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GROUP COMPLETIONS AND THE HOMOTOPICAL
MONADICITY THEOREM

HANA JIA KONG, J. PETER MAY, AND FOLING ZOU

ABSTRACT. We abstract and generalize homotopical monadicity statements,
placing in a single conceptual framework a range of old and recent recognition
and characterization principles in iterated loop space theory in classical, equi-
variant, and multiplicative frameworks. Some of the examples are new and
some are old, but all are illuminated by the coherent framework, which we feel
certain will encompass examples not yet thought of.

The work is currently divided into three independently readable papers.
This first paper is itself divided into three parts. In the first, we give the
general abstract theory and treat the classical examples with structured spaces
or G-spaces as input. In the second, we develop a general context of composite
adjunctions that feeds into the first. It specializes, quite differently, to give
infinite loop space machines that take either orbital presheaves or categories
of operators as input. In the brief third part, we show how the multiplicative
theory fits directly into the frameworks of the first and second parts.

The second paper will focus on new constructions and applications when
the starting category is that of orbital presheaves. The third will feed in new
multiplicative constructions of the second author. Both papers fit into the
general context established here, but the new constructions are of considerable
independent interest.
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Introduction

We give a conceptual reinterpretation of work that started with the introduc-
tion of operads in what the senior author called “The geometry of iterated loop
spaces” [May72]. The word “geometry” was meant to convey that the structures
involved really were geometric at heart. They implicitly reduced the homotopical
study of iterated loop spaces to the study of configuration spaces. The same idea
works equivariantly [GM17, MMO] and multiplicatively [May82, [May09b|, but the
equivariant multiplicative theory here is not in the earlier literatureﬁ

0.1. Introduction to Part 1, the classical theory. We start with a general
conceptual reinterpretation of material in [May09b]. That focused on direct com-
parison with the proof of the Beck monadicity theorem. Here we axiomatize a
general homotopical variant of that classical categorical context. The axiomatiza-
tion simplifies things by focusing attention on exactly what is needed. It is hoped
and expected that it will serve as a guide to future applications. We emphasize
that the theory here primarily focuses throughout on monads, not necessarily those
coming from operads.

In brief, adjoint pairs of functors (X,Q) are ubiquitous in mathematics, and
so are monads. The right adjoint §2: .¥ — 7 always carries extra structure
that is encoded by its taking values in the category I'|Z] of algebras over the
adjunction monad I' = Q3. The Beck monadicity theorem explains categorically
when the resulting functor Qr: . — T'[.7] is an equivalence of categories. We are
concerned with the deeper situation when Qr is not an equivalence. In homotopical
contexts, ) very often takes values in the category C[.7] of C-algebras for some
other monad C. Moreover, this structure often encodes calculational information
that is invisible in the original adjunction and its monad.

Writing Q¢ : . — C[7] for the resulting more structured version of 2, we find
that Q¢ has a left adjoint X¢: C[.7] — % which we think of as a monadically
coequalized variant of . When applied to a free C-algebra CX, the coequalizer
simplifies to give an isomorphism XcCX = ¥ X, and the unit of the adjunction
restricts on free C-algebras to give a map of monads from C to the adjunction
monad I'; see[Theorem 1.15/and [Remark 1.28] Approximating general C-algebras Y’
by well-behaved approximations Y, one finds a recognition principle of the following
general form.

Theorem 0.1. There is a functor Bar: C[.7] — C[.7], written Y + Y, and a
natural equivalence (: Y — Y such that the unit nc: Y — QcXcY is a group
completion and is therefore an equivalence if Y is grouplike.

In turn, this leads to a characterization principle of the following general form.
It is a homotopical analog of the categorical Beck monadicity theorem.

Theorem 0.2. (X¢, Q¢) induces an adjoint equivalence from the homotopy category
of grouplike C-algebras in 7 to the category of Q-connective objects of 7.

lEquivariant multiplicative theory based on the Segal machine is given in [GMMO19,
GMMOZ23|, but it is not general enough for the applications we have in mind and is designed
to shoot through the space level, going as directly as possible from categorical input to spectrum
level output.
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The terms group completion, grouplike, and 2-connective have axiomatized mean-
ings and can specialize to have different meanings in different contexts. In partic-
ular, we shall have two very different ideas of grouplike objects and group com-
pletions. The first is characterized axiomatically (Definitions and 27) but the
examples are concrete and homological or homotopical (for example Definitions [4.1]
and [L7); that idea is the one that leads both to our proofs and to myriads of explicit
calculations. The other is formal and conceptual (Definition 3.22)) and is charac-

terized by a universal property on passage to homotopy categories (Theorem 3.29),
but it is not at all geared towards calculations. We shall find an equivalence between

them under appropriate assumptions (Theorem 3.24)).

We emphasize that despite its obvious specialization in topology, (3,) can be
any suitable adjoint pair in our general axiomatic context. Here Y might come as
a cofibrant approximation of Y, but we focus on the highly structured choice given
by the monadic bar construction Y = B(C,C,Y); it is usually itself an example of
a cofibrant approximation (see Section 3.5)), but that is not our emphasis.

For convenience in discussing applications and with potential new applications
in mind, we begin with standing “Assumptions” that together will lead to results of
the form given in Theorems [0I.1] and In [Section 1]l we establish our categorical
context, explaining a general adjunction (X¢,¢) that will have many specializa-
tions. While ¥¢ was previously defined in passing, its centrality to our theory is a
new perspective.

In[Section 1.4l we review the categorical Beck monadicity theorem for the sake of
comparison and motivation, emphasizing the role of the specialization of (X¢, Q¢)
to (X, Qr). That perspective seems to be only implicit in the categorical literature
about this 1960’s result.

In we explain our homotopical assumptions, giving remarks as we go
about how they are verified in special cases. The most substantial is
the approximation theorem, which requires an always present natural map of mon-
ads CX — T'X to give a group completion for all X. In we explain
how these assumptions fit together to prove various versions of Theorems [0.1] and
0.2

The original topological examples are developed in [Section 41 They use monads
associated to operads of topological spaces, with .7 being the category of based
spaces and . being either a category of based spaces or a category of spectra, and
similarly equivariantly.

Nonequivariantly, we specialize to n-fold loop spaces in[Section 4.1l summarizing
our specializations of Theorems [I.T] and in [Theorem 4.121 We find that every
(n — 1)-connected or, synonymously, “n-connective”, space is equivalent to the
coequalized n-fold suspension of an F,-space. The emphasis is on a new perspective
on the group completion of E, spaces to n-fold loop spaces. When n > 2, two
different classical notions (Definitions [A.1] A7) of group completion are shown to
be equivalent to each other and to the formal conceptual notion of

In the case n = 1 only one of the classical notions, that of [Definition 4.7 applies.
In this case, the approximation theorem is given a conceptual proof in [Section 4.2]
which is largely a new perspective on material in [Fie84]. Here the focus shifts to a
comparison of two monads in .7 with two analogous monads in the category ¥ that
is the natural home of Moore loop spaces. A first example, of the composite
adjunction context of Part 2 plays a central role.
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Equivariantly, Sections 3] and [£.4] give the analogous examples of V-fold loop G-
spaces for a representation V' of G and of 1-fold loop G-spaces. Here the two classical
notions of group completion are Definitions and [£.37 and our specializations
of Theorems [I.1] and [I.2] are given in [Theorem 4.441

While G is finite in[Section 4.3] it can be any topological group in[Section 4.4l As
far as we know, the material of Section 4.4l is new, but we have written
in such a way that its equivariant generalization is immediate. The main results
here, Theorems 442 and [£.48 are variants of the approximation theorem that follow
by passage to fixed points from their nonequivariant versions, Theorems [£.11] and
434

Passing to n = oo, we give foundations in[Section 4.5 and rework the equivariant
operadic infinite loop space machine in This shows how to construct
G-spectra from F,, G-spaces when G is finite. To avoid duplicative exposition, the
nonequivariant case is viewed as the case G = {e} of the equivariant case. The
homological definition of group completion of F., G-spaces is the same as for Ey
G-spaces when R? C V (Definition 4.36). It is again equivalent to the conceptual
definition of[Definition 3.221 Every E..-G-space group completes to the Oth G-space
of a connective G-spectrum, and every connective G-spectrum is equivalent to the
coequalized suspension G-spectrum of a grouplike E..-G-space, [Theorem 4.44

Here G-spectra mean genuine G-spectra, incorporating representations. There is
also a very partial generalization from finite to compact Lie groups (Remark 4.59),
and there is a parallel theory for classical (or naive) G-spectra, which ignore repre-
sentations, and that works for any topological group G

We must say something about our spectral foundations of [S There are
many good concrete point-set level categories of spectra and of G- spectra. Only
one is known to fit into the achingly elementary formal context of
that is our starting point. No category of spectra can both fit into that context and
be symmetric monoidal with the sphere spectrum as unit, but all good categories
give equivalent homotopy categories, and in fact equivalent oco-categories.

However, in this paper we are being old-fashioned and taking no interest in oco-
categories, although we are implicitly proving many equivalences of such, as we
plan to show elsewhere. We care about when precise point-set level categories and
concepts are equivalent. Many decades of concrete applications and calculations
show the value of this perspective. One must be eclectic.

0.2. Introduction to Part 2, composite adjunctions. In Part 2, we build a
general context that will specialize to apply to infinite loop space machines that
are defined in two quite different equivariant contexts. The first concerns algebras
over monads in categories related to categories of operators, such algebras being
suitable covariant functors. The second concerns algebras over monads in categories
of orbital presheaves, such algebras being suitable contravariant functors. At first
sight, this seems farfetched since, as we shall see, there are many quite significant
differences between these two contexts. Nevertheless, both are special cases of a
single general context, which itself is a special case of our original context. We
explain the general context in [Section Hl and its specializations to categories of
operators in and to orbital presheaves in [Section 71 Paradoxically, the
agreement of context allows us both to highlight precisely how the differences play
out and to discover surprising parallels and connections.
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The categories of operators specialization is largely classical, starting from [MT73].
Aside from the conceptual context, the main new feature is the introduction of
a new kind of operad, called a G-operad. Instead of having G-spaces €' (n) for
non-negative integers n, it has G-spaces ¢ (n®) for finite G-sets n® determined by
homomorphisms a: G — ¥,,. These operads and their associated monads fill a
longstanding conceptual gap in the relationship between equivariant operads and
monads on the one hand and the two kinds of equivariant categories of operators
that appear prominently in [MMOL [GMMO23] and elsewhere.

The operadic presheaf context can be viewed as a conceptual reinterpretation of
an early paper of Costenoble and Waner [CW91]. The general theory is described
here, but its application requires non-obvious examples of monads in the category
of orbital presheaves. They are constructed from G-operads, but not in an obvious
way. The construction is worked out in the sequel [KMZ24], where examples may
be found.

0.3. Introduction to Part 3, the multiplicative theory. We apply the context
of multiplicatively in This entails working with monad
pairs as introduced by Beck [Bec69]. We recall their basic theory in [Section 8.1
We have two different ways to construct monad pairs (C, Jp) from suitable operadic
pairs. We describe the classical way in There is a new construction
based on “multiplicative operads” that will be given in [May24]. These two con-
structions start from the same additive monad C but give different constructions
of the multiplicative monad Jy. We emphasize that the monadic theory described
here applies equally well to both. The theory described so far is general, and we
briefly specialize to operad pairs in general and in G-spaces in Sections and

We review the 1980’s [LMS86] definition of F. ring G-spectra in Section 8.41
These are defined in the present context of spectra given in but they
are equivalent to any modern reincarnation of the notion. Their 1990’s equivalents
[EKMMO97] were studied in [EM97, May98]. For example, shows
how to construct Brown-Peterson G-spectra for any compact Lie group G. However,
these older contexts are not very well known in the modern world, so review is
necessary. A variant new view of Eo, ring spectra will be given in [May24].

Taking .7 and . in our general theory to be (based) Jo-G-spaces and Jo-G-
spectra, we establish a multiplicative special case of [Assumption A]in [Section 8.5
We then check the remaining assumptions and show how to construct E.-ring G-
spectra from E,, ring G-spaces in[Section 8.6l Although not in the present context,
the theory in this section has been known since the 1990’s but it has never been
written up before

We apply the composite adjunction context of[Assumption A_.,,,|multiplicatively
in Section 9 We establish a general context involving maps of monad pairs in
different categories in [Section 9.11 While elementary, such a notion does not seem
to appear in the literature. We indicate how the theory specializes to categories
of operators in where examples include equivariant generalizations of
those summarized in [May09a]. We indicate how the theory specializes to orbital
presheaves in [Section 9.3 where interesting applications are work in progress. In
we briefly indicate, without details, how the whole theory, additive and

2Due to the unfashionability of equivariant stable homotopy theory in the following decades.
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multiplicative, can be generalized by composing the orbital presheaf and categories
of operators adjunctions.

0.4. Remarks on recent related papers. The theory here starts from concep-
tual and equivariant elaboration of the exposition of [May09b, Sections 8 and 9.
The specialization to G-spaces is largely a contextualization and summary expo-
sition of parts of [GM17, MMOI; [GM17] focuses on applications that start from
categorical input (which we do not repeat here), and [MMO] focuses on develop-
ment of the equivariant Segal machine and its comparison with the equivariant
operadic machine. Neither of those papers deals at all with orbital presheaves or
the multiplicative theory in our Parts 2 and 3 and in the sequels [KMZ24, May24].
The paper [GMMO23] develops the equivariant and multiplicative Segal machine,
with no consideration of operadic or space level structure. It is geared towards
application in [GMII] to the description of the category of genuine G-spectra as a
category of presheaves of nonequivariant spectra.

Part 1. The classical theory

1. THE CATEGORICAL CONTEXT

1.1. [Assumption A} an adjunction (X, () and a related monad C. Categor-
ical monadicity starts with an adjunction (X, ) and its associated monad I' = Q.
We are interested in situations where categorical monadicity fails, and we modify
that starting point accordingly. Categorical monadicity does not assume cocom-
pleteness of the relevant categories, but we shall find it convenient to do so.

Assumption A. We assume given an adjoint pair of functors (3,Q), ¥: . — .
and : . — 7, together with a monad C in .7 and a natural action of C on QY
for objects Y € .. We assume further that 7 and .¥ are cocomplete.

Notations 1.1. We write J: CQY — QY for the given natural action. We let
C[.7] denote the category of C-algebras in 7, and we let Q¢: ¥ — C[.7] denote
the functor €, but viewed as taking values in C[.7]. Thus we write QY when
forgetting that it is a C-algebra and Q¢Y when remembering the action of C.

Remark 1.2. sometimes needs minor but essential technical modi-
fication, as for example in based spaces %, which is cocomplete, versus nondegen-
erately based spaces .7, which is not. Formally, we then have a monad C on %,
which restricts to a monad on .7. We then view .7 as a preferred subcategory of
good objects of %, to which we restrict whenever possible.

The idea is that % is essential for formal generality, but 7 is essential for
homotopical precision. Such cofibration issues are handled with care in [MMO] and
will only be mentioned in passing here. The difference is of no practical importance
since “whiskering” and “bearding” constructions of [MT78| Proposition 1.6] and
IMMO)] Proposition 2.12 and Section 11] show that general objects of interest can
always be replaced by equivalent good objects.

Except where otherwise specified, we always assume that we are in the context

given in even if we neglect to say so. We shall define a “monadically
coequalized” variant ¢ of ¥ and prove the following basic result in

3%c was first defined in [May09b} (8.4)], but its importance was not understood then.
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Proposition 1.3. The functor Y¢: C[T] — 7 is left adjoint to Qc.
We fix notations for the units and counits of our adjunctions.

Notations 1.4. Let n: Id — QX and ¢: X2 — Id be the unit and counit of
the adjunction (2, ). Let nc: Id — Q¢3¢ and ec: LcQe — Id be the unit and
counit of (X¢, 2¢).

Recall that for any adjunction (2, 2) from any category 7 to another category
<, with unit 1 and counit ¢, the isomorphism

(1.5) S(EX,Y) 2 T(X,QY7)

is given by the composite

(1.6) S(EX,Y)—2> 7(QEX, QY)—> T (X, QY)
with inverse the composite

(1.7) T(X,QY)—=.7(SX,2QY)—= (X, Y).

The composite I' = QX is a monad with product p = Qe: I'T — T' and unit
n: Id — I'. For Z € ., QZ is a I'-algebra with action Qe: I'Z — QZ.
The following special case of serves as a guide to be kept in mind.

(1.8) S (DX, V) 7 (QeEe X, QY ) —= T (X, QcY)
We can take C = I' in [Assumption Al In [Section 1.4l we will interpret the Beck

monadicity theorem as characterizing when nr is an isomorphism and therefore

when nf: and Qr in|(1.8)| are isomorphisms. See [Corollary 1.45 and [Remark 1.46

Aside from the notation, the following definition is standard.

Definition 1.9. The (free, forgetful) adjunction (F¢,Uc¢) of a monad C is given
by FcX = (CX,pu) and Uc(Y,0) = Y. Note that the adjunction monad UcF¢
coincides with the monad C.

Clearly Q = Uc o Q¢. The following untwisting isomorphism is a formal conse-
quence. It is a formal precursor of the Barratt—Priddy—Quillen theorem (compare
[MTheorem 3.14). Comparison of [(1.19)]and [(1.21)] below gives a more concrete proof.

Proposition 1.10. For X in 7, Yc(CX) is naturally isomorphic to ©X .
These isomorphisms of functors imply the following result.

Proposition 1.11. The adjunction (3,Q) can be identified with the composite
(3¢ o Fe,Uc 0 Q¢) of the adjunctions (X¢, Q) and (Fe, Uc).

It is illuminating to display this composite adjunction in a diagram. We will see
many specializations.

(1.12)

7 = K%
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1.2. The map of monads a: C — ' = QY and its adjoint . Assuming

we here relate the monads C and T = QY.
Definition 1.13. For X € .7, define a: CX — QXX to be the composite

a: CxX—Zconx—Y .o,
where ¢ is the action assumed in Define 8: XCX — XX to be

the adjoint of «, namely the composite

B: OCX 23208 X - %X,

The following categorical observations about these maps were first noticed in
special cases [May72] Theorem 5.2 and Examples 9.5], but the same formal dia-
gram chasing proofs work in general, as in [May09b]. The starting point is that
a: CX — QcXX is a map of C-algebras, which is immediate from the definitions.

Lemma 1.14. The map a: CX — QcX X is the map of C-algebras given by the
universal property of the free functor Fc, applied to the map n: X — Q¥XX.

Theorem 1.15. The following results hold in the context of [Assumption Al
(i) a: C — T = Q% is a map of monads in 7.
(i) a: CX — QXX is the unique map of C-algebras whose composite with the
unit n: X — C of C is the unit n: X — QXX of the adjunction.
(iii) The natural action 9: CQ — Q is the composite

CO—2>T0— 250,
that is, the pullback along a of the action Qe: IT'QY — QY of I
(v) (X, 8) is a C-functor with action the composite
YC—2>¥YT—E53,
that is, the pullback along Y« of the action e: XI' — ¥ of T.

Proof. We will recall the definitions of C-algebras and C-functors in [Section 1.3
To prove (i), we see that a is compatible with the units, a on = 7, by the following
commutative diagram:

We see that « is compatible with the product, a o = o a o Ca, by the following
commutative diagram:

cc =L cer - or -2 crr -2~ T
\ lcm
® M 9 Ccr Qe=p
X
c—Y.cr—2.r = T
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Here the left rectangle and right pentagon are naturality diagrams, the small tri-
angle commutes by a triangle identity, the large triangle commutes tautologically,
and the remaining rectangle commutes since 1 is an action of C. For (ii), the unit
diagram and the left half of the product diagram above show that « is a map of
C-algebras, and uniqueness holds since C is the free C-algebra functor.

For (iii), a triangle identity and naturality give that

P=00CReocCn=0co0doCn=RQReoa.
Similarly, for (iv), it is clear that ¥ is a I-functor via ¢: ¥I' — ¥, and then it is
immediate from the definition of g that it is a C-functor by pullback along Ca. 0O

Taken together, parts (i) and (ii) have the following converse, which encodes a

reformulation of

Theorem 1.16. Let (X,9Q) be an adjunction, ¥:  — & and Q: S — T,

with associated monad I' = QX in . Let a: C — T" be a map of monads in 7.
(i) C acts naturally on objects QY wia the pullback action ¥:

CO—2>r0—=50.
(i) The given map of monads « is the composite

Cn

C——s v

CI'——T.

Proof. Part (i) is clear. Part (ii) holds by the following commutative diagram.

Cr —=TIT

>

C——=CC \Y |qe

<

C——>T

The upper left triangle and the rectangle commute since « is a map of monads; ¢
is defined by the upper right triangle and it follows that the lower right triangle
commutes. The lower left triangle commutes since C is a monad. O

1.3. Monadic coequalizers and the adjunction (X¢,Q¢). Recall that a co-
equalizer of maps f,g: A — Bin J isamap q: B — C in Z such that ¢f = qg
and ¢ is universal with this property. A split coequalizer is given by a diagram

f
(1.17) A9 B—T1 s

such that
qf =qg, qi =id, fj=1iq, and gj =1id.
It is a coequalizer since if h: B — D is such that hf = hg, then (hi)g = h and hi
is the unique map C' — D with this property. If we apply any functor . — .
to a split coequalizer we get another split coequalizer.
Let (C, u,n), abbreviated C, be our monad in . This means that C:  —
is a monoid in the functor category of .7 with product p and unit 7.
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Recall that a C-algebra (Y, 0), abbreviated Y, is an object of & with an action
f: CY — Y such that 8 o C6 = 6 o pu and 0 o = id. The following diagram then
exhibits Y as a split coequalizer.

Co
(1.18) CCYy_ n cy—2 v
—
%77 n

Here CO o n =1 o6 by the naturality of n applied to the morphism ol

Recall too that a C-functor (X, ), abbreviated X, is a functor ¥: J — % for
some category 2 with an action 8: ¥ o C — X such that S o Xu = 5o and
B o¥n = id [May72, Definition 9.4]. We will be focusing on the case 2 = .7.
In analogy with the following diagram exhibits the functor ¥ as naturally
given by a split coequalizer for each object X € 7.

B

B
(1.19) NCCX__ S» _NCX—"  o¥X.
-
>Cn =n

Here 8 o ¥Cn = Xn o 8 by the naturality of 8 applied to the morphism 7.

As seen in[Section 1.2 the adjunction (X, Q) in[Assumption A]provides an action
B of C on . The following categorical starting point makes sense whenever ¥ is a
C-functor.

Definition 1.20. Let X: .9 — % be a C-functor. Define the C-coequalized
functor X¢: C[F] — . to be the tensor product ¥ ®c (—). Explicitly, on a
C-algebra Y, it is given by the coequalizer in . displayed in the diagram

(1.21) »CY Y —2 oY

>0

Remark 1.22. Specializing Y in|(1.21)[to Y = CX, we see that the same pairs
of arrows are being coequalized as in[(1.19)l Therefore the two coequalizers can be

identified, reproving [Proposition 1.10] and this identifies ¢: XCX — ¥cCX with
B: XCX — ¥ X. Moreover, since o Xy = fo 8, Xcu agrees with 8 under the
isomorphism ¢ (CCX) =2 XCX.

Returning to we specialize Y¢ to that context.

Proof of [Proposition. 1.3 Consider the following diagram, in which Y is in C[7]
and Z is in .7

(1.23) F(SeY, Z) - — = C[T|(Y, Qe Z)
F(XY, Z) ——> T(Y,QZ).

We claim that a map f:Y — QZ in 7 is a map of C-algebras if and only if its
adjoint f: ¥Y — Z factors uniquely through ¢: XY — ¥cY. That will give the

4The first n is n on CY’; category theorists might usually write it as no C.



12 HANA JIA KONG, J. PETER MAY, AND FOLING ZOU

top isomorphism. Thus consider the diagram

(1.24) cy L caez

Y ——QcZ.

It commutes, so that f is a map of C-algebras, if and only if its adjoint commutes.

The top row of the following diagram in .7 is the adjoint ¥ o Cf of ¥ o Cf; its left
column is 3, the adjoint of «.

(1.25) scy — L ycoez — 2 o0z —= 7
Cy =Cn
SCOSY = v e N0 Z
o9 \
39
SQeSY
SO f

15
Y

zf

The diagram commutes by naturality and a triangle identity. This identifies 19/;(_[:/f
with the composite

(1.26) scy Losy—osaz oz

The adjoint m of fo# is the composite

=6 =f €

XY —=30Z Z.

(1.27) LCY

These two composites are equal if and only if the adjoint of commutes,
which holds if and only if itself commutes. By the universal property of the
coequalizer ¥cY, this holds if and only if the composite € o X f factors uniquely
through XcY. This proves our claim. ([

Remark 1.28. The unit 7c and counit e¢ of the adjunction are described by the
following diagrams. Here a little chase shows that € o § = & o X4.

B
y —L - oxny and 6(0)/ fa—— 30V y o ¢ 1)/
¥
k qu La‘/
QeXcY VA

The following reinterpretation of « will play a central role in our theory.

Lemma 1.29. The map « can be reinterpreted as a special case of the unit nc.
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Proof. This is immediate from the following commutative diagram.

