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Abstract

Suppose G is a finite group. In this paper, we construct an equivalence between the ∞-category
of algebras over an N∞-operad O associated with a G-indexing system I and the corresponding
∞-category of higher incomplete I-Mackey functors with value in spaces. We use the universal
property of the incomplete (2, 1)-category of spans of finite G-sets AI to construct a functor from
AI to the 2-category of I-normed symmetric monoidal categories of [Rub20]. We then show that
the left Kan extension of the composition of this functor with the core functor is an equivalence.
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1. Introduction

Let G be a finite group and consider a set X endowed with an action of G. For every subgroup H of G, we
can consider the set of H-fixed elements of X

XH = {x ∈ X | h · x = x for all h ∈ H}.

For every pair of subgroups K ⩽ H of G and every element g of G, there is a restriction map ResHK : XH ↪→ XK

(the inclusion of H-fixed elements in K-fixed elements) and a conjugation map cg : XH → XgHg−1

that
sends x to g · x. These data assemble into a presheaf FX : OG

op → Set over the category of transitive G-
equivariant sets OG that sends the coset G/H to the set XH . This construction forms a fully faithful functor
F(−) : Set

G → Fun(OG
op,Set) that is, in general, not an equivalence of categories. However, if X is a topological

space, then, up to weak homotopy equivalence, every topological presheaf P : OG
op → Top has the form FX

for some G-equivariant topological space X. Moreover, for the right homotopy theory on G-equivariant spaces,
Elmendorf’s Theorem [Elm83] states that this functor is an equivalence of homotopy theories. Elmendorf’s
Theorem can be considered to be one of the cornerstones of equivariant homotopy theory as it brings upon it
categorical features, either with the theory of parametrized∞-categories developed by Barwick, Dotto, Glasman,
Nardin, and Shah [Bar+16; Sha17], or with the more general theory of categories internal in an ∞-topos of
Martini and Wolf [Mar21; MW21; Mar22].

Suppose now that X is a commutative monoid with a G-action compatible with its monoid structure. The
presheaf provided by the previous construction comes with an extra structure given by the monoid law. For
every pair of subgroups K ⩽ H of G, there is a transfer map TrHK : XK → XH defined by

TrHK(x) = h1 · x+ · · ·+ h[H:K] · x

where h1, . . . , h[H:K] are representatives of cosets in H/K. These transfers, along with the previous structure
of restriction and conjugation maps, assemble into a Mackey functor MX : AG

op → Set (with value in the
category of sets) as defined by Dress in [Dre]. A Mackey functor is a presheaf over the Burnside category AG
that preserves finite products. The Burnside category AG is the category whose objects are finite G-equivariant
sets and whose morphisms are isomorphism classes of spans between these G-equivariant finite sets. Mackey
functors play an important role in representation theory, equivariant homotopy theory and they have many
applications, for example in group cohomology and in the decomposition of classifying spaces with the work of
Webb [Web93]. The construction of a Mackey functor from a commutative monoid with a compatible G-action
provides a fully faithful functorM(−) : CMonG → Fun×(AG

op,Set) that is again not an equivalence of categories
in general. One might be now interested in promoting this construction to an equivalence of homotopy theories,
in analogy with Elmendorf’s Theorem mentioned above.

However, unlike classical algebra, in homotopy theory, commutativity is not a property, but a structure.
Given a topological space X with an associative and unitary operation µ : X × X → X, X is considered as
being commutative if there exists a homotopy H as depicted in the following diagram

X ×X

X

X ×X

twist

µ

µ

H

and if higher coherences are satisfied (requiring the data of higher homotopies). The data of these homotopies
are part of the commutative structure of X and can be encoded with May’s theory of E∞-operads [May72].
An E∞-operad is a topological operad O such that On is contractible and has a free Σn-action. This theory of
“commutativity up to homotopy” is crucial in topology, as most spaces with multiplication such as infinite loop
spaces are not strictly commutative.

If X is now a topological space with a G-action and a compatible structure of E∞-algebra (meaning that
X is an algebra over an E∞-operad O and that all the corresponding operations and homotopies between them
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are G-equivariant), then one can still consider the topological presheaf FX : OG
op → Top associated to X but

the transfers do not exist anymore, as the operation µ of X is only commutative up to homotopy. To solve
this issue, E∞-operads can be upgraded into an equivariant analogue, the N∞-operads introduced by Blumberg
and Hill in [BH15]. In addition to the classical operations of an E∞-algebra, an N∞-operad encodes norms
that can be thought of as equivariantly twisted versions of these operations. Unlike the non-equivariant setting,
not all N∞-operads are equivalent, and the homotopy category of N∞-operads is equivalent to the poset of the
so-called G-indexing systems, by the work of Blumberg and Hill [BH15], Gutiérrez and White [GW18], Rubin
[Rub21], and Bonventre and Pereira [BP21]. A G-indexing system I is a collection, for every subgroup H of
G, of finite H-equivariant sets satisfying relations of compatibility, as described in [BH15]. If I is a G-indexing
system, then every finite H-equivariant set T that belongs to I encodes an operation that is, roughly speaking,
“T -equivariant”.

Suppose now that X is an algebra over an N∞-operad O associated to a G-indexing system I. If K ⩽ H
are subgroups of G such that H/K belongs to I, then we may construct a transfer map TrHK : XK → XH .
However, the construction of TrHK requires the choice of an H/K-equivariant operation on X, that is only
unique up to homotopy. The homotopy groups of X thus give rise to I-incomplete Mackey functors, defined in
terms of an incomplete version of the Burnside category AI , as studied by Blumberg and Hill in [BH18]. This
structure can’t be naïvely promoted to the space X itself, as the transfers depend on the choice of homotopies.
To take these homotopies into account, the I-Burnside category AI can be upgraded into a (2, 1)-category,
the I-effective Burnside category AI , remembering isomorphisms between spans. The (2, 1)-category AI leads
also to a notion of higher I-incomplete Mackey functors (with value in the ∞-category of spaces) defined as
presheaves (of spaces) over AI which preserve finite products. In this paper, we propose the construction of an
equivalence between the ∞-category of (higher) I-incomplete Mackey functors and the ∞-category of algebras
in G-topological spaces over an N∞-operad O associated to I. More precisely, the main result of this paper is
the following theorem.

Theorem A. (Theorem 4.4.8) Suppose G is a finite group. For every G-indexing system I and every N∞-
operad O associated to I, the ∞-category obtained from AlgO

(
TopG

)
by inverting genuine weak equivalences

(i.e. continuous G-equivariant maps f : X → Y such that, for every subgroup H of G, fH : XH → Y H

is a weak homotopy equivalence) is equivalent to the ∞-category of I-incomplete Mackey functors MackI =
Fun×(AI

op,S) where S is the ∞-category of spaces and AI is the incomplete (2, 1)-category of spans of finite
G-equivariant sets associated to I.

1.1. General motivations and related work Our main motivation for Theorem A is to compare the theory
of N∞-algebras with the theory of T-parametrized commutative monoids as developed by Cnossen, Lenz, and
Linskens in [CLL23], which generalizes the work of Nardin [Nar16]. As we already mentioned, one important
feature of Elmendorf’s Theorem is that the theory of parametrized ∞-categories gives a categorical frame-
work for equivariant homotopy theory through the notion of G-∞-categories (here we mean OG-parametrized
∞-categories). This has been motivated by Guillou and May’s Theorem [GM22], which describes genuine equiv-
ariant spectra in terms of spectral Mackey functors. The main theorem of the present paper can be thought of as
an unstable version of Guillou and May’s Theorem. The poset of G-indexing systems or, equivalently, the poset
of N∞-operads is equivalent to the poset of orbital subcategories of OG in the sense of [CLL23] and it follows that
every G-indexing system I corresponds to an associated orbital subcategory T of OG. Every orbital subcategory
T of OG comes with an associated notion of T-semi-additivity, for which the universal T-semi-additive G-∞-
category over equivariant spaces is the G-∞-category of parametrized T-commutative monoids. In the genuine
case (that is for the maximal G-indexing system), it has been shown by Nardin [Nar16] that parametrized
commutative monoids admit a description in terms of Mackey functors. It is expected for this result to extend
in the T-semi-additive case. With Theorem A, assuming that the description of T-parametrized commutative
monoids as Mackey functors is known, we prove that the G-∞-category of N∞-algebras for an N∞-operad O
associated to a G-indexing system I is the universal T-semi-additive G-∞-category over G-equivariant spaces
where T is the orbital subcategory of OG that corresponds to I.

In Appendix B, we prove with Proposition B.0.9 that, given two N∞-operads associated to the same G-
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indexing system I, there is a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences between the corresponding model categories of
algebras. We believe this result to be known to the experts, however, the author was unable to find a proof in
the literature. The current paper fills in that gap.

The strategy of proof that we adopt to show Theorem A is similar to the techniques used in [Len22]. Note
that it should be possible to establish a formal comparison between N∞-algebras and parametrized commu-
tative monoids using the theory of parametrized operads [NS22] by showing, for every genuinely Σ-cofibrant
simplicial G-operad O, that the nerve functor N(AlgO

(
SSetG

)
)→ AlgN⊗(O)(S

G) of [Bon19, Theorem IV] is an
equivalence of ∞-categories. However, this would require a comparison, for every genuinely Σ-cofibrant operad
O, between free O-algebras over cofibrant G-equivariant spaces and the corresponding free algebras over the
nerve of O.

1.2. Structure of the paper In Section 2, we first recall Blumberg and Hill’s notions of N∞-operads and
G-indexing systems and the relation between them. We then define the ∞-category N∞-AlgI of N∞-algebras
over an N∞-operad O and we prove that it only depends on the G-indexing system I associated to O. In
Section 3, we recall Rubin’s notion of I-normed symmetric monoidal categories for a given G-indexing system
I and we give an explicit construction of the N∞-operad EI associated to I that encodes them. The operad
EI is then used in Section 4 to give an explicit model of the ∞-category N∞-AlgI in terms of EI-algebras.
In Section 4, we begin by defining the I-effective Burnside category AI and the associated ∞-category of I-
Mackey functors MackI . We then construct explicitly the free N∞-algebra over a finite G-set A as the nerve of
an I-normed symmetric monoidal groupoid F(A) and we use a 2-categorical unfurling to construct a functor
θ : AI → N∞-AlgI which sends A to the free N∞-algebra over A. Finally, we prove Theorem A (Theorem
4.4.8) by showing that the left Kan extension of θ : AI → N∞-AlgI along the Yoneda embedding AI → MackI
is an equivalence of ∞-categories.

In Appendix A, we show a way to see the (2, 1)-category of I-normed symmetric monoidal groupoids as a
full subcategory of N∞-AlgI . In Appendix B, we prove results about different model structures on G-operads
that we use in Section 2 and Section 4.

1.3. Notation and conventions Throughout this paper, G is a finite group and for every category C, we
denote by CG the category of G-objects in C. A G-category is an internal category to SetG or, equivalently, a G-
object in the category of categories. If C and D are G-categories, then we denote by FunG(C, D) the category of
G-functors and G-natural transformations between C and D and by Fun(C,D) the G-category of nonequivariant
functors and nonequivariant natural transformations. We denote by CatG the 2-category of small G-categories.
For every closed symmetric monoidal category C, we denote by Op(C) the category of operads in C. If O is an
operad in C, then we denote by On its n-th level, that is the associated object of CΣn .
In this paper, by ∞-category we mean quasi-category and we denote by S the ∞-category of spaces.

1.4. Acknowledgements The work presented in this paper is a part of my PhD project. I would like to thank
my PhD supervisor Magdalena Kędziorek for her guidance and various enlightening conversations. I would also
like to thank Miguel Barrero and Niall Taggart for their very helpful comments on an earlier draft of this paper.
During the writing of this paper, the author was supported by an NWO grant Vidi.203.004.

2. Preliminaries on N∞-operads

2.1. N∞-operads and G-indexing systems In this subsection, we recall Blumberg and Hill’s notions of
N∞-operads in the setting of G-simplicial sets, of G-indexing systems, and the relation between them. We refer
the reader to [BH15] or [Rub21] for more details on the subject.

Definition 2.1.1. Let n ≥ 0. A graph subgroup of G×Σn is a subgroup Γ ⊆ G×Σn that intersects {1G}×Σn
trivially.

We recall the definition of an N∞-operad in G-simplicial sets.
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Definition 2.1.2 ([Rub21, Definition 2.6]). An N∞-operad is an operad in the category SSetG such that:

1. for every n ≥ 0, the action of Σn on On is free;

2. for every graph subgroup Γ ⊆ G× Σn, the simplicial set (On)Γ is either contractible or empty;

3. the simplicial sets (O2)
G and (O0)

G are nonempty.

Recall now that graph subgroups can be characterized in terms of finite equivariant sets over subgroups of G.

Lemma 2.1.3 ([Rub21, Lemma 2.4]). For every graph subgroup Γ ⊆ G×Σn, there is a unique subgroup H ⊆ G
and a homomorphism σ : H → Σn such that Γ = {(h, σ(h)) | h ∈ H}.

