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COCARTESIAN FIBRATIONS AND HOMOTOPY COLIMITS

AMIT SHARMA

Abstract. The main objective of this paper is to show that the homotopy
colimit of a diagram of quasi-categories and indexed by a small category is a
localization of Lurie’s higher Grothendieck construction of the diagram. We
thereby generalize Thomason’s classical result which states that the homotopy
colimit of a diagram of categories has the homotopy type of (the classifying
space of) the Grothendieck construction of the diagram of categories.

1. Introduction

In the paper [Tho79] it was shown that the homotopy type of the homotopy
colimit of a diagram of categories is encoded in the Grothendieck construction of
the diagram. We first recall this result:

Theorem 1.1. [Tho79, Thm. 1.2] Let F : D → Cat be a functor taking values in
categories. There is a natural homotopy equivalence of spaces:

|hocolim NF |
∼
→ B

(

ˆ d∈D

F (d)

)

,

between (geometric realization of) the homotopy colimit of NF and the classifying
space of the Grothendieck construction of F .

This result is commonly referred to as the homotopy colimit theorem. In this
paper we extend this well known result by formulating and proving a homotopy
colimit theorem for diagrams indexed by a small category and taking values in
quasi-categories. We recall that quasi-categories are a simplicial sets based model
for (∞, 1)-categories wherein a composite of a pair of composable arrows is only
required to be unique upto a contractible space of choices. Our homotopy colimit
theorem has two equivalent versions in two different settings. The first version is
stated in the setting of marked simplicial sets. We recall that a marked simplicial
set is a pair (X, E) consisting of a simplicial set X and a set E of edges (1-simplices)
of X which contains all degenerate edges. Each simplicial set can be naturally
marked by considering all equivalences, see definition 4.2, of the simplicial set as
the marked edges. Now we state the first version of our homotopy colimit theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Let F : D → QCat be a functor taking values in quasi-categories.
There is a natural homotopy equivalence of marked quasi-categories

hocolim F+
∼
→

ˆ d∈D

+

F+(d),
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2 A. SHARMA

between Lurie’s marked (higher) Grothendieck construction of F+ which is a natu-
rally marked version of F obtained by marking all equivalences in the quasi-category
F (d), for each d ∈ D, and the homotopy colimit of F+.

The category of marked simplicial sets and simplicial maps preserving the marked
edges is denoted S+. The category of simplicial sets is related to that of marked
simplicial sets by an adjunction:

L : S+ ⇄ S : E

The right adjoint E is the functor which marks those edges in a simplicial set
which are equivalences. The left adjoint L is a localization functor which inverts
all marked edges of a marked simplicial set. The second version of our homotopy
colimit theorem is stated in the setting of (unmarked) simplicial sets as follows:

Theorem 1.3. Let F : D → QCat be a functor taking values in quasi-categories.
There is a natural homotopy equivalence of (unmarked) quasi-categories:

hocolim F
∼
→ L

(

ˆ d∈D

+

F+(d)

)

,

between the homotopy colimit of F and a localization of Lurie’s marked (higher)
Grothendieck construction of F+ which is a naturally marked version of F obtained
by marking all equivalences in the quasi-category F (d), for each d ∈ D.

Clearly our theorem applies to a much larger class of diagrams but the two theo-
rems are based in different settings. Unlike Thomason’s homotopy colimit theorem,
which merely determines the homotopy type of the homotopy colimit of a diagram
of categories, our homotopy colimit theorem determines the homotopy colimit of
a diagram of quasi-categories, up to equivalence of quasi-categories. Thus the two
theorems may not agree even for a diagram of categories. To illustrate the dis-
tinction let us consider a functor F : D → Cat. Thomason’s theorem says that
hocolim NF has the homotopy type of the classifying space of the Grothendieck
construction of F . On the other hand, our theorem says that hocolim NF is
categorically equivalent to (the nerve of) the localization of the Grothendieck con-
struction of F obtained by inverting only the horizontal arrows in the Grothendieck
construction of F .

The category of marked simplicial sets S+ inherits a model category structure
from the Joyal model category of simplicial sets (S,Q), see [Joy08b], [Joy08a], which
we denote by (S+,Q). A marked simplicial set is fibrant in this model structure
if and only if it is a naturally marked quasi-category i.e. the simplicial set is a
quasi-category and its set of marked edges consist of equivalences. The adjunction
(L,E) described above is a Quillen equivalence between (S+,Q) and (S,Q). We
will further review marked simplicial sets in Appendix B.

In [Lur09, Sec. 3.2.5], the author constructs a relative nerve of a diagram of
simplicial sets indexed by a (small) category D. Throughout this paper, except
in Appendix C, we will refer to the relative nerve as Lurie’s higher Grothendieck
construction or simply as Lurie’s Grothendieck construction when the context is
clear. This construction defines a right Quillen functor of a Quillen equivalence
which we denote, using a different notation than the one in [Lur09, Sec. 3.2.5.], as
follows:

ˆ d∈D

−(d) : [D,S]→ S/N(D).
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A version of the aforementioned Quillen equivalence adapted to diagrams indexed
by a (small) category D and taking values in marked simplicial sets is implied by
[Lur09, Thm. 3.2.5.18]. More precisely, a version of Lurie’s Grothendieck construc-
tion functor for marked simplicial sets:

ˆ d∈D

+

−(d) : [D, (S+,Q)]→ S+/N(D).

is a right Quillen functor of a Quillen equivalence between the projective model cat-
egory of diagrams taking values in the model category of (marked) quasi-categories
(S+,Q) and the coCartesian model category whose fibrant objects are coCarte-
sian fibrations over the nerve of D. A second prominent objective of this paper
is to establish another Quillen equivalence between the two aforementioned model
categories wherein the left Quillen functor goes in the opposite direction, namely
from [D, (S+,Q)] to S+/N(D). More precisely we want to show that a homotopy
colimit functor is a left Quillen functor of a Quillen equivalence between the two
aforementioned model categories. A standard construction of a homotopy colimit
of a diagram of spaces F : D → S is obtained by taking the diagonal of the bar
construction on F . This construction defines a functor

h! : [D,S]→ S/N(D).

An n-simplex in (the total space of) h!(F ) is a pair (σ, x), where σ ∈ N(D)n and
x ∈ F (σ(0))n. The functor h! has a natural extension to diagrams taking values in
marked simplicial sets:

h+
! : [D,S+]→ S+/N(C).

The underlying simplicial set of h+
! (F ) is the same as that of h+

! (U(F )), where U is

the obvious forgetful functor, and an edge (σ, x) is marked in h+
! (F ) if x is marked

in F (σ(0)). We show that the following composite functor:

[D, (S+,Q)]
h+
!→ S+/N(C)

u∗

→ (S+,Q)

is a homotopy colimit functor. Another prominent result of this paper establishes a
second Quillen equivalence between the aforementioned model categories whose left
Quillen functor is h+

! . We provide a direct and self contained proof of this result.
Lurie’s proof uses a lot of machinery and is different from ours because it does not
exploit the relation between his (marked) Grothendieck construction functor and
h+
! . In fact Lurie’s Quillen equivalence follows from our result. We closely follow the

approach presented in [HM15] to prove an analogous result in the context of the
covariant model category structure and the projective model category structure
with respect to the Kan-Quillen model category of simplicial sets. However we
establish our results by proving a dual statement to the one proved in [HM15] and
thereby imply a new proof of [HM15, Thm. C].

A third objective of this paper is to critique Lurie’s Grothendieck construction.
We provide a new description of Lurie’s Grothendieck construction of a simplicial
diagram: From a simplicial diagram F : D → S we extract a simplicial space and
refer to the zeroth row of this simplicial space, viewed as a bisimplicial set, as
Lurie’s Grothendieck construction of F . We justify our terminology in Appendix
C wherein we show that the aforementioned zeroth row is (naturally) ismorphic to
Lurie’s Grothendieck construction as described in [Lur09, Sec. 3.2.5.]. Our point
of view on the notion of a higher Grothendieck construction is that the higher
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simplicies should be obtained by a procedure which is an extension of the one used
to obtain the objects and arrows of the classical Grothendieck construction, namely

the vertices of
´ c∈C

F (c) are pairs (c, β0) ∈ Ob(D) × F (D)0 and edges are triples
(f, β0, β1) ∈Mor(D)×F (s(f))0×F (t(f))1 such that F (f)(β0) = d1(β1). The idea
of higher simplices is expressed by the following picture which depicts a 3-simplex

in
´ c∈C

F (c) over a 3-simplex (f1, f2, f3) ∈ N(D)3:

·

❅❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮
✮✮

✎✎
✎✎
✎✎
✎

·

F (f1)

��
·

F (f2)

66

· ·

●●
●●

●●
●● ·

✟✟
✟✟
✟

·

■■
■■

■■
■■ ·

✟✟
✟✟
✟

F (f3)

@@

· ·

In section 2 we construct higher mapping path spaces whose vertices are the
aforementioned higher simplices and which capture the higher coherence data in-
herent in a diagram of quasi-categories. We obtain an elegant description of these
by identifying them with mapping spaces in a simplicial functor category. These
mapping path spaces play a vital role in our description of Lurie’s Grothendieck
construction.

In appendix A we review the classical Grothendieck construction of a diagram
of categories and show that it is isomorphic to the horizontal structure of a double
category determined by the diagram of categories. Our construction of Lurie’s
Grothendieck construction is carried out in Section 2. An isomorphism between our
definition of Lurie’s higher Grothendieck construction with the one given in [Lur09,
Defn. 3.2.5.2] is established in appendix C. A rectification theorem for coCartesian
fibrations is proved in section 3. The functor h! is usually NOT a homotopy colimit
functor if the underlying category of simplicial sets is endowed with the Joyal model
category structure. The main objective of section 4 is to suitably modify the marked
version of this functor, namely h+

! , to produce a homotopy colimit functor for
diagrams taking value in (S,Q). In the same section we also prove the main result,
namely Theorem 1.3.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank André Joyal for having useful
discussions on the subject and for sharing his views on the notion of a higher
Grothendieck construction.

2. Lurie’s Grothendieck construction revisited

In this section we revisit Lurie’s notion of higher Grothendieck construction for
simplicial diagrams introduced in [Lur09, Sec. 3.2.5] where it is called the relative
nerve. As mentioned earlier, our point of view on Lurie’s Grothendieck construction
is that it’s merely an extension of the classical Grothendieck construction to functors
taking values in simplicial sets. Based on this point of view, in this section we
provide another equivalent description of Lurie’s Grothendieck construction of a
simplicial diagram. Later in this section we define a functor

 c∈C

− : [D,S]→ S(2)/∆[0]�N(D),
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where S(2) is the category of bisimplicial sets [∆op×∆op,Sets] and the base bisim-
plicial set is defined as follows:

(∆[0]�N(D))m,n := ∆[0]m ×N(D)n.

We refer to the following composite as Lurie’s (higher) Grothendieck construction
functor:

[D,S]

ffl c∈C −
→ S(2)/N(D)�∆[0]

i∗1→ S/N(D),

where i∗1 is the functor which restricts a bisimplicial set to its zeroth row. We justify
our terminology in Appendix C wherein we show that the aforementioned zeroth
row is (naturally) ismorphic to Lurie’s Grothendieck construction as described in
[Lur09, Sec. 3.2.5.].