[e3

cx — & L covsx — P L ovx

" " Y

el axex Y ovcorx 22 ononx |-

| x Joe

QcXcCX 19230.¢

o

We can abbreviate the previous diagram to

(1.30) CX ——=Q¥X

|

QeEeCX —= QBX

We think of nc as formal and « as relatively concrete. It is o rather than nc that
leads to computational applications.

Warning 1.31. The functor (2 0 ¥) ®¢ (—) is also defined, but it appears to be
of little or no interest. It must not be confused with Q¢ o 3¢.

1.4. The Beck monadicity theorem. This section is a digressive motivating
contextualization. We again let I' = (23 be the monad associated to an adjunction
(3, 9) between 7 and ., with no assumptions on 7 and . in this subsection.
We have the unit and counit 7 and e of the adjunction. The action ¢ of " on
objects QZ is given by Qe and that gives the functor Qr: . — T'[7]. With our
previous notations, « specializes to the identity functor I' — QX and 3 specializes
to e: ¥I' — 3. The following definition is standard.

Definition 1.32. The adjunction (X, ) is said to be monadic if Qr is an equiva-
lence of categories.

We need a preliminary definition to state the Beck monadicity theorem. It does
not require an adjunction, only a functor 2: . — 7. Some of it, but not the key
isomorphism part, substitutes for our requirement in that .7 and .

are cocomplete.

Definition 1.33. An Q-split pair is a pair of maps

(1.34) A—q>B

in . together with a split coequalizer diagram

Qf
(1.35) NA_ %% OB . X.
e —

J

in 7. A functor Q: ¥ — . creates coequalizers of Q-split pairs if
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(i) For every Q-split pair (f, g), there is a fork

f
(1.36) A——B—1.C

g
in . such that the composite

n=Qqoi: X — QB — QC with nor=2Qq
given via the split coequalizer [(1.35)|is an isomorphism and

(ii) C is a coequalizer of f and g for any such fork|(1.36)
The functor Q strictly creates coequalizers of Q-split pairs if every split coequal-

izer |(1.35)|lifts uniquely to a coequalizer |(1.36)]

Theorem 1.37. [Beck monadicity theorem] The adjunction (X,Q) is monadic if
and only if the functor Q creates coequalizers of Q-split pairs.

It is not emphasized, or even mentioned, in most standard categorical references
that the proof actually gives an adjoint equivalence (X, Qr), and that fact is the
real starting point of our homotopical analog.

The first step in the proof is the following easy categorical observation [RielG,
Proposition 5.4.9]. It has nothing to do with the given adjunction (%, Q).

Proposition 1.38. For any monad C on any category 7, the forgetful functor
U: C[T] — T strictly creates coequalizers of U-split pairs.

As in [Riel6, Corollary 5.4.10(i)], the definition of monadic implies the following
consequence, which gives the “only if” implication of [Theorem 1.7

Corollary 1.39. If (X,Q) is monadic, then Q) creates coequalizers of Q-split pairs.
We complete the proof of [Theorem 1.37 with an elaboration of the “if” part.

Theorem 1.40. [Monadicity] If the functor Q creates coequalizers of Q2-split pairs,
then Qr has a left adjoint Xr, and (X1, Qr) is an adjoint equivalence of categories.

Proof. Let (Y,0) be a T'-algebra. Specializing we have a split coequalizer

ro ,
(1.41) ITY H NG Y.
-
~ n
By our hypothesis, there is a coequalizer
(1.42) SIY—————>ysy 4 sy

>0

in . since applying € to the pair in [(1.42)| gives the underlying pair of|(1.41)| By
comparison of coequalizers, Xr is the object function of a functor '] — 7.

Moreover, the map
nr=Qqon: Y — QXY — QXY

such that nr o # = Qg is an isomorphism by hypothesis.
Moreover, nr is a map of I'-algebras. To see that, take C =TI" and f = nr in the

proof of By a triangle identity and the naturality of €, o Xnr = q.
Therefore the composites [(1.26)[ and [(1.27)| specialize to

STY —2 %Y — 2o %1V and STY 25y — 4o w1y .
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These are equal since ¢ is the coequalizer of § = ¢ and X60. Therefore the cited
proof applies to prove the commutativity of the following specialization of |(1.24)

Iy - TQreLY

| |

Y —— QrirY
For any object Z of ., we have a naturality fork

3Q
(1.43) DOY0Z———>Y07— 7.
€

Applying Q to this fork, we obtain the fork in the split coequalizer

OQ3¥Qe 0
(1.44) QBONQZ e _QvQz—% .07
— -
~ n

This is the special case (Y,6) = (QZ,Q¢) of[(1.41)] and the content of the theorem
is that, up to isomorphism, this special case is the general case. Our hypothesis
gives that the fork displays a coequalizer. The universal property of
gives an isomorphism er: XrQrZ — Z such that epog=¢. Asin

the isomorphisms 7 and er are the unit and counit of the adjunction (X, Qr). O

We emphasize three points that come out of our proof of [Theorem 1.40l

Corollary 1.45. Consider the case C =T of the (3¢, Qc) adjunction|(1.8)

(i) The unit nr is an isomorphism, hence nf and Qp m are isomorphisms.

(i1) nf expresses a universal property of nr: a map of T-algebras Y — QrZ
factors uniquely through nr: Y — QrXrY.

(iii) For a T-algebra (Y,0), 0 factors as Op o Qq, where Or: QrXrY — Y is an

action of QrXr on Y ; Or is the inverse of the isomorphism nr. In particular,

when (Y,0) = (QrZ,Q¢), the inverse is Qrer, as the triangle identity dictates.

Analogously, in our general context, [Theorem 0.2 says that nc is a weak equiv-
alence on grouplike C-algebras (Y,6), and we shall see in [Theorem 3.29 that it

satisfies a universal property up to homotopy analogous to (ii) of

Remark 1.46. As far as we know, the categorical literature says nothing about
what happens when an adjunction is mot monadic. In contrast, the group com-
pletion property intrinsic to the recognition principal is telling us precisely how
different the categories C[.7] and . are homotopically. We have introduced -
connective objects to deal with the fact that these are the only objects of .¥ seen
by ¥¢, but the homotopical adjunction is general and factors as in

2. THE HOMOTOPICAL CONTEXT

2.1. Assumptions[Bland[Ct weak equivalences and 2-connectivity.
specifies a minimal formal framework, and we flesh it out with minimal homotopical
assumptions.

Assumption B. We assume that 7 and . have classes of weak equivalences
satisfying the two out of three property, and we say that a map f in C[.7] is a weak
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equivalence if Uc f is a weak equivalence in 7. We assume that the functors Q, 3,
and F¢, hence also )¢ and C, preserve weak equivalences, at least under restriction

to good objects (as in [Remark 1.2] for example).

Remark 2.1. As discussed in below, .7 and .¥ are generally model
categories such that (X,Q) and (F¢,Uc) are Quillen adjunctions. The reader may
prefer to assume that holds and restrict the preservation properties accordingly.
This can depend on the choice of relevant model structures. Our applications will
focus mainly on topological model categories in which all objects are fibrant, hence
the right adjoints preserve all weak equivalences, as we assume. The left adjoints do
not, but rectifying this generally requires much less than cofibrant approximation.
Restricting attention to good objects as in[Remark 1.2is sufficient and much less of
a nuisance in practice. As said before, we tacitly make this restriction throughout.
We prefer our objects as they come in nature, with their natural algebraic structure.

Remark 2.2. The assumption that 3 preserves weak equivalences should be re-
garded as negotiable. It fails in a very interesting way in [Section 7] but, as there, it
can be made true by cofibrant approximation. Even when it holds, the functor ¢
is problematic. We do not believe that X¢ preserves weak equivalences, even when
restricted to good objects. That will account for some subtleties later. However,
as we shall see in the assumption on X ensures that the composite
E = ¥¢ o Bar defined in does preserve weak equivalences (implicitly,
between good objects) regardless of whether or not ¢ does so.

The following additional homotopical assumption is essential to make sense of

[Theorem 0.2] but is peripheral to [Theorem 0.11

Assumption C. We assume that we have a notion of an Q2-connective object in .
such that a map f between (2-connective objects is a weak equivalence if and only
if Qf is a weak equivalence in .7. We assume further that the functor ¥: 7 — &%
takes values in (2-connective objects.

Remark 2.3. In practice, the subcategory .7 of Q-connective objects in .# is the
largest full subcategory in which a map f is a weak equivalence if and only if Qf
is a weak equivalence.

Remark 2.4. This assumption makes no reference to the monad C. However we
shall see in[Proposition 3.1§that, together with our other assumptions,
implies that the composite E = X¢ o Bar defined in [Definition 3.1] takes values in
-connective objects.

2.2. [Assumption D} group completions. A priori, the following curious defi-

nition has nothing at all to do with groups or with It formalizes the
properties of the notions used throughout iterated loop space theory, and groups

do appear prominently in examplesﬁ

Definition 2.5. We abstract what we mean by notions of grouplike objects and
group completions in a category .7 with a subcategory of weak equivalences. We
mean that we have a category ¢ with a forgetful functor U: 2 — 7 together
with a full subcategory 5, of ¢, whose objects are called grouplike. We say that

5We thank Dustin Clausen for noticing serious sloppiness in our first version of the definition.



GROUP COMPLETIONS AND THE HOMOTOPICAL MONADICITY THEOREM 17

a map f in 7 is a weak equivalence if Uf is a weak equivalence in 7 and we
require that objects of 5 weakly equivalent to grouplike objects be grouplike.

We mean further that we have a concomitant notion of a group completion
f: X — Y in 57, where Y is grouplike. The class of group completions must
satisfy the following properties.

(i) A map f: X — Y in S, where both X and Y are grouplike, is a group
completion if and only if it is a weak equivalence.
(ii) Consider a commutative diagram of maps in J#

(2.6) x—.y

|

(a) If Z and W are grouplike and f and j are weak equivalences, so that the
diagram is a weak equivalence ¢ — h in the arrow category of JZ°, then
g is a group completion if and only if A is a group completion.

(b) If Z and W are grouplike, g and h are group completions, and f is a weak
equivalence, then j is a weak equivalence.

(c) IfY, Z, and W are grouplike and h and j are weak equivalences, then f
is a group completion if and only if g is a group completion.

(d) fY, Z, and W are grouplike and f and g are group completions, then h
is a weak equivalence if and only if j is a weak equivalence.

We regard (ii) as an analog of the two out of three property of weak equivalences.

The examples of # given in Definitions [£.1] and 7] when .7 is the category of
based spaces should help motivate this abstract definition. Given J#, we now bring
a monad C into the picture.

Definition 2.7. Let C be a monad whose forgetful functor Uc: C[T] — 7

factors as U oV, where V is a forgetful functor C[.7] — 7.

(a) Say that a C-algebra Y is grouplike if VY is grouplike and say that a map f of
C-algebras is a group completion if Vf is a group completion.

(b) Define a group completion functor G to be a functor G: C[.7] — ¢, together
with a natural group completion g: UcY — GY in 42 for C-algebras Y.

Remark 2.8. By (i) of g in (b) is a weak equivalence if Y is group-
like; by (i), (ii)(c), and (ii)(d) applied to a naturality diagram, a map f: X — Y
of C-algebras such that Y is grouplike is a group completion if and only if Gf is a
weak equivalence.

Remark 2.9. One might expect that group completions satisfy the universal prop-
erty that if g: X — Y is a group completion and f: X — Z is a map to a
grouplike object, then f factors uniquely through g. We do not assume that here.
A group completion with such a universal property will enter in [Section 3.4l

With these definitions in hand, we return to the context of
Assumption D. We assume the following properties of 7.

(a) J comes with a category S with the properties specified in [Definition 2.5
and the forgetful functor Uc: C[.7] — 7 factors through a forgetful functor
ClT] — 7.
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(b) QcZ is a grouplike object of C[Z] for every object Z of .# and there is a group
completion functor (G, g), as specified in [Definition 2.7(b).

2.3. [Assumption E} the approximation theorem. As usual, we place our-
selves in the context of Assumptions [Al and [Bl The verifications of Assumptions
and [Dl do not require substantial work in any of our examples. The following as-
sumption[d which assumes Assumptions [l [B] and[D} is by far our most substantial
one. It says that the monad C is a homotopical approximation of the monad 3,
and we will comment on its proof when we specialize our framework to examples.

Assumption E. [Approximation theorem| For an object X € 7, the map
a: CX — QXX

defined in [Notations 1.4]is a group completion. It is therefore a weak equivalence
when CX is grouplike.

We will explain how to go from this result to [[heorem 0.1| in [Section 3.2 and
we will explain how to go from [Theorem 0.1] to [Theorem 0.2 in [Section 3.3

Remark 2.10. We remark that CX is very often not grouplike. In our topological
examples, it is grouplike only when X is connected. The only role of the group

completion functor G of is to serve as a tool that will enable us to

deduce the recognition principle from the approximation theorem.

2.4. [Assumption F} Simplicial preliminaries. Our proofs of Theorems[0.Iland
[0.2] are based on use of the two-sided monadic bar construction. In particular,
it gives an especially precise derived approximation Y of a C-algebra Y. It is
constructed simplicially, and we here give assumptions on simplicial objects in 7
and . that suffice for the construction. The assumptions are redundant. Some
are merely formal and others are standard. In our examples, only condition (vii) is

substantial. We state the assumptions first and then give comments on them.

Assumption F'. In addition to their being cocomplete and having subcategories of
weak equivalences, we assume that & and . have standard notions of homotopy.
We assume the following results about simplicial objects in .7 and .. We write
sV for the category of simplicial objects in a category 7 .

(i) There are realization functors | —|: s.7 — 7 and | —|: s.¥ — . and they
are left adjoints.
(ii) The functors | — | on s.7 and s.# preserve homotopies.

(iii) The functors | — Eon s and s.¥ preserve weak equivalences between Reedy
cofibrant objects

(iv) Realization commutes with the (left adjoint) functors ¥ and C. That is, for
K, in s, there are natural isomorphisms

S|K,| = [2K,| and C|K,| = |CK,|.

SWe call this assumption a theorem both because the “approximation theorem” has a long
history and because, in contrast with the other assumptions, all of which make sense in greater
generality, this assumption requires a theorem specific to the context at hand.

"The name comes from Reedy’s thesis [Ree74]. The senior author used the word “proper”
before Reedy cofibrancy was introduced [May72, [May74].
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By Definition 1.20 It follows that, for simplicial objects K, in C[.7], | K| is
in C[.7] and
E(c|K*| = |EcK*|.
(v) | —| on 8. takes levelwise Q-connective objects to Q-connective objects.
(vi) For K, € s., the natural map v: |QK,| — Q|K.|, which is the adjoint of
the composite

SIOK.| = [SOK,|— K,

is a map of C-algebras.
(vii) If K, € s.7 is levelwise Q-connective, then the map 7 is a weak equivalence.

Remark 2.11. Note that only (iv) and (vi) mention the monad C. Those two
conditions are formal or almost so. Note too that there is no mention of grouplike
objects or of group completions. Thus is almost entirely concerned
with general properties of realization and its specialization to the functors ¥ and
Q. Therefore it is largely independent of our other Assumptions. In our examples,
none of the conditions (i) through (vi) present any difficulty, whereas (vii), for
spaces, was the hardest result in [May72].

Remark 2.12. Realization functors | — |: s# — # are generally defined by
categorical tensor products

| K| = K. Qa AY.
Here A is the simplex category, so that K, is a contravariant functor A — %/,
W is tensored and cotensored over some ground category ¥, and A? is a covariant
simplex functor A — ¥#". Then realization is a left adjoint with right adjoint S
given on X € # by

S(X), = F(AL, X),
where F' is the cotensor functor ¥ °P x # — W . Taking ¥ = # to be the category
of spaces, this is the definition of the realization functor on simplicial spaces and of
its right adjoint, which generalizes the total singular complex from simplicial sets
to simplicial spaces. This works the same way for good topological categories #  of
spectra [EKMMO97, [LMS86], MMO02, MMSS01], which are tensored and cotensored
over the category 7 of spaces. The general version was already observed by Kan
[Kan58], and there are many other examples.

Remark 2.13. We remark on (i)-(vii) of [Assumption F|in order.

(i) This holds in all examples where [Remark 2.12] applies.

(i1) This refers to the standard notion of homotopy in the category of simplicial
objects in any category (e.g. [May67, Definitions 5.1]); the proof for simplicial
spaces in [May72| Corollary 11.10] can easily be formalized.

(iii) For spaces, this goes back to [May74, Theorem A.4]. There are many more
recent proofs using Reedy cofibrancy.

(iv) Here we apply given functors levelwise to simplicial objects. Space level proofs
are given in [May72, Proposition 12.1] for suspension and in [May72, Theorem
12.2] for monads associated to operads, but those results belabor the obvious.
As a left adjoint, realization commutes with colimits, and the categorical
Fubini’s theorem (e.g. [ML98, Section IX.8] ) applies to commute colimits
from which ¥ and C are generally constructed with realization.

(v) This is a direct verification from the definitions in the examples we know.
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(vi) In the special case of a monad associated to a particular operad, this assump-
tion is proven in [May72] Theorem 12.4], but the argument can almost be
formalized as follows. The claim is that the following diagram commutes.

clox| —- cox| 2 jox|

| E

COlX| . Qx|

Passing to adjoints and writing 4 for the adjoint of 7, the diagram becomes

2Cl0X| —= sicox| 2L sjox| —=- mox|

o, lz\ |

DCQ|X| S0|X| —— |X].

PV

The rectangle is obtained by applying ¥ to what is in spirit a naturality
diagram; it commutes by inspection in examples since ¥ is defined the same
way before and after realization. The lower triangle commutes by a chase of
adjoints and the upper triangle commutes by definition.

(vii) As said before, this assumption is substantial. For spaces and the loop functor,
it is proven in [May72, Theorems 12.3 and 12.7]. For G-spaces, it is proven
in [CW91l Hau80] by fixed point reduction to the nonequivariant case. It is
shown how to pass to spectra in [May09b], and the same argument works for
G-spectra |[GM17].

We will often use the following elementary observation.

Lemma 2.14. For a simplicial object K, in a category 7 and an object J of T, a
map f: Ko — J such that fody = fod; induces a map from K, to the constant
simplicial object at J and thus induces a map &: |Ki| — J in .

We will write ¢ instead of £ when it is a homotopy equivalence for formal reasons.

3. PROOFS AND VARIANT VERSIONS OF THEOREMS [0.1] AND [0.2]

3.1. The original version of the recognition principle. For a monad (C, u,7),
a C-functor (X, ) and a C-algebra (Y,6), we have a monadic bar construction
B(3,C,Y), namely the realization of the evident simplicial object in . with ¢-
simplices XC?Y; its faces and degeneracies are given by /3, i, 8 and 7. The following
definition has been implicit throughout.

Definition 3.1. For Y € C[.7], define Y = B(C,C,Y) and EY = X¢cY. We give
the functor Y ~ Y the name Bar.

A standard extra degeneracy argument [May72, Proposition 9.8], using (ii) of
Assumption F|and [Lemma 2.14] proves the following result.

Lemma 3.2. ForY € C[.7], the evident maps C4T'Y — Y induce a natural map
C:Y — Y of C-algebras. Viewed as a map in T, it is a homotopy equivalence
with homotopy inverse v: Y — Y induced by the maps n: Y — CIH1Y .

Remark 3.3. We emphasize that n and v are only maps in 7, not in C[.7].
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Specializing to the % of [Assumption Al [Proposition 1.10|gives isomorphisms
TCYY & BcCitY.
This gives an isomorphism of simplicial objects in .7, [Remark 1.22 giving the com-
patibility of zeroth faces. Passing to realizations, this gives the following result
Lemma 3.4. For Y € C[7], EY = XY is naturally isomorphic to B(%,C,Y).

By Assumptions [Bl and [El(iii), together with our implicit restriction to good
objects, this implies the following result.

Lemma 3.5. The functor E preserves weak equivalences.
Parenthetically, by taking Y = CX, we have a symmetric variant of [Lemma 3.2

Lemma 3.6. For X € .7, the evident maps LCIt1 X — ¥ X induce a natural map
(: ECX — XX in &, and it is a homotopy equivalence with homotopy inverse
v: XX — ECX induced by the maps XCn: LCIX — SCITIX.

Observe that the extra degeneracy is seen in the first variable of B(—, —, —), using
7, in [Lemma 3.2 but is seen in the third variable, using the C7, in [Lemma. 3.6

[Cemma 3.4 recovers the description of E first given topologically in [May72], and
we shall see that the functor E, and others of the same general form, specialize to
give all known variants of the operadic recognition principle and several new ones.
Interpreted model categorically, as in[Section 3.0, we can view [ as the composite of
the well-structured cofibrant approximation Bar and the monadically coequalized
functor Y¢. The equivalent original form B(X,C,Y) views this as a homotopically
well-behaved derived approximation of the monadic tensor product ¥ ®c Y.

We shall explain three versions of the recognition principle. The first, proven in
this subsection, is a generalized form of the original version in [May72]. We show
in the next subsection how that version implies the more conceptual version stated
in [Theorem 0.1l Finally, we give a new fully conceptual version in subsection [3.41

With Assumptions [A] Bl [C] and [E] the following diagram of maps of C-algebras
compares the identity functor with QcE.

(3.7) Y < Y- BQcs, C,Y)— =0 B(T,C,Y).

Here ( is a homotopy equivalence in .7 and 7 is a weak equivalence. The map Ba
is

B(a,id,id): B(C,C,Y) — B(Q¢X,C,Y).
It is a map of C-algebras since « is a map of C-algebras. Generalizing [May74, The-
orem 2.3(ii)], we explain how the approximation theorem, implies

that Ba is a group completion. As said before, this is the only place where the
group completion functor G of [Definition 2.5 and [Assumption D] comes into play.

Proposition 3.8. If our Assumptions hold, then Ba is a group completion.

Proof. Let Y be a C-algebra and consider the following commutative diagram.

¢ Ba

Y B(C,C,Y) B(Qc2,C,Y)

gl Bgl lBg
¢ B(Ga)

GY <= B(GC,C,Y) —X B(GQcX,C,Y)

8This is [May09b} (8.6)], but it was not given sufficient emphasis there.



22 HANA JIA KONG, J. PETER MAY, AND FOLING ZOU

By (ii)(a) of since g is a group completion and the ¢ are weak equiv-
alences, the middle vertical arrow Bg = B(g,id,id) is a group completion. By
(ii)(d) of Definition 2.5l Ga: GCX — GQcXX is a weak equivalence for any
X € J since a: CX — Q¢cX X and g: CX — GCX are group completions and
g: QXX — GQcXX is a weak equivalence by (i) of [Definition 2.5 Therefore
B(Ga) = B(Ga, id, id) is the realization of a levelwise weak equivalence and is thus
a weak equivalence. Similarly, the right vertical arrow Bg is the realization of a lev-
elwise weak equivalence and is thus a weak equivalence. By (ii)(c) of [Definition 2.5]
it follows that Ba is a group completion. ([l

Putting things together, the following generalization of the original version of the
recognition principle follows from our Assumptions. In view of the long history of
applications, we view it as the most calculationally accessible version, although, as
we shall see, we now view it as somewhat lacking in conceptual clarity and elegance.

Theorem 3.9 (Recognition principle, original version). The following statements

about the maps of C-spaces in |(3.7) hold.

(i) The map ¢ is a homotopy equivalence with a natural homotopy inverse v.
(i) The map Ba is a group completion and is therefore a weak equivalence if the
C-algebra 'Y is grouplike.
(ii) The map 7 is a weak equivalence.
Therefore the composite

(3.10) vyoBaov:Y — QcEY
is a group completion and is thus a weak equivalence if Y is grouplike.

3.2. A more conceptual version of the recognition principle. To go from
the original version to the more conceptual version stated in [Theorem 0.1] we use
the following conceptual reinterpretation of the composite v o Ba.

Proposition 3.11. The composite v o Ba in can be identified with the unit
ne: Y — QXY

of the adjunction (X¢,Qc).

Proof. Recalling (vi) of [Assumption F| for K, € s.% we let ¢ : [QcK,| — Qc| K|

denote v regarded as a map of C-algebras and we let 4¢: 3¢ |Qc K| — | K| denote
its adjoint. A small diagram chase from (iv) and (vi) of shows that
Ac is the composite displayed in the middle square of the following diagram, in
which the vertical isomorphisms are given by a natural isomorphism displayed in
(iv) of and by [Proposition 1.10} The isomorphism at the top right
is the isomorphism EY 2= YcY given by [Lemma 3.4) and we use that to identify
the target of ¢ with X¢Y and thus to identify the target of y¢ with QcXcY.

SeB(C,C,Y) =22% 3. B(QeS, C,Y) —< = B(S,C,Y) ——> $¢B(C,C,Y)

y L )

B(3¢C,C,Y) ——= B(ZcQcXcC,CY) —— B(3cC,C,Y) ——= B(XcC,C,Y)
B(Zcnc) Bee

The left square uses|Lemma 1.29/to identify a as nc and the right square commutes
by inspection of definitions. The bottom composite is the identity, by a triangle
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identity. The rightmost vertical isomorphism is the inverse of the leftmost one, so
that isomorphism conjugates the bottom composite to the top composite. Therefore
the top composite is also the identity. Since nc is the adjoint of the identity, this
gives the conclusion. ([l

Diagrammatically, we can embed |(3.7)| in the following commutative diagram,
which can be thought of as an analogue of |(1.30)

(3.12) X< X B BQcx.C X)

N ;

QeSeX —= QeB(3,C, X)

It follows that the recognition principle in the form stated in[Theorem 0.1lis just
a restatement of [Theorem 3.91 We restate the main point to emphasize the analogy
with the monadicity theorem.

