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SPECTRAL MACKEY FUNCTORS AND EQUIVARIANT
ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY (II)

CLARK BARWICK

ABsTrRACT. We study the “higher algebra” of spectral Mackey functors, which
we introduced in Part I of this paper. The oco-category of Mackey functors
admits a well-behaved symmetric monoidal structure. This, combined with
Saul Glasman’s Day convolution for co-categories, makes it possible to speak
of spectral Green functors for any operad O. We show that the algebraic K-
theory of derived stacks provides an example. We also use this theory to give
a new proof of the equivariant Barratt—Priddy—Quillen theorem, which states
that the algebraic K-theory of the category of finite G-sets is simply the G-
equivariant sphere spectrum.
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0. SUMMARY

This paper is part of an effort to give a complete description of the structures
available on the algebraic K-theory of varieties and schemes (and even of various
derived stacks) with all their concomitant functorialities and homotopy coherences.

So suppose X a scheme (quasicompact and quasiseparated). The derived tensor
product @ on perfect complexes on X defines a symmetric monoidal structure on
the derived category D’ I of perfect complexes on X. With a little more effort, one
can lift this structure to a symmetric monoidal structure on the stable co-category
of perfect complexes on X. This suffices to get a product on algebraic K-theory

®: K(X) A K(X) — K(X)

that is associative and commutative up to coherent homotopy. Thus, K (X) has not

only the structure of a connective spectrum, but also the structure of a connective

Ey ring spectrum. This is an exceedingly rich structure: not only do the homotopy

groups K, (X) form a graded commutative ring, but these homotopy groups also
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support (in a functorial way) a tremendous amount of structure involving intricate

higher homotopy operations called Toda brackets. Still more information (in the

form of Dyer-Lashof operations) can be found on the F,-cohomology of K (X).
Now for any morphism f: Y —s X of schemes, the derived functor

h h
Lf*: Dg{w — D;I,CD

on the category of complexes with quasicoherent cohomology preserves perfect com-
plexes, and the resulting functor Lf*: DY’ AN D)’ierf induces a morphism

o K(X) — K(Y)

on the algebraic K-theory. The functor Lf* is compatible with the derived tensor
product, in the sense that for any perfect complexes EF and F on X, there is a
canonical isomorphism

LY (E®"F) ~ (Lf*E)®" (Lf*F).

Again this can be lifted to the level of stable oo-categories, whence the induced
morphism f* on K-theory turns out to be a morphism of connective F., ring
spectra. This implies that the induced homomorphism on homotopy groups

[T Ky (X) — Ky (Y)

is a homomorphism of graded commutative rings, and it must respect all the higher
homotopy operations on K, (X) as well.

Furthermore, one can fit all the functors Lf* together to get a presheaf U ~~
Dgerf on the big site of all schemes. This can even be viewed as a presheaf of stable
oo-categories, which suffices to give us a presheaf of connective spectra U ~~> K (U).
Since the morphisms f* are morphisms of connective F, ring spectra, we can regard
this as presheaf of F ring spectra.

If one wanted, one might “externalize” the product on K-theory in the following
manner. For any two schemes X and Y over a base scheme S, one may define an
external tensor product

L. perf perf perf
tDx " x Dy — Dy oy

by the assignment (E,F) ~~ (Lpr} E) ®" (Lpr} F). Note that we have natural
equivalences
(Lf*B)&" (Lg*F) ~ L(f x 9)"(E&" F)
If we lift this to the level of stable co-categories, this gives rise to an external pairing
X: K(X) A K(Y) —> K(X ><5Y),

which is functorial (contravariantly) in X and Y. The Ey product on K(X) can
now be obtained by pulling back this external pairing along the diagonal map:

K(X) A K(X) — K(X xg X) — K(X).

A morphism of schemes f: Y — X may induce morphisms in the covariant
direction as well. The pushforward Rf.: D{’/wh — D‘}{wh generally will not pre-
serve perfect complexes. If, however, f is flat and proper, then for any perfect
complex E, the complex Rf, E is perfect. Thus in this case R f; restricts to a func-
tor Rf;: D{}erf — D¥ " and after lifting this to the stable oo-categories, we find
an induced morphism

f K(Y) — K(X)
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on the algebraic K-theory. One thus obtains a covariant functor U ~ K (U), but
only with respect to flat and proper morphisms. Observe, however, that since the
functors R f, do not commute with the derived tensor product, this functor is not
valued in ring spectra.

Nevertheless, if f: Y — X is proper and flat, we do have an algebraic structure
preserved by Rf,. Observe that one may regard K(Y') as a module over the E
ring spectrum K (X) via f*. For any perfect complexes E on Y and F on X, one
has a canonical equivalence

(RLE)Q"F ~Rf(EQYLf*F)

of perfect complexes; this is the usual projection formula [?, Exp. III, Pr. 3.7]. At
the level of K-theory, this translates to the observation that the morphism

i K(Y) — K(X)
is a morphism of connective K (X )-modules. The induced map on homotopy groups
Lo K (Y) — Ky(X)

is therefore a homomorphism of K (X )-modules.
Note that the external tensor product X is actually perfectly compatible with
the pushforwards, in the sense that one has natural equivalences

(REE)H" (Rg.F) ~ R(f x 9).(EE" F),

so on K-theory the external product [x]: K(X) A K(Y) — K(X xgY) is functorial
(covariantly) in X and Y.
Last, but certainly not least, there is a compatibility between the morphisms f*

and the morphisms g,, which results from the base change theorem for complexes
[?, Exp. IV, Pr. 3.1.0]. Suppose that

vy Ly

7| | s
X — X
g
is a pullback square of schemes in which the horizontal maps g are flat and proper.
Then the canonical morphism

Lf*Rg. — Rag.Lf*

is an objectwise equivalence of functors Dg(e,rf — Df,erf . This translates to the
condition that there is a canonical homotopy

[79x =~ guf™: K(X/)HK(Y)

of morphisms of K (X)-modules. In fact, this compatibility between the pullbacks
and the pushforwards, combined with the compatibility between f, and the external
tensor product, allows us to deduce the projection formula.

Let us summarize the structure we’ve found on the assignment U ~~ K (U):

e For every scheme X, we have an Fy, ring spectrum K (X). Moreover, for
any two schemes X and Y over a base S, one has an external pairing

X: K(X) A K(Y) — K(X xgY).
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e For every morphism f: Y —s X, we have a pullback morphism
[T K(X) — K(Y),

which is compatible with the external pairings and thus also with the E
product.

e For every flat and proper morphism f: Y — X, we have a pushforward
morphism

foi K(Y) — K(X),

which is compatible with the external pairings and thus (in light of the next
condition) also with the K (X )-module structure.
e For any pullback square

vy L.y

7| |7

X —X
g

in which the horizontal maps ¢ are flat and proper, we have a canonical
homotopy

[0 = g.f": K(X') — K(Y).
of morphisms of K (X )-modules.

In this paper, we will demonstrate that these structures, along with all of their ho-
motopy coherences, are neatly packaged in a spectral Green functor on the category
of schemes.

This structure is the origin of both the Gal(E/F)-equivariant Fq, ring spectrum
structure on the algebraic K-theory of a Galois extension £ © F' and the cyclotomic
structure on the p-typical curves on a smooth F,-scheme. For the former, see 8.7,
and for the latter, see the forthcoming paper [7].

In order to describe all the structure we see here, we study the “higher algebra’
(in the sense of Lurie’s book [?], for example) of spectral Mackey functors, which we
introduced in Part I of this paper [?]. The co-category of spectral Mackey functors
turns out to admit all the same well-behaved structures as the co-category of spec-
tra itself. In particular, the oo-category of Mackey functors admits a well-behaved
symmetric monoidal structure. This, combined with Saul Glasman’s Day convolu-
tion for co-categories [?], makes it possible to speak of F; algebras, Fy algebras,
or indeed O-algebras for any operad O in this context. We show that the algebraic
K-theory of derived stacks provides an example. We also use this theory to give
a new proof of the equivariant Barratt—Priddy—Quillen theorem, which states that
the algebraic K-theory of the category of finite G-sets is simply the G-equivariant
sphere spectrum. (In fact, we will generalize this result dramatically.)

)

Warning. Let us emphasize that for spectral Mackey functors for a profinite group
G, our spectral Green functors are mot equivalent to algebras in G-equivariant
spectra structured by the equivariant linear isometries operad on a complete G-
universe. To describe the latter in line with the discussion here — and to find such
structures on algebraic K-theory spectra — it is necessary to develop elements of
the theory of G-oo-categories. This we do in the forthcoming joint paper [?].
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1. 00-COOPERADS AND SYMMETRIC MONOIDAL 00-CATEGORIES

One of the many complications that arises when one combines an oco-category and
its opposite in the way we have is that our constructions are extremely intolerant
of asymmetries in basic definitions. This complication rears its head the moment
we want to contemplate the symmetric monoidal structure on the Burnside oo-
category. In effect, the description of a symmetric monoidal co-categories given in
the Second Book of Jacob [?, Ch. 4] forces one to specify the data of maps out
of various tensor products in a suitably compatible fashion. That is, symmetric
monoidal categories are there identified as certain co-operads. But since we are also
working with opposites of symmetric monoidal co-categories, we will come face-to-
face with circumstances in which we must identify the data of maps into various
tensor products in a suitably compatible fashion. That is, we will sometimes have
to identify symmetric monoidal categories as certain co-cooperads. Awkward as this
may seem, it cannot be avoided.

