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PRINCIPAL 2-BUNDLES AND QUOTIENT 2-STACKS
ELENA CAVIGLIA

ABSTRACT. We generalize principal bundles and quotient stacks to the two-categorical
context of bisites. We introduce a notion of principal 2-bundle that makes sense for
a 2-category with finite flexible limits, endowed with a bitopology. We then use prin-
cipal 2-bundles to explicitly construct quotient-pre-2-stacks, which are the analogues of
quotient stacks one dimension higher. In order to perform this construction, we prove
that principal 2-bundles are closed under iso-comma objects and we restrict ourselves to
(2, 1)-categories. Finally, we prove that, if the bisite is subcanonical and the underlying
(2, 1)-category satisfies some mild conditions, quotient pre-2-stacks are 2-stacks.
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INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we generalize principal bundles and quotient stacks to the two-categorical
context of bisites. This is the generalization to one dimension higher of the theory of gen-
eralized principal bundles and quotient stacks that we developed in [5] in the categorical
context of sites. Both these theories will also appear in our PhD thesis [7].

Principal bundles and quotient stacks are key concepts in geometry and topology. Their
importance is due, above all, to their fruitful connections with cohomology groups. Given
a nice topological space X and a group G, the first cohomology group H'(X,G) of X
with coefficients in G corresponds to the set of isomorphism classes of principal G-bundles
over X. And, as also pointed out by Lurie in [12], the approach of principal G-bundles
turns out to be very useful and more effective than the standard one involving cocycles,
especially when considering an arbitrary topological space. The collections of principal
G-bundles over different topological spaces can then be captured and studied together
thanks to the classifying stack BG, which is the archetypal quotient stack.

One of the main motivations that brought us to study categorical generalizations of
principal bundles and quotient stacks is the possibility to use such new generalized con-
cepts as tools for the study of cohomology groups in new and broader contexts. We
believe that this will have many interesting applications both in mathematics and in
mathematical physics.

Principal bundles over topological spaces and over smooth manifolds have been intro-
duced and studied in geometry and topology (see [15], [10] and [17]). In [5], we produced
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a categorical generalization of principal bundles that makes sense in any site, i.e. in any
category endowed with a Grothendieck topology. The topological group involved in the
classical notion of principal bundle is generalized to a group object in the category. And
the notion of locally trivial morphism is then internalized by considering pullbacks along
the morphisms of a covering family for the Grothendieck topology. This generalized no-
tion of principal bundle recovers the classical notions of principal bundles over topological
spaces and smooth manifolds as particular cases.

In recent years, the need of a 2-dimensional notion of principal bundle has appeared in
mathematical physics. The particular case of principal bundle over manifolds has been
generalized to dimension 2 by Bartels, in their PhD thesis [2]. They introduced a notion
of principal G-2-bundle over a smooth manifold, where G is a Lie 2-group and the smooth
manifold is seen as a smooth 2-manifold with only identities. The main motivation arose
from applications in higher gauge theory; instances of principal 2-bundles of this form can
be found in topological quantum field theory and string theory.

In this paper, we introduce a notion of principal 2-bundle that makes sense in any nice
enough 2-category equipped with a two-dimensional Grothendieck topology. More pre-
cisely, we use the notion of bitopology introduced by Street in [18] for bicategories. The
internal groups used in the context of sites are here replaced by (coherent) 2-groups and
pullbacks are replaced by iso-comma objects. Our notion of principal 2-bundle recovers
Bartels’ one when considering the 2-category of differentiable categories, i.e. categories
internal to the category of smooth manifolds, with the covering sieves generated by sur-
jective local diffeomorphisms. We believe that our general theory of principal 2-bundles
could have many applications both in higher gauge theory and in other mathematical con-
texts. It is also worth noticing that an analogous theory can be developed for bicategories
using the same ideas.

Principal bundles over topological spaces, schemes or differentiable manifolds have also
been used to perform an explicit construction of quotient stacks. Instances of this con-
struction can be found in [16], for the algebraic case, and in [9], for the differentiable case.
And in [5], we performed an analogous construction in the categorical context of sites. In
this paper, we generalize this construction to one dimension higher, producing particular
trihomomorphisms from a (2, 1)-category endowed with a bitopology into the tricategory
2(Cat of 2-categories. These trihomomorphisms are the analogues of quotient prestacks
one dimension higher and will be thus called quotient pre-2-stacks.

Since the classical quotient prestacks are always stacks and the generalized quotient
stacks of [5] are stacks if the site satisfies some mild conditions, it is natural to wonder
whether generalized quotient pre-2-stacks satisfy stacky gluing conditions. As there was
no notion of higher dimensional stack suitable for quotient pre-2-stacks, in our paper
[6], we introduced a notion of 2-stack suitable for a trihomomorphism from a bisite into
Bicat. Our definition naturally generalizes the definition of stack given by Street in [18] for
pseudofunctors from a 2-category into Cat. But we also proved a useful characterization
(Theorem 3.18 of [6]) in terms of explicit gluing conditions that can be checked more
easily in practice. The obtained gluing conditions generalize one dimension higher the
usual gluing conditions satisfied by a stack.

Analogously to what we showed in the one-dimensional case in [5], we prove that, if
the bitopology is subcanonical and the underlying (2, 1)-category is nice enough, quotient
pre-2-stacks are 2-stacks. We thus obtain a notion of quotient 2-stack. This is the main
theorem of the paper.
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Theorem 1. Let K be a bicocomplete (2,1)-category with finite flexible limits and such
that iso-comma objects preserve bicolimits. Let then T be a subcanonical bitopology on
K and X,G € K with G an internal 2-group. Then the quotient pre-2-stack [X/G] is a
2-stack.

To prove this important result, we use the explicit characterization of 2-stack of our
paper [6], as well as the calculus of colimits in two-dimensional slices developed by Mesiti
in [13] and [14].

A key result needed for the proof of Theorem 1 is that every object of a subcanonical
bisite can be expressed as some kind of two-dimensional colimit of each covering bisieve
over it. We proved this result in [6].

Quotient stacks are a fundamental concept in algebraic geometry because many stacks
that naturally arise in geometric contexts either are quotient stacks or can be constructed
using quotient stacks as building blocks. For this reason, we believe that both the gen-
eralized quotient stacks of [5] and the quotient 2-stacks studied in this paper could have
many useful and interesting applications.

Furthermore, our categorical generalizations of principal bundles and quotient stacks
could give a substantial contribution towards the development of a cohomology theory
of schemes, and more in general of stacks, with coefficients in stacks of abelian 2-groups.
This theory would produce new and refined 2-categorical invariants associated to schemes
and algebraic stacks, that could solve numerous open problems in algebraic geometry.

Outline of the paper. In section 1, we introduce and study principal 2-bundles. We
start by recalling the notions of equivariant morphisms and 2-cells with respect to actions
of internal (coherent) 2-groups. We then construct an action on the iso-comma object
of two equivariant morphisms. Moreover, we introduce the notion of 2-locally trivial
morphism in a bisite. We use this notion to define principal 2-bundles and cells between
them (Definition 1.15). We conclude the section by proving the key result that principal
2-bundles are stable under iso-comma objects (Proposition 1.19).

In section 2, we use principal 2-bundles to explicitly construct quotient pre-2-stacks,
restricting ourselves to the case of a (2, 1)-category. We then prove that quotient pre-2-
stacks are trihomomorphism into 2Cat. Finally, we prove the main result of the paper,
which is that, if the bisite is subcanonical and the underlying (2, 1)-category satisfies mild
assumptions, our quotient pre-2-stacks are 2-stacks (Theorem 2.14).

1. PRINCIPAL 2-BUNDLES

In this section we introduce a notion of principal 2-bundle in the context of bisites.
This notion generalizes the notion of 2-space studied by Bartels in their PhD thesis [2].

Throughout this section K will be a 2-category with all finite flexible limits and 7
will be a Grothendieck bitopology on it. The notion of bitopology used here is the one
introduced by Street in [18] (and recalled also in our paper [6]).

Notation. Throughout this chapter the objects of X will be denoted by calligraphic
letters instead of the usual capital block letters. This is coherent with the choice of other
authors using the same concepts. And it is also helpful when comparing the notions
presented here to the one-dimensional ones of [5].

