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ABSTRACT. Shadows for bicategories, defined by Ponto, provide a useful framework that gener-
alizes classical and topological Hochschild homology. In this paper, we define Hochschild-type
invariants for monoids in a symmetric monoidal, simplicial model category V, as well as for small
V-categories. We show that each of these constructions extends to a shadow on an appropriate
bicategory, which implies in particular that they are Morita invariant. We also define a gener-
alized theory of Hochschild homology twisted by an automorphism and show that it is Morita
invariant. Hochschild homology of Green functors and C,-twisted topological Hochschild homol-
ogy fit into this framework, which allows us to conclude that these theories are Morita invariant.
We also study linearization maps relating the topological and algebraic theories, proving that
the linearization map for topological Hochschild homology arises as a lax shadow functor, and
constructing a new linearization map relating topological restriction homology and algebraic re-
striction homology. Finally, we construct a twisted Dennis trace map from the fixed points of
equivariant algebraic K-theory to twisted topological Hochschild homology.

1. INTRODUCTION

Theories of Hochschild homology play an essential role in the trace method approach to algebraic
K-theory. Classical Hochschild homology of a ring R receives a map from the algebraic K-theory
of R, called the Dennis trace,

K,(R) — HH,(R).

In this sense, Hochschild homology of a ring serves as an approximation to algebraic K-theory. To
arrive at a much better approximation, however, one needs to consider a topological analogue of
Hochschild homology, called topological Hochschild homology, THH(R). There is similarly a trace
map from algebraic K-theory to topological Hochschild homology, which factors the Dennis trace

Ki(R) = 7 THH(R) — HH(R).

Through an understanding of the full structure of topological Hochschild homology, one can then
define topological cyclic homology (see [12, 31]), which often closely approximates algebraic K-
theory.

In recent years, equivariant generalizations of Hochschild homology and topological Hochschild
homology have been developed. In [4] the authors define C),-twisted topological Hochschild ho-
mology for a C)-equivariant ring spectrum R, denoted THH¢, (R), where C,, is the cyclic group
of order n. Twisted topological Hochschild homology has an algebraic analogue as well, twisted
Hochschild homology for Green functors, HHg", as defined in [10].

In the classical setting the Hochschild homology of a ring R and its topological analogue, THH(R)
are related by a map

7 THH(R) — HHy(R).
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More generally, for A a (—1)-connected ring spectrum this map takes the form
Tk THH(A) — HHk (ﬂ'oA),

and is an isomorphism in degree 0. As we will see in Section 5, this map is induced by the lin-
earization map A — HmA of a (—1)-connected ring spectrum, where Hmp A denotes the Eilenberg—
MacLane spectrum of mg A. Hence, this map relating topological Hochschild homology and Hochschild
homology is referred to as the linearization map. Similarly, in the equivariant setting there is a lin-
earization map relating twisted topological Hochschild homology and the Hochschild homology for
Green functors. In particular, for R a (—1)-connected C,,-ring spectrum, linearization for twisted
topological Hochschild homology is a map

7" THHc, (R) — HHS" (7, R),

where 7¢ denotes the homotopy Mackey functors for the group C,,. In [10], the authors construct
this linearization map and prove it is an isomorphism in degree 0.

In [2] we developed computational tools to study twisted topological Hochschild homology, in-
cluding an equivariant Bokstedt spectral sequence, and computed several examples of twisted THH.
In this article, we adopt the framework of bicategorical shadows to deepen our understanding of
twisted THH and Hochschild homology for Green functors.

The notion of a shadow on a bicategory, introduced by Ponto in [32], has proved instrumen-
tal in the study of (topological) Hochschild homology, topological restriction homology, algebraic
K-theory, and fixed point theory. Both classical Hochschild homology and its homotopical gener-
alization, topological Hochschild homology of ring spectra and of spectral categories, are examples
of shadows [33],[14]. An advantage of the shadow approach to studying Hochschild theories is that
their Morita invariance is immediate once we have established that they are indeed shadows. View-
ing rings and modules in a bicategorical framework, Morita equivalence serves as the natural notion
of equivalence between 0-cells in a bicategory. As shadows respect bicategorical structure, they are
invariant under Morita equivalences.

The shadow framework also allows for an easy proof that the topological Hochschild homology
of a ring spectrum A agrees with the topological Hochschild homology of its category of perfect
modules, Perf 4. One can consider A and Perf 4 as 0-cells of a bicategory in which they are Morita
equivalent. Since topological Hochschild homology is a shadow, the agreement result follows.

It is clear from the examples above that the theory of shadows provides a powerful and useful
organizing principle for Hochschild-type theories. There is therefore good reason to elaborate a
general framework in which to define Hochschild homology of “ring objects” and to show that it is
a shadow and thus deduce Morita invariance and an appropriate version of agreement. In Section 3.1
we construct a Hochschild-type invariant of monoids in a nice enough symmetric monoidal, simplicial
model category V, and show that it extends to a shadow on the bicategory %y of (cofibrant) monoids
and (homotopy classes of) bimodules, from which we deduce Morita invariance of this generalized
Hochschild homology (Corollary 3.1.7).

We then extend this Hochschild-type invariant in a natural manner to “monoids in V with
many objects”, i.e., small V-categories, in Section 3.2. The “many objects” version of bimodules
is formulated in terms of enriched functors and enriched natural transformations. We show that
this invariant of V-categories extends to a shadow on the bicategory %y of (pointwise cofibrant)
V-categories and (homotopy classes of) enriched bimodules. We then prove that a monoid A in V,
seen as a V-category with one object, is Morita equivalent in %y to (a cofibrant replacement of)
its category of perfect modules (Proposition 3.2.12), from which we deduce that the Hochschild
homology of A is indeed isomorphic to that of its category of perfect modules (Corollary 3.2.18).
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In Section 4 we develop a construction of Hochschild homology twisted by an automorphism and
prove that this new framework, which is not quite a shadow but does satisfy Morita equivalence,
encompasses existing notions of equivariant Hochschild homology theories. In particular, we prove
that twisted topological Hochschild homology and Hochschild homology for Green functors fit into
this framework and hence are Morita invariant. The following theorem combines Theorems 4.2.4
and 4.3.5.

Theorem 1.0.1. Twisted topological Hochschild homology, THH¢,,, and Hochschild homology for
Green functors, ﬂf{‘, satisfy Morita invariance.

We also investigate the linearization map
7 THH(R) — HH (7 R)

in the context of bicategorical shadows. In particular, we show in Proposition 5.1.4 that this
linearization map arises from a lax shadow functor between these bicategorical shadows. Lax
shadow functors, defined in [33], can be thought of as structure-preserving natural transformations
between bicategorical shadows.

This perspective on linearization maps also allows us to define a new linearization map, from
topological restriction homology (TR) to algebraic restriction homology, ¢tr. This algebraic version
of TR, tr, was defined in [10] using Hochschild homology for Green functors. We prove that ¢r
is a bicategorical shadow and conclude that it is Morita invariant. We also show that our new
linearization map from TR to ¢r arises from a lax shadow functor. The following is proven as
Propositions 4.4.2 and 5.2.3 and Corollary 5.2.4.

Theorem 1.0.2. For a (—1)-connected ring spectrum R, there is a linearization map
WkTR(R) — tT‘k(ﬂ'o(R)).
This linearization map arises from a lax shadow functor.

One of the central properties of Hochschild theories is that they receive trace maps from algebraic
K-theory. The Dennis trace map from algebraic K-theory to Hochschild homology factors through
THH. It was shown in [10] that the Dennis trace map also factors through Hochschild homology
for Green functors and through algebraic tr.

It is natural to ask whether twisted topological Hochschild homology, THH¢, , also receives a
trace map from a version of algebraic K-theory. In Theorem 6.1.1 and Corollary 6.2.1, we prove
that indeed it receives a trace map from the fixed points of equivariant algebraic K-theory, K¢, .
Like the classical Dennis trace K — THH, this map is given by taking the trace of an endomorphism
(for example, the trace of a matrix.)

Theorem 1.0.3. Let R be a C,-ring spectrum. There is a twisted Dennis trace map
Kc, (R)“" — THHc, (R).

For a prime p that does not divide n, THH¢, (R) has a p-cyclotomic structure [4]. This can
be used to define twisted topological restriction homology, TR¢, (R;p). We use work on algebraic
K-theory from the shadow perspective [13] to prove that when p is prime to n, the trace map
Ke, (R)C — THHc, (R) lifts to TR¢, (R; p).
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1.1. Organization. In Section 2, we cover necessary background on bicategories and shadows.
In Section 3, we define a generalized Hochschild-type invariant and prove that it is a shadow;
we conclude that it satisfies Morita invariance. In Section 4, we develop a theory of Hochschild
homology twisted by an automorphism and use this generalized framework to prove that THH¢,,,
and HH®" are Morita invariant. In Section 5, we study linearization maps from the perspective of
lax shadow functors, including a new linearization map from TR to algebraic ¢r. In Section 6, we
show that THH¢,, receives a trace map from the fixed points of equivariant algebraic K-theory, and
that this trace map factors through TRc¢,,.

1.2. Notation and Conventions. The indexing universe for equivariant spectra is always under-
stood to be complete.
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Foundation Compositio Mathematica.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Bicategorical preliminaries. Recall that a bicategory % consists of a class % of 0-cells
(also called objects), together with a category Z(A, B) for every pair A, B of 0-cells. The objects
and morphisms of the category Z(A, B) are called 1-cells and 2-cells, respectively. For every zero
cell A, there is a distinguished identity 1-cell, Ua, in B(A, A). For every triple A, B, C of 0-cells,
there is a composition functor

—©O—:9%B(A,B) x B(B,C) = B(A,C),
along with natural isomorphisms
a:(MON)OP SMo (NeP)
1:Us0M SM
r:MoUs —M

which satisfy the same coherence axioms as those for a monoidal category. We refer the reader to
[24, Definition 1.2.1] for a complete definition.

Notation 2.1.1. We often write 4 Mp to denote a 1-cell M in B(A, B).
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Well-known examples of bicategories include the bicategory % of (ordinary) rings, in which the
0-cells are rings, while Z(A, B) is the category of (4, B)-bimodules for any pair of rings A, B, and
the composite of an (A, B)-bimodule M and a (B, C)-bimodule N is their tensor product over B,
M ®p N. The bicategory € of small categories, functors, and natural transformations is another
useful example to keep in mind.

Generalizing simultaneously the notions of a dualizable bimodule and its dual and of an adjoint
pair of functors, we have the following definition of dual pairs of 1-cells in a bicategory.
Definition 2.1.2. Let 2 be a bicategory, and let A, B € %y. A pair of 1-cells (4Mp,pNa4) is a
dual pair for (A, B) if there exist 2-cells e: N©@ M — Ug and n: Uy — M @ N, called evaluation
and coevaluation, respectively, satisfying the triangle identities, i.e., the composites of 2-cells

N2NoULs Y% NoMoN)2(NoM)oN 25 o N=N

and
M2UsoMZY MoN)oM=2Me(NoM) XS MeoUs =M
are identities.

The standard notion of equivalence of 0-cells, formulated below in terms of dual pairs, generalizes
the notions of both Morita equivalence of rings and equivalence of categories.

Definition 2.1.3. Let & be a bicategory. A dual pair (4 Mp, pN4) is a Morita equivalence between
A and B if (5N, AMp) is also a dual pair, and the evaluation morphism of each dual pair is an
isomorphism, with inverse the coevaluation morphism of the other dual pair.

Let A and B be 1-cells of . If there exists a Morita equivalence (4 Mp, pN4), then A and B
are Morita equivalent.

2.2. The shadow framework. In [32], Ponto formulated the following definition, which has proved
crucial to developing a global understanding of Hochschild homology and its properties, in all its
variants and generalizations.

Definition 2.2.1. Let C be a category. A C-shadow on a bicategory % consists of a family of
functors

{[—]A: HB(A,A) > C|Ae %0}
together with natural isomorphisms

Oap: [MON]s = [NoMg,

for all 1-cells 4 Mp and gN4 and all O-cells A and B, that are appropriately associative and unital.
In particular, the following diagrams commute, where a is the associator and u the unitor, and [
and r are the left and right units, respectively, of the bicategory.

(Mo N)oP)] —2=[Po (Mo N)] —L=[(PoM)eN)],

g |
0 [a]

[MONGOGP)| ——=|[((NOP)OM]| ——=[NO (P M)

M oUL] —L=[Uso M] —2= [M e U4l .

l
] l " r
[M]
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When the source of a shadow component [—]4: B(A4, A) — C is clear from context, we usually
suppress it from the notation.

Let SH denote the stable homotopy category. Campbell and Ponto proved in [14] that topological
Hochschild homology is an SH-shadow on the bicategory s, whose objects are structured ring
spectra (i.e., monoids in some nice monoidal model category of spectra, Sp) and whose morphism
categories are the homotopy categories of categories of spectral bimodules.