1.1. Notation. Let A(F) denote the following ordinary category. The objects will
be finite sets, and a morphism J — I will be a map J — I,; one composes
: K — Jy with ¢: J — I, by forming the composite
¢
Ki"]‘F RENY S

where p: Ity — I is the map that simply identifies the two added points. (Of
course A(F) is equivalent to the category F, of pointed finite sets, but we prefer to
think of the objects of A(F) as unpointed. This is the natural perspective on this
category from the theory of operator categories [?].)

1.2. Definition. (1.2.1) An oo-cooperad is an inner fibration
p: Og — NA(F)°?P
whose opposite
p?: (Og)” — NA(F)
is an oco-operad.

(1.2.2) If p: Og —> NA(F)°? is an oo-cooperad, then an edge of Og will be said to
be inert if it is cartesian over an edge of NA(F)°? that corresponds to an
inert map in A(F), that is, a map ¢: J — I such that the induced map
¢~1(I) — I is a bijection [?, Df. 2.1.1.8], |?, Df. 8.1].

(1.2.3) A cartesian fibration

¢: Xg — Og
will be said to exhibit Xg as an Og-monoidal wo-category just in case
the cocartesian fibration

q°%: (Xg)? — (Og)”

exhibits (Xg)°? as an (Og)°P-monoidal co-category in the sense of [?, Df.
2.1.2.13]. When Og = NA(F)°P, we will say that ¢ exhibits Xg as a
symmetric monoidal co-category.
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(1.2.4) A morphism f: Og —> Pg of cw-cooperads is a morphism over NA(F)°?
that carries inert edges to inert edges. If Og and Fg are symmetric monoidal
oo-categories, then f is a symmetric monoidal functor if it carries all
cartesian edges to cartesian edges.

1.3. Example. Suppose C' an co-category. We define the cartesian oo-cooperad
as

p: G = ((C7)) —» NA(F)”,

where the notation (-)“ refers to the cocartesian co-operad [?, Cnstr. 2.4.3.1]. If
C' is an oo-category that admits all products, then the functor p exhibits Cy« as a
symmetric monoidal oo-category [?, Rk. 2.4.3.4].

An object (I,X) of Cx consists of a finite set I and a family {X; | i € I}; a
morphism (¢,w): (I, X) —> (J,Y) of Cx consists of a map of finite sets ¢: J —> I
and a family of morphisms

{wi: Xo) — Vi |deo (D}

of C. If C' admits finite products, then the morphisms w; determine and are deter-
mined by a family of morphisms

{wji:Xi—» HYJ | iel};

Jjedi

here J; denotes the fiber ¢p—1(4).
Observe that the cartesian oo-cooperad is signifcantly simpler to define than the
cartesian co-operad. Note also that (A%), = NA(F)°P.

2. THE SYMMETRIC MONOIDAL STRUCTURE ON THE EFFECTIVE BURNSIDE
00-CATEGORY

Suppose C a disjunctive oo-category. The product on C does not induce the
product on the effective Burnside oo-category A°Y(C). (Indeed, recall that the ef-
fective Burnside co-category admits direct sums, and these direct sums are induced
by the coproduct in C.) However, a product on C' (if it exists) does induce a sym-
metric monoidal structure on A%¥(C). The construction of the previous example is
just what we need to describe this structure, and it will work for a broad class of
disjunctive triples — which we call cartesian — as well.

It turns out to be convenient to consider situations in which C' does not actually
have products. In this case, the effective Burnside co-category A“¥(C) admits not a
symmetric monoidal structure, but only an oco-operad structure, which is almost as
good. The generalization of this observation to arbitrary disjunctive triples leads
to an oo-operad structure on the effective Burnside co-category. (The set up is very
slightly different, so it forces us to give “variants” of our constructions and results,
but the idea is the same.)

2.1. Definition. A disjunctive triple (C, Ct, CT) will be said to be cartesian just
in case it admits finite products, and for any object X € C, the product functor

Xx—:C—C
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preserves finite coproducts; that is, for any finite set I and any collection {U; | i € I}
of objects of C, the natural map

[J(x x ) — X x (HU)

iel iel
is an equivalence.
2.2. Example. Note that a disjunctive co-category C' that admits a teminal object,
when equipped with the maximal triple structure (in which every morphism is both
ingressive and egressive) is always cartesian. More generally, any disjunctive triple

that contains a terminal object 1 with the property that every morphism X — 1
is ingressive and egressive is cartesian.

2.3. Notation. Suppose (C, C;, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. We now define a
triple structure (Cx, (Cx)t, (Cx)') on Cx in the following manner. A morphism

(¢,W)I (I7X) - (J,Y)
of C'x will be ingressive just in case ¢ is a bijection, and each morphism
Wit X¢(j) —> }/J
is ingressive. The morphism (¢, w) will be egressive just in case each morphism
wit Xi — [
Je€J;
is egressive.

2.3.1. Variant. Suppose (C,C}, CT) a disjunctive triple, not necessarily cartesian.
We may nevertheless define a triple structure (Cx,(Cx)i, (Cx)¥) on Cx in the
following manner. The ingressive morphisms are the same as in Nt. 2.3: a morphism

(¢aw): (IvX) - (‘LY)
of C'x will be ingressive just in case ¢ is a bijection, and each morphism
wjt Xo) — Y
is ingressive. The morphism (¢, w) will be egressive just in case each morphism
Wit X¢(j) —> }/J
is egressive.
If C is a cartesian disjunctive triple, the subcategories (C )" and (Cx)* may not
coincide; however, they will agree if the subcategory C is closed under products in

C. (Observe that this means that a morphism X — [[,.; Y is egressive just in
case each of the components X — Y; is so.)

It is a trivial matter to verify the following.
2.4. Lemma. Suppose (C,C}, C") a cartesian disjunctive triple. Then the triple
(Cx, (Cx)1, (Cx)T)
is adequate in the sense of [?7, Df. 5.2].

2.4.1. Variant. Similarly, if (C,C}, C") is a disjunctive triple, not necessarily carte-
stan, then the triple

(Cx, (Cx)1, (Cx))
is adequate in the sense of [?7, Df. 5.2].
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In particular, for any cartesian disjunctive triple (C,Cy, CT), one may consider
the effective Burnside co-category
Aeﬁ(cx (Cx )Ta (Cx )T),

and, more generally, for any disjunctive triple (C, Ct, CT) (not necessarily cartesian),
one may consider the effective Burnside co-category

AT(C, (Cx)s, (Cx)).

2.5. Example. Note in particular that
(A%, ((A%)5)1: ((A%))T) = (A%)x, (A% )1, ((A%)x)F) > (NA(F)P, (NA(F)”, NA(F) ") ]
whence one proves easily that the inclusions

NA(F) = (((A%)x)") 7 — AF((A%)x, (A%) )1, (A%))T)
and

NA(F) = (((A%)x)H) 7 > AT((A%)x, (A% )1, (A%)))
are equivalences.

We'll use the following quartet of results. They follow the same basic pattern
as [?, Lms. 11.4 and 11.5]; in particular, they too follow immediately from our
“omnibus theorem” [?, Th. 12.2].

2.6. Lemma. Suppose (C, C’T,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. Then the natural
morphism

AT (O, (Cx)1, (Cx)T) — AT((A%), (A%)0)1, ((A%)))
is an inner fibration.

2.6.1. Variant. Similarly, if (C, C;, C") is a disjunctive triple (not necessarily carte-
sian), then the natural morphism

AT (O, (Cx)1, (Cx)F) — AT((A%), (A%)0)1, (A%)x)F)
is an inner fibration.

2.7. Lemma. Suppose (C, C’T,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. Then the natural
morphism

AT (O, (Cx)1, (Ox)T) — AT((A%), (A%))1, ((A%))T)
is a cocartesian fibration.

2.7.1. Variant. If (C,Cy, C") is a disjunctive triple (not necessarily cartesian), then
for any object Y of Cx lying over an object J of (A%)yx ~ NA(F)°P and for any
inert morphism ¢: I — J of NA(F), there exists a cocartesian edge Y —> X for
the inner fibration

AD (O, (O, (Ox)F) — AT((A%), (A%))1, ((A%)x))
lying over the image of ¢ under the equivalence of Ex. 2.5.