Remark 1.1. In Section 2, we will restrict to the case in which X is a
(2, 1)-category as the invertibility of 2-cells is required to construct the higher dimen-
sional analogues of quotient stacks.
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Remark 1.2 (iso-comma objects). Since X has all flexible limits (in the sense of [3]),
it has in particular all iso-comma objects. If the iso-comma objects exists, it is a special
representative of the bi-iso comma objects. For this reason, we will formulate some defin-
itions that are bicategorical in nature and naturally involve bi-iso comma objects using
iso-comma objects instead. This will offer substantial simplifications in the calculations.
The same applies to biproducts and products.

We aim at introducing a notion of principal 2-bundle that makes sense in K. In this
two-dimensional setting instead of an internal group we will consider an internal 2-group.
This concept has been introduced by Baez and Lauda in [1], but the idea had already
been presented by Joyal and Street in [11].

An internal 2-group in the 2-category X is an object of K endowed with a multiplic-
ation, a neutral element and an inverse morphism that satisfy associativity and unitality
only up to fixed coherent 2-isomorphisms. We refer the reader to [1] for a complete
definition.

We know recall the notion of action of an internal 2-group G € X on an object X € K.
This definition can be found in [2].

Definition 1.3. Let G be an internal 2-group in X and let X be an object of K. An
action of G on X is given by a morphism

r:Gx X =X
together with invertible 2-cells
GxGxX 9 g x x v g x

mxidxl % J:c and \t/yz e

GxX ——— X X
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such that the following equalities of 2-cells hold:
GXGXxGxX »GXGx X

idg xmxidy idg Xz
idg xmxidy 3
1dx Mz

gxng<:ng><X g xw

i
m lﬂm * % l’“ﬂ

Gx X — g

[ (1)
idg X idg Xz

GxGxgGx X y GX G x X

. . idg Xx
idg xmxidy mxidy

idg x idg xz

x X

2

GxGxX Lo e »GX X &= GxX
gx X
and
1dg><1dg><a:g><g><X idg xx gXX

NS

GXX —— X

[ (2)

ldg X idg Xz idg X«

GxGgx X ———5gx X

GXX ——— X

where «,,, and «a, are coherence 2-cells associated to the multiplication and the neutral
element of G (see [1]).

Remark 1.4. For the action of an internal 2-group the usual axioms of action are true
only up to coherent isomorphisms. These isomorphisms are j, and v, and their coherences
are expressed by the equalities (1) and (2).

We now introduce the notions of G-equivariant morphism and G-equivariant 2-cell in
K. These notions are well-known, but we could not find a reference for them in the
literature.
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Definition 1.5 (G-equivariant morphism). Let G be an internal 2-group in X that acts
on the objects X and ) of K with actions x: Gx X — X and y: G x )Y — Y respectively.
A morphism f: X — ) is said G-equivariant if there exists an invertible 2-cell

GxX ——— X

wi| A |

GxY —— Y

Y
such that the following equalities hold:
o GXOxX 2 cwx GXGxX 2 oxx
idg x idg x f x
mxida . x idg x idg x %gx,\f idyX\
GxgxYy GXX —— X - ngXngxy % X
idg x f l//\f f mxidy l/#y y
. f
mxidy GXxY ——— Y GXY ——— Y
and
Txx 2%, gy 2 4 x Txx 2%, guxy 2 4 x
| | _ Y
idy x fl idg x fl )/Af lf idy x fl - f
T % y Tidy> Q>< y T) y T x y y
W \/’
pra pry

Remark 1.6. Notice that every morphism of X is G-equivariant when the source and the
target are equipped with trivial actions of G. Having this in mind, we will always think
of the objects of K as equipped with trivial actions of G when the action is not specified.

Definition 1.7 (G-equivariant 2-cell). Let G be an internal 2-group in X that acts on
the objects X and Y of K with actions x: G x X — X and y: G x ) — Y respectively.
Let f,g: X — Y be G-equivariant morphisms. A 2-cell v: f = g is said G-equivariant
if the following equality holds:

gx X —2 > X gx X —2 > X
inggl L/)\g gl% Fo= idgxg@&vlidg XfL/Af lf
GxYy —Y 4y GxY —2—=Y

The following result might be well-known, but we could not find a reference for it. It
generalizes a well known fact about group objects to one dimension higher.

Proposition 1.8. Let G in K be an internal 2-group. The pseudofunctor
Gx — K= XK
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15 a pseudomonad with multiplication given by m X id_ and identity given by e X id_.
Moreover, the pseudoalgebras for this pseudomonad are exactly the objects of K equipped
by an action of G; the pseudomorphisms between pseudoalgebras are exactly the G-equivariant
morphisms and the pseudotransformations between them are exactly the G-equivariant 2-

cells.

Proof. The fact that G x —: X — X is a pseudomonad easily follows from the definition
of internal 2-group. It is,then, straightforward to prove that the pseudoalgebras for this
pseudomonad are exactly the objects of K equipped by an action of G using the definition
of action. Finally, the facts that pseudomorphisms between pseudoalgebras are exactly the
G-equivariant morphisms and that the pseudotransformations between them are exactly
the G-equivariant 2-cells simply follow by the definitions of G-equivariant morphisms and
G-equivariant 2-cell respectively. U

We now describe how to define an action of G on the iso-comma object of two morphisms
in X, given actions of G on the sources of the morphisms. This action will be largely used
throughout the chapter.

Construction 1.9. Let G be an internal 2-group of K that acts on P € K with action
p:GxP — P, on)y € K with action y: G x Y — Y and on Z € K with action
2:GxZ—=>Zandlet f:P—)Y and g: Z — Y be G-equivariant morphisms.

Consider, then, the iso-comma object square

nyz—>73

[

—>y

We want to define an action of G on the iso-comma object P Xy Z and we can do this
using the morphism ¥: G x (P xy Z) — P Xy Z induced by the universal property of
P xy Z as in the following diagram

po(idg x f*g)
Gx(PxyZ) .
\'IZJ g « (P Xy Z) po(idg x f*g) 7)
PxyZ L9, p 3 -
- zo(idg X g* f) % !
2o(idg xg" /) o7 %g lf pe : ¥y
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where the isomorphic 2-cell v is given by the following pasting diagram

Gx (PxyZ) 8 gup 2 p

~

gxz%gxy%y

Ag

~

Z /71 H
Z

Proposition 1.10. The morphism: GX (PxyZ) — PxyZ defined in Construction 1.9
is an action of G on P Xy Z.

Proof. We need to prove that there exist coherent invertible 2-cells

ing’lﬁ ede(prz)
GXGX(PXxyZ) —/—— Gx (PxyZ2) PxyZ —GX (P xyZ2)
mxid(pxyz)l % P and \'/"w lw

Gx (PxyZ) ————PxyZ2 PxyZ

We induce p, and vy using the two-dimensional universal property of the iso-comma
object P xy Z.

To induce p,, we consider the following isomorphic 2-cells:

GxGx(PxyZ) o v >gX(PXyZ)L>PXyZ

WX,}C*Q) J/ldg Xf*g

GxGxP 99 L oup

mXid’pxyZ J/ledp f*g

gxP

1dg x f*g

g (PXyZ) PX)}Z P
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and

idg ><’l/)

GxGx(PxyZ) y Gx (PxypZ) —2 s PxyZ

W‘Xg*” J/idg xg*f
GxGxP %% ol

mxidpy,z J/mmdz g f

gx Z

W \
g (PXyZ —>7)Xyz

Using the definition of ¢/ and the fact that f and g are G-equivariant, it is straightforward
to prove that these 2-cells are compatible and therefore they induce the desired isomorphic
2-cell fuy.

