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A LOCAL-GLOBAL PRINCIPLE FOR PARAMETRIZED

∞-CATEGORIES
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Abstract. We prove a local-global principle for ∞-categories over any base ∞-category
C: we show that any ∞-category B → C over C is determined by the following data: the
collection of fibers BX for X running through the set of equivalence classes of objects of C
endowed with the action of the space of automorphisms AutX(B) on the fiber, the local
data, together with a locally cartesian fibration D→ C and AutX(B)-linear equivalences
DX ≃ P(BX) to the ∞-category of presheaves on BX, the gluing data.

As applications we describe the ∞-category of small ∞-categories over [1] in terms
of the ∞-category of left fibrations and prove an end formula for mapping spaces of the
internal hom of ∞Cat/[1] and the conditionally existing internal hom of ∞Cat/C.

Considering functoriality in C we obtain as a corollary that the double ∞-category
CORR of correspondences is the pullback of the double ∞-category PRL of presentable
∞-categories along the functor ∞Cat → PrL taking presheaves. We deduce that ∞-
categories over any ∞-category C are classified by normal lax 2-functors.
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1. Introduction

For every map of spaces φ ∶ Y →X we can decompose the space X ≃ ∐L∈π0(X)BAutL(X)
as the disjoint union of path components BAutL(X), the deloopings of the loop space at L,
to obtain a decomposition of φ as

(1) ∐
L∈π0(X)

φ−1(BAutL(X)) → ∐
L∈π0(X)

BAutL(X).

In this sense the theory of spaces over X splits in the theories of spaces over any path
component BAutL(X) for L ∈ X , i.e. the theory of spaces with an action of the grouplike
automorphism space AutL(X).

In ∞-category theory the situation is very different: by the presence of non-invertible
morphisms an ∞-category C rarely splits into all full subcategories spanned by a single
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object running over all representatives of equivalence classes. On the other hand for a
functor φ ∶ D → X to a space there is a similar decomposition (1) like in topology. For an
arbitrary functor φ ∶D→ C of∞-categories we can decompose the pullback ι(C)×CD→ ι(C)
to the maximal subspace of C as

∐
L∈π0(ι(C))

φ−1(BAutL(ι(C))) → ∐
L∈π0(ι(C))

BAutL(ι(C))

and hope to be able to reconstruct φ ∶ D → C from this decomposition via coherent gluing
data. For C = [1] for example [17, 8.3.2. Proposition] a functor M → [1] may be thought
of as ∞-categories C ∶= M0,D ∶= M1 and the collection of mapping spaces M(A,B) for
A ∈ C,B ∈D, organized to a restricted mapping space functor

C
op ×D ⊂Mop ×M M(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S.

The latter corresponds to a functor D → Fun(Cop,S) and so by the universal property of
the ∞-category of presheaves to a left adjoint functor Fun(Dop,S) → Fun(Cop,S). In this
sense a functor M → [1] may be decomposed as its fibers over 0 and 1, the local data, and
a cartesian fibration N → [1] that classifies a left adjoint functor N1 → N0 equipped with
equivalences Ni ≃ Fun(M

op
i ,S) for i = 0,1, the gluing data.

We extend this situation to any base∞-category C. Let∞Cat/C be the (∞,2)-category of

small ∞-categories over C and LoCARTL
C the (∞,2)-category of locally cartesian fibrations

over C whose fibers are presentable and whose fiber transports are left adjoints, and functors
over C that are fiberwise left adjoints. We prove the following reconstruction principle:

Theorem 1.1. (Theorem 4.1) For every small ∞-category C there is a pullback square of
(∞,2)-categories

∞Cat/C

��

P
C

// LoCARTL
C

��

∞Cat/ι(C)
P

ι(C)
// LoCARTL

ι(C),

where PC sends a functor D→ C to a locally cartesian fibration PC(D) → C whose fiber over
any X ∈ C is the ∞-category of presheaves on the fiber DX.

For C = [2] for example Theorem 1.1 guarantees that a functor M → [2] can be decom-
posed as its fibers over 0,1 and 2, the local data, and a locally cartesian fibration N → [2]
classifying left adjoint functors α ∶ N2 → N1, β ∶ N1 → N0, γ ∶ N2 → N0 and a natural trans-
formation βα → γ equipped with equivalences Ni ≃ Fun(Mop

i ,S) for i = 0,1,2, the gluing
data.

Specializing to C = [1] we obtain a pullback square

∞Cat/[1]

��

P
[1]

// LoCARTL
[1]

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
P×P

// PrL ×PrL,
where PrL = LoCARTL

[0] is the (∞,2)-category of presentable ∞-categories and left adjoint

functors. We use the latter result to prove the following theorem, where L ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat)
is the full subcategory of left fibrations and (−)op ∶ ∞Cat → ∞Cat forms the opposite ∞-
category:
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Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 5.2) There is a canonical pullback square of ∞-categories:

∞Cat/[1]

��

// L

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
(−)op×(−)

// ∞Cat,

where the right hand vertical functor evaluates at the target.
The induced equivalence from the left upper corner of the square to the pullback sends a

functor M→ [1] to the triple

(M0,M1,M
op
0 ×M1 ×Mop×M Tw(M)→M

op
0 ×M1),

where Tw(M) → Mop ×M is the twisted arrow left fibration classifying the mapping space
functor of M.

Theorem 1.2 gives the following important corollaries:

Corollary 1.3. Let C,D be small ∞-categories. The fiber of the functor

∞Cat/[1] →∞Cat ×∞Cat

over (C,D) is the ∞-category Fun(Cop,Fun(D,S)).

Let Cocart[1] ⊂∞Cat/[1] be the full subcategory of cocartesian fibrations.

Corollary 1.4. Let C,D be small ∞-categories. The fiber of the functor

Cocart[1] →∞Cat ×∞Cat

over (C,D) is the ∞-category Fun(Cop,Dop) ≃ Fun(C,D)op.

Gepner-Haugseng-Nikolaus [7, Proposition 5.1.] prove an end formula for mapping spaces
of functor∞-categories: they prove that for any∞-categories C,D the space of natural trans-
formations from a functor F ∶ C →D to a functor G ∶ C →D is the end ∫X∈CD(F(X),G(X)).
The authors define the latter as the limit of the functor

Tw(C)→ Cop × C Fop×GÐÐÐÐ→Dop ×D D(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S,

where Tw(C) → Cop×C is the twisted arrow left fibration whose fiber over any pair (A,B) in
C is the space of maps A→ B in C. As a corollary of Theorem 1.1 we obtain a global version
of [7, Proposition 5.1.] that describes the twisted arrow left fibration of the ∞-category of
functors C→D ∶
Corollary 1.5. Let C,D be ∞-categories. There is a canonical equivalence

Tw(Fun(C,D)) ≃ Fun(C,D)op ×Fun(C,D) ×Fun(Tw(C),Dop×D) Fun(Tw(C),Tw(D))

over
Fun(C,D)op × Fun(C,D),

which induces on the fiber over every functors F,G ∶ C→D an equivalence

Fun(C,D)(F,G) ≃ ∫
X∈C

D(F(X),G(X)).

Corollary 1.5 desribes the mapping spaces in the∞-category of functors, the internal hom
of ∞Cat. In a similar way we describe the mapping spaces in the internal hom of ∞Cat/[1]

(Theorem 6.5) and the conditionally existing internal hom of ∞Cat/C (Corollary 6.6).
Ayala-Francis [2, Theorem 0.8] extend the ∞-categorical Grothendieck construction for

cartesian and cocartesian fibrations to a Grothendieck construction for exponential fibration,
where an exponential fibration is a functor φ such that taking pullback along φ preserves
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small colimits. Ayala-Francis prove the existence of a small ∞-precategory Corr - or flagged
∞-category in their language - that is the target of the following straightening: for every
small ∞-category C there is a canonical equivalence between the space of functors C→ Corr
and the space of exponential fibrations over C extending the straightening of cocartesian
fibrations [19, Theorem 3.2.0.1.], [21], [20], [1]. By the self-duality of exponential fibrations
the latter may equivalently be phrased as an equivalence between the space of functors
Cop → Corr and the space of exponential fibrations over C extending the straightening
of cartesian fibrations. To determine the ∞-precategory Corr the authors [2, Theorem
0.4] prove that the (derived version of the) nerve establishes an equivalence between ∞-
precategories and Segal spaces. Having this the authors show that mapping a simplex
[n] ∈ ∆ to the space of exponential fibrations over [n] defines a Segal space representing the
∞-precategory Corr. We extend the picture of Ayala-Francis [2] via the concept of Segal
∞-category or double ∞-category [6, Definition 2.4.3.], which is a category object, i.e. Segal
object, in ∞Cat and so a categorical enhancement of a Segal space.

Removing the non-invertible vertical morphisms from a double ∞-category gives rise to
an (∞,2)-precategory that we call the underlying horizontal (∞,2)-precategory. Removing
the non-invertible horizontal morphisms and 2-morphisms from a double ∞-category gives
rise to an ∞-category that we call the underlying vertical ∞-category. The latter process
determines a cartesian fibration from the ∞-category of double ∞-categories to the ∞-
category of∞-categories. In other words, we can pullback any double ∞-category along any
functor mapping to the underlying vertical ∞-category.

We use Theorem 1.1 to prove that mapping a simplex [n] ∈ ∆ to the ∞-category of
exponential fibrations over [n] determines a double ∞-category CORR (Theorem 7.19).
We have chosen this name to emphasize that CORR is a double-categorical refinement of
the ∞-precategory Corr. This way we answer a question of [2, Question 0.14] asking for a
2-categorical refinement of Corr.