Now we can go about defining the symmetric monoidal structure on the effective
Burnside oo-category of a cartesian disjunctive triple and the oco-operad structure
on the effective Burnside oo-category of a general disjunctive triple.
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2.8. Notation. Suppose (C,C;,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. We define the
co-category AI(C, C, CT)® as the pullback

AD(C,Cr, CT)® = AT (C, (C )i, (Co)T) X peti((a0),,((a0) 1)1, ((40) o)1) NA(F),
equipped with its canonical projection to NA(F). Note that because the inclusion
NA(F) < AF((A%), (A% 1, (AY)])

is an equivalence, it follows that the projection functor
AD(C,Cy, CN® — AT, (C )1, (Cx)T)
is actually an equivalence.

2.8.1. Variant. Similarly, if (C,Ct, CT) a disjunctive triple (not necessarily carte-
sian), then we define the co-category A%Y(C, Ct, CT)® as the pullback

AD(C,Cy,CT)® = AT(Co, (C )1, (Cr)F) X aetr((a0) ,((20),)1,((20),001) NA(F),
equipped with its canonical projection to NA(F). Note that because the inclusion
NA(F) — AT((A%)x, (A%) x4, (AY)])

is an equivalence, it follows that the projection functor
AT(C,C, CH® — AT(C, (Co)1, (Cx)F)
is actually an equivalence.

2.9. Remark. Suppose (C, C;, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. The objects of the
total oo-category A“Y(C, Cy, CT)® are pairs (I, X) consisting of a finite set I and
an I-tuple X = (X;);er of objects of C. A morphism

(‘LYJ) - (IaXI)

of A(C,Ct,CT)® can be thought of as a morphism ¢: J —> I of A(F) and a
collection of diagrams

U;
/ \ iel
Xi,

HjEJi Y.;
such that for any ¢ € I, the morphism U; »— X is ingressive, and the morphism
Ui— [V
jedi

is egressive.
Composition is then defined by pullback; that is, a 2-simplex

(K, Zk) — (J,Y;) — (I, X1)
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consists of morphisms ¢¥: K — J and ¢: J — I of A(F) along with a collection
of diagrams

Wow(r))

Vip(k) Up( (k) kek

e

Zy, Yoy () X))

in which the square in the middle induces a pullback square

Wi U;

l l

HjEJi V7 and HjEJi Y]

is a pullback. (Note that since each morphism V; ~— Yj is ingressive, it follows
from the stability of ingressives under pullbacks that the morphism

[TVi—11Y

jEJi jEJi
is ingressive as well.)

In particular, A% (C, Cs, CT)({%} may be identified with the effective Burnside
oo-category AU (C,Ct, CT) itself, and for any finite set I, the inert morphisms
Xi: I —> {i}+ together induce an equivalence

A(C, . ONF = [ [ A%, cr.CNG.

iel
2.9.1. Variant. Suppose (C,Cy,CT) a disjunctive triple, not necessarily cartesian.
The objects of the total co-category AY(C, Ct, CT)® are pairs (I, X;) consisting of
a finite set I and an I-tuple X; = (X;):es of objects of C.
A morphism
(J,Y;) — (I, X1)

of AU(C,Ct,CT)® can be thought of as a morphism ¢: J —> I of A(F) and a
collection of diagrams

Us ()
jed
Y; X(i)
such that for any j € J, the morphism Uy;) »— Xy;) is ingressive, and the mor-
phism Uy ;) —> Yj is egressive.
Composition is then defined by pullback; that is, a 2-simplex

(K, Zr) — (J,Y;) — (I, X1)
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consists of morphisms ¢¥: K — J and ¢: J — I of A(F) along with a collection
of diagrams

Wow(r))

Vipk) Up((k)) kek

e

Zy, Yoy (k) X (k)

in which the squares in the middle together exhibit, for any i € I, the object W; as
the iterated fiber product over U; of the set { U; xy, V| j € J; }.

In particular, A%(C, Cy, CT)%} may be identified with the effective Burnside
wo-category A (C, Cy, C1) itself, and for any finite set I, the inert morphisms
Xi: I —> {i}+ together induce an equivalence

Aﬂaqﬁﬁ;{ywm@ﬁﬁy
(S

In light of Lm. 2.7 and Rk. 2.9, we obtain the following.

2.10. Theorem. Suppose (C,Cs, C") a cartesian disjunctive triple. Then the func-
tor

AT (C,Cy,CT® — NA(F)
exhibits A (C, Cs, Ch® as a symmetric monoidal wo-category, which is a symmetric
monoidal structure on the effective Burnside co-category A¥(C, Cy, CT).

In light of Var. 2.7.1 and Var. 2.9.1, we obtain the following.

2.10.1. Variant. Suppose (C,C}, C") a disjunctive triple, not necessarily cartesian.
Then the functor
AN(C, Ct, CT® — NA(F)

exhibits A (C, CT,CT)® as an oo-operad, which is a co-operad structure on the
effective Burnside co-category AY(C, Cy, CT).

2.11. If (C,Ct,CT) is a cartesian disjunctive triple, it may well be that the co-
operads A (C, Ct, CT)® and A(C,Cy, CT)® are different; in fact, the latter may
not even be a symmetric monoidal co-category. However, if the subcategory CT < C

is closed under finite products, then AY(C, Cy, CT)® is a symmetric monoidal oo-
category, and it is identical to A%7(C, Cy, chH®,

2.12. Notation. When (C, C}, CT) is a cartesian disjunctive triple, we may employ
duality and write

AD(C, Cy,CN)g = (AF(C,CT, Cy)®) P
The functor AY(C,Ct, CT)g — NA(F)°P is a symmetric monoidal structure on
the Burnside oo-category A0(C, CT, Cy)°P ~ A°H(C, Ct, CT).

2.12.1. Variant. When (C, C, CT) is a disjunctive triple (not necessarily cartesian),
we may employ duality and write

AN(C, Cy,CMg = (AF(C,CT,Cp)®)P

The functor AY(C, Ct, CT)g —> NA(F)°P is an oo-cooperad structure on the Burn-
side co-category AY(C, CT, C;)°P ~ AH(C, C;, OT).
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2.13. Suppose (C,C4,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. Note that the formula
H(X x U;) ~ X x <HUi>
el iel

implies immediately that the tensor product functor

®: AV(C,Ct,CT) x A (C, ¢y, Ch) — AT (C,Cy, CT)
preserves direct sums separately in each variable.

2.14. For any disjunctive co-category C' that admits a terminal object, the duality
functor

D: AT(C)or =~ AH(C)
of [?, Nt. 3.10] provides duals for the symmetric monoidal oo-category AH(C)® |?,

Df. 2.3.5]. More precisely, for any object X of A%/(C), there exists an evaluation
morphism X ® DX — 1 given by the diagram

X
27 N
X x X \1,

and, dually, there exists a coevaluation morphism 1 — DX ® X given by the
diagram

X
| A
1/ \)A(XX.

Since the square

X X x X
Al leid
X x X — X xX xX
1d X

is a pullback, it follows that the composite
X - XR®DX®X — X

in A%#(C) is homotopic to the identity. We conclude that A#(C)® is a symmetric
monoidal co-category with duals.

2.15. If (C,C4,CT) is a cartesian disjunctive triple, then in general it is not quite
the case that the symmetric monoidal co-category A*H(C, Ct, CT)® admits duals.
We have an evaluation morphism X ® DX — 1 in A“Y(C,Ct,CT) just in case
the diagonal A: X — X x X of C is egressive, and the morphism !: X — 1 is
ingressive. We have a coevaluation morphism 1 — DX ® X in A(C, Cy, CT) just
in case A is ingressive and ! is egressive.

2.16. If (C, Ct, C") and (D, Dy, DT) are cartesian disjunctive triples, then it is easy
to see that a functor of disjunctive triples

f: (OchaOT)H (DvDJﬁDT)
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induces a functor of adequate triples
(C’X, (Ox)”r, (OX)T) - (Dx, (DX)Tv (DX)T)
and thus a morphism of oo-operads (i.e., a lax symmetric monoidal functor)
AD(£Y®: Al (C, Cy, 0T)® — A¥(D, D;, DT)®.

If, furthermore, f preserves finite products, then A%Y(f)® is in fact a symmetric
monoidal functor.

If (C,Ct,CT) and (D, Dy, DY) are disjunctive triples (not necessarily cartesian),
then a functor of disjunctive triples

f:(C.Cy,C") — (D, Dy, DY)
induces a functor of adequate triples
(Cx, (Ox)”r, (OX)i) — (Dx, (DX)Tv (DX)i)
and thus a morphism of co-operads

AF(£)®: AF(C,Cr,0T)® — AF(D, D, D')®.

3. GREEN FUNCTORS

Andreas Dress [?] defined Green functors as Mackey functors equipped with cer-
tain pairings. Gaunce Lewis [?] noticed that these pairings made them commutative
monoids for the Day convolution tensor product on the category of Mackey func-
tors. By an old observation of Brian Day [?, Ex. 3.2.2], these are precisely the lax
symmetric monoidal additive functors on the effective Burnside category. Thanks
to recent work of Saul Glasman [?], this characterization of monoids for the Day
convolution holds in the co-categorical context as well.