For every finite H-set T , we choose once and for all an ordering T ≃ {1, . . . , |T |}. The previous lemma gives
a correspondence between finite H-sets and graph subgroups. If H ⊆ G is a subgroup of G and T a finite
H-set, we denote by ΓT ⊆ G× Σ|T | the graph subgroup associated to the homomorphism σ : H → Σ|T | which
corresponds to T through the chosen ordering on T . If O is an N∞-operad, then we consider, for every subgroup
H ⊆ G, the following set

IO(H) = {T ∈ FinH |
(
O|T |

)ΓT ̸= ∅}.
As proven in [BH15, Theorem 1.2], these collections of equivariant finite sets form a G-indexing system in the
sense of the following definition.

Definition 2.1.4 ([Rub21, Definition 2.12]). A G-indexing system I consists, for every subgroup H ⊆ G, of a
class I(H) of finite H-sets satisfying the following conditions:

1. for every subgroup H ⊆ G, the class I(H) contains all trivial H-sets;

2. for every subgroup H ⊆ G and finite H-sets A and B such that B ≃ A in FinH , if B ∈ I(H), then
A ∈ I(H);

3. for every sequence of subgroups K ⊆ H ⊆ G and finite H-set A, if A ∈ I(H), then ResHK A ∈ I(K);

4. for every subgroup H ⊆ G, g ∈ G and finite H-set A, if A ∈ I(H), then cgA ∈ I(Hg);

5. for every subgroup H ⊆ G and finite H-sets A and B, if B ⊆ A and A ∈ I(H), then B ∈ I(H);

6. for every subgroup H ⊆ G and finite H-sets A and B, if A ∈ I(H) and B ∈ I(H), then A ⊔B ∈ I(H);

7. for every sequence of subgroups K ⊆ H ⊆ G and finite K-set A, if A ∈ I(K) and H/K ∈ I(H), then
IndHKA ∈ I(H).

Given a G-indexing system I, we say that a finite H-set T is admissible if it belongs to I(H). The G-indexing
systems form a poset under the inclusion that we denote by IG.

The N∞-operads for G form an ∞-category which can be defined as follows.

Definition 2.1.5. A morphism f : O → P of operads in SSetG is a genuine weak equivalence of G-operads if for
every graph subgroup Γ ⊆ G×Σn, the morphism fΓ : OnΓ → PnΓ is a weak homotopy equivalence of simplicial
sets. We denote by OpG the∞-category obtained from Op

(
SSetG

)
by inverting genuine weak equivalences and

respectively by N∞-Op and N∞-Op the full subcategories of Op
(
SSetG

)
and OpG spanned by N∞-operads.

The ∞-category of N∞-operads is equivalent to the poset of G-indexing systems.

Theorem 2.1.6. The functor N∞-Op→ IG which sends an N∞-operad O to its associated G-indexing system
IO sends genuinely weakly equivalent N∞-operads to the same G-indexing system. Moreover, the induced functor
N∞-Op→ IG is an equivalence of ∞-categories.

Proof. Combining [BH15, Theorem 1.2] and [BH15, Proposition 5.5], one deduces that the functor N∞-Op→ IG
sends genuinely weakly equivalent N∞-operads to the same G-indexing system and that the induced functor
N∞-Op → IG is fully faithful. The fact that this functor is essentially surjective follows independently from
[GW18, Theorem 4.7], [Rub21, Theorem 7.2], and [BP21, corollary IV].
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2.2. The ∞-categories of N∞-algebras Throughout the rest of this paper, I denotes a G-indexing system.
In this subsection, we define the ∞-category N∞-AlgI of N∞-algebras for the G-indexing system I. We recall
first the definition of genuine weak equivalences and of the ∞-category of G-equivariant spaces.

Definition 2.2.1. A morphism f : X → Y in SSetG is a genuine weak equivalence if, for every subgroup H ⊆ G,
the morphism fH : XH → Y H is a weak homotopy equivalence in SSet. The∞-category of G-equivariant spaces
SG is the ∞-category obtained from SSetG by inverting genuine weak equivalences.

If O is an operad in SSetG, then we can define the ∞-category of O-algebras.

Definition 2.2.2. Let O be an operad in SSetG. A morphism f : X → Y in AlgO
(
SSetG

)
is a genuine weak

equivalence of O-algebras if U(f) : U(X)→ U(Y ) is a genuine weak equivalence with U : AlgO
(
SSetG

)
→ SSetG

the forgetful functor. The ∞-category of O-algebras AlgO is the ∞-category obtained from AlgO
(
SSetG

)
by

inverting genuine weak equivalences of O-algebras.

The ∞-category AlgO admits the following useful description.

Proposition 2.2.3. The category AlgO
(
SSetG

)
admits a combinatorial and simplicial model structure right

induced from the genuine model structure on SSetG through the free-forgetful adjunction

F : SSetG ⇄ AlgO
(
SSetG

)
: U.

Moreover, the ∞-category AlgO is equivalent to the homotopy coherent nerve of the simplicial subcategory of
AlgO

(
SSetG

)
spanned by objects which are fibrant and cofibrant.

Proof. The category SSetG is a monoidal model category with a cofibrant unit and with a symmetric monoidal
fibrant replacement functor given by Ex∞. Moreover, the monoidal structure is given by the cartesian product
and it follows that the classical interval object ∆1 is endowed with a unique structure of cocommutative coalge-
bra. It follows from [BM07, Theorem 2.1] that the right induced model structure on AlgO

(
SSetG

)
exists. If X

is an O-algebra and if K is a simplicial set, then the power XK in SSetG is naturally endowed with the structure
of an O-algebra and this construction induces a structure of simplicial model category on AlgO

(
SSetG

)
. Finally,

the second part of the proposition follows from [Lur17, Theorem 1.3.4.20].

Remark 2.2.4. In this paper, we chose to work with G-simplicial sets instead of G-topological spaces. There is
a monoidal Quillen equivalence

|−| : SSetG ⇄ TopG : Sing

between SSetG and TopG respectively endowed with the genuine model structures. The functor |−| : SSetG →
TopG preserves weak equivalences and it follows from [BM03, Theorem 4.7] that, given an operad O in SSetG,
the∞-categories AlgO and Alg|O| are equivalent. Moreover, the functor |−| preserves finite limits and it follows
that the operad |O| is an N∞-operad in TopG if and only if O is an N∞-operad in SSetG and the G-indexing
systems associated to O and |O| are the same.
The ∞-category of N∞-algebras for the G-indexing system I is well defined and does not depend on the choice
of an N∞-operad.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let O and P be two N∞-operads associated to I. The ∞-categories AlgO and AlgP are
equivalent.

Proof. By [BH15, Corollary 5.3] and Proposition B.0.9, it is enough to show that every N∞-operad with as-
sociated G-indexing system I is I-cofibrant in the sense of Definition B.0.3. This follows directly from the
characterization of I-cofibrations given by [Ste16, Proposition 2.16].

We denote by N∞-AlgI the ∞-category of N∞-algebras for the G-indexing system I. This ∞-category can be
realized as AlgO for any N∞-operad O with associated G-indexing system I. In this paper, we chose to use
Rubin’s combinatorial model of such an operad [Rub21] that we describe explicitly in Subsection 3.2.
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3. Normed symmetric monoidal categories

In this section, we recall Rubin’s notion of I-normed symmetric monoidal categories and we give an explicit
description of the operad SMI in CatG whose algebras in CatG are I-normed symmetric monoidal categories.
The operad SMI lives in the category of G-groupoids and its nerve N(SMI) is an N∞-operad with associated
G-indexing system I. The description that we give of SMI is equivalent, but slightly different to the one given
by Rubin in [Rub21] and [Rub20]. Our description will be useful to give an explicit construction of the free
N∞-algebras over finite G-sets in terms of I-normed symmetric monoidal groupoids, which is a part of the
construction of the equivalence of Theorem A.

3.1. Preliminaries on I-normed symmetric monoidal categories In this subsection, we recall Rubin’s
notion of I-normed symmetric monoidal categories. We refer the reader to [Rub20] for more details on the
topic.

Definition 3.1.1. Let H ⊆ G be a subgroup, T a finite H-set and C a G-category. Denote by C×T the
H-category given by the |T |-fold cartesian power C|T | endowed with the H-action given on objects by

h ·
(
X1, . . . , X|T |

)
=

(
hXσ(h)−11, . . . , hXσ(h)−1|T |

)
and by the same formula on morphisms where σ : H → Σ|T | is the homomorphism which corresponds to the
action of T through the bijection T ≃ {1, . . . , |T |} given by the chosen ordering on T . A T -external norm is an
H-functor C×T → C.

Definition 3.1.2 ([Rub20, Definition 2.3]). An I-normed symmetric monoidal category C is a G-symmetric
monoidal category (C,⊗, e, α, λ, ρ, β) together with:

1. a T -external norm
⊗

T : C×T → C for every subgroup H ⊆ G and admissible H-set T ;

2. (untwistors) a nonequivariant natural isomorphism

vT :
⊗

T (X1, . . . , X|T |)→
⊗

|T |
(
X1, . . . , X|T |

)
for every admissible H-set T such that for every h ∈ H, the diagram

h
⊗

T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

) ⊗
T

(
hXσ(h)−11, . . . , hXσ(h)−1|T |

)
⊗

|T |
(
hXσ(h)−11, . . . , hXσ(h)−1|T |

)

h
⊗

|T |
(
X1, . . . , X|T |

) ⊗
|T |

(
hX1, . . . , hX|T |

)

id

hvT

vT

σ(h)−1

id

commutes where
⊗

|T |
(
X1, . . . , X|T |

)
denotes the |T |-fold tensor product and the morphism σ(h)−1 de-

notes the canonical isomorphism given by the symmetric monoidal structure of C which permutes the
factors of

⊗
|T | by σ(h)−1.

Definition 3.1.3 ([Rub20, Definition 2.5]). Let C and D be two I-normed symmetric monoidal categories. A
lax I-normed functor ϕ : C → D consists of the following data:

1. a G-functor ϕ : C → D;

2. a G-fixed morphism ϕe : e
D → ϕeC ;

3. a G-natural transformation ϕ⊗ : ϕX ⊗D ϕY → ϕ
(
X ⊗C Y

)
;
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4. for every admissible H-set T , an H-natural transformation

ϕ⊗
T
:
⊗D

T

(
ϕX1, . . . , ϕX|T |

)
→ ϕ

(⊗C
T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
such that the usual lax symmetric monoidal diagrams relating α, λ, ρ, β to the maps ϕe and ϕ⊗ commute
and such that the square

⊗D
T

(
ϕX1, . . . , ϕX|T |

) ⊗D
|T |

(
ϕX1, . . . , ϕX|T |

)

ϕ
(⊗C

T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
ϕ
(⊗C

|T |
(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
vDT

ϕ⊗
T

ϕ⊗
|T |

vCT

commutes for every admissible H-set T where ϕ⊗
|T |

is the map constructed with iterations of ϕ⊗ and
ϕe. A lax I-normed functor is a strong I-normed functor (resp. strict I-normed functor) if the natural
transformations ϕe, ϕ⊗ and ϕ⊗

T
are isomorphisms (resp. identities).

If ϕ : C → D and ψ : D → E are lax I-normed functors, then their composition ψ ◦ ϕ is also canonically a lax
I-normed functor. The morphism (ψ ◦ ϕ)e is given by the composition

eE
ψe−→ ψeD

ψ(ϕe)−→ (ψ ◦ ϕ)eC ,

the morphism (ψ ◦ ϕ)⊗ by the composition

((ψ ◦ ϕ)X)⊗E ((ψ ◦ ϕ)Y )
ψ⊗−→ ψ

(
ϕX ⊗D ϕY

) ψ(ϕ⊗)−→ (ψ ◦ ϕ)
(
X ⊗C Y

)
and, for every admissible finite H-set T , the morphism (ψ ◦ ϕ)⊗T is given by the composition

⊗
T

(
(ψ ◦ ϕ)X1, . . . , (ψ ◦ ϕ)X|T |

) ψ⊗
T−→ ψ

(⊗
T

(
ϕX1, . . . , ψX|T |

)) ψ(ϕ⊗
T
)

−→ (ψ ◦ ϕ)
(⊗

T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
.

If ϕ and ψ are strong I-normed functors (resp. strict), then ψ ◦ ϕ is also a strong I-normed functor (resp.
strict).

Definition 3.1.4 ([Rub20, Definition 2.6]). Let C and D be I-normed symmetric monoidal categories and
ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D a pair of lax I-normed functors. An I-normed natural transformation ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ is a G-natural
transformation ω : ϕ⇒ ψ such that the usual monoidal transformation squares relating ϕe, ψe, ϕ⊗ and ψ⊗ to
ω commute and such that the square

⊗D
T

(
ϕX1, . . . , ϕX|T |

) ⊗D
T

(
ψX1, . . . , ψX|T |

)

ϕ
(⊗C

T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
ψ
(⊗C

T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))

⊗
T (ω,...,ω)

ϕ⊗
T

ψ⊗
T

ω

commutes for every admissible H-set T .