To induce v, we consider the following isomorphic 2-cells

ex idpx yZ

T x (P xy2) >g><(77><yZ)L>P><yZ
prs Txp 9, cup f*g
ﬂyp p
N2 pry v
73 XyZ f*g 7 73
and
eXideyZ P
T x (P xy2) y GX (PXyZ) —— Pxy 2
W*f lidg xg*f
pry Txz =, 6z o
N2 pry v

Using the definition of 1 and the fact that f and g are G-equivariant, it is straightforward
to prove that these 2-cells are compatible and therefore they induce the desired isomorphic
2-cell vy,

It remains to prove that u, and v, satisfy the coherence conditions (1) and (2) of
Definition 1.3. This is straightforward using the fact that the corresponding coherences
hold for the actions p and z. O
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To define principal G-2-bundles, we will need to use the action induced by the internal
multiplication of G on a product of the form G x X.
Proposition 1.11. The morphism
mxidy: Gxgx X —-Gx X
is an action of G on G X X.

Proof. To simplify the notation we denote by p the morphism m x idy. We need to prove
that there exist coherent isomorphic 2-cells

idg xp exidgxuy

OGxXgGxgGxU —— GxGgGxU GxU —— GxGxU
mxidgqu/ / lp and % J/p
Hp
GXGXU ———— GxU gxu

We induce p, and v, using the two-dimensional universal property of the product G x X.
To induce p, we use the following isomorphic compatible 2-cells

xgxgx X ——

idg xp

GxGxX —2 s gxXx

lmxﬂx

mxidy am“d GoX pry

V\

GxGxX —— s gxX —— 3¢

and
idg xp

GxGxX —2 sGgxXx

I

mxidy (G x G) x pry

|

GXGXX ———— GXX ——F—> G

Gxgxgx X ——

To induce v, we use the following isomorphic compatible 2-cells

GXingX

GxGxX —L 5 GxX
~
lmxﬂx

gx X

GXidg X idX

mXidx

gx X pry
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and
Gx X eXidgxx CxGxX —2 s GxXx
‘n
(GxG)x X pry
pra
gx X X

pro

It remains to prove that z, and v, satisfy the coherence conditions (1) and (2) of Definition
1.3. This can be easily done using the coherence diagrams satisfied by m and e respectively.
O

In order to introduce principal 2-bundles, we need to define local triviality of a morphism
with respect to the bitopology on XK. The idea is to use iso-comma objects in place of
the pullbacks used in the one-dimensional context.

Definition 1.12. Let X and )Y be objects of K with fixed actions of G on them. We
say that the morphism ¢g: Y — X is 2-locally trivial if there exists a bisieve S: R =
K(—, &) in 7(X) such that, for every f: U — X in the bisieve S, the iso-comma object

is equivalent to the product G x U over U via a G-equivariant equivalence.

Remark 1.13 (iso-comma objects vs bi-iso-comma objects). The previous definition
could equivalently be given using bi-iso-comma objects instead of iso-comma objects.
But since K has all iso-comma objects and they are representatives of the corresponding
bi-iso-comma objects, we can more conveniently ask the required property for iso-comma
objects. Notice that we only ask equivalences between the iso-comma objects and the
corresponding products. This shows the bicategorical nature of the previous definition.

Remark 1.14 (reformulation of Definition 1.12). We can equivalently reformulate Defin-
ition 1.12 by asking the existence of a bisieve S: R = K(—, &) in 7(X) such that, for
every f: U — X in the bisieve 5, there exists a bi-iso-comma object of the form

gquy

This reformulation will be useful for the proof of Proposition 1.19.

We are now ready to introduce principal 2-bundles and cells between them.
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Definition 1.15. Let ) be an object of X. A principal G-2-bundle over ) is an
object P € K equipped with an action p: G x P — P and a G-equivariant 2-locally
trivial morphism 7p: P — Y.

A morphism of principal G-2-bundles over ) from 7p: P — Y to mg: Q — Y
is a G-equivariant morphism ¢: P — Q in X together with an isomorphic G-equivariant
2-cell

A 2-cell of principal G-2-bundles over Y from ¢: P — Q to ¢: P — Q is a
G-equivariant 2-cell I': ¢ = 1 such that

)

/ﬂp\ .
P — Q P——— Q
= =
Z, _ Z.
TP T P T
X X
Principal G-2-bundles over Y together with morphisms and 2-cells between them form a
2-category that will be denoted 2Bung()).

We now aim at proving that principal G-2-bundles are closed under iso-comma objects.
This property is the higher dimensional analogue of the closure of principal bundles under
pullbacks and it will be very important in order to construct quotient pre-2-stacks in
Section 2. To prove this crucial property, we will need to use the following result.

Proposition 1.16. The forgetful functor
U: Ps-(Gx —)-Alg = K

from the 2-category of objects of K equipped with actions of G (that are the pseudoalgebras
of the pseudomonad G x — by Proposition 1.8) to K lifts bi-iso-comma objects.

Proof. Let (P,p),(Z,z) and (Y, y) bein Ps-(Gx —)- Alg and let f: Z — ) be G equivari-
ant morphisms. Consider the bi-iso-comma object

Pxy2Z LI p

. >
f gl l%)\f,g lg

Z — Yy
If P xy Z is endowed with an action of G exactly as the one of Construction 1.9 (that is
still an action in the case of the bi-iso-comma object), then f*g and g*f are G-equivariant
by definition of the action and so is the 2-cell 9. Let now (Q, ¢) be in Ps-(G x —)- Alg
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and consider the morphism v: @ — P Xy Z induced by te universal property of the
bi-iso-comma object P xy Z as in the following diagram

m

0
nyZ—>73 _ l
Z

&QQ l
g

z—>y

TP
/|
— Y

If r, s and €2 are G-equivariant, then so is the morphism v. Indeed, the invertible 2-cell

GxQ —1 > 0Q

| A}

Gx(PxyZ) —— PxyZ

can be induced using the universal property of the bi-iso-comma P xy Z starting from
the following compatible 2-cells

gxQ - > Q

idg xv gxP
/ingQl
|
idg xg* f
gX(PX)}Z)T}PX)}ZT}P
and
GxQ Q9 — Y s PxyZ
ings
\ ﬂ/s %92
ingU gXZ ° f*g
dg xQ L
A 2|ﬂ
Qx(nyZ —— PxXyZ —5— 2

g

It is then easy to prove that «, satisfies the required coherence conditions. Analogously,
one can easily prove that if the starting data are in Ps-(Gx —)- Alg, every 2-cell induced by
the universal property of the bi-iso-comma object P xy Z is G-equivariant. This conclude
the proof that U lifts bi-iso-comma objects. O

Remark 1.17. The previous result of lifting requires an explicit proof as it does not
easily follows from the pseudomonadicity of G x — (Proposition 1.8). A result of lifting
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of PIE limits for pseudomonads is proved in [4], but only for the forgetful functor from
2-category of strict algebras (with pseudomorphisms between them). This result is not
strong enough for us as we cannot restrict to strict algebras. In fact, the strict algebras
correspond with the actions that satisfy the usual properties of action on the nose.

We will also need to use the following well-known basic property of the bi-iso-comma
object, which is a higher dimensional analogue of a well-known property of pullbacks.

Lemma 1.18. Given the following diagram in K

T ———— M L,z
SJ« % J«q H/)\ J«f

X — P Y

where the isomorphic 2-cell X exhibits a bi-iso-comma object, the isomorphic 2-cell
exhibits a bi-iso comma object if and only if the pasting diagram exhibits a bi-iso-comma
object.

Proof. Straightforward using the definition of bi-iso-comma object. O

We are now ready to prove that principal G-2-bundles are closed under iso-comma-
objects.

Proposition 1.19. Let mp: P — Y be a principal G-2-bundle over Y. Then the iso-
comma object P Xy Z given by

PX)}Z

f7T77 l
Y

—>

is a principal G-2-bundle over Z with morphism mpy,z := f*mp.