Shadows satisfy several interesting and useful properties that follow essentially from their bicat-
egorical nature, in particular related to dual pairs of 1-cells. We recall here from [32] those that are
most relevant for our work.

Definition 2.2.2. [32]. Let & be a bicategory equipped with a C-shadow [—1, and let (4Mp, pNa)
be a dual pair. Let gPg and 4Q 4 be 1-cells.

The trace of a 2-cell f: Q ® M — M ® P with respect to the C-shadow [—] is the morphism
tr(f) € C([Q], [P]) given by the composite

Q1 L9 oo moN] Y (o PN 2 [Ne Mo P 228, 1P

where we have suppressed unitor and associator isomorphisms.
The trace of a 2-cell g: N ® @ — P ® N, which is also a morphism tr(g) € C([Q],[P]), is
defined analogously.

We distinguish the following important special case of the trace.

Definition 2.2.3. Let £ be a bicategory equipped with a C-shadow [—], and let (4Mp, gNa) be
a dual pair.

The Euler characteristic of M, denoted x (M), is the trace of Idyy, the identity 2-cell on M, i.e.,
X(M) is the composite

wal PN 1o N 2 [NV o M) LD (U,
Traces behave particularly well in the context of Morita equivalences. For any dualizable pair
(AMp,BN4) and 1-cells 4Q4 and pPg, consider the 2-cells
NOQOM: QOM >MONOCQOM

and
MOPOee MOPONOM —- MO P,

where we are suppressing unitors and associators.

Proposition 2.2.4. [14] Let Z be a bicategory equipped with a C-shadow. Let (AMp,gN4) be a
Morita equivalence.
For any 1-cell 4Q 4,
tr(nO QO M): [Q] = [NO QO M]

is an isomorphism with inverse
tr(NoOQoe): [NOQOM] = [Q].
In particular, the Euler characteristic x(M): [Ua] — [Up] is an isomorphism.

Note that the last statement of the proposition above follows from the fact that the Euler
characteristic x(IN) of the right member N of the dual pair (M, N) provides an inverse to x(M),
by the definition of Morita equivalence.
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3. HOCHSCHILD SHADOWS

Hochschild homology theories form an important family of shadows. Classical Hochschild homol-
ogy extends to a shadow (see Example 6.4 of [33].) In Theorem 2.17 of [14], Campbell and Ponto
proved that topological Hochschild homology of ring spectra and of spectral categories does so as
well. In this section, we generalize these results to any nice enough symmetric monoidal, simplicial
model category.

Throughout this section, let (V,®,S) denote a symmetric monoidal, simplicial model category,
i.e., a simplicial model category equipped with a symmetric monoidal structure with respect to
which it is a also a monoidal model category. In particular, we assume that V is closed monoidal.

3.1. The one-object case. Here we construct a Hochschild-type invariant of monoids in a sym-
metric monoidal, simplicial model category V, and show that it extends to a shadow, from which
we deduce Morita invariance of this generalized Hochschild homology.

Assumption 3.1.1. We assume henceforth that (V,®,.S) is cofibrantly generated and has func-
torial fibrant replacements and that for any pair of monoids A and B in V, the category 4Modp
of (4, B)-bimodules in V admits a model structure right-induced from that of V, i.e., such that
the weak equivalences and fibrations are created in V. This hypothesis holds if, for example, every
object in V is small relative to V, and V satisfies the monoid axiom [37, Theorem 4.1].

Since V is a simplicial model category, there is a homotopy colimit functor

op

—V;

)

hocolimpaeos : VA
see [19, Definition 18.1.2].

Definition 3.1.2. Let %y denote the bicategory defined as follows.

e The 0-cells of Zy are monoids in V whose underlying object in V is cofibrant.

e For any monoids A and B in V, the category %Zv(A4, B) is Ho(4Modp), the homotopy
category of the category of (A, B)-bimodules in V, which we view explicitly as the category
with bifibrant objects of 4Modp as objects and homotopy classes of morphisms in 4Modpg
as morphisms.

e Given objects 4Mp in Ho(4Modg) and pN¢ in Ho(gModc), their composite M ® N is
defined to be their derived tensor product over B. More explicitly, we set

M ® N = (hocolimaer Bare(M; B; N))/,
the fibrant replacement of the homotopy colimit of the bar construction Bare(M; B; N).

Notation 3.1.3. Henceforth, if X, is a simplicial object in a simplicial model category M, then we
abuse notation and terminology somewhat and let |X,| denote (hocolimaer Xo)/, which we refer
to as the geometric realization of X,. If all simplicial objects in M are Reedy cofibrant (e.g., if M
is a topos, such as sSet, or an additive category [34]), then (hocolimaer X,)f is weakly equivalent
to the usual geometric realization.

It is not hard, if a bit tedious, to check that %y is indeed a bicategory. In particular, for any
O-cell A in %y, the unit object Uy in %v(A, A) is just A seen as a bimodule over itself in the
canonical way. Note that Assumption 3.1.1 and the cofibrancy condition on the O-cells together
ensure that horizontal composition is well defined by [19, Definition 18.5.3].
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Definition 3.1.4. Let A be a monoid in V, and let M be an A-bimodule. The Hochschild construc-
tion on A with coefficients in M, denoted HHy (A4; M), is |B&“(A; M)|, the geometric realization
of the cyclic bar construction (see, e.g. [12, Section 2]) on A with coefficients in M.

Proposition 3.1.5. The Hochschild construction HHy extends to a HoV-shadow on Xy .

Proof. The Hochschild construction clearly defines a functor
HHy(A4;—): Ho(aMod(V)4) — HoV

for every A. Moreover, a slight generalization of the Dennis—-Morita—Waldhausen argument in [11,
Proposition 6.2] shows that there is a natural isomorphism

0a,B :HH\/(A;M@N) gHHv(B;]\/vQJW)

for all 4 Mp and pN4. Indeed, since all objects are cofibrant, the left-hand side is weakly equivalent
to

hocolimper x aer BgY(A; Bare (M; B; N))
while the right-hand side is weakly equivalent to
hocolimaoep x pop B¢ (B; Bare(N; A; M)) )

Since the two bisimplicial objects of which we take the homotopy colimit are in fact isomorphic, we
can conclude.

It is straightforward to check the remaining shadow conditions. The required relations between
the associator and 6 and between the unitor and 6 follow immediately from associativity and unit
coherence for the symmetric monoidal structure on V. (I

Remark 3.1.6. Taking V to be the category of simplicial abelian groups, we recover the result that
Hochschild homology is a shadow on the bicategory Zsap of simplicial rings and their bimodules.

Together with Proposition 2.2.4, the proposition above implies that the following version of
Morita invariance holds.

Corollary 3.1.7. Let (AMp, 5N4a) be a Morita equivalence in %yv. For any A-bimodule Q, there
18 an tsomorphism

HHy(4; Q) = HHy(B; N ©Q & M).
In particular, the Euler characteristic
x(M): HHy(A; A) — HHy(B; B)
is an isomorphism.

3.2. The many-object case. The constructions above can be generalized in a natural manner
to “monoids in V with many objects”, i.e., small V-categories, which are the objects of a category
that we denote VCat. The “many objects” version of bimodules is formulated in terms of enriched
functors and enriched natural transformations. We begin by fixing notation and recalling a few key
constructions from enriched category theory, for which we recommend the references [23] and [35].

For any V-category A and any a,a’ € ObA| let A(a,a’) denote the V-object of morphisms from
a to o’. Given V-categories A and B, let VFun(A, B) denote the (ordinary) category of V-functors
from A to B and of V-natural transformations between them. Let S denote the V-category with one
object x and such that S(x, ) = S, the unit object in V.
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Given V-categories A, B, and C, and a V-functor F': A — B, there is an induced adjunction

F
VFun(A,C) L VFun(B,C),
—

where F* is given by precomposition with F', and F; is enriched left Kan extension. Explicitly, for
all V-functors G : A — C and all b € Ob B, the enriched left Kan extension of G along F' evaluated
at b can be computed as an enriched coend [35, 7.6.7]

A
@)1 = [ B(F@).b) @ G,

Definition 3.2.1. Let A and B be V-categories. An (A, B)-bimodule is a V-functor
M:A*®B =V,

where A°P ® B denotes the V-category with class of objects Ob A x Ob B, where we let a ® b denote
the pair (a,b) € ObA x ObB, to avoid conflicting notation. The morphism V-objects of A°? ® B
are specified by

A® @B(a®b,a’ @) =A(d',a) @ B(b, ).
A morphism of (A, B)-bimodules is a V-natural transformation between the corresponding V-functors.

In other words, the category oAModg of (A, B)-bimodules is exactly VFun(A°?®B, V). In particular,
sMods is isomorphic as a V-category to V.

Example 3.2.2. Let A, B, and C be V-categories. Every pair of V-functors, F: A — C and
G: B — C, gives rise to an (A, B)-bimodule

rCe: AP®@B —=>V:ia®b— C(F(a), G(b)).
An important special case of this construction is

A=14A: AP @A = V:a®d — Ada,d),
the canonical A-bimodule structure on A.

Remark 3.2.3. We can also use enriched coends to define a many-objects version of tensoring two
bimodules over a common coefficient base. Let A, B, and C be V-categories. There is a V-functor

— ®p — : AModg ® gMod¢c — aModc
specified on objects by

B
M®BN:AOP®C—>V:G®C'—>/ M@®-)® N(—®c)

for all (A, B)-bimodules M and (B, C)-bimodules N.

There are also “many objects” versions of the bar construction and cyclic bar construction (see,
e.g., [29] for additive categories and [11] for spectral categories), constructed from the following
building blocks. Let A and B be V-categories, and let M be an (A, B)-bimodule. Let AR M and
M K B denote the (A, B)-bimodules specified on objects by

ARM)aob) = [] Awwd)eoM@ob)= [[ Aled)oMd ob)
a’€ObA a’€ObA
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and
(MEB)a@b) = [[ Maot)eBW ob)= [[ Maeb)aB@,b).
b’€ObB b’ €ObB
There are V-natural transformations

AN:AKM — M  and p:Mﬁ/B\—>M
with components given by the following composites

I[I Alwa)eMdeb)—» [ V(M@ @b),Mab)) @M @b) — M(a®b)
a’eObA a’eObA
and

[1 Maev)eB®.b)—» [ M@ob)eV(Maeb), Ma®b)) — Ma®b),
b'€0b B b'€ObB
where the first morphism in the composite uses the V-functor structure of M(— ® b), which is
contravariant, and of M (a ® —), respectively, and the second is built from “evaluation” morphisms.
In a slight abuse of language, we call A and p the left action of A and the right action of B on M.

Definition 3.2.4. Let A, B, and C be V-categories. Let M € ObaModg and N € ObgModc.
The simplicial bar construction on B with coefficients in M and N is the simplicial (A, C)-bimodule
Bar, (M; B; N) specified by

Bar, (M;B; N) = M K B¥" K N,
with faces given by the right action of B on M, composition in B, and the left action of B on N.
Degeneracies are given by the unit of B.

Similarly, for P € Ob aModa, the cyclic bar construction on A with coefficients in P is the cyclic
object BY°(A; P) in sMods (which can therefore also be seen as a cyclic object in V) that is specified
by

BY¢(A; P) = P A®",
with faces given by the right action of A on P, composition in A, and the left action of A on P
together with a cyclic permutation of the factors. Degeneracies are given by the unit of A.

Remark 3.2.5. The cyclic bar construction is a simplicial object in sMods rather than aModa
because the cyclic permutation applied in the last face at each level is in general not compatible
with the A-action on either side.

Assumption 3.2.6. We assume henceforth that the unit S of V is cofibrant and that for any
pair of V-categories A and B, the category AModg of (A, B)-bimodules in VCat admits a simplicial
model structure in which the weak equivalences and fibrations are determined objectwise. This
hypothesis holds if, for example, V is a locally presentable base [30, Definition 2.1], and tensoring
with A°P ® B(a ®b,a @V ) preserves acyclic cofibrations in V for every pair of V-categories A and
B. These conditions guarantee the existence of a projective model structure on the category of
(A, B)-bimodules [30, Remark 4.5]. Moreover, the proof of [19, Theorem 11.7.3] applies essentially
verbatim in this case, to show that objectwise tensoring and cotensoring by simplicial sets endows
aModg with the structure of a simplicial model category.