Notation 3.1.5. The structure of 2-category of CatG lifts to I-normed symmetric monoidal categories and we
denote by ISMLax (resp. ISMStg and ISMSt) the 2-category of I-normed symmetric monoidal categories,
lax I-normed functors (resp. strong and strict) and I-normed natural transformations.
The category of strong I-normed functors ISMStg(C,D) between two I-normed symmetric monoidal categories
C and D is naturally endowed with the structure of a symmetric monoidal category.
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Proposition 3.1.6. Let ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D be two strong I-normed functors. The composition

ϕ⊗ ψ : C ∆−→ C × C ϕ×ψ−→ D ×D ⊗D−→ D

is naturally endowed with a structure of strong I-normed functor. Moreover, if τ1 : ϕ1 ⇒ ϕ2 and τ2 : ψ1 ⇒ ψ2

are two I-normed natural transformations between strong I-normed functors, the natural transformation τ1⊗τ2
defined as

⊗
D ◦(τ1 × τ2) ◦∆ is a I-normed natural transformation between ϕ1 ⊗ ψ1 and ϕ2 ⊗ ψ2. Given two

I-normed symmetric monoidal categories C and D, these constructions endow ISMStg(C,D) with the structure
of a symmetric monoidal category.

Proof. The G-fixed isomorphism (ϕ⊗ ψ)e is the composition

eD ≃ eD ⊗ eD
ϕe⊗ψe−→ ϕ(eC)⊗ ψ(eC),

the G-natural transformation (ϕ⊗ ψ)⊗ is given by the composition

(ϕ(X)⊗ ψ(X))⊗ (ϕ(Y )⊗ ψ(Y )) ≃ (ϕ(X)⊗ ϕ(Y ))⊗ (ψ(Y )⊗ ψ(Y ))
(ϕ⊗)⊗(ψ⊗)
≃ ϕ(X ⊗ Y )⊗ ψ(X ⊗ Y )

and, for every admissible H-set T , the H-natural transformation (ϕ⊗ ψ)⊗
T

is given by the composition⊗
T

(
ϕ (X1)⊗ ψ (X1) , . . . , ϕ

(
X|T |

)
⊗ ψ

(
X|T |

))
α≃
(⊗

T

(
ϕ (X1) , . . . , ϕ

(
X|T |

)))
⊗

(⊗
T

(
ψ (X1) , . . . , ψ

(
X|T |

)))
(ϕ⊗

T )⊗(ψ
⊗
T )≃ ϕ

(⊗
T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
⊗ ψ

(⊗
T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

))
where α is the H-natural transformation given by the composition⊗

T

(
ϕ (X1)⊗ ψ (X1) , . . . , ϕ

(
X|T |

)
⊗ ψ

(
X|T |

))
vT≃

⊗
|T |

(
ϕ (X1)⊗ ψ (X1) , . . . , ϕ

(
X|T |

)
⊗ ψ

(
X|T |

))
≃
(⊗

|T |
(
ϕ (X1) , . . . , ϕ

(
X|T |

)))
⊗
(⊗

|T |
(
ψ (X1) , . . . , ψ

(
X|T |

)))
vT

−1⊗vT−1

≃
(⊗

T

(
ϕ (X1) , . . . , ϕ

(
X|T |

)))
⊗

(⊗
T

(
ψ (X1) , . . . , ψ

(
X|T |

)))
.

A direct inspection shows that ϕ⊗ψ is a strong I-normed functor and that the result also stands on I-normed
natural transformations. The structural morphisms of the symmetric monoidal category ISMStg(C,D) are
given componentwise by the ones of D.

Remark 3.1.7. Note that if ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D is a pair of strict I-normed functors, then the strong I-normed functor
ϕ⊗ ψ is not strict in general. In particular, the previous proposition fails for strict I-normed functors.
It follows from Proposition 3.1.6 that the 2-category ISMStg is a SMC-category in the sense of [Gui10,
Definition 2.1]. Moreover, ISMStg admits finite products and is, in particular, a semi-additive 2-category.

Proposition 3.1.8. The 2-category ISMStg is semi-additive.

Proof. Let C and D be two I-normed symmetric monoidal categories. The product C×D is canonically endowed
with a structure of I-normed symmetric monoidal category which is the cartesian product of C and D in the
2-category ISMStg. The final G-category ∗ is also canonically a I-normed symmetric monoidal category and
is a zero object in the 2-category ISMStg. If we denote by 0C,D : C → D the strong I-normed functor constant
on eD, then we have to show that C×D endowed with the strong I-normed functors iC = (idC , 0C,D) : C → C×D
and iD = (0D,C , idD) : D → C × D is the coproduct of C and D in ISMStg. More precisely, if we denote by
pC : C × D → C and pD : C × D → D the projections, then we prove that the functor

((−) ◦ pC)⊗ ((−) ◦ pD) : ISMStg(C, E)× ISMStg(D, E)→ ISMStg(C × D, E)
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which sends a pair of strong I-normed functors ϕ : C → E and ψ : D → E to (ϕ ◦ pC)⊗ (ψ ◦ pD) is an inverse of
the functor

((−) ◦ iC , (−) ◦ iC) : ISMStg(C × D, E)→ ISMStg(C, E)× ISMStg(D, E).

Given a pair of strong I-normed functors ϕ : C → E and ψ : D → E , we have ((ϕ ◦ pC) ⊗ (ψ ◦ pC)) ◦ iC =
ϕ⊗ 0C,E ≃ ϕ and ((ϕ ◦ pC)⊗ (ψ ◦ pC)) ◦ iD = 0D,E ⊗ ψ ≃ ψ and if ζ : C × D → E is a strong I-normed functor,
then (ζ ◦ iC ◦ pC) ⊗ (ζ ◦ iD ◦ pD) is the strong I-normed functor which sends an object (X,Y ) of C × D to

ζ(X, eD)⊗ ζ(eC , Y )
ζ⊗≃ ζ (X ⊗ eC , Y ⊗ eD) ≃ ζ(X,Y ) and the result follows.

3.2. Rubin’s combinatorial models of N∞-operads In this subsection, we give an explicit description
of the operad SMI in CatG defined in [Rub21] and [Rub20] whose algebras in CatG are I-normed symmetric
monoidal categories. We then use this description to give a short proof of the fact that the operad EI = N(SMI)
is an N∞-operad associated with our chosen G-indexing system I.
Construction 3.2.1. If X is a G-set, then the translation G-groupoid X̃ of X is the G-category defined by the
following diagram

(X ×X)×X (X ×X) ≃ X ×X ×X X ×X X.
(p1, p3)

p2

p1

∆

The associated functor (̃−) : SetG → CatG is a right adjoint of the object functor Ob : CatG → SetG and in
particular preserves limits. It follows that if O is an operad in SetG, then Õ is canonically an operad in CatG.

Definition 3.2.2. The operad SMI is the operad F̃ (SI) with F (SI) the free operad in the category SetG over
the symmetric sequence SI defined by

(SI)n =
⊔

T∈I, |T |=n

G× Σn
ΓT

.

We will now give an explicit description of F (SI). The construction of the free operad over a symmetric sequence
in SetG can be made explicit in general, as in section 5 of [Rub21] for instance, though its general description
can be complicated to handle. However, if we denote by VI the nonsymmetric sequence of G-sets defined by

(VI)n =
⊔

H⊆G, |T |=n,
T∈I(H)

G/H,

the choice for every subgroup H ⊆ G of a set of coset representatives of G/H induces a nonequivariant iso-
morphism of symmetric sequences SI ≃ VI × Σ∗ where Σ∗ denotes the symmetric sequence of sets given by
the symmetric groups. If we forget the action of G, then it follows that the operad F (SI) can be described
as the product F (VI) × Σ∗ with F (VI) the free nonsymmetric operad over the sequence VI . We recall now
the construction of the nonsymmetric operad F (VI) in Set in terms of planar rooted trees and we then give an
explicit description of the required G-action on F (SI).

Construction 3.2.3. For every subgroup H ⊆ G, choose a set of coset representatives {1G = g1, . . . , g[G:H]} of
G/H. Consider the formal symbols r

⊗
T and id with r a G/H coset representative and T an admissible H-set.

A formal external norm is a formal composite of the previous symbols defined by recursion as follows:

1. the symbol id is a formal external norm;

2. if θ1, . . . , θ|T | are formal external norms, then r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
is a formal external norm.

If θ is a formal external norm, then its length |θ| is defined by the following recursion:

1. if θ = id, then |θ| = 1;
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2. if θ = r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
, then |θ| = |θ1|+ · · ·+ |θ|T ||.

The nonsymmetric operad F (VI) in Set can now be described as the operad whose set of n-ary operations
F (VI)n is the one of formal external norms of length n. The identity of F (VI) is id and if θ and τ1, . . . , τn are
formal external norms with |θ| = n, their composition γ (θ, τ1, . . . , τn) is defined by recursion as follows:

1. if θ = id, then γ(θ, τ1) = τ1;

2. if θ = r
⊗

T (θ1, . . . , θk), then

γ(θ, τ1, . . . , τn) = r
⊗

T

(
γ
(
θ1, τ1, . . . , τ|θ1|

)
, . . . , γ

(
θk, τ|θ|−|θk|, . . . , τn

))
.

There is an action of G on formal external norms defined by recursion as follows:

1. if θ = id, then g · θ = θ;

2. if θ = r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
, then g · θ = r′

⊗
T

(
h · θσ(h)−11, . . . , h · θσ(h)−1|T |

)
with r′ the chosen coset

representative of gr and h the unique element of H such that gr = r′h and where σ : H → Σ|T | is the
homomorphism which corresponds to T through the chosen ordering T ≃ {1, . . . , |T |}.

The G-action on formal external norms is compatible with the operadic structure of F (VI) and it follows that
F (VI) is canonically an operad in SetG.

Remark 3.2.4. As we already mentioned, F (VI) is the free nonsymmetric operad in Set over the sequence

(VI)n =
⊔

H⊆G, |T |=n,
T∈I(H)

G/H,

and it follows that a formal external norm can be seen as a planar rooted tree with n-ary nodes decorated with
the symbols r

⊗
T with T an admissible H-set of cardinality n and r a chosen coset representative of G/H and

where leaves represent occurrences of the identity id. The figure below shows an example

r1
⊗

T1
.

r2
⊗

T2

r4
⊗

∅ id r5
⊗

∅

id id r3
⊗

T3

r6
⊗

∅ r7
⊗

∅

Note that for the construction of F (VI), the choices for every subgroup H of G, of orderings on admissible
H-sets, and of coset representatives of G/H, play only a role in the definition of the G-action. The choices of
coset representatives of G/H correspond to the necessary choices to construct the nonequivariant isomorphism
SI ≃ VI ×Σ∗ with Σ∗ the symmetric sequence associated to the symmetric groups. Moreover, note that F (VI)
is the free operad over VI only in the category Set and not as an operad in SetG.

Notation 3.2.5. If δ1 ∈ Σk1 , . . . , δn ∈ Σkn and δ ∈ Σn are permutations, then we denote by δ ⟨δ1, . . . , δn⟩ the
permutation δ(k1, . . . , kn) ◦

⊔n
i=1 δi ∈ Σk1+···+kn with δ(k1, . . . , kn) the block permutation.

We can now give the promised explicit description of the G-action on the operad F (SI).

Construction 3.2.6. Let θ be a formal external norm and g an element of G. We define a permutation ωθ(g) in
Σ|θ| by recursion as follows:

1. if θ = id, then ωθ(g) = idΣ1
;

2. if θ = r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
, then ωθ(g) = σ(h)

〈
ωθ1(h), . . . , ωθ|T |(h)

〉
with h and σ : H → Σ|T | given as in

the definition of the G-action on formal external norms.
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The G-action on the operad F (SI) is now defined on an element (θ, δ) of F (SI)n = F (VI)n × Σn by

g · (θ, δ) = (g · θ, ωθ(g) ◦ δ) .

Remark 3.2.7. We can verify by induction that the action on formal external norms is well-defined. If θ is a
formal external norm and g and g′ elements of G, we can check by induction that g′(gθ) = g′gθ. First note
that the result is trivial for θ = id. Assume now that θ = r

⊗
T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
and that the result is true for

θ1, . . . , θ|T |. If we write gr = r′h and g′r′ = r′′h′, we have

g′(gθ) =g′r′
⊗

T

(
hθσ(h)−11, . . . , hθσ(h)−1|T |

)
= r′′

⊗
T

(
h′hθσ(h′h)−11, . . . , h

′hθσ(h′h)−1|T |
)

=g′gθ.

A similar argument shows that ωgθ(g′) ◦ ωθ(g) = ωθ(g
′g) and thus the action of G on F (SI) is also well

defined. As a consequence, if θ is a H-fixed formal external norm, the restriction of ωθ : G → Σ|θ| to H is a
homomorphism.

Remark 3.2.8. If θ is a H-fixed formal external norm, the homomorphism ωθ : H → Σ|θ| depends on the chosen
orderings on the admissible H-sets appearing in θ and on the choices of coset representatives of G/H. However,
up to isomorphism, the corresponding H-set does not depend on these choices.