Proof. By Proposition 1.16, the morphism f*mp is G-equivariant. So it remains to prove
that it is 2-locally trivial. Since mp is 2-locally trivial, by Remark 1.14, there exists a
covering bisieve S: R = K (—,)) over ) such that, for every g: 7 — ) in the bisieve 5,
there exists a bi-iso-comma object of the form

GxT —rsp
| # ]
T —— X

We now consider the covering bisieve f*S. It is easy to see that every morphism in f*S
is isomorphic a composite

W&TXJ}Z&)Z
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with g: 7 — Y in S. And so it suffices to prove that there exists a bi-iso-comma object
of the form

GxW i s PxyZ
~
prgl / lf*m;
WT)TXJ)ZT)Z

We start observing that the identity 2-cell inside a commutative square of the form

gxu ingu gXT

PI"QJ/ J/Pr2

U—7F——>T

exhibits a bi-iso-comma object. Indeed, it is straightforward to prove that G x U satisfies
the universal properties of the bi-iso-comma object inducing the required morphisms and
2-cells via the universal properties of the product. Then, thanks to Lemma 1.18; it is
enough to prove that there exists a bi-iso-comma object of the form

gX(TXyZ) —l> PXyZ

PYQJ/ % J/f *p

TxyZ —F—— 2

To prove this, we first look at the following pasting of two bi-iso-comma objects

Gx (Txy2) L, g7 2 4 p

Ny Pt

T xyZ 7 > T Y

By Lemma 1.18, it exhibits a bi-iso comma object. Since the following 2-cell is invertible

Txy2Z L5 1

f*gl :}//\f’g lg

zZ—F)

f
the following pasting exhibits a bi-iso-comma object as well
Gx (T xy Z) l > P
=
l = l )
T Xy Z I > Z FE Yy

where (3 is given by the pasting of 6 and M9,
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Moreover, by Lemma 1.18, the following pasting of bi-iso-comma object squares
5 f

M—L 5 PxyZ2 2P

l /fl W l (@)
A'P

T Xy Z I > Z 7 > Y

exhibits a bi-iso-comma object. Since both this bi-iso-comma object and that of diagram
3 are bi-iso-comma objects of mp and f o f*g, there exists an equivalence

0: Gx (T xyZ) = M

And it is straightforward to prove that also the following pasting diagram exhibits a
bi-iso-comma object

G x (T xy 2) — M & >7?><yZLf>P
=
a2 /f*m: (}, ™ (5)
pT2 )\{D
T xyZ  Z — Y

where the isomorphic two-cell inside the left triangle is the one induced by the universal
property of the bi-iso-comma object M that induces the equivalence .

Finally, applying again Lemma 1.18 to diagram 5 (considering together the two 2-cells
on the left), we conclude that the following diagram exhibits a bi-iso-comma object

GX(TxpZ) —F— M —"—— PxyZ
(..J
/ @l / J/f*rrp
pry
T Xy Z T Z
This concludes the proof that f*mp is a principal G-2-bundle. O

2. QUOTIENT 2-STACKS

In this section we will explicitly construct analogues of quotient stacks one dimension
higher. We will then prove that they are well-defined trihomomorphisms. We will conclude
the section proving that, under mild assumptions, these objects are 2-stacks. This will be
the main result of the paper.

Throughout this section X will be a (2, 1)-category with all finite flexible limits and
7 will be a bitopology on it. As we will explain in detail later on, we need to restrict
ourselves to the case of a (2, 1) category to be able to generalize the quotient prestacks of
[5] to one dimension higher.

We start giving the explicit construction of quotient pre-2-stacks. It generalizes the
definition of quotient prestacks of [5] to the two-dimensional context.

Definition 2.1. Let X be an object of the (2,1)-category K and let G be an internal
2-group in K that acts on it. The quotient pre-2-stack

[X/G]: K — 2(Cat

is defined as follows:
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e for every object Y € K we define [X'/G](Y) as the 2-category that has:
- as objects the pairs (P, «) where mp: P — ) is a principal G-2-bundle over
Y and a: P — X is a G-equivariant morphism,;
- as morphisms from (P, ap) to (Q, ag) the morphisms of principal G-2-bundles
@: P — Q such that there exists an invertible 2-cell

P—F 50
=
Be
ap ag
X

- as 2-cells from ¢: (P,ap) = (Q,ag) to ¢¥: (P,ap) — (Q, ag) the 2-cells of
principal G-2-bundles I': ¢ = 1 such that

®

/\ .
P 0 P—"—Q
ap ag ap ag
X X

e for every morphism f: Z — y in K, we define
X/GI(f): [X/G1(Y

via iso-comma obJec[n along f as the g functor thgat sends:
- an object (P, ap) to the pair (P xy Z,ap oy f), where P xy Z is given by
the iso-comma object

PX)}Zﬂ)p

zZ —F)

and it is equipped with the morphism f*7p;
- amorphism ¢: (P,ap) = (Q, ag) to the morphism [X/G](f)(¢) induced by
the universal property of the iso-comma object as in the following diagram

pory f
7) XyZ
\[X/g](f)(%?) » PxyZ Tpf . P LN o)
Q XyZ —> Q o L//’ch
o f*ﬂ"p % ™ TQ
*p
f*ﬂ_ f*7rQ / Uye)
i l o l z - R

Z—>f Yy

-a2-cell': ¢ = 1 from p: P — Q toy: P — Q to the 2-cell
[X/GI(NT): [X/GI(f) () = [X/G](f) ()
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induced by the two-dimensional universal property of the iso comma object
P xy Z using the following compatible 2-cells

Pryz O o o Pxyz AN o g
5 f
2/9)()(w) P . |7l e & IS
4
QxyZ W*wa s Q QxyZ s > Z

e for every 2-cell A: f = ¢g: Z — Y in K, we define
[X/G1(A): [X/G](f) = [X/G](g)

as the 2-natural transformation that has component [X /G](A)p relative to (P, ap) €
[X'/G](Y) induced by the universal property of the iso-comma object Px3,Z as fol-

lows
5 f
Px{,Z i f
\[X/g](l\)(P,ap) PX{;Z S »
- frrp P
f
e g*ﬂpl /-4, lm ST N
Z 7 SNY;
Z — y

Remark 2.2. Notice that the hypothesis that all the 2-cells of & are isomorphic is needed
to define both the action [X'/G] on morphisms and 2-cells. Indeed, in order to use the
universal property of iso-comma objects to induce the desired morphisms we need to start
from isomorphic 2-cells.

We now aim at proving that the quotient pre-2-stacks of Definition 2.1 are well-defined
and that they are trihomomorphisms from K into 2Cat. We will split the proof in
various intermediate results.

Proposition 2.3. Let Y € K. Then [X/G|(Y) (defined in 2.1) is a 2-category.

Proof. Straightforward using the fact that 2Bung()) is a 2-category and the additional
data given by the morphisms into the fixed object X behave well with respect to identity
and composition. O

Proposition 2.4. Let f: Z — Y be a morphism in K. Then [X/G]|(f) (defined in 2.1)
is a 2-functor.

Proof. The fact that [X/G]|(f) is well-defined follows by the closure of principal-G-2-
bundles under iso-comma-objects (Proposition 1.19). We now prove the
2-functoriality of [X/G](f).

Firstly, we observe that, using the two-dimensional universal property of the iso-comma
object, it is straightforward to prove that the assignment on 2-cells preserves identities
and composition.
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Let now (P,ap) be an object of [X/G](Y). Since both idpxyzapxrys and
[X/G](f)(id(p,ap)) can be induced by the universal property of P Xy Z using the same
2-cell, they are equal. So [X'/G](f) preserves identities.

Let now p: (R,ag) — (P,ap) and ¢: (P,ap) — (Q, ag) be morphisms in [X/G]|(}).
Since both [X/G](f)(p) o [X/G](f)(p) and [X/G](f)(p o p) can be induced by the uni-
versal property of Q Xy Z using the same 2-cell, they are equal. So [X'/G](f) preserves
composition. O

Proposition 2.5. Let A: f = g be a 2-cell in K from f: Z2 — Y to g: Z — Y. Then
[X/G](A) (defined in 2.1) is a 2-natural transformation.

Proof. Let ¢: (P,ap) — (Q, ag) be a morphism in [X /G]()). We need to prove that the
following diagram is commutative:

[X/G1(AN)(Pap)
—

Px{,Z ng,Z

[X/G1(H) (%) [X/91(9)(¢)

f g
LY Wanens, V2

Thanks to the universal property of the iso-comma object ng,Z , this is implied by the
fact that the following diagrams are commutative by construction:

X/GIA)(p o
73><§,Z [X/G1(AN)(P,ap) ng,Z [X/G](9) (¢ QXQZ
Thg
s f
[X/G1(£)(2) P 59
7T*Qf P
fZ : h'd
OV a2
and
X/G/(A)(p o
Px{,Z [X/G1(A)(P,ap) ng,Z [X/G](9)( ng,Z

[(X/91(H)(¥)

g
Qx}2 om0 e

t

Remark 2.6. The previous three propositions (2.3, 2.4 and 2.5) show that [X/G] takes
values in 2(Cat.
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Before proving that [X'/G] is a trihomomorphism, we recall the definition of trihomo-
morphism. We take [8] as main reference.