Examples of locally presentable bases include the categories of simplicial sets, of symmetric
spectra, and of chain complexes over a commutative ring [30, Examples 5.6, 6.6, 6.7]. The condition
on preservation of acyclic cofibrations holds if, for example, all objects in V are cofibrant or we
consider only those V-categories such that the morphism objects are cofibrant in V.
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Definition 3.2.7. Let %y denote the bicategory defined as follows.

e The 0-cells of 4/ are small V-categories such that all hom-objects are cofibrant in V.

e For any V-categories A and B, the category & (A, B) is Ho(aModg), the homotopy category
of the category of (A, B)-bimodules, in the explicit form of the category with bifibrant
objects of AModg as objects and homotopy classes of morphisms in AModg as morphisms.

e Given oMp and gNc, their composite M ® N is defined to be their derived tensor product
over B. More explicitly, we set

M © N = hocolimpes (Bare(M;B; N))’,
the functorial fibrant replacement of the homotopy colimit of the simplicial bar construction.

As in the case of Zy, it is straightforward, if tedious, to check that %y is indeed a bicategory.
Note that for any 0-cell A in @y, the unit object Ua in Gy(A, A) is A. Assumptions 3.1.1 and 3.2.6
and the cofibrancy assumption on the 0-cells of %y together imply that horizontal composition is
well defined, as in the one-object case.

Remark 3.2.8. By [36, Proposition 6.3], under our hypotheses on V, for every V-category C, there
exists a V-category QC with same object set such that all hom-objects are cofibrant in V and an
acyclic fibration of V-categories, QC — C, that is the identity on objects and a weak equivalence
on hom-objects. The cofibrancy hypothesis on the 0-cells of %y is therefore not too restrictive.

The following computation of a particular derived tensor product proves useful to us below.

Lemma 3.2.9. Let A, B, and C be V-categories. For every pair of V-functors F' : A — C and
G :B — C and every a ® b € Ob(A°? ® B), there is a natural isomorphism

| Bare (#Ciq; E; 1Ce)|[(a®b) = pCa(a®b)
in HoV.
Proof. Recall that the n*P-level of the bar construction is

Bar, (#Cia; G 1aCa) = #Cra B C¥" K 14Ce
Evaluating this functor at a ® b € Ob(A°? ® B), we obtain

(FC1a R C¥" K 14Cq) (a ]_[ C(F(a),co) ® Clco, 1) @ -+ @ Cen1,cn) @ Clen, G(D)).

The simplicial object Bar.(FCId; C; Ing) admits an augmentation

]_[ C(F(a),co) ® Ceo, G(b)) — C(F(a), G(b))

given by the composition in C. This augmented simplicial object admits extra degeneracies, defined
from level —1 to level 0 by

C(F(a),G(b)) = S®C(F(a),G(b)) — C(F(a), F(a))®C(F( ) = ]_[c ),¢0)®C(co, G()),

where the first morphism is given by the unit of F'(a), and analogously in higher levels. (Note that
we could instead have chosen to define the extra degeneracies in terms of the unit on G(b).)
It follows that the augmentation map induces a natural weak equivalence

|Bar.(FC1d; 6; 1ng)|(a 4 b) i> FCg(a X b)

in V and thus a natural isomorphism in Ho V. O
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Remark 3.2.10. There is a faithful bifunctor
O: e@v — Cgv

defined as follows. A 0-cell A of Zy, i.e., a monoid in V with cofibrant underlying object in V,
is sent to the V-category ©(A) with one object *, ©(A)(x,*) = A, and composition given by the
multiplication in A. If 4 Mp is a 1-cell of 2y with left A-action A and right B-action p, then ©(M)
is the (©(A4),©(B))-bimodule
O(M):0(A)P®6(B) =V
that sends the unique object * ® % of the source to M, and that is defined on the V-object of
morphisms to be the transpose
AP ® B — V(M, M)
of the bimodule action
MeAP @B~ Ao MeB L2200,
We can extend © to 2-cells in the obvious way.

Remark 3.2.11. Let Perf, denote the full sub-V-category of perfect left A-modules, i.e., those
cofibrant A-modules M that are finitely generated and such that

hom (M, A) ®5 N = homa(M, N)
in HoV for every left A-module N, where — ®@" — is the total left derived functor of
—®4 —: Mody x 4Mod — V.

Note that the finite generation hypothesis implies that Perf 4 is small.
For every A € ObMon(V) with cofibrant underlying object, there is a faithful V-functor

LA @(A) — PerfA

that sends the unique object to A and that is defined on the V-object of morphisms to be the
transpose
A — Perfy (A, A)

of the multiplication map u: A® A — A.

Since the 0-cells of the bicategory %y are required to satisfy a cofibrancy condition, we apply
cofibrant replacement and consider QPerf 4 instead (cf. Remark 3.2.8), which is small, since Perf 4
is, and therefore a 0-cell of 4. Since A and therefore ©(A) are cofibrant, the V-functor ¢4 lifts
through the acylic fibration QPerf 4 — Perf 4, giving rise to a V-functor

!y O(A) — QPerf 4
As special cases of Example 3.2.2, the functor ¢/; gives rise to two V-category bimodules,
v, (QPerf 4)1a € Ob g(a)Modqperf ,

and
Id(QPeI’fA)L;‘ € Ob QperfAMOd@(A).

Proposition 3.2.12. For every A € ObMon(V) with cofibrant underlying object in V, the pair
(L/A (QPerf 4)1a, 1a(QPerf 1), )

is a Morita equivalence in €y between ©(A) and QPerf 4.
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Proof. The definition in Example 3.2.2 says that

v, (QPerf 4)1a: ©(A)°? ® QPerf 4 — Vi (x, M) — QPerf 4(A, M),
while

1a(QPerf 1),/ : QPerf’ ® ©(A) — V: (M, x) > QPerf 4 (M, A).

We show first that vy (QPerfA)IdQId(QPerfA)L/A = U@(A) and Id(QPerfA)L’A O, (QPerf 4)14 = Uqperf , -
Observe that

v, (QPerf 4)1a © 1a(QPerf 1)/, = | Bare (.7, (QPerf 4)1a; QWAHd(QPerfA)L’A”
L;‘ (QPerfA)L/A

=4 (PerfA)LA

1d©(A)1a

= 0(4) = Us(a),

where the first isomorphism follows from Lemma 3.2.9 and the second from the fact that QPerf 4 is
weakly equivalent to Perf 4, while the third is due to the fact that

O(A)(*x,x) = A= Perf4(A, A).

1

K

1%

On the other hand,

1a(QPerf 1), © ./ (QPerf 4)1a = | Bar, (1a(QPerf 4)
For all n > 0, the V-functor

O (A); v, (QPerf 4)1a) .

L;“;
—_— — @n
Bar,, (1a(QPerf 1), ; ©(A); L/A (QPerf 0)14) = 1a(QPerf 1), WO(A) X, (QPerf )
from QPerf?” @ QPerf 4 to V is specified on a pair of perfect A-modules M and N by

Bar,, (1d(QPerf 4),7,; O(A):,,, (QPerf 4)14) (M © N)
= 1a(QPerf ), (M @ Uy(x)) @ A% @ vy (QPerf 4 )1a (/4 (*) ® N)
= QPerf 4 (M, A) ® A®™ @ QPerf 4 (A, N)
=~ QPerf (M, A) ® A®" ® N,

where the last isomorphism follows from the facts that V is cofibrantly generated and that there is
a weak equivalence QPerf 4(A, N) — Perf 4(A4, N) 2 N, with cofibrant domain and codomain.
It follows that for all perfect A-modules M and N

(Id(QPerfA)L/A O, (QPerfA)Id) (M ® N) = | Bar, (QPerf s(M, A); A; N)|
= QPerf 4 (M, A)@ 4N
> QPerf 4(M, N)
= 1a(QPerf 1)1a (M & N)
= Q/PGFA(M@)N) = Uqperf, (M ® N)

where the second isomorphism holds since QPerf 4 (M, M') and Perf 4 (M, M') = homa (M, M') are
weakly equivalent for every A-module M’, and M is perfect. Thus

1a(QPerf ), © /, (QPerf4)1a = Uqpers ,

, -
LA7

as desired.
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The natural isomorphisms above provide us with the required structure maps for the dual pairs

(Id(QPerfA)L/A,L/A(QPerfA)Id) and (L’A (QPerfA)Id,Id(QPerfA)L/A). It remains only to show that

triangle equalities are satisfied.
Checking the triangle inequalities is a straightforward exercise, if one starts by describing

v, (QPerf 4)1a © 1a(QPerf 1), © , (QPerf 4)14
and
1a(QPerf4),,, © , (QPerf 4)1a © 1a(QPerf 1),

as realizations of bisimplicial objects and ,/ (QPerf 4)1a and 1a(QPerf 1),/ as realizations of constant
bisimplicial objects. The evaluations and coevaluations can then be easily described in terms of
bisimplicial maps that clearly satisfy the triangle inequalities. ([

Definition 3.2.13. Let A be a V-category, and let M be an A-bimodule. The Hochschild construc-
tion on A with coefficients in M, denoted HHycat(A; M), is | Be¥“(A; M)|, the geometric realization
of the cyclic bar construction on A with coeflicients in M.

Remark 3.2.14. Since the cyclic bar construction can be viewed as a simplicial object in V (cf.
Definition 3.2.4), the Hochschild construction on A with coefficients in M can be viewed as an
object in V.

Proposition 3.2.15. The Hochschild construction HHycat extends to a Ho V-shadow on 6.
Proof. The Hochschild construction clearly defines a functor
HHVCat(A; —): HO(AMOdA) — HoV

for every V-category A. As in the proof of Proposition 3.1.5, the usual Dennis—Morita—Waldhausen
argument [11, Proposition 6.2] shows that

HHycat(A; M @ N) =2 HHycat(B; N © M)

naturally, for all AMg and g Na. The compatibility of the natural isomorphism above with the
associator and the unitor again follows immediately from the associativity and unit coherence of
the symmetric monoidal structure on V. (I

As in the single-object case, the proposition above and Proposition 2.2.4 together imply that
Morita invariance holds in the many-object case as well.

Corollary 3.2.16. Let (AMg,sNa) be a Morita equivalence in 6. For any A-bimodule Q, there
s an isomorphism

HHycae(A; Q) — HHyear(B; N © Q ® M).

In particular, the Euler characteristic
X(M): HHycat(A; A) — HHycat(B; B)
is an isomorphism.
The Hochschild construction on VCat extends that on V, as mediated by the bifunctor ©.
Lemma 3.2.17. For any monoid A in V and any A-bimodule M,
©(HHy(4; M)) = HHyca: (©(A); ©(M)).
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Proof. Observe that
©(HHy(A; M)) : ©(5)® ® ©(S) = V

is the functor that sends the unique object * ®* to HHy(A; M) and that is defined on the morphism
object to be the unit of the endomorphism object for HHy (A; M),

S®S =S — V(HHy(A; M), HHy(4; M)).

On the other hand, the n'" level of the cyclic bar construction Bg¥*(©(A); ©(M)) is the restric-
tion of the functor

O(M)RO(A)X" . 0(4)°P ® O(A) = V,

which sends the unique object * @ * to M @ A®", to O(S)°P ® O(S). (This restriction is necessary,
since the face maps of the cyclic bar construction are not ©(A)-bimodule maps.) In particular
@(M)&@(A)'zﬂ@(s)op@@w) is defined on the morphism object S to be the unit of the endomorphism
object on M ® A®",

S®S=S 5 V(M®A™ Mo A™).
The geometric realization of BgY(6(A); ©(M)) is thus clearly isomorphic to ©( HHy(4; M)). O

An “agreement”-type result now follows from Propositions 2.2.4, 3.2.12, and 3.2.15.
Corollary 3.2.18. For any monoid A in V,
O (HHy (4; A)) = HHycy: ( QPerf 4; QPerf 4).

Example 3.2.19. The theory of unstable topological Hochschild homology fits into this framework.
Introduced by Nikolaus [1], unstable THH is the Hochschild homology of small categories enriched
in Kan complexes. In particular, « THH = HHyca: for V the category of Kan complexes, which
satisfies Assumption 3.2.6. As this fits into the general framework developed above, by Proposition
3.2.15 unstable topological Hochschild homology is a shadow. It is therefore Morita invariant.

A possible analogue of Proposition 3.2.15 is given by replacing simplicial categories with differ-
ential graded categories.

Remark 3.2.20. In [38, Proposition 3.11, Theorem 4.7], Schweigert and Woike show that the
differential graded conformal block for the torus is an example of the Hochschild complex for a
differential graded category. Although we will not pursue a proof in this paper, we suggest that
these dg Hochschild constructions are also examples of bicategorical shadows. An alternative to
showing this directly would be to pass back and forth between the differential graded and simplicial
contexts using the zig zag of Quillen equivalences in [39, Section 6].