Via Theorem 1.1 we build CORR from a simpler double ∞-category: the ∞-category
∞Cat is cartesian closed and so an (∞,2)-category. We prove (Proposition 7.20) that
the (∞,2)-category ∞Cat is the underlying horizontal (∞,2)-precategory of the double
∞-category sending a simplex [n] ∈ ∆ to the full subcategory of ∞Cat/[n] of cartesian fi-

brations over [n]. We conclude that the (∞,2)-category PrL of presentable ∞-categories

and left adjoint functors, a locally full subcategory of the (∞,2)-category ∞Ĉat of large

∞-categories, is the underlying horizontal (∞,2)-precategory of a double ∞-category PRL.
We deduce the following corollary from Theorem 1.1 considering functoriality in the base:

Theorem 1.6. (Theorem 7.19) The double ∞-category CORR is the pullback of the double

∞-category PRL along the functor ∞Cat → PrL forming the ∞-category of presheaves.

Passing to underlying (∞,2)-precategories we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.7. The underlying (∞,2)-precategory of CORR is the pullback of the (∞,2)-
category PrL along the map ι(∞Cat) → ι(PrL) forming the ∞-category of presheaves.

Corollary 1.7 immediately implies that the Rezk-completion of the underlying (∞,2)-
precategory of CORR is the full subcategory of the (∞,2)-category PrL spanned by the
∞-categories of presheaves (Corollary 7.25).

Theorems 1.1 and 1.6 imply the straightening result of Ayalay-Francis [2, Theorem 0.8] as
a corollary and moreover give an enhancement of their result. While Ayala-Francis prove for
every small ∞-category C an equivalence of spaces between the space of functors Cop → Corr
and the space of exponential fibrations over C, we obtain an equivalence of ∞-categories
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inducing the equivalence of Ayala-Francis on maximal subspaces. We prove the following
corollary, where N is the (derived version of the) nerve of an ∞-category:

Corollary 1.8. (Corollary 7.26) Let C be a small ∞-category. There is a canonical equiv-
alence of ∞-categories

FUN(N(Cop),CORR) ≃ EXPC

between the∞-category of maps of double ∞-categories Cop → CORR and the full subcategory
EXPC ⊂∞Cat/C spanned by the exponential fibrations over C.

Corollary 1.8 in different formulation is also claimed without proof in [5, 4.8. Proposition].
Moreover Theorems 1.1 and 1.6 give rise to further generalization:

Corollary 1.9. (Corollary 7.26) Let C be a small ∞-category. There is a canonical equiv-
alence of ∞-categories

LaxFun(N(Cop),CORR) ≃∞Cat/C,

where the left hand side is the ∞-category of lax normal maps of double ∞-categories Cop →
CORR.

2. Notation and terminology

We fix a hierarchy of Grothendieck universes whose objects we call small, large, very
large, etc. We call a space small, large, etc. if its set of path components and its homotopy
groups are for any choice of base point. We call an ∞-category small, large, etc. if its
maximal subspace and all its mapping spaces are.

We write

● Set for the category of small sets.
● ∆ for (a skeleton of) the category of finite, non-empty, partially ordered sets and
order preserving maps, whose objects we denote by [n] = {0 < ... < n} for n ≥ 0.
● S for the ∞-category of small spaces.
● ∞Cat for the ∞-category of small ∞-categories.
● ∞Cat

cc for the ∞-category of large ∞-categories with small colimits and small col-
imits preserving functors.

We often indicate ∞-categories of large objects by (̂−), for example we write Ŝ,∞Ĉat for
the ∞-categories of large spaces, ∞-categories.

For any ∞-category C containing objects A,B we write

● C(A,B) for the space of maps A→ B in C,
● C/A for the ∞-category of objects over A,
● Ho(C) for its homotopy category,
● C◁,C▷ for the ∞-category arising from C by adding an initial, final object, respec-
tively,
● ι(C) for the maximal subspace in C.

Note that Ho(∞Cat) is cartesian closed and for small∞-categories C,D we write Fun(C,D)
for the internal hom, the ∞-category of functors C →D.

We often call a fully faithful functor an embedding. We call a functor an inclusion if if it
induces an embedding on maximal subspaces and on all mapping spaces.
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3. Parametrized ∞-categories of presheaves

Our key tool to prove a local global principle for parametrized ∞-categories, i.e. ∞-
categories over a given base ∞-category C, is a parametrized version of presheaf ∞-category
that we construct in this section.

Definition 3.1. A right fibration A→ B is representable if A has a final object.

Remark 3.2. A right fibration A → B is representable if and only if A → B classifies a
representable presheaf.

Notation 3.3. Let
R ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat)

be the full subcategory of right fibrations and

U ⊂ R

the full subcategory of representable right fibrations.

Lemma 3.4. Evaluation at the target ρ ∶ R →∞Cat is a cocartesian and cartesian fibration
that restricts to a cocartesian fibration κ ∶ U→∞Cat with the same cocartesian morphisms.

Proof. The functor γ ∶ Fun([1],∞Cat) → ∞Cat evaluating at the target is a cartesian fi-
bration because ∞Cat admits pullbacks. Since right fibrations are stable under pullback, γ
restricts to a cartesian fibration ρ ∶ R →∞Cat with the same cartesian morphisms. For any
functor ψ ∶ C → D the fiber transport RD → RC of R → ∞Cat admits a left adjoint ψ! that
takes the left Kan extension along the functor Cop →Dop. This guarantees that the cartesian
fibration ρ ∶ R→∞Cat is also a cocartesian fibration. Since ψ! preserves representables, the
cocartesian fibration ρ ∶ R→∞Cat restricts to a cocartesian fibration κ ∶ U→∞Cat with the
same cocartesian morphisms. �

Definition 3.5. For every cocartesian fibration D → C classifying a functor ψ ∶ C → ∞Cat

let PC(D)→ C be the pullback of ρ ∶ R→∞Cat along ψ ∶ C →∞Cat

Remark 3.6. Evaluation at the target R → ∞Cat is a cocartesian and cartesian fibration
by Lemma 3.4. So for every cocartesian fibration D→ C whose fibers are small, the functor
PC(D)→ C is a cocartesian and cartesian fibration.

Lemma 3.7. (1) The cocartesian fibration κ ∶ U→∞Cat classifies the identity.

By (1) for every cocartesian fibration D→ C classifying a functor C →∞Cat there
is a canonical embedding of cocartesian fibrations over C:

D ≃ C ×∞Cat U ⊂ P
C(D) = C ×∞Cat R.

(2) The embedding

D ≃ C ×∞Cat U ⊂ P
C(D) = C ×∞Cat R ⊂ C ×Fun({1},∞Cat) Fun([1],∞Cat)

corresponds to a natural transformation of functors D → ∞Cat that is classified by
the canonical map D[1] →D ×C D of cocartesian fibrations over D.

Proof. (1): Let V → ∞Cat be the cocartesian fibration classifying the identity. We will
construct an equivalence V ≃ U over ∞Cat by naturally identifying for any ∞-category A

the set of equivalence classes of functors A→ V over ∞Cat and A→ U over ∞Cat.
A functor A → V over ∞Cat is classified by a cocartesian fibration C → A equipped with

a section of C → A. A functor A → U ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat) over ∞Cat is classified by a map of
cocartesian fibrations D → C over A that induces on the fiber over any A ∈ A a representable
right fibration. A section α of C → A gives rise to a map A ×C{1} C[1] → C{0} of cocartesian
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fibrations over A that induces on the fiber over any A ∈ A the representable right fibration
(CA)/α(A) → CA and induces on sections the functor FunA(A,C)/α → FunA(A,C), which is
an equivalence if and only if α is a final object in FunA(A,C). This is the case if for any
A ∈ A the image α(A) is final in CA.

Let ψ ∶ D → C be a map of cocartesian fibrations over A such that for any A ∈ A the
fiber DA has a final object. Then the ∞-category FunA(A,D) has a final object β such that
for any A ∈ A the image β(A) is final in DA. So we get a a section ψ ○ β of C → A. For

D = A ×C{1} C[1] we have FunA(A,D) ≃ FunA(A,C)/α over FunA(A,C) so that ψ ○ β = α.
In general the induced map A ×D{1} D[1] → A ×C{1} C[1] of cocartesian fibrations over A

induces on the fiber over any A ∈ A the equivalence (DA)/β(A) ≃ (CA)/α(A) (coming from

the fact that DA → CA is a right fibration). Hence the induced map D ≃ A ×D{1} D[1] →
A ×C{1} C[1] of cocartesian fibrations over A is an equivalence. So D → C is equivalent over

C to A ×C{1} C[1] → C{0}. The proof of (1) shows (2).
�

Definition 3.8. Let C → A be a functor. The enveloping cocartesian fibration of C → A is
the pullback

Env(C) ∶= Fun([1],A) ×Fun({0},A) C → Fun({1},A).

The diagonal embedding A → Fun([1],A) induces an embedding θ ∶ C → Env(C) over A.
The following proposition is [9, Proposition A.2.]:

Proposition 3.9. Let C → A be a functor. Restriction along θ induces for every cocartesian
fibration D → A an equivalence

FuncocartA (Env(C),D) → FunA(C,D),

where the left hand side is the full subcategory of maps of cocartesian fibrations over A.

Lemma 3.10. Let C → A be a cocartesian fibration between small ∞-categories. There is a
canonical embedding

P(C)↪ P
A(Env(C))

over A that induces on the fiber over every A ∈ A the embedding (θA)! ∶ P(CA) ⊂ P(Env(C)A).

Proof. By [9, Lemma A.7.] the embedding θ ∶ C ⊂ Env(C) admits a left adjoint L relative
to A, which is a map of cocartesian fibrations over A. The relative left adjoint gives rise
to a map L! ∶ PA(Env(C)) → PA(C) of cocartesian fibrations over A. For every A ∈ A
the induced localization LA ∶ Env(C)A ⇄ CA ∶ θA induces a localization (L!)A ≃ (LA)! ∶
P(Env(C)A) ⇄ P(CA) ∶ (θA)!. By [18, Proposition 7.3.2.6.] this implies that the map
L! ∶ PA(Env(C)) → PA(C) of cocartesian fibrations over A admits a fully faithful right
adjoint relative to A that induces on the fiber over A ∈ A the embedding (θA)!.