Notation 3.2.9. If θ is a H-fixed formal external norm, we denote by Tθ the finite H-set that corresponds to the
homomorphism ωθ : H → Σ|θ|.

Remark 3.2.10. An operation (θ, δ) of F (SI) can be seen as the planar rooted tree which corresponds to θ with
an ordering on the leaves given by the permutation δ.

r1
⊗

T1

r2
⊗

T2

r4
⊗

∅ δ(1) r5
⊗

∅

δ(2) δ(3) r3
⊗

T3

r6
⊗

∅ r7
⊗

∅

If θ is a formal external norm and g an element of G, the permutation ωθ(g) corresponds to the permutation of
the leaves obtained by acting on θ with g.

Notation 3.2.11. In what follows, if T is an admissible finite H-set, then we denote by
⊗

T the formal external
norm 1G

⊗
T (id, . . . , id). If θ is any formal external norm, then we denote also by θ the operation

(
θ, idΣ|θ|

)
of

F (SI).

In order to show that the description of the G-action of F (SI) that we gave is the right one, we show now,
under our description, that F (SI) is the free operad in SetG over the symmetric sequence SI .

Proposition 3.2.12. The G-operad F (SI) is the free operad in SetG over the symmetric sequence SI .

Proof. Note first that, given a symmetric sequence of G-sets S, a morphism SI → S is the data of, for every
admissible H-set T , a ΓT -fixed element of S|T |. The operation

⊗
T of F (SI) is ΓT -fixed and we thus get a

morphism SI → F (SI) of symmetric sequences of G-sets. Consider now any morphism of symmetric sequences
ϕ : SI → O with O any G-operad. For every admissible H-set T , denote by

⊗O
T the ΓT -fixed operation of O

which corresponds to ϕ. If θ is a formal external norm, consider the operation Φ(θ) of O defined by the following
recursion:

1. if θ = id, then Φ(θ) = idO;

2. if θ = r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
, then Φ(θ) = r · γ

(⊗O
T ,Φ (θ1) , . . . ,Φ

(
θ|T |

))
.
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We can now define a morphism of G-operads Φ : F (SI)→ O by setting Φ(θ, δ) = Φ(θ) · δ. It is clear that Φ is
a morphism of operads in Set and that it is the unique morphism that extends ϕ. We must now check that Φ
is G-equivariant. Consider any operation (θ, δ) in F (SI). We have to show by induction that, for every g in G,

Φ(gθ, ωθ(g) · δ) = gΦ(θ, δ).

If θ is the identity id, then the result is trivially verified. Let us suppose now by induction that θ =
r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
and that the result is known for θ1, . . . , θ|T |. If we follow again the notation from the definition

of the G-action on formal external norms, then we have

Φ(gθ, ωθ(g) ◦ δ) =r′γ
(⊗O

T ,Φ
(
hθσ(h)−11

)
, . . . ,Φ

(
hθσ(h)−1|T |

))
· (ωθ(g) ◦ δ)

=r′γ
(⊗O

T ,Φ
(
hθσ(h)−11

)
, . . . ,Φ

(
hθσ(h)−1|T |

))
·
(
σ(h)

〈
ω1(h), . . . , ω|T |(h)

〉
◦ δ

)
=r′γ

((⊗O
T , σ(h)

)
,Φ (hθ1, ωθ1(h)) , . . . ,Φ

(
hθ|T |, ωθ|T |(h)

))
· δ

=r′γ
(
h
⊗O

T , hΦ (θ1) , . . . , hΦ
(
θ|T |

))
· δ

=gΦ (θ, δ) .

We deduce from Proposition 3.2.12 that Rubin’s coherence theorem applies in our situation.

Theorem 3.2.13 ([Rub20, Theorem 5.6]). The 2-categories ISMLax, ISMStg and ISMSt are respectively
equivalent to the 2-categories AlgLaxSMI

, AlgStgSMI
and AlgStSMI

in the sense of Notation A.0.4.

Notation 3.2.14. In what follows, we denote by EI the operad N(SMI) in SSetG.
The following corollary is a direct consequence of Proposition A.0.8.

Corollary 3.2.15. There is a fully faithful simplicial functor ISMSt → AlgEI

(
SSetG

)
which sends an I-

normed symmetric monoidal category C to its nerve N(C) where the strict 2-category ISMSt is seen as a
simplicial category.

We will now show that the operad EI is an N∞-operad with associated G-indexing system I. We start with the
following proposition which is a reformulation in terms of our description of SMI of [Rub21, Theorem 4.6].

Proposition 3.2.16. Let H ⊆ G be a subgroup and θ an H-fixed formal external norm. The finite H-set Tθ is
admissible (see Notation 3.2.9).

Proof. We show the result by induction on θ. Note first that if θ is the identity id, then Tid is the final G-set
∗ which is admissible by axiom 1 of Definition 2.1.4. Assume now that θ = r

⊗
T

(
τ1, . . . , τ|T |

)
with T an

admissible K-set and r a chosen coset representative of G/K with K ⊆ G any subgroup. It follows from the
fact that θ is H-fixed that the coset of G/K represented by r is H-fixed and thus H ⊆ rK. If we denote by
T ′ the H-set Res

rK
H cr−1T and by θ′ the formal external norm

⊗
T ′

(
τ1, . . . , τ|T |

)
, then there is an isomorphism

Tθ ≃ Tθ′ of finite H-sets and the result stands for θ if it stands for θ′. We can now assume without loss of
generality that θ =

⊗
T

(
τ1, . . . , τ|T |

)
with T an admissible H-set. Choose a decomposition T ≃

⊔n
i=1H/Ki

and denote by αi : {1, . . . , [H : Ki]} → {1, . . . , |T |} the map which corresponds to the inclusion H/Ki ↪→ T
through the ordering of T . If we denote by θi the formal external norm

⊗
H/Ki

(
ταi(1), . . . , ταi([H:Ki])

)
, then

we have Tθ ≃
⊔n
i=1 Tθi and using axioms 6 and 5 of Definition 2.1.4, the result stands for θ if and only if it

stands for every θj . We can now assume without loss of generality that T = H/K. Since the formal external
norm θ =

⊗
H/K

(
τ1, . . . , τ[H:K]

)
is H-fixed, we have for every h in H that hτσ(h)−1j = τj and we deduce that

τ1 is K-fixed and that hjτ1 = τj with hj a representative of the j-th coset of H/K through the chosen ordering
of H/K. By induction, we can assume that the K-set Tτ1 is admissible and we obtain that Tθ ≃ IndHK Tτ1 . The
result now follows from axiom 7 of Definition 2.1.4.
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We can now show that EI is an N∞-operad with associated G-indexing system I.
Proposition 3.2.17. The operad EI in SSetG is an N∞-operad with I as its G-indexing system.

Proof. Let Γ ⊆ G× Σn be any subgroup. The functors (̃−) and N preserve limits and it follows that

(EI)nΓ ≃ N
(

˜
F (SI)n

Γ

)
.

For every G-set X, the simplicial set N(X̃) is respectively contractible or empty if and only if X is non-empty
or empty and we deduce that (EI)nΓ is respectively contractible or empty if and only if F (SI)n

Γ is non-empty
or empty. The freeness of the symmetric actions on EI now follows from the freeness of the symmetric actions
on F (SI) by considering subgroups of G × Σn of the form {1G} × Λ with Λ ⊆ Σn. To conclude that EI is an
N∞-operad with I as G-indexing system, it is now enough to show that, for every finite H-set T , F (SI)n

ΓT

is not empty if and only if T is admissible. Assume first that T is admissible. The n-ary operation
⊗

T of
F (SI) is clearly fixed by ΓT and F (SI)n

ΓT is not empty. Suppose now that (θ, δ) is a n-ary operation of F (SI)
fixed by ΓT . If we denote by σ : H → Σn the homomorphism corresponding to T through the chosen ordering
T ≃ {1, . . . , |T |}, we deduce that θ is H-fixed and that ωθ(h) ◦ δ = δ ◦σ(h). The permutation δ can now be seen
as a H-equivariant isomorphism between Tθ and T and, by Proposition 3.2.16 and axiom 2 of Definition 2.1.4,
T is admissible. The result follows.

Remark 3.2.18. The ∞-category N∞-AlgI can now be described as the coherent nerve of the full simplicial
subcategory of AlgEI

(
SSetG

)
spanned by fibrant and cofibrant objects. In what follows, we will only use this

model for N∞-AlgI .

4. Mackey functors vs N∞-algebras

In this section, we define the I-effective Burnside category AI and we use the 2-categorical unfurling of [CLL23,
Definition 4.2.2] to construct a fully faithful functor G : AI → N∆

(
ISMSt(2,1)

)
with N∆ the homotopy

coherent nerve. We conclude the section by showing that G induces a functor θ : AI → N∞-AlgI whose
left Kan extension Θ : Fun×(AI

op,S) → N∞-AlgI along the Yoneda embedding AI → Fun×(AI
op,S) is an

equivalence of ∞-categories, which proves Theorem A.

4.1. Orbital subcategories and the I-effective Burnside category In this subsection, we explain how
the G-indexing system I leads to the definition of the I-effective Burnside category AI . We recall first from
[CLL23] the notion of orbital subcategory.

Definition 4.1.1. Let O be a small∞-category. The finite cocompletion of O denoted by FO is the full subcate-
gory of Psh(O) spanned by finite coproducts of representables. The∞-category FO admits finite coproducts and
satisfies the following universal property: for every ∞-category C which admits finite coproducts, the natural
functor O→ FO induces an equivalence of ∞-categories

Fun⊔(FO, C)→ Fun(O, C)

where Fun⊔(FO, C) is the full subcategory of Fun(FO, C) of those functors ϕ : FO → C which preserve finite
coproducts.

Example 4.1.2. The finite cocompletion of OG is equivalent to the category FinG.

Definition 4.1.3 ([CLL23, Definition 4.2.2]). Let O be a small∞-category. A wide subcategory T ⊆ O is orbital
if the base change of a morphism in FT along any morphism in FO exists and belongs to FT . Equivalently, for
every pullback diagram

A B

C D

u

v w

z

14



in Psh(O) with B, C and D in O, we can decompose A as a disjoint union
⊔n
i=1Ai of objects of O and, if we

write v through such decomposition as (vi)
n
i=1 :

⊔n
i=1Ai → C, then vi belongs to T. A small ∞-category C is

orbital if it is orbital when regarded as a subcategory of itself.

Example 4.1.4. For every G-indexing system J , the associated wide subcategory OJ of OG spanned by the
morphisms u : G/K → G/H such that H/Kg belongs in J (H), where g is a representative of the K-fixed coset
of G/H which corresponds to u, is orbital.

Definition 4.1.5. If O is an ∞-category and T an orbital subcategory of O, then we denote by A(O,T) the
effective Burnside category Aeff (FO,FO,FT) in the sense of [Bar17, Definition 5.10].

Proposition 4.1.6. Let O be an ∞-category and T an orbital subcategory of O. The ∞-category A(O,T) is
semi-additive.

Proof. Note first that, by definition of orbital categories and subcategories, the triple (FO,FO,FT) is disjunctive
in the sense of [Bar17, Definition 5.4]. The result now follows from an analogous proof of [Bar17, Proposition
4.3] in the case of disjunctive triples.

We now prove that the poset of G-indexing systems, and equivalently the poset of N∞-operads, is equivalent to
the poset of orbital subcategories of the orbit category OG.

Proposition 4.1.7. Denote by OrbG the poset of orbital subcategories of OG under inclusion. The morphism
of posets IG → OrbG which sends J to the orbital subcategory OJ of Example 4.1.4 is an isomorphism.

Proof. The category FinG is equivalent to the finite cocompletion of OG and there is an isomorphism of posets
between OrbG and the poset of wide, pullback stable, finite coproduct complete subcategories of FinG which
sends an orbital subcategory T ⊆ OG to its finite cocompletion FT seen as a wide subcategory of FinG. The
result now follows from [BH18, Theorem 1.4].

Definition 4.1.8. The I-effective Burnside category AI is the∞-category A(OG,OI) in the sense of Definition
4.1.5. A G-equivariant map u : A→ B between finite G-sets is admissible if it belongs to OI .

The following proposition gives a simple way to characterize admissible maps.

Proposition 4.1.9. Let u : A→ B be a G-equivariant map between finite G-sets. If we choose a decomposition
B ≃

⊔n
i=1G/Hi, then the map u is admissible if and only if for every i = 1, . . . , n, the finite Hi-set u−1(1GHi)

is admissible.

Proof. Choose a decomposition B ≃
⊔n
i=1G/Hi and write u as

⊔n
i=1 ui with ui : Ai → G/Hi where Ai =

u−1(G/Hi). By definition, the result stands for u if and only if it stands for every ui and we can assume
without loss of generality that B = G/H. Choose a decomposition A ≃

⊔m
j=1G/Kj and write u through this

decomposition as (uj)
m
j=1 with uj : G/Kj → G/H. By definition, u is admissible if and only if every uj is

admissible. Moreover, u−1(1GH) ≃
⊔m
j=1 u

−1
j (1GH), and if follows from axioms 5 and 6 of Definition 2.1.4 that

the result stands for u if and only if it stands for every ui and we can assume without loss of generality that
A = G/K. If u : G/K → G/H is now given by a K-fixed coset representative g of G/H, the result follows
from the fact that u−1(1GH) is exactly H/Kg which is by definition an admissible H-set if and only if u is
admissible.