4. APPLICATION TO EQUIVARIANT HOCHSCHILD THEORIES

One key motivation for developing a general bicategorical framework for Hochschild homology is
to study equivariant versions of Hochschild homology. In particular, in [4], Angeltveit, Blumberg,
Gerhardt, Hill, Lawson, and Mandell define a theory of C,,-twisted topological Hochschild homology
for a Cy-equivariant ring spectrum, THH¢,, (R). This theory has an algebraic analogue, the twisted
Hochschild homology of Green functors, developed in [10]. In this section we set up a framework for
Hochschild theories twisted by an automorphism and use this framework to show that both twisted
THH and Hochschild homology for Green functors are Morita invariant.
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4.1. Hochschild theories twisted by an automorphism. Let (V, ®,.S) be a symmetric monoidal,
simplicial model category satisfying Assumption 3.1.1. Generalizing the contexts of both C),-twisted
topological Hochschild homology of C),-spectra and C,-twisted Hochschild homology of C,,-Green
functors, we consider the category V., of objects in V equipped with automorphisms. More pre-
cisely, the objects of V., are pairs (X, ), where X is an object of V, and ¢: X — X is an
automorphism; morphisms in V¢ are morphisms in V that commute with the automorphism. The
monoidal structure on V clearly lifts to Vaut, which also naturally inherits a simplicial structure
from V. We denote the lifted tensor product on V., by ®, and note that the unit object is (S, Idg).

Examples 4.1.1. Let C,, denote the cyclic group of order n, and let ¢ € C,, be a generator.
The following two examples of V¢ are the ground categories for C,-twisted THH and C),-twisted
Hochschild homology for Green functors, respectively.

(1) Let V be the symmetric monoidal category of orthogonal C,,-spectra, denoted by (SpC", A, SO).
By [27, Chapter III, Theorem 4.2] the stable model structure on orthogonal G-spectra is
cofibrantly generated and G-topological and therefore topological, whence also a simplicial
model structure by [35, Section 3.8]. Moreover, the desired model structures on categories of
bimodules exist by [27, Chapter III, Theorem 7.6], so that Assumption 3.1.1 is indeed satis-
fied. Since C, is abelian, the conjugation map ¢, is the identity. Thus for any Cj,-spectrum
X, left multiplication by g induces an automorphism,

g: X =X = Xz gz.

This defines an object (X, g) in SpSn.

(2) The category of simplicial C,,-Mackey functors, denoted by sMackc,, , is a symmetric monoidal
simplicial model category by [10, Theorem 4.3]. This category is cofibrantly generated,
similarly to the category of simplicial abelian groups. (For G = {e}, sMackg = sAb.) By
Proposition 4.4 of [10], every object in this category is fibrant. Therefore by Lemma A.3
of [37], sMack¢,, satisfies Assumption 3.1.1. For each C,,-Mackey functor M and subgroup
H cC C,, the Weyl group Wy (C,,) = Cy,/H acts on M(C,,/H), the C,,-Mackey functor M
evaluated at the orbit C,,/H. Therefore we can define a levelwise g-action on a C,-Mackey
functor M by passing to the Weyl group, i.e.,

9(Cu/H) - M(Cp/H) LM v, 1), YH € O,

This levelwise action is compatible with transfers and restrictions. Therefore it assembles
into a g-action on the C,-Mackey functor, as well as on a simplicial C},-Mackey functor.
Thus for a simplicial Mackey functor M,, this defines an object (M,, g) in sMacke,, aut-

In both cases, an object in V gives rise to an object in V., where the automorphism is determined
by g.

Note that the choice of an automorphism of an object X in V is equivalent to the choice of
an action of the infinite cyclic group Cs on X. More formally, V. is isomorphic to VZ¢ | the
category of functors into V from the one-object category ¥C', whose morphism set is Co,. This
identification enables us to prove easily that V,u also inherits model structure from V, as follows.

The inclusion of the trivial group into C's, induces two pairs of adjoint functors

\ Vaut 9

where the functor from V,, to V forgets the automorphism. If, for example, V is a combinatorial
model category (i.e., cofibrantly generated and locally presented), then by [18, Theorem 3.4.1],
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[7, Theorem 2.23], and [19, Theorem 11.6.1], V,ut admits two combinatorial model structures for
which the weak equivalences are created in V: the left-induced (or injective) model structure,
denoted (Vaut)inj, in which the cofibrations are created in V and the right-induced (or projective)
model structure, denoted (Vaut)proj, in which the fibrations are created in V.

By [7, Lemma 2.24, 4.21, 4.22], when equipped with the lifted monoidal structure, (Vaut)inj is
a monoidal and simplicial model category, which is left (respectively, right) proper if V is. The
analogous results also hold for (Vaut)proj by [19, Theorem 11.7.3], which enables us to conclude
that (Vaut)proj 1S & simplicial model category. To show that (Vaut)proj is also a monoidal model
category, one can first observe that the V-object underlying the internal hom in V,,¢ endows the
free-forgetful adjunction between V and V,,¢ with the structure of V-enriched adjunction, then use
the characterization of monoidal model categories in terms of (acyclic) fibrations [21, Lemma 4.2.2].

It follows that all of the constructions and results above can be applied to (Vaut, ®, (S, IdS))
equipped with its injective or projective model structure, giving rise to a Ho(Vays)-shadow, HHy, .,
on Av,,, with the properties above, such as Morita invariance (Corollary 3.1.7). Agreement (Corol-
lary 3.2.18) holds as well, at least as long as V4 is a locally presentable base, and we restrict to
Vaut-categories with cofibrant morphism objects.

Remark 4.1.2. The categories Mon(V,yu) of monoids in Vau and Mon(V)ayt of monoids in V
equipped with monoid automorphisms are clearly isomorphic. For any pair (A, ¢) and (B, ) of
monoids in V.., we consider the category

(4. pMod(Vaut)(5.4)
of ((4,¢),(B,1))-bimodules in V.
It is straightforward to check that this category has the following explicit description.
An object of (4,,yMod(Vaut)(B,y) consists of the following data.
morphisms in V: \: AQM — M, p: M® B — M, and v: M — M such that
(M, )\, p) € Ob 4Modp,
v is an isomorphism, and
the diagram

AoM2>M~<~""MoB

R A

A®M)\—>M<—pM®B

commutes.
The notation we use for an object in this category is (,My,7). Note that by definition, v can be
viewed as an isomorphism of (A, B)-bimodules v : M¥" = oM.
Definition 4.1.3. Let (A, ¢) be a monoid in Vay, and let (,M,,y) be an (A4, ¢)-bimodule with
left action A : A® M — M and right action p: M ® A — M. The @-twisted Hochschild homology
of A with coefficients in (,M,,~) is defined to be
HH?(A; (, My, 7)) = HHv(4; ¥M),

where ?M denotes the A-bimodule with left action Ao (¢ ® Id) : A ® M — M and right action p.

Let (A, ¢) be a monoid in Vayu. The unit element U(A, ¢) in (A, ¢)-bimodules is (,A,, ). We

define the p-twisted Hochschild homology of A to be the ¢-twisted Hochschild homology of A with
these coefficients, denoted by HH?(A).
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Example 4.1.4. We will see in Section 4.2 that when A is a C,-ring spectrum, equipped with the
automorphism ¢ given by the action of a generator of C,,, the p-twisted Hochschild homology of A
is exactly twisted topological Hochschild homology (see Proposition 4.2.3). In Section 4.3 we will
show that twisted Hochschild homology for Green functors also fits into this framework.

We now show that Morita invariance holds for ¢-twisted Hochschild homology.

Proposition 4.1.5. Let (A, ), (B,v) be two objects in Mon(Vaut). Suppose the dual pair
(o My, v0), (wNy,Vn)) is a Morita equivalence in Rv,,,. For any (A,¢)-bimodule Q, there is an
isomorphism

aut *

HH¥(4;Q) = HHY(B; N ® Q ® M).
In particular, for Q = (A, @) the Euler characteristic
x(M): HH?(A; A) — HHY(B; B)
18 an tsomorphism.
Proof. Tt is clear that ¢-twisted Hochschild homology extends to a functor
HHY(A;—) : Ho ((A)g,)Mod(Vaut)(AM,)) — HoV

for each (4, ¢) € Mon(Vaut)-
We start by proving cyclic invariance. For any (A, ), (B,1) € Mon(Vau), let (,My,var) be
an ((4,¢),(B,v))-bimodule and (4 Ny, vn) a ((B,),(A,¢))-bimodule. As mentioned in Remark

4.1.2, yn can also be seen as an isomorphism from N®"" to UN.
Observe that

HHY?(A; M © N) = HHy(A,?|Bare(M; B; N))|)
=|*M ® B¥* @ N @ A®*|
~ N ® A®* ® M @ B®*|
~ |N? ' ® A®* ® M ® B®"|
>~ |YN @ A®* @ M @ B®®*|= HHY(B; N ® M),

where the first isomorphism follows from the Dennis-Morita-Waldhausen argument, the second from
the graded isomorphism

NRe®* @ M: N®A® @ Mo > N? @ A®® ® M,

which can easily be shown to commute with face and degeneracy maps, and the third from the
isomorphism vy : N¥ = = ¥N.
Having established cyclic invariance, we consider the composite

HH? (4; Q) = HH?(4;Q ® Ua) = HH?(4;Q © M ® N) = HHY(B; N © Q © M).
The first two isomorphisms are from the definition of a Morita equivalence, and the third isomor-

phism is cyclic invariance. This gives the desired Morita invariance statement. O

Remark 4.1.6. We observe that although the proof of Proposition 4.1.5 shows that -twisted
Hochschild homology satisfies cyclic invariance, it is not a shadow. Indeed, the diagram in Definition
2.2.1 relating the cyclic invariance map, 6, and the associator, a, does not commute. However, as
shown above, cyclic invariance is sufficient to prove Morita invariance.
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4.2. Twisted topological Hochschild homology. A key example that fits into the framework
described above is twisted topological Hochschild homology. In [4], Angeltveit, Blumberg, Gerhardt,
Hill, Lawson, and Mandell defined a generalization of topological Hochschild homology for C,-
equivariant ring spectra. In this section we use the framework developed above to prove that
twisted THH is Morita invariant. We begin by recalling the definition of C, -twisted THH for
C,-ring spectra.

The definition uses the C,-twisted cyclic bar construction nyC’C”, which produces a simplicial
spectrum defined as follows. Let R be a C,-ring spectrum, and let M be an R-bimodule with left
R-action A and right R-action p. The g-th level of the simplicial object BgYeCn (R; M) is

BYC"(R; M) = M A RM,

with the face and degeneracy maps given by

p ATdMa~Y 10 =0,
di=1{ 1M ApAIdNT— Y 0<i<yq
(AATANT DY 6 ti=q,
and _ _
s; = [ANFD A ATdNED V0 <i<g,

where p is the multiplication map, n is the unit map, and a4 is the map that cyclically permutes
the last factor to the front and then acts on the new first factor by g.

When M = R with the canonical R-bimodule structure, we write B&“" (R) for this twisted
cyclic bar construction. In this case, the C,-twisted cyclic bar construction admits the structure of a
ASP-object in the sense of Bokstedt-Hsiang-Madsen [12], whence, as observed in [12], the geometric
realization of the C,-twisted cyclic bar construction of R, |B&Y*“"(R)|, admits an S'-action. In
[4] the authors define C,-twisted topological Hochschild homology using this twisted cyclic bar
construction as follows.

Definition 4.2.1. Let U be a complete S'-universe and let U= te., U be the pullback of the
universe U to C),. Let R be an associative orthogonal C),-ring spectrum indexed on U. The Ch-
twisted topological Hochschild homology of R is defined to be the norm Ngi (R), which is given
by

THHc, (R) = I8« |BY (I R),
where Z denotes a change-of-universe functor.

In this paper, we extend the definition of C,-twisted topological Hochschild homology to C,-
twisted topological Hochschild homology with coeflicients.

Definition 4.2.2. Let R be an associative orthogonal C),-ring spectrum, and let M be an R-
bimodule. The C,,-twisted topological Hochschild homology of R with coefficients in M is defined
to be the following

THHe, (R; M) = [BY*C" (R; M)].

Note that C,-twisted topological Hochschild homology with coefficients is in general not an S*-
spectrum, but rather a C,-spectrum. Throughout this article, we are considering C,,-twisted topo-
logical Hochschild homology as a C,-spectrum. This version of C),-twisted topological Hochschild
homology is an example of a twisted Hochschild homology theory as in Definition 4.1.3. In this
case, let (V,®,.5) be the category of orthogonal C),-equivariant spectra.
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Proposition 4.2.3. Let R be an orthogonal Cy,-ring spectrum, and let g be a generator of C,.
The generator g defines an automorphism of R, and there is a natural isomorphism between the
Cp-twisted THH of R (as a C,,-spectrum) and the g-twisted Hochschild homology of R:

THHc, (R) = HHY(R).