�

Lemma 3.10 motivates the following extension of Definition 3.5.

Definition 3.11. For every functor C→ A between small ∞-categories let

P
A(C) ⊂ PA(Env(C))

be the full subcategory spanned by the objects of PA(Env(C))A ≃ P(Env(C)A) that belong
to the essential image of the embedding (θA)! ∶ P(CA) ⊂ P(Env(C)A) for some A ∈ A.

Remark 3.12. The embedding C ⊂ Env(C) → PA(Env(C)) over A of Lemma 3.7 induces
an embedding C → PA(C) over A.
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Lemma 3.13. Let φ ∶D→ A be a locally cocartesian fibration and C ⊂D a full subcategory
such that for every A ∈ A the induced embedding CA ⊂ DA admits a left adjoint LA. The
restriction φ′ ∶ C ⊂ D → A is a locally cocartesian fibration. A morphism of C lying over a
morphism f ∶ A → B of A is locally φ′-cocartesian if and only if it factors as X → Y → Y′,
where X→ Y is φ-cocartesian and Y → Y′ is a LB-local equivalence.

Proof. For every Z ∈ C lying over B ∈ A the canonical map

CB(Y
′,Z) ≃DB(Y,Z) → {f} ×A(A,B)D(X,Z)

is an equivalence.
�

Proposition 3.14. For every functor C → A of small ∞-categories the functor PA(C) →
A is a locally cartesian fibration. For every morphism A → B of A the induced functor
PA(C)B → PA(C)A factors as

P(CB) ⊂ P(Env(C)B) → P(CA),

where the last functor is restriction along the functor CA ⊂ Env(C)A → Env(C)B, and thus
is a left adjoint.

Proof. The functor PA(Env(C)) → A is a cartesian fibration and for every A ∈ A the in-
duced embedding (θA)! ∶ PA(C)A ≃ P(CA) ⊂ PA(Env(C))A ≃ P(Env(C)A) admits a right
adjoint. Thus by Lemma 3.13 the restriction PA(C) ⊂ PA(Env(C))→ A is a locally cartesian
fibration. �

Notation 3.15. Let C→ A,D → B be functors. Let

Θ(C,D) ∶= Fun(A,B) ×Fun(C,B) Fun(C,D)
and

Θ(C,D)L ⊂ Θ(C,D)

the full subcategory spanned by the commutative squares

C

��

// D

��

A
ψ

// B

such that for every A ∈ A the induced functor CA → Dψ(A) on the fiber over A preserves
small colimits.

The following universal property of PA(C) → A is crucial for our main theorem:

Proposition 3.16. Let D → B be a locally cartesian fibration whose fibers admit small
colimits.

(1) Let C→ A be a functor between small ∞-categories. Restriction along the embedding
C→ PA(C) induces an equivalence

θD ∶ Θ(PA(C),D)L → Θ(C,D).

(2) Let C → A be a functor between ∞-categories and PA(C) the full subcategory of

P̂A(C) such that for every A ∈ A the fiber PA(C)A ⊂ P̂
A(C)A ≃ P̂(CA) is generated

by CA under small colimits. Restriction along the induced embedding C → PA(C) ⊂

P̂A(C) induces an equivalence

θD ∶ Θ(PA(C),D)L → Θ(C,D).
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Proof. (2) is similar to (1). We prove (1). By the opposite of Lemma 3.17 (applied to a
larger universe) there is an embedding D ⊂ E over B that induces on the fiber over every
object of A a small colimits preserving functor, where E→ A is a cocartesian and cartesian
fibration whose fibers admit large colimits and are locally large. Since the ∞-category of
presheaves is generated by the representable presheaves under small colimits [8, Lemma
2.10.], the functor θD is the pullback of the functor θE. So it is enough to check that θE
is an equivalence and we can assume that D → A is a cocartesian and cartesian fibration
whose fibers admit large colimits and are locally large.

SinceD→ B is a cocartesian and cartesian fibration, the functor θD is a map of cocartesian
and cartesian fibrations over Fun(A,B). Consequently, it is enough to see that θD induces
on the fiber over every functor ψ ∶ A → B an equivalence. The functor θD induces on the
fiber over ψ the canonical functor

FunLA(P
A(C),A ×B D)→ FunA(C,A ×B D),

where the left hand side is the full subcategory of functors over A that induce on every fiber
a small colimits preserving functor. Therefore it is enough to see that for every cocartesian
and cartesian fibration D → A whose fibers admit large colimits and are locally large the
canonical functor

κ ∶ FunL
A(P

A(C),D)→ FunA(C,D)

is an equivalence. The functor κ is conservative since for every A ∈ A the ∞-category
PA(C)A ≃ P(CA) is generated by CA under small colimits. Thus it is enough to check that κ
admits a fully faithful left adjoint. By Proposition 3.14 the functor PA(C) → A is a locally
cartesian fibration. This implies that PA(C) is large because A is large and the fibers of
PA(C)→ A are large. Since PA(C) is large and the fibers of the cocartesian fibration D → A

admit large colimits preserved by the fiber transports, by [19, Corollary 4.3.2.14.] and [19,
Proposition 4.3.2.17.] the induced functor

FunA(P
A(C),D) → FunA(C,D)

admits a fully faithful left adjoint ι taking the left Kan extension relative to A along the
embedding C → PA(C). We complete the proof by showing that the left Kan extension
F ∶ PA(C)→D relative to A of any functor C →D over A preserves fiberwise small colimits.
Because PA(Env(C)) is large, the induced functor

FunA(P
A(Env(C)),D)→ FunA(P

A(C),D)

admits a fully faithful left adjoint β. Since the embedding PA(C) ⊂ PA(Env(C)) yields
on the fiber over every object of A a left adjoint functor, it is enough to see that β(F)
preserves fiberwise small colimits. Since β(F) ≃ β(ι(F∣C)) is the left Kan extension relative

to A of F∣C ∶ C → D along the embedding C ⊂ Env(C) → PA(Env(C)) over A, it is enough

to check that the left Kan extension H̄ ∶ PA(Env(C)) → D relative to A of any functor
H ∶ Env(C) → D over A preserves fiberwise small colimits. Because Env(C) ⊂ PA(Env(C))
is a map of cocartesian fibrations over A, by [19, Proposition 4.3.3.10.] for every A ∈ A the
induced functor

H̄A ∶ PA(Env(C))A ≃ P(Env(C)A) →DA

is the left Kan extension of HA ∶ Env(C)A → DA, which by [19, Lemma 5.1.5.5.] preserves
small colimits.

�

Lemma 3.17. Let D→ A be a locally cocartesian fibration of small ∞-categories. There is
an embedding D ⊂ E over A that induces on the fiber over every object of A a small limits
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preserving functor, where E→ A is a cocartesian and cartesian fibration whose fibers admit
small limits and are locally small.

Proof. Since D → A is a locally cocartesian fibration, by [9, Lemma A.7.] the embedding
D ⊂ Env(D) induces on the fiber over every object of A a right adjoint functor. Since
D → A is a locally cocartesian fibration of small ∞-categories, also D is small. Take E ∶=
PA(Env(D)). The embedding D ⊂ Env(D) → PA(Env(D)) induces on every fiber a small
limits preserving functor.

�

Remark 3.18. Proposition 3.16 gives for any functors A′ → A,C → A between small ∞-
categories a canonical functor

(2) PA
′

(A′ ×A C)→ A′ ×A PA(C)

over A′, which is a map of locally cartesian fibrations over A′, and induces equivalences on
fibers and so is an equivalence.

Lemma 3.19. Let C → A be a locally cartesian fibration between small ∞-categories. The
embedding C ⊂ PA(C) is a map of locally cartesian fibrations over A. The functor C → A is
a cartesian fibration if and only if the functor PA(C)→ A is a cartesian fibration.

Proof. We first prove that the embedding C ⊂ PA(C) is a map of locally cartesian fibrations
over A if C → A is a locally cartesian fibration. By Remark 3.18 for every functor A′ → A

there is a canonical equivalence

A
′ ×A P

A(C) ≃ PA
′

(A′ ×A C)

over A′ so that we can reduce to the case A = [1]. Let M → [1] be a functor and C ∶=
M0,D ∶= M1 the fibers. The functor P(M)[1] → [1] is a cartesian fibration classifying the
functor φ ∶ P(D) ⊂ P(M)→ P(C), where the first functor takes left Kan extension along the
embedding D ⊂M and the second functor restricts along the embedding C ⊂M. If M → [1]
is a cartesian fibration classifying a functor G ∶D→ C, then φ is the extension of the functor

D
GÐ→ C ⊂ P(C). So the embedding M ⊂ P(M)[1] is a map of cartesian fibrations over [1].
A locally cartesian fibration φ is a cartesian fibration if and only if the collection of φ-

cartesian morphisms is closed under composition. Hence C → A is a cartesian fibration if the
functor PA(C)→ A is a cartesian fibration. Conversely, if C → A is a cartesian fibration, the
functor PA(C) → A is a cartesian fibration since the fibers of PA(C) → A are generated by
the representable presheaves under small colimits, and the fiber transports of PA(C) → A

preserve small colimits.
�

Lemma 3.20. Let C → D be a map of locally (co)cartesian fibrations over A. The functor
PA(C) → PA(D) is a map of locally (co)cartesian fibrations over A.

