? be a subset and let B = (Ci)igln) be a finite cover of X by closed convex
sets. The previous corollary shows, together with the fact that any closed subset of R? is
compactly generated (Example 5.2), that the assumptions in Corollary 5.16 are satisfied
and hence, the map pg: Blowup(B) — X is a homotopy equivalence. As any cover by
convex sets is good, it follows from 2(a) in Theorem 5.9 that the map py: Blowup(B) —
| Nrv(B)| is a homotopy equivalence, as well. This proves Theorem 3.9.

If in the functorial nerve theorem for covers by subcomplexes (Theorem 4.8) we ad-
ditionally assume that the cover is locally finite dimensional, then this theorem also
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follows readily from the unified nerve theorem (Theorem 5.9): the realization of a sim-
plicial complex is compactly generated (Example 5.2); moreover, the latching spaces are
subcomplexes and hence the homotopy extension properties are satisfied (Remark 5.8).

5.2. Simplicial Model Categories

In order to prove Theorem 5.9, we will need a generalization of the bar construction to
other settings than the category of topological spaces. To make sense of the homotopy
invariance property in other settings, we will need a general framework in which to
understand the analogues of homotopy equivalences in other contexts. There are many
choices for such frameworks: we will work with model categories, which have been a
standard tool of abstract homotopy theory since they were introduced by Quillen in the
1960s. A thorough introduction to model categories is beyond the scope of this paper
(see, e.g., [DS95] for a friendly introduction), but we will briefly introduce the aspects
of model categories that are most relevant to this paper.

Model categories A model category is a category, together with three distinguished
classes of morphisms, the weak equivalences, fibrations, and cofibrations, which are re-
quired to satisfy certain axioms. An admissible choice of these classes is called a model
structure on the underlying category. The choice of morphisms define two distinguished
classes of objects: an object X is fibrant if the unique map from X to the terminal object
is a fibration, and it is cofibrant if the unique map from the initial object is a cofibration.
Before we give the axioms, it is useful to have in mind some basic examples.

Ezample 5.20. There are several important model categories whose objects are topologi-
cal spaces. Usually, one considers some subcategory of Top in order to avoid pathological
behavior. In the literature, there are a number of subcategories that algebraic topolo-
gists like to work with; we will choose the subcategory of compactly generated spaces.
There is a model structure on the category of compactly generated spaces for which the
weak equivalences are the homotopy equivalences, and the cofibrations are the Hurewicz
cofibrations, which are the maps i: A — X that satisfy the homotopy extension property
(see Definition 5.7, and replace the inclusion A C X with 7). This is called the Hurewicz
model structure. It was originally established (on the category of all topological spaces)
by Stregm [Str72]; see [MP12, Theorem 17.1.1] for an account in the setting of compactly
generated spaces. Every space is both fibrant and cofibrant in the Hurewicz model
structure, which is quite rare.

There is another model structure on the category of compactly generated spaces,
called the Quillen model structure, for which the weak equivalences are the weak ho-
motopy equivalences, i.e., a map that induces a bijection on path components and an
isomorphism on homotopy groups for all choices of base point. This was first studied
by Quillen in his original work on model categories [Qui67]; see [MP12, Theorem 17.2.2]
for an account in our setting. Every space is fibrant in the Quillen model structure, and
every CW complex is cofibrant.

Ezxample 5.21. Model categories can be used to study homological algebra. Let R be
a commutative ring. There is a model structure on the category of non-negatively
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graded chain complexes of R-modules, for which the weak equivalences are the quasi-
isomorphisms, and the cofibrations are those monomorphisms that have a degreewise-
projective cokernel. In particular, the cofibrant objects are the degreewise-projective
chain complexes. This is another of the original examples from [Qui67].

Definition 5.22. A model category M is a category which is equipped with three sub-
categories of morphisms called weak equivalences, fibrations and cofibrations such that
the following axioms hold:

1. The category M has all small limits and colimits.

2. (2-of-3) If f and g are maps of M such that g o f is defined and two of the maps
f, g, go f are weak equivalences, then so is the third.

3. If f is a retract of g and g is a weak equivalence, fibration, or cofibration, then so
is f.
4. Given a commutative square
A1, x

]
BT>Y’

where 7 is a cofibration and p is a fibration, then there is a map h: B — X such
that f = hoiand g = po h if either of 7 or p is a weak equivalence.

5. Any map f can be factored as (i) f = p o4, where ¢ is a cofibration and p is a
fibration and a weak equivalence, and (ii) f = p’ o’ where i’ is a cofibration and
a weak equivalence and p’ is a fibration.

Remark 5.23. The definition of model category has evolved since it was first introduced.
For example, we require all small limits and colimits, while Quillen originally required
only all finite limits and colimits. For a discussion, see [Hov99, Chapter 1]

Remark 5.24. In a model category the weak equivalences together with the fibrations or
the cofibrations determine the third subcategory; see, e.g., [Hov99, Lemma 1.1.10].

Many algebraic topologists prefer to work with certain kinds of combinatorial models
of spaces, rather than with topological spaces themselves. These combinatorial models
are called simplicial sets, and they are somewhat like simplicial complexes. While they
are more complicated than simplicial complexes — for example, every simplicial set has
simplices in every dimension, even the simplicial set that models the one-point space!
— they have better categorical properties: for example, there is a geometric realization
functor | — | from the category of simplicial sets to the category of compactly generated
topological spaces, and this functor preserves all small colimits, and all finite limits (we
define this construction in Section 5.3). So, one can take limits and colimits in the
category of simplicial sets, and these will model the corresponding limits and colimits of
topological spaces. See, for example, [Fril2] for a friendly introduction to this topic.
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Definition 5.25. Let A denote the simplex category that has as objects the finite ordi-
nals {[n] ={0,1,...,n} | n > 0} and the morphisms are given by order preserving maps.

Definition 5.26. A simplicial set is a functor X: A°? — Set, and a morphism of
simplicial sets is a natural transformation. The set X,, = X ([n]) is the set of n-simplices
of X. The category of simplicial sets is denoted by sSet. More generally, if C is any
category, a simplicial object in € is a functor A°? — C.

Ezample 5.27. The Yoneda embedding Y : A < sSet, [n] — Homa(—, [n]) gives rise to
a family of simplicial sets. We denote Y ([n]) by A™ and call it the standard n-simplex.

Ezxample 5.28. Let X be a topological space. The singular simplicial set of X is the
simplicial set Sing(X) with

Sing(X)([n]) = hom(JA™], X),

where |A"| is the standard topological n-simplex, and hom(—, —) denotes the set of
continuous maps.

A fundamental fact about the relationship between simplicial sets and topological
spaces is that the functor Sing: CGSpc — sSet is right adjoint to the geometric realization
| —|: sSet — CGSpc mentioned above. This adjunction is what allows us to use simplicial
sets as a model for spaces; we say more about this below.

Ezample 5.29. Let C be a category. The nerve of C is the simplicial set N(C) such that
N(C)([n]) = {vo = v1 — -+ — vy, | string of composable morphisms in C}.

If A = (A;)ier is a cover of a topological space, then the finite non-empty intersections
of cover elements form a category with morphisms given by inclusion A; < Ay if J' C J.
The geometric realization of the nerve of this category is homeomorphic to | Sd Nrv(A)].

We can now introduce two more examples of model categories, both of which play a
role in the proof of Theorem 5.9.

Example 5.30. The category of simplicial sets can be equipped with a model structure,
also called the Quillen model structure, where the weak equivalences are those maps that
become weak homotopy equivalences after applying the geometric realization functor and
the cofibrations are the monomorphisms; see, for example, [GJ09, Chapter I]. From the
definition of cofibration, it follows that every simplicial set is cofibrant.