The classical Grothendieck construction functor assigns to a functor F : D →

Cat an opfibration p :
´ d∈D

F (d) → D. The morphisms of the (total category)
´ d∈D

F (d) can be identified with the object set of the following category:

Mor

(

ˆ d∈D

F (d)

)

:=
⊔

f∈Mor(D)

lim
←−
A1

f (F )

where A1
f (F ) is the following zig zag:

F (s(f))
F (f)
→ F (t(f))

d1← F (t(f))I

The limit of the above diagram is referred to as the mapping path category of
the functor F (f). The mapping path category is equipped with the following two
functors which determine a category object inCat, also known as a double category:

⊔

f∈Mor(D)

lim
←−
A1

f (F )
s

⇒
t

⊔

c∈Ob(D)

F (D)

The classical Grothendieck construction of F is obtained by passing to the hori-
zontal structure of the double category which is obtained by applying the object
function functor to the above diagram in Cat and passing to the category Sets.

In other words, the underlying graph of the category
´ c∈C

F (c) is the following
diagram:

⊔

f∈Mor(D)

Ob(lim
←−
A1

f (F ))
Ob(s)

⇒
Ob(t)

⊔

c∈Ob(D)

Ob(F (D))

There is an analogous notion of a mapping path space associated to a simplicial
diagram. However, the mapping path space does not capture higher coherence
data inherent in a finite sequence of simplicial maps. In order to capture this
higher coherence data, for a pair (f1, f2) ∈ N(D), we have to enhance the above
zig zag to the following:

F (c0)
F (f1)
→ F (c1)

d1← F (c1)
∆[1] F (f2)

→ F (c2)
d2← F (c2)

∆[2]

which we denote by A2
f1,f2

(F ). We refer to the limit lim
←−
A2

f1,f2
(F ) as the second

mapping path space of (F ((f1, f2))) and denote it by P2
F ((f1,f1))

. The above dis-

cussion can be extended to a sequence σ = (f1, . . . , fn) of n-composable arrows of
D which allows us to define the nth mapping path space of F (σ) which we denote
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by Pn
F (σ). We show that the simplicial sets which are components of the following

disjoint union:

P•
F :=







⊔

σ∈N(D)n

Pn
F (σ), n ∈ N







glue together into a simplicial space. Thus analogous to the classical Grothendieck
construction which is obtained by passing to the horizontal structure (level of ob-
jects) of a category object in Cat, Lurie’s higher Grothendieck construction of a
simplicial diagram is obtained by passing to the zeroth row (level of vertices) of a
simplicial object in S.

Our new description facilitates a comparison between Lurie’s Grothendieck con-
struction of a diagram of simplicial sets with the standard homotopy colimit of the
diagram (in the model category of spaces). In fact it allows us to construct a nat-
ural transformation between the two. Our description also facilitates in explicitly
describing the structure maps of Lurie’s Grothendieck construction which was left
out in the original exposition. We provide a detailed account of these maps and
also verify the simplicial identities. In order to describe our interpretation of Lurie’s
Grothendieck construction of a simplicial diagram, we first have to define a notion
of a higher mapping path space:

Notation 2.1. We regard each object [n] of the category ∆ as a category depicted
by the following linear graph:

0→ 1→ · · · → n.

We denote the unique arrow from i to i + 1 in the category [n] by (i, i + 1), for
0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

The following two definitions will be used to define the desired notion of a higher
mapping path space:

Definition 2.2. For each [n] ∈ ∆, there is a canonical functor c(n) : [n]→ S which
can be described by the following sequence:

(1) ∆[0]
cn((0,1))
→ ∆[1]

cn((1,2))
→ · · ·

cn((n−1,n))
→ ∆[n],

where the simplicial map cn((i − 1, i)) is face map di : ∆[i − 1] → ∆[i] and [n] is
considered to be a category as described above. We refer to this canonical functor
as the nth sequence of representables.

We recall from the definition of the nerve functor that an n-simplex in N(D) is
a functor [n]→ C.

Definition 2.3. For each n-simplex σ in N(D), a functor F : D → S determines
a sequence of length n by the following composite:

[n]
σ
→ C

F
→ S.

We refer to this composite functor as the nth sequence of F over σ and denote it
by F (σ).

The functor category [[n],S] inherits a simplicial category structure from the
(simplicial) category of simplicial sets S [Hir02, Thm. 11.7.3].

Now we are ready to define a higher mapping path space:
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Definition 2.4. The nth mapping path space of X : [n] → S, denoted by Pn
X , is

defined as follows:

(2) Pn
X :=Map[[n],S](c(n), X)

Notation 2.5. An n-simplex σ in N(D) is a functor σ : [n] → S which can be
described by the following diagram in D:

c0
f1
→ c1

f2
→ c2

f3
→ · · ·

fn−1
→ cn−1

fn
→ cn

Let F : D → S be a functor and σ be an n-simplex in N(D). For this situation
we will now make some remarks on the above definition:

Remark 1. The nth mapping path space of F (σ) is the limit of the following zig
zag in S:

F (cn)
∆[n]

F (cn)
dn

��

F (cn−1)
∆[n−1]

F (fn)∆[n−1]

//

F (cn−1)
dn−1

��

F (cn)
∆[n−1]

F (cn−2)
∆[n−2]

F (fn−1)
∆[n−2]

//

F (cn−2)
dn−2

��

F (cn−1)
∆[n−2]

F (cn−2)
∆[n−3]❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ ❴

F (c2)
∆[1]

F (c2)
d1

��

F (f2)
∆[1]

// F (c3)
∆[1]

✤
✤
✤

F (c1)
F (f1)

// F (c2)

Remark 2. An m-simplex β in Pn
F (σ), which is a map

β : ∆[m]⊗
S
c(n)→ F (σ)

in the functor category [[n],S], can be described as an n-tuple:

(β0, β1, . . . , βn) ∈ F (c0)m × F (c1)m+1 × · · · × F (cn)m+n

such that
(

F (fi)
∆[m]×∆[i−1]

)

(βi−1) = di(βi), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Remark 3. When σ is a one simplex f : D0 → c1, the simplicial-set P1
F (f) is the

following pullback:

P1
F (f)

//

��

F (c1)
∆[1]

F (c1)
d1

��

F (c0)
F (f)

// F (c1)
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In other words, the simplicial set P1
F (f) =Map[[1],S](c1, F (σ)) is the classical map-

ping path space of the simplicial map F (f) : F (c0)→ F (c1). It follows immediately
that

P1
F (idc)

∼= [∆[1];F (D)].

Further, if σ = (idc, idc, . . . , idc) then

Pn
F (σ)

∼= [∆[n];F (D)].

Definition 2.6. For each n ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ i ≤ n we define a functor si(c(n)) :
[n+ 1]→ S which is represented by the following sequence:

(3) ∆[0]
d1→ ∆[1]

d2→ · · ·
di→ ∆[i] = ∆[i]

di+1
→ ∆[i + 1]

di+2
→ · · ·

dn→ ∆[n]

We will refer to this functor as the ith codegeneracy of c(n).

The (i−1)th codegeneracy of c(n−1) is equipped with a natural transformation

(4) d
c(n−1)
i−1 : si−1(c(n− 1))⇒ c(n)

which is represented by the following diagram:

∆[0]
d1 // ∆[1]

d2 // · · ·
di−1

// ∆[i − 1]
di // ∆[i]

di+1
// ∆[i+ 1]

di+2
// · · ·

dn // ∆[n]

∆[0]
d1

// ∆[1]
d2

// · · ·
di−1

// ∆[i − 1] ∆[i− 1]

di

OO

di

// ∆[i]

di

OO

di+1

// · · ·
dn−1

// ∆[n− 1]

di

OO

Remark 4. For each functor X : [n]→ S, there is a canonical isomorphism

U(n,X) :Map[[n],S](si−1(c(n− 1)), X)→Map[[n−1],S](c(n− 1), di(X)),

where di(X) is the following composite:

[n− 1]
di

→ [n]
X
→ S,

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. The map U(n,X) maps a vertex F : si−1(c(n − 1)) ⇒ X to the
following composite:

F

��

[n− 1]
di

// [n]

si−1c(n)

��

X

GGS

In the notation of remark 2, a k-simplex of the mapping spaceMap[[n],S](si−1(c(n−

1)), X) can be represented by a pair (σ, β), where σ ∈ N(D)n and β is an (n+ 1)-
tuple

β = (βo, β1 . . . , βi−1, X(i− 1, i)(βi−1), . . . , βn−1)

∈ X(0)k ×X(1)k+1 × · · · ×X(i− 1)k+i ×X(i)k+i × · · ·X(n)k+n−1.

In this notation, the simplicial map U(n,X) can be described as follows:

U(n,X)k((βo, β1, . . . , βi−1, X(i−1, i)(βi−1), . . . , βn−1)) = (βo, β1, . . . , βi−1, . . . , βn−1)
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Each n-Path space Pn
F (σ) is equipped with n+ 1 face operators :

Pn
F (σ)(d

i) : Pn
F (σ) → P

n−1
F (di(σ)),

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. The (simplicial) map Pn
F (σ)(d

i) is defined to be the following

composite:

Map[[n],S](c(n), X)
Map[[n],S](d

c(n)
i ,F (σ))
→ Map[[n],S](si−1(c(n− 1)), F (σ))

U(n,F (σ))
→

Map[[n−1],S](c(n− 1), F (di(σ)))

Using the notation of remark 2, the ith face operator defined above can be described,
in degree m, as follows for 0 ≤ i ≤ n:
(

Pn
F (σ)(d

i)
)

m
((β0, β1, . . . , βn)) = (β0, β1, . . . , βi−1, di(βi+1), . . . , di(βn−1), di(βn)).

A simple exercise in diagram chasing tells us the following:

(β0, β1, . . . , βi−1, di(βi+1), . . . , di(βn−1), di(βn)) ∈

F (σ(0))m×F (σ(1))m+1,× · · ·×F (σ(i−1))m+i−1×F (σ(i+1))m+i×· · ·×F (σ(n))m+n−1,

such that F (σ((j−1, j)))(βj−1) = dj(βj) for 1 ≤ j < i, F (σ((k−1, k)))(di(βk−1)) =
dk−1(di(βk)) for i+ 1 < k ≤ n and F (diσ(i − 1, i))(βi−1) = di(di(βi+1)).

Remark 5. In this remark we explicitly describe two extreme cases of the face maps:
The zeroth face map is described as follows:

(

Pn
F (σ)(d

0)
)

m
((β0, β1, . . . , βn)) = (d0β1, . . . , d0(βi), . . . , d0(βn−1), d0(βn)).

The nth face map is described as follows:
(

Pn
F (σ)(d

n)
)

m
((β0, β1, . . . , βn)) = (β0, β1, . . . , βi, . . . , βn−1).