Proof. By Lemma 3.19 for any locally cartesian fibration C → A the functor PA(C) → A

is a locally cartesian fibration and the embedding C → PA(C) is a map of locally cartesian
fibrations over A. By Lemma 3.10 and Remark 3.18 for every locally cocartesian fibration
C → A the functor PA(C)→ A is a locally cocartesian and locally cartesian fibration and the
embedding C → PA(C) is a map of locally cocartesian fibrations over A. Since the fibers of
PA(C) → A are generated under small colimits by the representables and the fiber transports
of the locally (co)cartesian fibration PA(C)→ A preserve small colimits by Proposition 3.14,
the induced functor PA(C)→ PA(D) is a map of locally (co)cartesian fibrations over A. �
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Definition 3.21. A functor φ ∶ D → C of small ∞-categories is an exponential fibration if
the functor D ×C (−) ∶ ∞Cat/C → ∞Cat/C taking pullback along φ preserves small colimits
or equivalently admits a right adjoint.

Notation 3.22. For every exponential fibration φ ∶ D → C let FunC(D,−) ∶ ∞Cat/C →
∞Cat/C be the right adjoint of the functor D ×C (−) ∶ ∞Cat/C →∞Cat/C.

The next remark is [10, Remark 3.71.]:

Remark 3.23. The pullback of any exponential fibration D → C along any functor B → C

is an exponential fibration and for every functor E → C there is a canonical equivalence
B ×C FunC(D,E) ≃ FunB(B ×C D,B ×C E) over B.

Proposition 3.24. A functor C → A of small ∞-categories is an exponential fibration if
and only if the locally cartesian fibration PA(C) → A is a cartesian fibration.

Proof. A functor B → A is an exponential fibration (cartesian fibration) if and only if the
pullbacks along any functors [2] → A are exponential fibrations (cartesian fibrations). So
by Remark 3.18 we can reduce to the case that A = [2]. The locally cartesian fibration

P[2](C) → [2] classifies three functors f ∶ P(C2) → P(C1),g ∶ P(C1) → P(C0),h ∶ P(C2) →
P(C0) and a natural transformation α ∶ g ○ f → h. By [18, Proposition B.3.2.] a functor
C → [2] is an exponential fibration if and only if α is an equivalence. By [19, Proposition
2.4.2.8.] the locally cartesian fibration PA(C)→ A is a cartesian fibration if and only if α is
an equivalence.

�

Corollary 3.25. Every functor D → [1] is an exponential fibration. So the ∞-category
∞Cat/[1] is cartesian closed.

Corollary 3.26. Let φ ∶ A → B be an inclusion of ∞-categories such that for every mor-
phisms X→ Y,Y → Z we have that Y ∈ A if X,Z ∈ A. Then φ is an exponential fibration.

Proof. By Proposition 3.24 the functor φ is an exponential fibration if and only if the
locally cartesian fibration PB(A) → B is a cartesian fibration. By [19, Proposition 2.4.2.8.]
the locally cartesian fibration PB(A) → B is a cartesian fibration if and only if for every
morphisms α ∶ X → Y, β ∶ Y → Z the induced natural transformation θ ∶ α∗ ○ β∗ → (β ○ α)∗ ∶
P(AZ)→ P(AX) is an equivalence. If X does not belong to A, the fiber of φ over X is empty
so that P(AX) is contractible. So there is nothing to show and we assume that X belongs
to A so that P(AX) ≃ S. If Z does not belong to A, the fiber of φ over Z is empty so that
P(AZ) is contractible. In this case there is nothing to show, too, because α∗, β∗ preserve
small colimits and so the initial object so that θ is an endomorphism of the initial object in
P(AX) ≃ S and so an equivalence. So we can assume that Z belongs to A. By assumption we
find that Y belongs to A. In this case the small colimits preserving functors α∗, β∗ ∶ S → S

are the identity on objects and so preserve the final object. This implies that α∗, β∗ ∶ S → S

are equivalences and θ is an equivalence since the component of θ at the final space is an
endomorphism of the final space and so an equivalence.

�

Definition 3.27. A map [n]→ [m] of ∆ is inert if it is of the form [n] ≅ {i+0, ..., i+n} ⊂ [m]
for some i ≥ 0.

Corollary 3.28. Every inert map [n]→ [m] of ∆ (viewed as a functor of ∞-categories) is
an exponential fibration.
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Corollary 3.29. A locally cartesian fibration of small ∞-categories is a cartesian fibration
if and only if it is an exponential fibration.

Proof. Let C→ A be a locally cartesian fibration of small ∞-categories. By Lemma 3.19 the
functor C → A is a cartesian fibration if and only if the functor PA(C) → A is a cartesian
fibration. By Proposition 3.24 the functor C → A is an exponential fibration if and only if
the functor PA(C)→ A is a cartesian fibration.

�

Notation 3.30. Let

LoCART ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat)

be the full subcategory of locally cartesian fibrations.

Notation 3.31. Let

LoCARTL
⊂ LoĈART

be the subcategory of locally cartesian fibrations whose target is small and whose fibers are
presentable and commutative squares

C

��

// D

��

A
ψ

// B

such that for every A ∈ A the induced functor CA → Dψ(A) on the fiber over A preserves
small colimits.

Corollary 3.32. The inclusion of (∞,2)-categories
LoCARTL

⊂ Fun([1],∞Ĉat)

admits a left adjoint that sends a functor C→ A between small ∞-categories to PA(C) → A.

Corollary 3.33. Let A be a small ∞-category. The inclusion of (∞,2)-categories
LoCARTL

A ⊂∞Ĉat/A

admits a left adjoint that sends a functor C → A, where C is small, to PA(C)→ A.

In the following we compare Definition 3.5 to another one (Corollary 3.37).

Notation 3.34. Let L ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat) be the full subcategory of left fibrations.

Proposition 3.35. There is a canonical equivalence

L ≃ Fun∞Cat(U,S ×∞Cat)

over ∞Cat, where L→∞Cat is evaluation at the target.

Proof. Let C → ∞Cat be a functor classifying a cocartesian fibration B → C. We prove
that for any ∞-category C functors C → L over ∞Cat naturally correspond to functors
C → Fun∞Cat(U,S×∞Cat) over∞Cat. Functors C → Fun∞Cat(U,S×C) over∞Cat correspond

to sections of the functor FunC(B,S×C)→ C. Such sections correspond to functors B→ S×C
over C and so to functors B→ S. A functor B → L ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat) over ∞Cat is classified
by a map of cocartesian fibrations A → B over C that is fiberwise a left fibration and so a
left fibration by [19, Proposition 2.4.2.4., Proposition 2.4.2.11.]. Such a functor corresponds
to a left fibration A→ B classifying a functor B→ S.

�
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Corollary 3.36. There is a canonical equivalence

R ≃ Fun∞Cat(Urev,S ×∞Cat)

over ∞Cat, where R →∞Cat is evaluation at the target.

Corollary 3.37. Let C→ A be a cocartesian fibration. There is a canonical equivalence

P
A(C) ≃ FunA(Crev,S ×A)

over A.

Remark 3.38. In [4, Example 9.9.] the authors give a different construction of a parametrized
∞-category of presheaves associated to a cocartesian fibration. Corollary 3.37 implies that
our construction of parametrized∞-category of presheaves associated to a functor φ ∶ C → A

agrees with the one of [4] in case that φ is a cocartesian fibration.

4. A local-global principle

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let A be an ∞-category. The canonical commutative square of ∞-categories

(3) ∞Cat/A

��

P
A

// LoCARTL
A

��

∞Cat/ι(A)
P

ι(A)
// LoCARTL

ι(A)

is a pullback square.

Proof. Let C→ A,D → A be functors of small∞-categories. Square (3) induces on morphism
∞-categories the commutative square

FunA(C,D)

��

// FunL
A(P

A(C),PA(D))

��

Funι(A)(ι(A) ×A C, ι(A) ×A D) // FunLι(A)(ι(A) ×A PA(C), ι(A) ×A PA(D)),

which identifies with the commutative square

(4) FunA(C,D)

��

// FunA(C,P
A(D))

��

Funι(A)(ι(A) ×A C, ι(A) ×A D) // Funι(A)(ι(A) ×A C, ι(A) ×A PA(D)),

where we use Remark 3.18. The bottom and top functor of square (4) are fully faithful,
which guarantees that square (4) is a pullback square. This implies that the functor

θ ∶ ∞Cat/A →∞Cat/ι(A) ×LoCARTL
ι(A)

LoCARTL
A

is fully faithful. So it remains to see that θ is essentially surjective.
Let B→ ι(A) be a functor, D → A a locally cartesian fibration whose fibers admit small

colimits and whose fiber transports preserve small colimits, and α ∶ Pι(A)(B) ≃ ι(A) ×A D

an equivalence over ι(A). Let C ⊂ D be the essential image of the Yoneda-embedding

B ⊂ Pι(A)(B) ≃ ι(A) ×A D ⊂ D. Then there is a canonical equivalence ι(A) ×A C ≃ B over
ι(A) and the embedding C ⊂ D over A extends to a canonical functor β ∶ PA(C) → D over
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A, whose pullback to ι(A) is the equivalence α ∶ ι(A) ×A PA(C) ≃ Pι(A)(B) ≃ ι(A) ×A D.

Therefore it is enough to see that β is an equivalence. For this by Remark 3.18 we can reduce
to the case that A = [1] because a functor over A is an equivalence if all pullbacks along
functors [1]→ A are equivalences. Since β is essentially surjective, we need to check that for

any X ∈ P(C0),Y ∈ P(C1) the canonical map θX,Y ∶ P[1](C)(X,Y) →D(β(X), β(Y)) induced
by β is an equivalence. Let G ∶ P(C1) → P(C0) be the left adjoint functor classified by the

cartesian fibration P[1](C) → [1] and G′ ∶ D1 → D0 the left adjoint functor classified by the
cartesian fibration D → [1]. The unique cartesian lift G(Y) → Y, where G(Y) ∈ P(C0), is

sent to a morphism β(G(Y)) → β(Y) that factors as β(G(Y))
ρYÐ→ G′(β(Y)) → β(Y), where

G′(β(Y)) ∈D0. The map θX,Y identifies with the map

P(C0)(X,G(Y)) →D0(β(X), β(G(Y))) →D0(β(X),G
′(β(Y))).