Ezample 5.31. An alternative to the chain complexes of Example 5.21 is the category of
simplicial R-modules. Here, R is a commutative ring as before, and a simplicial R-module
is a simplicial object in the category R-Mod of R-modules. We let R: sSet — s(R-Mod)
denote the functor that is induced by the free R-module functor R: Set — R-Mod; the
forgetful functor U: s(R-Mod) — sSet is right adjoint to R. Then there is a model
structure on s(R-Mod) such that the weak equivalences and fibrations are exactly those
morphisms whose underlying map of simplicial sets is a weak equivalence and fibration,
respectively [GS07, Proposition 4.2]. Moreover, a continuous map X — Y is an R-
homology isomorphism if and only if the induced map R(Sing(X)) — R(Sing(Y)) is a
weak equivalence of simplicial R-modules [Wei94, Dold-Kan Theorem 8.4.1].
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We have now encountered two important adjunctions connecting model categories:
the adjunction (| — |, Sing) relating spaces with simplicial sets, and (R, U) relating sim-
plicial sets with simplicial R-modules. In general, a Quillen adjunction between model
categories is an adjunction such that the left adjoint preserves cofibrations and trivial
cofibrations, or equivalently, the right adjoint preserves fibrations and trivial fibrations.
These adjunctions are the main way to relate model categories; both of the adjunctions
just mentioned are Quillen adjunctions.

A Quillen adjunction (F, G), where the left adjoint F' is a functor M — N is a Quillen
equivalence if, for all cofibrant X in M and all fibrant Y in D, a map FF.X — Y is a weak
equivalence in N if and only if the corresponding map X — GY is a weak equivalence
in M. The adjunction (| — |,Sing) is a Quillen equivalence when CGSpc is given the
Quillen model structure; see for example [Hov99, Theorem 2.4.25, Theorem 3.6.7]. This
simple definition has powerful consequences, and we now describe one that plays a role
in the proof of Theorem 5.9. Since (F,G) is an adjunction, there is a natural map
n: X — GFX called the unit, and another ¢: FGY — Y called the counit. If (F,G)
is a Quillen equivalence, then these maps are weak equivalences, subject to additional
fibrancy and cofibrancy assumptions. See [Hov99, Proposition 1.3.13] for details. Once
you know that (| — |, Sing) is a Quillen equivalence, then it follows immediately that
the unit K — Sing(|K|) is a weak equivalence for every simplicial set K, and the
counit |Sing(Y)| — Y is a weak equivalence for every compactly-generated space Y.
The additional fibrancy and cofibrancy assumptions are vacuous in this case, as every
simplicial set is cofibrant and every space is fibrant.

Simplicial model categories In the beginning of this section, we discussed the im-
portance of mapping spaces; a simplicial model category M is a model category equipped
with additional structure that generalizes this feature of algebraic topology; see [Riel4,
Definition 11.4.4] for a precise definition. For any two objects X and Y of a simpli-
cial model category M, we have a simplicial set Homy(X,Y") that encodes homotopy-
theoretic information about X and Y. Formally, one requires that the model category
M be enriched in simplicial sets, and tensored and cotensored. One then imposes an
additional axiom that relates this structure to the model structure.

We will omit the axioms, since we will not use most of the structure explicitly. How-
ever, we will use the tensoring in order to define the bar construction in a simplicial
model category, and we introduce this now. If M is a simplicial model category, then
for any object X of M and any simplicial set K, there is an object X ® K of M, and
this construction gives a functor M x sSet — M. Furthermore, for any X, the functor
Homy(X, —): M — sSet has a left adjoint given by X ® —: sSet — M.

Ezxample 5.32. The category CGSpc of compactly-generated spaces is enriched in simpli-
cial sets, and tensored and cotensored. This makes CGSpc a simplicial model category
with either the Hurewicz or Quillen model structures. If X and Y are compactly gener-
ated spaces, Hom(X,Y) is the simplicial set with

Hom(X,Y), = hom(X x |A"],Y).
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So, the zero-simplices of Hom(X,Y) are maps from X to Y, the one-simplices are
homotopies, the two-simplices are “homotopies between homotopies”, and so on. The
operation ® is characterized by X ® A" = X x |A"].

Example 5.33. The Quillen model structure on sSet gives a simplicial model category,
and the operation ® is the cartesian product.

Ezxample 5.34. The category s(R-Mod) is a simplicial model category, with the model
structure described in Example 5.31. If K is a simplicial set and M is a simplicial
R-module, then M ® K is the simplicial R-module with (M ® K),, = M,, ® g R(K,,).

5.3. Proof of the Unified Nerve Theorem

We can now define the bar construction in the setting of a simplicial model category,
generalizing the construction of Section 2.

Definition 5.35. Let P be a poset and let M be a simplicial model category. The
simplicial bar construction of a functor F': P — M is the simplicial object

Bare(P, F'): A°® - M
whose n-simplices Bar, (P, F') are defined by the coproduct

Bar, (P, F) = H F(vo).

vo<v1 <<

Equivalently, the coproduct is indexed by functors of the form ~: [n] — P. For any map
0: [m] — [n] in A, 0*: Bar,(P, F) — Bar,,(P, F) takes the summand indexed by = to
the summand indexed by « o 6, via the map F(y(0)) — F(v(6(0))).

The identifications that were used to define the bar construction for topological spaces
are achieved in this setting by the categorical notion of a coend:

Definition 5.36. Let € be a small category, & any category, and H: CP x € — € a
functor. The coend [© H, sometimes denoted [““® H(c,c¢), is an object of & equipped
with arrows H(c,¢') — [©H for each ¢ € € that are collectively universal with the

property that the diagram

H(d\c) LN H(d, )

Al |
H(c,c) —— [*H
commutes for each f: ¢ — ¢ in C.

We can use this notion to define the geometric realization functor | — |: sSet — CGSpc
mentioned in Section 5.2. Writing A for the simplex category as before, there is a functor
A — CGSpc that takes [n] to the standard n-simplex. If X: A°P? — Set is a simplicial
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set, | X| is the coend of the functor A°P? x A — CGSpc that takes ([n], [m]) to X, x |A™],
where X,, has the discrete topology. This is written

[njeA
X :/ X, x |A"].

We now apply the same idea to the simplicial bar construction:

Definition 5.37. Let P be a poset and let M be a simplicial model category. The bar
construction of a functor F': P — M is the coend

[n]leA
Bar(P, F) = / Bar, (P, F) @ A"

Note that there are canonical maps Bar, (P, F') ® A™ — Bar, (P, F') — colim F for all
n > 0, which induce a map Bar(P, F') — colim F' by the universal property of the coend.

Remark 5.38. Since the category CGSpc of compactly generated spaces is a simplicial
model category (with either the Hurewicz or Quillen model structures), we can consider
the bar construction Bar(P, F') of any functor F': P — CGSpc. Abusing notation, if
F: P — Topis afunctor valued in the category of all topological spaces, we can define the
bar construction Bar(P, F') by first building the simplicial object Bare(P, F'): A°? — Top
as in Definition 5.35, and then taking the coend

[n]eA
Bar(P, F) :/ Bar, (P, F) x |A"|

in Top.
We now explain why, if F': P — CGSpc is a functor valued in compactly generated
spaces, then it does not matter whether we compute Bar(P, F') in CGSpc or Top.
Following Dugger—Isaksen [DI04, Appendix A], given F': P — Top, we can com-
pute Bar(P, F') as a sequential colimit of pushouts, as follows. For k = 0, we define
Bar(P, F)(0) = Il,ep F(p), and for k > 0 we inductively define Bar(P, F')(k) as the
pushout

II  F(v) x |0A¥| —— Bar(P, F)(k — 1)

Vo <+ <Ug
r fr—1
[T Fluo) x |A¥]  Bar(P, F)(k)
Vo< <V

where the top horizontal map is defined using the face maps Bary (P, F') — Bary_1 (P, F).
Then we have an isomorphism Bar(F, P) = colimy Bar(P, F')(k).