The ith codegeneracy of c(n) is equipped with a natural transformation

(5) s
c(n)
i : D(n+ 1)⇒ si(c(n))

which is represented by the following diagram:

∆[0]
d1 // ∆[1]

d2 // · · ·
di // ∆[i]

di+1
// ∆[i+ 1]

di+2
//

si

��

∆[i+ 2]
di+3

//

si

��

· · ·
dn+1

// ∆[n+ 1]

si

��

∆[0]
d1

// ∆[1]
d2

// · · ·
di

// ∆[i] ∆[i]
di+1

// ∆[i+ 1]
di+2

// · · ·
dn

// ∆[n]

The above natural transformation allows us to define n+ 1 degeneracy maps

Pn
F (σ)(s

i) : Pn
F (σ) → P

n+1
F (si(σ))

,

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. The map Pn
F (s

i) is defined to be the following (simplicial) map:

Map[[n],S](c(n), F (σ))
U(n+1,F (si(σ)))

−1

→ Map[[n+1],S](si(c(n)), F (si(σ)))

Map[[n+1],S](s
c(n)
i ,F (si(σ)))
→ Map[[n+1],S](c(n+ 1), F (si(σ)))
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Using the notation of remark 2, the ith degeneracy operator defined above can be
described, in degree m, as follows:
(

Pn
F (s

i)
)

m
((β0, β1, . . . , βn−1, βn)) := (β0, . . . , βi, si(βi), si(βi+1), . . . , si(βn−1), si(βn)).

A simple exercise in diagram chasing tells us the following:

(β0, β1, . . . , βi, si(βi), si(βi+1), . . . , si(βn)) ∈

F (σ(0))m×F (σ(1))m+1,× · · ·×F (σ(i))m+i×F (σ(i))m+i+1×· · ·×F (σ(n))m+n+1,

such that F (σ((j−1, j)))(βj−1) = dj(βj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ i and F (σ((k−1, k)))(si(βk−1)) =
dk−1(si(βk)) for i+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

The following diagram depicts the image under P2
F ((f1,f2))

(s1) of a 0-simplex

(β0, β1, β2) in P
3
F ((f1,id,f2))

·

✪✪
✪✪
✪✪
✪✪
✪✪
✪✪
✪✪
✪✪

✸✸
✸✸

✸✸
✸✸

✸✸
✸

✖✖
✖✖
✖✖
✖✖
✖✖

β2



 ii

β0·

F (f1)

��
·

β1

F (id)

44

· ·

❃❃
❃❃

❃❃
❃ ·

✍✍
✍✍
✍✍

✍✍
✍✍
✍✍

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄ ·

F (f2)

AA

· ·

✍✍✍✍✍✍

✍✍✍✍✍✍

s1(β1) s1(β2)

The classical Grothendieck construction defines a functor
ˆ c∈C

−(c) : [C;Cat]→ Cat/C

We want to construct an extension of the above functor along the Nerve functor
[C;N ] : [C;Cat]→ [C;S] which we call Lurie’s (higher) Grothendieck construction
functor. More precisely, we construct a functor

ˆ c∈C

−(c) : [C;S]→ S/N(D)

such that the following diagram commutes up to isomorphism:

[C;Cat] //

��

∼= %-
❘❘❘❘

❘❘
❘❘❘❘

❘❘
Cat/C

N // S/N(D)

[C;S]

´

c∈C −(c)

99

Definition 2.7. The space of all n-Path spaces of F : D → S, denoted
(

ffl c∈C
F
)

n
,

is defined to be the following simplicial set:
(

 c∈C

F

)

n

:=
⊔

σ∈N(D)n

Pn
F (σ).
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Proposition 2.8. The spaces of all Path spaces of F glue together into a simplicial

space i.e. a functor
ffl c∈C

F : ∆op → S whose degree n simplicial-set is defined as
follows:

(

 c∈C

F

)

([n]) :=

(

 c∈C

F

)

n

Proof. We begin by defining the degeneracy and face operators. The ith face op-

erator di :
(

ffl c∈C
F
)

n
→
(

ffl c∈C
F
)

n−1
is defined as follows:

di :=
⊔

σ∈N(D)n

Pn
F (σ)(d

i) :
⊔

σ∈N(D)n

Pn
F (σ) →

⊔

ζ∈N(D)n−1

Pn−1
F (ζ)

The ith degeneracy operator si :
(

ffl c∈C
F
)

n
→
(

ffl c∈C
F
)

n+1
is defined as follows:

si :=
⊔

σ∈N(D)n

Pn
F (σ)(s

i) :
⊔

σ∈N(D)n

Pn
F (σ) →

⊔

ζ∈N(D)n+1

Pn+1
F (ζ)

Since the face and degeneracy maps defined above are simplicial maps, therefore it
is sufficient to verify the simplicial identities [GZ67, Pg. 25 (***)] on an arbitrary
k-simplex. We will verify the simplicial identities using the notation of remark 2. A

k-simplex in
(

ffl c∈C
F
)

n
is a pair (σ, β), where σ ∈ N(D)n and β is an (n+1)-tuple:

β = (βo, β1, . . . , βn) ∈ F (σ)(1)k × F (σ)(2)k+1 × · · · × F (σ)(n)k+n,

such that F (σ)((i−1, i))(βi−1) = di(βi), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We now verify the simplicial
identity didj = dj−1di (i < j):

didj((β0, β1, . . . , βn)) = di((β0, . . . , βj−1, dj(βj+1), . . . , dj(βn))) =

(β0, . . . , βi−1, di(βi+1), . . . di(βj−1), didj(βj+1), . . . , didj(βn))) =

(β0, . . . , βi−1, di(βi+1), . . . di(βj−1), dj−1di(βj+1), . . . , dj−1di(βn))) =

dj−1((β0, . . . , βi−1, di(βi+1), . . . di(βj−1), di(βj+1), . . . , di(βn)))) =

dj−1di((β0, . . . , βi−1, βi+1, . . . βj−1, βj+1, . . . , βn))).

The next simplicial identity which we verify is sisj = sj+1si (i ≤ j):

sisj((β0, . . . , βn)) = (β0, . . . , βj , sjβj , . . . sjβn) =

(β0, . . . , βi, si(βi), . . . , si(βj), sisj(βj), . . . , sisj(βn)) =

(β0, . . . , βi, si(βi), . . . , si(βj), sj+1si(βj), . . . , sj+1si(βn)) =

sj+1((β0, . . . , βi, si(βi), . . . , si(βj), . . . , si(βn))) = sj+1si((β0, . . . , βn)).

An argument very similar to the one used in the verification of the above two
simplicial identities, verifies the remaining simplicial identities. To avoid repetition,
we leave the remaining verification for the interested reader.

�

Notation 2.9. Each pair (K,L) of simplicial sets defines a bisimplicial sets i.e. a
functor

K�L : ∆op ×∆op → Sets

as follows:

K�L([m], [n]) := Km × Ln
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Notation 2.10. Each simplicial space Z : ∆op → S determines a bisimplicial set,
also denoted by Z

Z : ∆op ×∆op → Sets

by Z([m], [n]) = (Z([m],−))n. Further we denote the following simplicial set by
i∗1(Z):

∆op −×[0]
→ ∆op ×∆op Z

→ Sets

Now we can define the Lurie’s Grothendieck construction of a simplicial diagram
X : D → S as follows:

Definition 2.11. The Lurie’s Grothendieck construction of X is the following
simplicial set:

(6)

ˆ c∈C

X(c) = i∗1

(

 c∈C

X

)

Remark 6. The set of n-simplices of
´ c∈C

X(c) can be represented as follows:
(

ˆ c∈C

X(c)

)

n

=
⊔

σ∈N(D)n

(

Pn
X(σ)

)

0
.

An n-simplex of
´ c∈C

X(c) can be described as a pair (σ, β), where σ ∈ N(D)n
and β is a natural transformation β : c(n) ⇒ X(σ). Equivalently, the natural
transformation β can be fully described by an (n+ 1)-tuple

(β0, β1, . . . , βn) ∈ (X(σ)(0))0 × (X(σ)(1))1 × · · · × (X(σ)(n))n ,

such that X(σ)((i, i+ 1))(βi) = di(βi+1), for 0 ≤ i < n.

Remark 7. The simplicial space
ffl d∈D

X is equipped with a map of simplicial spaces:

pX• :

 d∈D

X → ∆[0]�N(D).

Remark 8. Unwinding definitions given above one can deduce that the nth row of

the simplicial space
ffl d∈D

X maybe identified with the cotensor of Lurie’s Grothendieck
construction of X in the simplicial category S/N(D)

(

 d∈D

X

)

(−, n) ∼=

ˆ d∈D

X∆[n](d) ∼=

[

∆[n],

ˆ d∈D

X(d)

]

D

,

where the mapping object
[

∆[n],
´ d∈D

X(d)
]

D
is the cotensor of

´ d∈D
X(d) with

the representable simplicial set ∆[n] in S/N(D) and X∆[n] is the cotensor of X
with ∆[n] in the simplicial functor category [D,S].
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3. Rectification of coCartesian fibrations

In this section we will prove a rectification theorem for coCartesian fibrations of
simplicial sets over the nerve of a small category D. It was described in [Lur09, Ch.
3] that coCartesian fibrations over the nerve of a category are classified by a homo-
topy coherent diagram taking values in a (higher category of) quasi-categories. The
rectification theorem which we prove in this section says that these homotopy co-
herent diagrams can be replaced by honest functors. A similar result first appeared
in [Lur09, Thm. 3.2.5.18], wherein Lurie’s higher Grothendieck construction func-
tor for marked simplicial sets, as described in the introduction, is a right Quillen
functor of a Quillen equivalence between the coCartesian model category S+/N(D)
and the projective model category [D, (S+,Q)]. The main objective of this section
is to construct another Quillen equivalence between the same two model categories
wherein the left Quillen functors goes in the opposite directions. We recall that
the standard construction of homotopy colimit for diagrams of spaces, namely the
diagonal of the bar construction, defines a functor

h! : [D, (S,Kan)]→ S/N(D).

An n-simplex in the total space of h!(F ) is a pair (σ, x), where F : D → S is
a functor, σ is an n-simplex in N(D) and x ∈ F (σ(0))n. The main result of
[HM15] says that h! is a left Quillen functor of a Quillen equivalence between
the projective model category structure on [D, (S,Kan)] and the covariant model
category structure on S/N(D). A marked version of the above functor

h+
! : [D, (S+,Q)]→ S+/N(D)

is obtained by marking those edges of (the total space of) h!(F ), where F : D → S+

is a functor, which are determined by marked edges in the image of F . We first
show in Proposition 3.19 that the composite functor

[D, (S+,Q)]
h+
!→ S+/N(D)

u∗

→ (S+,Q)

is a homotopy colimit functor in the sense of definition 4.1. The second promi-
nent result of this paper, namely Theorem 3.20, shows that the functor h+

! is the
left Quillen functor of a Quillen equivalence between the projective model cate-
gory structure on [D, (S+,Q)] and the coCartesian model category structure on
S+/N(D) whose fibrant objects may be identified with coCartesian fibrations over
N(D). We prove our main result by the showing that the (right) derived functors
of the following two functors:

[D, (S+,Q)]

´ d∈D
+

D(d)
→ S+/N(D)

h∗
+
→ [D, (S+,Q)]

are mutual inverses on one another. We do so by constructing a natural transfor-

mation η+ : id[D,(S+,Q)] ⇒ h∗+(
´ d∈D

+ −(d)) for each functor F : D → (S+,Q), and
a zig-zag of natural transformations

ˆ d∈D

+

h∗+(−)(d)⇐ h+
! (h

∗
+(−))⇒ id.