Since the first map is an equivalence, it is enough to see that ρY is an equivalence for every
Y ∈ P(C1). Since βC is fully faithful, θX,Y is an equivalence if X ∈ C0,Y ∈ C1. Because P(C0)
is generated by C0 under small colimits, θX,Y is an equivalence for all X ∈ P(C0),Y ∈ C1.
Thus ρY is an equivalence for every Y ∈ C1. Therefore ρY is also an equivalence for every
Y ∈ P(C1) because P(C1) is generated by C1 under small colimits and the functors G,G′

preserve small colimits and ρY is natural in Y. �

Corollary 4.2. The canonical commutative square

(5) Fun([1],∞Cat)

��

P
// LoCARTL

��

ι∗(Fun([1],∞Cat))
ι∗(P)

// ι∗(LoCARTL)

of cartesian fibrations over ∞Cat is a pullback square.

Proof. Square (5) induces on the fiber over every small ∞-category A the pullback square
(3) of ∞-categories.

�

Notation 4.3. Let

● EXP ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat) be the full subcategory of exponential fibrations,
● CART ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat) be the full subcategory of cartesian fibrations,

● CARTL
⊂ LoCARTL be the full subcategory of cartesian fibrations.

Corollary 4.2 and Proposition 3.24 imply the following corollary:

Corollary 4.4. The commutative square

(6) EXP

��

P
// CARTL

��

ι∗(EXP)
ι∗(P)

// ι∗(CARTL)

of cartesian fibrations over ∞Cat is a pullback square.

5. Correspondences as left fibrations

The next definition is [14, Notation 3.3.]:

Definition 5.1. Let C be an ∞-category. The twisted arrow left fibration Tw(C) → Cop ×C
is the left fibration classifying the mapping space functor Cop × C→ S.
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Theorem 5.2. There is a canonical pullback square of ∞-categories

∞Cat/[1]

��

// L

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
(−)op×(−)

// ∞Cat,

where the right hand vertical functor evaluates at the target. The induced equivalence from
the left upper corner of the square to the pullback sends a functor M→ [1] to the triple

(M0,M1,M
op
0 ×M1 ×Mop×M Tw(M)→M

op
0 ×M1).

Proof. By Theorem 4.1 there is a canonical pullback square of ∞-categories:

∞Cat/[1]

��

// CARTL
[1]

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
P×P

// PrL ×PrL.
Consequently, it is enough to construct an equivalence between the pullbacks

A

��

// L

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
(−)op×(−)

// ∞Cat

and

B

��

// CARTL
[1]

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
P×P

// PrL ×PrL.
We construct this equivalence by giving for every ∞-category A a bijection between equiv-
alence classes of objects of the ∞-categories Fun(A,A),Fun(A,B) natural in A. A functor
A → B is classified by a pair of cocartesian fibrations X→ A,Y → A and a map of cocartesian
fibrations M→ A × [1] over A that induces on the fiber over every object A ∈ A a cartesian
fibration MA → [1] classifying a small colimits preserving functor M1

A →M0
A and such that

there are equivalences M0 ≃ P
A(X),M1 ≃ P

A(Y) over A. By [11, Lemma 2.44.] a functor
W → A × [1] is a map of cocartesian fibrations over A that induces on the fiber over every
object A ∈ A a cartesian fibration over [1] if and only if it is a map of cartesian fibra-
tions over [1] that induces on the fiber over every object of [1] a cocartesian fibration over
A. Consequently, a functor A → B is likewise classified by a pair of cocartesian fibrations
X → A,Y → A and a map of cartesian fibrations M → A × [1] over [1] that induces on the
fibers over 0,1 ∈ [1] the cocartesian fibrations PA(X),PA(Y), respectively, and induces on
the fiber over every object A ∈ A a cartesian fibration MA → [1] classifying a small colimits
preserving functor M1

A → M0
A. In other words, a functor A → B is classified by a pair of

cocartesian fibrations X → A,Y → A and a functor PA(Y) → PA(X) over A that induces on
the fiber over every object of A a small colimits preserving functor. By Proposition 3.16
the latter is uniquely determined by its restriction, a functor Y → PA(X) over A, which
corresponds by Proposition 3.37 to a functor Xrev ×A Y→ S. The latter is classified by a left
fibration A → Xrev ×A Y or equivalently by a map of cocartesian fibrations A → Xrev ×A Y

over A that induces on the fiber over every object of A a left fibration. So a functor A → B
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is classified by a pair of cocartesian fibrations X→ A,Y→ A and a map of cocartesian fibra-
tions A→ Xrev ×A Y over A that induces on the fiber over every object of A a left fibration.
The latter is precisely classified by a functor A → A.

�

Remark 5.3. Under the equivalence

(7) ∞Cat/[1] ≃ (∞Cat ×∞Cat) ×∞Cat L

of Theorem 5.2 the opposite∞-category involution on∞Cat/[1] corresponds to an involution
on the right hand pullback induced by the flip action on the product ∞Cat × ∞Cat. This
gives an easy way to understand the opposite∞-category involution on∞Cat/[1] and is used
in [14, Theorem 5.21.] and [15, Theorem 6.27.] to compare different models of dualities. In
fact in [14, Proposition 5.23.] equivalence (7) is enhanced to a C2-equivariant equivalence
for the C2-actions refining the opposite ∞-category involution and the flip action.

Notation 5.4. Let Cocart ⊂ Fun([1],∞Cat) be the full subcategory of cocartesian fibra-
tions.

Corollary 5.5. Let C,D be small ∞-categories. There is a canonical equivalence

{(C,D)} ×∞Cat×∞Cat Cat/[1] ≃ Fun(C
op,Fun(D,S))

that sends a functor M→ [1] and M0 ≃ C,M1 ≃D to the functor Cop×D ⊂Mop×M M(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S.

The latter equivalence restricts to an equivalence

{(C,D)} ×∞Cat×∞Cat Cocart[1] ≃ Fun(C
op,Dop) ≃ Fun(C,D)op

that sends a functor M → [1] and M0 ≃ C,M1 ≃ D to the functor C → D classified by
M→ [1].
Proof. By Theorem 5.2 there is a canonical equivalence

{(C,D)} ×∞Cat×∞Cat Cat/[1] ≃ {C
op ×D} ×∞Cat L ≃ Fun(C

op ×D,S) ≃ Fun(Cop,Fun(D,S))

that sends a functor M→ [1] and M0 ≃ C,M1 ≃D to the functor Cop×D ⊂Mop×M M(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S.

The latter equivalence restricts to an equivalence

{(C,D)} ×∞Cat×∞Cat Cocart[1] ≃ Fun(C
op,Dop) ≃ Fun(C,D)op

that sends a functor M → [1] and M0 ≃ C,M1 ≃ D to the functor C → D classified by
M→ [1].

For every cocartesian fibration M→ [1] and M0 ≃ C,M1 ≃D classifying a functor α ∶ C→
D there is a canonical equivalence between the functor Cop ×D ⊂Mop ×M M(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S and the

functor Cop ×D αop×DÐÐÐÐ→Dop ×D D(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S.
�

6. An end formula for mapping spaces of parametrized functor ∞-categories

In this section we describe the mapping space functor of the internal hom Fun[1](M,N)
between two functors M→ [1],N → [1] (Theorem 6.5). Having this description we relate the

mapping spaces of the conditionally existing internal hom FunC(M,N) between two functors
M → C,N → C to the mapping space functors of M,N (Corollary 6.6). As a corollary we
compute the mapping space functor of the ∞-category Fun(A,B) of functors between two
∞-categories A,B (Corollary 6.9) recovering a global version of a result of [7, Proposition
5.1.].
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Lemma 6.1. Let V be a closed monoidal ∞-category, W ⊂ Fun([1],V) a full monoidal
subcategory such that the base change of any object X → Y of W along any morphism
Z → X of V exists and is an object of W and for every object X → Y of W and every
object Z of V the induced morphism MorV(Z,X) → MorV(Z,Y) in V is an object of W.

Let α ∶ A → V be a monoidal functor. The pullback A ×V W of evaluation at the target
W → V along α, which is a monoidal ∞-category, is closed. The internal hom of every
(A, f ∶ X→ α(A)), (B,g ∶ Y → α(B)) ∈ A ×V W is

(MorA(A,B), α(MorA(A,B)) ×MorV(X,α(B))MorV(X,Y) → α(MorA(A,B))) ∈ A ×V W.

Proof. For every (A, f ∶ X → α(A)), (B,g ∶ Y → α(B)) ∈ A ×V W, (C,h ∶ Z → α(C)) ∈ A ×V W

the canonical morphism

(MorA(A,B), α(MorA(A,B)) ×MorV(X,α(B))MorV(X,Y)⊗ (A, f ∶ X→ α(A)) =

(MorA(A,B)⊗A, α(MorA(A,B)⊗A)×MorV(X,α(B))⊗XMorV(X,Y)⊗X) → (B,g ∶ Y → α(B))

in A ×V W induces a map

A ×V W((A, f ∶ X→ α(A)),

(MorA(B,C), α(MorA(B,C)) ×MorV(Y,α(C))MorV(Y,Z) → α(MorA(B,C)))) ≃

A ×V W((A, f ∶ X→ α(A))⊗ (B,g ∶ Y → α(B)), (C,h ∶ Z→ α(C))) =

A ×V W((A⊗B, f ⊗ g ∶ X⊗Y → α(A⊗B)), (C,h ∶ Z→ α(C)))

over A(A,MorA(B,C)) ≃ A(A ⊗ B,C) that induces on the fiber over every morphism θ ∶
A→MorA(B,C) corresponding to a morphism θ′ ∶ A⊗B→ C the canonical equivalence

V/MorV(Y,α(C))(X,MorV(Y,Z)) ≃ V/α(C)(X⊗Y,Z).