3.1. Definition. We shall say that a symmetric monoidal oo-category E® is ad-
ditive if the underlying co-category E is additive, and the tensor product functor
®: E x E — FE preserves direct sums separately in each variable.

3.2. Definition. (3.2.1) Suppose (C,Ct, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple and E®
an additive symmetric monoidal co-category. Then a commutative Green
Junctor is a morphism of co-operads

A, cy,ch® — E®

such that the underlying functor A/(C, Cy, CT) — E preserves direct sums.
(3.2.2) More generally, if O%® is an oo-operad, then an O®-Green functor is a
morphism of co-operads

AD(C,Cr, CT)® xxpw) OF — E® xyaw) O

over O® such that for any object X of the underlying oo-category O, the
functor

AF(C,Ct, CY) ~ (AT(C, Ct, CTY® xnamy OP)x — (E® xna@) O®)x ~ E

preserves direct sums.
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(3.2.3) Similarly, for any perfect operator category ®, we may define a ®-Green
functor as a morphism

AD(C, Cy, CTY® x @) NA(®) — E® xypmy NA(D)
of a-operads over ® such that the underlying functor A¥(C, Cy,C") — E

preserves direct sums.

3.2.1. Variant. (3.2.1.1) Suppose (C,C4,CT) a disjunctive triple, not necessarily
cartesian, and suppose E® an additive symmetric monoidal oo-category.
Then a commutative quasi- Green functor is a morphism of co-operads

A(C cr,ch® — E®

such that the underlying functor A%(C, CT,CT) — FE preserves direct
sums.

(3.2.1.2) More generally, if O is an co-operad, then an O®-quasi-Green functor
is a morphism of co-operads

AD(C, Cr, CH® xypw) OF — E® xypam) OF

over O%® such that for any object X of the underlying co-category O, the
functor

Aeﬁ(C, CT,CT) >~ (Aeff(C, CT,CT)® XNA(F) O®)X —> (E® XNA(F) O®)X ~ F

preserves direct sums.
(3.2.1.3) Similarly, for any perfect operator category ®, we may define a ®-quasi-
Green functor as a morphism

Aeﬁ(O, CT’ OT)® XNA(F) NA((I)) — E® XNA(F) NA((I))

of oo-operads over @ such that the underlying functor A#(C, Ct,CT) — E
preserves direct sums.

3.3. Note that if (C, CT,CT) is a cartesian disjunctive triple such that CT < C
is closed under finite products, then there is no difference between a quasi-Green
functor and a Green functor (for any co-operad or any perfect operator category).

3.4. Notation. Suppose (C, Ct, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple, and suppose E®
an additive symmetric monoidal oo-category. For any oo-operad O®, let us write,
employing the notation of [?, Df. 2.1.3.1]

Greeno® (C, CT? CT; E®) c AlgAeﬁ(C)CT7cT)®XNA(F)O® JO® (E® XNA(F) O®)
for the full subcategory spanned by the O®-Green functors.

3.4.1. Variant. Suppose (C,C4,CT) a disjunctive triple, not necessarily cartesian,
and suppose E® an additive symmetric monoidal co-category. For any oo-operad
09, let us write, employing the notation of [?, Df. 2.1.3.1]

gGreenps (C, Ch, ct, E®) c AlgAefj‘(C)CT7CT)®XNA(F)O® /O® (E® XNA(F) O®)
for the full subcategory spanned by the O®-Green functors.

3.5. Example. We define modules over an associative Green functor in this way.
Suppose (C,Ct,C) a cartesian disjunctive triple, and suppose E® an additive
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symmetric monoidal oo-category. Then we may consider the co-operad of [?, Df.
4.2.7], which we will denote LM®. The inclusion Ass® «> LM® induces a functor

Greeny 0 (C, Ct,CT; E®) — Green, o (C, Ct, CT; E®).

An object A of the target may be called an associative Green functor, and an
object of the fiber of this functor over A may be called a left A-module. We write

MOdi& (Cv CTa CT; E®) = C"reenLM® (Ca CTa CT; E®) X Green, g (C,Ct,CT;E®) {A}

for the oo-category of left A-modules. When A is a commutative Green functor, we
will drop the superscript /.

3.5.1. Variant. We may also define modules over an associative quasi-Green functor
in a similar manner. Suppose (C, Cj, CT) a disjunctive triple (not necessarily carte-
sian), and suppose E® an additive symmetric monoidal co-category. Then we may
consider the oco-operad of [?, Df. 4.2.7], which we will denote LM®. The inclusion
Ass® < LM® induces a functor

qGreeny e (C, Ct, C": E®) — ¢Green, o (C, Cs, Cct; E®).

An object A of the target may be called an associative quasi-Green functor,
and an object of the fiber of this functor over A may be called a left A-module.
We write

qMOdg (Ca OTv CT; E®) = qGreenLM® (Ca OTv CT; E®) ><qGreenASS® (C,C4,CT;E®) {A}

for the co-category of left A-modules. When A is a commutative Green functor, we
will drop the superscript £.

3.6. Definition. We will say that a symmetric monoidal co-category E® is pre-
sentable if the underlying oo-category F is presentable and if the tensor product
functor ®: F x E — E preserves colimits separately in each variable.

Suppose D® a small symmetric monoidal co-category, and suppose E® a pre-
sentable symmetric monoidal co-category. In [?], Glasman constructs a symmetric
monoidal structure on the functor co-category Fun(D, E') which is the natural oo-
categorical generalization of Day’s convolution product. As in Day’s construction,
the convolution F' ® G of two functors F,G: D — FE in Glasman’s symmetric
monoidal structure is given by the left Kan extension of the composite

pxp Y gxE 2 E
along the tensor product ®: D x D — D.

In particular, for any finite set I, and for any I-tuple {F;};er of functors D — E,

the value of the tensor product is given by the coend

UED?
RF ) ()= [ Mapfo (0. X)® Q E(V),
iel i€l
where U — Uj is a chosen cocartesian edge chosen over each inert map I — {i}
of NA(F), and ¢: I — {&} is the unique active map. (Here Map%® denotes the
union of those connected components in Map e that lie over ¢.)

Equivalently, the Day convolution on Fun(D, E) is the essentially unique sym-
metric monoidal structure that enjoys the following criteria:
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e The tensor product
—® —: Fun(D, E) x Fun(D, F) — Fun(D, E)

preserves colimits separately in each variable.
e The functor given by the composite
° 7 xid m
D°? x E —— Fun(D,Kan) x E — Fun(D, E)
is symmetric monoidal, where j denotes the Yoneda embedding, and m is
the functor corresponding to the composition

Fun(D,Kan) — Fun(F x D, E x Kan) — Fun(E x D, E)

in which the first functor is the obvious one, and the functor £ x Kan — F
is the tensor functor (X, K) ~» X ® K of [?, §4.4.4].

The convolution of two Mackey functors will not in general be a Mackey functor,
but it can replaced with one by employing a localization (which we might as well
call Mackeyification). To prove that convolution followed by Mackeyification defines
a symmetric monoidal structure on the co-category of Mackey functors, it is nec-
essary to show that Mackeyification is compatible with the convolution symmetric
monoidal structure in the sense of Lurie [?, Df. 2.2.1.6, Ex. 2.2.1.7].

The following is immediate from [?, Pr. 6.5].

3.7. Lemma. Suppose (C,CY, C") a disjunctive triple, and suppose E a presentable
additive c0-category. Then the oo-category Mack(C, Ct, C";E) is an accessible lo-
calization of the ow-category Fun(A¥(C, Ct, CT), E).

3.8. Notation. Suppose (C, CT,CT) a disjunctive oo-category, and suppose E a
presentable additive co-category. Then write M for the left adjoint to the fully
faithful inclusion

Mack(C, Ct, C'; E) — Fun(AY(C, Ct, C1), E).

3.9. Lemma. Suppose (C,C}, C") a cartesian disjunctive co-category, and suppose
E® a presentable symmetric monoidal additive co-category. Then the left adjoint
M constructed above is compatible in the sense of [?, Df. 2.2.1.6] with Glasman’s
Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure on Fun(A*Y(C,Cy,CT), E).

Proof. For any object s € C' and any object = € E, let H2: A¥(C,Cy,Ct) — E
be the functor given by the composite

A(C, cy, CT) e Kan —2% E,

where j(s): A¥(C,Ct,C") — Kan is the functor corepresented by s and — ®
z: Kan — F is given by the tensor product with spaces [?, §4.]. Objects of the
form H? generate the oo-category Fun(A®Y(C, Cy, CT), E) under colimits. Now the
class of M-equivalences is the strongly saturated class generated by the canonical
morphisms

H:®H! — H%
There are natural equivalences

HQH) ~ HE!,
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whence one obtains natural M-equivalences

(H;®H,)®@H; =~ (H;®H,)®(H,®H,)
~ Hs®u®Ht®u

QY zQy
(s@u)D(t@u)
—  Hg,
N (sPt)Q@u
- H QY

~ Hms@t@H;j.