Now, if F': P — CGSpc is a functor valued in compactly generated spaces, we can
use this characterization of the bar construction computed in Top to show that the
result is in fact compactly generated, as follows. As the disjoint union of compactly
generated spaces is compactly generated and because |[0A"| as well as |A"| are locally
compact Hausdorff, it follows from [Str09, Proposition 2.6. and Corollary 2.16] that the
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spaces on the left hand side of the diagram and Bar(P, F')(0) are compactly generated.
Moreover, because the pushout of compactly generated spaces along a closed inclusion
is again compactly generated [May99, p.40], it follows that the spaces Bar(P, F')(k) are
compactly generated. By [Str09, Proposition 2.35], the maps f; are closed inclusions.
Finally, it follows again from [May99, p.40] that Bar(P, F') = colimy Bar(P, F)(k) is
compactly generated.

Since Bar(P, F') computed in Top is compactly generated, and it satisfies the universal
property of the coend in Top, it also satisfies this universal property in CGSpc.

Furthermore, one can use this method for building the bar construction as a sequential
colimit of pushouts to check that, given F': P — Top, the bar construction we consider
in this section is naturally homeomorphic to the bar construction of Definition 2.1, which
justifies using the same notation in both places.

Remark 5.39. The coend construction used to define Bar(P, F') in Definition 5.37 is an
example of the geometric realization of a simplicial space. We note that the blowup
complex of Definition 2.7 can also be seen as the geometric realization of a simplicial
space, the ordered Cech complex of [DI04, Section 2.5].

The map 7gqn: Bar(Py, Dy) — | SANrv(U)| is the geometric realization of a map
Bare(Py, Dy) — Bare(Py, *) of simplicial spaces, and the map 7g: Bar(Py, Dy) — X
is also the geometric realization of a map of simplicial spaces Bare(Py, Dy) — X,
where X,, = X for all n. Analogously, the maps pxn: Blowup(U) — |Nrv(U)| and
ps: Blowup(U) — X can be seen as geometric realizations of maps of simplicial spaces.

Ezample 5.40. If we leave aside the requirement that we work in a simplicial model
category, the PoBar construction from Section 4 is a bar construction. In more detail,
let K be a simplicial complex, and let A = (K;);cr be a cover by subcomplexes. Let
Dy: Pg — Po be the functor with Dy(J) = U(NjesK;). There is a simplicial object
Bare(Pg,Dy) in Po defined as in Definition 5.35, and the inclusion A C Po defines a
cosimplicial object, i.e., a functor A — Po. Then

[n]
PoBar(A) = Bar,,(Pg,Dy) x [n].

Given a sufficiently well-behaved diagram F': P — M in a simplicial model category M,
the bar construction of F' computes the homotopy colimit of F'. This appears as [Riel4,
Corollary 5.1.3]. In the proof of Theorem 5.9, we will use two consequences of this result.
The first says that the bar construction is homotopical for pointwise cofibrant diagrams:

Proposition 5.41. Let M be a simplicial model category, let P be a poset, and let
F,F': P — M be pointwise cofibrant diagrams. If o: F = F' is a natural transformation
such that the component o, is a weak equivalence for all elements x of P, then the induced
map Bar(P, F) — Bar(P, F') is a weak equivalence.

In Proposition 2.6, we saw already that the bar construction respects pointwise ho-
motopy equivalences between topological spaces (without any pointwise cofibrancy or
compactly-generated assumptions!). There is a similar result for weak homotopy equiv-
alences, which follows from work of Dugger—Isaksen [DI04]:
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Proposition 5.42. Let F,G: P — Top be diagrams of topological spaces. Suppose there
is a natural transformation F = G that is a pointwise weak homotopy equivalence. Then
the induced map Bar(P, F) — Bar(P,G) is a weak homotopy equivalence as well.

Proof. The natural transformation F' = G induces a map Bare(P, F) — Bare(P,G)
such that Bar, (P, F) — Bar, (P, G) is a weak homotopy equivalence for all n > 0. It is
straightforward to check that the simplicial bar construction has free degeneracies in the
sense of [DI04, Definition A.4], and therefore the induced map Bar(P, F') — Bar(P,G)
is a weak homotopy equivalence by [DI04, Corollary A.6]. O

We will soon use this last result to prove the “weak” version of Theorem 5.9 2(a). If we
did not know this result, and applied only Proposition 5.41, we would need the additional
assumption that the intersection A is cofibrant in the Quillen model structure on CGSpc
for all J € Nrv(A).

For the proof of Theorem 5.9, we will also need a second consequence of the general fact
that the bar construction computes the homotopy colimit. This is similar to [WZZ99,
Lemma 4.5], for example. Recall that Dy: P4 — Top denotes the nerve diagram of the
cover A of a topological space X.

Proposition 5.43. Let X be a compactly generated space, and let A be a closed cover
that is locally finite and locally finite dimensional. If for all T € Nrv(A) the latching
space L(T) C Ar is closed and the pair (Ap,L(T)) satisfies the homotopy extension
property, then the natural map Bar(Pg,D4) — colim Dy = X is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. A closed subspace of a compactly generated space is also compactly generated,
so D: Py — Top takes values in the subcategory CGSpc of compactly generated spaces.

As A is locally finite dimensional, the poset P, is an upwards-directed Reedy cate-
gory, with deg(J) = sup{(|J'| — |J]) | J' € Nrv(A) with J C J'}. Working with the
Hurewicz model structure on CGSpc, the Reedy model structure on the functor category
Fun(P4, CGSpc) coincides with the projective model structure as Py is upwards-directed.
In particular, the projective model structure on Fun(Py4, CGSpc) exists. See [Hir03, Chap-
ter 15] for Reedy categories and the Reedy model structure; the relationship with the
projective model structure is explained at [Dug, Proposition 13.12].

The condition on the latching spaces implies that all inclusions L(T) C Ap are
Hurewicz cofibrations, so that D, is Reedy cofibrant, i.e., projective cofibrant. As
the bar construction Bar(Pg,D,) computes the homotopy colimit of D4 [Rield, Corol-
lary 5.1.3], the natural map Bar(Py,Dy) — colim Dy is a homotopy equivalence. As
the cover is locally finite and X is compactly generated, it follows from [Str09, Corol-
lary 2.23] that the colimit calculated in CGSpc coincides with the one in Top, and by
Remark 2.4 this is naturally homeomorphic to X. O

We are now ready to prove the unified nerve theorem.

Proof of Theorem 5.9. In Section 2.2, we explained how one can prove that the natural
maps ps and py from the blowup complex are equivalences by proving that the natural
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maps wg and wsq ; from the bar construction are equivalences. So, we work with the
bar construction in this proof.

The first part of 1(a) follows from work of Dugger and Isaksen [DI04, Theorem 2.1
and Proposition 2.7]; in Appendix D we give a short proof using their ideas. The second
part of 1(a) is the content of [Hat02, Proposition 4G.2]. Statement 1(b) is the content
of Proposition 5.43.

We now prove 2(a). By assumption, the unique natural transformation D4 = * from
the nerve diagram of the cover A to the constant diagram on the one-point space is a
pointwise (weak) homotopy equivalence. The results now follow from Proposition 2.6
and Proposition 5.42, respectively. Alternatively, see Appendix D for a short proof of
the fact that py is a weak homotopy equivalence whenever A is a weakly good cover.