�

Corollary 6.2. The pullback

Q

��

// L

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
(−)op×(−)

// ∞Cat

in cartesian symmetric monoidal ∞-categories is closed. The internal hom of every (A,B,C,C →
Aop ×B), (A′,B′,C′,C′ → A′op ×B′) is

(Fun(A,A′),Fun(B,B′),Fun(A,A′)op ×Fun(B,B′) ×Fun(C,A′op×B′) Fun(C,C′)
→ Fun(A,A′)op ×Fun(B,B′)).

Notation 6.3. For every functor M → [1] let T̃w(M) be the pullback

M
op
0 ×M1 ×Mop×M Tw(M)→M

op
0 ×M1.

Remark 6.4. Let C be an ∞-category. Projection C × [1] → C induces an equivalence

T̃w(C × [1]) ≃ Tw(C) over Cop × C.
Theorem 6.5. Let M→ [1],N → [1] be functors. There is a canonical equivalence

T̃w(Fun[1](M,N)) ≃

Fun(M0,N0)
op ×Fun(M1,N1) ×Fun(T̃w(M),Nop

0
×N1)

Fun(T̃w(M), T̃w(N))

over

Fun(M0,N0)
op ×Fun(M1,N1)
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that induces on the fiber over any functors F ∶M0 → N0,G ∶M1 → N1 an equivalence

Fun[1](M,N)(F,G) ≃ lim(T̃w(M)→M
op
0 ×M1

Fop×GÐÐÐÐ→ N
op
0 ×N1 ⊂ N

op ×N N(−,−)ÐÐÐÐ→ S).

Proof. By Theorem 5.2 there is a canonical equivalence θ between∞Cat/[1] and the pullback

Q

��

// L

��

∞Cat ×∞Cat
(−)op×(−)

// ∞Cat.

Consequently, the internal hom of∞Cat/[1] corresponds under θ to the internal hom of Q for
the cartesian monoidal structures. The description of θ of Theorem 5.2 and the description
of the internal hom of Corollary 6.2 imply the result.

�

Corollary 6.6. Let A → C,B → C be functors, f ∶ X → Y a morphism in C and F ∶ AX →
BX,G ∶ AY → BY functors. There is a canonical equivalence

{α} ×C(X,Y) FunC(A,B)(F,G) ≃

lim(T̃w([1]×C A)→ A
op
X ×AY

Fop×GÐÐÐÐ→ B
op
X ×BY → ([1]×C B)op × ([1]×C B)

([1]×CB)(−,−)ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ S).

Proof. There is a canonical equivalence

{α} ×C(X,Y) FunC(A,B)(F,G) ≃ ([1] ×C FunC(A,B))(F,G) ≃

Fun[1]([1] ×C A, [1] ×C B)(F,G) ≃

lim(T̃w([1]×C A)→ A
op
X ×AY

Fop×GÐÐÐÐ→ B
op
X ×BY → ([1]×C B)op × ([1]×C B)

([1]×CB)(−,−)ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ S).

�

Definition 6.7. Let C,D be ∞-categories and φ ∶ Cop × C → D a functor. The end of φ,

denoted by ∫ φ if it exists, is the limit of the functor Tw(C)
qÐ→ Cop × C φÐ→D.

Remark 6.8. Let φ ∶ Cop × C → S be a functor classified by a left fibration B→ Cop × C.
The limit of the functor Tw(C)

qÐ→ Cop × C φÐ→ S is the space

FunTw(C)(Tw(C),q
∗(B)).

Theorem 6.5 implies the following corollary in view of Remark 6.4:

Corollary 6.9. Let C,D be ∞-categories. There is a canonical equivalence

Tw(Fun(C,D)) ≃ Fun(C,D)op ×Fun(C,D) ×Fun(Tw(C),Dop×D) Fun(Tw(C),Tw(D))

over

Fun(C,D)op ×Fun(C,D).
The latter induces on the fiber over every functors F,G ∶ C →D an equivalence

Fun(C,D)(F,G) ≃ FunTw(C)(Tw(C),q
∗((Fop ×G)∗(Tw(D)))) ≃ ∫ D(F(−),G(−)).
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7. Correspondences as profunctors

In the following we use the notion of double ∞-category [6, Definition 2.4.3.], which is an
∞-category internal to ∞Cat ∶
Definition 7.1. A double ∞-category is a cartesian fibration B → ∆ such that for every
[n] ∈∆ the induced functor

B[n] → B[1] ×B[0] ... ×B[0] B[1]
is an equivalence, where the i-th map [1]→ [n] sends 0 to i − 1 and 1 to i.

Example 7.2. The functor

ρ ∶ ∞Cat
cart
/∆ →∞Cat

taking the fiber over [0] admits a fully faithful right adjoint that sends an ∞-category C to
the cartesian fibration ∆C →∆ classifying the functor

∆op
⊂∞Cat

op Fun(−,C)ÐÐÐÐÐ→∞Cat.

The cartesian fibration ∆C →∆ is a double ∞-category.

Remark 7.3. The functor ρ ∶ ∞Cat
cart
/∆ →∞Cat is a cartesian fibration, where a morphism

B→ C over ∆ is ρ-cartesian if and only if the following square is a pullback square:

B

��

// C

��

∆B[0]
// ∆C[0]

.

This holds since for every cartesian fibration A →∆ the induced commutative square

∞Cat
cart
/∆ (A,B)

��

// ∞Cat
cart
/∆ (A,C)

��

∞Cat
cart
/∆ (A,∆B[0]

) // ∞Cat
cart
/∆ (A,∆C[0]

)

is equivalent to the commutative square

∞Cat
cart
/∆ (A,B)

��

// ∞Cat
cart
/∆ (A,C)

��

∞Cat(A[0],B[0]) // ∞Cat(A[0],C[0]).

In particular, the ρ-cartesian lift to a double ∞-category C → ∆ of a functor A → C[0] is
the double ∞-category ∆A ×∆C[0]

C.

Notation 7.4. Let A →∆,B→∆ be double ∞-categories. We write

FUN(A,B) ⊂ Fun∆(A,B)

for the full subcategory spanned by the functors over ∆ preserving cocartesian lifts of mor-
phisms of ∆.

Definition 7.5. An (∞,2)-precategory is a double ∞-category φ ∶ B → ∆ such that B0 is
a space.
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Remark 7.6. By [17, 5.6.1. Corollary] there is an equivalence between (∞,2)-precategories
in the sense of Definition 7.5 and ∞-precategories enriched in ∞Cat, which justifies our
terminology.

Example 7.7. For every double ∞-category φ ∶ B→∆ the pullback

∆ι(B[0]) ×∆B[0]
B→∆ι(B[0])

is an (∞,2)-precategory, which we call the underlying (∞,2)-precategory of φ.

Example 7.8. Viewing spaces as∞-categories any Segal space classifies an (∞,2)-precategory.
For every ∞-category C the nerve of C defined by N(C) ∶ ∆op → S, [n] ↦ ∞Cat([n],C) is a
Segal space and so classifies an (∞,2)-precategory.

For the next notation let τ ∶= (−)op ∶ ∞Cat →∞Cat be the opposite∞-category involution.

Notation 7.9. Let

(1) ∞CAT ∶= τ∗(∆ ×∞Cat CART)→∆,

(2) PRL ∶= τ∗(∆ ×∞Ĉat
CARTL) →∆,

(3) CORR ∶= τ∗(∆ ×∞Cat EXP)→∆,
(4) CORRLax ∶= τ∗(∆ ×∞Cat Fun([1],∞Cat))→∆.

Construction 7.10. Let H ∶ K→∞Cat be a functor that admits a colimit A. The canonical
∞Cat-linear functor Cat∞/A → limk∈K Cat∞/H(k) induces on morphism∞-categories between
two functors C → A,D → A a functor

(8) θ ∶ FunA(C,D) → lim
k∈K

FunH(k)(H(k) ×A C,H(k) ×A D).

Lemma 7.11. Let H ∶ K → ∞Cat be a functor with colimit A and C → A,D → A functors.
If the functor C→ A is an exponential fibration, the functor (8) is an equivalence.

Proof. Since C → A is an exponential fibration, the functor (−) ×A C ∶ Cat∞/A → Cat∞/C →
Cat∞/A preserves small colimits. Hence the canonical functor colimk∈K(H(k)×AC)→ C over
colim(H) ≃ A is an equivalence. Since the functor FunA(−,D) ∶ Catop∞/A → ∞Cat preserves

limits, the following canonical functor is an equivalence:

FunA(C,D)→ FunA(colimk∈KH(k) ×A C,D) ≃ lim
k∈K

FunH(k)(H(k) ×A C,H(k) ×A D).

�

For the next corollary we use that for every n ≥ 0 the category [n] is the colimit in ∞Cat

of the canonical diagram

(9) {0 < 1}∐
{1}

{1 < 2}∐
{2}

... ∐
{n−1}

{n − 1 < n},

in which all maps are inert. Lemma 7.11 gives the following corollary:

Corollary 7.12. Let n ≥ 0 and B → C a functor over [n] whose pullback along any inert
map [1]→ [n] is an equivalence. For every exponential fibration D→ [n] the induced functor

Fun[n](D,B) → Fun[n](D,C)

is an equivalence.