Theorem 3.13. For a C-algebra Y, nc: Y — QcXcY is a group completion. IfY
is grouplike, then nc is a weak equivalence. In particular, nc: QcZ — QcXcQc”Z
is a weak equivalence for any Z € 7.

Parenthetically, note that we can take Y = CX for X € 7 in In this
case, we find that the approximation theorem can be seen as a special case of the
recognition principle. This can be viewed as a generalized version of the Barratt—
Priddy—Quillen theorem in topology that identifies the space QS° = Q>*°3>80
whose homotopy groups are the stable homotopy groups of spheres as a group
completion of CSY for an E., operad C. Up to homotopy, CS? is the disjoint union
of a basepoint and the classifying spaces BY,, of symmetric groups for n > 1.

Theorem 3.14. [Barratt—Priddy—Quillen] For X € Z, the following diagram of
maps of C-algebras commutes.

(3.15) CX-2% B(Qex, C,CX)—>QcECX
¢ l( Qc¢
CX ———=QcEX ———=QcEX

The vertical arrows are given by Lemmas and [Z0 and are weak equivalences.

3.3. The homotopical monadicity theorem. Recall that we regard[Theorem 0.2
as a homotopical analog of [Theorem 1.40] the categorical monadicity theorem. We
define the following categories.

Definition 3.16. Let C[.7],, C C[.Z] be the full subcategory of grouplike C-
algebras. Let .. C .% be the full subcategory of Q2-connective objects.

Assumptions [D] and [Fl(v) imply the following result.
Lemma 3.17. The functor E takes values in 7.

We need the following variant £ of ec and of a triangle identity to go from the
recognition principle to the homotopical monadicity theorem.
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Proposition 3.18. For Z € .7, there is a natural map
f: IEQCZ = EcQCz — Z
such that the weak equivalence (: QcZ — QcZ factors as the composite

(3.19) 0cZ— " Qe — 2 ez

Proof. We apply [Lemma 2.14]to the simplicial object B, (X%, C, Q¢ Z) and the counit
e: Y07 — Z of the adjunction (3, Q) to obtain the promised map
¢ EQcZ = B(S,C,QcZ) — Z.

[Cemma 2.7 applies since an easy formal argument as in [May72, Examples 9.5
shows that ¢ coequalizes the pair

YCQz DIV
=0
[Lemma 2.4 also gives the diagonal arrow in the following commutative diagram of
maps of C-algebras.

B(C,C,0cZ) —2% = B(Qc%,C, QcZ)

OcZ QcB(%,C,Qc2)
Qcé

By [Proposition 3.17] this gives the stated factorization of (. O
The following slightly more precise version of [Theorem 0.2 follows directly.
Theorem 3.20. The functors E: C[T ], — S and Qc: S — C[T ]y induce

inverse equivalences on passage to homotopy categories. Thus every (2-connective
object of . is weakly equivalent to XcY for some grouplike C-algebra Y .

Proof. For Y € C[7 4y, the recognition principle gives a natural weak equivalence
between Y and QcEY. For Z € .¥,., consider The map nc is a weak
equivalence since Q¢ Z is grouplike. Since the composite ( is also a weak equivalence,
so0 is Q¢€. Since Z and LcE(2Z) are Q-connective and Q¢ is a weak equivalence,
¢ is a weak equivalence. ([l

3.4. A fully conceptual reinterpretation of Theorems and Here we
reformulate our main theorems in terms of a new conceptual notion of grouplike
objects and group completions. We would not know how to prove these results
starting just from the new definitions. We can view the notions given in Definitions
and 2.7 and built into our work via as scaffolding leading up to
the entirely formal context that is given in this subsection. Here we give restate-
ments of the main results that make no reference to although that
is used in their proofs. One can imagine alternative proofs.

We first define C-grouplike objects and C-group completions. The following
definition would appear more intuitive if we replaced Y with Y, but we use Y

to get around the fact that we do not know that the functor ¢ preserves weak
equivalences, as pointed out in [Remark 2.2

Notation 3.21. We abbreviate notation by writing I'c = Q¢X¢ in this section.

Recall that, by I'c takes values in grouplike C-algebras.
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Definition 3.22. A C-algebra Y is C-grouplike if nc: Y — I'cY is a weak equiv-
alence. A C-group completion of a C-algebra X is a map f: X — Y of C-algebras
such that Y is C-grouplike and I'c f is a weak equivalence, where

f = B(id,id, f): B(C,C,X) — B(C,C,Y).

The idea is illuminated by the following naturality diagram.

——=TI'cX

Since the maps ¢ are equivalences, f is a C-group completion if and only if f is, and
we can interpret the diagram as showing that a C-group completion f is weakly
equivalent to nc: X — I'cX.

Retaining our general Assumptions, including we have the fol-

lowing comparison theorem.

(3.23)

Theorem 3.24. A C-algebra Y is grouplike if and only if it is C-grouplike. A
map f: X — Y of C-algebras is a group completion if and only if it is a C-group
completion.

Proof. If Y is C-grouplike, then nc: Y — T'cY is a weak equivalence to a grou-
plike object, hence Y and therefore Y are grouplike. The second statement of
[Theorem 3.13 says conversely that a grouplike C-algebra is C-grouplike.

For the second statement of the theorem, consider a map f: X — Y of C-
algebras, where Y and therefore Y is grouplike. By the first statement, Y is also
C-grouplike. Now consider the naturality diagram|(3.23)l The maps ¢ are group
completions by [Theorem 3.13} hence the right-hand map 7¢ is a weak equivalence.
If f is a C-group completmn then I'cf is a weak equivalence and f is a group
completion by (ii)(c) of [Definition 2.5l Conversely, if f is a group completion, then
I'cf is a weak equivalence by (ii)(d) of [Definition 2.5 and that means that f is a
C-group completion. O

Corollary 3.25. Taking 5 and 7 in[Definition 2.5 to both be C[7], C-grouplike
objects and C-group completions satisfy the conditions required of a category of
grouplike objects and group completions in the category C[T].

Proof. Restricting attention to C[Z]-algebras and their maps, the required prop-
erties of C[.7]-grouplike objects and C[.7]-group completions are inherited from
those of grouplike objects and group completions in 2. (I

is conceptually satisfactory, especially if one thinks of the functor
Bar as giving a highly structured cofibrant approximation, as in [Section 3.5 below,
but a direct proof without use of [Cheorem 3.24] seems problematic. In our new
language, Theorems [0.1] and can be restated as follows.

Theorem 3.26. There is a functor Bar: C[7] — C[7], written Y Y, and a
natural equivalence ¢: Y — Y such that the unit nc: Y — QcXcY is a C-group
completion and is therefore an equivalence if Y is C-grouplike.
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Theorem 3.27. (3¢, Q¢) induces an adjoint equivalence from the homotopy cat-
egory of C-grouplike C-algebras in 7 to the homotopy category of Q-connective
objects of .7 .

While these theorems are proven using any notions of grouplike objects and group

completions in .7 and C[.7], as in Definitions 25 and 2.7 and they
are now stated entirely in terms of conceptual definitions within the category C[.7].
Moreover, our new definition of a C-group completion is characterized by a universal
property in the relevant homotopy categories, as we now show.

Definition 3.28. Define C[.7|c_gp to be the full subcategory of C-grouplike objects
in C[7].
Theorem 3.29. Let X be a C-algebra and Y be a C-grouplike C-algebra. The map
ne: ClTcgp(TeX,Y) — C[7](X,Y)
induces a natural isomorphism on passage to homotopy categories.
Intuitively, the theorem says that any map of C-algebras X — Y factors

uniquely up to homotopy through the C-group completion 7c: X — I'cX. This
should be compared with about the categorical monadicity theorem.

Proof. In view of the equivalence (: Y — Y, we may replace Y by Y in the
statement, and we carry out the proof with this replacement. This allows us to
use that nc: Y — I'cY is a weak equivalence and is therefore invertible in the
homotopy category. Let us write [X,Y] for the set of maps X — Y in any given
homotopy category.
For X € C[.7] and Y € C[T]cgp, we have the induced map

nh: [TeX, Y] — [X,7]

given by n¢([g]) = [9 o nc]. We define
(ne) ™' [X,Y] — [[cX,Y]

by (n&)~([f]) = [nc]~* o [[cf]. By the naturality diagram [(3.23)] (with f there
replaced by f here), T'cf onc = nc o f. Passing to homotopy and post-composing
with [nc] ™!, this implies that

(¢ © (&) ~H(If]) = Lf]-

Now consider the following diagram, whose top row represents ((n%)~" o n&)([g]).

C — -1
(3.30) TeX 2% pereX % r v 2L v
N N
TeX Y

g
By the unit conditions of the monad I'c, pc oI'nc = id = pc one; the middle square
commutes by the naturality of nc. Thus

Fegonc =mncog=mncogoucoic.
We claim that nc: TeX — T'cl'cX is a weak equivalence. Granting the claim,
passing to homotopy, and precomposing with the resulting [nc] ™!, it follows that

[Ccg] = [nc o g o uc).
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Precomposing with [['cne] on I'c X, using the left triangle, and post-composing
with [nc]~! on T'cY, this implies that
((ne)~" one)(lg)) = [g].

To prove the claim, consider the naturality square

TeX o TeleX

AR

I'cX — Tele X

Since I'c X is grouplike, the top arrow 7 is a weak equivalence. Since ¢ is a weak
equivalence, one can check that T'cC is a weak equivalence by inspection and (iii)

and (v) of Therefore the bottom arrow 7 is a weak equivalence. O

Remark 3.31. We do not have an obvious analogue of part (iii) of [Corollary 1.45}
due to the contrasting roles of C and I'c here, but note that the diagram |(3.30)
implies that uc is the homotopical inverse of 7c: I'c X — I'eI'c X.

3.5. A model theoretic reinterpretation. In our applications, we are given
model structures on .7 and . such that (X, ) is a Quillen adjunction. Moreover,
a standard model categorical result (e.g. [MPI12, Theorem 16.2.5]) generally ap-
plies to show that C[.7] is a model category with fibrations and weak equivalences
created by the forgetful functor Uc: C[F] — 7. Then (F¢,Uc) is a Quillen ad-
junction. Since () preserves fibrations and weak equivalences, it is immediate that
Qg preserves fibrations and weak equivalences. That is, the following result holds.

Proposition 3.32. If (X,Q) is a Quillen adjunction, then (X¢,Qc) is a Quillen
adjunction.

While thinking model theoretically did not lead us to our present perspective, it
does conceptualize the results. When working with spaces or G-spaces and using the
standard Quillen model structures, the bar construction Y has the homotopy type
of a cofibrant C-algebra under minimal hypotheses [ABG™14, Lemma 5.50]. It is
therefore a cofibrant approximation of Y in C[.7] if we instead use the mixed model
structures of [MP12 Section 17]. Thus we are entitled to think of the functor E of
[Definition 3.1l as the composite of a cofibrant approximation and the left adjoint of
a Quillen adjunction. In the language of [MMSSO01], the homotopical monadicity
theorem is then given by a connective Quillen equivalence.

Remark 3.33. In the example of orbital presheaves in Part 2, we are led to an
illuminating alternative point of view. There the interest is entirely focused on
objects in a model category that are definitely not cofibrant and we use classical
cellular cofibrant approximation as a tool to convert such examples to well-behaved
cofibrant objects that feed naturally into our machine. Nevertheless, it is convenient
and perhaps necessary there to continue using the bar construction, even though it
would be pointless to consider it as a cofibrant approximation.

4. MONADS ASSOCIATED TO OPERADS IN ITERATED LOOP SPACE THEORY

We record how classical and equivariant iterated and infinite loop space theory
appear in our context.



28 HANA JIA KONG, J. PETER MAY, AND FOLING ZOU

4.1. Delooping based spaces. This is the original example and all proofs are in
place, as we have sketched. We focus on what is new in the interpretation of our
Assumptions.

Here 7 and . are both taken to be the category of based spaces and (X, )
in the general theory is taken to be (X",Q"), the n-fold suspension and n-fold
loop space functors. We take C = C,, to be the monad on based spaces associated
to an E,-operad € = %, that acts naturally on Q"X for spaces X, such as the
little n-cubes operad, the little n-discs operad, or the Steiner operad for R™ or the
product of one of these with any E,-operad. As in Remarks and 211 to ensure
that these monads behave well homotopically, we implicitly restrict attention to
nondegenerately based spaces when applying 3 or C. As said before, basepoint
issues are handled carefully in [MMO] and we shall say no more about them here.

We clearly have a context as specified in[Assumption Al and[Assumption B|holds
under the implicit restriction just mentioned. With any of the standard model struc-
tures on 7 (e.g. [MP12, Chapter 17]), (X£",0Q") is a Quillen adjunction since Q"
clearly preserves fibrations and acyclic fibrations. We define 2”-connective to mean

n-connective, alias (n — 1)-connected, and then is also satisfied. As

noted in [Remark 2.11] |Assumption F|is almost entirely concerned with realization
and its application to the functors ¥ and . The references in [Remark 2.13 show

that it is satisfied here. It remains to discuss Assumptions [D] and [El

We start with the following classical definitions, modified very slightly to fit
This gives the context in which the approximation theorem is proven
for n > 2. Let Gr denote the Grothendieck group functor (alias group completion)
from abelian monoids to abelian groups and let i: Id — Gr denote the natural
map. If f: M — A is a homomorphism from an abelian monoid to an abelian
group, we write f for the map of groups GrM — A such that foi = f. We think
of the following definition as giving a homologically defined category 7., that
satisfies It is an elaboration of [GMI7, Definition 1.6].

Definition 4.1. Let 7 be the category of homotopy associative Hopf spaces and
Hopf maps. It is understood that Hopf spaces are (nondegenerately) based at their
unit objects and that Hopf maps are based. A space in S is said to be grouplike if
mo(X) is a group. Let 5.,y be the full subcategory of homotopy commutative Hopf
spaces in 4. Define a group completion f: Y — Z to be a map in 5%, such
that Z is grouplike, f induces an isomorphism f: Grmo(Y) — mo(Z), and, for any
field k of coefficients, f. localizes the homology of Y by inverting mo(Y) C H.(Y).
That is, f« induces an isomorphism

Fo HoY)mo(Y) ™| H.(2).
It suffices to take k to be Q and F, for any prime p.

The definition just given is designed for use when n > 2, so that the relevant
Hopf spaces are homotopy commutative. We focus on the case n = 1 in[Section 4.2

Lemma 4.2. Using the notion of group completion given in [Definition 4.1| the
category Heom satisfies the conditions specified in[Definition 2.5

Proof. This is easy, but we give some details in the hopes of making [Definition 2.5
more intuitively sensible than it might have seemed on a first reading. It is obvious
that an object of 7 that is weakly equivalent to a grouplike object is grouplike. It
is classical that an object X € . om,gp is weakly equivalent in 2 to Xo X mo(X),
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where Xy is the component of the identity element 0 of 7o(X). Recalling that Hopf
spaces are simple, it follows from a theorem of Whitehead that a map between
objects of Hom, gp is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces isomorphisms on
mo and on H, for all fields of coefficients or, equivalently, for integer coefficients.
Now (i) of [Definition 2.5l is clear. For (ii), looking back at we first assume
that Z and W are grouplike. On passage to my or to H,, the vertical composites in
the following diagrams are either g. or h..

fa

Ix

UL .

Grro(X) —2 Grmg(Y)  Ho(X)[mo(X) Y] =L H (V) [mo (V)]

| Ji |

WQ(Z)T>7TO(W) H*(Z)]ﬁH*(W)

In (ii)(a), f and j are weak equivalences, so f., the induced map f,, and j, are
isomorphisms. It is immediate from 2 out of 3 in the bottom squares that g, is
an isomorphism if and only if A, is an isomorphism, which verifies that (ii)(a) is
satisfied. In (ii)(b), g and h are group completions and f is a weak equivalence,
so 2 out of 3 in the bottom square implies that j, is an isomorphism, so that j is
a weak equivalence. Finally, we assume that Y, Z, and W are grouplike in
Then the bottom squares of the diagrams above reduce to

Grro(X) —Zm mo(Y)  Hu(X)[(mo(X) 1]~ HL(Y)

.| | | |

70(2) > mo(W) H.(Z) ———— H.(W)
In (ii)(c), hs« and j, are isomorphisms, hence f* is an isomorphism if and only if g, is
an isomorphism. In (ii)(d), f. and §. are isomorphisms, hence h, is an isomorphism
if and only if j. is an isomorphism. O

When n > 2, it is clear that a C-algebra is a homotopy associative and commu-
tative Hopf space, so that Uc factors through .. To verify it
remains to construct a group completion functor (G, g) as in Here
we follow [May72, Theorem 13.5] and [GM17, Theorem 1.14(ii)]. Let .# be the op-
eradd (with permutations, as usual) whose algebras are topological monoids [May72,
Definition 3.1]. Whichever sequence of compatible operads we choose, the operad
% = %, comes with an inclusion of the operad %). The operad %7 is an A, op-
erad as defined in [May72, Definition 3.5]. Moreover, there is a map of operads
§: €1 — A such that the X;-map 6(j): 61(j) — A#(j) is a Lj-equivalence
for each j, so that the induced map of monads 6: C; — M is given by weak
equivalences. The following result is implied by [Lemma 3.2l and [Assumption F}

Lemma 4.3. Let Y be a C;-algebra. Then

Yalias Asso, the associativity monad
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(i) ¢: B(C1,Cq,Y) — Y is a map of €1-algebras and a homotopy equivalence
with inverse v.

(i) Bé: B(C1,C1,Y) — B(M, C1,Y) is a weak equivalence.

Notation 4.4. Recall that the classifying space BM of a topological monoid M is
the geometric realization of the nerve of M, where M is viewed as the morphism
space of a topological category with a single object. The inclusion of 1-simplices
gives a natural map ¢: XM — BM. Its adjoint is a natural map x: M — QBM.

Definition 4.5. Let Y be a 4 = %,-algebra, and regard Y as a %;-algebra by
pullback along €1 — %,. Define FY to be the topological monoid B(M, C;,Y)
and define GY = QBFY. Note that v in is a Hopf map, and define
g: Y — GY to be the natural composite of Hopf maps

9: Y —2=B(Cy,Cy,Y) B B(M,C,,Y) = FY —>~GY
We recall a version of the Barratt—Quillen group completion theorem.

Theorem 4.6. If M is a homotopy commutative topological monoid, then the map
X: M — QBM is a group completion. If, further, M is grouplike, then x is a
weak equivalence. Therefore, for Y € C[T], g: Y — GY is a group completion
and is a weak equivalence if Y is grouplike.

Proof. The version in [May75, Theorem 15.1] assumes that left translation by an
element x is homotopic to right translation by z in both M and QBM. Clearly
that holds for M when M is homotopy commutative. For QQBM, that hypothesis
is only used to ensure that mo(QQBM) = m(BM) is commutative (see [May75,
Lemmal5.2]). This holds when M is homotopy commutative since mo(Q2BM) is
then the Grothendieck group of (M), by [Ram19, Proposition B.1][[] The weak
equivalence consequence is immediate from a comparison of fiber sequences that is
given in [May75 Theorem 7.6]. O

This applies when n > 2 to complete the verification of To deal
with the case n = 1, we adopt the following variant of [Definition 4.1, which is a

variant of [GM17, Definition 1.7].

Definition 4.7. Let 47, be the subcategory of .7 whose objects are weakly equiv-
alent to topological monoids and whose maps are weakly equivalent in the arrow
category of S to maps of monoids. A space in J7, is said to be grouplike if 7y (X)
is a group. A map f in 4%, is an m-group completion if it is weakly equivalent in
the arrow category of 7, to a map x: M — QBM for a topological monoid M.
The definition makes sense since, for a topological monoid M, QBM is homotopy
equivalent to the Moore loop space ABM , which is a topological monoid.

We leave it as an exercise to prove the following analog of [Lemma 4.21

Lemma 4.8. Using the notion of m-group completion given in the
category F, satisfies the conditions specified in|Definition 2.5 when n > 1.

Remark 4.9. We could alternatively use the more rigid conceptual notions of C;-
grouplike C;-algebras and C;-group completions that are given in [Definition 3.22)

together with

10We thank Dan Ramras for this reference.
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Using m-group completions and [Definition 4.9, [Assumption D]is now immediate

for n > 1. In view of the following result, the m-notion is mainly of interest when
n = 1 since it can be used interchangeably with the original notion of [Definition 4.1]
when n > 2. Let J%, com be the full subcategory of homotopy commutative Hopf
spaces in 4, .

Lemma 4.10. Let f: Y — Z be a map in A, com- If [ is an m-group completion,
then f is a group completion. Conversely, if f is also a map of C-algebras (in
particular, if n > 2) and is a group completion, then f is an m-group completion.

Proof. If f is an m-group completion, then it is a group completion by [Theorem 4.6
For the converse, f is equivalent in 4%, to FY — GY = QBFY. O

It remains to consider the approximation theorem, When X is
connected, it states that a = a,,: C,, X — Q"Y¥" X is a weak equivalence and is

proven in [May72, Theorem 6.1] for all n > 1. The proof goes by induction on n,
using a comparison of fiber sequences

ChX —E, X ——C,,_1¥X

TR

QynX —— PO X — = Qv x,

taking ap to be the identify functor on ¥ X to start the induction. The work is in
the construction of the contractible space E, X giving the quasi-fibration displayed
in the top row. When n = 1, this weak equivalence is also implied by James’ 1954
paper [Jamb5| that introduced the James construction, which, by historical misuse,
we have denoted M.

For general spaces X, there is a proof for n > 2 by direct computation of mod p
homology for all primes p, with their Bockstein spectral sequences, by Fred Cohen
[CLMT76l Theorems 3.1, 3.2 , and 3.12 and Corollary 3.3]; the corresponding cal-
culation with rational coefficients is easy and is essentially implied by the Bockstein
spectral sequence calculations. There is also a geometric proof by Graeme Segal
[Seg73|. It proceeds by an induction analogous to that for the connected case. For
the case n = 1, we shall explain a proof of the following version in

Theorem 4.11. For a ¢1-space Y, ay: C1Y — QXY is an m-group completion.

The following theorem is now an immediate specialization of our general re-
sults. It is essentially a restatement of results first proven in [May72, [May74] and
generalized equivariantly in [GMI1T].

Theorem 4.12. Take € = %,. For %-spaces Y, the unit nc induces a group
completion if n > 2 (an m-group completion if n > 1) and therefore a C-group
completion

Y — QUEY =~ Q3.

Moreover, n-connective based spaces Z are naturally equivalent to coequalized n-fold
suspensions L¢Q¢Z.

1Some small corrections are given by Wellington [Wel82] p. 10]
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4.2. Moore loop spaces and 1-fold loop spaces. It is classical that the 1-fold
loop space QX is equivalent to the Moore loop space AX, which is a topological
monoid, and that, for connected X, QXX is equivalent to the James construction
on X, which we have denoted MX. Largely following Thomason [Tho79] and,
more closely, Fiedorowicz [Fie84], we put this into a conceptual framework that
elucidates the case n = 1 of We should say that there is a wealth of
further information in [Tho79| [Fie84] that we shall not describe. At the end, we
very briefly indicate how the ideas here are related to McDuff’s proof [McD79] that
all connected spaces are weakly equivalent to classifying spaces of discrete monoids,
which is itself a variant of the proof by Kan and Thurston [KT76| that all connected
spaces are equivalent to plus constructions of classifying spaces of discrete groups.
In this subsection, 7 = .¥ is the category of based spaces.

Definition 4.13. Define ¥ to be the category of based spaces m: X — [0,00)
over [0,00) such that 7=1(0) = *. We take 0 to be the basepoint of [0, ), and we
use the notation (X, ) for 7: X — [0, 00).

We first recall the Moore loop space functor AV: .7 — ¥ and its left adjoint
Yy ¥ — 7 and then use an adjunction (L,R) between ¥ and .7 to relate
(X,,A?) to (3,9) via a composite adjunction. The Moore loop space functor as
usually understood is A = LAY: . — 7, and we shall write = = ¥, R: . — 7
to match. Up to isomorphism, these are €2 and ¥ and are therefore also adjoint.
We then relate these adjunctions to two monads on 7 and to two related monads
on ¥ and finally show how these all fit together to give a conceptual understanding

of [Theorem 4.11

Definition 4.14. Define A¥: .7 — ¥ by letting A’X be the set of pairs (f, s),
where s € [0,00) and f: [0,00) — X is a continuous map such that f(0) = % and
f(t) =« for all t > s. Topologize A”X as a subspace of Map([0,c0), X) x [0, 00)
and define 7(f,s) = s. Define X,,: ¥ — 7 by

(X, m) =X x[0,00)/{(z,t)[t=0 or t>n(x)}.
Both AY and X, extend to morphisms in obvious ways.

The lemmas from here to the diagram ((4.27)| are all easily verified from the
definitions. Almost all are parts of [Fie84l Lemmas 6.2, 6.6, and 6.7].

Lemma 4.15. (X,,A") is an adjoint pair of functors between ¥ and T .