It follows that for any M-equivalence X — Y and any object Z of the co-category
Fun(A*7(C, C;, CT), E), the morphism

XQRZ—-Y®Z

is an M-equivalence. ([l

3.10. In particular, if (C,Cy,CT) is a cartesian disjunctive co-category, and if E®
a presentable symmetric monoidal additive co-category, we obtain a symmetric
monoidal co-category Mack(C, Cy, Ct; E)®, and, in light of [?], for any oo-operad
09, one obtains an equivalence

Alg,e (Mack(C, Cy, CT; E)®) ~ Greenpe (C, Ct, CT; E).

3.11. It is possible to obtain a variant of this result for general disjunctive triples
(C,Ct,CM.
The main complication is that, since AY(C, CT,CT)® is merely an oo-operad,
there is no Day convolution symmetric monoidal structure on the co-category Fun(A%(C, C;, CT), E )I
Instead, one has only a representable co-operad structure; nevertheless, one may
show that the oco-category of commutative algebras in this co-operad are equivalent
to morphisms of co-operads A*Y(C, Cy, CT)® — E®. (This is unfortunately not a
trivial consequence of Glasman’s arguments.)
Finally, one must show that the representable co-operad structure is compatible
with the Mackeyification functor. Then one may deduce an equivalence

Alg,e (Mack(C, Cy, CT; E)®) ~ ¢Greenpe (C, Ct, CT; E).

We leave the relevant details to the reader.

4. THE KUNNETH SPECTRAL SEQUENCE

Let us note that the Kiinneth spectral sequence works in the Mackey functor
context more or less exactly as in the ordinary co-category of spectra. To this end,
let us first discuss t-structures on oco-categories of spectral Mackey functors.

4.1. Proposition. Suppose (C, Cs, C") a disjunctive triple, and suppose A a stable
oo-category equipped with a t-structure (Aso, A<o). Then the two subcategories

Mack(C, Cy, CT; A)sg == Mack(C, Ct,CT; Asp)
and

Mack(C, Cy, C'; A)<o == Mack(C, Ct,CT; A<p)
define a t-structure on Mack(C, Cy, C'; A).
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Proof. Consider the functor L: Mack(C, Cy,CT; A) — Mack(C, Cy, CT; A) given
by composition with 7<_1; it is clear that L is a localization functor. Furthermore,
the essential image of L is the co-category Mack(C, Ct, C'; Ac_1), which is closed
under extensions, since A<_; is. Now we apply [?, Pr. 1.2.1.16]. O

4.2. Note that if A a stable co-category equipped with a t-structure (Aso, A<o),
then for any disjunctive triple (C, Cy, CT), the heart of the induced t-structure on
Mack(C, Cy,CT; A) is given by

Mack(C, Ct, Ct; A)¥ ~ Mack(C, Cy, CT; AV).

Furthermore, it is clear that many properties of the t¢-structure on A are in-
herited by the induced t-structure Mack(C, Ct, CT; A): in particular, one verifies
easily that the t-structure on Mack(C, Cy, CT; A) is left bounded, right bounded,
left complete, right complete, compatible with sequential colimits, compatible with
filtered colimits, or accessible if the t-structure on A is so.

4.3. Example. For any disjunctive triple (C,Cj, CT), the resulting co-category
Mack(C, Cy,CT; Sp) admits an accessible t-structure that is both left and right
complete whose heart is the oo-category Mack(C, Cy, CT; NAb).

In particular, if G is a profinite group and if C' is the disjunctive co-category of
finite G-sets, then the co-category Mack of spectral Mackey functors for G admits
an accessible t-structure that is both left and right complete, in which the heart
Mackg is the nerve of the usual abelian category of Mackey functors for G.

4.4. Construction. Suppose A a stable co-category equipped with a t-structure.
Suppose (C, Ct, CT) a disjunctive triple, and suppose

X: NZ — Mack(C,Cy,CT; A)

a filtered Mackey functor with colimit X (+00). Then we have the spectral sequence

EP?:=im [Wp+q (%) Tt (%)]

associated with X [?, Df. 1.2.2.9].

Note that this is a spectral sequence of AY-valued Mackey functors. Since limits
and colimits of Mackey functors are defined objectwise, it follows that for any object
U e AH(C, Ct, CT), the value EP9(U) is the spectral sequence (in AY) associated
with the filtered object X(U): NZ — A.

4.5. In the setting of Cnstr. 4.4, assume that A admits all sequential colimits and
that the ¢-structure is compatible with these colimits. If X(n) ~ 0 for n « 0,
then the associated spectral sequence converges to a filtration on m,1 (X (+0)) [?,

1.2.2.14]. That is:
e For any p and ¢, there exists » » 0 such that the differential
dy: BP9 — Pl

vanishes.
e For any p and ¢, there exist a discrete, exhaustive filtration

—1 0 1
ec B, cF) ,CF,,C - CmpgX(+0)

: : P24 ~ [P p—1
and an isomorphism EZ* ~ F, /F .
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In more general circumstances, one can obtain a kind of “local convergence.” Sup-
pose again that A admits all sequential colimits, and that the ¢-structure is compati-
ble with these colimits. Now suppose that for every object U € A¥(C, Cy, CT), there
exists n « 0 such that X (n)(U) =~ 0. Then for every object U € AH(C, C;,CT), the
spectral sequence EP'9(U) converges to mpyq(X (+00)(U)). In finitary cases (e.g.,
when C' is the disjunctive co-category of finite G-sets for a finite group G), there is
no difference between the local convergence and the global convergence.

Better convergence results can be obtained when the filtered Mackey functor is
the skeletal filtration of a simplicial connective object Yy [?, Pr. 1.2.4.5]. In this case,
we do not need to assume that the t-structure on A is compatible with sequential
colimits, the associated spectral sequence is a first-quadrant spectral sequence, and
it converges to a length p + ¢ filtration on mp4q|Ys|.

Now, to construct the Kiinneth spectral sequence for Mackey functors, we can
follow very closely the arguments of Lurie [?, §7.2.1].

4.6. Construction. Suppose (C, CY, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. Suppose
R: AN(C,Ct, CN® x yp(ry Ass® — SP® x yp(my Ass®

an associative Green functor, suppose M a right R-module, and suppose N a left R-
module. We construct a spectral sequence that converges to the ordinary (graded)
Mackey functor my (M ®g N).

Let S denote the class of left R-modules of the form X" o R for n € Z. By [?, Pr.
7.2.1.4], there exists an S-free S-hypercovering P, — N in the (presentable) stable
co-category Mod%. By passing to the skeletal filtration of M ®p |P,|, we obtain
a spectral sequence {E2?,d, },>1 that converges to mpq(M ®r N). The complex
(B}, dy) is the normalized chain complex Ny (my(M ®r P)).

Arguing as in [?, Pr. 7.2.1.17], we obtain an isomorphism

Torg*R(ﬂ—*Mu 7T>1<‘Po) = W*(M ®R P.)

Since Ny (74P, ) is a resolution of w4 N by graded-free 7, R-modules, it follows that
the F» page is given by

BT > Torp* ™ (e M, 14 N)q.
As in [?, Cor. 7.2.1.23|, we have an immediate corollary.

4.7. Lemma. Suppose (C, Ct, C"), R, M, and N as above. Suppose that R, M, and
N are all connective. Then M @g N is connective, and one has an isomorphism of
ordinary Mackey functors

7T0(M X®r N) = FQM@WOR olN.

5. GREEN STABILIZATION

Now let us address the issue of multiplicative structures on the Mackey stabiliza-
tion, as constructed in [?, §7]. In particular, we aim to show that if F is an co-topos,
then the Mackey stabilization of a morphism of operads

A(c, oy, 0T® — B>
naturally admits the structure of a Green functor

AD(C,Cy,CH® — Sp(E)".
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5.1. Definition. Suppose (C,Ct, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple, suppose E an
co-topos, and suppose
f:AT(C.Cy,0N® — E*X and F: AU(C,C4,CT)® — Sp(E)®
morphisms of co-operads. Then a morphism of A% (C, Cs, CT)®-algebras
n:f— Qo F
will be said to exhibit F' as the Green stabilization of f if F' is a Green functor,
and if, for any Green functor R: AY(C,Cy, CT)® — Sp(E)®, the map
Mapgreeny, (c.c;.01:8p(E)®) (£, R) — Ma’pAlgAeﬁ(C’cT’cT)(@(EX)(f7 Q%o R)
induced by 7 is an equivalence.

The following result is essentially the same as [?, Pr. 2.1].

5.2. Proposition. Suppose (C, C’T,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. There exists
a symmetric monoidal co-category DA(C, C’T,CT)® and a fully faithful symmetric
monoidal functor

§®: A(C, C,cT® — DA(C, Cy,CT®
with the following properties.
(5.2.1) The co-category DA(C, Ct, CT) underlies DA(C, Cy, CT)®, and the underly-
ing functor of j© is the inclusion
j: A¥(C, Cy,CT) — DA(C, Cy,CT)

of |7, Nt. 7.2].