We show that for each fibrant F : D → (S,Q), η+F is a natural weak-equivalence and
for each fibrant X ∈ S+/N(D), we have the following zig-zag of weak equivalences
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in S+/N(D):
ˆ d∈D

+

h∗+(X)(d)← h+
! (h

∗
+(X))→ X.

A key ingredient in the proof of our main result is the construction of a natural
transformation

ιD : h+
! ⇒

ˆ d∈D

+

−(d).

The construction of ιD was facilitated by our description of the relative nerve
functor in the previous sections. For each fibrant F in the projective model category
[D, (S+,Q)], we show that the map ιD is a weak equivalence in the coCartesian
model category S+/N(D).

We begin with a review of coCartesin fibrations over the simplicial set N(D).
We will also review a model category structure on the category S+/N(D) in which
the fibrant objects are (essentially) coCartesian fibrations.

Definition 3.1. Let p : X → S be an inner fibration of simplicial sets. Let
f : x→ y ∈ (X)1 be an edge in X . We say that f is p-coCartesian if, for all n ≥ 2
and every (outer) commutative diagram, there exists a (dotted) lifting arrow which
makes the entire diagram commutative:

(7) ∆{0,1}
_�

��

f

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊❊

Λ0[n]
_�

��

// X

p

��

∆[n] //

<<③
③

③
③

③
S

Remark 9. Let M be a (ordinary) category equipped with a functor p : M → I,
then an arrow f in M , which maps isomorphically to I, is coCartesian in the usual
sense if and only if f is N(p)-coCartesian in the sense of the above definition, where
N(p) : N(M)→ ∆[1] represents the nerve of p.

This definition leads us to the notion of a coCartesian fibration of simplicial sets:

Definition 3.2. Amap of simplicial sets p : X → S is called a coCartesian fibration
if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) p is an inner fibration of simplicial sets.
(2) for each edge p : x → y of S and each vertex x of X with p(x) = x, there

exists a p-coCartesian edge f : x→ y with p(f) = f .

A coCartesin fibration roughly means that it is up to weak-equivalence deter-
mined by a functor from S to a suitably defines ∞-category of ∞-categories. This
idea is explored in detail in [Lur09, Ch. 3].

Notation 3.3. To each coCartesian fibration p : X → N(D) we can associate a
marked simplicial set denoted X♮ which is composed of the pair (X, E), where E is
the set of p-coCartesian edges of X

Notation 3.4. Let (X, p), (Y, q) be two objects in S+/N(D). We denote by
[X,Y ]+D, the full (marked) simplicial subset of [X,Y ]+ spanned by maps in
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S+/N(D)(X,Y ), namely spanned by maps in [X,Y ]+ which are compatible with

the projections p and q. We denote by [X,Y ]♭D, the full simplicial subset of [X,Y ]♭

spanned by maps in S+/N(D)(X,Y ). We denote by [X,Y ]
♯
D ⊆ [X,Y ]

♯
the simpli-

cial subsets spanned by maps in S+/N(D).

Definition 3.5. A morphism F : X → Y in the category S+/N(D) is called
a coCartesian-equivalence if for each coCartesian fibration p : Z → N(D), the
induced simplicial map

[

F,Z♮
]♭

D
:
[

Y, Z♮
]♭

D
→
[

X,Z♮
]♭

D

is a categorical equivalence of simplicial-sets(quasi-categories).

Proposition 3.6. Let u : X → Y be a map in S+/N(D), then the following are
equivalent

(1) u is a coCartesian equivalence.
(2) For each functor Z : D → S+, such that Z(d) is a quasi-category whose

marked edges are equivalences, the following (simplicial) map is a categor-
ical equivalence:

[

u,

ˆ d∈D

+

Z(d)

]♭

D

:

[

Y,

ˆ d∈D

+

Z(d)

]♭

D

→

[

X,

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

]♭

D

(3) For each functor Z : D → S+, such that Z(d) is a quasi-category whose
marked edges are equivalences, the following map is a bijection:

π0

[

u,

ˆ d∈D

+

Z(d)

]♯

D

: π0

[

Y,

ˆ d∈D

+

Z(d)

]♯

D

→ π0

[

X,

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

]♯

D

Proof. (1 ⇒ 2) Follows from the definition of coCartesian equivalence because
´ d∈D

+
Z(d) is a coCartesian fibration under the given hypothesis.

Let us assume that
[

u,
´ d∈D

+ Z(d)
]♭

D
is a categorical equivalence of quasi-categories

for each functor Z satisfying the given hypothesis. This implies that
[

u, T ♮
]♭

D
is a

categorical equivalence if and only if
[

u,
´ d∈D

+ Z(T )(d)
]♭

D
is one.

(2 ⇒ 3) We recall from [Lur09, Prop. 3.1.3.3] and [Lur09, Prop. 3.1.4.1] that,

for any coCartesian fibration T ♮ ∈ S+/N(D), the simplicial map
[

u, T ♮
]♭

D
is a

categorical equivalence if and only if the map
[

u, T ♮
]♯

D
is a homotopy equivalence

of Kan complexes. This implies that π0

[

u,
´ d∈D

+ Z(d)
]♯

D
is a bijection.

(3⇒ 1) We recall from [Lur09, Cor. 3.1.4.4] that the coCartesian model category
is a simplicial model category with simplicial function object given by the bifunctor

[−,−]
♯
D. This implies that u is a coCartesian equivalence if and only if π0

[

u,W ♮
]♯

D
is

a bijection for each fibrant object W of the coCartesian model category. By [Lur09,
Prop. 3.1.4.1] we may replace W by a coCartesian fibration W ∼= T ♮. Further, it
follows from [Lur09, Prop. 3.2.5.18(2)] that for each cocartesian fibration T ♮ there
exists a functor Z(T ) : D → S+, which satisfies the assumptions of the functor in
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the statement of the proposition, such that there is map

FT : T ♮ →

ˆ d∈D

+

Z(T )(d)

which is a coCartesian equivalence. Now it follows that u is a coCartesian equiva-

lence if and only if π0

[

u,
´ d∈D

+
Z(T )(d)

]♯

D
is a bijection for each functor Z satisfying

the conditions mentioned in the statement of the proposition.
�

Next we will recall a model category structure on the overcategory S+/N(D)
from [Lur09, Prop. 3.1.3.7.] in which fibrant objects are (essentially) coCartesian
fibrations.

Theorem 3.7. There is a left-proper, combinatorial model category structure on
the category S+/N(D) in which a morphism is

(1) a cofibration if it is a monomorphism when regarded as a map of simplicial
sets.

(2) a weak-equivalences if it is a coCartesian equivalence.
(3) a fibration if it has the right lifting property with respect to all maps which

are simultaneously cofibrations and weak-equivalences.

We have defined a function object for the category S+/N(D) above. The

simplicial set [X,Y ]
♭
D has vertices, all maps from X to Y in S+/N(D). An n-

simplex in [X,Y ]
♭
D is a map ∆[n]

♭
×X → Y in S+/N(D), where ∆[n]

♭
× (X, p) =

(∆[n]
♭
×X, pp2), where p2 is the projection ∆[n]

♭
×X → X . The enriched category

S+/N(D) admits tensor and cotensor products. The tensor product of an object
X = (X, p) in S+/N(D) with a simplicial set A is the objects

A♭ ×X = (A♭ ×X, pp2).

The cotensor product of X by A is an object of S+/N(D) denoted X [A]. If q :

X [A] → N(D)
♯
is the structure map, then a simplex x : ∆[n]

♭
→ X [A] over a

simplex y = qx : ∆[n] → N(D)
♯
is a map A♭ × (∆[n]

♭
, y) → (X, p). The object

(X [A], q) can be constructed by the following pullback square in S+:

X [A] //

q

��

[A♭, X ]+

[A♭,p]+

��

N(D)
♯ // [A♭, N(D)

♯
]+

where the bottom map is the diagonal. There are canonical isomorphisms:

(8)
[

A♭ ×X,Y
]♭

D

∼=
[

A, [X,Y ]
♭
D

]

∼=
[

X,Y [A]
]♭

D

Remark 10. The coCartesian model category structure on S+/N(D) is a simplicial
model category structure with the simplicial Hom functor:

[−,−]
♯
D : S+/N(D)op × S+/N(D)→ S.

This is proved in [Lur09, Corollary 3.1.4.4.]. The coCartesian model category struc-
ture is a (S,Q)-model category structure with the function object given by:

[−,−]
♭
D : S+/N(D)op × S+/N(D)→ S.
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This is remark [Lur09, 3.1.4.5.].

Remark 11. The coCartesian model category is a (S+,Q)-model category with the
Hom functor:

[−,−]+D : S+/N(D)op × S+/N(D)→ S+.

This follows from [Lur09, Corollary 3.1.4.3] by taking S = N(D) and T = ∆[0],
where S and T are specified in the statement of the corollary.

Definition 3.8. Let F : D → S+ be a functor. We can compose it with the

forgetful functor U to obtain a composite functor F : D
F
→ S+

U
→ S. Lurie’smarked

Grothendieck construction of F , denoted
´ d∈D

+ F (d), is the marked simplicial set
(

´ d∈D

+ F (d), E
)

, where the set E consists of those edges e = (e, h) of
´ d∈D

+ F (d),

see remark 16, which determines a marked edge of the marked simplicial set F (d),
where e : c→ d is an arrow in D.

The above construction of the marked Grothendieck construction determines a
functor

(9)

ˆ d∈D

+

−(d) : [D,S+]→ S+/N(D).

The functor
´ d∈D

+ −(d) has a left adjoint which we denote by F+
• (D), see [Lur09,

Rem. 3.2.5.5]. This functor is defined on objects as follows:

F
+
X(D)(d) = X ×

N(D)♯
N(D/d)

♯
,

where (X, p) is an object in S+/N(D).

Notation 3.9. We will sometimes denote F
+
X(D) by F+

• (D)(X).

Remark 12. If (X, p) is a fibrant object in S+/N(D) then F
+
X(D) is a fibrant object

in the projective model category [D, (S+,Q)].

Next we will define a marked version of the functor h∗, denoted h∗+:

h∗+(X)(d) := [N(d/D)
♯
, X ]+D

where X is an object of S+/N(D). This functor has a left adjoint which we denote
by h+

! .

Notation 3.10. We denote by id(d)n the n-simplex of N(D) represented by the
constant functor id(d)n : [n]→ D having value d. An n-simplex σ in the simplicial
set N(d/D) is a natural transformation σ : id(d)n ⇒ β, where β is an n-simplex
in N(D)n viewed as a functor β : [n] → D. For each functor F : D → S+, an n-
simplex σ inN(d/D) determines a natural transformation F ◦σ which is represented
by the following commutative diagram:

F (d) F (d)

��

· · · F (d)

��

F (d)

��

F (d)
F (σ(0,1))

// F (σ(1))
F (σ(1,2))

// · · ·
F (σ(n−1,n))

// F (σ(n))
F (σ(n,n+1))

// F (σ(n + 1))

We denote this natural transformation by c(F, σ).
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Definition 3.11. Let F : D → S+ be a functor. For each d ∈ D we define a map
of marked simplicial sets

η+F (d) : F (d)→ [N(d/D),

ˆ d∈D

+

F (d)]+D.