Definition 4.16. Define L: ¥ — 7 by L(X,7) = X. Define R: 7 — ¥ by
letting R(X) be the subspace

R(X) = (x,0)U{(z,s)|xr € X and s> 0}
of X x [0,00) and letting 7: R(X) — [0, 00) be the projection, 7 (z,s) = s.

Lemma 4.17. (L,R) is an adjoint pair of functors. For (X,m) € ¥, the unit
n: (X,7) — RL(X,7) sends x € X to (z,n(x)). For X € T, the counit
e: LRX — X sends (x,s) to x. Both n and £ are homotopy equivalences.

Lemma 4.18. For (X,n) € ¥, define a natural homeomorphism
v XLX — Y, X

by (z,t) = (z,tw(x)) for t € 1. Its inverse is given by . (x,t) = (z,t/7(x)) for
t € [0,7(x)]. For X € .7, define a natural isomorphism ROQX = AX by letting
(f,s) € ROX correspond to (g,s) € A*X if g(ts) = f(t) fort e I.
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Lemma 4.19. (X,,A") is isomorphic to the composite adjunction (XL, RS).
Nothing said above refers to products on loop spaces.

Definition 4.20. We say that (Y, 7) is a monoid in ¥ if Y is a monoid with unit
* and 7 is a morphism of monoids, where [0, 00) is regarded as a monoid under
addition. Let Mon[.7] and Mon[¥] denote the categories of monoids in .7 and
monoids in ¥. Clearly L restricts to a functor L: Mon[¥'] — Mon[.7].

Lemma 4.21. For X € 9, A*X is a monoid in ¥ with product
(f:8)(g,t) = (f +g,5+1),

where f+ g is f on [0,s] and g on [s,s+t], hence AX =LA X is a monoid in .
Lemma 4.22. If M is a monoid in 7, then RM is a submonoid of (M x [0, 00), )
in V. The adjunction (L, R) restricts to an adjunction between Mon[¥] and Mon[.7].

Turning to monads, we have the following general observation. It applies to
any adjunction (L,R) and does not require £: LR — Id to be an isomorphism,
although later we will be most interested in the case when it is.

Lemma 4.23. If C is a monad in 7, then RCL is a monad in ¥ with unit
Rncll: Id — RCL and product

RCe RpcL

RCILRCL RCCL RCL.
If (X, 0) is a C-algebra, then RX is a RCL-algebra with action

RCe

RO

RCLRX RCX RX.

Again letting .# be the associativity operad, recall that its associated monad
on 7 sends X to the free monoid MX on X with unit . Let n = ny: X — MX
be the unit, n(z) = x. Then M is the James construction, but we continue our
historical abuse of notation with the following redefinition.

Definition 4.24. Define the James construction J to be the monad RMIL on ¥

Remark 4.25. Fiedorowicz instead defines J to be the free monoid monad F on
¥ Tt is defined by F(X,7) = (MX,#), where #: MX —s [0, 00) is the unique
map of monoids such that 7 oy = 7. From the point of view of 7', this is the
obvious sensible choice. However, ¥ is introduced only to elucidate structure in 7.
By freeness, there is a unique map of monoids v: F(X,7) — J(X,7) such that
vong = 7ny. These give a map of monads F — J, and it is an equivalence. Another
way of seeing v is to view the identity map MX — MX for X € 7 as a map of
monoids LF(X, ) — MIL(X, 7). Its adjoint is our equivalence

v: F(X,7) — RML(X,n) = J(X,n)

of monoids on . Our J is essential to the conceptual comparison between structure
in ¥ and structure in .7 that is our focus, hence we will never use F.

From here, we abbreviate notation by setting C = C;. As noted before, we have
amap 0: ¥ — 4 of operads and thus an induced map 6: C — M of monads.
By pullback of actions, it induces a functor 6*: M[.7] — C[Z]. The monad D
of the following definition is new. It gives a convenient conceptual intermediary
between C and JI'1 Examples like it will be central to Part II.

121 [Fie84], J is used for both M and his J. We find a notational distinction to be helpful.
13Use of it can simplify the proofs of other results of [Tho79| [Fie84] not considered here.
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Definition 4.26. Define D to be the monad RCL on ¥ and define 6: D — J to
be the induced map RIL of monads on ¥. By pullback of actions, it induces a
functor §*: J[¥] — D[¥].

We put things together in the following diagram, in which (X, Q) = (21, Q).

(4.27) 4

Uy

Remark 4.28. Since ¢: LR — Id is not an isomorphism, the two dotted arrows

L in the diagram are undefined. Nevertheless, gives the displayed
left adjoint (XL)p.

Remark 4.29. Deleting M[.7] and J[¥] and the functors to or from either, many
similar situations will appear in Part II, where we study composite adjunctions of
the resulting form that give substantial new applications of our general context.
However, the resulting diagram here does not fit into the composite adjunction
context since .# does not act on QX. The leftmost triangle in pasted with
the triangle with apex D[] give as much of the composite adjunction context as
makes sense in the present context [

The small top right triangle in [(4.27)]is[(1.12)|for the case n = 1 of[Assumption A]
from Clearly (X,,AY) = (XL,RQ) and D also satisfy
Ignoring M[.7], the large central triangle with apex D[¥] is for this case.
Since JAY = RMILAY = RMA, it is clear that J acts on all AVX. Therefore the
adjunction (X,,A") and the monad J give us a third instance of Its
diagram |(1.12)| adds (Xy, Q) relating .7 and J[¥] to the top row and left vertical
arrows of |(4.27)|

All of our assumptions apply to all three of these examples of

Defining a map f in ¥ to be a weak equivalence if ILf is a weak equivalence in .7
and defining X to be A-connective if X is connected, we have Assumptions[Bland [Ck
works as in [Section 4.7] and is also the content of Lemma 0].
Here the realization of a simplicial object (X, m.) in ¥ is (X, 7), where X = |X,]
and 7 is the realization of m,. This makes sense since the face and degeneracy
operators commute with the 7, defined on n-simplices. In addition to L commuting
with realization, it is easily checked that R commutes with realization. Using m-
group completions, we verified [Assumption D]in[Section 4.1 It remains to consider

14Novortheloss, [Theorem 0.2 applies to give a new way to see that any connected space is
weakly equivalent to the classifying space of a certain Moore loop space. We omit the details
since, by comparison with [May75, Lemma 15.4], the new construction is equivalent to BAX.
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the approximation theorem, as formulated in [Theorem 4.111 We

explain its proof, but without giving full details.
The following equalities are immediate from LR = Id and our definitions.

D=RCL, DR=RC, LDR=C and J=RML, JR=RM, LJR =M.

Under the isomorphism ROQYIL 22 AYY,, n for AYY, factors as the composite

Id—1 > RLS ROYL

and 7R = id: R — RLR = R. Using these, we find that the top two squares make
sense and commute in the following diagram. Since the relationship between M
and J is formally the same as the relationship between C and D, the bottom two
squares commute by the same arguments. It is formal that the middle two squares
commute. We write ¥¢, vy, ¥y, and Jy for the natural actions.

(4.30) RCX 2. RCOEX — ¢ - ROEX

‘ ‘ o~ o

DRX —s DAYS,RX —2s AvS, RX

9
TRX — 25 JAYS, RX — s AVS,RX

‘ ‘ o~ o

RMX —— RMAEX ——— RAEX
RMn R

The top squares identify Rac with ap, the middle squares say that ayod = ap,
and the bottom squares identify Rapyy with aj. We repeat that 6: C — M is
a natural equivalence because € (j) — #(j) is a ¥ j-equivalence for all j. Tt
follows that §: D — J is a natural equivalence. Therefore [Theorem 4.11] holds
if the composite ayy = Yy 0o My on the bottom row is an m-group completion.
Fiedorowicz [Fie84] has given an ingenious argument from here, starting from an
insight of Thomason [Tho79]. We shall explain the idea but not give full details.

Let Mon be the category of monoids in .7. Below, monoids mean topological
monoids with unit as basepoint (assumed to be non-degenerate). Recall[Notation 4.4l
The following idea comes from [Tho79].

Definition 4.31. Say that a monoid N is grouplike if o (V) is a group. Clearly this
holds if and only if IV is m-grouplike as a Hopf space. Say that a map f: M — N
of monoids, where N is grouplike, is a mon-group completion if the induced map
Bf: BM — BN is a weak equivalence.

Lemma 4.32. If f: M — N is a mon-group completion, then f is an m-group
completion as a map of Hopf spaces.
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Proof. This follows from the commutative diagram

f

M ——-N

QOBM —— QBN.
QBf

If Bf is a weak equivalence, then so is QBf. Since N is grouplike, comparison of
the path space fibration of BN with the universal quasi-fibration EN — BN (e.g.
[May75, Theorem 7.6]) shows that x for N is a weak equivalence. Therefore f is
weakly equivalent to x for M in the arrow category of J7;,. O

Thus to prove that apr: MX — AX X is a group completion, it suffices to prove
that Bayy is a weak equivalence. We reduce that problem to another one using the
following diagram, which is adapted from the proof of [Fie84, Theorem 6.12].

(4.33) X s SMX — >~ BMX

YMn
¥n Yam Bayy

SAEX L SMASX 22 L SAEX — Y s BAEX

R

ZEX2YX

On the top, we see two naturality diagrams and the definition of agy as a composite.
The composite Xy o Xy is the identity, so the bottom left triangle commutes
tautologically no matter what € is. Using the isomorphism = = 3, we can define
€ to be the counit of the adjunction (=, A), and then € o 31 = id on the left by
a triangle identity. The map & is an instance of a natural map {: BAY — Y
that is defined explicitly in [May75, Lemma 15.4], where it is shown to be a weak
equivalence when Y is connected. The relation ot = ¢ is checked in [Fie84] Lemma
6.11]. Since Y = ZX is connected, £ is a weak equivalence. Therefore Bay is a
weak equivalence by the following result, which is [Fie84, Theorem 6.10].

Theorem 4.34. The top composite v o Xy in|(4.33)] is a weak equivalence.

Brief Sketch. The total singular complex SM of a monoid M is a simplicial discrete
monoid. Standard properties of geometric realization as in reduce
the proof to the case when X is discrete, which is proven in [Fie84, Lemma 6.9] by
use of the analog for monoids ([Fie84) Theorem 4.1]) of a result of J.H.C. Whitehead
[Whi39] (restated as [Fie84l Theorem 4.0]) for groups. The result for monoids
describes when B takes pushouts of discrete monoids to pushouts (up to homotopy
equivalence) of spaces, and that allows an induction up skeleta. (|

The cited result of Whitehead and its analog for monoids underlie the results of
Kan and Thurston and of McDuff [KT76L McD79], respectively, and the latter is
given a simplified proof [Fie84] Theorem 3.5] using [Fie84, Theorem 4.1]. Fiedorow-
icz [Fie84l Theorem 6.15] also gives a curious homological group completion result
for the map x: MX — QBMX ~ Q¥ X. That result is a partial non-commutative
generalization of [Theorem 4.6
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4.3. Delooping based G-spaces for finite groups G. Here .7 and .¥ are both
taken to be the category G of based G-spaces, tacitly nondegenerately based
where necessary, and based G-maps. Again, basepoint issues are handled carefully
in [MMO]. We take (%, ) in the general theory to be (XY, Q") for some represen-
tation V of G. We always assume that V' contains the trivial representation R to
ensure that its fixed point spaces are in J#; we assume that it contains R? when
we wish to ensure that homology algebras are commutative. Some relevant facts
about passage to H-fixed points for H C G are collected in [Theorem 4.50 below.
We take C = Cy to be the monad on based G-spaces associated to an Ey -operad
%y that acts naturally on QY X for G-spaces X, such as the little V-disks operad
or the Steiner operad for V' or the product of either with an F,, G-operad. Details
about these operads are in [GM17, Section 1.1]. This places us in a context as spec-
ified in A map f of based G-spaces is a weak equivalence if each of

its fixed point maps f* is a nonequivariant weak equivalence, and [Assumption B|is
satisfied. With any of the standard model structures on G (e.g. [May96, section

VL5] and [MP12, Chapter 17] made equivariant), (XV,QY) is a Quillen adjunc-
tion since QY preserves fibrations and acyclic fibrations. The following equivariant
versions of Definitions [4.1] and [4.7 are variants of [GMI17], Definitions 1.9 and 1.10].

Definition 4.35. A Hopf G-space is a based G-space X with a product G-map
X x X — X such that left and right multiplication by * are G-homotopic to the
identity. A G-monoid M is a based G-space M with an associative product G-map
such that left and right multiplication by * are the identity.

Definition 4.36. Let %z be the category of G-homotopy associative Hopf G-
spaces. A space in 5 is grouplike if each mo(XH) is a group. Let S5 com be
the full subcategory of G-homotopy commutative Hopf G-spaces in 7. Define a
group completion f: Y — Z to be a map in % com such that Z is grouplike and
each f is a group completion in the sense of [Definition 4.1

The definition just given is designed for use when R? C V| so that the relevant
Hopf G-spaces are G-homotopy commutative.

Definition 4.37. Let ., be the full subcategory of % whose objects are
weakly equivalent to topological G-monoids. A space in J; ,, is grouplike if each
7o(XH) is a group. When R C V, amap f in %, is an m-group completion if it
is weakly equivalent in the arrow category of %% ,,, to a G-map n: M — QBM for
some topological G-monoid M. The definition makes sense since, for a topological
G-monoid M, QBM is weakly equivalent to the Moore loop G-space ABM, which
is a topological G-monoid. Using it follows by passage to H-fixed
points that f¥ is an m-group completion for all H C G.

The following lemmas are now immediate from their nonequivariant versions in

Lemmas 2] [1.8] and

Lemma 4.38. Using the notion of group completion given in [Definition 4.30|, the
category He com Satisfies the conditions specified in [Definition 2.5 when R* C V.

Lemma 4.39. Using the notion of m-group completion given in |Definition 4.3
the category G, m satisfies the conditions specified in Definition 1.18 when R C V.

Let % m,com denote the full subcategory of homotopy commutative Hopf G-
spaces in g, m.
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Lemma 4.40. If a map f: Y — Z in G m.com 1S an m-group completion, then
f is a group completion. Conversely, if a map f: Y — Z in C1[{GT] is a group
completion, then it is an m-group completion when regarded as a map in e m, com-

By passage to fixed points, using [Theorem 4.50] we see that [Theorem 4.6 re-
mains true for G-monoids M. Just as in the paragraph above [Lemma 4.3, the
operad €, = %g is contained in %y, and G acts trivially on it; G also acts trivially
on .#. With all group actions induced by the group action on Y,
applies directly to €y -G-spaces Y to define (G, g). Since the terms other than Y
in the construction have trivial action by G, the construction commutes with pas-

sage to H-fixed points. From here, the verification of is implied by
application of the nonequivariant version to fixed points.

Definition 4.41. We say that a G-space X is Y -connective if it is V-connective,
meaning that X# is |V |-connective for each subgroup H C G.

By passage to fixed points, is clear from this definition. The

approximation theorem, is more difficult. The following analog of
[Theorem 4.11] will be proven in [Section 4.4

Theorem 4.42. For a ¢1-G-space Y, a1: C1Y — QXY is an m-group comple-
tion.

However, we are interested in the case of general V', and we have nothing to add
to the discussion in Section 1.2]. We restate [GMI7, Theorem 1.11]. It
restricted to the Steiner operad %/, but it applies to our %y .

Theorem 4.43 (The approximation theorem). IfR C V, ay: Cy X — QVYV X
is an m-group completion. Therefore, if R? C V, ay: CyX — QVYVX is a
group completion.

We are very far from a computational proof along the lines of Cohen’s nonequiv-
ariant proof. The proof discussed in [GM17] is due to Rourke and Sanderson [RS00]
and starts from Segal’s nonequivariant proof and their “compression theorem”.
There is further work to be done here.

Finally, we comment on Geometric realization commutes with
finite products and pullbacks and therefore commutes with finite limits. Passage to
fixed points is a finite limit, so realization on G-spaces commutes with passage to
fixed points. From here, the verification that realization satisfies parts (i) through
(vi) of [Assumption F|presents no difficulty, as indicated in Remarks 2.11] and
Part (vii) was proven by Hauschild [Hau80] by reduction to the nonequivariant case,
and the proof also appears in [CW91l pp. 495-496].

Thus all assumptions are satisfied, with more detailed verifications available in
and the other cited sources. We remark that

CS° ~ 50 F(V,5)/%;,

where F(V, j) is the configuration G-space of (ordered) j-tuples of distinct points
of V. It is surprising how little these naturally occurring equivariant configuration
spaces have been studied. We have the following analog of [Theorem 4.12

15We find the proof by reference in to be unconvincing,.
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Theorem 4.44. Take € = Gy. For €-spaces Y, the unit nc induces a group
completion if R2 C V' (an m-group completion if R C V) and therefore a C-group
completion

Y — QYEY = QERLY.
Moreover, V -connective based G-spaces Z are naturally equivalent to coequalized
V-fold suspensions S{QEX .

Remark 4.45. Tt is proven in [MMO] that the results of this subsection apply
equally well to compact Lie groups G, provided that we restrict attention to just
those representations V' all of whose isotropy groups have finite index in G.

Remark 4.46. For a given V', define #y to be the family of subgroups H of G
such that G/H embeds in V. If we restrict to those H € %y when defining the
group completion property and QY -connectivity, then, using the Steiner operad for
V, the proof goes through to give a family version of [Theorem 4.44

4.4. Moore loop G-spaces and 1-fold loop G-spaces. In this subsection, we
adapt to prove We stay in the context of
with n = 1, taking ¥ and C to be %1 and Cg1, except that we no longer require
G to be finite; it can be any topological group here. We add in G¥ = G.7 /[0, c0),
where G acts trivially on [0, 00). As far as we know, nothing at all of the equivariant
version of [Section 4.2] appears in the literature. However we claim that nearly all
of it adapts without change equivariantly and, where change is needed, passage to
fixed point spaces does the trick.

We use the same notations equivariantly for the equivariant versions of all of the
functors and transformations in The introductory paragraphs apply
verbatim. We adapt [Definition 4.14] by letting G act on Moore loops just as it acts
on ordinary loops: (gf)(t) = gf(t). We define a G-monoid M to be a G-space
which is a monoid such that g(mn) = gm - gn. Then all of the definitions and
results recorded in [£14] through apply exactly as written but with .7 and ¥
replaced by G and G¥ and with monoids understood to be G-monoids.

We then have the category GMon of GG-monoids and G-monoid maps. For
a G-monoid M, we define the classifying G-space BM and the natural G-maps
t: XM — BM and x: M — QBM exactly as in [Notation 44 That is, G-acts
through its action of G on M and nothing else changes We write out the changes
to needed from here.

Definition 4.47. Say that a G-monoid N is grouplike if N is m-grouplike as a
Hopf G-space. Say that a map f: M — N of GG-monoids, where N is grouplike,
is a Gmon-group completion if the induced G-map Bf: BM — BN is a weak
equivalence of G-spaces.

The proof of [Lemma 4.32] applies to show that if f is a G-group completion, then
f is an m-group completion as a map of Hopf G-spaces. Then the diagram |(4.33)
applies to reduce the proof of [Theorem 4.42] to the following statement.

Theorem 4.48. For a G-space X, the composite G-map

(4.49) DX 2™ SMX — - BMX

is a weak equivalence.

16yye ignore consideration of what BM classifies since that is irrelevant here.
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This holds nonequivariantly by [Theorem 4.341 Thus the following result implies
that it also holds equivariantly, as required.

Theorem 4.50. Let X be a based G-space and M be a G-monoid.
(i) (QX)H is naturally isomorphic to Q(XH).
(ii) (X)H is naturally isomorphic to X(X ).
(i) (MX)H is naturally isomorphic to M(X ).
(iv) (BM)H is naturally isomorphic to B(M™).
(v) After passage to H-fized points, the composite 18 isomorphic to

nXH M s \MXH o BMXH.

Proof. Remember that basepoints are assumed to be non-degenerate when that is
needed. It is needed here since we use the standard fact that passage to H-fixed
points preserves pushouts, one leg of which is a G-cofibration. Clearly (i) holds
and it is now also clear that (ii) holds. Let o,: sX™ C X"*! denote the space of
points one coordinate of which is the basepoint, and similarly for M. Then o, is a
G-cofibration. For (iii), MX is filtered by word length, and F,, 1 MX is obtained
from F,, X and X"*! by a unit identification given by a pushout diagram, one leg of
which is ¢,,. For (iv), BM is the geometric realization of a simplicial G-space with
n-simplices M™. As such, it is filtered and F, 1 BM is obtained from F,, BM and
X"*1 by a pushout diagram, one leg of which is the product of o,, and the identity
map of A,41. The maps 1y and ¢ are each the inclusion of the first filtration,
hence (v) follows. O

Parenthetically, while we have not pursued the details, in view of the result of
McDuff [McD79] and its reproof by Fiedorowicz [Fie84], it seems plausible that the
following equivariant generalization holds [

Conjecture 4.51. Let G be a discrete group. Then any G-connected based G-space
X is weakly equivalent to BM (X)) for some discrete G-monoid M(X).

As in the nonequivariant proof of [Fie84] Theorem 3.5], this holds if the classify-
ing space of any topological G-monoid is equivalent to the classifying space of some
discrete G-monoid, as is proven nonequivariantly in [Fie84l Theorem 3.4].

4.5. Spectra and the adjunction (X, ). To pass from iterated loop space
theory to infinite loop space theory, it is necessary to choose a good target category
of spectra. This is not the place for a full treatment, but we must explain our
choice. If one is primarily interested in formal properties of the stable homotopy
category, one can modernize Boardman’s original constructiond of that category,
for example by using Lurie’s oo-categories. That in effect ignores the point-set level
precision that is our focus and eliminates all hope of using classical adjunctions as
in our One might next try to use one’s favorite category of spectra
that is symmetric monoidal under the smash product. There are several good
choices, such as symmetric spectra, orthogonal spectra, and EKMM S-modules
IMMSS01, [EKMM97], and there are comparisons among them showing that each
gives rise to a category equivalent to Boardman’s original stable homotopy category.
But there is a conundrum. By a result of Lewis [Lew91] (or see [May09b, Theorem

17Sunny Zhang has since proven this [Zha23|.
18M. J. Boardman. Unpublished 1964 thesis.
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11.1]), any such choice is incompatible with an adjunction (3°°,Q°°) such that the
unit for the smash product is the sphere spectrum S = %>,

The precursor [LMS86] of [EKMMO9T] gives the category . of spectra that we
shall use. As said before, it is the only choice we know of in which the achingly
elementary makes sense. It is not symmetric monoidal in the usual
sense, but it is the term .7} of a symmetric monoidal graded category of spectra
The smash product in every known symmetric monoidal category of spectra is ob-
tained by suitably internalizing an “external smash product” .} x .7 — %% of
a symmetric monoidal graded category of spectra. A first formalization of this
point of view is in [LMS86]. We shall find in Part 3 that the operadic internaliza-
tion developed in [LMS86, Chapter VIII] is perfectly suited for the multiplicative
elaboration of the present theory.

We here recall the categories of (LMS) prespectra and spectra from [LMS86] and
exhibit the adjunction (2°°, Q). We let U = R* with its standard inner product.
Define an indexing space to be a finite dimensional subspace of U with the induced
inner product. A (coordinate free) prespectrum 7' cousists of based spaces TV and
based maps

o VYTV — TW
with adjoints

&: TV — QV=VTW
for V.C W. Here W — V is the orthogonal complement of V in W and SW—V
is its one point compactification; ¢ must be the identity when V' = W, and the
obvious transitivity condition must hold when V- C W C Z. A prespectrum T is
an inclusion prespectrum if each map & is an inclusion. It is a spectrum if each map
0 is a homeomorphism. We then usually write E rather than T.

A map f: T — T’ of prespectra consists of based maps fy : TV — T’V such
that the diagram

fv

TV ———=T'V

OV-VTW — = QW-VT'WwW
avV fw

commutes when V- C W. We let & and . denote the category of prespectra and
its full subcategory of spectra. The inclusion ¢: . — & has a left adjoint spec-
trification functor L: & — . [LMS86, Theorem 1.2.2]. When T is an inclusion
prespectrum,
(LT)(V) = colimycw QY =V TW,

where the colimit is taken over the maps

Qv Ve QVVTW — QWY Tz 204 VT
This makes sense since, for V.C W,
LT(V) 2 colimyz QVVQZWTZ =2 W=V colimpycz Q" WTZ = QV-VTW.

We may restrict attention to any cofinal set of indexing spaces ¥ in U; we
require 0 to be in ¥ and we require the union of the V in ¥ to be all of U. Up
to isomorphism, the category . is independent of the choice of ¥". The default is

19 paper in progress by Bryce Goldman gives a full treatment of this old idea.
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¥V = o/¢l. We can define prespectra and spectra in the same way in any countably
infinite dimensional real inner product space U. The default is U = R*.

For a based space X, we have an obvious suspension prespectrum {%" X} with
V't space ¥V X. The maps o are the evident identifications ZW V¥V X = ¥W X
and their adjoints & are inclusions. We define

Y»oX = L{xVX}.
More explicitly, define
QX = colimQVEV X,
where the colimit runs over the maps
QV5: QVEVX — QVQV VWV eV X 2 W s W x.

Then the Vth space of 2°X is QY X. Let n: X — QX be the natural inclusion.