Definition 2.7. Let T" and 7" be tricategories. A trihomomorphism F: T — T’ is
given by the following data:

a function F': Ob(T') — Ob(T");
given a,b € T a pseudofunctor F,;: T(a,b) — T"(F(a), F(b));
given a, b, ¢,d € T an adjoint equivalence x: ® o(F x F') = Fo® with left adjoint

T(b,¢) x T(a,b) —=L5 T'(F(b), F(c)) x T'(F(a), F (b))

I

T(a,c) > T'(F(a), F(c));

given a € T' an adjoint equivalence ¢: I, Fla) = F o I, with left adjoint

1 — T(a,a)

e given a,b,c,d € T an invertible modification

8 _FXFXE 3 T3 _EXEXE s
IX® ®x1 Ix®' IX® ®'x1
/ \ X><1 w / /x@’\
T? ypp— A —g T’2 — T7
FxF ® o
o\ / = o \ 2 \ /
T — 1T
F F
e given a,b € T invertible modifications
o T”
!
T’ FxF T’ R
A~ A~ 0 T >y T"
§lL><1 Y =
F 2 F Y F

Al N

T : s T T 1

~
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T2
1xI ®
ﬂf
T - >

F 7

T2

V X
FxXF
1xe X
/ 7
T12 F
®l
v 1x I/ )H\l N2
1

T
s

U
T

T 1 ” T s T

See Definition 3.3.1 of [8] for the axioms that these data are required to satisfy.

Definition 2.8. Let F,G: T'— T’ be trihomomorphisms. A tritransformation ¢: F' =
G is given by the following data:

e given a € T a morphism 60,: F(a) — G(a) in T
e given a,b € T" an adjoint equivalence

T(a,b) —E—— T'(F(a), F(b))

GJ/ / J/T’(I,Gb)

T'(G(a), G(b) gy T'(F(a), G(D));

e given a, b, c € T invertible modifications

T(b,¢) x T(a,b) —=E— T'(F(b), F(c) x T'(F(a), F(b))

x1
T/(0,)x1
—_—

lcxp = k'(l,ec)m

T'(G(b), G(c) x T'(F(a), (b)) T'(F(b),G(c) x T'(F(a), F(b))

% J]IxT’(l.ﬂb) == l@
T(a,e) €= T(GE),G(0) x T'(Gla), GB) " T(G(b), G(o) x T'(F(a), G(b) ——=—— T'(F(a), G(c))

- T'(G(a), G(0))

T(b, ¢) x T(a,b) ——=E 5 T/(F(b), F(c)) x T'(F(a), F(b))

J{T/(l,é‘()xl

T'(E(b),G(c) x T'(F(a), F(b))

}g

T'(F(a),G(e))

T'(6a,1)
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and
=
T(a,a) —E— T'(F(a), F(a)) —
(J ‘/8
T'(G(a), G(a)) T'(F(a), G(a)) ) e T'(Fla), Gla));

T'(0a,1)
See Definition 3.3.6 of [8] for the axioms that these data are required to satisty.
Proposition 2.9. The assignment [X /G| of Definition 2.1 is a trihomomorphism.
Proof. Let Y, Z in K. We prove that the assignment

[X/Gly.z: K*(V, Z) = 2Cat([X/G)(V), [X/G](2))

that sends a morphism f: Z — Y into [X/G](f) and a 2-cell T': f = g into [X/G](T) is
a 2-functor.

Let f: Z — Y be a morphism in K. The 2-natural transformation [X/G](ids) has
component relative to (P, ap) € [X/G](Y) induced by the universal property of the iso-
comma object Px{,Z as in the following diagram

Px}Z i onf
\[X/g](idf)(p,ap) Px}Z ——— P
pxiz 2L, p _ V
frp P

frmp f*’”’l / l’”’
ap

Z—>f Y

Z

<

and so [X/G](idf)(p,ap) is equal to (idix/g)())(P,ap). This shows that [X'/Gly z preserves
identities.

Let now f,g,h: Z — Y be morphisms in KX andI': f = gand A: g = h be 2-cellsin K.
The 2-natural transformation [X' /G](AoT") has component relative to (P, ap) € [X/G](V)
induced by the universal property of the iso-comma object PXSL,Z as in the following
diagram

5 f
73><§,Z i f
\[X/Q](AOF)(P,ap ’Pxﬁt}Z I N %
T5h
Pxhz —2— P _ a;:/
frrp P
f
frrp h*ﬂ'pJ/ A lm m
Z - >
Z — Y%

and so [X/G](A o I')p.apy is equal to [X/G](A)pap) © [X/G](I')(p,ap). This shows that

[X'/G]y.z preserves composition.
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Let now )V € K. We need to prove that there exists an adjoint equivalence
idpr /gy = [X/G](1dy)
Given (P, ap) € [X/G](Y), we define
Lpap)t 1dig) (P, ap)) — [X/G](idy) (P, ap))

as an adjoint equivalence between (P, ap) and (Pxi;,iyy, apory idy) given by the fact that
they are both bi-iso-comma objects of mp and idy. Then, given a morphism ¢: (P, ap) —
(Qayg) in [X/G](Y), we can induce the invertible 2-cell

P Lep, ap) ledyy
0 / lw/gmdy)(w)
by
idy
Qoo DY

using the universal property of the iso-comma object Qxi;,ly Y thanks to the following
compatible isomorphic 2-cells:

D LP.ap) Pxiﬁyz [X/6](idy)(») Qx;iyz
J/ﬂ';; idy
® P g idy
©
v /C%\ v
Q@ e v 75 idy <
and
D L(Pap) ,Pxi)c)iyz [¥/G](idy)(#) Ox 1dyZ

idy
clN z
oG 2% 05 7o

Moreover, it is straightforward to prove that the assignment of the structure 2-cells ¢, is
pseudofunctorial and that ¢ is an adjoint equivalence.
Let now Y, Z,T € K. We need to prove that there exists an adjoint equivalence

x: @ o([X/G] x [X/G]) = [X/G]o®
Given g: T — Z and f: Z — ), we need to define a 2-natural transformation

Xt.g: [X/G)(g) o [X/GI(f) = [X/G](f o g)
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Given (P, ap) € [X/G](Y), we define

(Xr9)P.ap): ([X/G)(9) o [X /GNP, ap)) = [X/GI(f 0 g)((P, ar))

as an adjoint equivalence between (P xy Z) xzT and P X7 given by the fact that they
are both iso-comma objects of mp and f o g.

Given a morphism ¢: (P,ap) — (Qag) in [X/G](Y), the following square is then
commutative

(P xy Z) x5 T L2P0pp

([X/g](g)O[X/Q](f))(sD)J J[X/Q}(fog)(@

(Qxy2Z)xzT —— OxyT

(Xf.9)(Q.a0)

thanks to the following commutative diagrams:

(Pxy2)x=T L D Py T AU o T
wy lﬂ%(fog)
PxyZ —2 P
(1%/G)(ol%/G)(9)) () [X/g]l( ) it

Q Xy Z

(Qxy‘ xzT e QT 0

and
(P iy B) xaT — 00 o WO o o

(1X/G)(F)olX/G)(0))() g*(f*mp) (fog)™me

(QxyZ)xzT > O xy T

(Xf.9)e (fog)*mo

This shows that x, is 2-natural. Moreover, when f and g vary the x;,’s form a 2-
natural transformation. Indeed, given morphisms ¢,¢': 7 — Z and f, f': Z — ) and
2-cells I': g = ¢’ and A: f = f’ the following equality holds