Proof. By definition, THH¢, (R) is an S'-spectrum. Its underlying C,,-spectrum is the geometric
realization of the cyclic bar construction B¢'(R, R), where YR denotes the R-bimodule R, with the
left action twisted by g : R — R, as in Definition 4.1.3. It’s easy to see that it is an isomorphism

on the level of simplicial spectra.
O

Having established that twisted THH fits into the general framework developed in Section 4.1,
Morita invariance then follows immediately from Proposition 4.1.5; we consider the bicategory
Hspen, a special case of the bicategory %y in Definition 3.1.2 with V = Sp“, the category of
orthogonal Cy,-spectra (see Example 4.1.1(1); in particular, Assumption 3.1.1 is satisfied).

We now unpack the notions of Morita equivalence and Morita invariance in this setting. It follows
from Definition 2.1.3 that C,-ring spectra R and S are Morita equivalent if there exists an (R, .S)
Cyp-bimodule M and an (S, R) C,,-bimodule N so that (M, N) and (N, M) are dual pairs, and the
evaluation and coevaluation maps of these dual pairs give equivalences of C),-spectra

MAzN~R and NAEM~S.

Theorem 4.2.4. Twisted topological Hochschild homology, THH¢,,, is Morita invariant. In other
words, for Morita equivalent Cy-ring spectra R and S, THH¢, (R) ~ THH¢, (5).

As noted in Remark 4.1.6, although twisted topological Hochschild homology satisfies cyclic
invariance, it is not a shadow as the coherence axioms for shadows do not hold. However, we show
below that upon taking fixed points, it is a shadow functor. This observation will be important in
our later study of topological restriction homology.

Proposition 4.2.5. The C,,-fived points of twisted topological Hochschild homology, THH¢, (R; —)%",
extend to a shadow on the bicategory Xsyc. of Cyn-ring spectra and their bimodules.

Proof. We have proven cyclic invariance of THH¢,, in Proposition 4.1.5, and therefore the C,,-fixed
points also satisfy cyclic invariance. It remains to show that the coherence properties hold. Let
A, B, C be Cy-ring spectra, M an (A, B)-bimodule, N a (B, C)-bimodule, and P a (C, A)-bimodule.
Let g be the chosen generator of C,,. We study the hexagon diagram

THH(A; 9(M ® N) © P) —*~ THH(C;9P ® (M © N)) —“'« THH(C;9(P © M) © N)

g :
[a]

THH(A;9M ® (N ® P)) —%= THH(B;9(N ® P) ® M) —> THH(B;9N © (P ® M))

As in the proof of Proposition 4.1.5, the cyclic isomorphism € in the top row is given by rotating
the smash factors in the cyclic bar construction, and acting by g on all of the A and P smash factors.
Similarly, the cyclic isomorphism 6 in the bottom row is given by rotating the smash factors in the
cyclic bar construction, and acting by ¢g on the A smash factors and the Bare (N;C;P) = N ©® P
smash factor. Finally, the vertical 8 is given by acting by g on all B smash factors, and on the
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Bare (P; A; M) = P ® M smash factor. Upon taking C,-fixed points, the action of g becomes
trivial, and the diagram commutes.

Let M be an (A, A)-bimodule. A similar analysis shows that upon taking C,,-fixed points, the
diagram

THH(A;9M ® Uy) —2s THH(A; 9U4 © M) —2= THH(A;9M © Uy)

l
[7] l i [7]
THH(A;9M)
also commutes. O

Remark 4.2.6. While twisted topological Hochschild homology is not itself a shadow functor, we
expect that it does fit into a framework of equivariant shadows. We will return to the development
of such a framework in subsequent work. The Hochschild homology for Green functors, described
in Section 4.3 below, should similarly fit into the framework of an equivariant shadow.

4.3. Hochschild homology for Green functors. The theory of C),-twisted topological Hochschild
homology has an algebraic analogue, a theory of Hochschild homology for Green functors. The

twisted Hochschild homology of Green functors was developed in [10] and further studied in [2].

Below, we show that this Hochschild homology for Green functors can also be interpreted as a

twisted Hochschild homology theory as in Definition 4.1.3.

One ingredient in the definition of twisted Hochschild homology for Green functors is the notion
of norms for a Mackey functor. For H C G, where G is finite, the norm functor Ng maps an
H-Mackey functor to a G-Mackey functor. It is defined to be a left Kan extension along the
coinduction between the Burnside categories ([22, 2.3.2]) and is compatible with the norm functor
for equivariant spectra.

Let G be a finite cyclic group. As discussed in Example 4.1.1, for any G-Green functor R, a
generator g € GG defines an automorphism of R by first passing to the Weyl group and then acting
via the Weyl group action.

Definition 4.3.1. Let G be a finite cyclic group, and let g € G. Let R be a Green functor for G,
and let M be a left R-module with action map A. Let 9M denote M with the module structure
twisted by g. In other words the action map 9\ is specified by the commuting diagram

RUOM

o3,

ROM -2~ M.

We can now define the twisted cyclic nerve.

Definition 4.3.2. For an R-bimodule M, the twisted cyclic nerve of R with coeflicients 9M , denoted
by HCY (R; 9M), is a simplicial Mackey functor with ¢ simplices given by
HCS (R; M) = “MOR™.

The face maps d; are given as usual by multiplication of the ith and (i 4+ 1)st factors if 0 < ¢ < q.
The face map dy is the ordinary right module action map for M, while the last face map, dg,
rotates the last factor to the front and then uses the twisted left action map of Definition 4.3.1.
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The degeneracy maps s; are induced by inclusion of the unit after the ith factor, for 0 < ¢ < gq.
When the inputs R and M are H-Green functors for a subgroup H C G, we define the G-twisted
cyclic nerve relative to H to be the simplicial Mackey functor

HCS (R;IM), := HCS (NG R; ING M).

We now recall the definition of twisted Hochschild homology for Green functors from [10], extend-
ing the original definition to include coefficients. Recall that the homology of a simplicial Mackey
functor is the homology of the associated normalized dg Mackey functor, given by postcomposing
with the Dold-Kan equivalence from simplicial abelian groups to chain complexes.

Definition 4.3.3. Let H C G be finite cyclic groups. Let R be a Green functor for H, and let M
be an R-bimodule. The G-twisted Hochschild homology of R with coefficients in M is defined to be
the homology of the twisted cyclic nerve

HHS (R; M); = H;(HCS (R; M),).

When M = R with the canonical bimodule structure, we write @ﬁ (R) for @g (R, R), the G-
twisted Hochschild homology of R. When H = G, we abbreviate the notation and write @f (R; M)
and HHY (R).

To interpret G-twisted Hochschild homology as the g-twisted Hochschild homology defined in
Definition 4.1.3, we work in the category of simplicial Mackey functors. The category of simplicial
Mackey functors, denoted by sMacke, is a symmetric monoidal simplicial model category by [10,
Theorem 4.3]. Let R be a G-Green functor and let M be a R-bimodule. We view R as a constant
simplicial Green functor denoted by const(R), and similar for M. The automorphism ¢ induces an
automorphism of const(R). From Definition 4.1.3,

HHY (const(R); const(M)) = | BY(const(R); Jeonst(M))].

The cyclic bar construction defines a bisimplicial Mackey functor. Since Mackq is a cocomplete
category, for any bisimplicial Mackey functor M, ., the associated diagonal simplicial Mackey func-
tor dM,  is equivalent to the geometric realization |M.7.|.1 The diagonal simplicial Mackey functor
associated to Be”“(const(R); %const(M)) is HC, (R;9M). Hence we have

HHY (const(R); const (M)) = | B (const(R); %const(M))|= HCY (R; IM).

Thus, the G-twisted Hochschild homology of Green functors is the homology of a g-twisted
Hochschild homology.

We now consider the bicategory ‘@SMaCkcn , which is an example of the bicategory %y in Definition
3.1.2 for V = sMack¢,,, the category of simplicial C,,-Mackey functors.

The framework developed here allows us to conclude the twisted Hochschild homology of Green
functors is Morita invariant. Given two H-Green functors R and S, we consider them as constant
simplicial H-Green functors. Unwinding Definition 2.1.3, we see that R and S are Morita equivalent
if there exist an (R,S)-bimodule M € sMacky and an (S, R)-bimodule N € sMacky so that
(M,N) and (N, M) are dual pairs, and the evaluation and coevaluation maps of these dual pairs
give equivalences of simplicial Mackey functors

|Bare(M;S;N)|~R  and  |Bare(N;R; M)~ S

IFor simplicial sets, this equivalence is a standard result (see e.g. [17, p. 210]). For bisimplicial Mackey functors,
a similar proof works by checking the diagonal has the same universal property as this geometric realization.
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Proposition 4.3.4. For a finite cyclic group G, the G-twisted Hochschild homology of G-Green
functors, HHY | is Morita invariant. That is, if G-Green functors R and S are Morita equivalent

1 )

in the sense defined above, then @?(ﬁ) o~ @f(ﬁ) for all i.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 4.1.5 and the identification that HCS (R;9R) = HHY(R)
after passing to homology. O

We can further extend this result to the G-twisted Hochschild homology of an H-Green functor,
where H C G are finite cyclic groups.

Theorem 4.3.5. For a finite cyclic group G, and H C G, the G-twisted Hochschild homology for
H-Green functors is Morita invariant. That is, if H-Green functors R and S are Morita equivalent

in the sense defined above, then @g(ﬁ)i &~ @g(ﬁ)i for all i.

Proof. Denote by NE : sMacky — sMackg the induced functor obtained by applying NE levelwise.
We first prove cyclic invariance. Let A and B be two simplicial H-Green functors. Let M be
an (A, B)-bimodule and N a (B, A)-bimodule. Note that N§M is an (NGA, N§ B)-bimodule and
similar for Ngﬂ.
We have that

NS (M ® N) < N§|Bar, (M; B; N)|

)
(4.3.1) >~ |N§ Bare(M; B; N)|

(@)

2 |Bars (NS M; NGB; NG N)| &'

NfiM ® N§N.
Isomorphism (1) holds since N§ preserves sifted colimits, while isomorphism (2) holds since N§ is
strong symmetric monoidal.

By Propositions 4.1.5 and 4.3.4, HHY satisfies cyclic invariance, and thus we have

HHY(NGA; NFM © NiiN) ~ HH? (N B; NN © Nj M).
Combining with equation (4.3.1), we have
HHY(N§A; N§ (M © N)) ~ HHO (NG B: N§ (N © M)).

Thus @%} satisfies cyclic invariance. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1.5 it then follows that @ﬁ
is Morita invariant.

O

Remark 4.3.6. The proof of Theorem 4.3.5 requires that the norm functor is strong symmetric
monoidal and commutes with geometric realizations. In general, any such functor F' preserves cyclic
invariance, and hence preserves Morita invariance as in Theorem 4.3.5 above.

Remark 4.3.7. Proceeding as in Section 3.2, one can also define many-object versions of THH¢,
and HHY". These will be HHy,,cat for V = Sp°" and V = sMackg,, respectively. To prove that
these are Morita invariant via this approach, one would need to verify that Assumption 3.2.6 holds
for these categories. We expect that sMackc,, is a locally presentable base, and therefore satisfies
Assumption 3.2.6; however, verifying Assumption 3.2.6 is likely to be more difficult for Sp©=.

We finish this section by noting that although @ﬁ does not have the full structure of a shadow
functor, when evaluated at the orbit (G/G) it is indeed a shadow. This observation will play an
important role in our study of algebraic restriction homology.
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Proposition 4.3.8. Let G be a finite cyclic group, and H C G. On the bicategory of simplicial
H-Green functors and bimodules, the G-twisted Hochschild homology evaluated at the orbit G/G,
HHS (4; —)i(G/@), extends to a shadow.

Proof. We have shown cyclic invariance in Theorem 4.3.5; it remains to show that the coherence
diagrams commute. Let A, B,C be simplicial H-Green functors, M an (A, B)-bimodule, N a
(B, C)-bimodule, and P a (C, A)-bimodule. We study the hexagon diagram

BE(NGA ING(M 0 N) © P))| — > |BI(NGC;ING(P © (M © N)))| — > [BE(NGC; ING (P © M) & N))|

ol !

[
IBEC(NGAING(M © (N © P)))| — > |BS (NGB ING((N © P) © M))| —2= | B (NGB;ING(N © (P © M)))|.

As in the proofs of Proposition 4.1.5 and Theorem 4.3.5, the cyclic isomorphism 6 in the top
row is given by rotating the smash factors in the cyclic bar construction, and acting by g on all of
the NG A and N§ P smash factors. Similarly, the cyclic isomorphism 6 in the bottom row is given
by rotating the smash factors in the cyclic bar construction, and acting by g on the N§A smash
factors and the N§ Bar, (N; C; P) = NS (N ® P) smash factor. Finally, the vertical ¢ is given by
acting by g on all the NGB smash factors, and on the N§ Bar, (P; 4; M) = N5 (P ® M) smash
factor. Recall that the action of g on a G-Mackey functor is induced by the Weyl group action;
thus, once we evaluate at G/G, the Weyl group action becomes trivial and so does the action of g.
Therefore, after evaluating at G/G, the diagram commutes.