The I-effective Burnside category AI induces a notion of I-Mackey functors.

Definition 4.1.10. An I-Mackey functor is a functor M : AI
op → S which preserves finite products. We

denote by MackI the ∞-category of I-Mackey functors Fun×(AI
op,S).

Remark 4.1.11. By Proposition 4.1.6, the ∞-category AI is semi-additive and it follows that the ∞-category
MackI is equivalent to the∞-category Fun⊕(AI ,MonE∞(S)) with MonE∞(S) the∞-category of E∞-monoids
in S. The∞-category MackI is thus a natural∞-categorical generalization of the category of classical I-Mackey
functors with value in commutative monoids.
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4.2. Unfurling for 2-categories and orbital categories In this subsection, we recall the 2-categorical
unfurling of [Len22, Proposition 2.24] in the case of A(O,T) with O a category and T ⊆ O an orbital subcategory
of O.

Proposition 4.2.1 ([Len22, Proposition 2.24]). Let C be a strict 2-category and let ϕ : FO → C be a strict
2-functor such that for every morphism u : A → B in FT , the 1-cell u! := ϕ(u) admits a right adjoint u∗
satisfying the Beck-Chevalley condition: for every pullback square in FO as on the left in

A B ϕ(A) ϕ(B)

C D ϕ(C) ϕ(D)

u

v w

u!

z z!

v∗ w∗

with vertical arrows in FT , the canonical mate depicted on the right is an isomorphism. Then there is a unique
functor Φ : A(O,T)→ N∆

(
C(2,1)

)
that sends a 2-simplex of the form

A

B C

D E F

ji

l

k n
m

to the 2-simplex
ϕ(E)

ϕ(D) ϕ(F )

n!m
∗l!k

∗

(nj)!(ki)
∗

given by the pasting
A

B C

D E F

j!

l!

i∗

n!k∗

(ki)∗

m∗

where C(2,1) is the (2, 1)-category obtained from C by throwing away the non invertible 2-cells.

Definition 4.2.2. Let C be a strict 2-category. A strict 2-functor ϕ : FO → C satisfies the T-Beck Chevalley
condition if it satifies the conditions of Proposition 4.2.1. In the case where O is OG and where T is the obital
subcategory OI of OG which corresponds to I, we say that ϕ satisfies the I-Beck-Chevalley condition.

Notation 4.2.3. Let D be a category with finite coproducts. If A1, . . . , An and B1, . . . , Bm are objects of D,
for every i = 1, . . . , n, fi : A → Bα(i) is a morphism in D and α : {1, . . . n} → {1, . . . ,m} is a map, then
we denote by ((fi)

n
i=1, α) :

⊔n
i=1Ai →

⊔m
j=1Bj the morphism (ια(i) ◦ fi)ni=1 with ιj : Bj →

⊔m
j=1Bj the

canonical morphism. Note that if E is a small category, then every morphism in FE can be written canonically
as ((fi)

n
i=1, α) :

⊔n
i=1Ai →

⊔m
j=1Bj with Ai and Bj in E.

In the case where C is a semi-additive strict 2-category, we now give a simple criterion to check whether a strict
2-functor ϕ : FO → C which preserves finite coproducts satisfies the T-Beck-Chevalley condition.
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Proposition 4.2.4. Let C be a semi-additive strict 2-category and ϕ : FO → C a strict 2-functor which preserves
finite coproducts. The strict 2-functor ϕ : FO → C satisfies the T-Beck-Chevalley condition if and only if for
every morphism u : A → B in FT with B in O, the 1-cell ϕ(u) := u! admits a right adjoint u∗ such that for
every pullback square in FO as on the left in

A B ϕ(A) ϕ(B)

C D ϕ(C) ϕ(D)

v

u

w

u!

z

v∗

z!

w∗

with w in FT , z in O and C and D in O, the canonical mate depicted in the right is an isomorphism. Moreover,
if a strict 2-functor ϕ : FO → C which preserves finite coproducts satisfies the T-Beck-Chevalley condition, the
induced functor Φ : A(O,T)→ N∆

(
C(2,1)

)
is semi-additive.

Proof. It is clear that the T-Beck-Chevalley condition implies the second condition of the proposition. Assume
now that ϕ satisfies the second condition. Let u : A → B be a morphism in FT . Choose a decomposition
B ≃

⊔p
k=1Bk with Bk in O through which u can be written as

⊔p
k=1 uk with uk : Ak → Bk in FT . By

assumptions, (uk)! admits a right adjoint (uk)
∗ and it follows that u! also admits a right adjoint given by

u∗ =
⊕p

k=1(uk)
∗. Consider now any pullback square

A B

C D

u

v w

z

(S)

in FO with v and w in FT . Choose decompositions C ≃
⊔n
i=1 Ci and D ≃

⊔m
j=1Dj with Ci and Dj in O through

which we have z = ((zi)
n
i=1, α) and w =

⊔m
j=1 wj with wj : Bj → Dj . For every i = 1, . . . , n , consider the

following pullback square
Ai Bα(i)

Ci Dα(i).

ui

vi wα(i)

zi

(Si)

By disjointness and universality of finite sums in FO, we have an isomorphism A ≃
⊔n
i=1Ai through which we

can write u and v respectively as ((ui)ni=1, α) :
⊔n
i=1Ai →

⊔m
j=1Bj and

⊔n
i=1 vi. The morphisms vi and wj both

belong in FT and (vi)! and (wj)! respectively admit right adjoints (vi)
∗ and (wj)

∗ by assumption. Moreover,
the mate ωi depicted in the following diagram associated to the square Si is an isomorphism by assumption

ϕ (Ai) ϕ
(
Bα(i)

)
ϕ(Ci) ϕ

(
Dα(i)

)
.

ωi

(ui)!

(zi)!

(vi)
∗ (wα(i))

∗

The morphisms w! =
⊕m

j=1(wj)! and v! =
⊕n

i=1(vi)! respectively admit right adjoints w∗ =
⊕m

j=1(wj)
∗ and

v∗ =
⊕n

i=1(vi)
∗ and by direct inspection, the mate ω depicted in the following diagram associated to the square

S
φ(A) ϕ(B)

ϕ(C) ϕ(D)

ω

u!

z!

v∗ w∗
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corresponds to (ωi,j)i,j through the equivalence

C(ϕ(C), ϕ(B)) ≃
n∏
i=1

m∏
j=1

C(ϕ(Ci), ϕ(Bj)),

where we define ωi,j by id0ϕ(Cj),ϕ(Bi) whenever α(i) ̸= j. Every ωi,j is an isomorphism and it follows that ω
is an isomorphism and that ϕ satisfies the T-Beck-Chevalley condition. If ϕ : FO → C is a strict 2-functor
which preserves finite coproducts, then it follows directly from [Bar17, Proposition 4.3] that the induced functor
Φ : A(O,T)→ N∆

(
C(2,1)

)
is semi-additive.

4.3. From AI to ISMSt In this subsection, we construct a strict 2-functor G : FinG → ISMSt which
satisfies the I-Beck Chevalley condition in the sense of Definition 4.2.2.

Notation 4.3.1. If n ≥ 0, we denote by ⟨n⟩ the finite set {1, . . . , n}.

Definition 4.3.2. Let A be a finite G-set. The G-category G(A) has as objects pairs (θ,L) with θ a formal
external norm and L =

(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

)
a sequence of elements of A. A morphism α :

(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
→(

τ,
(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

))
in G(A) is a map α : ⟨|θ|⟩ → ⟨|τ |⟩ such that ai = bα(i) for every i in ⟨|θ|⟩. The action of G on

G(A) is defined on objects by

g ·
(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
=

(
gθ,

(
gaωθ(g)−11, . . . , gaωθ(g)−1|θ|

))
and on a morphism α :

(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
→

(
τ,
(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

))
by g · α = ωτ (g) ◦ α ◦ ωθ(g)−1. It follows from

Remark 3.2.7 that these G-actions are well-defined. The G-category G(A) is an I-normed symmetric monoidal
category with the following structure:

1. the unit e is the object
(⊗

∅, ()
)

with () the empty list;

2. the tensor product ⊗ : G(A)× G(A)→ G(A) is defined on objects by

(θ,L1)⊗ (τ,L2) = (θ ⊗ τ,L1 ⊔ L2)

and on morphisms by α⊗ β = α⊔ β where θ⊗ τ is the formal external norm given by γ
(⊗

⟨2⟩, θ, τ
)

with
⟨2⟩ seen as a trivial G-set;

3. given an admissible H-set T , we define the external T -norm
⊗

T : G(A)×T → G(A) on objects by⊗
T

(
(θ1,L1), . . . ,

(
θ|T |,L|T |

))
=

(⊗
T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
,
⊔|T |
i=1 Li

)
.

and on morphisms by
⊗

T

(
α1, . . . , α|T |

)
=

⊔|T |
i=1 αi.

If X =
(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
is an object of G(A), then the length of X is the length of θ and we denote it by |X|.

If X, Y and Z are objects of G(A) with respective lengths n, m and k, the natural equivariant isomorphisms
αX,Y,Z : (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z), λX : e ⊗ X → X, ρX : X ⊗ e → X and βX,Y : X ⊗ Y → Y ⊗ X
are respectively given by the permutations 1Σn+m+k

, 1Σn , 1Σn and τ(n,m) with τ(n,m) the block permutation
associated to the unique non trivial permutation τ of Σ2. If X1, . . . , X|T | are objects of G(A) with respective
lengths n1, . . . , n|T |, the natural nonequivariant isomorphism vT :

⊗
T

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

)
→

⊗
|T |

(
X1, . . . , X|T |

)
is

given by the permutation 1Σn1+···+n|T |
.

Remark 4.3.3. If A is a finite G-set, an object
(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
of G(A) can be seen as the planar rooted tree

associated to θ where the i-th leaf represents ai.
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r1
⊗

T1

r2
⊗

T2

r4
⊗

∅ a1 a2

· · · · · · r3
⊗

T3

r5
⊗

∅ a|θ|

Notation 4.3.4. In what follows, given an element a of A, we will denote by a the object (id, (a)) of G(A). This
gives a canonical inclusion A ↪→ G(A).
The construction of Definition 4.3.2 is functorial. For every G-equivariant map u : A→ B, the definition of the
strict I-normed functor G(u) : G(A)→ G(B) is part of the following construction.
Construction 4.3.5. Let A and B be two finite G-sets and ϕ : A → G(B) a G-functor with A seen as a
discrete G-category. We define a strict I-normed functor G(ϕ) : G(A) → G(B) as follows: on an object
X =

(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
of G(A), the strict I-normed functor G(ϕ) is defined by the following recursion:

1. if θ = id, then G(ϕ)(X) = ϕ(a);

2. if θ = r
⊗

T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
, then

G(ϕ)(X) = r
⊗

T

(
G(ϕ)

(
θ1,

(
a1, . . . , a|θ1|

))
, . . . ,G(ϕ)

(
θ|T |,

(
a|θ|−|θ|T ||, . . . , a|θ|

)))
and on a morphism α :

(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
→

(
τ,
(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

))
, the map G(ϕ)(α) is defined by the block map

α
(
k1, . . . , k|θ|

) (
l1, . . . , l|τ |

)
:
〈
k1 + · · ·+ k|θ|

〉
→

〈
l1 + · · ·+ l|τ |

〉
which sends the copy of ⟨ki⟩ included in ⟨k1⟩⊔ · · ·⊔⟨kθ⟩ ≃

〈
k1 + · · ·+ k|θ|

〉
to the copy of ⟨ki⟩ =

〈
lα(i)

〉
included

in ⟨l1⟩ ⊔ · · · ⊔
〈
l|τ |

〉
≃

〈
l1 + · · ·+ l|τ |

〉
where ki and lj are respectively the length of the image of ai and bj

by ϕ (we use here that ai = bα(i)). This construction is functorial: if ϕ, ψ : A ⇒ G(B) are two G-functors
and ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ a G-natural transformation between them, then we obtain a I-normed natural transformation
G(ω) : G(ϕ)⇒ G(ψ) defined by

G(ω)(θ,(a1,...,a|θ|)) =
|θ|⊔
i=1

ωai .

We denote by G : FunG(A, G(B))→ ISMSt(G(A), G(B)) the functor provided by this construction.

Lemma 4.3.6. For finite G-sets A and B, the functor

G : FunG(A, G(B))→ ISMSt(G(A), G(B))

is fully faithful.

Proof. By definition, if ϕ, ψ : A ⇒ G(B) are two G-functors, then, because G(ϕ) and G(ψ) are strict I-normed
functors, an I-normed natural transformation Ω : G(ϕ) ⇒ G(ψ) is determined by its values on elements of A
and Ω must be equal to G(ω) where ω is the natural transformation ω : ϕ⇒ ψ obtained by restricting Ω to A.
The result follows.