We now prove 2(b). For every compactly generated space Z, there is a natural weak
homotopy equivalence | Sing(Z)| — Z, given by the counit of the adjunction (| — |, Sing)
as explained in Section 5.2. So, there is a pointwise weak homotopy equivalence

| — | oSingoDy = Dy,
that induces, by Proposition 5.42, a weak homotopy equivalence
Bar(PA, | — ‘ o Sing O'DA) — Bar(PA, ®A) (51)

We work with the model structure on the category s(R-Mod) of simplicial R-modules
described in Example 5.31; recall that a map X — Y of compactly-generated spaces is
an R-homology isomorphism if and only if the induced map R(Sing(X)) — R(Sing(Y")) is
a weak equivalence of simplicial R-modules. By our assumption that the natural trans-
formation D, = * is a pointwise R-homology isomorphism, the natural transformation
R o Sing oDy = Ro Sing ox is a pointwise weak equivalence of simplicial R-modules. As
R preserves cofibrant objects (since it is the left adjoint of a Quillen adjunction), and
every simplicial set is cofibrant, both diagrams are pointwise cofibrant. So, by Propo-
sition 5.41, the induced map Bar(Py,R o SingoD,) — Bar(Py, R o Sing ox) is a weak
equivalence. Furthermore, for any poset P and any functor F': P — sSet, there is a
natural isomorphism Bar(P,R o F') = R(Bar(P, F')), using the definition of the tensor
structure on s(R-Mod) and the fact that R preserves colimits (as it is a left adjoint). So
we have a commutative diagram:

Bar(Py, R o SingoDy,) —— R(Bar(Py, SingoD))

| !

Bar(Py, R o Sing o) —— R(Bar(Py, Sing ox))

and hence, the morphism on the right is a weak equivalence by 2-of-3.

For any simplicial set K, the unit map K — Sing(|K|) is a natural weak equivalence,
as explained in Section 5.2. The functor R preserves all weak equivalences, as every
simplicial set is cofibrant [Hov99, Lemma 1.1.12 (Ken Brown’s lemma)]. So we have a
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commutative square, in which the indicated maps are weak equivalences:

R(Bar(Py, SingoD,)) —— R(Sing(| Bar(Py, SingoD4)l))

| !

R(Bar(Py, Sing ox)) ——— R(Sing(| Bar(Py, Singox)|))

It follows, by 2-of-3, that the fourth map in the square is a weak equivalence as well,
and so | Bar(Py, Sing oD y4)| — | Bar(Py, Sing o*)| is an R-homology isomorphism.

For any poset P and any functor F': P — sSet, there is a natural isomorphism
Bar(P,| — | o F') & |Bar(P, F')|, again using the definitions and the fact that geometric
realization preserves colimits, being a left adjoint. So we have the following commutative
diagram:

| Bar(Py, Sing oDy )| ——2— | Bar(P,, Sing o)

I I

Bar(Py,| — | o SingoDy) —— Bar(Py, | — | o Sing ox)

\ T

Bar(Py,Djy)

Recall that that the map Bar(Py,| — | o SingoD,4) — Bar(Pg,D4) from 5.1 is a weak
equivalence. Together with the fact that weak homotopy equivalences are also R-
homology isomorphisms [Hat02, Proposition 4.21], we get that the canonical map

msan: Bar(Pg,Dy) — | SANrv(A)| = Bar(Pg, ) = Bar(Py, | — | o Sing o%)

is, once more by 2-of-3, an R-homology isomorphism as well. O

A. Auxiliary Lemmas about Geometric Simplicial
Complexes

Lemma A.1. Let 0 = {vg,...,vx} € K be a simplex and consider the subcomplex
L={10C- - CTn|oC7} CSAdK. Then NF_,bstv; = |L|.

Proof of Lemma A.1. First, let ¢ = (19 C -+ C 7o) € L be a simplex. By definition,
¢ is contained in the simplex ¢ C 79 C -+ C 7y, of Sd K. Thus, the realization of ¢ is
contained in bstv; for all 4, and so we have |L| C N_ bst v;.

Now, let |¢ = (19 C --- C 7n)| € NF_g bst v;. Since for all i we have |7 C -+ C 7| C
bst v;, we know that v; € 79. Thus, the simplex o is also contained in 79. Therefore,
¢ € L and so we have (*_obstv; C |L|. O

Proof of Lemma 3.4. By Lemma A.1, every (geometric) simplex in (¢, bstv C | Sd K|
has a coface in this intersection with z(|o|) as a vertex, where z(|o|) is the barycenter of
|o|. Thus, e, bst v is star-shaped with respect to z(|o|) and hence contractible.  [J

42



The following two lemmas are straightforward calculations (compare [ES52, p.62]).

Lemma A.2. Let K be a simplicial complex and let x € |K|. Write x in barycentric
coordinates of K as

m
x="Y vj-|wl
=0

m

with w; € Vert K, v; >0 and ) vj =1 as well as vy > v1 > -+ > vy,. Then, by using
7=0

the (geometric) simplices

|7i| = conv{|wgl,...,|wi|} forallie{0,...,m} (A.1)

in the realization |K| and by writing z(|1;|) for the barycenter of ||, we have z €
conv{z(|m0l), ..., z(|mm|)}- Specifically, writing x in barycentric coordinates of SAd K as

2 = S0 (|3 ]), we have
i = (i + 1)(1/,(3:) — Vi+1(:r)> fori=0,...,m—1
fom = (1 + Dtin(2).

Lemma A.3. Let z € [Sd K|, written in barycentric coordinates as x = 377" j152(|7;|)
for some flag of simplices 1o C --- C 7, in K, where

|7i| = conv{|wgl,...,|wi|} forallie{l,...,m}
and w; € Vert K. Then we have © € |1y| = conv{|wol, ..., |wn|}. Specifically, the
barycentric coordinates v; of x in K with respect to |wy), ..., |wy| take the form
UL |
Vi = ; ﬁﬂj- (A2)

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let x € |K| be a point satisfying Eq. (3.2). It suffices to show
that = is contained in a simplex of |Sd K| having |v| as a vertex. Let vp,...,v, be
the vertices in K with b,,(z) > 0 in descending order of barycentric coordinates. By
Eq. (3.2) we may choose vgp = v. Now, by Lemma A.2, we know that the point x is
contained in conv{|v| = z(|19|),...,2(|7m|)} for the simplices |r;| C |K| specified as in
Eq. (A.1). Hence, by definition the point z is contained in bst v.

Conversely, let x € bstov for some vertex v € Vert K. Then there exists a simplex
7 € Sd K with v as a vertex such that x € |7| and that 7 corresponds to a flag v = 79 C
-+« C Ty of simplices in K. From Lemma A.3, or more specifically Eq. (A.2), we deduce
that the barycentric coordinate vy = b,(x) of x in K with respect to v is maximal. [

B. Discrete Morse Theory for Infinite Complexes

Discrete Morse theory for finite cell complexes was introduced by Forman [For95; For(2]
and since then found its way into algorithms, applications and underwent reformulations
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as well as generalizations. For an extension to infinite cell complexes that is similar to
the results presented here, see [Bat02].

Let K be a simplicial complex and o € K a simplex. We call a facet 7 C o a free
facet if o is the only proper coface of 7. An elementary collapse K \, K \ {7,0} is the
removal of a pair of simplices, where 7 is a free facet of 0. A collapse K ~\, L onto
a subcomplex L is a sequence of elementary collapses starting in K and ending in L.
Moreover, an elementary collapse can be realized continuously by a strong deformation
retract and therefore collapses preserve the homotopy type.