Let x ∈ F (d)n be an n-simplex in F (d). This n-simplex defines a canonical map

η+F (d)(x) : N(d/D)×∆[n]→
´ d∈D

+ F (d) in S+/N(D) whose value on (id(d)n, idn) ∈

(N(d/D)×∆[n])n is the pair (id(d)n, 1(x)) ∈
(

´ d∈D

+ F (d)
)

n
, where 1(x) : c(n)⇒

F (id(d)n) is the natural transformation which is represented by the following dia-
gram:

∆[0]
d1 //

��

∆[1]
d2 //

��

· · ·
dn−1

// ∆[n− 1]
dn //

��

∆[n]

x

��

F (d) F (d) · · · F (d) F (d)

We recall that a k-simplex in ∆[n] is a map α : [k] → [n] in the category
∆ and therefore it can be written as ∆[n](α)(idn). For a k-simplex (σ, α) in
N(d/D) × ∆[n], where σ = ((g, f1, . . . , fk) ∈ N(d/D)k , we define the k-simplex
η+X(d)(x)((g, f1, f2, . . . , fk+1), α) to be the pair (d0(σ), c(F, σ) · 1(x)), where the
composite natural transformation c(F, σ) · 1(x) is depicted by the following dia-
gram:

∆[0]
d1 //

��

∆[1]
d2 //

��

· · ·
dk−1

// ∆[k − 1]
dk //

��

∆[k]

F (d)(α)(x)

��

F (d) F (d)

��

· · · F (d)

��

F (d)

F (fk◦fk−1◦···◦f1◦g)

��

F (d)
F (g)

// F (d1)
F (f1)

// · · ·
F (fk−1)

// F (dk−1)
F (fk)

// F (dk)

This defines the (simplicial) map η+F (d)(x). These simplicial maps glue together

into a natural transformation η+F .

Now we define a map ι+d in S+/N(D):

(10) ∆[0]
♭ idd //

d ##●
●●

●●
●●

●
N(d/D)

♯

zztt
tt
tt
tt
t

N(D)
♯

Lemma 3.12. For each d ∈ D the morphism ι+d defined in (10) is a coCartesian
equivalence.

Proof. We will show that for each functor Z : D → S+ such that, for each d ∈ D,
Z(d) is a quasi-category whose marked edges are equivalences, we have the following
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bijection:

π0

[

ι+d ,

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

]♯

D

: π0

[

N(d/D),

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

]♯

D

→ π0

[

∆[0],

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

]♯

D

∼= π0(J(Z(d))),

where J(Z(d)) is the largest Kan complex contained in Z(d). Let z ∈ J(Z(d))0 be

a vertex of J(Z(d))♯. We will construct a morphism Fz : N(d/D)→
´ d∈D

Z(d) in
the category S+/N(D). The vertex z represents a natural transformation

Tz : D(d,−)⇒ Z

such that Tz(idd) = z. Since N(d/D) ∼=
´ d∈D

D(d,−)(d) therefore we have a map

Fz : N(d/D) ∼=

ˆ d∈D

D(d,−)(d)

´

d∈D Tz(d)
→

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

in S+/N(D) such that Fz(idd) = z. Thus we have shown that the map π0

[

ι+d ,
´ d∈D

Z(d)
]♯

D
is a surjection.

Let f : y → z be an edge of J(Z(d)), then by the (enriched) Yoneda’s lemma fol-
lowed by an application of the Grothendieck construction functor, this edge uniquely
determines a map

Tf : N(d/D)×∆[1]→

ˆ d∈D

Z(d)

in S+/N(D) such that Fz((idd, id1)) = f . Thus we have shown that the map

π0

[

ι+d ,
´ d∈D

Z(d)
]♯

D
is also an injection.

�

Lemma 3.13. For any projectively fibrant functor F : D → S+, the map η+F
defined in 3.11 is an objectwise categorical equivalence of marked simplicial sets.

Proof. Under the hypothesis of the lemma, it follows from [Lur09, Prop. 3.2.5.18(2)]

and lemma C.3 that
´ d∈D

+ F (d) is a fibrant object in the coCartesian model category.
Now lemma 3.12 and remark 11 gives us, for each d ∈ D, the following homotopy
equivalence in (S+,Q):

[ι+d ,

ˆ d∈D

F (d)]+D : [N(d/D)
♯
,

ˆ d∈D

+

F (d)]+D → [∆[0]
♭
,

ˆ d∈D

+

F (d)]+D

such that c ◦ [ιd,
´ d∈D

F (d)]D ◦ ηF (d) = idF (d), where

c : [∆[0]
♭
,

ˆ d∈D

+

F (d)]+D
∼= F (d)

is the canonical isomorphism between the fiber of p :
´ d∈D

+ F (d)→ N(D) over d ∈ D

and F (d) i.e. the value of the functor F on d. Now the 2 out of 3 property of weak
equivalences in a model category tells us that η+F (d) is a homotopy equivalence for

each d ∈ D therefore η+F is an objectwise homotopy equivalence in [D, (S+,Q)]. �

An immediate consequence of the definition of the right adjoint functor h∗+ is
the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.14. The adjunction (h+
! , h

∗
+) is a Quillen adjunction between the pro-

jective model category structure on [D, (S+,Q)] and coCartesian model category
S+/N(D).

Proof. The coCartesian model category is a (S+,Q)-model category, see remark 11.
This implies that h∗+ maps (acyclic) fibrations in the coCartesian model category
to (acyclic) projective fibrations in [D,S+] which are objectwise (acyclic) fibrations
of marked simplicial sets. �

We have shown the existence of the left Quillen functor h+
! above. Now we will

provide a construction of this left adjoint. Let F : D → S+ be a functor. An

n-simplex in the (total space of) h+
! (F ) is a pair (σ, x), where σ = (d0

f1
→ d1

f1
→

d2
f2
→ · · ·

fn
→ dn) is an n-simplex of N(D) and x ∈ F (d0)n. An edge (f, x) is marked

in h+
! (F ) if and only if the edge x ∈ F (d0)1 is a marked edge.

Remark 13. The marked simplicial set (total space of) h+
! (F ) is the bar construction

|B(∗, C, F )| of the functor F : D → S+. We recall that (S+,Q) is a simplicial model
category. See [Shu06], [Mey84] for the above notation and a description of a bar
construction in a simplicial model category.

Notation 3.15. We will abuse notation and denote the total space of h+
! (F ), which

is a map of marked simplicial sets having codomain N(D), also by h+
! (F ).

The following lemma is an easy consequence of the above description of the left
Quillen functor h+

! :

Lemma 3.16. For each functor F : D → (S+,Q) which is a fibrant object in

the projective model category [D, (S+,Q)], the object h+
! (F ) is of the type h+

! (F )
♮
,

namely its underlying simplicial map is a coCartesian fibration and the marked
edges of the total space are the coCartesian edges. It is therefore a fibrant object of
S+/N(D).

Based on the above description of the functor h+
! , it is easy to see an inclusion

natural transformation:

ιD : h+
! ⇒

ˆ d∈D

+

−(d).

For a functor F : D → S+ the simplicial map ιD(F ) determined by the above
natural transformation can be described, in degree n, as follows:

(σ, x) 7→ (σ, xF ),

where σ = (f1, f2, . . . , fn) is an n-simplex in N(D) and xF is the natural transfor-
mation represented by the following commutative diagram of simplicial sets:

∆[0]
d1

//

��

∆[1]
d2

//

��

· · ·
dn−1

// ∆[n− 1]
dn

//

��

∆[n]

F (fn◦···◦f1)(x)

��

F (σ(0))
F (f1)

// F (σ(1))
F (f2)

// · · ·
F (fn−1)

// F (σ(n− 1))
F (fn)

// F (σ(n))

Proposition 3.17. For each projectively fibrant diagram F in [D, (S+,Q)], the
map ιD(F ) is a coCartesian equivalence.
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Proof. We observe that the map ιD(F ) induces an isomorphism on the fibers. Now
the proposition follows from [Lur09, Prop. 3.1.3.5.]

�

Corollary 3.18. The left Quillen functor h+
! is a homotopical functor.

Proof. Since
´ d∈D

+
−(d) is a right Quillen functor, proposition 3.17 implies that h+

!

preserves weak-equivalences between fibrant objects. Let H : X → Y be a weak
equivalence in the projective model category [D, (S+,Q)]. The chosen fibrant re-
placement functor (r, R) gives us the following commutative diagram in [D, (S+,Q)]
wherein the horizontal maps are acyclic cofibrations:

X

H

��

r(X)
// R(X)

R(H)

��

Y
r(Y )

// R(Y )

Applying the left Quillen functor h+
! to the above commutative square gives us the

following commutative square in S+/N(D):

h+
! (X)

h+
! (H)

��

h+
! (r(X))

// h+
! (R(X))

h+
! (R(H))

��

h+
! (Y )

h+
! (r(Y ))

// h+
! (R(Y ))

The two horizontal arrows are weak-equivalences because h+
! preserves acyclic cofi-

brations. We have observed above that h+
! preserves weak-equivalences between

fibrant objects therefore h+
! (R(H) is a weak-equivalence. Now the two out of three

property of weak-equivalences in a model category implies that h+
! (H) is a weak-

equivalence.
�

For the terminal map u : N(D)→ ∗ induces a pullback functor

u∗ : S+ → S+/N(D)

In this situation u∗(X) = (N(D)×X, p1) for each object X ∈ S+, where p1 is the
projection to N(D). The functor u∗ has a left adjoint

u! : S
+/N(D)→ S+

which maps an object (X, p) ∈ S+/N(D) to the compopsite X → N(D)→ ∗. It is
easy to check that the adjunction (u!, u

∗) is a Quillen adjunction. Now we define a
homotopy colimit functor, see definition 4.1:

Proposition 3.19. The composite right Quillen functor u! ◦ h
+
! is a homotopy

colimit functor.

Proof. We have seen above (cor. 3.18) that the functor h+
! is homotopical. The

functor u! is also homotopical because it is a left Quillen functor wherein every
object of the domain model category is cofibrant.
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Let (R, r) be the fibrant replacement functor determined by the chosen functorial
factorization on the model category (S+,Q). We now construct a natural weak
equivalence

δ : h∗+u
∗R⇒ ∆R

For a marked simplicial set X , the functor h∗+u
∗R(X) is defined as follows:

h∗+u
∗R(X)(d) = h∗+(N(D)♯ ×R(X))(d) = [N(d/D)♯, N(D)♯ ×R(X)]

♭

D

The functor ∆R is isomorphic to the functor

[(∆[0]
♯
, d), N(D)

♯
×R(−)]

♭

D : S+ → [D,S+],

where (∆[0]
♯
, d) denotes the map d : ∆[0]

♯
→ N(D)

♯
. Now the desired natural

weak-equivalence δ is defined as follows for each pair (X, d) ∈ Ob(S+)×Ob(D):

δX(d) := [ι+d , N(D)♯ ×R(X)]
♭

D
: h∗+u

∗R(X)(d)→ R(X),

where the map ι+d is defined in (10). The natural transformation δX(d) is a natural

weak equivalence because ι+d is a weak equivalence.
Now it follows from [DHMS04, 33.9 (ii)] that the natural weak-equivalence

[ι+d , N(D)×R(−)]
♭

D
induces a natural isomorphism between the (derived) func-

tors Ho(h∗+u
∗R) and Ho(∆R). Since the functor ∆ is homotopical, it follows from

[DHMS04, 33.9 (ii)] that there is a natural isomorphism between Ho(∆R) and
Ho(∆).