Proposition 4.3.7. The following diagram of functors is strictly commutative.

FunG(A, G(B))× FunG(B, G(C)) FunG(A, G(B))× ISMSt(G(B), G(C))

FunG(A, G(C))

ISMSt(G(A), G(B))× ISMSt(G(B), G(C)) ISMSt(G(A), G(B))

idFunG(A,G(B)) ×G

G×G

◦

G

◦
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Proof. Let ϕ : A → G(B) and ψ : B → G(C) be two G-functors. It follows from a direct induction on formal
external norms that the strict I-normed functors G(ψ) ◦G(ϕ) and G(G(ψ) ◦ϕ) agree on objects. Consider now a
morphism α : X → Y in G(A) between two objects X =

(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
and Y =

(
τ,
(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

))
of G(A).

If we denote by Xi =
(
λi,

(
ci1, . . . , c

i
|λi|

))
the image of ai by ϕ, then by definition, the functor G(ψ)◦G(ϕ) sends

α on the block map α (|λ1|, . . . , |λθ|)
(
k11, . . . , k

1
|λ1|, . . . , k

|θ|
λ|θ|

)
where kij is the length of ψ(cij). It follows that the

image of α under G(ψ) ◦ G(ϕ) is equal to the block map α
(
k11 + · · ·+ k1|λ1|, . . . , k

|θ|
1 + · · ·+ k

|θ|
λ|θ|

)
which is also

the image of α under G(G(ψ) ◦ ϕ). A similar argument shows that the diagram of the proposition commutes on
morphisms.

If u : A → B is a G-equivariant map, then we denote by G(u) : G(A) → G(B) the image under G of the
composition A

u→ B → G(B) and it follows from Proposition 4.3.7 that we get a strict 2-functor G : FinG →
ISMSt. The 2-category ISMStg is semi-additive by Proposition 3.1.8 and we can thus prove the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.3.8. The functor G, seen as a strict 2-functor G : FinG → ISMStg through the inclusion
ISMSt ↪→ ISMStg, preserves finite coproducts.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1.8, the 2-category ISMStg is semi-additive and, given two finite G-sets A and B, the
coproduct of G(A) and G(B) in ISMStg is given by their product G(A)× G(B). We have to show now that
the canonical strong I-normed functor

Φ = (G(iA) ◦ pA)⊗ (G(iB) ◦ pB) : G(A)× G(B)→ G(A ⊔B)

is an equivalence, where iA : A → A ⊔ B, iB : B → A ⊔ B, pA : G(A) × G(B) → G(A) and pB :
G(A) × G(B) → G(B) are respectively the canonical inclusions and projections. The functor Φ sends an
object

((
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
,
(
τ,
(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

)))
of G(A) × G(B) on

(
θ ⊗ τ,

(
a1, . . . , aθ, b1, . . . , b|τ |

))
and a mor-

phism (α, β) of G(A)× G(B) on α⊗ β. It admits an inverse in ISMStg which can be constructed as follows:
consider the G-functor ψA : A ⊔ B → G(A) given respectively by the canonical inclusion A → G(A) and by
the G-functor B → G(A) constant on the unit e. Denote by ΨA : G(A ⊔ B) → G(A) the strict I-normed
functor G(ψA). Symmetrically, we obtain a strict I-normed functor ΨB : G(A ⊔ B) → G(B) and we get a
strict I-normed functor Ψ = (ΨA,ΨB) : G(A ⊔ B) → G(A) × G(B). Let us show that Ψ is an inverse of Φ in
ISMStg. We first construct by induction an I-normed natural transformation η : Φ ◦Ψ ≃ idG(A⊔B). Consider
any object X = (θ, (c1, . . . , cθ)) of G(A ⊔B). If θ = id, then (c1, . . . , cθ) = (c) and c belongs either to A or
B and we can define ηX respectively by the isomorphisms ρc : c ⊗ e ≃ c or λc : e ⊗ c ≃ c. Assume now that
θ = r

⊗
T

(
θ1, . . . , θ|T |

)
, denote by Xi the object

(
θi,

(
c|θ1|+···+|θi−1|, . . . , c|θ1|+···+|θi|

))
and assume that ηXi is

already constructed. By definition Φ ◦Ψ(X) is

ΨA(X)⊗ΨB(X)

=r
⊗

T

(
ΨA(X1), . . . ,ΨA

(
X|θ|

))
⊗ r

⊗
T

(
ΨB(X1), . . . ,ΨB

(
X|θ|

))
α≃r

⊗
T

(
ΨA(X1)⊗ΨB(X1), . . . ,ΨA

(
X|θ|

)
⊗ΨB

(
X|θ|

))
and ηX can be defined by ηX =

⊔|T |
i=1 ηXi through the G-equivariant isomorphism α. It follows from a direct

inductive argument that η is a I-normed natural transformation. We can also construct a I-normed natural
transformation ϵ : Ψ ◦ Φ ≃ idG(A)×G(B). Given an object X =

((
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
,
(
τ,
(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

)))
of G(A)×

G(B), ϵX is the G-equivariant isomorphism

ϵX :
((
(θ ⊗ τ)A ,

(
a1, . . . , a|θ|)

)
,
(
(θ ⊗ τ)B ,

(
b1, . . . , b|τ |

)))
≃

((
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
,
(
τ, (b1, . . . , b|τ |

)))
given by

(
id⟨|θ|⟩, id⟨|τ |⟩

)
where (θ ⊗ τ)A is the formal external norm obtained by replacing each occurrence of

the identity which corresponds to an element of B by
⊗

∅.
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Our goal is now to use Proposition 4.2.4 to show that G : FinG → ISMStg satisfies the I-Beck Chevalley
condition in the sense of Definition 4.2.2. For every subgroup H ⊆ G and admissible map u : A → G/H, we
have to construct a right adjoint in ISMStg to the strict I-normed functor G(u). Note that in the category
FinG/(G/H), the map u : A → G/H is isomorphic to the projection PT : IndGH T → G/H where T is the
admissible H-set given by u−1 (1GH). We must then construct a right adjoint to G(PT ) in ISMStg.
Construction 4.3.9. If T is an admissible H-set, then we denote by G (PT )

∗
: G(G/H)→ G

(
IndGH T

)
the image

under G of the G-functor G/H → G
(
IndGH T

)
which corresponds through the equivalence

Fun
(
G/H, G

(
IndGH T

))
≃ G

(
IndGH T

)H
to the H-fixed object

(⊗
T ,

(
t1, . . . , t|T |

))
of G

(
IndGH T

)
where T = {t1, . . . , t|T |} is the chosen ordering on T .

Proposition 4.3.10. Let T be an admissible H-set. The strict I-normed functor G(PT )
∗ is a right adjoint of

the strict I-normed functor G(PT ) in the 2-category ISMStg.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.3.7 that the strict I-normed functor G(PT )
∗ G(PT ) is the image under G

of the G-functor IndGH T → G
(
IndGH T

)
which corresponds by adjunction to the H-functor T → G

(
IndGH T

)
which sends t to

(⊗
T ,

(
t1, . . . , t|T |

))
. The unit η : idG(IndG

H T)
→ G(PT )

∗ G(PT ) can be defined as the image
under G of the G-natural transformation which corresponds by adjunction to the H-natural transformation
defined on ti by the morphism ti →

(⊗
T ,

(
t1, . . . , t|T |

))
given by the map ⟨1⟩ → ⟨|T |⟩ which sends 1 to i.

Using again Proposition 4.3.7, the strict I-normed functor G(PT )G(PT )
∗ is the image under G of the G-functor

G/H → G(G/H) which corresponds through the equivalence FunG
(
G/H, G

(
IndGH T

))
≃ G

(
IndGH T

)H to the
H-fixed object (

⊗
T , (1G, . . . , 1G)) of G(G/H) and the counit can be defined as the image under G of the

G-natural transformation which corresponds to the H-fixed morphism (
⊗

T , (1G, . . . , 1G)) → 1G given by the
unique map ⟨|T |⟩ → ⟨1⟩. The triangle identities can be verified using Proposition 4.3.7.

We can now show, using Proposition 4.2.4, the following result.

Proposition 4.3.11. The functor G : FinG → ISMStg satisfies the I-Beck-Chevalley condition in the sense
of Notation 4.2.2

Proof. Let u : A → G/H be any admissible map. The map u : A → G/H is isomorphic in the category
FinG/(G/H) to the projection PT : IndGH T → G/H where T is the finite H-set u−1(1GH), which is admissible
by Proposition 4.1.9. It follows from Proposition 4.3.10 that G(u) admits a right adjoint G(u)∗. Let K ⊆ G be
a subgroup of G and let w : G/K → G/H be a G-equivariant map. Without loss of generality, we can assume
that K is included in H and that w corresponds to this inclusion. If we denote by v : IndGK ResHK T → IndGH T
the G-equivariant map which corresponds by adjunction to the K-equivariant map ResHK T → IndGH T which
sends t on (1GH, t), the square

IndGK ResHK T IndGH T

G/K G/H

v

P
ResH

K
T PT

w

is cartesian. A direct inspection shows that the mate depicted in the following diagram

G
(
IndGK ResHK T

)
G
(
IndGH T

)
G(G/K) G(G/H)

G(v)

G(w)

G

(
P

ResH
K
T

)∗
G(PT )

∗

is the I-normed natural transformation G(v)G
(
PResHK T

)∗
→ G (PT )

∗ G(w) given by the image by G of the

G-natural transformation which corresponds through the equivalence FunG
(
G/H, G

(
IndGH T

))
≃ G

(
IndGH T

)H
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to the K-fixed morphism
(⊗

ResHK T ,
(
t1, . . . , t|T |

))
→

(⊗
T ,

(
t1, . . . , t|T |

))
given by the identity id⟨|T |⟩ : ⟨|T |⟩ →

⟨|T |⟩, which is clearly an isomorphism. The result now follows from Propositions 4.3.8, 3.1.8 and 4.2.4.

It follows from Proposition 4.2.1 that G : FinG → ISMStg induces a semi-additive functor G : AI →
N∆

(
ISMStg(2,1)

)
. By the following proposition, G : FinG → ISMSt also satisfies the I-Beck-Chevalley

condition and G factors as a functor AI → N∆

(
ISMSt(2,1)

)
.

Proposition 4.3.12. For every admissible morphism u : A → B, the strict I-normed functor G(u) : G(A) →
G(B) admits a right adjoint in the 2-category ISMSt.

Proof. Choose a decomposition B ≃
⊔n
i=1G/Hi and write u through this decomposition as

⊔n
i=1PTi with

PTi : Ind
G
Hi
Ti → G/Hi the canonical projection associated to an admissible finite Hi-set Ti. In the 2-category

ISMStg, the strict I-normed functor G(u) admits a right adjoint G(u)∗ given by the strong I-normed functor
G(PT1)

∗ ⊗ · · · ⊗ G (PTn)
∗. Let us now show that the strong I-normed functor G(u)∗ is isomorphic to a

strict I-normed functor. Every G(PTi)
∗ is a strict I-normed functor provided as the image of some G-functor

under G and it is enough to show, given two G-functors ϕ, ψ : A ⇒ G(B), that the strong I-normed functor
G(ϕ)⊗G(ψ) is isomorphic to a strict I-normed functor. More precisely, a direct induction shows that the strong
I-normed functor G(ϕ) ⊗ G(ψ) is isomorphic to the image under G of the G-functor given by the composition

A
(ϕ,ψ)−→ G(B)× G(B)

⊗−→ G(B). The result follows.

4.4. The proof of the main Theorem In this section, we prove Theorem A. We have morphisms of simplicial
sets

AI
G−→ N∆

(
ISMSt(2,1)

) N∆(ι)−→ N∆ (ISMSt) ↪→ N∆

(
AlgEI

(
SSetG

))
where ι : ISMSt(2,1) → ISMSt denotes the strict 2-functor which sends a I-normed symmetric monoidal cat-
egory to its core and where the third morphism is given by Corollary 3.2.15. We show now that the composition
of these morphisms factors as a functor θ : AI → N∞-AlgI . This composition sends a finite G-set A to the
nerve of the core of the I-normed symmetric monoidal category G(A) and we have to show that this object
is fibrant and cofibrant in AlgEI

(
SSetG

)
. If we denote by F(A) the core of G(A), the fibrancy of N(F(A))

follows from the fact that its underlying G-simplicial set is the nerve of a G-groupoid. To show that N(F(A)) is
cofibrant, we show that it is the free EI-algebra over A. We show first that F(A) is the free I-normed symmetric
monoidal category over A seen as a discrete G-category.

Proposition 4.4.1. The I-normed symmetric monoidal category F(A) is free over A for strict I-normed
functors. Moreover, for every I-normed symmetric monoidal category C, the G-functor A → F(A) induces an
equivalence of categories

ISMSt(F(A), C) ≃ FunG(A, C).