(5.2.2) For any symmetric monoidal co-category E® whose underlying co-category
admits all sifted colimits such that the tensor product preserves sifted col-
imits separately in each variable, the induced functor

AlgDA(C,CT,CT)® (E®) — AlgAeﬁ‘(c,cT,cT)® (E®)

exhibits an equivalence from the full subcategory spanned by those mor-
phisms of oo-operads A whose underlying functor A: DA(C,C,CT) — E
preserves sifted colimits to the full subcategory spanned by those morphisms
of oo-operads B whose underlying functor B: A¥(C,C;,CT) — E pre-
serves filtered colimits.

(5.2.3) The tensor product functor

®: DA(C,Cy,CT) x DA(C, Cy,CT) — DA(C, Ct, CT)
preserves all colimits separately in each variable.

Proof. The only part that is not a consequence of [?, Pr. 6.3.1.10 and Var. 6.3.1.11]
is the assertion that the tensor product functor

®: DA(C,Cy,CT) x DA(C, Cy,CT) — DA(C, Cy, CT)
preserves direct sums separately in each variable. This assertion holds for objects
of the effective Burnside category A/(C,C;, CT) thanks to the universality of co-
products in C; the general case follows by exhibiting any object of DA(C, Cy, CY)

as a colimit of a sifted diagram of objects of A*f(C, Cy, CT) and using the fact that
both the tensor product and the direct sum commute with sifted colimits. (Il
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In light of [?, Pr. 3.5] and [?, Pr. 7.2.4.14 and Th. 7.2.6.2], we now have the
following.

5.3. Proposition. Suppose (C, Cs, C") a disjunctive triple, suppose E an oo-topos,
and suppose

f A0, Ct,CT)® — B~
a morphism of co-operads. Then a Green stabilization of [ exists. In particular, the
functor

0% o —: Green(C, Ct, C"; Sp(E)®) — Alg sec,cy 01ye (EX)
admits a left adjoint that covers the left adjoint of the functor
Q® o —: Mack(C, Ct,CT; Sp(E)) — Fun(A%(C, Cy,CT), E).
5.4. Example. Suppose (C,Ct,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. Then the functor
AY(C,Cy,CT) — Kan

corepresented by the terminal object 1 of C' is the unit for the Day convolution
symmetric monoidal structure of Glasman, and hence it is an F, algebra in an
essentially unique fashion. Thus we can consider its Green stabilization

5% = S(®C,CT7CT): A, ¢y, ch® — sp”,

whose underlying Mackey functor is the Burnside Mackey functor Sc ¢, oty of [?].
We call S® the Burnside Green functor.
In a similar vein, we immediately have the following:
5.5. Proposition. For any cartesian disjunctive triple (C, Ch, C"), the functor
A(C, Cy,CT) — Mack(C, Ct, CT; Sp)

given by the assignment X ~~> S¥ is naturally symmetric monoidal. That is, for
any two objects X, Y € C, one has a canonical equivalence

S* ®SY ~ 8¥®Y

5.5.1. Corollary. Suppose (C,Ct,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. For any spec-
tral Mackey functor M thereon, write F(M,—) for the right adjoint to the functor

—® M: Mack(C, Cy, C'; Sp) — Mack(C, Ct,CT; Sp).

Then for any object X € C, the Mackey functor F(S*, M) is given by the assign-
ment

Y vr M(X®Y).
The following is now immediate.

5.6. Proposition. Suppose (C, C’T,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple. The Burn-
side Mackey functor S(c,c, cty is the unit in the symmetric monoidal co-category

Mack(C, Cy, CT; Sp)®. Consequently, the Burnside Green functor S%DC,CT,CT) is the

initial object in the c0-category Greenyy ) (C, Ct, CT; Sp®), and the forgetful func-
tor
Modge (C, Cy, CT; Sp®) = Mack(C, Cy, CT; Sp)

is an equivalence.
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6. DuALITY

In this section, suppose C a disjunctive co-category that admits a terminal object.
Since the functor X ~~»> S¥ is symmetric monoidal, it follows immediately that
every representable Mackey functor S¥ is strongly dualizable, and

(SX)\/ ~ SDX
6.1. Notation. For any associative spcetral Green functor R and for any object
X € C, denote by R¥X the left R-module R ® S¥, and denote by XR the right

R-module S¥X ® R.
Of course for any left (respectively, right) R-module M, one has

Map(RX, M) ~ QM (X)  (resp., Map(*R, M)~ Q*M(X) ).

6.2. Definition. For any associative spectral Green functor R on C|, denote by
Perf’, the smallest stable subcategory of the oo-category Mod% that contains the
left R-modules RX (for X € C) and is closed under retracts. Similarly, denote by
Perf, the smallest stable subcategory of the co-category Mod7, that contains the
right R-modules ¥R (for X € C)and is closed under retracts.

The objects of Perf% (respectively, Perf};) will be called perfect left (resp.,
right) modules over R.

Now we obtain the following, which is a straightforward analogue of [?, Pr.
7.2.5.2].

6.3. Proposition. For any associative spectral Green functor R, a left R-module
is compact just in case it is perfect.

Proof. For any X € C, the functor corepresented by RX is the assignment M ~~>
Q®M(X), which preserves filtered colimits. Hence RX is compact, and thus any
perfect left R-module is compact.

Conversely, there is a fully faithful, colimit-preserving functor

F: Ind(Perf%) < Modpg

induced by the inclusion Perfé s Mod%. If this is not essentially surjective, there
exists a nonzero left R-module M such that for every R-module N in the essential
image of F', the group [N, M] vanishes. In particular, for any integer n and any

object X € C,
T M(X) = [R*[n], M] = 0,
whence M ~ 0. (]
The proof of the following is word-for-word identical to that of [?, Pr. 7.2.5.4].

6.4. Proposition. For any associative spectral Green functor R on C, a left R-
module M is perfect just in case there exists a rTight R-module M that is dual to
M in the sense that the functor

Map(S, MY ®g —): Mod% — Kan
is the functor that M corepresents.

6.5. Example. Note that, in particular, for any object X € C, one has
(RX ) Vo~ DXR.
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7. SYMMETRIC MONOIDAL WALDHAUSEN BICARTESIAN FIBRATIONS

In [?], we define an O®-monoidal Waldhausen co-category for any co-operad O%®
as an O®-algebra in the symmetric monoidal co-category Wald,,. We give two
equivalent fibrational formulations of this notion.

7.1. Definition. Suppose O® an o-operad. An O®-monoidal Waldhausen oo-
category consists of an co-category X® along with a pair structure on its underlying
oo-category and a morphism of pairs

p®: X® — (0®)
such that the following conditions obtain.

(7.1.1) The functor p® is a cocartesian fibration.
(7.1.2) The composition
X® — 0% — NA(F)
exhibits (Xg)°? as an co-operad.
(7.1.3) The fiber p: X — O over * € NA(F) is a Waldhausen cocartesian fibration.
(7.1.4) For any finite set I, any morphism s — t of O® covering the unique active
morphism I — {£}, and any choice of inert morphisms {s — s; | i € I}
covering the inert morphisms I — {3}, the functor of pairs

[[Xe = X% — X,
i€l
is exact separately in each variable [?].

Dually, suppose Og an co-cooperad. Then a Og-monoidal Waldhausen oo-
category consists of an co-category X along with a pair structure on its underlying
co-category and a morphism of pairs

pe: Xg — (Og)’
such that the following conditions obtain.
(7.1.5) The functor pg is a cartesian fibration.
(7.1.6) The composition
Xg —> Og —> NA(F)°P

exhibits X as an oo-cooperad.
(7.1.7) The fiber p: X — O over = € NA(F)°? is a Waldhausen cartesian fibration.
(7.1.8) For any finite set I, any morphism ¢t — s of Og covering the opposite of
the unique active morphism I — {£}, and any choice of inert morphisms
{s; —> s | i € I} covering the inert morphisms I — {i}, the functor of pairs

[[Xs = Xgo — Xi
i€l
is exact separately in each variable [?].

Employing [?, Ex. 2.4.2.4 and Pr. 2.4.2.5] and [?, Lm 1.4], one deduces the
following.

7.2. Proposition. Suppose O® (respectively, Og) an oco-operad (resp., an c0-cooperad)|j
Then the functor

O® — Cat,, (resp., the functor (Og)°? — Caty )
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classifying an O®-monoidal Waldhausen oo-category (resp., an Og-monoidal Wald-
hausen co-category) factors through an essentially unique morphism of co-operads

0® — Wald® (resp., the functor (Og)°? — Wald® )

7.3. Definition. Now suppose (C, Ct, C') a cartesian disjunctive triple that is either
left complete or right complete. A symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicarte-
sian fibration

Px - X —_—> CX
over (C,Cy,C") is a functor of pairs Xz — (Cx)’ with the following properties.