�

The marked version of our homotopy colimit theorem for quasi-categories, namely
theorem 1.2, now follows from the above result and proposition 3.17.

Now we state and prove the second prominent theorem of this paper. We closely
follow the approach of [HM15] in our proof, however in our proof we establish a dual
statement to what is proved in the aforementioned paper and thereby we present a
new argument which can be suitable adapted to give another proof of [HM15, Thm.

C]. The theorem will imply that the right derived functor of h∗+ and
´ d∈D

+ −(d) are
mutual inverses. The above lemma 3.13 will be instrumental in proving this result:

Theorem 3.20. The two Quillen pairs (left adjoints on top)

[D, (S+,Q)]
h+
!

⇄
h∗
+

S+/N(D)
F

+
•
(D)

⇄
´

d∈D
+

−(d)

[D, (S+,Q)]

are Quillen equivalences between the coCartesian model category structure on S+/N(D)
and projective model category structure on [D, (S+,Q)].

Proof. We will prove this theorem by showing that for each projectively fibrant

diagram F : D → (S+,Q), the natural transformation η+F : F ⇒ h∗+

(

´ d∈D

+ F (d)
)

is objectwise a weak-equivalence in (S+,Q) and by exhibiting a zig-zag of weak-
equivalences in S+/N(D):

ˆ d∈D

+

h∗+(X)(d)
w1(X)
← h+

!

(

h∗+(X)
) w2(X)
→ X,

for each fibrant X ∈ S+/N(D). The first statement follows from lemma 3.13. Since
X is fibrant by assumption, so is h∗+(X) by lemma 3.14. Now proposition 3.17 tells
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us that w1(X) is a weak-equivalence. Finally, we define the map w2 to be the
counit map of the adjunction (h+

! , h
∗
+). The component at X of this counit natural

transformation, namely w2(X), is defined (in degree n) as follows:

(σ, x) 7→ x((id(σ(0))n, idn)),

where σ is an n-simplex in N(D), x is an n-simplex in h∗+(X)(σ(0)) which is a map

N(σ(0)/D)
♯
×∆[n]

♭ //

''PP
PPP

PPP
PPP

PP
X

}}④④
④④
④④
④④
④

N(D)
♯

in S+/N(D). It is easy to check that both w1 and w2 are natural in X . The
assumption that X is fibrant implies that both the domain and codomain of this
counit map w2(X) are coCartesian fibrations and it is easy to see that w2(X)
induces an equivalence on fibers, therefore it is a weak-equivalence in S+/N(D).

The above natural weak-equivalences imply that the right derived functors of h∗+
and

´ d∈D

+ −(d) are mutual inverses of one another. Therefore both right Quillen

functors h∗+ and
´ d∈D

+
−(d) are part of Quillen equivalences. �

The prominent theorem of the paper stated above has the following corollary:

Corollary 3.21. The (total) left derived functor of h+
! is naturally isomorphic to

the (total) right derived functor of
´ d∈D

+ −(d).

Notation 3.22. The total (total) right derived functor of
´ d∈D

+ −(d) refers to the
total right derived functor of the relative nerve functor for marked simplicial sets,
see [Lur09, Prop. 3.2.5.18(2)].
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4. A homotopy colimit functor for diagrams of quasi-categories

The homotopy colimit of a functor F : D → (S,Kan) has a standard construc-
tion, namely it is the diagonal of the bisimplicial set obtained by applying the nerve
functor to the transport category (Grothendieck construction) of the n-simplex
functors Fn, see [GJ99, Ch. IV]. In this section we will present a homotopy colimit
construction for functors taking values in the Joyal model category of simplicial
sets (S,Q). Our construction is a modification of the aforementioned construction.
Our construction will use the homotopy colimit functor constructed on the cate-
gory of functors taking values in (S+,Q), see proposition 3.19. We exhibit a very
natural embedding of simplicial sets into marked simplicial sets by marking equiv-
alences in simplicial sets. We go on to show that this embedding is an equivalence
of the underlying homotopy theories of the two model categories in context. Now
the homotopy colimit of a functor F : D → (S,Q) is obtained by first composing
the functor with the aforementioned embedding F : D → (S,Q) → (S+,Q), then
applying the homotopy colimit functor u! ◦ h

+
! to F and finally inverting all the

coCartesian edges of h+
! (F ).

We begin by recalling the notion of a homotopy colimit functor, see [Dwy95],
[DHMS04] for more detail:

Definition 4.1. A homotopy colimit functor on the functor category [D,M], where
M is a model category, is a homotopical functor

hocolim : [D,M]→M

such that its induced functor on the homotopy category Ho(hocolim) is a left
adjoint to the functor

Ho(∆) : Ho(M)→ Ho[D,M].

In this paper we restrict to those model categories which induce a projective
model category structure on the functor category [D,M].

We recall that an edge in a quasi-category X is called an equivalence if it deter-
mines an isomorphism in the homotopy category Ho(X). We want to extend this
definition to all simplicial-sets. We recall that the nerve functor N : S → Cat has
a left adjoint which is denoted by τ1, the unit map of this adjunction is denoted by
η : id⇒ Nτ1

Definition 4.2. An edge y of a simplicial set S is called an equivalence in the
simplicial-set S if its image ηS(y) in the quasi-category Nτ1(S) is an equivalence.

Remark 14. Unwinding the definition of the functor τ1 we observe that an edge
y : a → b in a simplicial set S is an equivalence if and only if there is another
edge y−1 : b → a in S and a pair of 2-simpleces σ, β ∈ S2 such that d0(σ) = y−1,
d0(β) = y, d2(σ) = y, d2(β) = y−1 and d1(σ) = 1a, d1(β) = 1b.

Proposition 4.3. A morphism F : S → T of simplicial sets maps an equivalence
in S to an equivalence in T .

Proof. Let F : S → T be a morphism of simplicial-sets and y be an equivalence in S.
The unit map of the adjunction (τ1, N) provides us with the following commutative
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square:

S
F //

ηS

��

T

ηT

��

Nτ1(S)
Nτ1(F )

// Nτ1(T )

By assumption ηS(y) is an equivalence in the quasi-category Nτ1(S). By the above
commutative diagram, it is sufficient to show that Nτ1(F )(ηS(y)) is an equivalence
in the quasi-category Nτ1(T ). The assumption that ηS(y) is an equivalence in the
quasi-categoryNτ1(S) implies that y is a representative of an isomorphism in τ1(S)
and the functor τ1(F ) maps this isomorphism to an isomorphism in τ1(T ) which
determines an equivalence Nτ1(F )(ηS(y)) in Nτ1(T ). �

There is an inclusion map i : ∆[1] →֒ J , where J is the nerve of the groupoid gen-
erated by a single isomorphism. The following proposition is an easy consequence
of the definition of an equivalence:

Proposition 4.4. If an edge y in a simplicial set S is an equivalence in S then the
morphism y : ∆[1]→ S can be extended along the inclusion i i.e there is a (dashed)
lifting arrow in the following (solid arrow) diagram:

∆[1]
y

//

i

��

S

J

u(y)

==⑤
⑤

⑤
⑤

⑤

Definition 4.5. Let (S, E) be a marked simplicial set, then the marked arrows
determine a simplicial map E ×∆[1]→ S. The localization of (S, E) is a simplicial
set S[E−1] defined by the following pushout diagram:

(11) E ×∆[1] //

E×i

��

S

��

E × J // S[E−1]

A characteristic property of the localization S[E−1] is that for any simplicial
map G : S → T which maps every marked edge in E to an equivalence in T , there
exists a unique simplicial map U : S[E−1] → T such that the following diagram
commutes:

E ×∆[1] //

E×i

��

S

p

�� G

��

E × J //

u(E) //

S[E−1]

U

""❊
❊

❊
❊

❊

T

The simplicial map u(E) in the above diagram is determined by the extension map
from proposition 4.4.
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Notation 4.6. For a marked simplicial set (S, E), we denote by (S[E−1], p(E))
the marked simplicial set whose set of marked arrows is the image of E under the
projection map p : S → S[E−1]. We observe that the set p(E) is a subset of the set
of equivalences in S[E−1] and therefore we have an inclusion map (S[E−1], p(E)) ⊆
(S[E−1], Eq).

Lemma 4.7. The inclusion map ι(S,E) : (S[E
−1], p(E)) ⊆ (S[E−1], Eq) is an acyclic

cofibration in (S,Q).

Proof. In light of [Sha20, Prop. 4.22] it is sufficient to show that ι(S,E) has the left
lifting property with respect to all fibrations between fibrant objects in (S,Q). Let
q : (X,Eq)→ (Y,Eq) be such a fibration. We want to show that whenever we have
the following (solid) commutative diagram in S+, there exists a lifting arrow:

(S[E−1], p(E)) //

ι(S,E)

��

(X,Eq)

q

��

(S[E−1], Eq) // (Y,Eq)

We recall that the underlying simplicial map of ι(S,E) is the identity map. Ap-
plying the forgetful functor U to the above diagram, we get the following (outer)
commutative diagram in S wherein the existence of the lifting arrow is obvious:

(S[E−1]) // X

U(q)

��

(S[E−1]) //

;;①
①

①
①

①
Y

By proposition 4.3, each simplicial morphism maps equivalences to equivalences
which implies that the following (solid) commutative diagram has a lifting arrow:

(S[E−1], p(E)) //

ι(S,E)

��

(X,Eq)

q

��

(S[E−1], Eq) //

77♣♣♣♣♣♣
(Y,Eq)

Thus we have shown that the map ι(S,E) is an acyclic cofibration in (S+,Q). �

The above localization defines a functor L : S+ → S. This functor has a right
adjoint E : S → S+ which maps a simplicial S to a marked simplicial set (S,Eq)
where Eq is the set of equivalences in S. For each marked simplicial set (S, E), the
unit map of this adjunction is the following composite:

(S, E)
p
→ (S[E−1], p(E)) ⊆ (S[E−1], Eq) = EL((S, E))

where p is the projection map. The counit map is an isomorphism.

Proposition 4.8. For each marked simplicial set (S, E) the projection map p : S →
S[E−1] is a cofibration.

Proof. The inclusion map i : ∆[1] → J is a cofibration of simplicial sets. Now
the proposition follows from the observation that cofibrations are preserved under
cobase changes in a model category. �
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We observe that the pushout square (11), in S, determines the following com-
mutative square in the category of marked simplicial sets:

(12) E♯ ×∆[1]
♯ //

E×i♯

��

(S, E)

p

��

E♯ × J♯ // (S[E−1], p(E))

The above proposition holds more strongly in the category of marked simplicial
sets. We want to show that the unit map of the above adjunction is an acyclic
cofibration in (S+,Q).