[X/GIAxT) 0 xpg = Xpg 0 ([X/GI(A) % [X/G)(T).
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This is because, for every (P, ap) € [X/G](Y), the following diagram is commutative

f g f.9)P fog
(nyZ)xZT Os.0) T
[X/G1(9)(([x/G)(A))P) ([X/G1(A+T))p

(PX§;Z) 7T NI (Pfo) 9T — 77><§,/°ng

(X/G10)_p
y
thanks to the commutativity of
(Px]2)x4 7‘__ﬁ£i__>pxﬁwr (1%/G)(A+T)) 7, Pl T
[X/G1(9)(([X/G1(A)P) (f*mp)*g
(PXJ,/Z)X%T Px}Z oo
75 (fog
. | m (/o)
(f")mp)*g [X/gi(/\)?
(X/61),,, Pxlz
((f/V
(PXYZ)XIT — s PRY™T —— 3 P
71'7_—, o
and
(ng,Z) x%LT _ e PxngT (/G AD)7, ny'og'T
X/G)(9)(1X/G)(A)p) \\\\\\\
s TP (g
(Px;’;Z)x%T PV (Fog)'mp w5 (f'og")
\
g ((f') mp
(X/G1),,,
1 (&) () )
(PxLZ)x4T —— PXY T ————— T
P(f g’)

This shows that x is an adjoint equivalence.
Consider now a chain of morphisms

whrttzly
in K. The following equality of 2-natural transformation holds

Xf,goh © (Xgn ¥ [X/G(f)) = Xfogn © ([X/G](h) * X1g)
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because it holds on components thanks to the compatibility between the iso-comma ob-
jects along the composite of three morphisms and the pasting of the three iso-comma
objects. This shows that the invertible modification w required in Definition 2.7 is the
identity for [X/G].

Moreover, the invertible modification v of Definition 2.7, is the identity as well. Indeed,

given a morphism Z ERRVI K, the pseudonatural transformations y fia o (¢* [X/G](f))
and idjy/g)y) have the same components by the universal properties of the iso-comma
object and the same structure 2-cells thanks to the fact that the structure 2-cells of ¢
of the form tjx/g()(p) With ¢ a morphism in [X/G]()) are identities by definition of
[X/G](f). Analogously, the invertible modification § of Definition 2.7 is the identity as
well.

Finally, the axioms of trihomomorphisms are trivially satisfied by [X'/G] since all the
modifications involved are identities. O

Analogously to the one-dimensional case, we can consider the particular case of [T /G]
where 7T is the terminal object of K and so the morphisms with target 7 are uniquely
determined and the 2-category [T /G]()) is isomorphic to 2Bung(Y).

Definition 2.10. The quotient pre-2-stack [T /G| is called classifying pre-2-stack and
will be denoted 2BG.

In the remaining part of this section we will prove that, if the (2,1)-category X is
bicocomplete and such that iso-comma objects preserve bicolimits and the bitopology 7
is subcanonical, the quotient pre-2-stacks of Definition 2.1 are 2-stacks in the sense of
[6]. To prove this important result, we will use the following explicit characterization of
2-stack that we prove in [6].

Theorem 2.11 ([6], Theorem 3.18 ). Let (X, T) be a bisite. A trihomomorphism F: K —
Bicat is a 2-stack if and only if for every C' € K and every covering bisieve S € 7(C)
the following conditions are satisfied:

(O) every weak descent datum for S of elements of F' is weakly effective;
(M) every descent datum for S of morphisms of F is effective;
(2C) every matching family for S of 2-cells of F' has a unique amalgamation.

Moreover, we will need the crucial result that every object of a subcanonical bisite is
the sigma-bicolimit of each covering bisieve over it. We prove this result in [6].

Theorem 2.12 ([6],Theorem 2.24). Let T be a subcanonical bitopology and let S: R =
y(C) be a covering bisieve over C. Then S is a sigma-bicolim bisieve, that is

C = o-bicolim F'
where F: [R — K is the 2-functor of projection to the first component.
Another important result proven in [6] that will be helpful for the proof is the following.

Proposition 2.13 ([6],Proposition 2.26). Let K be a small 2-category with iso-comma
objects and let T be a subcanonical bitopology on it. Let then S: R = K(—,Y) be a
covering bisieve over Y € K and f: X — Y be a morphism in K. Then X is the
sigma-bicolimit of the 2-functor

F:me—C>7(/1aXYﬁ>7C/1aXX®—m>K

where inc = [S: [R — [K(—,Y) is the inclusion 2-functor and f* is the 2-functor of
1so-comma object along the morphism f.
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Finally, we will need to apply the results about colimits in lax slices proved by Mesiti
in [13] and more in detail in the case of sigma-bicolimits in his PhD thesis [14].

Theorem 2.14. Let K be a bicocomplete (2,1)-category with finite flexible limits and
such that iso-comma objects preserve bicolimits. Let then T be a subcanonical bitopology
on K and X,G € K with G an internal 2-group. Then the quotient pre-2-stack [X /G| is
a 2-stack.

Remark 2.15. The hypothesis that iso-comma objects preserve bicolimits in X means
that for every morphism a: 7 — W in X the 2-functor

a*: K/lax w — K/lax T

of iso-comma along the morphism a preserves bicolimits. This hypothesis will be crucial
in our proof of Theorem 2.14.

Proof. Let Y € K and let S: R = X (—,)) be a covering bisieve over )). Thanks to
Theorem 2.11, it suffices to prove that the following conditions hold:

(O) every weak descent datum for S of elements of F' is weakly effective;
(M) every descent datum for S of morphisms of F' is effective;
(2C) every matching family for S of 2-cells of F' has a unique amalgamation.

We start proving (2C).
Let o,p: (P,ap) = (Q,ag) be morphisms in [X/G](Y). Consider a matching family
for S of 2-cells of [X'/G] that assigns to each morphism f: Z — Y € S a 2-cell

wy: [X/G)(f)(o) = [X/GI(f)(p)
We need to prove that there exists a unique 2-cell
w:o=p

such that [X/G](f)(w) = wy for every f: Z - Y € S.
By Proposition 2.13, P is the sigma-bicolimit of the 2-functor

Fi [RES K e 3 5 K p 2 X
with universal sigma-bicocone given by the identical 2-cells of the form
Pxiw

F((id,a))l mph

sz;Ng (6)

F((g,id))l

Px4T

for every morphism (g, «): OV, W LN V)= (T, T 4 Y)in [R.
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For every f: Z — ) € S, we consider the 2-cell

o f

Using the fact that the wy’s are the assignment of a matching family, it is straightforward
to prove that the 2-cells of the form (7) are compatible. In particular, one needs to
use the compatibility of the matching family with respect to composition to deal with
the morphisms of [R of type (g,id) and the compatibility of the matching family with
respect to the 2-cells in S to deal with the morphisms of [R of type (id,«). So, by
the two-dimensional universal property of the sigma-bicolimit of F', there exists a unique
2-cell w: o = p such that for every f: Z — ) € S, the whiskering

Pxiz L p T 0

p

is equal to the 2-cell of diagram (7). We now show that w is the desired amalgamation.
By definition of [X/G], the 2-cell [X/G](f)(w) is the unique that has whiskering with
f*mg equal to the identical 2-cell and whiskering with 75 f equal to the 2-cell

X/G)(f) (o
pxlz AN o1z
5
[X/G1(£)(p) P h (8)
L
\, > j
QXg;Z - 7 Q
Q

But the whiskering of w; with f*mg is equal to the identical 2-cell because wy is a 2-
cell in [X/G](Z) and the 2-cells Yx/g)(f)(0) and Yix/g)(r)(p) are identities by definition of
[X/G]. Moreover, the whiskering of wy with 75 f, is equal to the 2-cell of diagram (8)
by construction of w. This shows that [X'/G](f)(w) = wy and concludes the proof of the
condition (2C).

We now prove the condition (M).