Proof. By Theorem 3.2.13, it is enough to show that F(A) is the SMI-algebra given by the image of A by
the monad SMI : CatG → CatG. Given a G-category C, if we denote respectively by Ob(C) and Mor(C) the
associated G-sets of objects and morphisms, then we have

Ob

⊔
n≥0

(SMI)n ×Σn A
n

 ≃ ⊔
n≥0

F (SI)n ×Σn A
n ≃

⊔
n≥0

F (VI)n ×An ≃ Ob(F(A))

and

Mor

⊔
n≥0

(SMI)n ×Σn A
n

 ≃ ⊔
n≥0

F (SI)n
2 ×Σn A

n ≃
⊔
n≥0

F (VI)n
2 ×An × Σn ≃ Mor(F(A))

and it is clear that these isomorphisms induce an isomorphism F(A) ≃ SMI(A). The equivalence of categories

ISMSt(F(A), C) ≃ FunG(A, C)
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is a consequence of the freeness of F(A) and of the description of ISMSt(F(A), C) in terms of the arrow
category of C given by Proposition A.0.7.

Remark 4.4.2. Given a G-functor ϕ : A → G(B), the core of the strict I-normed functor G(ϕ) is the strict
I-normed functor F(A) → F(B) induced by ϕ : A → F(B) through the equivalence ISMSt(F(A),F(B)) ≃
FunG(A,F(B)) of Proposition 4.4.1.
The following lemma is the key point to transfer the freeness of F(A) as a I-normed symmetric monoidal
category to the freeness of N(F(A)) as a EI-algebra.

Lemma 4.4.3. Let Γ be any discrete group and let X and Y be two G×Γ-sets. The natural G-equivariant map

N
(
X̃ × Y

)
/Γ→ N

((
X̃ × Y

)
/Γ

)
is an isomorphism of G-simplicial sets.

Proof. By definition, the G-simplicial set N
(
X̃ × Y

)
is given by N

(
X̃ × Y

)
n
= Xn+1 × Y . The canonical

G-equivariant map(
Xn+1 × Y

)
/Γ→ ((X ×X × Y ) /Γ)×(X×Y )/Γ · · · ×(X×Y )/Γ ((X ×X × Y )/Γ)

is a bijection by direct verification.

Corollary 4.4.4. Let A be a finite G-set. The nerve of F(A) is the free N∞-algebra over A.

Proof. We have to show that the nerve of F(A) is the image of A by the monad EI : SSetG → SSetG. We
proved in Proposition 4.4.1 that F(A) is the free I-normed symmetric monoidal category over A and by definition
(EI)n = N((SMI)n). It is then enough to show that the canonical morphism

⊔
n≥0

An ×Σn N ((SMI)n)→ N

⊔
n≥0

An ×Σn (SMI)n


is an isomorphism. This is a consequence of the fact that the nerve preserves finite coproducts and of the
previous lemma using that (SMI)n = F̃ (SI)n.

If A is a finite G-set, then the EI-algebra N(F(A)) is fibrant and cofibrant and we get a functor θ : AI →
N∞-AlgI which sends A to N(F(A)). We will show now that this functor is fully faithful. For every subgroup
H ⊆ G and finite G-set A, there are equivalences

ISMSt(F(G/H),F(A)) ≃ FunG(G/H,F(A)) ≃ F(A)H

and the later groupoid can be described by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4.5. For every finite G-set A, there is an equivalence of categories

I(H)/ResGH A ≃ G(A)H .

Proof. Let u : T → ResGH A be a H-equivariant map with T an admissible H-set. Consider the H-fixed object(⊗
T ,

(
u(t1), . . . , u

(
t|T |

)))
of G(A) where T = {t1, . . . , t|T |} is given by the chosen ordering on T . If w : u→ v

is a morphism in I(H)/ResGH A between two H-equivariant maps u : T → ResGH A and v : S → ResGH A, we get a
H-fixed morphism

(⊗
T ,

(
u(t1), . . . , u

(
t|T |

)))
→

(⊗
S ,

(
v(s1), . . . , v

(
s|S|

)))
given by the map w : ⟨|T |⟩ → ⟨|S|⟩

which corresponds to w : T → S through the chosen orderings T = {t1, . . . , t|T |} and S = {s1, . . . , s|S|}. We
thus get a functor I(H)/ResGH A → G(A)H which is fully faithful. Given now a H-fixed object

(
θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
of G(A)H , the identity id⟨|θ|⟩ : ⟨|θ|⟩ → ⟨|θ|⟩ induces a H-fixed isomorphism

(⊗
Tθ
,
(
u(t1), . . . , u

(
t|θ|

)))
→(

θ,
(
a1, . . . , a|θ|

))
where u : Tθ → A is the H-equivariant map which sends ti to ai. We conclude that the

functor I(H)/ResGH A → G(A)H is essentially surjective and the result follows.
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The I-normed symmetric monoidal category F(A) is by definition the core of G(A) and we deduce the following
corollary.

Corollary 4.4.6. For every finite G-set A, there is an equivalence of groupoids

ι
(
I(H)/ResGH A

)
≃ F(A)H .

We can now use these descriptions to show the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4.7. The functor θ : AI → N∞-AlgI is fully faithful.

Proof. By definition, the functor θ : AI → N∞-AlgI is the composition of morphisms of simplicial sets

AI
G−→ N∆

(
ISMSt(2,1)

) N∆(ι)−→ N∆(ISMSt) ↪→ N∆

(
AlgEI

(
SSetG

))
which factors through the inclusion N∞-AlgI ↪→ N∆

(
AlgEI

(
SSetG

))
. By Proposition A.0.8, the simplicial

functor ISMSt ↪→ AlgEI

(
SSetG

)
is fully faithful and it is enough to show that the functor N∆(ι) ◦G : AI →

N∆(ISMSt) is fully faithful. The ∞-category AI is a (2, 1)-category and, if A and B are finite G-sets, the
groupoid HomAI (A,B) can be described as follow: the objects in HomAI (A,B) are spans A f←− C g−→ B and
morphisms are isomorphisms of spans

C

A B.

D

g

≃

f

ih

Seen as a functor AI → N∆(ISMStg), the functor N∆(ι) ◦ G is semi-additive by Proposition 4.2.4 and it is
enough to show, given a subgroup H ⊆ G and a finite G-set A, that (N∆(ι) ◦ G)G/H,A : HomAI (G/H,A) →
HomN∆(ISMSt)(F(G/H),F(A)) is an equivalence. Every span in HomAI (G/H,A) is isomorphic to a span

of the form G/H
PT←− IndGH T −→ A with T an admissible H-set and there is an equivalence of groupoids

HomAI (G/H,A) ≃ ι
(
I(H)/ResGH A

)
which sends a H-equivariant map u : T → A to the span G/H ←−

IndGH T
v−→ A with v : IndGH T → A the G-equivariant map which corresponds to u by adjunction. By definition,

the functor (N∆(ι) ◦ G)G/H,A : HomAI (G/H,A) → HomN∆(ISMSt)(F(G/H),F(A)) sends the span G/H ←−
IndGH T

v−→ A to the composition G(v)G(PT )
∗ which is the image under G of the G-functor G/H → F(A)

which corresponds to the H-fixed object
(⊗

T ,
(
u(t1), . . . , u

(
t|T |

)))
. Moreover, the functor (N∆(ι) ◦G)G/H,A :

HomAI (G/H,A)→ HomN∆(ISMSt)(F(G/H),F(A)) sends an isomorphism of spans

IndGH T

G/H A

IndGH S

u

IndG
H w

PT

v
PS

to the I-normed natural transformation

G(u)G(PT )
∗ ≃ G(v)G

(
IndGH w

)
G
(
IndGH w

−1
)

G(PS)
∗ = G(v)G(PS)

∗

which corresponds through the equivalence ISMSt(F(G/H),F(A)) ≃ F(A)H to the isomorphism⊗
T

(
u(t1), . . . , u

(
t|T |

))
→

⊗
S

(
v(s1), . . . , v

(
s|S|

))
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given by w : T → S seen as a map w : ⟨|T |⟩ → ⟨|S|⟩. Finally, it follows that the functor (N∆(ι) ◦ G)G/H,A :
HomAI (G/H,A)→ HomN∆(ISMSt)(F(G/H),F(A)) corresponds to the equivalences

HomAI (G/H,A) ≃ ι
(
I(H)/ResGH A

)
≃ F(A)H ≃ ISMSt(F(G/H),F(A)).

We can finally prove our main Theorem.

Theorem 4.4.8. The left Kan extension Θ : MackI → N∞-AlgI of θ : AI → N∞-AlgI along the Yoneda
embedding AI → MackI is an equivalence of ∞-categories.

Proof. By definition, the forgetful functor U : N∞-AlgI → SG is the right derived functor of the forgetful
functor U : AlgEI

(
SSetG

)
→ SSetG and, combining [Lur09, Proposition 5.3.1.16], [Lur09, Corollary 5.5.8.17]

and [Lur09, Theorem 4.2.4.1] with Proposition B.0.8, the functor U : N∞-AlgI → SG preserves sifted colimits.
It now follows from Elmendorf’s Theorem that the free-forgetful adjunction

F : SG ⇄ N∞-AlgI : U

satisfies the conditions of [Lur17, Corollary 4.7.3.18]. It follows that N∞-AlgI is projectively generated and that
the EI-algebras N(F(A)) for all finite G-sets A form a set of compact projective generators. Finally, it follows
from Proposition 4.4.7 and [Lur09, Proposition 5.5.8.22] that the left Kan extension Θ : MackI → N∞-AlgI of
θ : AI → N∞-AlgI is an equivalence of ∞-categories.

Remark 4.4.9. By definition, the inverse of the functor Θ : MackI → N∞-AlgI sends a (fibrant) N∞-algebra
X to the I-Mackey functorMX : AI

op → S which sends G/H to the space

HomN∞-AlgI (N(F(G/H)), X) ≃ XH .

If K ⊆ H are subgroups of G, then the functor ResHK : XH → XK obtained as the image of the span

G/K
idG/K←− G/K

u−→ G/H by MX corresponds to the canonical inclusion XH ↪→ XK . If H/K is admissible,

then the functor TrHK : XK → XH obtained as the image of the span G/H u←− G/K
idG/K−→ G/K by MX sends

a n-simplex x of XK to the n-simplex
⊗X

H/K

(
h1x, . . . , h[H:K]x

)
of XH where h1, . . . , h[H:K] are representatives

of H/K and with
⊗X

H/K : X×[H:K] → X the image of
⊗

H/K by the morphism of operads | − |X : EI → EndX
which corresponds to the EI-algebra structure of X.

A. Operads in G-categories

In this appendix, we recall the definitions of the 2-categories of O-algebras over an operad O in CatG. The
goal is to prove Proposition A.0.8. We follow [Rub20, Section 4] for the definitions and refer the reader to it for
more details.

Notation A.0.1. If O is an operad in CatG and C an O-algebra in CatG, then we will denote by |−|C : O → EndC
the morphism of operads in CatG which corresponds to the structure of O-algebra of C.

Definition A.0.2 ([Rub20, Definition 4.2]). Let O be an operad in CatG and C and D two O-algebras in CatG.
A lax O-algebra morphism ϕ : C → D consists of:

1. a G-functor ϕ : C → D;

2. for every n ≥ 0 and x ∈ On, a natural transformation ϕx : |x|D ◦ ϕ×n ⇒ ϕ ◦ |x|C of functors C×n → D;

such that the following conditions are satisfied:
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1. for every n ≥ 0, the maps ϕx vary naturally in x ∈ On;

2. for every n ≥ 0, x ∈ On and (g, σ) ∈ G × Σn, the equation (g, σ) · ϕx = ϕ(g,σ)·x holds, i.e. ϕx is
(G× Σn)-equivariant;

3. ϕidO = idϕ;

4. for every y ∈ On and xi ∈ Oki , the transformation ϕγ(y,x1,...,xn) is equal to the composite

|y|D ◦
((
|x1|D ◦ ϕ×k1

)
× · · · ×

(
|xn|D ◦ ϕ×kn

))
(|y|D ◦ ϕ×n) ◦ (|x1|C × · · · × |xn|C)

ϕ ◦ |y|C ◦ (|x1|C × · · · × |xn|C) .

id|y|D ◦(ϕx1×···×ϕxn)

ϕy◦(id|x1|C ×···×id|xn|C )

A strong O-algebra morphism (resp. strict O-algebra morphism) is a lax O-algebra morphism ϕ : C → D such
that ϕx is an isomorphism (resp. the identity) for every n ≥ 0 and x ∈ On.

If ϕ : C → D and ψ : D → E are two lax O-algebra morphisms, the composition ψ ◦ ϕ has a natural structure of
lax O-algebra morphism where for every n ≥ 0 and x ∈ On, the natural transformation (ψ ◦ ϕ)x is given by the
composition

|x|E ◦ (ψ ◦ ϕ)×n = |x|E ◦ ψ×n ◦ ϕ×n
ψx◦(idϕ×n)−→ ψ ◦ |x|D ◦ ϕ×n

idψ ◦ϕx−→ ψ ◦ ϕ ◦ |x|C .

If ϕ and ψ are strong O-algebra morphisms (resp. strict), their composition ψ ◦ ϕ is also a strong O-algebra
morphism (resp. strict).