By a discrete vector field on K we mean a partition V of K into singletons {c}, o is
then called a critical simplex, and pairs {o, 7} corresponding to arcs (o, 7) in the Hasse
diagram H(K) of the face poset, i.e. the directed graph whose nodes are the simplices
and whose arcs are the pairs (o, 7) in which o is a facet of 7. We call the discrete vector
field V' a discrete gradient vector field if the graph H(K, V') that is obtained from H(K)
by reversing all the arcs (o, 7) for which {o,7} € V is acyclic. Note that it suffices to
check that there are no non-trivial closed V-paths, i.e. that there are no undirected
paths in H(K) that are of the form 70 — pog < -+ — pp < 7041 with {7, u;} € V,
Ti # Tiy1 and 7o = Tp41.

Given a discrete gradient vector field V' on a simplicial complex K, we can define a
poset structure on V as follows: For two elements A, B € V be define A <y B if and
only if there exists a sequence A = Cy,C1,...,C, = B in V such that for every ¢ there
exist elements x;_1 € C;_1,x; € C; with x;_1 a face of x;.

Moreover, for any element A € V we define its height to be

ht(A) =sup{n e N|3A=By>---> B, in V}.
The following lemma is useful in practice.

Lemma B.1. The height ht(A) is finite for every A € V if and only if for every simplex
o € K its V-path height

hty (o) =sup{n € N |3 V-path 0 =19 — pp <+ = fn—1 < Tn}
is finite.

Proof. Every V-path 79 — pg < -++ — fin—1 < 7, induces a descending chain {79, o} >
+« > {7Tp_1, in—1}. Hence, if the height is finite for every A € V this implies that the
V-path height is finite for every simplex in K.

For the converse, we employ induction over the dimension dim A = dim min A of an
element A € V. If dim A = 0, then ht(A) = hty (min A) and this is finite by assumption.
For the induction step, consider the set Finn 4 of all V-paths starting in min A. For a
gradient path v = 79 — ug < -+ = pp—1 < 7, write endy = 7, and lengthy = n.
Then we can bound ht(A) from above as follows:

ht(A) < max{lengthy+ 1+ ht(B) | v € Finina, 0 Cendy, c € B V}.

To complete the induction step, note that for every B as above we have dim B < dim A
and hence ht(B) is finite by the induction assumption. Thus, it suffices to show that
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the set Fiuin 4 is finite. This can be seen as follows: Given a gradient path ~ as above,
then the path ends in 7; or there are dim p; = dim 79 + 1 choices for ;41 once 7; is fixed.
Hence, the cardinality of Fii, 4 is bounded from above by (dim(o) + 2)htV("). O

The essential ideas for the proof of the following proposition can be found already in
the proof of [Bro92, Proposition 1], which predates Forman’s papers.

Proposition B.2. Let L C K be a pair of simplicial complexes and let V be a discrete
gradient vector field on K such that for every element A € V its height ht(A) is finite.
Moreover, assume that K \ L is the union of pairs in V. Then the inclusion |L| — |K|
is a homotopy equivalence.

Before we prove Proposition B.2 we need one small lemma.

Lemma B.3. Let K be a simplicial complex and Ko C K1 C --- C K a filtration of
subcomplezes whose union is K such that for all i € N the inclusion |K;| — |Ki+1] is a
homotopy equivalence. Then the inclusion |Ky| — |K| is also a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. By Whitehead’s theorem [Hat02, Theorem 4.5], it suffices to show that for all n €
N the induced morphism on homotopy groups g, : m,(|Ko|) = 7, (|K]) is an isomorphism.
For any map f: S™ — |K| its image is compact and hence contained in some |K;|. As
|Ko| — |K;| is a homotopy equivalence, it follows that the homotopy class [f] is in
the image of the composite m,(|Ko|) — mn(|K;|) — 7n(|K]|) and hence also in the
image of g,. This shows surjectivity. A similar argument applied to any homotopy
h: 8™ x [0,1] — | K| shows that g, is injective. This proves the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition B.2. Without loss of generality, we can assume that L is the union
of critical simplices.
Consider the filtration L = Ko C K1 C --- C K of K, where K; is the subcomplex

Ki=LU |J A
A€V, ht(A)<i

We show that for every ¢ € N the inclusion |K;| < |K;+1| is a homotopy equivalence
and the proposition then follows from Lemma B.3: Let {7,0} = A € V be any element,
with 7 a facet of o, such that ht(4) = i+ 1. Then, 7 is a free facet of o in K; 1, as
otherwise there would exist a pair B € V with ht(B) < i+ 1 and B > A. But this
cannot be true, because then the last property implies that the height of B satisfies
ht(B) > ht(A) + 1 = i + 2, contradicting the construction. A similar argument shows
that o is not properly contained in any simplex of K; ;. Therefore, the complement
K1\ K; is partitioned by pairs in V' of height i + 1 and the corresponding simplices
to different pairs can only possibly intersect in the subcomplex K;. Thus, executing the
elementary collapses that are encoded by those pairs simultaneously induces a strong
deformation retract

[Kiy1| = [ Kiy1\ U Al = |Ki
A€V, ht(A)=i+1

and hence the inclusion |K;| < |K;1| is a homotopy equivalence. O
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C. The Blowup Complex for Covers by Subcomplexes

In this section we show that for any simplicial complex K and any cover A by subcom-
plexes the natural map pg: Blowup(|A|) — |K| is a homotopy equivalence. As explained
in Remark 4.9, this proves that the locally finiteness assumption in Theorem 4.8 can
be dropped.

In essence, the proof of the following lemma is the same as the proof of [Wal81, Lemma
2.1] and proved by induction over the skeleton, similarly to Proposition 3.8. Therefore,
it is left to the reader.

Lemma C.1. Let (K, L) be a pair of reqgular CW-complexes. Further, let Y be a topo-
logical space and let U = (Uj)jcs be a cover of Y. Assume that there exists a map of
indezed covers p: cells(K) — U such that for any pair of cells T C o in K we have
©(1) C (o) and that (o) is contractible. If (f,@leens(r)): (L,cells(L)) — (Y,U) is a
morphism of covered spaces, then f extends to a continuous map F': K — Y such that
(F,p): (K,cells(K)) — (Y,U) is also a morphism of covered spaces.

Remark C.2. In particular, by considering the pair (K x [0,1], K x {0,1} U L x [0, 1])
this lemma implies that any two such extensions are homotopic relative to L. Moreover,
it also implies Proposition 3.8.

Let K be a simplicial complex and let A = (A;);cs be a cover of K by subcomplexes.
Note that for each J € Nrv(A) the product |A ;| x |J| carries the product CW-structure
and so, by recalling Definition 2.7, we see that the blowup complex Blowup(|A|) is a
regular CW-complex. Moreover, in Lemma 4.6 we constructed a triangulation for it.

Proposition C.3. The natural map ps: Blowup(|A|) — |K| is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Let us construct a homotopy inverse g: |K| — Blowup(|A|) to pg. Define the
function
I'{oc|ce K} —-P), o—={icl]|oeAl};

for 7 C o we have I'(c) C T'(r). Note that I'(o) is not a simplex in Nrv(A) if o is
contained in infinitely many cover elements. Nevertheless, all of its non-empty finite
subsets are and by abuse of notation we write |I'(o)| = U{|7| | 7 € P(T'(¢)) NNrv(A)} C
| Nrv A|. For every simplex pu € K define

By, = im(|u| x [I'(n)| — Blowup(|Al)).
We introduce the bijective map of indexed covers

p:8:={lo] |ce K} - U:={B, U U B; | o€ K}, o] — By U U B,

TEJT TEJT

where the union is taken over all proper faces of 0. Note that (ps, 1) : (Blowup(|A]), W) —
(|K1,8) is a morphism of covered spaces.