For a spectrum E, we define Q*°FE = E(0); we usually write it as Fy. The func-
tors X*° and Q°° are adjoint; QX is 2°°X*° X, and 7 is the unit of the adjunction.
The counit £: X°0>®E — E is adjoint to the map of prespectra {3V Ey} — (F

which at level V is 0: YV Ey — EV. We sometimes write I'™ = Q°X> for the
associated monad.

Definition 4.52. Spectra have homotopy groups, and a map of spectra is a weak
equivalence if it induces an isomorphism on homotopy groups.

For we recall the following definition.

Definition 4.53. An operad % of spaces is an Eo, operad if each € (n) is X,-free
and contractible. A space with an action of some E..-operad is an F, space.

We take C to be the monad associated to the infinite Steiner operad %5, as in
[May09bl, Section 3] or [GMI17]. It is an E, operad. By passage to colimits from
the actions of the Steiner operads J£1, on V-fold loop spaces, J£5, acts naturally on
the infinite loop spaces Ey = Q°°E. We could equally well take C to be the monad
associated to any F, operad that acts naturally on infinite loop spaces, such as the
product of any E operad with J#.,. This puts us in the context of

It is very easy to generalize the context just established to G-spectra for a finite
group G. Everything said so far applies almost verbatim. We replace .7 by G, so
replace spaces and maps by G-spaces and G-maps, and we replace U by a G-universe
Ug. This means that Ug is the sum of countably many copies of each of a chosen
set of irreducible representations of GG; we insist that the trivial representation be
in our set. We then take our indexing spaces V to be finite dimensional sub G-
inner product spaces of Ug. A universe Ug is complete if it contains all irreducible
representations of G. The G-spectra are then said to be genuine. A universe
Ug = U is trivial if G acts trivially, in which case we just see spectra with G-
actions. Such G-spectra are said to be classical, or naive. We write G for the
category of genuine G-spectra indexed on a complete universe Ug and the G-maps
of G-spectra.

The trivial universe U is a sub-universe of any other universe Ug. We define
the H-fixed point spectrum of a genuine G-spectrum E by first restricting F to the
subuniverse U and then taking H-fixed points levelwise. That is,

E7(V)=EW)"

where G acts trivially on V. Homotopical properties of G are inherited from
those of . by passage to fixed points.
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Definition 4.54. A map f: D — FE of G-spectra is a weak equivalence if each
fH: D" — EH is a weak equivalence of spectra.

We use the following definition to define E., operads of G-spaces.

Definition 4.55. Let [F,, denote the family of all subgroups I" of G x 3,, such that
I'n¥, = {e}. Each such I is the graph 'y, = {(h,a(h)) | h € H} C G x X,, of some
homomorphism «: H — ¥,,, where H C G. Taking «a to be trivial, we see that
H e F, for all n and all H C G.

Definition 4.56. An operad % of G-spaces is an F, operad if each €' (n) is ;.-
free and if €' (n)" is contractible for all T' € F,,. A G-space with an action of some
FE-operad is an E,, G-space.

With these definitions in place, everything said above works in the same way to

place us in the context of

4.6. From G-spaces to genuine G-spectra for finite groups G. We prove
analogs of Theorems and [£.44] for spectra and G-spectra here. We view the
nonequivariant case as the case when G is the trivial group. We follow the modern-
ized sketch of the recognition principle that is given non-equivariantly in [May09b,
Section 9]. That is made equivariant and compared with the orthogonal G-spectrum
machine in [GMI7, Sections 2.3 and 2.4]. We restrict to a complete universe and
delete it from the notation. We take 7 in the general theory to be the category
G of based G—spaces We take .# to be the category G.¥ of (genuine) G-spectra
and take (X,Q) to be (3°,Q>).

We have placed ourselves in the context of in the previous sub-
section. With the weak equivalences defined there, we have [Assumption B} In fact,
by [EKMMO97, Theorem VII.4.4], G is a model category, and it is again clear
that (X°°,Q) is a Quillen adjunction since Q°° preserves fibrations and acyclic
fibrations. Just as for spaces and G-spaces, all G-spectra are fibrant objects. Model
categories with this property are often especially convenient since there is no need
to keep track of how fibrant replacement behaves with respect to constructions of
interest. This feature holds for our G-spectra and can be viewed as the reason that
Q> behaves well both formally and homotopically. This feature does not hold for
symmetric or orthogonal G-spectra.

Nonequivariantly, we define a spectrum to be Q2°°-connective if it is connective
in the usual sense that its homotopy groups in negative degrees are zero. Similarly,
we define a G-spectrum to be 2°°-connective, abbreviated to connective, if each of
its fixed point spectra is connective. Then holds.

We define group completion as in the G-space example. The definition now is
for Fs G-spaces and is the same as for Ey-G-spaces: it is given by homological
group completion on H-fixed point spaces for H C G. From here it is implicit or
explicit in [GMI7] that Assumptions D] [El and [E] hold.

Theorem 4.57. For E,, G-spaces Y, the unit nc induces a group completion and
therefore a C-group completion

Y — QFEY = QXYY
and any connective G-spectrum E is equivalent to X QX

20The caveat in [Remark 1.2 concerning non-degenerate basepoints applies.
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Remark 4.58. The theory here adapts without change for a general G-universe
Ug, giving an analog of [Theorem 4.57, provided that we take C to be the monad
associated to the Steiner operad % for the universe Ug.

Remark 4.59. The discussion of G-spectra in [Section 4.5 summarizes the restric-
tion to finite groups G of the theory of G-spectra developed for general compact Lie
groups in [LMSS86]. Just as in [Remark 4.49] [Theorem 4.57] generalizes to compact
Lie groups G provided that we restrict attention to representations V' of G whose
isotropy groups have finite index in G. Here we use a universe defined using only
such representations and we use a Steiner operad % for a compact Lie group G that
is the colimit of Steiner operads 6y for such V. Details are in [MMOL Section 9.3].

Remark 4.60. For any topological group G we can use the trivial G-universe
and a non-equivariant F., operad, viewed as G-trivial, to obtain the analog of
[Theorem 4.5 for classical (alias naive) G-spectra. These are just spectra, as defined
nonequivariantly, with actions of G on component spaces and equivariant structure
maps such that. E, — QF, ;1 is a G-homeomorphism. All of our assumptions
hold. The approximation theorem is obtained from its nonequivariant version by
passage to fixed points.

Part 2. Composite adjunctions
5. THE GENERAL THEORY OF COMPOSITE ADJUNCTIONS

5.1. The categorical context and Assumptions A, B, and C. We start with a
given instance of the context described in[Assumption A] Thus we have an adjunc-
tion (X, Q) between categories .7 and . and a monad C on 7. We have the formal
consequences described in [Section 11 We assume the homotopical Assumptions B
through F of and we have the conclusions of [Section 3l

Assumption A.,,. We assume given a second adjunction (L,R) from a third
cocomplete category ¥ to .7 and we assume that ¢: LR — Id is an isomor-
phism. We also assume given a monad D on ¥ together with a natural isomor-
phism w: DR — RC of functors .7 — ¥ that is compatible with the units and
products, 7 and p, of C and D in the sense that the following diagrams commute 2

R DDR —2*> DRC —*~ RCC
N\ -
DR ———— > RC DR _ RC

Remark 5.1. The condition that £: LR — Id is an isomorphism plays an im-
portant role in our main examples. We say we have a weak composite adjunction
context when ¢ is only a weak equivalence. The isomorphism condition is familiar
categorically. It means that .7 is a reflective subcategory of #". In particular, R is
full and faithful, the categorical monad RL is idempotent (its p is an isomorphism),
and the adjunction is monadic. Intuitively, D-algebras in 7" are more general than

21Again, we require e € G to be a non-degenerate basepoint to avoid pathology.
221 the language of [May09b] Definition 14.1], these diagrams say that (R,w) is a lax map of
monads C — D.
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C-algebras in .7, so that a recognition principle for the new context is more general
than the one for the original context. Nevertheless, in our examples, we will show
how to transform the more general context into the original one. See [Remark 5.20

We give a categorical elaboration of[Assumption A.,,,|inSection 5.20 We answer
the following natural question here and in [Section 5.4, and we then summarize
our conclusions in [Section 5.5 We show in [Section 5.6l how an example of our
(weak) composite adjunction context applies to transform topological examples of

Assumption A]to simplicial ones.

Question 5.2. Assuming that (3,Q) and C satisfy Assumptions A through F,
when do (XL, R2) and D also satisfy them?

The following diagram gives the picture. It is a composite analog of [(1.12)].

(5.3) ¥ - 7 = 22
R \\*\ Q %
Uc Qc
> Cl7]
Up L 7
/% (3L)p
D[7]

(RQ)p

We emphasize that the dotted arrow L usually does not exist, but our context
makes sense nevertheless. Its companion arrow R does always exist since we shall
see in (i) of [Proposition 5.11] that R takes C-algebras in 7 to D-algebras in ¥
Therefore the arrow (RQ)p = R o Q¢ exists. This proves the following result.

Lemma 5.4. holds with (3,8) and C replaced by (XL, RQ) and D.

We call this the composite adjunction context. We have maps « and § as in
ibection 1.2] for this context, hence [Definition 1.20] and [Proposition 1.3| construct
the left adjoint, denoted (XL)p, of (RQ)p.

Remark 5.5. When the dotted arrow left adjoint L to R exists, the curved arrows
might as well be erased since we then have both

(RQ)]D) =Ro QC and (EL)D = Z(C olL.
We require the following analog of

Assumption B.,,,. We assume that ¥ has a class of weak equivalences satisfying
the two out of three property, and we say that a map f in D[¥] is a weak equivalence
if Upf is a weak equivalence in ¥. We assume that a map f in 7 is a weak
equivalence if and only if Rf is a weak equivalence in ¥ and that the functor
Fp (hence also D) preserves weak equivalences, at least under restriction to good
objects as in

Remark 5.6. In contrast to[Assumption B] where ¥ was assumed to preserve weak
equivalences, we do not assume that the functor I preserves weak equivalences. It
will do so in the categories of operators context. It will not do so in the orbital
presheaf context, but it will do so there on restriction to cofibrant objects in view

of [Lemma 5.14] and [Proposition 7.2
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Lemma 5.7. By composition, [Assumption B.,y,| together with for

the adjunction (X,Q) and monad C ensures that[Assumption Bl holds for the com-
posite adjunction (XL,RQ) and the monad D, except that XL need not preserve

weak equivalences in general.

Lemma 5.8. Define the RQ-connective objects in .7 to be the Q2-connective objects.

Then [Assumption Beom| together with [Assumption ( for the adjunction (X,8) en-
sures that [Assumption (| holds for our composite adjunction (XL, RQ).

We will come back to the remaining Assumptions in [Section 5.4

5.2. Relations between monads C in .7 and D in ¥'. We ignore (X, () in this
subsection but assume given the adjunction (L,R) such that e: LR — Id is an
isomorphism. We relate monadic data in .7 and ¥/, assuming throughout that we
are given monads C on .7 and D on ¥ together with an isomorphism w: DR — RC
that satisfies the compatibility diagrams of [Assumption A ,,|

In the special case of categories of operators, results like these were first ob-
served in [MT78|, §6] and were later elaborated in Appendix A}, but our
statements here are adapted to our present general context. The proofs are formal
inspections of definitions and straightforward diagram chases. These results are
purely categorical and have nothing to do with group completion or the approxi-
mation theorem. Note that part (ii) is in part a specialization of [Lemma 4.23 but
now using that € is an isomorphism.

Proposition 5.9. The following conclusions relate the monads C and D.
(i) The functor LDR on .7 is naturally isomorphic to C via the composite

Lw

LDR LRC—C5C

and therefore inherits a monad structure from that of C. Moreover, under this
isomorphism, the following compatibility diagrams commute.

LR =™, LDR LDDR 2% L DRLDR —= > CC
l lz ml lu
Id ——>C LDR _ C

(i1) The functor RCL on ¥ is a monad with product and unit induced from those
of C via the composites

RCLRCL-ECRCCLESRCL  and Td—'~RL—"“RCL.

Moreover, the isomorphism RCe: RCLR — RC is compatible with the units
and products of RCL and C in the sense specified in|[Assumption A.oml
(i11) The composite

L : D—2-DRL—“L- RCL
is a morphism of monads in V.

Remark 5.10. This result says in particular that the “conjugate monad” RCL is
the terminal monad in ¥ such that DR is compatibly isomorphic to RC. There
usually are other such monads that are more relevant to the applications. In the
category of operators context, others have long been known and are standard. In
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the orbital presheaf context, others are difficult to construct. In the sequel [KMZ24],
we will rework a construction of Costenoble and Waner [CW9I] to obtain such D
in that case. Those DD are the examples that lead to applications.

Proposition 5.11. The following conclusions relate C-algebras to D-algebras. Let
X bein T and Y be in V.
(i) If X is a C-algebra with action 8: CX — X, then RX is a D-algebra with
action the composite

Ré

DRX —+>RCX RX

and e: LRX — X is an isomorphism of C-algebras.
(i1) IfRX is a D-algebra with action v: DRX — RX, then X is a C-algebra with
action

Liy: CX ZLDRX — LRX 2 X

and the action 1 factors as the composite

DRX —’ > RLDRX =~ RCX —% RX.

(i) If D = RCL and Y is a D-algebra with action 0: DY — Y, then LY is a
C-algebra with action

L6: CLY ZLRCLY — LY.
Therefore the dotted arrow L in|(5.3) exists when D = RCL.

Proposition 5.12. If (F,\) is a C-functor in some category %, then FLL: ¥ —
Z is an RCL-functor in 2 with action the composite

FeCL AL
——

FLRCL——=FCL FL.

Therefore, by pullback, FIL is a D-functor in & with action the composite

FLD2L FLDRL 2% FLRCLEEE FCL Lo FL.
5.3. Special and strictly special objects of #. We will see in [Remark 6.55]
that the first part of the following definition is standard in the context of categories
of operators. The second part will play a central role in both that context and the
context of orbital presheaves.

Definition 5.13. We say that an object Y of ¥ is special if the unit n: ¥ — RLY
is a weak equivalence, and we let 7#; be the full subcategory of special objects of
Y. We say that Y is strictly special if  is an isomorphism, and we let ¥, be the
full subcategory of strictly special objects of 7.

[Assumption B.,,,] and the naturality of n imply the following conclusion.

Lemma 5.14. The functor L preserves weak equivalences when restricted to strictly
special objects of V.

The condition that e: LR — Id is an isomorphism has the following implication.

Lemma 5.15. The functor R takes objects of & to strictly special objects of ¥ .
Therefore (L, R) restricts to an adjoint equivalence relating ¥ss to T .
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Proof. By the triangle identity, the following composite is the identity for X € 7.
RX—1>RLRX —=>RX
Therefore n: RX — RLRX is an isomorphism. O

Remark 5.16. In our examples, we will show, non-trivially, that it suffices to focus

on strictly special objects of #". Then below, which is implied by
the following lemma and Propositions and [5.17], always justifies taking D to be

RCI when applying the machine. This holds even though the examples of interest
come from actions of quite different monads D, as pointed out in [Remark 5.10

Lemma 5.17. IfY € ¥ is strictly special, then DY is strictly special.
Proof. Consider the following commutative naturality diagram.

DY — 27 5 DRLY —“ > RCLY

|, lﬂ

RLDY > RLDRLY — > RLRCLY

o o~

By the triangle identity, the rightmost vertical arrow n is an isomorphism with
inverse Re. Therefore the other vertical arrows 7 are also isomorphisms. O

Restricting to strictly special objects, we can fill in the dotted arrow L of |(5.3)
and it then preserves weak equivalences by [Lemma 5.14

Corollary 5.18. Restricted to strictly special objects, the monads D and RCL are
isomorphic and take values in strictly special objects. The adjoint equivalence (L, R)
between V55 and 7 restricts to an adjoint equivalence between D[¥ss] and C[.T].

We conclude this section by describing a natural equivalence between the ho-
motopy categories of 75 and 75, assuming some of [Assumption F,,,,| below. This
result is discussed in more detail for categories of operators, which is where we will
use it, in [May09a], so we will be brief. Observe that, by [Proposition 5.12 CL is a
D-functor with values in C[.7].

Proposition 5.19. For a D-algebra Y, define Y ¢ to be the strictly special D-algebra
Yc¢ =RB(CL,D,Y).

If'Y is special, then Y is naturally weakly equivalent as a D-algebra to Yc. Fora
C-algebra X, RX is weakly equivalent as a D-algebra to RX¢.

Proof. Define 77 to be either of the equal composites in the following diagram.

D " DRL 5% RLDRL —= > RCL
x @1
RLD

We then have the following natural maps.

y << B, D, v U ®RCL, D, V) —~ RB(CL, D, Y) = Ve
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Here g is defined in[Definition 5.26land discussed in[Remark 5.28] In the context of
categories of operators, g is a natural isomorphism because realization commutes
with products. As usual, ¢ is an equivalence. When Y is special, we can deduce
that 7 is a weak equivalence; the diagrams in the proof of [Lemma 5.17 are relevant.
Then B(7,id, id) is a weak equivalence by [Assumption F.,,,] The weak equivalence
of the last statement is the composite

— B(id,7,id
RX¢ = RB((CL,ID),RX% u> I&B(CL,RCL,RX) ~RB(C,C, X) . RX.
The isomorphism is a specialization of the easy below. O

Remark 5.20. We can apply the equivalences of [Proposition 5.19 to transform
to a diagram in which the category ¥ is replaced by 74s. In the transformed
diagram L exists and preserves weak equivalences. Then the units of both pairs
(L,R) are given by weak equivalences. In effect, up to natural weak equivalence,
the transformed diagram entirely reduces the composite adjunction context to the
original context of the small right triangle. However, we do not know how to effect
the corresponding reduction in the richer multiplicative context of

5.4. Assumptions D, E, and F in the composite adjunction context. We
shall be a little informal here since the verifications differ in ways that we shall
indicate briefly but that will become clearer when we explain the relevant concrete
specializations of our composite adjunction context. The framework is the same
in all contexts, but the specifics of group completion and realization vary. The
approximation theorem, is the main point, and that works the same
way in all contexts.

Our discussion of Assumptions [D] and [E] focuses on the following diagram. Write
Qeom and Yeop, for the maps a and 9 in the composite adjunction context. The
following diagram describes them in terms of a and ¥ in our original context of

We write n generically for the units of both adjunctions and mon-
ads.

Qcom

(5.21) D727 . DROSL 2o ROSL
o
DRL — DROSL

RCL =% RCOSL —22+ ROSL

~_ -

Ra

The upper left square applies D to the unit of a composite adjunction, the lower
left square is a naturality diagram, and the right rectangle exhibits the definition
of Yeom in terms of 4.

When applied to special objects of ¥, the top left vertical arrow D7 is a weak
equivalence, and it is an isomorphism when applied to strictly special objects. Due
to the appearance of D7 in the diagram, we can only expect our recognition principle
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and characterization theorems to hold when we restrict attention to special objects.
This restriction also effects our discussion of group completions.

Remark 5.22. In our examples, the objects of ¥ are functors # — #  for some
small domain category _# and some homotopical target category #. In
W is the category 7 of our original adjunction. However, in[Section 7l our original
7 is based G-spaces for a finite group GG, whereas # is based spaces. Therefore,
even though both examples fit perfectly into the general framework here, they are
very different in practice. In the former, interest focuses on special objects. In
the latter, interest focuses on non-special objects, but in we shall
show model theoretically that a cellular approximation functor I' can be used to
approximate all objects by strictly special objects. Nothing like that holds in the
categories of operators context; see [Remark 7.1l

Definition 5.23. Suppose that the objects of ¥ are functors ¢ — # and
that grouplike objects of # and group completions in # have been defined using
subcategories # and J, of ¥, as in [Definition 2.51 We transfer these notions to
¥ levelwise. We define J# and ¢, in ¥ to be the subcategories of functors Y such
that each Y (j) is in 4% or is in 4¢,,. We say that a functor Z in ¥ is grouplike
if each Z(j) is grouplike and we say that a natural transformation f: Y — Z is
a group completion if each f: Y (j) — Z(j) is a group completion. With these
definitions, it is immediate in our examples that R: .7 — ¥, preserves grouplike
objects and group completions.

It is also immediate in our examples that the forgetful functor D[¥] — ¥ takes
(levelwise) values in 5. Assume that # has a group completion functor (G, g) as
in[Definition 2.71 In the categories of operators context of where # =
is the target of L, we restrict to special objects and define (G, gv,) by setting

Gy, =RGL: DY, — 44,
and letting gy, : Y — Gy,Y be the composite

Y RLY S RGLY.

In the orbital presheaves context of where # is not the target .7 of L,
we restrict to strictly special objects and define (Gy,,, gv,.) by setting

(G7.Y)(4) = G(Y(5))
and letting gy,,: Y — Gy,,Y be given levelwise by g: Y (j) — GY (j) for j € ¢#.

Lemma 5.24. With the definitions just given, for our composite
adjunction (RQ, XL) follows from [Assumption D| for our original adjunction (X, Q)

in both the categories of operators and orbital presheaves contexts, provided we
restrict to the category Vs in the former case and to the category Vs in the latter.

Sketch. We see that (RQ)y takes values in ¥4 by [Lemma 5.15 Tt takes grouplike
values since Q¢ takes grouplike values in .7 and R takes grouplike objects in .7 to
grouplike objects in 7. O

Lemma 5.25. On special objects, (the approzimation theorem) holds
for the composite adjunction (DL, RQ) and the monad D.

Proof. This follows directly from for our original adjunction (3, )
and the monad C via the diagram |(5.21)] The implication uses that R preserves
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grouplike objects and group completions, as follows directly from the definitions in
the contexts to which we shall specialize. O

Finally, we consider [Assumption F} In contexts such as those of we
define realization on s levelwise and see that the various parts of[Assumption F|for
our composite adjunction mostly follow directly from their analogs for our original
adjunction (3, 2). But we state the requirement for (i)-(iv) formally.

Assumption F,,,. We assume that parts (i) through (iii) of [Assumption F|hold
with 7 replaced by ¥ and that, replacing (iv), the functors L: ¥ — 7 and
D: ¥ — ¥ commute with realization.

Part (v) only concerns .#, hence it holds by For (vi) and (vii)

we use the following definition, lemma, and remark in our main examples. Here we
use that LR = Id.

Definition 5.26. Let J, € s7. Define yg: |RJ.| — R|J,| to be the adjoint
[RJ. | —>RLRJ.|—=*~R| |

of the isomorphism

vt LIRJL| 2 [LRJ.|—o | .

Lemma 5.27. If g is an isomorphism and J, is a simplicial C-algebra in 7, then
|RJ,| is a D-algebra in V55 such that yg is an isomorphism of D-algebras.

Proof. By [Lemma 5.5 R takes values in #;s. Visibly n: |RJ,.| — RL|RJ,] is the
composite

IR, | [RLRJ,|—*>R[LRJ,| =~ RL|RJ, |

and is therefore an isomorphism. Thus |RJ,| is in #4s. It is a D-algebra such that
~r is a map of D-algebras by use of the isomorphism D|RJ,| = |[DRJ,|. O

Remark 5.28. In our space level examples in Sections [f] and [} yg is an isomor-
phism for entirely different non-formal reasons. In[Section 6 R is given by cartesian
powers, and realization commutes with products. In R is given by pas-
sage to fixed points, and realization commutes with passage to fixed points for
Reedy cofibrant simplicial G-spaces.

Lemma 5.29. Let K, € ¥ and consider the natural map [RQK,| — RQ|K,|,
namely the composite

(5.30) IROK,|—=R|QK, | —~RO|K.|.

If vr is an isomorphism, then it is an isomorphism of D-algebras in ¥Yss. The map
R~ is a map of D-algebras in ¥, and it is a weak equivalence if K, is levelwise
Q-connective.

Proof. The first statement is immediate from [Lemma 5.271 For the second state-
ment, v is a map of C-algebras by (vi) of [Assumption F| for (3, €2), hence Ry is a

map of D-algebras by (i) of [Proposition 5.11} R~ is a weak equivalence since v is a
weak equivalence by (vii) of and R preserves weak equivalences. [
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5.5. The composite adjunction machine. Replacing the adjunction (%, Q) with
the composite adjunction (XL, RS?), Theorems [0.1] and specialize schematically
as follows. As explained above, we must restrict attention to special objects of ¥
in the context of categories of operators. We can and will restrict to strictly special
objects in the context of orbital presheaves.

Theorem 5.31. There is a functor Bar: D[¥] — D[¥], written Y — Y, and a
natural equivalence (: Y — Y. If Y is special, the unit np: Y — (RQ)p(ZL)pY
is a group completion and is therefore an equivalence if Y 1is grouplike.

Theorem 5.32. ((ZL)p, (RQ)p) induces an adjoint equivalence from the homo-
topy category of special grouplike D-algebras in ¥ to the homotopy category of §2-
connective objects of ..

The idea is illuminated by the following diagram, which is the composite adjunc-
tion special case of the diagram|(3.12)] Here Y is in D[¥] and must be special for
the maps in the square to have the properties listed in our Assumptions.

Bacom

B((RQ)pEL,D,Y)

(RQ)p(SL)pY ——= (RQ)pB(XL,D,Y)

The following result, which starts from the map of monads ¢ in (iii) of[Proposition 5.9|
shows that, up to homotopy, when considering special objects of ¥ it is in principle

possible to restrict attention to the monad RCL, rather than using a general monad
D satisfying [Assumption A.,,,] in the results above.