Proposition 4.9. For each marked simplicial set (S, E), the commutative square
(12), in S+, is a pushout square

Proof. Let (T,∆) be another marked simplicial set such that we have the following
(outer) commutative diagram:

(13) E♯ ×∆[1]
♯ //

E×i

��

(S, E)

p

�� G

��

E♯ × J♯ //

u(E) //

(S[E−1], p(E))

L

&&▼
▼▼▼▼▼

(T,∆)

We want to show the existence of the (dotted) lifting arrow L which makes the
entire diagram commutative. In this situation, the maps G and u(E) take values in
the (marked) simplicial subset (T,Eq∩∆) ⊆ (T,∆). Applying the forgetful functor
U to (12) we get the commutative diagram (11) in S which is a pushout diagram,
therefore there exists a (dotted) arrow L in the following (outer) commutative
diagram in S:

E ×∆[1] //

E×i

��

S

U(p)

�� U(G)

��

E × J //

U(u(E)) //

S[E−1]

L

""❊
❊

❊
❊

❊

T

The commutativity of this (simplicial) diagram implies that L maps the set of
edges p(E) into (T,Eq ∩∆). This implies that L is the desired dotted arrow in the
commutative diagram (13) in S+.

�

Corollary 4.10. The unit map of the adjunction (L,E) is a (natural) acyclic
cofibration.
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Proof. Since E♯ is a discrete (marked) simplicial set therefore the commutative
square (12) is can be rewritten as follows:

⊔
E
∆[1]♯ //

⊔
E

i♯

��

(S, E)

p

��

⊔
E
J♯ // (S[E−1], p(E))

The morphism i♯ is an acyclic cofibration in (S+,Q), it follows from[Hir02, Prop.
7.2.12] that ⊔

E
i♯ is also an acyclic cofibration in (S+,Q). The cobase change of an

acyclic cofibration is again an acyclic cofibration which means that projection map
p in (12) is an acyclic cofibration. Now the corollary follows from lemma 4.7. �

Proposition 4.11. The adjunction (L,E) induces an (adjoint) equivalence between
the homotopy category of (S+,Q) and that of (S,Q).

Proof. We have seen above that both the unit and the counit maps of the adjunction
(L,E) are (natural) weak equivalences therefore, in light of [DHMS04, Prop. ] it
is sufficient to show that L and E are homotopical (weak-equivalence preserving)
functors. Let F : S → T be a weak equivalence in (S,Q). We want to show that
E(F ) : E(S) → E(T ) is a weak equivalence in (S+,Q). Since the counit map of
the adjunction in context is an isomorphism therefore the right adjoint E is fully

faithful. We observe that for all n ∈ N, E(S ×∆[n]) = E(S) ×∆[n]
♭
. These two

facts together imply that for any simplicial set W , we have a natural isomorphism:

[S,W ] ∼= [(S,Eq), (W,Eq)]
♭
= [E(S), E(W )]

♭
.

We observe that for any fibrant marked simplicial set Z we have the following equal-
ity: Z = EU(Z), where U is the forgetful functor. Now the following commutative
diagram implies that E preserves weak-equivalences:

[S,U(Z)] // [E(S), EU(Z)]
♭

[E(S), Z]
♭

[T, U(Z)] //

[F,U(Z)]

OO

[E(T ), EU(Z)]
♭

OO

[E(T ), Z]
♭

[EF,Z]

OO

Let G : (S, E) → (T,∆) be a weak equivalence in (S+,Q). The unit natural
transformation η provides us the following commutative diagram:

(S, E)
G //

η(S,E)

��

(T,∆)

η(T,∆)

��

EL((S, E))
EL(G)

// EL((T,∆))

The vertical arrows are acyclic cofibrations by corollary 4.10 and the top horizontal
arrow is a weak equivalence by assumption, therefore the two out of three property
of weak-equivalences in a model category implies that EL(G) is a weak-equivalence
in (S+,Q). Let Y be any quasi-category, then we have the following commutative
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square:

[L((S, E)), Z]
∼= // [EL((S, E)), E(Z)]

♭

[L((T,∆)), Z] ∼=
//

[L(G),Z]

OO

[EL((T,∆)), E(Z)]
♭

[EL(G),E(Z)]

OO

The two horizontal arrows are isomorphisms and the right downward arrow is a
weak-equivalence. The two out of three property of weak equivalences in a model
category implies that for each quasi-category Z, the simplicial map [L(G), Z] is a
weak equivalence and therefore L(G) is a weak equivalence in (S,Q). Thus we have
shown that L preserves weak equivalences.

�

For any (small) category D, the adjunction (L,E) induces an adjunction

LD : [D,S+] ⇋ [D,S] : ED.

Each of the two functor categories can be endowed with a projective model cate-
gory structure which is inherited from (S+,Q) and (S,Q) respectively, see [Lur09,
Remark 2.8.6].

Notation 4.12. Wewill denote the aforementioned model categories by [D, (S+,Q)]
and [D, (S,Q)] respectively.

Notation 4.13. Wewill denote the homotopy categories of [D, (S+,Q)] and [D, (S,Q)]
by Ho((S+,Q)D) and Ho((S,Q)D) respectively.

Corollary 4.14. The adjunction (LD, ED) induces an (adjoint) equivalence of
categories on the homotopy categories:

Ho(LD) : Ho((S+,Q)D) ⇋ Ho((S,Q)D) : Ho(ED).

Proof. Both adjoint functors LD and ED are homotopical functors and therefore
both are deformable in the sense of [DHMS04, Def. ] with identity deformations.
Now the result follows from [DHMS04, Prop. 45.2].

�

We denote the colimit functor on the functor category [D,S+] by

lim
−→

+ : [D,S+]→ S+

Consider the following composite functor:

(14) [D,S]
ED

→ [D,S+]
lim
−→

+

→ S+
L
→ S

which we denote by Llim
−→

. The next lemma shows that this functor is a colimit
functor on S:

Lemma 4.15. The composite functor Llim
−→

, (14) is a colimit functor.

Proof. Let F : D → (S,Q) be a functor and Y be a simplicial set. It is sufficient
to observe the following chain of (natural) bijections:

S(L(lim
−→

(ED(F ))), Y ) ∼= S+(lim−→
+(ED(F )), E(Y )) ∼= [D,S+](ED(F ),∆(E(Y ))) =

[D,S+](ED(F ), ED(∆(Y ))) ∼= [D,S](LD(ED(F )),∆(Y )) ∼=

S(lim
−→

(LD(ED(F )), Y ) ∼= S(lim−→
(F ), Y ).
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The last bijection in the above chain follows from the observation that the counit
of the adjunction (LD, ED) is an isomorphism.

�

We now consider the following composite functor:

(15) [D,S]
ED

→ [D,S+]
u!◦h

+
!→ S+

L
→ S

which we denote by Llim
−→

h. Now we are ready to state and prove the main result

of this section:

Theorem 4.16. The functor Llim
−→

h is a homotopy colimit functor.

Proof. The functor Llim
−→

h is a composite of three homotopical functors therefore it

is homotopical. Now we consider the following chain of (natural) bijections for a
pair of objects F ∈ [D,S] and Y ∈ S:

HoS(Llim−→
h(F ), Y ) ∼= HoS+(u!h

+
! E

D(F ), E(Y )) ∼=

Ho(S+,Q)D(E
D(F ),∆(E(Y ))) = Ho(S+,Q)D (E

D(F ), ED(∆(Y ))) ∼=

Ho(S,Q)D (L
DED(F ),∆(Y )) ∼= Ho(S,Q)D (F,∆(Y ))

�

Our homotopy colimit theorem for quasi-categories, namely theorem 1.3, now
follows from the above result and proposition 3.17.
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Appendix A. The classical Grothendieck construction

The classical Grothendieck construction [SGA61] associates to a pseudo-functor
F : C → Cat, an opfibration over the category C which we denote as follows:

p :

ˆ c∈C

F (c)→ C.

Throughout this paper we will abuse notation and refer to the domain category
´ c∈C

F (c) of the opfibration p (also known as the total category of p) as the
Grothendieck construction of F . This assignment defines a bifunctor

ˆ c∈C

−(c) : [C,Cat]Ps → Cat/C.

This bifunctor factors through a bicategory of opfibrations OpFib(C) over C as
follows:

[C,Cat]Ps
´ c∈C −(c)
→ OpFib(C) →֒ Cat/C.

The first arrow in the above diagram is an equivalence of bicategories. We refer the
interested reader to the book [Joh] for further details.

A diagram in Cat is a functor from a small category into Cat. We begin this
section by a review of the classical Grothendieck construction for a diagram in
Cat. The main objective of this section is to associate a double category (i.e. a
category object in Cat) to a diagram F : C → Cat and obtain the Grothendieck

construction
´ c∈C

F (c) by passing to the object sets and object functions of all
categories and functors involved in the definition of the aforementioned category
object associated with F . The category obtained this way from a double category
is often called the horizontal structure of the double category.

The object set of
´ c∈C

F (c) is the following:

Ob

(

ˆ c∈C

F (c)

)

=
⊔

c∈C

Ob(F (c)).

In order to describe the morphisms we consider the (categorical)mapping path space
construction of a functor F (f) : F (c1) → F (c2), where f : c1 → c2 is a morphism
in C, which is described by the following cartesian diagram in Cat:

P1
F (f)

//

��

F (c2)
I

F (c2)
i0

��

F (c1)
F (f)

// F (c2)

where i0 : 0 → I is the inclusion into the source. The category P1
F (f) can be

described as follows: An object in P1
F (f) is a pair

(β0, β1) ∈ F (s(f))× F (t(f))I .

A morphism in P1
F (f), from (β0, β1) to (γ0, γ1) is a pair of maps

(f0, f1) ∈ F (s(f))× F (t(f)),
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such that the following diagram commutes:

F (f)(β0)

F (f)(f0)

��

β1
// β1(1)

f1

��

F (f)(γ0) γ1

// γ1(1)

Now we can describe the morphism set of
´ c∈C

F (c) as follows:

Mor

(

ˆ c∈C

F (c)

)

=
⊔

f∈Mor(C)

Ob(P1
F (f)).

We observe that category P1
F (f) is equipped with the following two functors

which we refer to as the source and target functors:

s : P1
F (f) → F (s(f)) →֒

⊔

c∈C

F (c).

This functor is defined on objects as follows:

s((β0, β1)) := β0

and it is defined on morphisms as follows:

s((f0, f1)) := f0.

The second functor is

t : P1
F (f) → F (t(f)) →֒

⊔

c∈C

F (c).

This functor is defined on objects as follows:

t((β0, β1)) := β1(1)

and it is defined on morphisms as follows:

t((f0, f1)) := f1.

The source and target functors described above, define the following graph in the
category Cat:

⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f)

s

⇒
t

⊔

c∈C

F (c).

We claim that the above graph is the underlying graph of a category object in Cat.
In order to construct this category object, we will have to define two more functors,
the first of these functors is a unit functor

u :
⊔

c∈C

F (c)→
⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f).

In order to do so, it is sufficient to define a functor

uc : F (c)→ P1
F (idc)

,

for each c ∈ C. This functor is defined on objects as follows:

uc(β0) := (β0, idF (β0)).

It is defined on morphisms as follows:

uc(f0) := (f0, f0).
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The second functor needed to define the category object in Cat is the composition
functor:

− ◦ − :
⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f) ×

s=t

⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f) →

⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f).