Notation 7.13. Let n ≥ 0 and φ ∶ C → [n] a functor. Pulling back diagram (9) along φ we
obtain a diagram

{0 < 1} ×[n] C ×({1}×[n]C) {1 < 2} ×[n] C ×({2}×[n]C) ... ×({n−1}×[n]C) {n − 1 < n} ×[n] C
over C. We write C′ for the colimit of the latter diagram.
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Remark 7.14. By Corollary 3.28 the inert maps [1] ≅ {i − 1 < i} ⊂ [n] for any i ≤ 0 are
exponential fibrations. Hence for every i ≤ 0 the pullback of the canonical functor C′ → C

over [n] along the map [1] ≅ {i − 1 < i} ⊂ [n] identifies with the equivalence

∅×({i−1}×[n]C) {i − 1 < i} ×[n] C ×({i}×[n]C) ∅ → {i − 1 < i} ×[n] C.
Corollary 7.12 and Remark 7.14 give the following:

Corollary 7.15. Let n ≥ 0 and C → [n] a functor. For every exponential fibration D → [n]
the induced functor

Fun[n](D,C
′)→ Fun[n](D,C)

is an equivalence.

We obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 7.16. Let n ≥ 0. The embedding EXP[n] ⊂∞Cat/[n] admits a right adjoint. A
functor C→D over [n] is a colocal equivalence if and only if it induces an equivalence after
pulling back along any inert map [1]→ [n].
Proposition 7.17. The cartesian fibration CART →∞Cat classifies the functor

FUN(τ∗N,∞CAT) ∶ ∞Cat
op →∞Ĉat.

Proof. By Yoneda the cartesian fibration ∆×∞CatCart = τ
∗∞CAT →∆ classifies the functor

FUN(N∣∆, τ
∗∞CAT) ≃ FUN(τ∗N∣∆,∞CAT) ∶∆op →∞Ĉat.

Since the full subcategory ∆ ⊂ ∞Cat is dense, it is enough to verify that the functor
∞Cat

op → ∞Ĉat classified by the cartesian fibration CART → ∞Cat and the functor
FUN(τ∗N,∞CAT) ∶ ∞Cat

op →∞Ĉat send for every∞-category C the colimit of the functor
ρ ∶ ∆ ×∞Cat∞Cat/C → ∆ ⊂ ∞Cat to a limit. We first prove the second statement: because
the functor FUN(−,∞Cat) ∶ Seg(∞Cat)op →∞Cat preserves small limits, it suffices to show
that the embedding N ∶ ∞Cat → Seg(S) ⊂ Seg(∞Cat) preserves the colimit of the functor
∆ ×∞Cat ∞Cat/C → ∆ ⊂ ∞Cat. The embedding N ∶ ∞Cat → Seg(S) preserves this colimit
because Seg(S) is a localization of P(∆) and so for every ∞-category C the Segal space
N(C) is the colimit of the functor ∆×Seg(S) Seg(S)/N(C) →∆ ⊂∞Cat ⊂ Seg(S), which factors
as Nρ. The embedding Seg(S) ⊂ Seg(∞Cat) preserves small colimits since the embedding
Fun(∆op,S) ⊂ Fun(∆op,∞Cat) preserve small colimits and Segal equivalences: the generat-
ing Segal equivalences for Fun(∆op,S) are the canonical morphisms ∆1∐∆0 ...∐∆0 ∆1 →∆n

for n ≥ 0, while the generating Segal equivalences for Fun(∆op,∞Cat) are the canonical mor-
phisms ∆1∐∆0 ...∐∆0 ∆1 ×A→∆n ×A for n ≥ 0 and A a small ∞-category.

We finish the proof by showing that the cartesian fibration CART → ∞Cat classifies a
small limits preserving functor∞Cat

op →∞Ĉat. Let H ∶ K →∞Cat be a functor that admits
a colimit A. The canonical ∞Cat-linear functor ρ ∶ CARTA → limk∈KCARTH(k) induces on
morphism ∞-categories between two functors C → A,D → A the functor (8). The latter
is an equivalence by Lemma 7.11 because by Corollary 3.29 every cartesian fibration is an
exponential fibration. The induced map ι(ρ) is essentially surjective because it identifies
with the canonical equivalence

ι(Fun(A,∞Cat
op))→ lim

k∈K
ι(Fun(H(k),∞Cat

op)).

�

Corollary 7.18. The cartesian fibration CARTL →∞Cat classifies the functor

FUN(τ∗N,PRL) ∶ ∞Cat
op →∞Ĉat.
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Corollary 4.4 implies the following theorem:

Theorem 7.19. The cartesian fibrations (1)-(3) of Notation 7.9 are double ∞-categories
and there is a canonical pullback square of double ∞-categories:

CORR

��

// PRL

��

∆∞Cat
// ∆PrL .

For the next proposition we view ∞Cat as (∞,2)-category via its internal hom:

Proposition 7.20. The (∞,2)-category underlying the double ∞-category ∞CAT is ∞Cat

viewed as enriched in itself via the internal hom.

Proof. Let ∞CAT′ be the (∞,2)-category underlying the double ∞-category∞CAT. Then
the space of objects of ∞CAT′ is ι(∞CAT[0]) ≃ ι(∞Cat) and for every A,B ∈∞Cat there is
a canonical equivalence

Mor∞CAT′(A,B) ≃ {(A,B)}×∞CAT′
[0]
×∞CAT′

[0]
∞CAT′[1] ≃ {(A,B)}×∞CAT[0]×∞CAT[0]∞CAT[1].

By the dual of Corollary 5.5 there is a canonical equivalence

{(A,B)} ×∞CAT[0]×∞CAT[0] ∞CAT[1] ≃ Fun(A,B).

In particular, for any A,B,C ∈∞Cat there is a canonical equivalence

Mor∞CAT′(A ×B,C) ≃Mor∞CAT′(A,Mor∞CAT′(B,C))

so that A × B is the tensor of A and B in the sense of [12, Definition 2.51.] of the ∞Cat-
enriched ∞-category ∞CAT′. Thus ∞CAT′ admits all tensors. By [10, Remark 3.63.,
Corollary 6.13.] this implies that there is a unique 2-functor ρ ∶ ∞Cat → ∞CAT′ that
preserves tensors and sends the final ∞-category to the final ∞-category. By [13, Corollary
4.50.] the 2-functor ρ is an equivalence since the 2-functor Mor∞CAT′(∗,−) ∶ ∞Cat →∞Cat

preserves tensors.
�

Notation 7.21. Let∞Ĉat be the (∞,2)-category of large∞-categories. Let PrL ⊂∞Ĉat be

the subcategory of the (∞,2)-category ∞Ĉat of presentable ∞-categories and left adjoints.

The following remark gives another interpretation of the (∞,2)-category PrL ∶
Remark 7.22. By [18, Proposition 4.8.1.15.] the underlying ∞-category of PrL admits a

closed symmetric monoidal structure such that the inclusion j ∶ PrL ⊂∞Ĉat of ∞-categories
refines to a lax symmetric monoidal functor. Being symmetric monoidal closed PrL is en-
riched in itself and so by transfer of enrichment along j also enriched in ∞Ĉat. The lax
symmetric monoidal inclusion j gives rise to an inclusion of (∞,2)-categories from PrL - en-

dowed with the transfered∞Ĉat-enrichment - to∞Ĉat endowed with the enrichment in itself
by the internal hom, and so induces an equivalence from the transfered ∞Ĉat-enrichment
on PrL to the subcategory of the (∞,2)-category∞Ĉat of presentable ∞-categories and left
adjoint functors.

Corollary 7.23. The (∞,2)-category underlying the double ∞-category PRL is PrL.
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Corollary 7.24. There is a canonical pullback square of (∞,2)-precategories:
Corr

��

// PrL

��

∆ι(∞Cat)
// ∆ι(PrL).

Corollary 7.25. The completion of the (∞,2)-precategory Corr is the full subcategory of

the (∞,2)-category PrL spanned by the ∞-categories of presheaves.

Corollary 7.26. Let C be a small ∞-category. There is a canonical equivalence of ∞-
categories

FUN(N(C),CORR) ≃ EXPCop .

Proof. By Corollary 4.4 and Proposition 7.18 there is a canonical equivalence

FUN(N(C),CORR) ≃ FUN(N(C),∆∞Cat) ×FUN(N(C),∆
PrL
) FUN(N(C),PR

L) ≃

Fun(ι(C),∞Cat) ×Fun(ι(C),PrL) FUN(N(C),PR
L) ≃

∞Cat/ι(C) ×CARTL
ι(C)

CARTL
Cop ≃ EXPCop .

�

In the following we prove a refinement of Corollary 7.26.

Notation 7.27. Let φ ∶ A →∆ be a cartesian fibration. Let A∨ →∆op be the corresponding
cocartesian fibration classifying the same functor as φ.

Definition 7.28. Let A→∆,B→∆ be double ∞-categories.

● A lax map of double∞-categories A→ B is a functors A∨ → B∨ over ∆op preserving
cocartesian lifts of inert morphisms of ∆ (Definition 3.27).
● A lax normal map of double ∞-categories A → B is a functors A∨ → B∨ over
∆op preserving cocartesian lifts of inert morphisms of ∆ and cocartesian lifts of
morphisms of the form [n]→ [0] for n ≥ 0.

The embedding CORR ⊂ CORRLax of cartesian fibrations over ∆ induces an embedding
CORR∨ ⊂ CORR∨Lax of cocartesian fibrations over ∆op. Proposition 7.16 and [18, Proposition
7.3.2.6.] give the following corollary:

Corollary 7.29. The embedding CORR∨ ⊂ CORR∨Lax of cocartesian fibrations over ∆op

admits a right adjoint relative to ∆op.

Example 7.30. The relative right adjoint CORR∨Lax → CORR∨ preserves cocartesian lifts
of inert morphisms because the left adjojnt does. So the right adjoint determines a lax map
CORRLax → CORR of double ∞-categories, which is a lax normal map.