Proposition 5.34. Define *: RCL[¥;] — D[¥;] by pullback of actions along
t: D — RCL. Then ¢* induces a equivalence on passage to homotopy categories.

Proof. We define a derived inverse ¢, : D[¥;] — RCL[¥;] by
1+ X = B(RCL,D, X)
for D-algebras X. Here the right action of D on RCL is the composite

(5.33) Y Y
Uin)

RCLD-X4 RCLRCL—">RCL

On special objects, ¢: D — RCL is a weak equivalence. The following diagrams
display weak equivalences t*t, >~ id and ¢,¢* >~ id.

¢ B(1,id,id)
X<=B(D,D,X)— """+ *B(RCL, D, X)

B(RCL,D, *Y)—144Y | BRCL, RCL, V)——>Y

Here X is a special D-algebra and Y is a special RCL-algebra. O
Part (iii) of together with Propositions 511 and [5.12] also leads

to the following comparison of bar constructions. It shows that our bar construc-
tions constructed from C are special cases of those constructed from RCL.

Corollary 5.35. For C-functors F' and C-algebras X,
B(F,C,X) = B(FL,RCL,RX)
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Proof. Used iteratively, the isomorphism £: LR — Id induces isomorphisms
FL(RCL)IRX — FC'X

on g-simplices, and these isomorphisms commute with faces and degeneracies. [

Restricting to strictly special objects of ¥', we have D = RCL by
Here Propositions 5. 11] and 512l lead to commutation results relating bar construc-

tions constructed from C to bar constructions constructed from D.
Corollary 5.36. For C-functors F and strictly special D-algebras Y,
B(F,C,LY) = B(FL,D,Y)

Proof. Used iteratively, the isomorphism n: DY — RLDY given by
induces isomorphisms

FLDY — FL(DRL)?Y = F(LDR)ILY = FCILY
on g-simplices, and these isomorphisms commute with faces and degeneracies. [
Corollary 5.37. If Y is a strictly special D-algebra, then
B(C,C,LY) 2LB(D,D,Y)
In particular, for a C-algebra X,
B(C,C,X) ~ B(C,C,LRX) 2 LB(D,D,RX)
and therefore, applying R,
RX = RB(C,C, X) = B(D,D,RX) = RX
Proof. Taking F' = C and using the isomorphism

LC =% LCRL =~ DL

of functors on ¥, we see the first statement as the specialization
B(C,C,LY) = B(CL,D,Y) = B(LD,D,Y) = LB(D,D,Y)
of Since RX is strictly special by [Lemma 5.15] and L. commutes

with realization, the second statement follows. O

Using this, we show in the rest of this section that the machine starting from C-
algebras X is equivalent to the machine starting from D-algebras RX. The starting
point is the following commutative diagram, which follows fromby an adjoint
diagram chase.

(5.38) SLDR 2% LR

EER\L: ZlEs

Lemma 5.39. The functors (SL)pR and X¢ on C-algebras in T are isomorphic.

Proof. This follows from [Proposition 5.11] the diagram |(5.38)l and a comparison
of coequalizer diagrams. O
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Proposition 5.40. For C-algebras X in 7, the unit n: Id — RL induces a
natural isomorphism

it EpRX — EcX.

Proof. By (i) of[Proposition 5.9] the isomorphisms e: LR — Id and w: DR — RC
induce an isomorphism C = LDR. Using iterated insertions of 1 and [Lemma 5.15)

we obtain natural isomorphisms
LD‘R — (LDR)?

and therefore
SLDIRX — S(LDR)IX =~ ¥CIX.

A check of faces and degeneracies shows that these are the maps on ¢-simplices of
a simplicial map. On realization, this map gives the isomorphism

ii: B(SL,D,RX) — B(X,C, X)

We must apply this with X replaced by X, and gives that RX is
isomorphic to RX. (I

The following corollary relates to the missing dotted arrow L in |(5.3)

Corollary 5.41. When restricted to grouplike objects, R: C[T| — D[¥] induces
an equivalence of homotopy categories.

Proof. By Theorems and [5.32 E¢ and Ep induce equivalences from the homo-
topy categories of grouplike C-algebras and grouplike D-algebras to the homotopy
category of connective objects of .%, hence the conclusion is immediate from the
previous proposition. In effect, R = Eﬂgl o Ec on our homotopy categories. (I

5.6. From a topological machine to a simplicial machine. In this brief sec-
tion, we illustrate the general theory of composite adjunctions by showing how it
works to translate any topological context into a simplicial one. Of course, our
general theory could well start in a simplicial context. However, in Part 1, our ex-
amples all started with 7 being the category of based spaces or based G-spaces. We
focus on based spaces 7, but with obvious modifications the following discussion
also applies with .7 replaced by G .

We consider the following diagram. The top right triangle is any given instance of
in which 7 figures, and (T, S) is the standard geometric realization
and total singular complex adjunction between based simplicial sets and based
spaces. We take D = T'CS as our monad on based simplicial sets. We do not have

the dotted arrow T', but by we do have the left adjoint (X7")p.

(5.42) sSet = 7 = K2
S & Q %
Uc Qc
N cl7)
Up T . 7
/ (=T)p
DI[sSet]

(S)p
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This is a weak example of since the counit e: T'S — Id is a weak equiv-
alence but not an isomorphism. The unit n: Id — ST is also a weak equivalence
(by the standard definition of weak equivalences of simplicial sets), so all simplicial
sets are special. Here all homotopical assumptions for the composite adjunction
follow directly from their counterparts for the given top right triangle. We find
that Theorems [5.31] and specialize to give the following result.

Theorem 5.43. The recognition principle and homotopical monadicity theorems
for the adjunction (2T, SQ) and the monad D follow directly from the recognition
principle and homotopical monadicity theorem for the adjunction (X,Q) and the
monad C.

6. THE SPECIALIZATION TO CATEGORIES OF OPERATORS

6.1. The cast of characters. Categories of operators were introduced in [MT7§]
in order to define a common generalization of operadic and Segal style infinite loop
space theory Nonequivariantly, [MT78| already used that categories of operators
have associated monads. The equivariant generalization was worked out in detail
in [MMOQO], which uses the Steiner operad to give an explicit concrete proof that
the equivariant versions of the operadic and Segalic infinite loop space machines
are equivalent. We shall concentrate on what is new and on how previous work
fits into our composite adjunction context. What is new is equivariant, so we
write things that way, but our framework is already interesting nonequivariantly.
Largely following [MMO], we begin by introducing the following categorical cast of
characters.

[2[AJU[F][¢]C[Z2]D]
[%c [Ac[Ue [ Fe [ %] Cc | %6 [ Do |

The characters ¥z and Cg are new. They fill a conceptual gap that has long
puzzled the senior author.

(6.1)

Definition 6.2. We define categories and inclusions ¥ ¢ A C II € #. All have
objects the set of based finite setsn = {0, 1,--- ,n} for n > 0, where n has basepoint
0. All have morphisms given by based functions. These functions are restricted as
follows.

(i) X: bijections

(ii) A: injections
(iii) IT: functions ¢: m — n such that [¢~1{j}|isOor 1 for 1 <j <n
(iv) .Z: all based functions m — n
Note that IT adds projections to A, since |¢~1{0}| is not limited in size in (iii).

We adopt the following from [MMO| Convention 1.4].

Convention 6.3. For a group G and a homomorphism «: G — %,,, define n® to
be the based G-set specified by letting G act on n by ¢g-i = a(g)(i) for 1 <i < n.
Conversely, a based G-action on n determines a G-homomorphism « by the same
formula. Every based finite G-set with n non-basepoint elements is isomorphic to
one of the form n® for some . We understand based finite G-sets to be of this
form throughout.

23The notion of an oo-operad [Lurl7l 2.1] is a modern reinterpretation and generalization.
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By a G-category we understand a category enriched in G-sets.

Definition 6.4. We define G-categories and inclusions ¥g C Ag C Ilg C F¢. All
have objects the set of based finite G-sets n® for n > 0 and all homomorphisms
a: G — ¥,. All have morphisms given by based functions, with G acting by
conjugation. That is, for a based function f: m® — n”,

(9.)(@) = B(g)falg™)(i) for 1<i<m.

These functions are restricted as follows.
(i) X¢: bijections
(ii) Ag: injections
(iii) Tlg: functions ¢: m® — n” such that [¢p~!{j}|isOor1for 1 <j<n
(iv) Zg: all based functions m® — n”

Convention 6.5. Just as ¥, = 3(n,n), we define Xy« to be the group ¥ (n*, n®)
of automorphisms of n® in the G-category Y. It is the group ¥, equipped with
the action of G given by conjugation by a.

Lemma 6.6. Define a.: G — Aut(X,,) to be conjugation by «,

ac(g)(0) = alg) oo oa(g)™".

Then a. is a homomorphism of groups. The action of G on n® extends to an action
of the semi-direct product ¥, Xo, G via

(9.0)(i) = o (alg) (7).
Proof. For the first statement, it is easily checked that
ac(9)(07) = ac(g)(0)ac(g)(r) and ac(gh) = ac(g)(ac(h)).

Thus each a.(g) is an automorphism of ¥,, and «, is a group homomorphism. For
the second statement, recall that 3, x,, G is the set ¥,, x G with the product

(07 g)(Tv h) = (UO‘C(Q)(T)v gh)'
It is easily checked that

((0.9)(r, (@) = (0,9) (. 1)(@)). O

Lemma 6.7. The categories of [Definition 6.9 embed in the respective categories
of [Definition 6.4] by identifying n with n°", where €,: G — X, is the trivial

homomorphism.

Remark 6.8. It is clear that the category .# and its subcategories ¥, A, and II
are symmetric monoidal under the wedge operation m V n = m + n that identifies
m with the first m and n with the last n positive elements of m + n, in order.
Similarly, %4 and its subcategories ¥g, Ag, and Ilg are symmetric monoidal. In
fact, they are permutative, meaning that they are symmetric strict monoidal. In
the multiplicative theory, we will implicitly use that they are bipermutative [May77,
Section 5.3] with multiplicative product given by the smash product of finite based
sets, where the positive degree elements of mn are identified with pairs (¢, j) with
1<i<mand 1< j<n, ordered lexicographically.

24The corrections to [May77] in [May82] do not affect that section.
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6.2. Categories of operators 2 and Zg. In our cast of characters [Section 6.1]
% is an operad in G% for some bicomplete cartesian monoidal ground category %,
2 is its associated category of operators over . and Z¢ is its associated category
of operators over .%g. We recall these notions and their relationships and then
introduce the new G-operad (KG A bit paradoxically, to understand both the
conceptual role of € and the details of its definition, it seems best to start with
categories of operators. However, ¥ will play a much larger role in the sequel
[KMZ24], where more details will be given.

We must use a bit of enriched category theory in this section, and we use the
following notations.

Notation 6.9. We say that a category .# enriched in ¥ is a ¥-category, where
¥ is a given symmetric monoidal category with product ® and unit object Z. We
have morphism objects, categorically denoted .#(X,Y), in ¥ with composition
maps ALY, 2) @ #(X,Y) — #(X,Z) in ¥. The underlying category .# has
morphism sets .#(X,Y) = ¥ (Z, #(X,Y)). We focus on the cartesian monoidal
category ¥ = G, and then . (X,Y") generally takes values in 7 rather than just
in sets. Such “double enrichment” is discussed in [GMRI9].

Definition 6.10. A category of operator@ 9 over .Z in G, abbreviated CO
over &, is a GJ -category with objects the based sets n for n > 0, together with
G -functors

-9
such that ¢ and £ are the identity on objects and £ o ¢ is the inclusion. Here G acts
trivially on II and .%. We say that 2 is reduced if 2(m,n) = x if either m = 0
or n = 0, and we restrict attention to reduced G-COs over % henceforward. A
morphism v: 2 — & of G-COs over % is a GZ -functor over .% and under II. In
particular, £: 9 — % is a map of G-COs over % for any G-CO 2 over F.

Definition 6.11. A G-category of operators Y over % in G, abbreviated G-
CO over F¢, is a G -category, with objects the based G-sets n® for n > 0 and
a: G — X, together with G.7-functors

e—5>%¢ Lo, Za

such that g and &g are the identity on objects and &g o 1o is the inclusion. We
say that Z¢ is reduced if Z¢(m®,n?) = x if either m = 0 or n = 0, and we restrict
attention to reduced G-COs over % henceforward. A morphism vg: Y —
&g of G-COs over Z¢ is a G -functor over % and under Ilg. In particular,
o 96 — F¢ is a map of G-COs over Z¢ for any G-CO D¢ over Fg.

Remark 6.12. Since ¢ is reduced, each Z(m®, n?) is based with basepoint the
component of the unique map m® — 0 — n”. In line with [Remark 1.2] when
G7 is based G-spaces [MMO| Addendum 4.6] adds in cofibration conditions that
are automatically satisfied by categories of operators constructed from operads.

The full subcategory Z C P whose objects are the trivial G-sets n is a category
of operators over .%, also denoted U%g. Conversely, we can prolong a CO & over

25Here we change notation from [MMO], which used ¢ to denote an operad of G-spaces. We
will reserve the notation %g for our new definition.
26Here and in [Definition 6.11] we again change notation from [MMO].
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F to a G-CO Y over F¢, also denoted PZ. Moreover, as noted in [GMMO23,
Proposition 6.9], up to isomorphism all Z¢ can be constructed in this fashion.

Construction 6.13. Let 2 be a category of operators over %. We define a
prolonged G-category of operators Yo = P2 over % whose full subcategory of
objects n is 2. The morphism object Z¢(m®,n?) in G.7 is the underlying object
Z(m,n) of 7 with G-action induced by conjugation and the original G-action on
2(m,n). Explicitly, for f € 9¢(m®,n?),

g-f=B(g)o(gf)oalg™);
We check that g- (h- f) = (gh) - f using that G acts trivially on permutations since

they are in the image of II. Composition and identity maps are inherited from 2
and are appropriately equivariant.

Corollary 6.14. Applied to .7, the construction reconstructs F¢, and it restricts
to reconstruct X, Ag, and g from X, A, and I1, respectively.

6.3. Operads ¥ and G-operads %g. The 2 and hence Z¢ of interest are con-
structed from operads. We will not repeat the complete definition of an operad
from [May72] or [May97]. The following recollection focuses on operads in G%,
the category of unbased G-spaces, although we could work with G-objects in other
categories.

Definition 6.15. Recall that an operad € in G% consists of objects € (n) € G%
where €(n) has a left action by G and a right action by ¥,, that commute with
each other, together with a unit G-map id: * — %(1) and structure G-maps

v C(k) x C(j1) x - x C(ji) — €(j),

where j = j1 +- - -+ ji, which are associative, unital, and equivariant as specified in
[May72, [May97]. We say that ¢ is reduced if €(0) = %, and we restrict attention
to reduced operads henceforward.

Notation 6.16. Let ¢,,: n — 1 be the based function that sends all ¢ > 1 to 1.
Observe that % is generated by II and the ¢,, and that

(6'17) ¢ko(¢j1 v"'v¢jk):¢j7
where j = j1 + -+ + ji. Similarly, let ¢&: n® — 1 be the based function that
sends all 4 > 1 to 1 and observe that .Z¢ is generated by Il and the ¢.

Warning 6.18. There is no general analogue to [(6.17)| of the form
Pio 0 (Pgea VooV P ) = Pjaaivan)

since there is no way to define a homomorphism v(8; Va,): G — %, that gives
the target as a sensible finite G-set without a relationship between g and the a...

Thinking of the based finite G-set j&~ as the rth ordered block in the wedge sum
R AT
we see what that relationship must be.

Definition 6.19. Say that (8, {«.}) is composable if j. = js and o, = a5 whenever
B(g)(r) = s for some g € G, where r,s € {1,--- ,k}. Then define

v(B;Var): G — X
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by letting

V(B Var)(9) (i) = as(g) ()
when B(g)(r) = s; on the left, i is in the rth ordered block of j,. letters; on the right,
1 15 in the sth ordered block of j,. = js letters.

Definition 6.20. Let % be an operad in G% . We construct a CO over %, which
we denote by D(%), abbreviated 2 when there is no risk of confusion. Similarly,
we write P = D (€) for the associated prolonged G-CO over .%. The morphism
objects in G.J of Z are

gmu)= [ [ <)
¢peF (m,n) 1<j<n
with G-action induced by the G-actions on the €' (n). Here ¢; = |¢~1(j)]. Write
elements in the form (¢,c), where ¢ = (¢1,...,¢,). For (¢,¢): m — n and
(¥,d): k — m, define

(¢,0)0 (h,d) = (po, [ (e [ di)ey).

1<j<n (i)=j
Here v denotes the structural maps of the operad. The d; with ¢(i) = j are ordered
by the natural order on their indices ¢ and o; is that permutation of (¢ o1)); letters
which converts the natural ordering of (¢ o 1)~1(j) as a subset of {1,...,k} to its
ordering obtained by regarding it as [ b(i)=j ¥~1(i), so ordered that elements of
1~ 1(i) precede elements of ¢»~1(i’) if i < i’ and each ¢»~1(i) has its natural ordering
as a subset of {1,...,k}. The identity element in Z(n,n) is (id,id"), where id on
the right is the unit element in €(1). The map &§: 2 — % sends (¢, ¢) to ¢. The
inclusion ¢: IT — 2 sends ¢: m — n to (¢, c), where ¢; =id € €(1) if ¢(i) =1
and ¢; = * € €(0) if ¢(i) = 0.

Example 6.21. The commutativity operad .4 has nth space a point for all n. We
think of it as a G-trivial G-operad. Then .% = ©(./"), again regarded as G-trivial.

Definition 6.22. Conversely, suppose given a CO & over % such that the iterated
wedge sum in .# of Remark 6.8 is covered by an analogous associative, unital, and
equivariant “wedge sum” in 27

(6.23) P(31,1) x -+ x D(jr, 1) —— 2(3, k)

‘| !

F(1,1) x - x F(jk, 1) —— F(j, k)

This condition holds in the examples we know. We then construct an operad
€(2) = ¥, called the operad associated to 2. We define %’ (n) to be the compo-
nent of ¢, in Z(n, 1) with its given left action by G and with right action by %,
induced by composition with ¥,, C II(n,n). We define id € € (1) via the identity
morphism of 2(1,1), and we define the structural maps ~ to be the restrictions to
the components of ¢, and the ¢, of the composites

id XV

(6.24)  2(k, 1) x D(j1,1) x -+ x D(j, 1) —=2(k, 1) x 2(j,k)—=2(j, 1).
Since € (n) lies over ¢,,, it is unbased, so in G% .

27F‘ollowing the notation for %, we write V, but we do not consider basepoints in the 2(m, n).
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Remark 6.25. This gives a functor €(—) from the full subcategory of those cat-
egories of operators over .# in G.7 which satisfy the assumption of to the
category of operads in G% . This functor is left adjoint to the functor D(—) of
[Definition 6.200 The unit of the adjunction is given by the evident identifications
% = €(D(¥)). The counit e: DE(Z) — 2 is given by use of V. It is an isomor-
phism in the examples we care about, but presumably not in general.

Warning 6.26. There is no general analogue to for G-categories of operators
over . When we start with general finite G-sets, the target and source of the
middle term are different.

To get around this problem, we define the following twisted product.

Definition 6.27. For composable (8,{c}), let [],cxs Za (i, 1) be the space
[[i<,<k Zc(j¢,1) with twisted G-action given in precise analogy with the defi-
nition of v(5; Va,) in [Definition 6.19 so as to ensure that V on [],c,s Fc (37, 1)
lands in Zg(j7%Ver) kB). In analogy with we require that the
iterated wedge sum in .%#g be covered by an associative, unital, and equivariant

wedge sum in Z¢, as in |(6.23)|
(6.28) [Tews Z6(r, 1) —— Za (7Y, k)

‘| !

[Lcws Za(ir 1) —= Fa(j7PVer) kP)
We then define g to be the composite
(6.29) P6(k*,1) % [, e Za(i" 1)
idx Vv
PDa(kP,1) x D (j7PVer) kP

)

Da(j1FVer) 1),
With G acting through v(58; Va.), v is then a G-map.
We can now give a definition of G-operads % that allows a comparison analogous

to that of [Remark 6.251 The problems explained in Warnings [6.18] and [6.26] and
the answers to those problems given in Definitions [6.19 and [6.2'7] pave the way.

Definition 6.30. A G-operad 6 in G% cousists of G-objects ¢ (n%) in G% for
all n®, where €5 (n®) has a left action by G and a right action by ¥,, that together
give a right action of the semidirect product 2, X, G, together with a unit G-map
id: * — %5(1) and structure G-maps
61 Ca(k’) x Caif) x - x Caliyt) — CaiTPV)
for composable (3, {a,}1<r<k). We require the g to be both
Y ¥, G and (X5, X - X 85) Xar,an). G

equivariant, where these groups act on the source of v via their actions on its
coordinates and where they act on the target via embeddings as subgroups of ¥; via
block permutations and permutations within blocks. The ~5 must be associative
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and unital for composable data, as specified in [May97, Definition 1]. We say
that é¢ is reduced if 65 (0) = *, and we restrict attention to reduced G-operads
henceforward.

Proposition 6.31. A G-operad 6 in GU restricts on G-trivial based finite G-
sets n to an operad € = UGq in G% . Conversely, an operad € in G% prolongs
to a G-operad 6o =P% in G« .

Proof. The prolongation is analogous to the prolongation from 2 to % spelled out
in [Construction 6.13 starting from the definition 6 (n%) = € (n)®, with notation
as in [Definition 6.38 O

The evident analogue of [Remark 6.25] holds and we have the following diagram
of categories and adjunctions.

P
(6.32) Operads in G% ——= G-Operads in G%

U
C(—)NQ(—) CG(_)NQG(_)
P

CO's over F G-CO's over F¢

We summarize our conclusions.
Proposition 6.33. In the adjunctions in|(6.32) the composites
UP, ¢&(—)D(—) and Cq(—)Da(—)

are the identity, and the composite PU is naturally isomorphic to the identity. More-
over, the square of left adjoints and the square of right adjoints commute.

6.4. The associated monads D and D¢g. The ground category of the monads C
and Cq is G.7. The following notations and definition specify the ground categories
of the monads D and Dg. Recall from that G.7(X,Y) denotes the
based space of G-morphisms X — Y and that GZ(X,Y’) denotes the based G-
space of morphisms X — Y in the enriched category G.7. Note that

GT(X,Y)=GI(X,Y)".

Remark 6.34. In line with Remark 1.2 [MMO] used G%, when working formally
with general based G-spaces and used G.7 when thinking homotopically and re-
stricting to nondegenerately based G-spaces. Again, the distinction is carefully
handled in [MMO)], and we find the use of two notations distracting in the concep-
tual framework on which we are focusing.

Definition 6.35. Let I1[G.7] = II[G.Z] be the category of functors I — G.J
or, equivalently, the category of G-functors I — G.7. The equality holds since
G acts trivially on II so that a G-functor X from II to G.Z must take values fixed
under G, that is, equivariant maps. We call X a II-G-object in 7. Analogously, let
II;[GZ] be the category of G-functors Ilg — G.Z. We call X a IIg-G-object in
7. Restriction to the trivial n gives a forgetful functor U: lI¢[G.J] — II[G.7].

Remark 6.36. For reasons as in [Remark 1.2) [MMO| Definitions 2.3 and 2.33]
adds in a cofibration condition.

Proposition 6.37. The forgetful functor U: lI|GT] — N[GT] has a left adjoint
prolongation functor P, and (P,U) is an adjoint equivalence. It restricts to an

adjoint equivalence between A|[GT| and Ag|GT].
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Proof. This is the formal part of [MMO|, Theorem 2.38]. For X € II[GZ], PX is
given by the categorical tensor product

(PX)(n®) =Ig(—,n") @n X.

Since U is full and faithful, the unit n: X — UPX is the evident identification.
The counit €: PUY — Y is an isomorphism by a Yoneda type verification using
the identity function on n regarded as an element of IIg(n,n®). The statement
with IT and Ilg replaced by A and Ag is proven in the same way. O

The following definition, which is [MMO] Definition 1.3], leads to combinatorially
explicit descriptions of PX and of e7!: Y — PUY.

Definition 6.38. Let X be a (GxX,,)-space and a.: G — %,, be a homomorphism.
We define X to be the G-space with underlying space X and with a new G-action
‘o given by g oz = (g,a(g)) - z. Thus X% is X with G-action twisted by a.
Said another way X is just notation for X with its action by the graph subgroup
o = {(g,a(g9)} of G x %, pulled back along the isomorphism 7=1: G — T,
where 7: ', — G is the projection. Thus, on passage to fixed point spaces,

(X = xTa,

Definition 6.39. The monads D in II[G.7] and D¢ in [I¢[G.7] are given by the
categorical tensor products

(6.40)  (DX)(n)=2(—,n)®x X and (DgY)n®) = Ze(—,n%) @, Y

for a II-G-functor X and a IIg-G-functor Y. Here Z(—,n) and Z¢(—,n%) are
the functors represented by n and n®. Explicitly, these tensor products are the
coequalizers

(6.41) Ty sm 2(m, ) x II(k, m) x X (k) =], Z(k,n) x X (k)—=(DX)(n)

(6.42)

[I Zc(m? n®) x gk, m?) x Y(k") —/—=Z[[Zc(k”,n%) x Y (k?)—=(DcY)(n%).
k7Y ,m”B kv
The parallel arrows are given by composition in & or in Y and the action of II on
X or of Ilg on Y. The products p: DD — D and pu: DgDg — D¢ are derived
from the composition in 2 or ¢ and thus from the structure maps v of € when
2 = ®(%). The unit maps n are derived from the identity morphisms in these
categories and thus from the unit id € €(1). We define a Z-G-algebra to be a
D-algebra in IT[G.7] and we define a P-G-algebra to be a Dg-algebra in I1[G.7].
We let D[H[@ ]] and Dg [HG GT H denote the respective categories of algebras.
Restriction to trivial n gives a forgetful functor U: Dg [HG GT ]] — D[H[ﬁ H

Ignoring cofibration conditions, the following definition is the formal part of
[MMO) Definitions 4.7 and 4.8].