Let M be an (A, A)-bimodule. A similar analysis shows that upon evaluating at G/G, the
diagram

|BYC(NGAING(M @ Un))| —2= B (NGA ING (Us © M))| —2= [BY(NGA;ING (M © Un)))|

[
[ [
|BY (NG A ING M)
also commutes.
O

4.4. Algebraic tr. In the classical approach to trace methods in algebraic K-theory, one analyzes
the fixed points of topological Hochschild homology, or TR-theory. For a ring A, TR™(A;p) is
defined to be THH(A)»"~*. The spectrum TR(A4; p) is then defined to be

TR(4;p) := holim TR" (4; p),
R

where R is the restriction map on THH(A)CP"*I, which can be defined using the cyclotomic
structure on THH. In [10], the authors introduce an algebraic analog of TR-theory, using twisted
Hochschild homology for Green functors. For a ring A, they define this algebraic analogue as

tri(A;p) = {in@gpn (A)r(Cpn /Cpr),

where the maps in the limit are algebraic analogues of the restriction map, defined using a cyclotomic
structure on twisted Hochschild homology for Green functors.

In this paper, we extend the definition of algebraic tr of rings, tr(A;p), to tr of (simplicial) rings
with coefficients in a bimodule, tr(A, M;p). We will show that this is a bicategorical shadow. We
fix a prime p throughout and omit the prime from the notation.
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To define tr(A, M), we follow the definition of ¢r(A) in [10]. Let A be a simplicial ring and M

an A-bimodule. As in Proposition 5.17 of [10], there is a natural isomorphism
e (HOS" (A M)y) = @0 (N MOV 4)7) 2 (N Ano(Ne " )

Here ®“» denotes the geometric fixed points for Mackey functors, as defined in [10]. The geomet-
ric fixed points functor takes the twisting by a generator to the twisting by a generator. Thus

®Cr (HCS»" (A; M)},) is isomorphic to Ho ! (A; M)y. Note that this is an algebraic analogue of
Proposition 7.5 of [13].

Let N C G be a normal subgroup, and let A denote the Burnside Mackey functor for G. As in
[10], let EFn(A) denote the sub-Mackey functor of A generated by A(G/H) for all subgroups H
that do not contain N. Let EFy (A) denote A/EFn(A). For a simplicial G-Mackey functor M, let

EFn(M) := MOEFy(A).

Let G be finite cyclic group that contains C),, and let M be a simplicial G-Mackey functor. As in
the proof of Corollary 5.18 of [10], there is a natural isomorphism of simplicial abelian groups

EFo,M(G/G) = (2% M)((G/Cy)/(G/Cy)).
The natural map of simplicial Mackey functors
HC»" (4; M) — EFe, HCS (A; M)
therefore induces a natural map
HOS?" (A3 M)(Cyn /Cy) = (DO HCE" (A3 M) (Cp s /Cp 1) = HCE” ™ (A; M)(Cps /Clp ).
This is our algebraic restriction map, which induces in turn a map
P HHS™ (A3 M)i(Cyr /Cy) = HHE™ ™ (A M)i(Cyrs /Cipn1)

for each k after passing to homology.

Definition 4.4.1. Algebraic tr with coefficients is obtained by taking the inverse limit along the
restriction maps r:
tri(A, M) := @@SP" (A; M) (Cpn /Cyn).
ks
As noted in Remark 4.1.6, although Hochschild homology for Green functors satisfies cyclic
invariance, it is not a shadow as the coherence axioms for shadows do not hold. Interestingly,
algebraic restriction homology, ¢r, is a shadow functor.

Proposition 4.4.2. The functor try extends to a shadow on the bicategory of simplicial rings and
their bimodules, landing in the category of abelian groups.

Proof. BEach HHS?" (A; =) (Cpn /Cpn) is a shadow (Proposition 4.3.8). The restriction maps r
are natural maps which respect the cyclic isomorphisms, and therefore the inverse limit is also a
shadow. (]

As shadows respect Morita equivalences, we can conclude that algebraic ¢r is Morita invariant.

Corollary 4.4.3. Let (Mg, 5Na) be a Morita equivalence of simplicial rings A and B. For any
A-bimodule @, there is an isomorphism

tr(A,Q) = tr(B,N &% Q ® M).
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where @ denotes derived tensor product, computed using the bar construction. In particular, the
Euler characteristic

X(M): tr(A) — tr(B)

18 an tsomorphism.

5. LAX SHADOW FUNCTORS.

In this section, we show that the linearization maps from THH and TR to their algebraic coun-
terparts are morphisms of shadows. That is, we show that these linearization maps arise from lax
shadow functors in the sense of [33].

5.1. Linearization as a lax shadow functor. Recall that classically, for A a ring, there is a
linearization map

7 THH(HA) — HHy (A)

relating topological Hochschild homology and ordinary Hochschild homology. In this section we
show that this linearization map arises from a morphisms of shadows between the topological
and algebraic theories. That is, it arises as a lax shadow functor. We further construct a new
linearization map, from topological restriction homology (TR) to algebraic restriction homology

(tr),
FkTR(HA) — 1rE (A),

and prove that it also arises as a lax shadow functor.
We first recall the definitions of a lax functor and a lax shadow functor from [33].

Definition 5.1.1. Let £ and ¥ be bicategories. A lax functor F': & — % consists of:

e a function Fy from the objects of £ to the objects of €
e functors Fr s : B(R,S) — %(FO(R), FO(S)) for every pair of objects R, S in %4, and

e natural transformations
c: FRﬁs(M) @FsﬁT(N) — FRﬁT(MQN)
7 UF(R) — F(UR)

satisfying appropriate coherence axioms. For details on the coherence axioms, see Definition 4.1 of
[8]. For illuminating pictures, see section 8 of [33].

Definition 5.1.2. Let & and ¥ be bicategories, and let

1z [ 2(4.4) =T
AeHBo

—le: ] ¢(D,D)—z
De%o

be shadows. A lax shadow functor consists of a lax functor F' : &8 — % along with a functor
Fy. : T — Z, and a natural transformation

¢:[=lgoF = Fpol-|z

such that the following diagram commutes whenever it makes sense.
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[F(M)® F(N)] —%= [F(N) ® F(M)]

| |
[F(M © )] [F(N © M)]
y |

Fy (0
F,,[M & N @ F,. [N © M)

Remark 5.1.3. Note that a lax shadow functor is not guaranteed to preserve dual pairs. In
Proposition 8.3 of [33], it is shown that a lax shadow functor F' will preserve dual pairs if the map
F(M)® F(N) = F(M ® N) is an isomorphism. This is rarely true for the example we consider
below, the Eilenberg-MacLane functor H : Ab — Sp (or H : Mackg, — Sp©™).

We first consider a generalization of the Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum functor to simplicial
abelian groups. If A, is a simplicial abelian group, define H(A,) = |HA,|, i.e., the geometric
realization of the simplicial spectrum whose it level is HA;.

Proposition 5.1.4. The Filenberg—-MacLane spectrum functor H : sAb — Sp defines a lax shadow
functor between the shadows m, THH and HHy. In particular, there is a natural transformation

danm Ty THH(HA; HM) — HHy(A; M)
and a functor Fy. = id : Ab — Ab, satisfying appropriate coherence conditions.

Proof. Let H be the Eilenberg-MacLane functor from the bicategory of simplicial rings, bimodules,
and bimodule maps to the bicategory #s;, of ring spectra, bimodule spectra and their maps. (The
latter is the bicategory %y from Definition 3.1.2, for V the category of spectra. The former is Zsap.)
Since H is a lax symmetric monoidal functor from (simplicial) abelian groups to spectra, it induces
a lax functor on the aforementioned bicategories. That is:

e if A is a (simplicial) ring, then H A is a ring spectrum;

o if M is a (B, A)-bimodule, then HM is an (H B, HA)-bimodule;

e for (B, A)-bimodules M and (A, B)-bimodules N, there are natural transformations c :
|Bare (HM; HA; HN)| — H|Bare (M; A; N)| that satisfy appropriate coherence condi-
tions, and

e the unit natural transformation ¢ : HA — H A is the identity map.

We take Fi. : Ab — Ab to be the identity. Thus we need to define a natural transformation
danm 7 THH(HA; HM) — HHy (A; M)

that satisfies the appropriate compatibility condition with the shadow structure.
We define ¢4 s as follows. The pt* level in the cyclic bar construction for THH(H A; HM) is
given by HM A (HA)"P. Since H is lax symmetric monoidal, there is a natural map

HM A (HA) — H(M @ A®P)
which respects the face and degeneracy maps. Thus we obtain a map on the geometric realizations
|HM A (HA)®| — |H(M @ A®*)|.

The k' homotopy group of the left hand side is 7, THH(H A; HM). The 0*" space of the right hand
side is the topological abelian group B¢(A4; M), and its i*" space is B B%°(A; M); here, B denotes
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the i-fold bar construction. The k" homotopy group of the right hand side is HHy(A; M). The
map of geometric realizations thus induces a natural transformation ¢4 as : 7, THH(HA; HM) —
HH(A; M).

The Eilenberg-MacLane functor H is lax symmetric monoidal, and the cyclic isomorphisms 6
for THH and HH are both obtained on the cyclic bar construction. Therefore the diagram

mx THH(H A; | Bare(HM; HB; HN))|) e THH(HB; | Bare(HN; HA; HM)|)

| |

mx THH(H A; H| Bare (M; B; N)|) 7 THH(H B; H(| Bare(N; A; M)|)

X X

HH,(A; | Bare(M; B; N)|) HH, (B; | Bare(N; A; M)|)

commutes for all (A4, B)-bimodules M and (B, A)-bimodules N. O

For any (—1)-connected ring spectrum R, there is a map of ring spectra R — Hmo(R) that is an
isomorphism on 7y and induces 0 on 7; for ¢ > 0. The linearization map

7 THH(R) — HHj,(mR)

is simply the composite

7 THH(R) — 7 THH(HmoR) — > HHy, (o R).

This construction generalizes to the C,,-equivariant case. We first generalize the equivariant Eilenberg—
MacLane spectrum functor to simplicial Mackey functors. Let H : Mackc, — SpC" denote the
equivariant Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum functor; if M, is a simplicial Mackey functor, define
H(M,) = |HM,|, the geometric realization of the simplicial C,,-spectrum whose i*" level is HM,.

Proposition 5.1.5. If R is a simplicial C,,-Green functor, and M is an R-bimodule, then
i (|H(OMOR™*)| ") = HH{™ (R; M)(Cy /Ch).-

Proof. Denote by G the orbit category of the group G = C,,, with objects G/K and morphisms
G-maps. A G-space is a functor from G°P to topological spaces. For example, a Mackey functor M
defines a G-space whose value on G/K is the discrete abelian group M (G/K). A simplicial Mackey
functor M, defines a G-space whose value on G/K is the geometric realization |M,(G/K)|.

In [15], the authors study a functor ¥ from G-spaces to G-spaces that is a variant of the Elmendorf
coalescence functor. In Proposition 4.2 of [15], they show that ¥ is an inverse up to weak equivalence
of the functor from G-spaces to G-spaces that takes a G-space X to the G-space G/K — X¥. It
follows that for every G-space X, there is a natural weak equivalence ¥(X)X — X(G/K). In
particular, when X = 9. M DED” , there is a natural weak equivalence

U (s MOR™P)K —~~ (I MOR™)(G/K).

By Theorem 4.22 of [15], the 0-space of the spectrum H (Y M OR™? ) is naturally equivalent to
U(9MORPP). Let H(0) denote the O-space of the spectrum |H(9MORP®)|. We apply geometric
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realization to the equivalence above, using the fact that our groups are all finite, and geometric
realization commutes with finite limits. We obtain

H(0)X —== |HCS" (R; M)(G/K)|
and 7, (|HCS™ (R; M)(G/K)|) = H, (HC"(R; M))(G/K) = HH{" (R; M)(G/K), as required. [

Proposition 5.1.6. The Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum functor H : sMacke, — Spc" induces a lax
shadow functor between the shadows m, THHe, (—; =)™ and HHY" (—; —)x(C, /Cy). In particular,
there is a natural transformation

¢r : m THHe, (HR; HM) — HHE™ (B; M)(C /Cr)
and a functor Fy. = id : Ab — Ab, satisfying appropriate coherence conditions.

Proof. In the notation of Definition 5.1.2, let F' = H and F}, = Id : Ab — Ab. Let g be the generator
e2mi/m of C,,. The functor H is lax symmetric monoidal, so it induces a lax functor between the
bicategory of simplicial C),-Green functors and the bicategory of C,,-ring spectra. That is:

e if R is a (simplicial) C,-Green functor, then HR is a C,,-ring spectrum;

e if M is an (S, R)-bimodule, then HM is an (HS, HR)- bimodule;

e for (S, R)-bimodules M and (R, S)-bimodules N, there are natural transformations ¢ :
| Bare(HM; HR; HN)| — H| Bare(M; R; N)| that satisfy appropriate coherence conditions,
and

e the unit natural transformation ¢ : HR — HR is the identity map.