Let us show that that for every simplex o € K the subspace ¢(|o|) is contractible:
For any face 7 C o we have I'(o) C I'(7) and hence ¢(|o|) deformation retracts for any
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chosen point p, € |I'(0)] onto |o] X {ps} by a straight line homotopy. Therefore, ¢(|o|)
is contractible.

It follows from Lemma C.1 with L = () that there exists a continuous map g: |K| —
Blowup(|A|) such that (g,¢): (|K],8) — (Blowup(]A|),U) is a morphism of covered
spaces. By composition, we get the morphisms of covered spaces (pgog,id): (|K|,8) —
(K|, 8) and (gopg,id): (Blowup(|A]),U) — (Blowup(|]A|),U). It follows from Lemma C.1
and Remark C.2 that the map pgog is homotopic to the identity on |K|; more explicitly,
ps © g is homotopic to id|g| by a straight line homotopy. The same reasoning applied to
the morphism of covered spaces

(90ps,9): (Blowup(|A|), cells(Blowup(|A[))) = (Blowup(|A[), U), ¢ (lo]x[7]) = ¢(|o])

shows that g o pg is homotopic to the identity on Blowup(|]A|). Therefore, pg is a
homotopy equivalence. O

D. The Blowup Complex for Open Covers

The parts of 1(a) and 2(a) in Theorem 5.9 that establish weak homotopy equivalences
follow from work of Dugger and Isaksen [DIO4]. In this section, we adapt their proof
strategy to give a more direct proof of the fact that the natural map pgs: Blowup(A) — X
is a weak homotopy equivalence whenever A is an open cover of X. Moreover, we use
the same ideas to give a short proof of the fact that pn: Blowup(A) — | Nrv(A)| is a
weak homotopy equivalence whenever A is a weakly good cover.

By the following lemma, a map is a weak homotopy equivalence if it is so locally.

Lemma D.1 ([Gra75, Lemma 16.24]; [Die08, Theorem 6.7.11]). Let f: Y — X be a
continuous map and let A = (A;)ier be an open cover of X. If for every o € Nrv(A) the
restricted map f~1(As) — A, is a weak homotopy equivalence, then so is f.

In order to apply this lemma to pg, we need to determine the preimages of the finite
intersections of cover elements in A = (A4;);cs. Recall from Definition 2.7 that the blowup
complex is defined as

Blowup(A) = ( |_| Ay X ‘J’) / ~

JeNrv(A)

and pg is induced by the projections of the products A x |J| onto the first coordinate.
For any o € Nrv(A) the preimage is the subspace

pgt(Ay) = ( ] Asx |J|) / ~,
(o)

JESter(ﬂ)

where Stypy(a)(0) = {J € Nrv(A) [ o C J} is the star of o in Nrv(A). This can be seen
as follows: Whenever Ay N A, = Ajus is non-empty for some J, the union J U o is a
simplex in Styyy(4)(0) and so

(Aj N Ay) x |J] € Ajup x | T U g
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is contained in the right hand side of the equality above. Conversely, A; C A, for
every J € Stxyv(a)(0), and so the above equality holds.

Proposition D.2. Let A = (A;)ier be an open cover of the topological space X. Then
the natural map pg: Blowup(A) — X is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. By Lemma D.1 it suffices to prove that for every o € Nrv(A) the restricted map
pgl(AU) — A, is a weak homotopy equivalence. We show that this map is in fact a
homotopy equivalence.

Choose any point z € |o| and consider the following subspace

Ay x {2} = As x |o] = p5'(Ay).

Note that the space | Styyv(ay(o)| is star-shaped with respect to 2z and hence it defor-
mation retracts onto this point. As A, C A, for every 7 € Sty,y(a)(0), this lifts to
a deformation retraction of pg'(A,) onto A, x {z}. Therefore, we get the following
commutative diagram, where the horizontal maps are homotopy equivalences:

Ay x {2} —— Pgl(AU)

ml J{PS

AO’ g

Obviously, m; is a homotopy equivalence and hence so is the map on the right. This
proves that pg: Blowup(A) — X is weak homotopy equivalence. ]

Recall now that py is induced by the projections of the products A x |J| onto the
second coordinate. To apply Lemma D.1 to py, we cover | Nrv(A)| by the open simplex
stars (Sy)seNrv(4), Where

So = J{int ] | J € St (0)).

Note that this cover is closed under finite intersections. Hence, it suffices to consider for
any o € Nrv(A) the preimage

,oN1<sg>=( | AinntlJ\)/N-

JeSter(A) (U)

Proposition D.3. Let A = (A;)ier be a weakly good cover of the topological space X .
Then the natural map py: Blowup(A) — | Nrv(A)| is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. By Lemma D.1 it suffices to prove that for every o € Nrv(A) the restricted map
p&l(Sg) — S, is a weak homotopy equivalence.
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Similarly to the the proof of Proposition D.2, we get the following commutative dia-
gram, where z € int |o| is any point and the horizontal maps are homotopy equivalences:

Ae x {2} = p§'(S0)

W%L QPN

{Z} — S,

As A is a weakly good cover, the map 7y is a weak homotopy equivalence and hence
so is the map on the right. This proves that py: Blowup(A) — |Nrv(A)| is a weak
homotopy equivalence. O

Acknowledgements This research has been supported by the DFG Collaborative
Research Center SFB/TRR 109 Discretization in Geometry and Dynamics, and Austrian
Science Fund (FWF) grants P 29984-N35 and P 33765-N.

References

[Ale28] Paul Alexandroff. “Uber den allgemeinen Dimensionsbegriff und seine Beziehun-
gen zur elementaren geometrischen Anschauung”. In: Math. Ann. 98.1 (1928),
pp. 617-635. 1SSN: 0025-5831. DOI: 10.1007/BF01451612.

[Barl1] Jonathan Ariel Barmak. “On Quillen’s Theorem A for posets”. In: J. Combin.
Theory Ser. A 118.8 (2011), pp. 2445-2453. 1SSN: 0097-3165. DOI: 10.1016/
j.jcta.2011.06.008.

[Bar02] Michael Barr. Acyclic models. Vol. 17. CRM Monograph Series. American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2002, pp. xii+179. 1SBN: 0-8218-2877-
0. por: 10.1090/crmm/017.

[Bat02] Ekkehard Batzies. Discrete Morse Theory for Cellular Resolutions. Philipps-
Universitdt Marburg. 2002. DOI: 10.17192/22002.0115.

[Bau+20] U. Bauer, H. Edelsbrunner, G. Jabtoriski, and M. Mrozek. “Cech-Delaunay
gradient flow and homology inference for self-maps”. In: Journal of Applied
and Computational Topology 4 (Dec. 2020), pp. 455-480. DOI: 10 . 1007/
s41468-020-00058-8.

[Ben+07] Paul Bendich, David Cohen-Steiner, Herbert Edelsbrunner, John Harer, and
Dmitriy Morozov. “Inferring Local Homology from Sampled Stratified Spaces”.
In: 48th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science
(FOCS 2007), October 20-23, 2007, Providence, RI, USA, Proceedings. IEEE
Computer Society, 2007, pp. 536-546. DOI: 10.1109/F0CS.2007.45.

[Bj603] Anders Bjorner. “Nerves, fibers and homotopy groups”. In: J. Combin. The-
ory Ser. A 102.1 (2003), pp. 88-93. 1sSN: 0097-3165. DOI: 10.1016/S0097~
3165(03)00015-3.