(7.3.1) The underlying functor pg: Xz —> Cx is an inner fibration.

(7.3.2) For any egressive morphism (¢,w) : (I, X) —> (J,Y) of Cx (in the sense
of Nt. 2.3) and for any object @ of the fiber (Xg)(sy), there exists a px-
cartesian morphism P —s @ covering (¢, w).

(7.3.3) The composition

Xg —> Cx — NA(F)?

exhibits Xz as an co-cooperad.
(7.3.4) The fiber p: X — C over # € NA(F)°? is a Waldhausen bicartesian fibration
X — C over (C,C;,CT).

7.4. This is a lot of data, so let’s unpack it a bit.
First, a symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration

Px - X—>C><

over (C,Ct, CT) admits an underlying Waldhausen bicartesian fibration p: X — C
over (C,Ct,CT). This provides, for any object S € C, a Waldhausen oo-category
X, and for any morphism ¢: S — T of C, it provides an exact “pushforward”
functor ¢1: Xg — Xp whenever ¢ is ingressive and an exact “pullback” functor
¢*: X7 —> Xg whenever ¢ is egressive. These are compatible with composition,
and when ¢ is both ingressive and egressive, these two are adjoint.

There’s more structure here: for any finite set I and any I-tuple (.S;);er of objects
of C' with product S, consider the cartesian edge

({¢},8) — (1, 51)

of Cx lying over the morphism {{} —> I of A(F)°" corresponding to the unique
active morphism I — {£} of A(F); it is of course egressive in X. Hence there is

a functor
: HX& —> Xs,

iel el
exact separately in each variable. If (¢;: S; —> T;)ier is an I-tuple of morphisms
of C' with product ¢: S — T then the square

iGI
[Lic; X7, — X7

HiEI (z): l l‘b*

1., Xs, — Xs
el 2 ieI

commutes.
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This structure endows each fiber Xg with a symmetric monoidal structure: in-
deed, for any finite set I, we may define

® = A%o ,
iel el
where A: S —> ST is the diagonal. One sees easily that the commutativity of the
square above implies that any functor ¢* induced by a morphism ¢: S — T is sym-
metric monoidal in a natural way. Furthermore, a simple argument demonstrates
that the external product [Xlc; can be recovered from the symmetric monoidal
structures along with the pullback functors; for example, X X]Y ~ pri X ® pr5 Y.
Now it follows from [?, Cor. 7.3.2.7] that if ¢: S — T is both ingressive and
egressive in C, then ¢ extends to a morphism of co-operads (i.e., a lax symmetric
monoidal functor) X& — X%.

7.5. Lemma. Suppose (C, C’T,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple that is either left
complete or right complete, and suppose

Px - X —_—> CX

a symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration over (C,Ct,C1). Then the
inner fibration

Px - X —_—> CX

is an adequate inner fibration |7, Df. 10.3] for the triple (Cx,(Cx )+, (Cx)T) (Nt.

Proof. The only condition of inner fibrations that isn’t explicitly part of the defini-
tion above is the assertion that for any ingressive morphism (¢, w) : (I, X) = (J,Y)
of Cx and for any object P of the fiber (Xg)(s,x), there exists a pyg-cocartesian
morphism P — @ covering (¢, w).

So suppose that (¢,w) : (I, X) = (J,Y) is ingressive — i.e., that ¢: J — I is
a bijection and each morphism wy-1(;): X; —> Y4-1(;) is ingressive —, and suppose
that P is an object of X that lies over (I, X). Then under the equivalence

Xp)r = [ [ X,
iel
the object P corresponds to a family (P;);c; of objects such that P; lies over X;
for any ¢ € I. For each i € I, select a p-cocartesian edge P; — Q4-1(;) covering
wg-1(s)- Now there is an essentially unique morphism P — @) covering (¢, w) that
corresponds under the equivalence above to the edges P; — Q4-1(;), and it is easy
to see that it is p-cocartesian. g

Suppose (C, Cy, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple that is either left complete or
right complete, and suppose px: Xz —> Cx a symmetric monoidal Waldhausen
bicartesian fibration for (C, Ct, CT). Our goal is now to equip the unfurling of X
with the structure of a A“/(C)®-monoidal Waldhausen structure. It will then follow
that the corresponding Mackey functor is in fact a commutative Green functor.

7.6. Construction. Suppose (C, Cy, CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple that is either
left complete or right complete, and suppose

p: XH OX
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a symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration over (C,Cy,CT). Then we
define Y(X/(C, Ct,CT))® as the pullback

Y (Xg/(Crs (Co)1, (C)N) X et ()00t AD(C, Cp, CHE.
The inner fibration [?, Lm. 11.4]
Y(Xga/(Cx (Cx )1, (Cx)T)) — AF(Cx, ()1, (Cx)T)
pulls back to an inner fibration
T(p)®: T(X/(C,Ct,CM)® — A (C, Cy, CT)®.
We call this the unfurling of the symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian

fibration pg.

7.7. Unwinding the definitions, one sees that the objects of T(X/(C,Cs, CT))® are
precisely the objects of X. These, in turn, can be thought of as triples (I, Sy, Ps,)
consiting of a finite set I, an I-tuple Sy = (S;);er, and an object Ps, of the fiber

(Xg)s, ~ HXSw
i€l
which corresponds to an I-tuple (Ps,);e; of objects of the various Waldhausen

oo-categories Xg,. Now a morphism (J, Ty, Qr,) — (I, S5, Ps,) of the unfurling
Y (X/(C, Ct,CT))® can be thought of as the following data:

(7.7.1) a morphism J — T of A(F);
(7.7.2) a collection of diagrams

Ui
ﬁy N iel
HjeJ,; TJ S iy
of C such that for any 7 € I, the morphism ¢; : U; = S; is ingressive, and
the morphism
’Q/Ji . Ul —>> 1_[ Tj
Jjedi
is egressive; and
(7.7.3) a collection of morphisms

{@,!1/1; (QT])HPSI. ‘ ie]}

JjeJi
in the various co-categories Xg, .

7.8. Theorem. Suppose (C,Cs, C") a cartesian disjunctive triple that is either left
complete or right complete, and suppose px: Xg —> Cx a symmetric monoidal
Waldhausen bicartesian fibration over (C,Ct,CT). Then the functor Y (p)® exhibits
the oo-category Y(X/(C,Ct,C1))® as a AY(C, Ct, CT)®-monoidal Waldhausen oo-
category.

Proof. We first observe that, in light of [?, Pr. 11.6] and Lm. 7.5, the functor Y (p)®
is a cocartesian fibration. Let us check that the composite cocartesian fibration

T(X/(Ov CT? CT))® - Aeﬁ(cv CT) OT)® - NA(F)
exhibits T(X/(C, Ct, CT))® as a symmetric monoidal co-category.
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To this end, it suffices to show that for any finite set I and any I-tuple S; =
(S:)ier of objects of C, the functor

[ [xir: Xg)s, = T(X/(C,Cr, NG, — [[Y(X/C,Cr,CT))s, =~ [ [ Xs,
el el el

induced by the cocartesian edges covering the inert maps y;: I — {i}; is an
equivalence. But this morphism can be identified with

n<1d|01d 0 ><> [[Xs — [ [Xs.,

i€l i€{i} i€l el

which is homotopic to the identity.
Now for any finite set .J, a morphism T — S of A¥(C,C;, CT)® covering the
unique active morphism J — {£} is represented by a span

2t \
[es T

The tensor product functor can therefore be written as
grov* o[X]: [ [Xn, ~Xr — X,
jeJ  jeJ
which is exact separately in each variable. ([

In light of Pr. 7.2, we have the following.

7.8.1. Corollary. Suppose (C, C’T,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple that is either
left complete or right complete, and suppose px: Xgg —> Cx a symmetric monoidal
Waldhausen bicartesian fibration over (C, CT,CT). Then the cocartesian fibration
Y(p)® is classified by a Green functor

MY : A4 (C, Cr,CH® — Wald%.
8. EQUIVARIANT ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF DERIVED STACKS

In this section, we construct two symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian
fibrations that extend the following two Waldhausen bicartesian fibrations intro-
duced in [?, §D]:

e the Waldhausen bicartesian fibration
Perf°? XShvﬁat DM — DM

for the disjunctive triple (DM, DMpp, DM) of spectral Deligne-Mumford

stacks, in which the ingressive morphisms are strongly proper morphisms

of finite Tor-amplitude, and all morphisms are egressive [?, Pr. D.18], and
e the Waldhausen bicartesian fibration

Perf®” — Shvg,:

for the left complete disjunctive triple (Shvgq:, Shvae,qe, Shvp,,) of flat
sheaves in which the ingressive morphisms are the quasi-affine representable
and perfect morphisms, and all morphisms are egressive [?, Pr. D.21].