For any R-bimodule M, H( M) = 9HM. On each level of the cyclic bar construction, there is
therefore a natural map
IHM A (HR)"? — H(YMORP)

that commutes with the face and degeneracy maps and thus induces a map of C),-spectra

THHe, (HR; HM) = [YHM A (HR)"*| = |[H(* MOR™*)|.
By Proposition 5.1.5, applying C),-fixed points and 7, results in the natural transformation

¢p.u : M THHG, (HR; HM) — HH™ (B; M)(Cr /Cy)
As in the proof of Proposition 5.1.4, the relevant diagram commutes, whence this a lax shadow

functor, as desired. O

5.2. TR and algebraic tr. Recall from Proposition 4.4.2 that algebraic ¢r is a shadow on the
bicategory of simplicial rings and their bimodules. We will show that the Eilenberg—MacLane
functor H : Ab — Sp defines a lax shadow functor between TR and algebraic tr. For this, we will
need to discuss TR with coefficients, first defined by Lindenstrauss—McCarthy [25]. We recall the
definition of TR with coefficients from [13]. For a ring spectrum R and an R-bimodule M, p"-fold
THH is defined as a Cpn-spectrum:

THH®")(R; M) := THHc,,, (Ne *" R; N& ™" M).
By Proposition 7.5 of [13], when R and M are cofibrant,
oC THH®")(R; M) = THH®")(R; M).
This is then used to define restriction maps

R: THH"") (R; M) — THH®" D (R; M),
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Definition 5.2.1. The spectrum TR(R; M) is defined to be the homotopy inverse limit
TR(R; M) := holim THH®") (R; M)
R
The proof of the following proposition was adapted from unpublished work of Campbell, Lind,
Malkiewich, Ponto, and Zakharevich:

Proposition 5.2.2. TR with coefficients, TR(R; —), extends to a shadow on the bicategory s, of
ring spectra and their bimodules.

Proof. Let A and B be ring spectra, M an (A, B)-bimodule and L a (B, A)-bimodule. We will
construct cyclic isomorphisms

74 g« THH®")(A; | Bare(M; B; L)|)%" = THH®")(B; | Bars(L; A; M)|)%"

that are compatible with the restriction maps. Therefore we will obtain the desired equivalences
045 : TR(A;|Bare(M; B; L)|) — TR(B;|Bare(L; A; M)|).
First note that
THH®")(4; | Bare(M; B; L)|) & THHc,,, (Ne ™" A; | Bare (NE™" M; Ne ™" B; NE™" L))
By Theorem 4.2.4, we have Cyr-equivariant isomorphisms
ot 5 : THH®")(A; | Bar (M; B; L)|) = THH®")(B; | Bar(L; A; M))).

Taking Cpn-fixed points, we obtain the isomorphisms

74 p : THH®")(A; | Bary (M; B; L)|)%" = THH"")(B; | Bar, (L; A; M)|)“»".

As in Proposition 4.2.5, these isomorphisms satisfy the shadow coherence conditions. By observing
the interaction of the norm functor with the geometric fixed points functor, we see that the following
diagram commutes.

@CP n

&% THH®") (A; | Bare (M; B; L)|) —5"®C» THH®")(B; | Bare (L; A; M)|)

l: l:

n—1
94,B

THH®" ) (4; | Bare(M; B; L)|) — 2~ THH®" ) (B; | Bars (L; A; M)))
It follows that the isomorphisms 7} ; respect the restriction maps, and therefore induce equivalences
04, : TR(A; | Bare(M; B; L)|) — TR(B; | Bare (L; A; M)])
as required. (I

In particular, for every k, m, TR(R; —) extends to a shadow on the bicategory %s,, taking values
in Ab.

Proposition 5.2.3. The Eilenberg-MacLane spectrum functor H : sSAb — Sp defines a lax shadow
functor between the shadows mp, TR and try. In particular, for any ring A there is a natural lin-
earization map

WkTR(HA) — try (A)
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Proof. By Proposition 5.1.6, the equivariant Eilenberg—MacLane spectrum functor defines a lax

shadow functor my THHq ,, (—; —)C»" — HH" (—; =)1(Cpn /Cpn). Precomposing with the norm

NECP" : sAb — sMackcpn, we obtain a lax shadow functor

pn

m THHe,, (HN ™" A; HNS™" M)Cr" — HH} " (NS A; NE™" M) (Cpn /Cypn )

for each simplicial ring A and bimodule M. For a Mackey functor M, NE" M = 1(? P (Nec ""HM).

If we denote Nec " HM by R, the linearization map R — H EOCT’" (R) therefore results in a natural
transformation Nec ""H > H Nec *"  Thus we obtain a lax shadow functor

m THHe ,, (NE™" HA; NE™" HM)C — HHS™™ (NS A; NS M)(Cyn /Cpr),

p’Vl
or, simplifying notation,
m, THH®") (H A; HM)C»" — HHS?" (A; M), (Cyn /Cpn).

Since these maps are compatible with the restriction maps defined on both sides, there is an induced
lax shadow functor

m, holim THH®") (H A; HM)%" — lim m, THH®") (H A; HM)“" — lim HHS?" (A; M) (Cpr /Cpr),
R R s

i.e., a lax shadow functor
7 TR(HA; HM) — tri(A, M)
as desired. O

It follows from the proposition above that there is a linearization map relating TR and its
algebraic analogue, tr, for any (—1)-connected ring spectrum.

Corollary 5.2.4. There is a linearization map
WkTR(R) — try (7T0(R))
for (=1)-connected ring spectra R.

Proof. For R a (—1)-connected ring spectrum, there is a map of ring spectra R — Hmo(R). We
then compose with the lax shadow functor of Proposition 5.2.3 to obtain

7 TR(R) = m, TR(Hmo(R)) — trg(mo(R)).

In [10], the authors compute the algebraic ¢tr of F,,, proving that

Zy k=0

0 : otherwise,

tr(Fp;p) = {

which agrees with m(TR(Fp;p)). In general, one would like to understand how closely algebraic
restriction homology approximates the analogous topological theory, TR. The highly structured
linearization map we construct in Proposition 5.2.3 is useful in pursuing this question. Below, we
prove that the linearization map is often an isomorphism in degree 0.
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Proposition 5.2.5. Let A be a ring, and let R'lim denote the first right derived functor of the
limit functor on abelian groups. If

R'lim 7, THH®") (HA)%" =0,
R
then
WoTR(HA) = tTO (A)
Proof. For a ring A, by Theorem 5.1 of [10], the map
75" THHe, , (N&™" HA) — HH" (NS A)g
is an isomorphism. Therefore the map
lim 7o THH®") (H A)»" — lim HHT*" (A)o(Cpn /Cipn )
R T

is an isomorphism. If
R'lim 7, THH®") (HA)%" =0,
{m

R
then
moTR(HA) = 7o holim THH?") (H A)“r" = lim mo THH®") (H A) %",
R R
and the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 5.2.5 is analogous to the classical result that the linearization map
7 (THH(A)) — HHg(A)

is an isomorphism in degree 0. Classically, the linearization map on THH is also an isomorphism
in degree 1. It would be interesting to consider under what conditions the linearization map on TR
is similarly an isomorphism in degree 1, although we will not pursue that here.

6. GENERALIZED DENNIS TRACES

In this section, we show that there is a Dennis trace map whose target is THH¢, (R). Further-
more, we show that this map factors through TR¢, (R).

6.1. The twisted Dennis trace. Let (V,®,5) be a symmetric monoidal, simplicial model cate-
gory. As in section 4, let (Vaut, ®, (S,1dg)) denote the symmetric monoidal category with objects
(V,ov), where V is an object of V, and ¢y is an automorphism of V', while morphisms in V,,; are
morphisms in V that commute with the automorphism.

Let (R, ) be a monoid in Vau, and let Perf(p ) denote its category of perfect left modules
in Vaut- The objects in this category are perfect R-modules P equipped with an automorphism
v : P — P such that the following diagram commutes:

RoP-%p
-
RoP -2 p

That is, v is an isomorphism of left modules from P to YP. Here ?P indicates that the left
action on P is twisted by ¢ : R — R, as in Definition 4.1.3. Let K(R, ¢) denote K(Perf g ).
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Let M be an R-bimodule. Consider the category of M-parametrized endomorphisms of perfect R-
modules, denoted by Betley [9] as End(R, M). Its objects are maps of left modules v : P — M ®pg P,
where P is a perfect left R-module, and its morphisms are maps of left modules P — ) that make
the relevant diagram commute.

Theorem 6.1.1. There is a trace map K(R,p) — HH(R,?R), given by the composite
K(Perf(g,)) = K(Aut(R,?R)) — K(End(R,*R)) — HH(R, “R).

When R is a Cy,-ring spectrum and @ is given by the action of a chosen generator g € C,,, we obtain
a trace map
K(Perf(Rﬁg)) — THHCn (R)

Proof. Observe that End(R,¥R) is very similar to Perf g ., except that in Perf(g ), 7 is required
to be an isomorphism. We may therefore denote Perf r ) by Aut(R,?R), and it includes naturally
into the category End(R,¥R).

The K-theory of End(R, M), denoted K(R, M), admits a trace map to HH(R, M) (see, e.g.,
Section 3 of [16]), which can be considered as a twisted version of the trace K(End(R, R)) — HH(R),
through which the Dennis trace K(R) — HH(R) factors. We consider this trace map when M = “R.
The composite of this trace with the map from K(Perf g ) to K(End(R,?R)) yields a twisted
Dennis trace from K(R, ¢) to HH(R, ?R).

When R is a C),-ring spectrum, and ¢ is given by the action of a chosen generator g € C,,, we
therefore obtain a trace map

K(Perf p ,) — THH(R;9R) = THHc, (R).
O

If R is a C,-ring spectrum, let Perfg" denote the category of perfect left modules over R in C,-
spectra. Objects in this category are modules over R in C),-spectra that are perfect as R-modules.

Corollary 6.1.2. There is a trace map K(Perf$") — THHe, (R).

Proof. Let g denote a chosen generator of C,,. We can include Perfgn into Perf (g 4), by sending a
module P to (P,g) € Perf(g 4. This is a twisted version of the functor Perfr — End(R, R) that
sends P to (P,id) and induces the map K(R) — K(End(R, R)). We thus obtain a trace map
K(Perf$") — THHc, (R)
given by the composite
K(Perfg") — K(Perf(p o) = K(Aut(R,YR)) — K(End(R,?R)) — THH(R;R).
O

Remark 6.1.3. When R is an ordinary ring, we can identify the trace Ko(R, ) — HHy(R; ?R)
as sending v : P — ¢P to its Hattori-Stallings trace, i.e., its bicategorical trace in the category of
rings, bimodules, and bimodule maps. Consider the shadow HHy on this bicategory. The trace of
a2-celly: PR®Z — YR®pg P, where we regard P as an R — Z bimodule, is a map

HH,(Z) — HH(R; *R)

and thus an element of HHy(R; ?R). For more details on the Hattori-Stallings trace as a bicategor-
ical trace, see Section 5 of [33]. More generally, Theorem 1.2 of [13] states that on 7, this twisted
Dennis trace takes an endomorphism f : P — 9P to its bicategorical trace S — THH(R;9R) =
THHc, (R).
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This twisted Dennis trace factors through the C,,-twisted TR of [4], TR¢, . The following lemma
will be useful in the proof.

Lemma 6.1.4. Let R be a C),-ring spectrum, and g € C,, a generator. Let p be a prime that does
not divide n, and k an integer such that p* =1 (mod n). Then

THH®")(R;9R) ~ THHc, (R)

as Cpk-spectra.

Proof. Recall from [4] that THH¢, (R) ~ THH¢ , (Ng:pk R) as S'-spectra. Since p does not

divide n, C,,px = Cy, x Cpr; let ¢g" denote a generator of Cx, so that g'g is a generator of C,, 1. As
C,pr-spectra,

’ ; pk
THHc, , (Ni,'"* R) ~ THH(N_ """ R;99N;"" R) ~ THH(N_ """ R;?" No""* R).