Definition 6.43. Define a Z-G-space to be a G.7-functor 9 — G.7. Define a
Da-G-space to be a G.7-functor ¢ — G.7. In both cases, maps are G.7 -natural
transformations.

Again ignoring cofibration conditions, the following result is [MMOI Proposition
5.17]. Its proof is an immediate comparison of definitions.



GROUP COMPLETIONS AND THE HOMOTOPICAL MONADICITY THEOREM 63

Proposition 6.44. The category of Z-G-spaces is isomorphic to the category of
D-algebras in M[GT]. The category of Da-G-spaces is isomorphic to the category
of Dg-algebras in Mg|GT].

The following result is [MMO, Theorem 4.11]. The proof there is a detailed
combinatorial inspection of definitions starting from [Proposition 6.37] but we give
a quick conceptual argument.

Proposition 6.45. The prolongation functor N[G7| — TIg|G.T] extends to a
prolongation functor P: D[II[G.Z]] — D¢ [a|GZ]| left adjoint to the forgetful
functor U: D¢ [Ig|GZ]] — D[I[G.Z]], and (P,U) is an adjoint equivalence.

Proof. The functor P is defined on D-algebras Y by the categorical tensor product
(PY)(n®) = Zg(—,n%) @u Y (-),

where the variable (—) runs over the objects m of 2. It is clear from the definition
that PY is naturally a Zg-G-space. By [Proposition 6.44] that means that PY is a
D¢-algebra. The adjunction is immediate.

Since U is full and faithful, for a D-algebra X the unit n: X — UPX is the
evident identification. Consider the counit e: PUZ — Z for a Dg-algebra Z. Here
Z is given by a split coequalizer as in Since PU preserves split coequalizers,
it is immediate by comparison of coequalizers that € is an isomorphism if it is an
isomorphism when Z = D¢gY for a Ilg-G-space Y. Moreover, by [Proposition 6.37]
we may assume without loss of generality that Y = PX, where X is a II-G-space
and P here is the prolongation functor of that result. Not inserting notation for
variables, we have the following formal identification.

DePX = Z¢ @n, Mg@nX) = Daen X 2 96 ®9 (2 @n X) = PDX.

Therefore e: PUDgPX — PX can be identified with ¢: PUPDX — PDX, which
is an isomorphism with inverse Pn by a triangle identity. ([

6.5. The associated monads C and Cg. We turn to the monads associated to
operads € and G-operads %¢. In contrast to the case of categories of operators,
these monads are special cases rather than general cases of certain categorical tensor
products. We start with the general definition. Recall A and Ag from Definitions
and Fix an operad % of G-spaces and a G-operad %, which we can take
to be P(%). Let 2 = D(%) and D¢ = D¢ (%) = PO(F).

Lemma 6.46. The operad & restricts to a contravariant functor €: A — G .
The G-operad € restricts to a contravariant functor €g: Ag — G% .

Proof. The first statement goes back to [May72, Construction 2.4]; details are re-
called in [Definition 8.4 below; an analogous explicit equivariant description is given
in [KMZ24]. The action can be described implicitly by the commutative diagram

%(n) x A(m, n) %(m)

l lc

2(n,1) x Z(m,n) — Z(m, 1).

That is, the restriction to €' (n) x A(m, n) of the displayed composition in 2 lands
in €(m) and gives the action. A proof of the second statement works the same
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way, using the analogous diagram

%c(n?) x Ag(m®,n?) bc(m®)

Z¢(@0°,1) x Po(m*,n’) —  Z5(m*,1).

Definition 6.47. Let A[G7] = A[GZ] be the category of functors A — G.J
and let Ag[G.Z] be the category G-functors Aq — G.7. Define functors
D: A[IGT] — G and Dg: Ag|GT] — GT
by the categorical tensor products defined on X € A[GZ] and Y € Ag|G.Z] by
DX =¢®x X and DgY = %c Qa. Y.

The following surprising identification is proven by a comparison of coequalizer
diagrams that is given in [KMZ24].

Proposition 6.48. The functor D can be identified with the composite Dg o P.

The general functor D was used in [CMT78| [MT78], but it restricts to a monad
on G.7. We use the following definition to show that D¢ also restricts to a monad
on GZ. For immediate purposes, it suffices to consider A and Ag, but we will
shortly also need II and IIg. We use different notations because the conceptual
roles of A and Ag are quite different from the roles of II and Ilg.

Definition 6.49. We define G.7-functors

R:GT — H[Gﬂ] and Rg: GT — Hg[Gy].
For X € G.7, we let (RX)(n) = X™. For a based function f: m — n such that
|lf71() =0or 1 for j >0, we let (RX)(f): X™ — X™ be the map that sends
(1, 2m) t0 (y1,---y;), where y; = xp-1 ;) if f71(j) > 0and y; = *if j ¢ im(f).
We define Rg = PR, where P: II[G.7] — IIg[G.7] is defined in [Proposition 6.37
We define

Q:G7 — A[GZ] and Q¢g: GT — Ag|GT]
by restricting from II to A and from Iz to Ag in the targets of R and Rg.

The following specialization of [Definition 6.38, which is [MMO| Example 1.5],
makes R X more explicit.

Example 6.50. Let X be a based G-object and consider the based (G x £,,)-object
X", Then we have the identification (X™)® = X™" where X™" denotes the set
of based maps n* — X with G acting by conjugation. Explicitly, this is the
cartesian power X" with twisted action by G given by

91, n) = (9Ta(g-1)(1)) - - - ITa(g—1)(n))-
Notation 6.51. Restricting to A and Ag, we write
CX =DQX and CgX =DgQeX.
for based G-spaces X.

Proposition 6.52. The functor C: G — G is a monad with product u in-
duced by the structure maps v of € and unit 1 induced by the unit id : x — €(1).
The functor Cq: G — G is a monad with product p induced by the structure
maps v of €a and unit n induced by the unit id : x — €5 (1).
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The first statement goes back to [May72, Construction 2.4], with later general-
izations of context. The analog for C¢ is not as obvious since the restriction of the
structure map v to composable tuples makes it appear that the product p on Cg
is only partially defined. However, [Proposition 6.48| saves the day. More details are
given in [KMZ24].

We complete the formal picture with the following comparisons of ground cate-
gories and of monads.

Definition 6.53. Define G.7-functors
L:GT] — GF and Lg: Ug|[GT] — GT

by evaluating functors on 1.

Lemma 6.54. The pairs (L,R) and (Lg,R¢g) are adjunctions such that LR = id
and LgRg = id. Moreover, just as PR = Rg, so also URg = R, where (P, U) is as
in [Proposition 6.3,

Remark 6.55. The units of these adjunctions are denoted
6: id — RL and 5@: id — Rgllg

since, for X € II[.7], the coordinates of the maps §: X (n) — X (1)™ are induced by
delta functions n — 1. These maps are called Segal maps since their importance
was first noticed by Segal [Seg74], who coined the word “special” to indicate when
they are equivalences.

Lemma 6.56. We have an isomorphism w: DR — RC of functors G —
M[GZ] and an isomorphism wg: DeRe — RgCq of functors GT — g[GT).

Lemmas and were proven nonequivariantly in [MT78| Lemma 5.7 and
Section 6]. Equivariantly, ignoring Cg, they were proven in [MMO| Lemma 2.8
and Propositions 5.21 and 5.22]. The proof of the second part of is
entirely similar to that of the first. In both parts, the diagrams of[Assumption A |
are easily seen to commute.

6.6. Categories of operators in the composite adjunction context. With
this background, we have the following two special cases of We specialize to
G-spaces and G-spectra in this subsection, but there are analogous specializations in
other contexts. We let € be an E, operad of G-spaces, as defined in[Definition 4.56
let € be the associated G-operad, and let 2 and Z¢ be the categories of operators
over .# and %g constructed from 4. We have the associated monads and the
following diagram We note right away that [Remark 5.20] can be applied
to reduce both parts of to the corresponding diagrams with II[GZ] and
1[G 7] restricted to II[GT |ss and Hg[GT ]ss. In effect that reduces the present
context given by the big triangles to the original context given by the small triangles
at the right.

28[MMO, Proposition 5.20] states that L takes D-algebras to C-algebras, which is false, but
Propositions 5.21 and 5.22 do not use that and are correct as stated; remember that Cg in [MMO]
is what we are denoting by C here.
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(6.57) HG7]
Fp
Up
L
M [G7] =
Ra
]FDG'

G

The small right-hand triangle of the top diagram is the G-spectrum level special
case of that is discussed in Via Propositions and [6.45] we
think of the prolongation and forgetful functor adjunction (IP,U) as mapping the
entire top diagram equivalently to the entire bottom diagram. Since the monads C
and Cg on G.J are isomorphic, we think of (P, U) as identifying the small right-hand
triangles of the two diagrams. applies equally well to both, compatibly.

The monads D and D¢ in the left trapezoids have different but equivalent ground
categories II|G7] = I|GZ] and lg[G7], and they have equivalent categories of
algebras. From the formal point of view of [Assumption A ,,,} the adjunction (P, U)
therefore gives an equivalence between the top diagram and the bottom diagram.

However, remember that we must start with chosen subcategories of weak equiv-
alences in II[G.7] and in II¢[G.7], as in [Assumption Beonl We recall from [MMO]
how these can and must be defined in order for (P,U) to induce an equivalence
between these subcategories from a homotopical point of view. In fact we have
two choices, one leading to genuine G-spectra for finite G and the other leading to
classical G-spectra for general topological groups G, as in [Remark 4.60.

Since ¥ C II, X(n) and X (1)™ are (G x ¥,)-spaces and §: X (n) — X(1)" is
a map of (G x X,,)-spaces for any II-G-space X. The following definitions are part
of [MMO) Definitions 2.14 and 2.35]. Recall [Definition 4.55

Definition 6.58. (i) A map f: X — Y of (G x X,,)-spaces is an F,,-equivalence
if fA: XA — YA is a weak equivalence for each A € FF,,.
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(ii) A map f: X — Y of II-G-spaces is an F,-level equivalence if f: X(n) —
Y (n) is an Fp-equivalence for all n > 0.

(iii) A map f of P-G-spaces is an Fo-level equivalence if Uf is a Fo-level equivalence
of II-G-spaces.

(iv) A map f: X — Y of IIg-G-spaces is a level G-equivalence if each map
f: X(n%*) — Y(n®) is a weak G-equivalence.

(v) A map [ of Do-G-spaces is a level G-equivalence if Uf is a level G-equivalence
of IIg-G-spaces.

Using these notions of weak equivalence, we rename things in the relevant special
cases of

Definition 6.59. (i) A II-G-space X is Fe-special if 6: X(n) — X (1)" is an
F,-equivalence for all n > 0.

(ii) A Ig-G-space X is special if §: X(n%) — X (1)® is a G-equivalence for all
a:G— X,.

The following results are [MMO| Lemmas 2.16 and 2.17]. They follow from an
explicit description of the A,-fixed points of X™ for a G-space X that is given in
IMMO, Lemma 2.15].

Lemma 6.60. If f: X — Y is a weak equivalence of based G-spaces, then the
induced map Rf: RX — RY is an Fo-level equivalence of II-G-spaces.

Lemma 6.61. Let f: X — Y be an Fo-level equivalence of 1I-G-spaces. Then X
18 Fo-special if and only if Y is Fe-special.

We defined F,-level equivalences and Fe-special II-G-spaces in terms of the fam-
ilies IF,, and thus in terms of homomorphisms «: H — ¥, for all subgroups H of
G. However, the following result, which is [MMO] Lemma 2.18], says that we may
restrict to H = G and thus to finite G-sets.

Lemma 6.62. A map f: X — Y of II-G-spaces is an F4-level equivalence if the
fn for n > 0 are weak A -equivalences for all subgroups A, of G x 3, defined by
homomorphisms a: G — X,,. A II-G-space X is Fq-special if the maps §: X, —
X7 for n > 0 are weak Ay -equivalences for all such Ay .

This leads to the following comparison, which is [MMO| Theorem 2.38].

Theorem 6.63. The following statements hold.
(i) Amap [:Y — Z of Ug-G-spaces is a level G-equivalence if and only if the

map Uf: UY — UZ of [I-G-spaces is an Fq-level equivalence.

(i) A lg-G-space Y is special if and only if the TI-G-space UY is Fo-special.

(iii) A map [ of II-G-spaces is an Fq-level equivalence if and only if the map Pf of
IIg-G-spaces is a level G-equivalence.

(iv) A II-G-space X is Fo-special if and only if the Ilg-G-space PX is special.

These statements remain true with with I1 and llg replaced by & and Y.

In turn, this leads to the analogues of Lemmas and [6.61] which are [MMO],
Lemmas 2.41 and 2.42].

Lemma 6.64. If f: X — Y is a weak equivalence of based G-spaces, then the
induced map Rg f: RgX — RgY is a level G-equivalence of Ilg-G-spaces.
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Lemma 6.65. If f: X — Y is a level G-equivalence of llg-G-spaces, then X is
special if and only if Y is special.

The following specialization of [MMOL Theorem 5.23] tells us that restrictions
of our basic constructions preserve special objects.

Theorem 6.66. (i) If f: X — Y is an F,-level equivalence of II-G-spaces, then
Df: DX — DY is an Fo-level equivalence, hence DgPf: DgPX — DgPY,
is a level G-equivalence.

(i) If X is an Fe-special II-G-space, then DX is Fq-special, hence DaPX is a
special Ilg-G-space.

From here, the discussion in Sections 5.1l and 5.4l makes clear that our Assump-
tions all hold. We specialize Theorems [5.31] and [(.32] to the second diagram of
(6.57)l The analogous theorems hold for the first diagram, compatibly with respect
to (P, U).

Theorem 6.67. There is a functor Bar: D¢ [IIg[GZ]] — D¢ [l[GT]], written
Y — Y, and a natural equivalence (: Y — Y. If Y is special, the unit

Dg * Y — (RgQOO)DG (EOO}Lg)DGY
is a group completion and is therefore an equivalence if Y is grouplike.

Theorem 6.68. ((EOOL)DG, (RQOO)DG) induces an adjoint equivalence from the
homotopy category of special grouplike Dg-algebras in Ug[GT] to the homotopy
category of connective G-spectra.

Remark 6.69. As in [Remark 459 and [MMO, Section 9.3], everything above
applies equally well to compact Lie groups G, provided that we restrict attention
to representations of G all of whose isotropy groups have finite index in G.

Following up [Remark 4.60, there is a second specialization of where we
now start with a nonequivariant E., operad ¥ as defined in re-
garded as an operad of G-trivial G-spaces. While the notion of an F,-special II-G-
space is only of real interest when G is finite, the following definitions apply to any
topological group GI¥1 They should be compared with Definitions and

Definition 6.70. A map f: X — Y of Il-spaces is a level G-equivalence if each
frn: X(n) — Y(n) is a weak G-equivalence. A map of Z-G-spaces is a level
G-equivalence if its underlying map of TI-G-spaces is a level G-equivalence.

Definition 6.71. A TI-space X is classically (or naively) special if 6: X — RLX
is a level G-equivalence. A 2-G-space X is classically (or naively) special if its
underlying II-G-space is classically special.

The I and Zg-G-space analogues of the previous two definitions are of no great
interest. They are obtained just by forgetting down to II-G-spaces and applying
the definitions just given. With these definitions, the two diagrams of are
tautologically equivalent homotopically, as well as equivalent formally. Focusing on
the first diagram, we have classical (or naive) analogs of Theorems and
These apply to arbitrary (non-degenerately based) groups G' and refer to classical
(or naive) G-spectra as defined in

29Remember that we require e € G to be a non-degenerate basepoint to avoid pathology.
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Theorem 6.72. There is a functor Bar: D[II[G.7]] — D[II[G.T]], written Y
Y, and a natural equivalence C: Y — Y. IfY is classically special, the unit

o : 7 — (RQOO)D(EOOL)DV
is a group completion and is therefore an equivalence if Y is grouplike.

Theorem 6.73. ((S*°L)p, (RQ>)p) induces an adjoint equivalence from the ho-
motopy category of special grouplike D-algebras in II[GT] to the homotopy category
of connective classical G-spectra.

Remark 6.74. Using orthogonal rather than Lewis-May G-spectra, the Segal and
operadic machines are proven to be equivalent in [MMO]. This means that when
we regard Fg-G-spaces as examples of Pg-G-spaces for a category of operators
associated to an F,, G-operad over g, application of the Segal and operadic
machines gives equivalent orthogonal G-spectra. One can compare the operadic
machine with orthogonal G-spectra as output with the operadic machine here by
using the comparison of orthogonal G-spectra to Lewis-May G-spectra in [MMO02,
Chapter IV]. That equivalence is multiplicative [MMO02, Theorem IV.1.1].

This gives a multiplicative Segal machine: apply the operadic machine given
by B(X*Lg, D¢, —) to Fg-G-spaces regarded as Dg-algebras by pullback along
the projection Yo — Z¢. From this standpoint, there is no need for the Segal
machine as developed in [MMO]. The group completion property is already there
from our operadic point of view. Retrospectively, in situations where our axioms are
satisfied, there seems to be little advantage to the Segal machine. It is symmetric
monoidal, directly, as proven in [GMMO19], but that does not accept the weakly
structured input that is needed for the applications.

7. THE SPECIALIZATION TO CATEGORIES OF ORBITAL PRESHEAVES

7.1. The orbital presheaf context and a comparison of contexts. Let GO
denote the orbit category of a finite group G. Its objects are the orbits G/H and
its morphisms are the G-maps. Let GO°P[T] denote the category of contravariant
functors, alias orbital presheaves, from G& to the category 7 of based spaces. It
is a long established fact [May96l, [MMO02] that, with appropriate model structures,
the category G.7 of based G-spaces is Quillen equivalent to GO°P[F]. The right
adjoint R: G.7 — GO°P[7] sends a G-space X to its fixed point functor, so that
(RX)(G/H) = XH. The left adjoint L sends an orbital presheaf 2" to the G-space
Z (G/e). Clearly LR = id.

In contrast to earlier parts of this paper, model structures will play a vital
role in this section. The weak equivalences in GO°P[F] are the levelwise weak
equivalences, namely the maps 2" — % such that each 2 (G/H) — % (G/H) is
a weak equivalence of based spaces. Thus, by definition, a map f in G is a weak
equivalence if and only if Rf is a weak equivalence in GO°P[Z]. In contrast, as said
in [Remark 5.6] L does not preserve weak equivalences: it takes a weak equivalence
of orbital presheaves to a map of G-spaces that is a weak equivalence of underlying
spaces. Such weak equivalences are sometimes called Borel equivalences since only
Borel cohomology, not Bredon cohomology, is invariant with respect to them.

As we shall recall in the next subsection, it is a startling feature of the present
context that I and R restrict to inverse isomorphisms between the respective cat-
egories of cofibrant objects. We shall heavily exploit that fact. It implies that
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cofibrant orbital presheaves 2~ are strictly special: the unit n: 2" — RIL.Z is an
isomorphism. In the previous section, the interesting II-G-spaces were those that
are special, so that 7 is a weak equivalence, and strictly special objects gave no new
information beyond that of the original adjunction of The situation
here is entirely different, and the following remark may help illuminate why. Here
we return for the moment to [Assumption A ;.|

Remark 7.1. For comparison of contexts, consider the diagram

ry - RLI'Y

g

Y ——=RLY
ny

where Y € ¥ and I" denotes a cellular cofibrant approximation functor, so that ¢ is
a weak equivalence. The diagram makes sense in both the categories of operators
and the orbital presheaves contexts and the functor R preserves weak equivalences
in both contexts. In the category of operators context, IL also preserves weak
equivalences. Thus the diagram just tells us that Y is special if and only if T'Y is
special, which is the interesting case, and here there is no reason to make use of T".

In the orbital presheaves context, the interesting case is when the presheaf Y
is not special, so generally not cofibrant, and then I' turns any Y into the weakly
equivalent and strictly special I'Y. There is no contradiction since RL( is generally
not a weak equivalence. We regard RILY as wrong and RLIT'Y as right.

Here classical cofibrant approximation plays a new and surprising role. The
composite LI' is a substitute for the Elmendorf construction of a G-space from
an orbital presheaf. That construction and its monadic elaboration were central
features of the paper of Costenoble and Waner [CW91], which was the first to study
the orbital presheaf context. While the Elmendorf construction is not needed with
our treatment here, the monads of [CW91] are fundamental to the applications.
Because L does not preserve weak equivalences, the monad RCL is of no direct use
beyond illumination of the theory; it only becomes usable after application of either
cofibrant approximation or the Elmendorf construction to transform interesting
orbital presheaves to equivalent orbital presheaves of the form RX.

We have a new version of the Elmendorf construction, a new version of the
Costenoble-Waner monads, and new applications, including a new operadic char-
acterization of Mackey functors and a construction of the G-spectra of units of
E ring G-spectra. Although that theory feeds into the present conceptual theory,
it is of sufficient independent interest that we present it in the companion paper
[KMZ24]. In this section, we focus on the novelty of using cofibrant approxima-
tion to convert the orbital presheaves of interest, which are not strictly special, to
equivalent orbital presheaves that are strictly special and feed into our machine.

7.2. Model categories and cellular orbital presheaves. We use the standard
model structures. The fibrations and weak equivalences in GO°P[.7] are the level-
wise Serre fibrations and weak equivalences, and a map f in G is a fibration or
weak equivalence if and only if Rf is a fibration or weak equivalence. These model
structures are cofibrantly generated, in fact compactly generated in the sense of
[MP12 15.2.1]. The generating cofibrations .# and generating acyclic cofibrations
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J in G are obtained by adjoining the identity map of disjoint G-fixed basepoints
to the standard unbased generating cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations

G/H x S"—S>G/H x D" and G/H x D"—"~G/H x D" x I.

By definition, the generating cofibrations and generating acyclic cofibrations of
GO°P|T] are obtained by applying R to those of G.7. Therefore they are in bijective
correspondence via R, with inverse L. Cell G-spaces are constructed using disjoint
unions, pushouts, and sequential unions. Since passage to fixed points commutes
with pushouts one leg of which is a G-cofibration (in the classical sense) and clearly
commutes with unions, R takes cellular objects to cellular objects, as does L. Of
course, as functors, L. and R also preserve retractions. Since the cofibrant objects in
either of our categories are the retracts of the cellular objects, this and [Lemma 5.15]
are all there is to the proof of the following result.

Proposition 7.2. The adjunction (L,R) between G and GO°P|T] is a Quillen
equivalence that restricts to an isomorphism of categories between the full subcat-
egories of cofibrant G-spaces and cofibrant orbital presheaves. In particular, every
cofibrant orbital presheaf is strictly special.

Now return to the context of We choose to focus on spectra for
definiteness. Everything also works in the context of Thus we have
the adjunction (£°°,0°°) and the monad C associated to an Fo, operad that acts
on Q°F for all G-spectra E. We have the adjunction (IL,R), and we assume that
we also have a monad D in GO°P[T7] that satisfies [Assumption A_,,,,] The obvious
choice is D = RCL, in which case C = LDR and DR = RC.

Remark 7.3. Other choices will be given in the sequel [KMZ24]. For any op-
erad € in G, we will there use the operad % to construct a monad CP™ in
G0O°P|7] such that CP™R = RC and CP™ satisfies the compatibility conditions of
[Assumption A_,,,l Assuming that % acts on Q°°FE for G-spectra E, CP™ acts on
RO>FE. As said before, it is the monads D = CP"¢ that lead to applications.

Up to isomorphism, when we restrict to the category GO°P[T|ss of strictly
special orbital presheaves, any choice of D restricts to the canonical choice RCL.
With that restriction, gives that we have the dotted arrow functor
L in and that the following result holds.

Proposition 7.4. The adjoint equivalence (L,R) between G and GO°P|T)ss
restricts to an adjoint equivalence between C|G7] and D[GOP[.T ] .

Note that an equivalence of a model category .# with another category A4
induces a model structure on .4 such that the equivalence is also a Quillen equiva-
lence. Using that, we can upgrade to Quillen equivalences that are
given by actual equivalences of categories.