49


https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01451612
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcta.2011.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcta.2011.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1090/crmm/017
https://doi.org/10.17192/z2002.0115
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41468-020-00058-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41468-020-00058-8
https://doi.org/10.1109/FOCS.2007.45
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0097-3165(03)00015-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0097-3165(03)00015-3

[BL17] Andrew J. Blumberg and Michael Lesnick. Universality of the Homotopy
Interleaving Distance. 2017. arXiv: 1705.01690 [math.AT].

[BCRY8]  Jacek Bochnak, Michel Coste, and Marie-Francoise Roy. Real algebraic geom-
etry. Vol. 36. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) [Results
in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)]. Translated from the 1987 French
original, Revised by the authors. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998, pp. x+430.
ISBN: 3-540-64663-9. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-662-03718-8.

[BS73] A. Borel and J.-P. Serre. “Corners and arithmetic groups”. In: Comment.
Math. Helv. 48 (1973), pp. 436-491. 1SsN: 0010-2571. DOI: 10.1007/BF02566134.

[Bor48§] Karol Borsuk. “On the imbedding of systems of compacta in simplicial com-
plexes”. eng. In: Fundamenta Mathematicae 35.1 (1948), pp. 217-234. URL:
http://eudml.org/doc/213158.

[BS15] Magnus Bakke Botnan and Gard Spreemann. “Approximating persistent ho-
mology in Euclidean space through collapses”. In: Applied Algebra in En-
gineering, Communication and Computing 26.1-2 (2015), pp. 73-101. DpOI:
10.1007/s00200-014-0247-y.

[BT82] Raoul Bott and Loring W. Tu. Differential forms in algebraic topology. Vol. 82.
Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1982,
pp- xiv+331. 1SBN: 0-387-90613-4.

[Bro94| Kenneth S. Brown. Cohomology of groups. Vol. 87. Graduate Texts in Math-
ematics. Corrected reprint of the 1982 original. Springer-Verlag, New York,
1994, pp. x+306. 1SBN: 0-387-90688-6.

[Bro92] Kenneth S. Brown. “The geometry of rewriting systems: a proof of the
Anick-Groves-Squier theorem”. In: Algorithms and classification in combi-
natorial group theory (Berkeley, CA, 1989). Vol. 23. Math. Sci. Res. Inst.
Publ. Springer, New York, 1992, pp. 137-163. DOI: 10.1007/978-1-4613~
9730-4_6.

[Cha+09] Frédéric Chazal, David Cohen-Steiner, Leonidas J. Guibas, Facundo Mémoli,
and Steve Oudot. “Gromov-Hausdorff Stable Signatures for Shapes using
Persistence”. In: Comput. Graph. Forum 28.5 (2009), pp. 1393-1403. DOTI:
10.1111/3.1467-8659.2009.01516. x.

[CO08] Frédéric Chazal and Steve Oudot. “Towards Persistence-Based Reconstruc-
tion in Euclidean Spaces”. In: Proceedings of the Annual Symposium on Com-
putational Geometry (Jan. 2008). DOI: 10.1145/1377676.1377719.

[Die08] Tammo tom Dieck. Algebraic topology. EMS Textbooks in Mathematics. Eu-
ropean Mathematical Society (EMS), Ziirich, 2008, pp. xii+567. ISBN: 978-
3-03719-048-7. DOI: 10.4171/048.

[Dug] Daniel Dugger. A primer on homotopy colimits. URL: https : / / pages .
uoregon.edu/ddugger/hocolim.pdf (visited on 05/13/2020).

20


https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.01690
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-03718-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02566134
http://eudml.org/doc/213158
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00200-014-0247-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-9730-4_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-9730-4_6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8659.2009.01516.x
https://doi.org/10.1145/1377676.1377719
https://doi.org/10.4171/048
https://pages.uoregon.edu/ddugger/hocolim.pdf
https://pages.uoregon.edu/ddugger/hocolim.pdf

[DI04]

[DS95]
[EH10]

[EKS83]

[EHS0]

[ES52]

[FMN14]

[For95]

[For02]

[Fri12]

[GZ67]

[GMO5]

[GS07]

[GJO9]

)

Daniel Dugger and Daniel Isaksen. “Topological hypercovers and Al-realizations”.
In: Mathematische Zeitschrift 246 (Apr. 2004), pp. 667-689. DOI: 10.1007/
s00209-003-0607-y.

W. Dwyer and J. Spalinski. “Homotopy theories and model categories”. In:
Handbook of Algebraic Topology. Ed. by .M. James. 1995, pp. 73-126.

H. Edelsbrunner and J. Harer. Computational Topology. An Introduction.
American Mathematical Society, 2010. 1SBN: 0-8218-4925-5.

H. Edelsbrunner, D. Kirkpatrick, and R. Seidel. “On the shape of a set of
points in the plane”. In: IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 29.4
(1983), pp. 551-559. pOI: 10.1109/TIT.1983.1056714.

David A. Edwards and Harold M. Hastings. “Cech theory: its past, present,
and future”. In: Rocky Mountain J. Math. 10.3 (1980), pp. 429-468. 1SSN:
0035-7596. DOI: 10.1216/RMJ-1980-10-3-429.

Samuel Eilenberg and Norman Steenrod. Foundations of algebraic topology.
Princeton University Press, Princeton, New Jersey, 1952, pp. xv+328.

Steve Ferry, Konstantin Mischaikow, and Vidit Nanda. “Reconstructing func-
tions from random samples”. In: Journal of Computational Dynamics 1.2
(2014), pp. 233-248. DOL: 10.3934/jcd.2014.1.233.

Robin Forman. “A discrete Morse theory for cell complexes”. In: Geometry,
topology, € physics. Conf. Proc. Lecture Notes Geom. Topology, IV. Int.
Press, Cambridge, MA, 1995, pp. 112-125.

Robin Forman. “A user’s guide to discrete Morse theory”. In: Sém. Lothar.
Combin. 48 (2002), Art. B48c, 35.

Greg Friedman. “Survey article: An elementary illustrated introduction to
simplicial sets”. In: Rocky Mountain J. Math. 42.2 (2012), pp. 353-423. 1SSN:
0035-7596. por: 10.1216/RMJ-2012-42-2-353.

P. Gabriel and M. Zisman. Calculus of fractions and homotopy theory. Ergeb-
nisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 35. Springer-Verlag New
York, Inc., New York, 1967, pp. x+168.

R. Ghrist and A. Muhammad. “Coverage and hole-detection in sensor net-
works via homology”. In: IPSN 2005. Fourth International Symposium on
Information Processing in Sensor Networks, 2005. 2005, pp. 254-260. DOTI:
10.1109/IPSN.2005.1440933.

Paul Goerss and Kristen Schemmerhorn. “Model categories and simplicial
methods”. In: Interactions between homotopy theory and algebra. Vol. 436.
Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., 2007, pp. 3—49.

Paul G. Goerss and John F. Jardine. Simplicial homotopy theory. Modern
Birkhauser Classics. Reprint of the 1999 edition [MR1711612]. Birkhauser
Verlag, Basel, 2009, pp. xvi+510. I1SBN: 978-3-0346-0188-7. po1: 10.1007/
978-3-0346-0189-4.

o1


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-003-0607-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-003-0607-y
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1983.1056714
https://doi.org/10.1216/RMJ-1980-10-3-429
https://doi.org/10.3934/jcd.2014.1.233
https://doi.org/10.1216/RMJ-2012-42-2-353
https://doi.org/10.1109/IPSN.2005.1440933
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-0189-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-0189-4

[GraT5) Brayton Gray. Homotopy theory. Pure and Applied Mathematics, Vol. 64.
An introduction to algebraic topology. Academic Press [Harcourt Brace Jo-
vanovich, Publishers], New York-London, 1975, pp. xiii4+368.