Let (P,ap), (Q,ag) € [X/G](Y). Consider a descent datum for S of morphisms of

[X/G] that assigns to every Z Lyesa morphism

Wy Px{,Z — Qx{,Z
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and to every 2-cell I': f = f with f, f": Z — )Y € S an (invertible) 2-cell

Px{,Z Y ngc,Z

[X/g](l“)vl % l[?(/g] Mo

I I
PXyZ w—f/> QXyZ

Moreover, for every chain 2’ % Z L5 ¥ with f € S, we have an (invertible) 2-cell

(PxéZ)xgzZ’ s B (Qx§Z)ngZ’

| |

fog =1 fog =1
Px3yZ o Oxy"Z

ﬂz ﬂz
,ng)ogzl e , ngjogzl

We need to prove that there exist a morphism
w: P — QO
in [X/G](Y) and for every morphism Z L yesan (invertible) 2-cell
vl wp = [X/G)(f)(w)

that satisfy the conditions required by the definition of effective descent datum on morph-
isms (see Definition 3.9 of [6]). The idea is to induce the morphism w using the universal
property of P seen as a sigma-bicolimit of a diagram of shape [R. This is similar to what
we did to prove the condition (2C).

As already observed when proving (2C), by Proposition 2.13, P is the sigma-bicolimit
of the 2-functor

Fi [RES K ey 5 K f p 2 K
with universal sigma-bicocone as shown in diagram (6).

We construct a sigma-bicocone = of shape [R over Q. Given an object (£, Z ERN V),
we define =¢ as the composite

Px{,Z R Qx{,Z 7r—Q> Q

Given a morphism (g,id): (2, %) — (Z,f) in [R, we define =, ;qy as the following
2-cell

__ —
ng‘,"gz’ EELCEN ng”;’gz'

&(}Eg/)
P((gid)) % 5
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where gg is the morphism induced by the universal property of ng,Z using the 2-cell

o~

v w5 (fog)
Oxlz =0
(fog)*ma e
fog
Q}Tf,g
/ N \
Z — Z - Y

and the 2-cell x4 is induced by the two-dimensional universal property of Q><§,Z using
the compatible 2-cells

Pxiz o) » Pxlz 1 oxlz
~
73><§,°~"Z’
~
(Px},2)x%2’
Wrog lg*wf W*Qf
o (Ox},Z)x5 2’
P
fo
Qxygzi
Iz
fo Aot M
oxIz 5 0}z — 30
and
ngj’gZ’ Fllgid) > Px{,Z N Qx{,Z
N
Pxé"gZ’
\“) :
wf
(Px{,Z)x%Z’ 29
frmg

b / lg*wf
ol (Ox},Z)x% 2!

>z
v /f \ i
ox 19z _ yoxlz —— 3z
y go Y mof

where the unnamed arrows are the projections and the 2-cell gz}:l is defined by whiskering
59 with the isomorphic 2-cells of pseudoinvertibility of the involved equivalences.
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Given a morphism (id,I"): (2, Z ERN V)— (2,2 N Y) in [R, we define Z;q 1) as the
following 2-cell

Px{,Z SN Qxf,Z
TI'*Qf

F((d.1)) S oo Q

7r*Qf’
pxlz ' oxlz
y Yy

One can then construct the structure 2-cell of the form =, ) using the factorization of
(g, ) as a composite of a morphism of type (g,id) with one of type (id, ) and use the
compatibility conditions satisfied by the descent datum to verify that these assignment
defines a sigma-bicocone of shape f R over Q. This implies that there exists a unique
morphism w: P — Q together (invertible) 2-cells

for every Z Iy Y such that, given a morphism (g,«): (£, 2 ERN V)= (2,2 LN V), the
following equality of 2-cells holds:

5 f P w

p
Pfo ﬂ \ fZ
\a QXfZ whh 0h
F((g:0))
H“(g,a) moh

h =1 h =1
Pxﬁ‘,Z’ - QXS‘;Z’ Px3Z o Q>< Z

We now need to prove that w: P — Q is the desired morphism. It is straightforward to

prove that w is a morphism in [X/G](}). Moreover, given Z Lyes , we can induce
the desired 2-cell ¢/ : w; = f*w applying the two-dimensional universal property of the
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iso-comma object Qx{,Z to the compatible 2-cells

7?><§,Z ] 5 ngc,Z
N /9*1
[rw TP ! ol
f N
QxyZ 7 > Q
and

73><§,Z it 5 QXQZ
f*wl [*mo
ox}z > Z

['mo
Finally, one can prove that the required conditions are satisfied tanks to equalities of type
(9) and the compatibility conditions satisfied by the descent datum. This concludes the
proof that (M) holds.
It remains to prove that the condition (O) holds. This will be the trickiest condition
to prove.

Consider a weak descent datum for S of elements of [X/G] that assigns to every Z ER
Y € S a principal G-2-bundle

T Wr — Z € [X/G](2)
and to every 2-cell I': f = f’ with f, f': Z — ) a morphism
wr: Wy = W
in [X/G](Z). Moreover, for every chain 2’ 2 Z Iy ¥ with f €S, we have an equivalence
19 Wiog = g Wy

in [X/G](Z) and all the other data required by the definition of weak descent datum (see
[6]) satisfying the required axioms.
We need to prove that there exist a principal G-2-bundle

T W =Y el[X/G(Y)
and for every Z i> Y € S an equivalence
Q/in Wf — f*W

in [X/G](Y) and all the other data required by the definition of weak descent datum
satisfying the required conditions.
We use the assignment of the weak descent datum to construct a pseudofunctor

A /R—> K/psy

Given an object (2,2 EN Y) € [R, we define A((Z, Z ER YV)) as the morphism

w, Lzly
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Given a morphism (g,id): (2, fg/g) — (Z,f) in [R, we define A((g,id)) as the 2-cell

Wo —> g*wf — 7wy

v;;
Fog f

Y
f

Given a morphism (id,I"): (£, 2 > )Y) — (2,2 EiN Y) in [R, we define A((id,I")) as the

2-cell
Wy e » W
x t/wr Ty
Z _ Z

One can then construct the image of a generic morphism of [R using the factorization in
terms of morphisms of type (g,id) and (id,I'). Finally, given a 2-cell §: (g,a) — (h, f)

in [R with (¢g,a), (h,3): (£,2 EN y)— (2,2 LN Y), we define A(J) as the 2-cell
1.9

® *
W]T,;; — g Wf/

e N
Wf WR(&)f, ‘/a(g)f, [X/Q}(é)wf/ Wf’

WFJL (pf/,g h Wfl

where (as) s is the 2-cell assigned by the weak descent datum (see Definition 3.14 of [6]).
We now prove that A is a pseudofunctor.
Given a chain of morphisms

(2,2 L ) 29 (2 2z Ly yy WO,

(Z”, Z// f_//> y)
in [R, the isomorphic 2-cell

Egalig.an Mg ) o Al(g, @) = A(g', @) o (9, @)
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is given by the following pasting diagram:

ﬂ-* N

W £ g*wf/ R VY R LS VY

flog Mog! Wf”
g
f”og’ g Yy
Wf Wf’og 4) W g —) g f// f”
WC / /?”g /
g o g Wf// e (9'9)

f” (g Og) of"9' 00

where 6?:,’9 is the weak cocycle condition on f”,¢’, g and ( is the 2-cell such that (g, @) o
(¢;a) = (god’, (). Moreover, it is straightforward to prove that A((id,id)) is isomorphic
to the identity and that the required conditions on 2-cells are satisfied.

Let then W be the sigma-bicolimit of the pseudofunctor dom oA (that exists because
X has all sigma-bicolimits by hypothesis). Since A is pseudofunctorial it corresponds
to a sigma-bicocone over Y of shape [R and so, using the universal property of the
sigma-bicolimit, we can induce a morphism

W =Y

Moreover, by the calculus of colimits in lax slices developed by Mesiti in [13] (and more
in detail in [14] in the sigma-bicolimit case), we obtain the following equality

7 = o-bicolim A

We now prove that the morphism 7 is a principal G-2-bundle. 7 is trivially G-equivariant
(since we are considering trivial actions of G) so it remains to prove that it is 2-locally

trivial. Given Z % Y € S, since mp: Wy — Z is 2-locally trivial, there exists a covering

bisieve Sy € 7(Z) such that for every T oz e S¢ the iso-comma object of 7 and h is
equivalent to the product G x 7. Consider then the collection

S={TLzLyfresnhes

Using the axiom (72) of bitopology, it is easy to prove that S’ is a covering bisieve over

Y. Given a morphism T 4 Y € S that is equal to the composite T — 2" 2 Y, we
obtain the following chain of equalities

I*m = [*o-bicolim A = o-bicolim[*A,
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where the second equality is given by the hypothesis that iso-comma objects preserve
colimits. And given an object (Z, f) € [R the following is an iso-comma object square

GxT — s Wix5(Z xy 2') ——— W

~ * % =
a2 = (f*g)mys = Tf

(ZxyZ) 5o T 97 gz 9 g

~

g f = f

~ g ~

T y Z/ SN

r g

thanks to the fact that the covering bisieve generated by (f*¢)*h with h € S, trivializes
(f*g)*ms as shown in the proof of Proposition 1.19. This implies that the iso-comma of

the morphism Wy MENS- JER Y along [ is equivalent to the product G x 7. And so the
morphism 7 is 2-locally trivial.