The second equivalence holds because p* = 1 (mod n). Note that the last term is equivalent to

THH(Ng:PkR; g/Ng’l‘pk (9R)) as a C,,p-spectrum. We now restrict to Cpk-spectra. The restriction
functor respects smash products and geometric realization, and therefore commutes with THH. In
addition, if K, H are finite groups and X is a K-spectrum, examining the indexed smash product
defining the norm yields LexHNgxfo = NfLeX as H-spectra. Therefore we obtain

e, THH(NG™™ B9 No™" (YR)) = THH(N. ™ 1o R; Y N 10 (“R)),
which is equivalent as a Cpx-spectrum to
C C
THHc , (Ne ™" 1o R; Ne ™" 1o(R)) = THHO) (R; 9R)
as required. ([

Proposition 6.1.5. The twisted Dennis trace K(Perf g 4)) — THHg, (R) factors through TR¢,, (R; p)
for p coprime to n.

Proof. By Theorem 1.3 of [13], the twisted Dennis trace K(R,9R) — THH(R,9R) factors through
TR with coefficients, K(R,9R) — TR(R,9R). On m, this takes an endomorphism f: P — 9P to
the bicategorical trace of its k-fold composite f* : P — 9" P for all k € N.

We claim that when p is coprime to n, TR(R,9R;p) ~ TR¢, (R; p). We prove this by comparing
the inverse systems that form both spectra. Recall that TR(R,9R; p) is the inverse limit along the
restriction maps

R: THH®")(R;9R)Co* — THH®" ) (R; 9R) o+t
Note that by Fermat’s little theorem, for p coprime to n, p#(™) = 1 (mod n), where ¢(n) denotes
Euler’s totient function. We can therefore look instead at the composition of ¢(n) restriction maps

at a time,

J‘«p(n)) (jfl)ap(n))

THH® (R;9R)“w* — THH® (R;9R)Cpi—Detm
By Lemma 6.1.4 above, this agrees with the system
THH¢, (R)»¢™ — THH¢, (R)»0—1¢0
and the limit of this system agrees with the limit of the system
THHc, (R)»*** — THHc, (R)“#*

which is TR¢, (R; p). O
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Remark 6.1.6. This suggests that TR(R,9R) is a good generalization for TR¢, (R), which also
works at primes that divide n.

6.2. Relationship to equivariant algebraic K-theory. We have shown above that there is a
twisted Dennis trace map
K(Perf(Rﬂ)) — THHCn (R)

that factors through TR¢, (R). A natural question to ask is whether twisted topological Hochschild
homology also receives a trace map from equivariant algebraic K-theory. Merling [28] defined a
genuine equivariant algebraic K-theory G-spectrum, Kg(R), for a G-ring R. There is related
work on equivariant algebraic K-theory due to Barwick and Barwick-Glasman-Shah [5, 6] and
Malkiewich—Merling [26].

The equivariant algebraic K-theory K(R) of a G-ring R is roughly the K-theory of the category
of perfect R-modules, which admits an action of G sending P to 9P. Building on Merling’s work
[28], Malkiewich and Merling showed in Theorem 1.3 of [26] that for a G-ring spectrum R, the fixed
point spectrum K (R) is equivalent to the K-theory of a category of perfect R-modules on which
G acts semilinearly. In particular, if G is C,, with generator g, then K¢, (R)“" ~ K(Perf g ,)).
Therefore we conclude the following as a corollary of Theorem 6.1.1.

Corollary 6.2.1. For R a C,-ring spectrum, the twisted Dennis trace is a map
K¢, (R)“" — THHc, (R).

Work of Horev [20] shows that twisted topological Hochschild homology can be viewed through
the lens of equivariant factorization homology. In particular, Horev proves in Proposition 7.2.2 of
[20] that for a C),-ring spectrum R,

THH¢, (R) ~ %~ / R.
Stor

Here f g1 I denotes the Cj-equivariant factorization homology of .S L (with the rotation action of
rot

C,,) with coefficients in R. The C,-spectrum |, g1 R is non-equivariantly equivalent to THH(R),
rot

but has a “diagonal” action of C,,— that is, C,, acts on both S' and R. This perspective on twisted
topological Hochschild homology leads to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 6.2.2. The twisted Dennis trace of Corollary 6.2.1 arises from a C),-equivariant map
K¢, (R) — fS'rl'ot R.

Work in progress of Angelini-Knoll, Merling, and Péroux [3] may shed light on this conjecture,
as they expand the definition of norms for compact Lie groups. Take R a C),-ring spectrum; using
such norms, one would like to construct a Dennis trace map K¢, (R) — N, 5: énC"R which is St x C,,
equivariant. Here we extend the C,-action on K¢, (R) to an S' x C,, action using the trivial S'-
action. Let H = C,, denote the diagonal subgroup of C,, x C,, < S* x C,,. An equivariant Dennis
trace of this form would produce a map

Ke, (R)°" = Ke, (R)T — (N5, 35 R)T — &M NS 5" R.
If the diagonal formulas of Proposition 2.19 of [4] still hold for this generalized norm, so that

HArS'XCh pp av S XCn/H exCnNH p ~ A7St
o Ne><Cn R_NeXCn/(eXCnﬂH)q) R_NCnR’

then a twisted Dennis trace
Kc, (R)“" — THHg, (R)
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would indeed arise from an equivariant Dennis trace

Ke, (R) = N5 56" R.

€

This norm, Nsxléf"R, can be thought of as THH(R) taken in the category of Cy-spectra. That is,

e
it has a C,-action coming from the fact that R is a C,-ring spectrum, and an S'-action coming
1
from the cyclic bar construction. The restriction of N, eSX éf”R to a Cp-spectrum (via the diagonal

subgroup H) should agree with [¢, R.

REFERENCES

[1] Arbeitsgemeinschaft: Topological Cyclic Homology. Oberwolfach Rep., 15(2):805-940, 2018. Abstracts from the
working session held April 1-7, 2018, Organized by Lars Hesselholt and Peter Scholze.

[2] Katharine Adamyk, Teena Gerhardt, Kathryn Hess, Inbar Klang, and Hana Jia Kong. Computational tools for
twisted topological Hochschild homology of equivariant spectra. Topology Appl., 316, 2022.

[3] Gabriel Angelini-Knoll, Mona Merling, and Maximilien Péroux. Homology of twisted G-rings. in progress, 2022.

[4] Vigleik Angeltveit, Andrew J. Blumberg, Teena Gerhardt, Michael A. Hill, Tyler Lawson, and Michael A.
Mandell. Topological cyclic homology via the norm. Doc. Math., 23:2101-2163, 2018.

[5] Clark Barwick. Spectral Mackey functors and equivariant algebraic K-theory (I). Adv. Math., 304:646-727, 2017.

[6] Clark Barwick, Saul Glasman, and Jay Shah. Spectral Mackey functors and equivariant algebraic K-theory, II.
Tunis. J. Math., 2(1):97-146, 2020.

[7] Marzieh Bayeh, Kathryn Hess, Varvara Karpova, Magdalena Kedziorek, Emily Riehl, and Brooke Shipley. Left-
induced model structures and diagram categories. In Women in topology: collaborations in homotopy theory,
volume 641 of Contemp. Math., pages 49-81. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015.

[8] Jean Bénabou. Introduction to bicategories. In Reports of the Midwest Category Seminar, pages 1-77. Springer,
Berlin, 1967.

[9] Stanislaw Betley. Algebraic K-theory of parameterized endomorphisms. K-Theory, 36(3):291-303, 2005.

[10] Andrew J. Blumberg, Teena Gerhardt, Michael A. Hill, and Tyler Lawson. The Witt vectors for Green functors.
J. Algebra, 537:197-244, 2019.

[11] Andrew J. Blumberg and Michael A. Mandell. Localization theorems in topological Hochschild homology and
topological cyclic homology. Geom. Topol., 16(2):1053-1120, 2012.

[12] M. Bokstedt, W. C. Hsiang, and I. Madsen. The cyclotomic trace and algebraic K-theory of spaces. Invent.
Math., 111(3):465-539, 1993.

[13] Jonathan Campbell, John Lind, Cary Malkiewich, Kate Ponto, and Inna Zakharevich. K-theory of endomor-
phisms, the T'R-trace, and zeta functions. arXiv preprint:2005.04334, 2020.

[14] Jonathan A. Campbell and Kate Ponto. Topological Hochschild homology and higher characteristics. Algebr.
Geom. Topol., 19(2):965-1017, 2019.

[15] Pedro F. dos Santos and Zhaohu Nie. Stable equivariant abelianization, its properties, and applications. Topology
Appl., 156(5):979-996, 20009.

[16] Bjorn Ian Dundas and Randy McCarthy. Stable K-theory and topological Hochschild homology. Annals of
Mathematics, 140(3):685-701, 1994.

[17] Paul G. Goerss and John F. Jardine. Simplicial homotopy theory, volume 174 of Progress in Mathematics.
Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 1999.

[18] Kathryn Hess, Magdalena Kedziorek, Emily Riehl, and Brooke Shipley. A necessary and sufficient condition for
induced model structures. J. Topol., 10(2):324-369, 2017.

[19] Philip S. Hirschhorn. Model categories and their localizations, volume 99 of Mathematical Surveys and Mono-
graphs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[20] Asaf Horev. Genuine equivariant factorization homology. arXiv preprint arXiv:1910.07226, 2019.

[21] Mark Hovey. Model categories, volume 63 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 1999.

[22] Rolf Hoyer. Two topics in stable homotopy theory. PhD thesis, University of Chicago, 2014.

[23] Gregory Maxwell Kelly and Max Kelly. Basic concepts of enriched category theory, volume 64. CUP Archive,
1982.

[24] Tom Leinster. Operads in higher-dimensional category theory. Theory Appl. Categ., 12:No. 3, 73-194, 2004.



w
X

A SHADOW PERSPECTIVE ON EQUIVARIANT HOCHSCHILD HOMOLOGIES 37

Ayelet Lindenstrauss and Randy McCarthy. On the Taylor tower of relative K-theory. Geom. Topol., 16(2):685—
750, 2012.

Cary Malkiewich and Mona Merling. Equivariant A-theory. Doc. Math., 24:815-855, 2019.

M. A. Mandell and J. P. May. Equivariant orthogonal spectra and S-modules. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.,
159(755):x+108, 2002.

Mona Merling. Equivariant algebraic K-theory of G-rings. Math. Z., 285(3-4):1205-1248, 2017.

Barry Mitchell. Rings with several objects. Advances in Mathematics, 8(1):1-161, 1972.

Lyne Moser. Injective and projective model structures on enriched diagram categories. Homology Homotopy
Appl., 21(2):279-300, 2019.

Thomas Nikolaus and Peter Scholze. On topological cyclic homology. Acta Math., 221(2):203-409, 2018.

Kate Ponto. Fixed point theory and trace for bicategories. Astérisque, (333):xii+102, 2010.

Kate Ponto and Michael Shulman. Shadows and traces in bicategories. Journal of Homotopy and Related Struc-
tures, 8(2):151-200, 2013.

Charles Rezk. Reference request for statement on nlab: Reedy (co)fibrancy of (co)simplicial ob-
jects. https://mathoverflow.net/questions/300326 /reference-request-for-statement-on-nlab-reedy-cofibrancy-of-
cosimplicial-ob. Accessed: 2020.07.19.

Emily Riehl. Categorical homotopy theory, volume 24 of New Mathematical Monographs. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2014.

Stefan Schwede and Brooke Shipley. Equivalences of monoidal model categories. Algebr. Geom. Topol., 3:287—
334, 2003.

Stefan Schwede and Brooke E. Shipley. Algebras and modules in monoidal model categories. Proceedings of the
London Mathematical Society, 80(2):491-511, Mar 2000.

Christoph Schweigert and Lukas Woike. The Hochschild complex of a finite tensor category. Algebr. Geom.
Topol., 21(7):3689-3734, 2021.

Gongalo Tabuada. Differential graded versus simplicial categories. Topology and its Applications, 157(3):563-593,
2010.

Adamyk) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN ONTARIO, LONDON, ON, CANADA

Gerhardt) DEPARTMENT OF MATHMEMATICS, MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY, EAST LANSING, MI 48824

(

(

(Hess) SV UPHESS BMI, ECOLE POLYTECHNIQUE FEDERALE DE LAUSANNE, 1015 LAUSANNE, SWITZERLAND

(Klang) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY, NEW YORK, NY 10027. EMAIL INBARKLANG@GMAIL.COM
(

Kong) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY, PRINCETON, NJ 08540



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Organization
	1.2. Notation and Conventions
	1.3. Acknowledgements

	2. Background
	2.1. Bicategorical preliminaries
	2.2. The shadow framework

	3. Hochschild shadows
	3.1. The one-object case
	3.2. The many-object case

	4. Application to equivariant Hochschild theories
	4.1. Hochschild theories twisted by an automorphism
	4.2. Twisted topological Hochschild homology
	4.3. Hochschild homology for Green functors
	4.4. Algebraic tr.

	5. Lax shadow functors.
	5.1. Linearization as a lax shadow functor
	5.2. TR and algebraic tr.

	6. Generalized Dennis traces
	6.1. The twisted Dennis trace.
	6.2. Relationship to equivariant algebraic K-theory

	References