[Hat02] Allen Hatcher. Algebraic topology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
2002, pp. xii-+544. ISBN: 9780521795401.

[Hau95] Jean-Claude Hausmann. “On the Vietoris-Rips complexes and a cohomology
theory for metric spaces”. In: Prospects in topology (Princeton, NJ, 1994).
Vol. 138. Ann. of Math. Stud. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 1995,
pp. 175-188.

[Hir03] Philip S. Hirschhorn. Model categories and their localizations. Vol. 99. Math-
ematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, 2003.

[Hov99) Mark Hovey. Model categories. Vol. 63. Mathematical Surveys and Mono-
graphs. American Mathematical Society, 1999.

[Jos83] K. D. Joshi. Introduction to general topology. A Halsted Press Book. John
Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1983, pp. xii+412. 1SBN: 0-470-27556-1.

[Koz08] Dmitry Kozlov. Combinatorial algebraic topology. Vol. 21. Algorithms and
Computation in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 2008, pp. xx+389. ISBN: 978-
3-540-71961-8. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-540-71962-5.

[Ler45] Jean Leray. “Sur la forme des espaces topologiques et sur les points fixes des
représentations”. In: J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 24 (1945), pp. 95-167. 1SSN:
0021-7824.

[Lil73] Joachim Lillig. “A union theorem for cofibrations”. In: Arch. Math. (Basel)
24 (1973), pp. 410-415. 18SN: 0003-889X. DOI: 10.1007/BF01228231.
[LMO20] Sunhyuk Lim, Facundo Mémoli, and Osman Berat Okutan. Vietoris—Rips

Persistent Homology, Injective Metric Spaces, and The Filling Radius. 2020.
arXiv: 2001.07588 [math.AT].

[May99]  J.P. May. A Concise Course in Algebraic Topology. The University of Chicago
Press, 1999.

[MP12] J.P. May and K. Ponto. More Concise Algebraic Topology: Localization,
Completion, and Model Categories. The University of Chicago Press, 2012.

[McC67]  Michael C. McCord. “Homotopy type comparison of a space with complexes
associated with its open covers”. In: Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 18 (1967),
pp. 705-708. 18SN: 0002-9939. DOI: 10.2307/2035443.

[Mes01] Roy Meshulam. “The clique complex and hypergraph matching”. In: Combi-
natorica 21.1 (2001), pp. 89-94. 1SsN: 0209-9683. DOI1: 10.1007/s004930170006.

[Mun84]  James R. Munkres. Elements of algebraic topology. Addison-Wesley Publish-
ing Company, Menlo Park, CA, 1984, pp. ix+454. 1SBN: 0-201-04586-9.

[Nag07] Andrzej Nagérko. “Carrier and nerve theorems in the extension theory”. In:
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 135.2 (2007), pp. 551-558. 1sSN: 0002-9939. DOLI:
10.1090/50002-9939-06-08477-2.

92


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-71962-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01228231
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.07588
https://doi.org/10.2307/2035443
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004930170006
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-06-08477-2

[Qui73]

[Qui67]

[QuiT8]

[Riel4]

[Seg68]

[595]

[Str09]
[Str72]

[Vir21]

[Wal81]

[Wei94]

[Wei52]

[WZZ99]

[ZCO08]

Daniel Quillen. “Higher algebraic K-theory. 1”. In: Algebraic K-theory, I:
Higher K-theories (Proc. Conf., Battelle Memorial Inst., Seattle, Wash.,
1972). 1973, 85-147. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 341.

Daniel Quillen. Homotopical Algebra. Vol. 43. Lecture Notes in Mathematics.
Springer, 1967.

Daniel Quillen. “Homotopy properties of the poset of nontrivial p-subgroups
of a group”. In: Adv. in Math. 28.2 (1978), pp. 101-128. 1ssN: 0001-8708.
DOI: 10.1016/0001-8708(78)90058-0.

Emily Riehl. Categorical homotopy theory. Vol. 24. New Mathematical Mono-
graphs. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014, pp. xviii+-352. ISBN:
978-1-107-04845-4. DOI: 10.1017/CB09781107261457.

Graeme Segal. “Classifying spaces and spectral sequences”. In: Inst. Hautes
Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 34 (1968), pp. 105-112. 1ssN: 0073-8301.

Lynn Arthur Steen and J. Arthur Seebach Jr. Counterezamples in topology.
Reprint of the second (1978) edition. Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola, NY,
1995, pp. xii+244. 1SBN: 0-486-68735-X.

N. P. Strickland. The Category of CGWH Spaces. 2009. URL: https://
ncatlab.org/nlab/files/StricklandCGHWSpaces.pdf.

Arne Strgm. “The homotopy category is a homotopy category”. In: Archiv
der Mathematik 23 (1972), pp. 435-441.

Ziga Virk. “Rips Complexes as Nerves and a Functorial Dowker-Nerve Dia-
gram”. In: Mediterranean Journal of Mathematics 18 (2021). pOI: 10.1007/
s00009-021-01699-4.

James W. Walker. “Homotopy type and Euler characteristic of partially or-
dered sets”. In: European J. Combin. 2.4 (1981), pp. 373-384. 1SSN: 0195-
6698. DOI: 10.1016/30195-6698(81)80045-5

Charles A. Weibel. An introduction to homological algebra. Vol. 38. Cam-
bridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 1994, pp. xiv+450. 1SBN: 0-521-43500-5; 0-521-55987-1. DOI: 10 .
1017/CB09781139644136.

André Weil. “Sur les théorémes de de Rham”. In: Comment. Math. Helv. 26
(1952), pp. 119-145. 188N: 0010-2571. DOL: 10.1007/BF02564296.

Volkmar Welker, Giinter M. Ziegler, and Rade T. Zivaljevi¢. “Homotopy
colimits — comparison lemmas for combinatorial applications”. In: Journal
fir die reine und angewandte Mathematik 509 (1999), pp. 117-149. por:
10.1515/¢cr11.1999.509.117.

Afra Zomorodian and Gunnar Carlsson. “Localized homology”. In: Comput.
Geom. 41.3 (2008), pp. 126-148. 1sSN: 0925-7721. DOI: 10.1016/j.comgeo.
2008.02.003.

93


https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-8708(78)90058-0
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107261457
https://ncatlab.org/nlab/files/StricklandCGHWSpaces.pdf
https://ncatlab.org/nlab/files/StricklandCGHWSpaces.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00009-021-01699-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00009-021-01699-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0195-6698(81)80045-5
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139644136
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139644136
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02564296
https://doi.org/10.1515/crll.1999.509.117
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comgeo.2008.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comgeo.2008.02.003

	1 Introduction
	2 Functorial Nerve Theorems via Homotopy Colimits
	2.1 Homotopy Colimits and the Bar Construction
	2.2 Functorial Nerve Theorems via the Bar Construction

	3 Nerve Theorems for Closed Convex Covers
	3.1 A Functorial Nerve Theorem for Closed Convex Covers
	3.2 A One-Arrow Functorial Nerve Theorem for Pointed Covers

	4 Nerve Theorems for Simplicial and Semi-Algebraic Covers
	4.1 A Functorial Nerve Theorem for Simplicial Covers
	4.2 A Functorial Nerve Theorem for Semi-Algebraic Covers
	4.3 A Functorial Version of Björner's Nerve Theorem

	5 A Unified Nerve Theorem
	5.1 Applications of the Unified Nerve Theorem
	5.2 Simplicial Model Categories
	5.3 Proof of the Unified Nerve Theorem

	A Auxiliary Lemmas about Geometric Simplicial Complexes
	B Discrete Morse Theory for Infinite Complexes
	C The Blowup Complex for Covers by Subcomplexes
	D The Blowup Complex for Open Covers