Definition A.0.3 ([Rub20, Definition 4.3]). Let O be an operad in CatG and ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D a pair of lax
O-algebra morphisms. An O-natural transformation ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ is a G-natural transformation ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ such
that for every n ≥ 0 and x ∈ On, the following diagram of natural transformations commutes

|x|D ◦ ϕ×n |x|D ◦ ψ×n

ϕ ◦ |x|C ψ ◦ |x|C .

id|x|D ◦ω×n

ϕx ψx

ω◦id|x|C

Notation A.0.4. We denote by AlgLaxO (resp. AlgStgO and AlgStO) the 2-category of O-algebras in CatG,
lax O-algebra morphisms (resp. strong and strict) and O-natural transformations.
Let O be an operad in CatG, C an O-algebra in CatG and D a G-category. The functor Fun(D, (−)) : CatG →
CatG preserves products and Fun(D, C) is naturally a Fun(D,O)-algebra. It follows that the G-category of
nonequivariant functors Fun(D, C) is naturally endowed with the structure of an O-algebra where the morphism
of G-operads | − |Fun(D,C) : O → EndFun(D,C) is given by the composition

O → Fun(D,O)
|−|Fun(C,D)−→ EndFun(D,C)

where the morphism O ≃ Fun(∗,O) → Fun(D,O) is induced by the unique functor D → ∗. In particular, the
arrow category Arr(C) = Fun(∆1, C) of C has a natural structure of O-algebra.
Remark A.0.5. If O is an operad in CatG, C an O-algebra in CatG and D a G-category, then, for every n ≥ 0 and
x ∈ On, the operation |x|Fun(D,C) is given by the compostion Fun(D, C)×n ×−→ Fun (D×n, C×n) (−)◦|x|C−→ Fun(D, C).
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If C and D are two G-categories, the data of a G-natural transformation ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ between two G-functors
ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D is equivalent to the one of a G-functor Ω : C → Arr(D). This characterization of G-natural
transformations lifts to the case of O-natural transformations.

Proposition A.0.6. Let C and D be two O-algebras in CatG. The data of an O-natural transformation
ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ between two lax O-algebra morphisms (resp. strong or strict) ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D is equivalent to the one
of a lax O-algebra morphism (resp. strong or strict) Ω : C → Arr(D).

Proof. Let ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ be an O-natural transformation between two lax O-algebra morphisms (resp. strong or
strict) ϕ, ψ : C ⇒ D. The G-functor Ω : C → Arr(D) associated to the G-natural transformation ω admits
a structure of lax O-algebra morphism (resp. strong or strict) where for n ≥ 0 and x ∈ On, the natural
transformation Ωx : |x|Arr(D) ◦ ϕ×n ⇒ ϕ ◦ |x|C is given by the diagram

|x|D ◦ ϕ×n |x|D ◦ ψ×n

ϕ ◦ |x|C ψ ◦ |x|C

id|x|D ◦ω×n

ϕx ψx

ω◦id|x|C

seen as a morphism in the category Fun(C×n,Arr(D)) ≃ Arr(Fun(C×n,D)), which is commutative by assumption
using that ω is an O-natural transformation. It follows directly from the fact that ϕ and ψ are lax O-algebra
morphisms that Ω is a lax O-algebra morphism (resp. strong or strict). Assume now that Ω : C → Arr(D)
is a lax O-algebra morphism (resp. strong or strict) and consider the G-natural transformation ω : ϕ ⇒ ψ
associated to Ω seen as a G-functor. The G-functors ϕ and ψ are by definition respectively defined by d0 ◦ Ω
and d1 ◦ Ω where d0 : Arr(D) → D and d1 : Arr(D) → D are the strict O-algebra morphisms induced by the
inclusions ∂0 : ∆0 → ∆1 and ∂1 : ∆0 → ∆1. It follows that ϕ and ψ are naturally lax O-algebra morphisms
(resp. strong and strict). Finally, the natural transformation Ωx : |x|Arr(D) ◦ϕ×n ⇒ ϕ ◦ |x|C seen as a morphism
in Arr(Fun(C×n,D)) ≃ Fun(C×n,Arr(D)) directly ensures that the diagram

|x|D ◦ ϕ×n |x|D ◦ ψ×n

ϕ ◦ |x|C ψ ◦ |x|C

id|x|D ◦ω×n

ϕx ψx

ω◦id|x|C

is commutative and it follows that ω is an O-natural transformation. The result follows.

If O is an operad in CatG and C and D two O-algebras in CatG, then it follows directly from the previ-
ous proposition that the categories AlgLaxO(C,D), AlgStgO(C,D) and AlgStO(C,D) admit the following
description.

Proposition A.0.7. Let O be an operad in CatG and C and D two O-algebras in CatG. If AlgO(C,D) denotes
either AlgLaxO(C,D), AlgStgO(C,D) or AlgStO(C,D) and if AlgO(C,D) = Ob(AlgO(C,D)) denotes the
corresponding class of G-functors, then the category given by the following diagram

AlgO(C,Arr(D))×AlgO(C,D) AlgO(C,Arr(D)) AlgO(C,Arr(D)) AlgO(C,D)

induced by the canonical strict O-algebra morphisms Arr(D) ×D Arr(D) → Arr(D), Arr(D) ⇒ D and D →
Arr(D) is equivalent to AlgO(C,D).

Finally, we prove the important result of this appendix.

Proposition A.0.8. There is a fully faithful simplicial functor AlgStO → AlgN(O)

(
SSetG

)
which sends an

O-algebra C in CatG to its nerve N(C) where the strict 2-category AlgStO is seen as a simplicial category.
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Proof. Let C and D be two O-algebras in CatG. It follows from proposition A.0.7 that we have bijections

N(AlgStO(C,D))n
=AlgO(C,Arr(D))×AlgO(C,D) · · · ×AlgO(C,D) AlgO(C,Arr(D))
≃AlgO(C,Arr(D)×D · · · ×D Arr(D))

≃AlgN(O)

(
SSetG

) (
N(C), N(D)∆

n
)

=HomAlgN(O)(SSetG)
(N(C), N(D))n

which give an isomorphism of simplicial sets N(AlgStO(C,D)) ≃ HomAlgN(O)(SSetG)
(N(C), N(D)). It is clear

that these isomorphisms induce a fully faithful simplicial functor AlgStO → AlgN(O)

(
SSetG

)
.

B. Model structure on G-operads

In this appendix, we prove analogous results to the ones of [BM03] in the case of the model structure on operads
which corresponds to a G-indexing system I. The goal is to prove Propositions 2.2.5 and B.0.8. Let C be
a cofibrantly generated model category that satisfies the cellularity conditions of [Ste16, Proposition 2.6]. It
follows from [Ste16, Proposition 2.6] that for every sequence F = (Fn)n≥0 with Fn a family of subgroups of
G× Σn, the F-model structure exists on collections in CG

Coll
(
CG

)
≃

∏
n≥0

CG×Σn
Fn .

If moreover C satisfies the conditions of the following proposition, the right induced model structure exists on
operads in CG.

Proposition B.0.1. If C is a cartesian closed model category whose terminal object is cofibrant and which
admits a fibrant replacement functor that preserves finite limits, then the right induced model structure on the
category of operads in CG along the free-forgetful adjunction

F : Coll
(
CG

)
⇄ Op

(
CG

)
: U

exists with Coll
(
CG

)
endowed with the F-model structure.

Proof. We must check the conditions of [GW18, Theorem 2.4]. Condition (i) is a consequence of the fact that U
preserves filtered colimits. Condition (ii) follows from the fact that the fibrant replacement functor of C induces
a fibrant replacement functor on Coll

(
CG

)
and on Op

(
CG

)
because it preserves limits. Finally, condition (iii)

follows from the fact that any interval object ∗ ⊔ ∗ ↣ J
∼−→ ∗ in Coll

(
CG

)
induces a functorial path-object

O ∼−→ OJ ↠ O ×O in Op
(
CG

)
for every fibrant operad O.

Example B.0.2. For every small category I, the category Fun(I, SSet) with the projective model structure
satisfies the cellularity conditions and the conditions of the Proposition B.0.1.

We assume now that C satisfies the conditions of Proposition B.0.1 and that F is the sequence FI defined by

(FI)n = {ΓT | T ∈ I(H), |T | = n}.

Definition B.0.3. A morphism of operads in CG is an I-cofibration if it forgets to a FI-cofibration of collections.
An operad O in CG is I-cofibrant if the morphism of operads from the initial operad to O is an I-cofibration.

As in the Appendix of [BM03], if O is an operad in CG and u : U(O)→ K a FI-cofibration, then we denote by
O → O[u] the cellular extension given by the pushout of F (u) : FU(O)→ F (K) along the counit FU(O)→ O.

28



Lemma B.0.4. Let ϕ : G1 → G2 be a morphism of finite groups and F1 and F2 families of subgroups of G1

and G2 respectively such that for every H in F2, ϕ−1(H) belongs to F1. The functor ϕ∗ : CG2

F2
→ CG1

F1
preserves

cofibrations.

Proof. The functor ϕ∗ : CG2

F2
→ CG1

F1
admits a right adjoint and in particular preserves colimits. It is thus enough

to show that the image of every generating cofibration in CG2

F2
is a cofibration is CG1

F1
. For every subgroup H ⊆ G2

in the family F2, we have
ϕ∗(G2/H) ≃

⊔
ϕ(G1)gH∈ϕ(G1)\G2/H

G1/ϕ
−1(gHg−1)

and it follows that, for every generating cofibration f in C, the image by ϕ∗ of the generating cofibration
G2/H ⊗ f of CG2

F2
is the sum ⊔

ϕ(G1)gH∈ϕ(G1)\G2/H

(G1/ϕ
−1(gHg−1)⊗ f)

which is a cofibration in CG1

F1
because by definition ϕ−1(gHg−1) belongs to F1.

Proposition B.0.5. For every I-cofibrant operad O in CG and FI-cofibration u : U(O) → K, the cellular
extension O → O[u] is a I-cofibration.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [GW18, Proposition 4.10]. We just give a different argument for the
fact that K(n)⊗ (−) preserves F (T,c)

n -cofibrations (here, we follow the notations of [GW18]). This follows from
lemma B.0.4 applied to the homomorphism 1×α : G×Aut(T, c)→ G×Σn and the families F (T,c)

n and Fn.

Definition B.0.6. An operad O in CG is admissible if the right induced model structure on the category of
algebras over O in CG along the free-forgetful adjunction

FO : CG ⇄ AlgO
(
CG

)
: UO

exists with CG endowed with the model structure associated with the family containing all the subgroups of G.
If O is an admissible operad in CG, then we always consider AlgO

(
CG

)
with this model structure.

Proposition B.0.7. Any cofibrant algebra A over an admissible I-cofibrant operad O in CG has a cofibrant
underlying object.

Proof. We follow the proof of [BM03, Corollary 5.5]. Any cofibrant algebra is a retract of a cellular O-algebra
and we can assume that A is cellular. Following the notations of [BM03, Proposition 5.4] and [BM03, Corollary
5.5], there is an operad O[A] in CG such that we have A = O[A](0) and we must show that the morphism of
operads ϕA : O → O[A] constructed in [BM03, Proposition 5.4] is a I-cofibration. Assume that A is the colimit
of a sequence of cellular O-algebra extensions

A0 −→ A1 −→ A2 −→ · · · .

By definition, the operad O[A] is the colimit of

O = O[A0]
ϕA1A0−→ O[A1]

ϕA2A1−→ O[A2]
ϕA3A2−→ · · ·

where ϕAn+1An is the cellular extension O[An] → O[An][u] with u(0) : UO[An](An) → UO[An](An) ∪An An+1

which is a I-cofibration by Proposition B.0.5. The morphism ϕA : O → O[A] is the canonical morphism
associated with this colimit and is a I-cofibration because every O[An] → O[An+1] is a I-cofibration. The
result follows.

Proposition B.0.8. Let O be an admissible I-cofibrant operad in CG. The forgetful functor UO : AlgO
(
CG

)
→

CG preserves sifted homotopy colimits.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [PS18, Proposition 7.9]. Suppose I is a homotopy sifted small category.
We must show that the forgetful functor AlgO

(
Fun

(
I, CG

))
→ Fun

(
I, CG

)
preserves cofibrant object which is

a direct consequence of Proposition B.0.7.

Proposition B.0.9. If C is left proper, then the base-change adjunction with respect to a FI-weak equivalence
of I-cofibrant operads in CG is a Quillen equivalence.

Proof. Note first that by [Boh+15, Proposition 1.6], the model category CG is left proper. Let ϕ : O → P be
a weak equivalence of I-cofibrant operads. As in the proof of [BM03, Theorem 4.4], we have to show that for
every cellular O-algebra A, the unit A→ ϕ∗ϕ!A of the base change adjunction

ϕ! : AlgO
(
CG

)
⇄ AlgP

(
CG

)
: ϕ∗

is a weak equivalence. As for the proof of Proposition B.0.7, this follows from a direct modification of the proofs
of [BM03, Propositions 5.6] and [BM03, Propositions 5.7].
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