Furthermore, we can induce a morphism a: W — X" applying the universal property of
the sigma-bicolimit to the sigma-bicocone of shape [R whose structure 2-cells are simply
given by the fact that the morphisms involved are morphisms in 2-categories of the form
[X/G](T) with T € K. This conclude the proof of the fact that (W = Y, W % X) is in
[X/G](D).

We now need to induce the equivalence ¥/ : W; = f*W for every f € S. We equival-
ently induce the pseudoinverse 64: f*WW — W;. We observe that the following chain of
equalities holds

"W = f*o-bicolimA = o-bicolim f*A

and so we can use the universal property of the sigma-bicolimit to induce 6. To do so,

we construct a sigma bicocone ¥ over Wy. Given (2/,2' % V) € JR, we define X, as
the composite

. Ay, 9.9 f f,f*g .k w5 (f*g)

F Wy =25 (6" F) Wy == Woeg s —>Wfof* (F9) Wy === wy,
where A, is the isomorphism induced by the universal property of (¢*f)*W, using the
2-cell of iso-comma object of f and gom, and p?9/ is the pseudoinverse of 199"/,

Given a morphism (id, a): (Z',9) = (2’,¢') in [R, the structure 2-cell Xq 4 is given
by the pasting diagram

9.9% f I %9
W, M (g frw, p—>Wgng4>Wf0fg ——— (f*9'W

F*Wa da % T3 (f* @) Wy

* AR * * I\ *
FWo =7 @ Wy 2y Wty s > Waery — 7 (F19)W



36 ELENA CAVIGLIA

where the morphism ¢, is induced by the universal property of the iso-comma object
((¢")*f)*W, using the 2-cell

(g*f)*Wg > W

and the 2-cell ( is given by the following pasting diagram

Y p9:9"f W Wo, g W off7a W
(") Wy 7 T Wreptg I 9y Wy
ﬂf J f*
=2 2 1
Nk ok p9' (9" fof*a o " /
((q ) f) Wg g o(q*fof*a) Wf%’/‘of*(l f q Wf
1
VAR &5 ot e
b o Ry < T (e
py/O(y’)*f»f*a = wg'O(y/)*fyf*ﬂ
*a * W *> *a *W /\I_/* ) *> *a/ *W/‘\;/*
(f*a) (( ) f) (f* e >(ff ) go(g") (f*a)*wdm/(f ) Jo(f")*g
7\ % %y /’ql s W W"fyy’ W *Pf",*y, * 1 W
((¢) ) Wy s Wiere (f9 )Wy

Given a morphism (h,id): (Z”,ﬁ) — (2',9) in [R, the structure 2-cell X, q) is
given by the pasting diagram

pgch J(goh)* f

N Wo —— Fo5*(gok) |~
. f9oR N f.goh ¥ * *
FWeg == (9o " Wai —— Wasnaqanr ) — 7 Wrepamy —— (g0 h) Wy

w4 (f*(goh))
f*wg.}z

=
FhW, = W,

kR
fﬂ-g Ag)
!

Wy —— (9" /)W, o Waogt —— Wrogra — 777 ([T9)W
fr9 p9 “f.9 phl g
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where the morphism ¢4, is induced by the universal property of the iso-comma object
(g% f)*W, using the 2-cell

(G0 h) ) Wep —— W =27 oW,

goh

the morphism [, ;, is induced by the universal property of the iso-comma object (f*g)*Wy
using the 2-cell

(f(goh) Wy —— Wy

)\Wf,f*(g‘;ﬁ)
Tf
J2 ——— 2
g

the commutativity of the diagram on the left can be checked on components and the 2-cell
¢ is obtained as a pasting of appropriate weak cocycle condition 2-cells and cells given by
the assignment of the descent datum in a way similar to the one used to construct ¢ in
Y(id,0)- One can then prove that these data give a sigma-bicocone X. And we can thus
induce the desired morphism #/. Furthermore, since the morphism

" Af.g . o pg,g*f W"f,g @fvf*g L
fWe = (G )Wy — Wyegr — Wropeg — (f79)" Wt

is an equivalence, it follows that 6/ is an equivalence as well. And so we have induced the
desired equivalence ¢/ : W; = f*W (pseudoinverse of 67).

We now need to prove that, given Z ER Y € S and a morphism 2’ 2 Z, there exists
an invertible 2-cell

gof’g N
W% i Wf
wfogl 4(//Eg)f gl
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We equivalently prove that there exists an invertible 2-cell

. rx g*gf N pf,g
W —L—— gw, 2

(f

We notice that

Wf og

> W

gfog

fog

g W = g* f*o-bicolim (dom oA) = o-bicolim (g* o f* o dom oA)

and so we can induce the 2-cell (1) via the universal property of the sigma-bicolimit.

Given (T,T AN Y) € [R, we define a 2-cell T, as the following pasting diagram

9" ot

g Wi
N}

g*froe

g r)

R

* tt*f
m*(t* f )W, s W

g*pt.t*f

g fw

g 0!

o~

I We s,

W, —— gW——

tot* f

1

tot* f?

[a3

fim

pleltm

foft

I

.
g pfft

mr it

—— M Wyopry —— m*(f*

94#/'/07*/%771

g*(ﬂV

(ft) Wy

1

Wy

« Btf\f‘,m T - B}‘Z.m
9w 12 = Wmom Wfof*tom = 1
12 2 = 12
Afog. N N t,t* fom N fFtom . .
(o9 W g 0 )W =5 (0 (Fo ) W W e —— W, = ([t om)" Wy
Lp/,go(/'og)*l .
Fogo(fog)*t - (gO (fog) t) Wf
(fog)*t 2
N - v
12 12 ((fog)t) (g"Wy)
((fog) ) pf9 @ ((fog)*t)*ph9
R =
oFog,(fog)*t
W _—~— 5 (fog)t) W~
et ((f Q)L) e
— Mgt e T t.t* (fog) We— Tog (Fog)™t  —~— .
(fog) Wi =5 (t*(fog)yW—W — U W__——  “—— ((fog)"t) Wy
tot*(fog) (fog)o(fog)*t
(fog) ot B
(fog)W —
9fog

g Wy

phe

Wrs

where ¢ is the canonical equivalence between (f o ¢)*7 and ¢*f*T and m = (f*t)*g o e.
Using the compatibility conditions of the weak descent datum, one can then prove that
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the I't’s form a modification and so the 2-cell (¢,)f is induced by the universal property
of the sigma-bicolimit.

We now need to prove that, given a 2-cell v: f = f' with f, f': Z — Y in R(Z) there
exists an isomorphic 2-cell

w; — s
5

Wy ——— "W
wf

We equivalently induce an isomorphic 2-cell

Ty [X/G]()w

v —2 5w,

7

Ry

[X/Gl(v)w Ty

f/*W T Wf/

We notice that
*W = f*o-bicolimdom oA = o-bicolim f* o dom oA

and so we can induce the desired 2-cell k, via the universal property of the sigma-bicolimit
using a modification A. Given (7,7 5 V) € J R, we define the 2-cell

FW s w2 Wy

~
* —
(o
frot A, Ty

* 1%
W g & o Wr

as a pasting diagram analogous to the one used to define I';. And it is easy to see that
we obtain a modification A that induces the desired 2-cell &.,.

Finally, it is straightforward to verify that the defined data satisfy the axioms required
by the definition of weakly effective weak descent datum. This concludes the proof of the
condition (O). O
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