In light of the following isomorphism of categories:

⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f) ×

s=t

⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f)

∼=
⊔

(f1,f2)∈N(C)2

P1
F (f2)

×
s=t
P1
F (f1)

it is sufficient to define a functor

− ◦ − : P1
F (f2)

×
s=t
P1
F (f1)

→ P1
F (f2f1)

,

for each pair of composable arrows (f1, f2) in C.
Let (β0, β1) ∈ Ob(P1

F (f1)
) and (γ0, γ1) ∈ Ob(P1

F (f2)
) be two objects in

⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f)

such that

s((γ0, γ1)) = t((β0, β1)).

Now we define

(γ0, γ1) ◦ (β0, β1) := (β0, γ1 ◦ F (f2)(β1)).

Let (g0, g1) ∈ Mor(P1
F (f1)

) and (h0, h1) ∈ Ob(P1
F (f2)

) be two objects in
⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f)

such that

s((h0, h1)) = t((g0, g1)).

Now we define

(h0, h1) ◦ (g0, g1) := (g0, h1).

One can now check that the functors (s, t, u,− ◦ −) associate to the functor
F : C → Cat, the following category object in Cat:





⊔

c∈C

F (c),
⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f), s, t, u,− ◦−



 .

The Grothendieck construction of the functor F , namely the category
´ c∈C

F (c)
is now obtained by passing to the object sets and object functions of all categories
and functors involved in the definition of the above category object as follows:



Ob

(

⊔

c∈C

F (c)

)

, Ob





⊔

f∈C

P1
F (f)



 , Ob(s), Ob(t), Ob(u), Ob(− ◦ −)



 .

A category object in Cat is also known as a double category. A category ob-
tained from a double category by passing to the object sets and object functions
of all categories and functors defining the double category, like above, is called the
horizontal structure of the double category.
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Appendix B. A review of marked simplicial sets

In this appendix we will review the theory of marked simplicial sets. Later in
this paper we will develop a theory of coherently commutative monoidal objects in
the category of marked simplicial sets.

Definition B.1. A marked simplicial set is a pair (X, E), where X is a simplicial
set and E is a set of edges of X which contains every degenerate edge of X . We will
say that an edge ofX ismarked if it belongs to E . A morphism f : (X, E)→ (X ′, E ′)
of marked simplicial sets is a simplicial map f : X → X ′ having the property that
f(E) ⊆ E ′. We denote the category of marked simplicial sets by S+.

Every simplicial set S may be regarded as a marked simplicial set in many ways.
We mention two extreme cases: We let S♯ = (S, S1) denote the marked simplicial
set in which every edge is marked. We denote by S♭ = (S, s0(S0)) denote the
marked simplicial set in which only the degenerate edges of S have been marked.

The category S+ is cartesian-closed, i.e. for each pair of objects X,Y ∈ Ob(S+),
there is an internal mapping object [X,Y ]+ equipped with an evaluation map
[X,Y ]+ ×X → Y which induces a bijection:

S+(Z, [X,Y ]+)
∼=
→ S+(Z ×X,Y ),

for every Z ∈ S+.

Notation B.2. We denote by [X,Y ]♭ the underlying simplicial set of [X,Y ]+.

The mapping space [X,Y ]
♭
is characterized by the following bijection:

S(K, [X,Y ]
♭
)

∼=
→ S+(K♭ ×X,Y ),

for each simplicial set K.

Notation B.3. We denote by [X,Y ]♯ the simplicial subset of [X,Y ]♭ consisting of

all simplices σ ∈ [X,Y ]
♭
such that every edge of σ is a marked edge of [X,Y ]+.

The mapping space [X,Y ]♯ is characterized by the following bijection:

S(K, [X,Y ]
♯
)

∼=
→ S+(K♯ ×X,Y ),

for each simplicial set K.
The Joyal model category structure on S has the following analog for marked

simplicial sets:

Theorem B.4. There is a left-proper, combinatorial model category structure on
the category of marked simplicial sets S+ in which a morphism p : X → Y is a

(1) cofibration if the simplicial map between the underlying simplicial sets is a
cofibration in (S,Q), namely a monomorphism.

(2) a weak-equivalence if the induced simplicial map on the mapping spaces

[p,K♮]
♭
: [X,K♮]

♭
→ [Y,K♮]

♭

is a weak-categorical equivalence, for each quasi-category K.
(3) fibration if it has the right lifting property with respect to all maps in S+

which are simultaneously cofibrations and weak equivalences.

Further, the above model category structure is enriched over the Joyal model cate-
gory, i.e. it is a (S,Q)-model category.
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The above theorem follows from [Lur09, Prop. 3.1.3.7].

Notation B.5. We will denote the model category structure in Theorem B.4 by
(S+,Q) and refer to it either as the Joyal model category of marked simplicial sets
or as the model category of marked quasi-categories.

Theorem B.6. The model category (S+,Q) is a cartesian closed model category.

Proof. The theorem follows from [Lur09, Corollary 3.1.4.3] by taking S = T =
∆[0]. �

There is an obvious forgetful functor U : S+ → S. This forgetful functor has a

left adjoint (−)
♭
: S → S+.

Theorem B.7. The adjoint pair of functors ((−)
♭
, U) determine a Quillen equiv-

alence between the Joyal model category of marked simplicial sets and the Joyal
model category of simplicial sets.

The proof of the above theorem follows from [Lur09, Prop. 3.1.5.3].

Remark 15. A marked simplicial set X is fibrant in (S+,Q) if and only if it is a
quasi-category with the set of all its equivalences as the set of marked edges.

The following proposition brings out a very important distinction between the
model category (S+,Q) and (S,Q):

Proposition B.8. The inclusion map

i♯ : ∆[1]♯ → J♯

is an acyclic cofibration in the model category (S+,Q).

Proof. In light of [Sha20, Prop. 4.22] it is sufficient to show that i♯ has the left
lifting property with respect to every fibration between fibrant objects in (S+,Q).
Let p : X → Y be such a fibration. We observe that p = EU(p). By adjointness the
aforementioned left lifting property is equivalent to U(p) having left lifting property
with respect to L(i♯). The proposition now follows from the observation that the
map L(i♯) is a canonical isomorphism in (S,Q). �

The above proposition does NOT hold in (S,Q) i.e. the inclusion map i : ∆[1]→
J is a cofibration but it is NOT acyclic in (S,Q).

Appendix C. Comparison with Relative Nerve

The notion of relative nerve was introduced in [Lur09, Sec. 3.2.5]. In this
appendix we will show that our definition of Lurie’s Grothendieck construction of a
diagram of simplicial sets, namely definition 2.11, is essentially the same as that of
the relative nerve of the diagram [Lur09, Defn. 3.2.5.2.]. More precisely, we show
that for any diagram of simplicial sets F : D]toS, we have the following (natural)
isomorphism:

ˆ d∈D

F (d) ∼= NF (D),

where NF (D) denotes the relative nerve of F . We begin by reviewing the relative
nerve:

Definition C.1. Let D be a category, and F : D → S a functor. The nerve of D
relative to F is the simplicial set NF (D) whose n-simplices are sets consisting of:
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(i) a functor d : [n]→ C; We write d(i, j) for the image of i ≤ j in [n].
(ii) for every nonempty subposet J ⊆ [n] with maximal element j, a map

τJ : ∆J → F (d(j)),
(iii) such that for nonempty subsets I ⊆ J ⊆ [n] with respective maximal

elements i ≤ j, the following diagram commutes:

∆I τI
//

_�

��

F (d(i))

F (d(i,j))

��

∆J

τJ

// F (d(j))

For any functor F : D → S, there is a canonical map pF : NF (D) → N(D) to
the ordinary nerve of D, induced by the unique map to the terminal object ∆0 ∈ S
[Lur09, 3.2.5.4]. When F takes values in quasi-categories, this canonical map is a
coCartesian fibration.

Remark 16. A vertex of the simplicial set NF (D) is a pair (c, g), where c ∈ Ob(D)
and g ∈ F (D)0. An edge e : (c, g) → (d, k) of the simplicial set NF consists of a
pair (e, h), where e : D → d is an arrow in D and h : f(e)0(g) → k is an edge of
F (d).

An immediate consequence of the above definition is the following proposition:

Proposition C.2. Let F : D → S be a functor, then the fiber of pF : NF (D) →
N(D) over any c ∈ Ob(D) is isomorphic to the simplicial set F (D).

The following lemma is a consequence of this definition and the above discussion:

Lemma C.3. For each functor X : D → S, we have the following isomorphism in
the category S/N(D):

ˆ c∈C

X(c) ∼= NX(D).

Proof. An n-simplex in
´ c∈C

X(c) is a pair (σ, β), where σ ∈ N(D)n and β :
D(n)⇒ X(σ) is a natural transformation, see Definition 2.2. The n-simplex σ can
be described as a functor σ : [n] → C. The inclusion of each non-empty subposet
iJ : J ⊆ [n] gives a map

(

ˆ c∈C

X(c)

)

(iJ) :

(

ˆ c∈C

X(c)

)

n

→

(

ˆ c∈C

X(c)

)

J

.

We are using the fact that J is isomorphic to an object of ∆ which we also denote
by J . The inclusion map can now be seen as a map in ∆. This map gives us a
J-simplex

(

ˆ c∈C

X(c)

)

(iJ)((σ, β)) := (σ∗, β∗),

where σ∗ is the composite

J →֒ [n]
σ
→ C
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and β∗ is the following composite:

β

��

J
� � // [n]

c(n)

��

X(σ)

GGS

Now the above natural transformation β∗ gives us a simplicial map:

β∗(j′) : ∆J → X(σ(j′))

where j′ is the maximal element of J . For an inclusion J ′ ⊆ J , condition (iii)
of definition C.1 is satisfied because the composite J ′ ⊆ J ⊆ [n] determines a

composite map in ∆. This defines a map fn :
(

´ c∈C
X(c)

)

n
→ NX(D)n for all

n ≥ 0. One can check that this collection glues into a simplicial map.
Now we define the inverse map. An n-simplex γ in NX(D) contains a functor

σ : [n] → C, by C.1(i), which uniquely determines an n-simplex σ of N(D). We

recall that an n-simplex in
´ c∈C

X(c) is a pair (σ, τ), where τ : D(n) ⇒ X(σ) is
a natural transformation. We observe the following sequence of inclusion maps in
the category ∆:

[0] ⊂ [1] ⊂ · · · ⊂ [i] ⊂ · · · ⊂ [n].

Now, it follows from C.1(ii) and C.1(iii) that the above sequence of inclusions gives
us the following commutative diagram:

∆[0] //

τ [0]

��

∆[1] //

τ [1]

��

· · · // ∆[n− 1] //

τ [n−1]

��

∆[n]

τ [n]

��

X(σ(0)) // X(σ(1)) // · · · // X(σ(n− 1)) // X(σ(n))

which defines a natural transformation τ : D(n)⇒ X(σ). This defines a map

f−1
n : NX(D)n →

(

ˆ c∈C

X(c)

)

n

which maps γ to (σ, τ), for all n ≥ 0. One can check that maps in the above
collection glue together into a simplicial map which is an inverse of f .

�
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