These will give algebraic K-theory the structure of a commutative Green functor
for these two triples.
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8.1. To begin, we let

Mod® QCoh®

q |

CAlg™ x NA(F) — Shv{?, x NA(F)

be a pullback square in which ¢ is the cocartesian fibration of [?, Th. 4.5.3.1], and
p is a cocartesian fibration classified by the right Kan extension of the functor
that classifies . The objects of QCoh® can be thought of as triples (X, 1, M)
consisting of a sheaf X: CAlg®™ — Kan(x;) for the flat topology, a finite set I,
and an I-tuple M; = {M,};e; of quasicoherent modules M over X.

8.2. We may now pass to the cocartesian co-operads to obtain a cocartesian fibration
of co-operads

p°: (QCOh®)” — (Shvil, x NAF))® ~ (Shvjiarx)” x wage NA(E)".

Now NA(F)- — NA(F) admits a section that carries any finite set I to the pair
(I,%5), where x; = {x};cr. Let uss pull back p~ along this section to obtain a
cocartesian fibration of co-operads

p: QCoh™ = (QCoh®)" x yp(ryo NA(F) — (Shvpas,« ).
8.3. Passing to opposites, we obtain a functor
(QCoh”)z = (QCoh™)”” — Shv
which
e restricts to a symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration
(QCohP)x X Shvjiarx DMy —> DM

that extends the Waldhausen bicartesian fibration of [?, Pr. D.10] for the
disjunctive triple of spectral Deligne-Mumford stacks, in which the ingres-
sive morphisms are relatively scalloped, and all morphisms are egressive,
and

e gives a symmetric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration

(QCoh ™)y — Shvpar,

that extends the Waldhausen bicartesian fibration of [?, Pr. D.13| for the
disjunctive triple of flat sheaves, in which the ingressive morphisms are
quasi-affine representable, and all morphisms are egressive.

8.4. At last, restricting to perfect modules, we obtain the desired symmetric mon-
oidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibrations

(Perf*?)g % (shyp), DM« —» DM,
for (DM, DMpgp, DM) and
(Perf?)g —> (Shva)
for (Shv g, Shv a.qp, Shvaa).

Now, passing to the unfurling, we obtain the following pair of results.
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8.5. Proposition. The Mackey functor
Mpn: A9 (DM, DMgp, DM) —> Wald,,

of [?, Cor. D.18.1] admits a natural structure of a commutative Green functor M%M.
In particular, the algebraic K -theory of spectral Deligne—Mumford stacks is naturally
a commutative spectral Green functor for (DM, DMpgp, DM).

8.6. Proposition. The Mackey functor
MShVﬂat : Aeﬁ(ShVﬁat, ShVﬁat7Qp, ShVﬂat) —> Waldoo

of [?, Cor. D.21.1] admits a natural structure of a commutative Green functor
Mg)hv . In particular, the algebraic K-theory of flat sheaves is naturally a com-
flat

mutative spectral Green functor for (Shv g, Shv aa,qe, Shvaa).

8.7. Construction. Suppose X a spectral Deligne-Mumford stack. As in [?, Nt.
D.23], we denote by FEt(X) the subcategory of DM, x whose objects are finite
[?, Df. 3.2.4] and étale morphisms ¥ — X and whose morphisms are finite and
étale morphisms over X. Observe that the fiber product — x x — endows FEt(X)
with the structure of a cartesian disjunctive co-category. We will abuse notation
and write A%¥(X)® for the symmetric monoidal effective Burnside co-category of
FEt(X).

Now the inclusion (FEt(X), FEt(X), FEt(X)) — (DM, DMgp, DM) is clearly}
a morphism of cartesian disjunctive triples, whence one can restrict the commuta-
tive Green functor Mg, ; above along the obvious morphism of oo-operads A“F(X)® — Af(DM, DMgp, DM)|]
to a commutative Green functor

My : AF(X)® — Wald?®.
Now if X is (say) a connected, noetherian scheme, then a choice of geometric
point z of X gives rise to an equivalence
AT (mf(X,2))® ~ AT(X)®,

Applying algebraic K-theory, we obtain a commutative spectral Green functor for
the étale fundamental group:

K®

Fft(x7w) (X) Aeﬁ(ﬂ-lét(Xa I))® - Sp®

This commutative Green functor deserves the handle Galois-equivariant algebraic
K-theory.

9. AN EQUIVARIANT BARRATT-PRIDDY—QUILLEN THEOREM

9.1. Notation. In this section, suppose (C,Cy,CT) a cartesian disjunctive triple
that is either left or right complete.

9.2. Recollection. Recall [?, Df. 13.5] that R(C) < Fun(A?/A{%2} C) is the full
subcategory spanned by those retract diagrams

So — 51 —> Su;

such that the morphism Sy — S; is a summand inclusion. We endow R(C) with
the structure of a pair in the following manner. A morphism 7' — S will be declared
ingressive just in case Ty —> Sy is an equivalence, and 77 — S; is a summand
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inclusion. Write p for the functor R(C) — C given by evaluation at the vertex
0=2:
[S() — Sl —> So] ~n> So.
Recall also that R(C,Ct,CT) = R(C) is the full subcategory spanned by those
objects
S: A%/A0H ¢
such that for any complement S|, < S; of the summand inclusion Sy «— S,

(9.2.1) the essentially unique morphism S — 1 to the terminal object of C is
egressive, and

(9.2.2) the composite S, — S1 —> Sy is ingressive.
We endow R(C,C4,CT) with the pair structure induced by R(C). We will abuse
notation by denoting the restriction of the functor p: R(C) — C to the subcategory
R(C, Ct,CT) = R(C) again by p.

We proved in [?, Th. 13.11] that p is a Waldhausen bicartesian fibration over
(C,Cy,CH).

9.3. Construction. Recall that an object of the oo-category R(C, Cy, CT)y can be
described as pairs (I, X) consisting of a finite set I and a collection X = {X; | i € I}
of objects of R(C, Ct, CT) indexed by the elements of I. Accordingly, a morphism
(I,X) — (J,Y) of R(C, Ct, CT) can be described as a map J — I of finite sets

and a collection

jedi
of morphisms of R(C, Cy, CT).

We now define a subcategory R(C,Ct,Cl)g = R(C,C;,CT)y that contains
all the objects. A morphism (I,X) — (J,Y) of R(C,Ct,CT)y is a morphism
of R(C,Cy,CM)g if and only if, for every i € I, every nonempty proper subset
K; c J;, and every choice of a complement }gfo < Y; 1 of the summand inclusion
Y; 0 < Yj 1, the square

%) Xi,l

l |

HjeKi Yo x HjeJi\Ki Yg",/o - Hje.]i Yi1,

in which @ is initial and the bottom morphism is the obvious summand inclusion,
is a pullback.

Let us endow this co-category with a pair structure in the following manner. We
declare a morphism (I, X) — (J,Y) of R(C, Ct, CT)g to be ingressive just in case
the map J —> I represents an isomorphism in A(F), and, for every i € I, the map
Xi — Yy of R(C, Cx, CT) is ingressive.

The following is now immediate.
9.4. Proposition. The functor
ps: R(C, Cy, CNg — O

given by evaluation at 0 = 2 in A?/A1%2} ezhibits R(C, CT,CT) as a symmetric
monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration over (C,Cy, ch.
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9.5. Construction. Now we may the unfurling construction of [?, §11] to the sym-
metric monoidal Waldhausen bicartesian fibration pg to obtain an A%(C, Cy, CT)®-
monoidal Waldhausen co-category (in the sense of [?])
T(p)®: T(R(C,Cy,CT/(C,Cy,CT)® — AT (C, Oy, CT)®.
As we've demonstrated, Y(p)® is classified by an E,, Green functor
MP: AN (C, Cy,CT® — WaldD
whose underlying functor is the Mackey functor
M, : A0(C, Ct, CT) — Wald,,
corresponding to the unfurling of the Waldhausen bicartesian fibration
R(C,C,CY — C

over (C,Cy, CT).

In [?], we demonstrated that algebraic K-theory lifts in a natural fashion to

a morphism of oco-operads, whence we may contemplate the commutative Green
functor

K®oM®: A(C,Cy,CT)® — Sp®.
Observe that by [?, Th. 13.12], the underlying Mackey functor
Scc.op,cn = KoM,

of K® o Mg@ is the spectral Burnside Mackey functor for (C,Cy, C"), as defined
in [?, Df. 8.1]. In particular, it is unit for the symmetric monoidal co-category
Mack(C, Ct, CT;Sp), which of course admits an essentially unique E., structure.
Consequently, we deduce the following.

9.6. Theorem (Equivariant Barratt—Priddy—Quillen). The Green functor K®OM§?
is the spectral Burnside Green functor S(c,c, ct)-

Of course, this result directly implies the original Barratt—Priddy—Quillen Theorem,
which states that the algebraic K-theory of the ordinary Waldhausen category F of
pointed finite sets (in which the cofibrations are the monomorphisms) is the sphere
spectrum S. Furthermore, the essentially unique E, structure on S is induced by
the smash product of pointed finite sets.
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