Remark 7.31. Let A→∆,B→∆ be double∞-categories. There is a canonical equivalence

FUN(A,B) ≃ Funcocart∆op (A∨,B∨)

to the full subcategory of Fun∆op(A∨,B∨) spanned by the maps A∨ → B∨ of cocartesian
fibrations over ∆op.

Notation 7.32. Let A →∆,B →∆ be double ∞-categories.

● Let
LaxFun(A,B) ⊂ Fun∆op(A∨,B∨)

the full subcategory spanned by the lax maps of double ∞-categories A→ B.
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● Let
NLaxFun(A,B) ⊂ Fun∆op(A∨,B∨)

the full subcategory spanned by the lax normal maps of double∞-categories A→ B.

Notation 7.33. Let Act ⊂ Fun([1],∆) be the full subcategory of active morphisms, i.e.
order preserving maps [n] → [m] preserving the minimum and maximum.

Let C→∆ be a double ∞-category. By [9, Proposition 3.102.] evaluation at the target

(10) Actop ×∆op C∨ → Actop →∆op

is a cocartesian fibration, where the pullback is formed along evaluation at the source.

Notation 7.34. Let C → ∆ be a double ∞-category. Let Env(C) → ∆ be the cartesian
fibration corresponding to the cocartesian fibration (10).

By [9, Proposition 3.102.] the cartesian fibration Env(C) →∆ is a double∞-category and
for every double ∞-category D →∆ the induced functor FUN(Env(C),D) → LaxFun(C,D)
is an equivalence.

Example 7.35. The diagonal embedding ∆ ⊂ Act induces an embedding C∨ ⊂ Actop×∆opC∨

over ∆op that determines a lax map of double ∞-categories C → Env(C).

Remark 7.36. By [9, Lemma 3.103.] the embedding C∨ ⊂ Actop ×∆op C∨ over ∆op admits
a left adjoint relative to ∆op, which is a map of cocartesian fibrations over ∆op. So this left
adjoint corresponds to a map Env(C) → C of cartesian fibrations over ∆, in other words to
a map of double ∞-categories.

Remark 7.37. Let C → ∆ be a double ∞-category. There is a canonical equivalence
Env(C)[0] ≃ C

∨
[0] ≃ C[0] since Act[0]/ is contractible. Consequently, Env(C) →∆ is an (∞,2)-

precategory if C →∆ is an (∞,2)-precategory.
Remark 7.38. Let C →∆ be a double ∞-category. Every morphism of Env(C), i.e. object
of Env(C)[1], lies in the image of the restricted composition functor

C[1] ×C[0] ... ×C[0] C[1] ⊂ Env(C)[1] ×Env(C)[0] ... ×Env(C)[0] Env(C)[1] → Env(C)[1].

In other words, any horizontal morphism of Env(C) → ∆ is of the form α1 ○ ... ○ αn for
some n ≥ 0 and composable horizontal morphisms α1, ..., αn of C, where ○ is the horizontal
composition.

Remark 7.39. Let C→∆ be an (∞,2)-category. Then Env(C) →∆ is an (∞,2)-category:
by Remark 7.37 the canonical map ι(Env(C)[0]) → ι(Env(C)[1]) factors as ι(Env(C)[0]) ≃
ι(C[0])→ ι(C[1]) ⊂ ι(Env(C)[1]) and so is an embedding if C is an (∞,2)-category. Hence in
view of Remark 7.38 it suffices to observe that for every n,m ≥ 0 and composable horizontal
morphisms α1, ..., αn, β1, ..., βm of C →∆ such that the horizontal composition α1 ○ ... ○ αn ○
β1 ○ ...○βm in Env(C) →∆ is the 0-fold composition, we find that n+m = 0 so that n =m = 0.

Notation 7.40. Let φ ∶ C → ∆ be an ∞-precategory and W a set of morphisms of C[1]
corresponding to 2-morphisms of C →∆. For every n ≥ 1 let Wn be the set of morphisms of
C[n] whose image under the functor C[n] → C[1] induced by the map [1] ≅ {i − 1 < i} → [n]
for any 0 ≤ i < n is a morphism of W. Let W0 be the set of all morphisms of C[0]. Let W̄ be
the smallest set of morphisms of C containing all images of morphisms of Wn in C for n ≥ 0.

Let φ ∶ C →∆ be an ∞-precategory and W a set of morphisms of C[1]. Let C[W] ∶= C[W̄]
be the localization of the ∞-category C with respect to the set W̄. The functor φ ∶ C → ∆
induces a functor C[W]→∆, which by [16, 2.1.4. Proposition] is a cartesian fibration whose
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fiber over any [n] ∈ ∆ is the localization C[n][Wn]. In particular, C[W][0] ≃ C[0][W0] ≃ C[0].
By the next lemma the cartesian fibration C[W]→∆ is an ∞-precategory.

Lemma 7.41. Let C be a space, A → C,B → C functors and W a set of morphisms of
A and V a set of morphisms of B containing all equivalences. The canonical functor θ ∶
(A ×C B)[W ×C V]→ A[W] ×C B[V] is an equivalence.

Proof. The functor θ is a functor over the space C and so is an equivalence if it induces an
equivalence on the fiber over every Z ∈ C. For every Z ∈ C let WZ be the set of morphisms of
AZ whose image in A belongs to W. Similarly, we define VZ. The functor θ induces on the
fiber over Z the canonical functor

(A ×C B)[W ×C V]Z → A[W]Z ×B[V]Z,
which by [16, 2.1.4. Proposition] identifies with the canonical functor

(AZ ×BZ)[WZ ×VZ]→ AZ[WZ] ×BZ[VZ].

The latter is an equivalence by universal property of the localization using that W,V contain
all equivalences.

�

Definition 7.42. Let C → ∆ be an ∞-precategory. Let NEnv(C) → ∆ be the localization
of Env(C) → ∆ with respect to the smallest set of Env(C)[1] containing the morphisms

id
Env(C)
X

→ idCX of Env(C)[1] for X ∈ C[0] and all equivalences of Env(C)[1] and closed under
horizontal composition of the ∞-precategory Env(C) →∆.

Remark 7.43. The localization Env(C)∨ → C∨ relative to ∆op whose left adjoint inverts
local equivalences, gives rise to a localization NEnv(C)∨ → C∨ relative to ∆op. Hence the
right adjoint is an embedding C∨ ⊂ NEnv(C)∨ that factors as C∨ → Env(C)∨ → NEnv(C)∨

and so corresponds to a lax normal map C → NEnv(C) of double ∞-categories.

Remark 7.44. By definition the canonical functor Env(C) → NEnv(C) over ∆ induces an
equivalence Env(C)[0] ≃ NEnv(C)[0]. Thus the embedding C∨ ⊂ NEnv(C)∨ over ∆ induces
an equivalence C[0] ≃ NEnv(C)[0].

Remark 7.45. Let C → ∆ be an (∞,2)-category. Then NEnv(C) → ∆ is an (∞,2)-
category by a similar argument like in Remark 7.39: by Remark 7.44 the canonical map
ι(NEnv(C)[0]) → ι(NEnv(C)[1]) factors as ι(NEnv(C)[0]) ≃ ι(C[0]) → ι(C[1]) ⊂ ι(NEnv(C)[1])
and so is an embedding if C is an (∞,2)-category. So it suffices to observe that for every
n,m ≥ 0 and composable horizontal morphisms α1, ..., αn, β1, ..., βm of C → ∆ different from
identities such that the horizontal composition α1 ○ ... ○ αn ○ β1 ○ ... ○ βm in NEnv(C)→∆ is
the 0-fold composition, we have that n +m = 0 and so n =m = 0.

Remark 7.46. Let C → ∆,D → ∆ be double ∞-categories. By definition the induced
functor FUN(NEnv(C),D) → FUN(Env(C),D) is fully faithful and the equivalence

FUN(Env(C),D) ≃ LaxFun(C,D)

restricts to an equivalence

FUN(NEnv(C),D)→ NLaxFun(C,D).

Proposition 7.47. Let C be a small (∞,2)-category. There is a canonical equivalence

LaxFun(C,∞CAT) ≃ LoCARTτ∗C.
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Proof. There is a chain of canonical equivalences of ∞-categories

LaxFun(C,∞CAT) ≃ FUN(NEnv(C),∞CAT) ≃ CARTτ∗NEnv(C) ≃

CARTNEnv(τ∗C) ≃ LoCARTτ∗C.

The first equivalence holds by the universal property of NEnv(C)→∆ of Remark 7.46. The
second equivalence is straightening of cartesian fibrations. The third equivalence is induced
by the canonical equivalence τ∗NEnv(C) ≃ NEnv(τ∗C) over ∆, which follows immediately
from the construction of Env(C)→∆. The last equivalence is [3, Theorem B.4.3.].

�

Corollary 7.48. Let C be a small ∞-category. There is a canonical equivalence

LaxFun(N(C),CORR) ≃∞Cat/Cop .

Proof. By Proposition 7.47 (applied to a larger universe) there is a canonical equivalence

LaxFun(N(C),∞ĈAT) ≃ LoĈARTCop

that restricts to an equivalence

LaxFun(N(C),PRL) ≃ LoCARTL
Cop .

Hence by Corollary 4.4 and Proposition 7.18 we obtain a canonical equivalence

LaxFun(N(C),CORR) ≃ LaxFun(N(C),∆∞Cat) ×LaxFun(N(C),∆
PrL
) LaxFun(N(C),PR

L) ≃

Fun(ι(C),∞Cat) ×Fun(ι(C),PrL) LaxFun(N(C),PR
L) ≃

∞Cat/ι(C) ×LoCARTL
ι(C)

LoCARTL
Cop ≃∞Cat/Cop .

�
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