Indeed, the categories C[G.7] and D[GG°P[7]] have standard structures of com-
pactly generated model categories. The fibrations and weak equivalences are created
by forgetting to the ground categories [G.7] and GO°P[T], and the generating cofi-
brations and acyclic cofibrations are obtained by application of the left adjoints F¢
and Fp to the generating cofibrations and acyclic cofibrations in the ground cate-
gories. This is an easy application of the standard criterion (e.g. [MP12] 16.2.5]) for
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a right adjoint to create a compactly generated model structure on its source. In-
corporating [Proposition 7.4} the proof of the following result is precisely analogous
to the proof of [ProposTtion 7.3

Proposition 7.5. The Quillen equivalence (L,R) between G and GO°P|.T] re-
stricts to a Quillen equivalence between C[G7)] and D[GOP[T]ss], and that re-
stricts to an isomorphism of categories between the full subcategories of cofibrant
C-algebras and cofibrant D-algebras. Therefore (L, R) restricts to equivalences be-

tween G.7 and GOP[T s and between C|GT] and D[GOP(T ).

7.3. Orbital presheaves in the composite adjunction context. Here our phi-
losophy needs psychological but not mathematical change. Consider the following
diagrams.

G

Go°r é]]

lr

(7.6)

Fp

GO°P|T
Gor\T

We think of the top diagram as the input diagram that leads to applications. We
apply cellular cofibrant approximation I' to feed the top diagram into the bottom
diagram without loss of information. The bottom diagram gives homotopical con-
trol that allows us to implement our machine; as noted in we might
as well erase its curved arrows. We have noted earlier that the bar construction
can often be viewed as a cofibrant approximation, but we have no interest in that
interpretation here. Rather, we just note that [Lemma 5.17 and [Remark 5.28 imply
that if an orbital presheaf Y is strictly special, then so is the orbital presheaf Y.
Looking back at Sections .1l and [5.4] we see that all of our Assumptions are sat-

isfied in the composite adjunction context displayed in the bottom diagram. Thus
Theorems [(.31] and 532 specialize to give the following conclusions.
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Theorem 7.7. There is a functor Bar: D[GOP[.T]] — D[GOP[T]], written
Y — Y, and a natural equivalence (:Y — Y. If Y is strictly special, then so is
Y and the unit

o : Y — (RQOO)D(EOOL)DV
is a group completion and is therefore an equivalence if Y is grouplike.

Theorem 7.8. ((¥*°L)p, (RQ>)p) induces an adjoint equivalence from the homo-
topy category of grouplike D-algebras in GOP[Tss to the homotopy category of
connective G-spectra.

Remark 7.9. We comment on how applications proceed. We find examples of
D-algebras Y. As said before Y is not strictly special or even special in the cases
of interest. We therefore replace Y by I'Y and apply [Theorem 7.7 with Y replaced
by I'Y. Because I'Y is strictly special, the D-algebra structure on I'Y comes from
application of R to the induced C-algebra structure on LI'Y. As said before, there
is no contradiction since LT'Y is generally not weakly equivalent to LY. The G-
spectrum we are after is $2°(LI'Y) or, equivalently, (X*°L)p(I'Y).

Part 3. The multiplicative theory
8. THE CLASSICAL MULTIPLICATIVE THEORY

8.1. Monad pairs. Consider monads, (C, ug,ng) and (Jo, pg,ng), on a category
7. As the notation indicates, we think of C as “additive” and Jy as “multiplicative
with zero”. We think of .7 as based and, intuitively, we think of basepoints as zero.
The basepoint of JoX for X € 7 is thought of as zero.

Beck [Bec69] gives a monadic distributivity law encoded by an action of Jy on
C. We recall the main features, following [May09a, Appendix B|. Let C[.7] and
Jo[77] denote the categories of C-algebras and of Jy-algebras in 7.

Definition 8.1. An action of Jy on C is a structure of monad on J[7] induced by
the monad C on .. More explicitly, for an action of Jy on X, there is a prescribed
functorial induced action of Jo on CX (and thus on CCX by iteration) such that
Ng: X — CX and pg: CCX — CX are maps of Jp-algebras. We then say that
(C,Jp) is a monad pair.

The proof of the following result is sketched in [May09al, Appendix BJ; full details
are in Beck [Bec69].

Theorem 8.2. The following data relating the monads C and Jo are equivalent.
(i) An action of Jo on C.
(i1) A natural transformation p: CJoCJo — CJo with the following properties.
(a) (Clo, pym) is a monad on 7, where n = ngJo o ng: Id — Cly.
(b) Cng: C — Cly and ng: Jo — Clo are maps of monads.
(¢) The following composite is the identity natural transformation.

CTo222 gy g, CTo— > CT,
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(iii) A natural transformation p: JoC — Clo such that the following diagrams

commute.
JoCC —£ > CJoC —Z > CClp
N ] o
Jo JoC & Clo

\ / ot Jene

JodoC JoClo Clodo.
Jop pdo

When given such data, the category C[Jo[7]] of C-algebras in Jo[.7], called (C,Jo)-
algebras in 7, is isomorphic to the category CJo[T] of Clo-algebras in 7.

8.2. Operad pairs. In retrospect@ the definition of an operad pair (¢, #) can be
summarized as follows. As usual, we assume that ¢ and _# are reduced, meaning
that €¢'(0) and _Z(0) are each a point (a terminal object of 77); we name these
objects 0 and 1, respectively. We assume that .7 is the category of based objects of a
category % of unbased objects. The €(j) and _#Z (j) are objects of % . Notationally,
we assume that 7 is cartesian monoidal for consistency with the literature, but
that is not essential to the mathematics. We use the following definition to define
the monads C and Jy conceptually and explicitly.

Definition 8.3. Recall the category A from [Definition 6.2] It is generated by the
permutations of the n and the ordered injections o;: n — 1 — n that skip ¢. For
a contravariant functor T: A — % and a covariant functor S: A — % with
actions

7: T(n) x A(m,n) — T(m) and o: A(m,n) x S(m) — S(n),

the categorical tensor product T"®, S is the coequalizer

[ T (1) x A(m, n) x S(m )—>H T(j) x S(G)—=T @ S.

id xo
More explicitly
TenS=]]T0) xs, SG)/(yoi, x) ~ (y,0i7)
J
for all y € T'(n), x € S(n — 1) and all ordered injections o;: n —1 — n.
Definition 8.4. An operad % has the underlying contravariant functor A — %
given by sending j to ¢'(j); the functoriality is given by the right actions of the ¥;
on the objects €(j) and the maps o;: €(n) — € (n — 1) for ordered injections o;
specified by
cop = y(c;id"t x 0 x id™ ™)
for ¢ € €(n), where id € € (1) is the identity element and 0 € €(0) is the element
0. For a based object X € 7, with “basepoint” understood to be a map

tix=0—7X,

30When he defined operad pairs [May77], the senior author did not know Beck’s work.
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define a covariant functor X*: A — % by X*(j) = X’ and note that it takes
values in .7; the functoriality is given by the permutation left actions of the ¥; on
the X7 and the maps

op =id"" ' xe x id/ Tt X — X
for ordered injections ¢;. The monad C on .7 associated to € is defined by
CX =% ®p X"

The coequalizer is defined in % but takes values in .7, with basepoint given by
{0} = €(0) x X% pg: CCX — CX is induced by the structure maps

v:E(k) x €(j1) X -+ X E(jx) — €(j), where j=j1+ -+ j,
and ng is induced by id: X — id x X € €(1) ® X. Less formally,
CX = H %(j) xx, X’ /basepoint identifications.
J

We modify the definition of C to define the monad Jo associated to #. We
change the ground symmetric monoidal structure from cartesian product to smash
product. We define an operad _#y, no longer reduced, by adjoining disjoint base-
points 0 to the #(j), so that #Z(j)o = #(j)[[{0}. In practice, we start with
spaces under S°, so given maps e: S° — X and thus basepoints 0 and 1, but the
formal theory sees only the basepoint 0; that is, the basepoint 1 only comes into
play when X is a _#-algebra. As explained in a bit more detail in [May09bl, Section
4], we arrive at the monad in J given by

JoX = \/ (3o Ns, X0,
Jj=0
where X ) is the j-fold smash product defined with respect to the basepoint 0. For
obvious reasons, the construction is only of interest when 0 and 1 are in distinct path
components. The construction is of particular interest when X = Yy = Y [[{0} for
an unbased object Y, and then

JoYo = \/ (Z (i) xx, Y7),

j=0
Definition 8.5. An action of ¢ on ¢ consists of maps
Ar J (k) x €(j1) x -+ x C(jx) — € (jx), where jx =ji-ji,
which satisfy distributivity, unity, equivariance, and nullity identities relating the
maps A to the structure maps, permutation group actions, and units of the operads
¢ and _#. These identities are explicitly specified in [May09b| Definition 4.2].

They are precisely those needed to ensure that Jg acts on C. Thus an operad pair
(¢, 7o) has an associated monad pair (C, Jo).

8.3. Operad pairs in the category of G-spaces. So far, we have been general.
We now specialize to G-spaces, where we have a canonical operad pair (J#,.%).
Here ¢, denoted .#,, in is the Steiner operad of G-spaces in the
universe Ug, as described in [GM17, Example 2.2]. Tt is the colimit of the Steiner
operads 7y associated to the finite dimensional sub G-spaces V of Ug. The £y,
are described in detail and compared with the little V-disk operads 2y in [GMI17,
Sections 1.1 and 2.3], where the advantages of the J#, over the 2y are made clear.
The operad % is the infinite linear isometries operad in the universe Ug. It was
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defined in [LMS86] and is described in [GMI17, Example 2.2]; we will recall its
definition in the next subsection. The finite dimensional precursor of the action of
% on X is described in [GMI7, Definition 1.22]. The action of .Z on ¥ is defined
nonequivariantly in [May09b, Section 3], and it works the same way equivariantly.

Remark 8.6. It is an embarrassment that we know of few other operad pairs, a
problem that will be alleviated in [May24]. Nevertheless, it is sensible to work more
generally with an operad pair (¢, #) that maps by a pair of maps of operads to
(A, Z). Examples might be of the form (¢, #) = (4 x 0,2 x &) for an operad
pair (0, &), where € and & are also E, operads. Dropping the requirement that
O and & are E,, operads, we can also take & to be the commutativity operad .4
and & to be any operad. This makes sense since £ x A4 = J# and since any
operad & acts on A (because each 4'(j) is a point).

8.4. Review of twisted half-smash products and Z-spectra. Historically,
E, ring spaces and E, ring spectra were first defined in 1972, although a printed
definition did not appear until [May77]. That was well before adequate foundations
to do justice to the notions were available. The later introduction of twisted half-
smash products (THPs) gave foundations in the context of spectra and G-spectra,
as described in While THPs are defined more generally and have other
uses, they were originally designed to internalize a simple external smash product of
G-spectra, and that is how we shall use them here. Their definition first appeared in
print in [LMS86, Chapter VI], They were applied there and throughout [BMMSS86].

Another decade later, THPs were beautifully redefined conceptually by Cole
in the appendix to [EKMMO97] and, equivariantly, in [May96, Chapter XXII]. In
retrospect, EKMM should be called CEKMM because Cole’s appendix, which is
written entirely in our present context of reinterpreted the foundations
upon which [EKMMO97] was built. Cole never mentioned the word “operad” in
either of the cited references. However, [LMS86, Chapter VII], which is entitled
“Operad ring spectra”, gives exactly the equivariant foundations we need and is
quite readable, provided that we take Cole’s later redefinition of the twisted half-
smash product as a foundational black box preliminary to that account.

We summarize what we need following and modifying the nonequivariant sum-
mary in [May09b], which gives more background and compares various alternative
monads with isomorphic categories of algebras. Here we use the linear isometries
operad .Z. Its jth space .Z(j) is the (G x X;)-space of linear isometries U, — Ug,
with (left) G-action by conjugation and (right) X;-action induced by the (left) 3;-
action on Ué. It is an FEo, operad [GMI7, Example 2.3].

For a j-tuple of G-spectra E; indexed on Ug, we have an external product A; F;,
which is a G-spectrum indexed on sums (= products) V3 @ --- @ V; in the universe
Ué. The THP Z(j) x AE; internalizes?] this external smash product to what we
shall view as the internal smash product of the E;; it is a G-spectrum indexed on
Ug. This smash product is not symmetric monoidal. It is modified to an equivalent
internal smash product in the category of Sg-modules constructed in [EKMM97],
but at the price of losing the homotopically meaningful adjunction (X°°,Q°°) that
we require. As said earlier, the loss is dictated by Lewis’s result [Lew91] that we
cannot have all of the good properties we want in the same category. This internal
smash product is suitable for defining actions of the operad .Z on a G-spectrum FE.

3l nternalization is treated in general categorical terms in work in progress by Bryce Goldman.
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Definition 8.7. An E, ring G-spectrum, or .Z-spectrum, is a G-spectrum E with
an action of . given by an equivariant, unital, and associative system of maps

(8.8) §: Z(j)x BVl — B,
where EU! denotes the jth external smash power of E.

The unspecified diagrams are exactly like those in the original definition of an
action of an operad on a space. There are canonical maps

(8.9) ZL(k) x (ZL(1) x EVI A~ 2(i) x EUx)

|-

l'ylxid

2(j) x BV,

where j = j; + - -+ jix. We use such maps to make sense of the required diagrams.
In practice, we usually first construct an Z-prespectrum T and then observe
that its spectrification £ = LT is an .Z-spectrum since

L(ZL(j) x TV = 2(5)  (LT)U.

We take G-spectra indexed on the zero universe to be based G-spaces. Since
Z(0) is the inclusion 0 — U, the functor .£(0) x (—) from G-spaces to G-spectra
can and must be interpreted as the functor ¥*°: G — G.¥. Similarly, the zero
fold external smash power E% can and must be interpreted as the G-space S°.
Since X>°S0 is the sphere G-spectrum Sg, the 0" structure map in (838) is a map
e: S¢ — E. We can either think of the map e as preassigned, in which case we
think of our ground category as the category G.7. of spectra under Sg, or we can
think of e = & as part of the structure of an F, ring spectrum, in which case we
think of our ground category as G.&.

We take the latter perspective. In analogy with the G-space level monad Ly we
define a monad Lg on the category of G-spectra by letting

LoE = \/ Z(j) xx, EV.
j=0
The 0" term is Sg, and 1: S — LoE is the inclusion. The product y is induced
by passage to orbits and wedges from the canonical maps
A central feature of twisted half-smash products is that there is a natural un-
twisting isomorphism
for based G-spaces X;. Using this, we obtain a monadic natural isomorphism

(8.11) LoX®X = N, X

relating the space and spectrum level monads L.
Using the subscript -+, it has become usual to compress notation by defining

(8.12) DY = £2(Y,)
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for an unbased G-space Y, ignoring its given basepoint if it has one. Then

(8.13) LSy 2 52 ([ 20) xs, Y7).
§>1

The most interesting examples are of this form.

8.5. The multiplicative context of G-spaces and G-spectra. We take .7 in
our general theory to be the category Jo[GZ] of Jp-algebras in G.7 (alias Jo-G-
spaces), and we take . to be the category Jo[G.¥] of Jp-algebras in G (alias
Jo-G-spectra), where (C,Jy) is a monad pair as in [Section 871 As said before, we
have two operadic examples. For the operad pair example treated here, we take
the monad pair associated to a pair (¢, #) of Ew, operads of G-spaces that maps
equivalently to the pair (J7,.%), as in [Remark 8.6l We are changing the ground
categories from G-spaces and G-spectra to Jo-G-spaces and Jo-G-spectra. Here, for
the latter, we can pull back Lo-G-spectra along the projection Jo — Lg. We claim
that this puts us in the framework of so that we have the following

special case of the diagram |(1.12))]

(8.14) Jo|GT] Jo[GY)

F¢ =

Ue g
(C[JO[GyH

To prove the claim, we must first prove the following result. To distinguish
notationally, let us write X for based G-spaces, Z for Jo-G-spaces, E for G-spectra,
and R for Jo-G—spectra, which are F, ring G-spectra with structure given by Jo.

Proposition 8.15. The functors X°° and Q°° take Jg-algebras to Jo-algebras and
the (topological) adjunction

GY(X*X,E)2GT(X,Q°F)
induces a (topological) adjunction
Jo|[GFN(E>Z,R) = Jo|[GT|(Z,Q2°R).

Thus the monad Q = Q°X* on GT restricts to a monad Q on Jo|G.T| and, when
restricted to Jo-G-spectra, the functor Q°° takes values in Jo-G-spaces.

Proof. This is a formal consequence of the fact that the isomorphism (®II) is
monadic, as is explained in general categorical terms in [May09b, Appendix A]. If
(Z,€) is a Jo-G-space, then °Z is a Jo-G-spectrum with structure map

[~} »ee
JoE® =52 7 g,
The isomorphism (81I1]) and the adjunction give a natural composite d:

JoQ® E— > Qo5 0% B—= >0 ], 5°0* B E =], E.

If (R,€) is a Jo-G-spectrum, then QR is a Jo-G-space with structure map

JoQ®R— 0= RS QxR

Diagram chases show that the unit 7 and counit ¢ of the adjunction are maps of Jo-
algebras when Z and R are Jp-algebras, and the restricted adjunction follows. [
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Taking X = Y., with the basepoint thought of as 0 and using the notation of
(8.12)] this has the following consequence.

Corollary 8.16. The adjunction of Proposition [813 induces an adjunction
Jo[GZL)(ETY, R) =2 J[G%|(Y,Q2°R)

between the category of Jo-G-spectra R (alias Eo-ring G-spectra) and the category
of J-G-spaces Y, where J-G-spaces are unbased J-spaces, that is J-spaces without 0.

Proof. Recall that we have the obvious adjunction
GT (Y, X)=2Gu(Y,iX)

for based G-spaces X and unbased G-spaces Y, where i: . — % is given by
forgetting basepoints. It induces an adjunction

JO[GQ](Y-HZ) %’J[G%](Y, Z)

for J-G-spaces Y and Jo-G-spaces Z regarded on the right as J-spaces by forgetting
the basepoint 0. Taking Z = Q°°R, the result follows by composing with the
adjunction of Proposition B.15] ([l

Fixing (¢, #), we take (¢, #)-G-spaces as our Eo, ring G-spaces. Similarly,
we take Jo-G-spectra as our Eo, ring G-spectra. We then have the following result.

Corollary 8.17. The 0'" G-spaces of Eo ring G-spectra are naturally Eo ring
G-spaces.

The following result makes clear that restricts multiplicatively to
another instance of

Corollary 8.18. The natural action of the monad C in G on Q™ FE for G-spectra
E restricts on Jo-G-spectra R to a natural action of the monad C in Jo|GT].

Proof. Recall that C maps to K and K acts naturally on Q°°FE. The action is
induced as in (i) of [Theorem 1.16] from the unit and counit of the monad Q>
and those are maps of Jy-algebras when their input is given by Jg-algebras. O

8.6. Assumptions B through F and the ring completion theorem. Forget-
ting from [(6.57)[ down to the diagram without the Jo, we define the weak equiv-

alences of to be created in the ground categories of G-spaces and

G-spectra. Similarly, is satisfied, with the notion of 2°°-connective
G-spectrum inherited from G.. We say that an F. ring G-space is ringlike if

it is grouplike as a G-space, and we say that a map of F, ring G-spaces is a
ring completion if its underlying map of G-spaces is a group completion. Check-
ing that the group completion functor (G, g) preserves Fo, ring G-spaces, we have

by specialization of its additive version to (C, Jo)-algebras.
The approximation theorem, concerns the underlying additive
structure and is therefore immediate from its additive version. The essential formal

point is that if X is a Jg-algebra, then a: CX — QXX = QX is a map of Jg-
G-algebras. Finally, the formal parts of are verified as in[Section 2.4l
Its homotopical part (vii) follows from its analog for G-spectra. Here we need that,
for a simplicial Jo-algebra 7, v: [Q°¢| — Q°|#| is a map of Jp-G-algebras,
and that is verified by inspection of linear isometries in the passage to colimits used
in the additive verification.



80 HANA JIA KONG, J. PETER MAY, AND FOLING ZOU

Theorem 8.19. For E, ring G-spaces Y, there is a natural ring completion
Y — QFEY = QXYY

and any connective Eo, ring G-spectrum E is equivalent to YO E.

9. COMPOSITE ADJUNCTIONS AND THE MULTIPLICATIVE THEORY

9.1. Multiplicative structure in the composite adjunction context. Just
as we applied our original general context of multiplicatively by
incorporating multiplicative structure into the given ground categories .7 and .7,
we can apply our composite adjunction context of[Assumption A.,,,|by additionally
incorporating multiplicative structure into the given ground category ¥’. Thus
suppose that, in addition to [Assumption A,,,] we are given a monad pair (C, Jo)
on . Remembering that e: LR — id is an isomorphism, we can transfer (C, Jo)
to ¥ via the adjunction (L, R) between ¥ and .

Proposition 9.1. Let D = RCL and Ky = RJgL.. Then D and Ky are monads on
¥, and the action of Jo on C induces an action of Ko on D, so that (D,Ky) is a
monad pair in ¥ . The adjunction (L, R) restricts to an adjunction from Ko[¥] to
Jo[ 7). Moreover, with

w = RCe: DR = RCLR = RC,

the diagrams of [Assumption A om] are diagrams in Jo[GT| and, with

we = RJpe: KgR = RJpLR = R]Jj,

the analogous multiplicative diagrams (displayed in[Assumption A, com] below) also
commaute.

Proof. The first claim, that D and Ky are monads, follows from
To prove the second claim, we use the descriptions in [Theorem 8.2(ii). We have
pe,g, : CloCllg — Clp for the action of Jo on C. It is easy to verify formally that

pe,1o L

R
HUD,K, - DK()DKO = RCJ()CJ()L e RCJ()]L = DKO

satisfies [Theorem 8.2(ii), establishing an action of Ky on D. For the restricted
adjunction, a given action of Jg on Y induces an action of Ky on RY and a given
action of Ky on X induces an action of Jg on LX since Ko = RJoL and LR = Id.
Easy diagram chases give the rest. (|

This gives an example of pairs (D,Kg) for which the following multiplicative
elaboration of [Assumption A.,,,|holds.

Assumption A, ... We assume [Assumption A.,,,| and assume further that
(i) we have monad pairs (C, Jo) in 7 and (D,Kg) in ¥ such that (IL,R) restricts
to an adjunction from Ko[¥] to Jo[.7].
(ii) the isomorphism w: DR — RC restricts to an isomorphism of functors
Jo[ 7] — Ko[¥] and the diagrams in [Assumption A_,,]are diagrams of func-
tors Jo[ 7] — Ko[¥].
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(iii) we have an isomorphism wg: KoR — RJ( such that the following analogous
diagrams commute.

KORJOW@
KoKoR ——=TKoRJo Lol RJodo

N -

KoR —————RJo KoR RJo

we

The example (RCL,RJo,L) in ¥ derived from a given (C,Jo) in 7 is always
present, and other examples and applications are known in the categories of oper-
ators context. Examples that give applications in the orbital presheaves context
are work in progress. Given the data in [Assumption A, ..,,] the diagram
embeds into the following diagram, which is a multiplicative version of the general
composite adjunction diagram of As there, here and below we use dotted
arrows when the indicated left adjoint does not necessarily exist, but the context
makes sense nevertheless.

(9.2) Ko[7]

Fp

As in our assumptions imply that the arrows R are obtained by
specialization of their underlying non-multiplicative arrows R. We have assumed
that we have the solid arrow adjunction (L, R) at the top. As in the original additive
composite adjunction context, the dotted arrow L. may or may not exist, but the
functor (XL)p always exists nonetheless, by application of

From here, just as in [Section 8.6in the context of the answer to
the multiplicative analog of Question[(.2lis almost exactly the same as is discussed in
the underlying additive theory in[Section 5l In fact, our Assumptions are essentially
all satisfied when they are satisfied by the underlying additive structures. Weak
equivalences and connectivity (Assumptions [Beyy, and [C) are defined by reference
to the underlying categories (7, .7, ¥).

Group completion (alias ring completion here) and the approxi-
mation theorem are seen in the underlying additive theory. [Assumption Fp.,
requires that realization in the underlying categories carries over to give realization
in the new ground categories (Jo[-7], Jo[-], Ko[¥]), and then most of its required
properties (i)-(vii) fall out from their being satisfied in the underlying additive con-
text. Only (vi), that « preserves the underlying multiplicative structure, requires
any real verification beyond the additive verifications. When these Assumptions
hold, Theorems [5.31] and hold with ¥ replaced by Ko[¥] and . replaced by
Jo[-].
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Theorem 9.3. There is a functor Bar: D[Ko[¥]] — D[Ko[¥]], written
Y Y, and a natural equivalence (: Y — Y given by a map of (D, Ko)-algebras.
IfY is special, the unit np: Y — (RQ)p(XL)pY is a ring completion and is there-
fore an equivalence if Y is ringlike.

Theorem 9.4. ((XL)p, (RQ)p) induces an adjoint equivalence from the homotopy
category of special ringlike (D, Ko)-algebras in ¥ to the homotopy category of Q-
connective objects of Jo.7].

9.2. Monad pairs in the categories of operators context. We defined cate-
gories of operators and their associated monads in[6.2land [6.4] working equivariantly
as in [MMO]. The nonequivariant multiplicative elaboration to pairs of categories
of operators and their associated monad pairs is developed in [May09a], but the
equivariant elaboration is not in the literature. We briefly develop it here, largely
following the nonequivariant treatment in [May09a], especially part of its Section
10. That part is essentially in our present composite of adjunctions context, but it
was written before the context was understood. It appeared there as a component
of a more elaborate picture aimed at a machine constructing F., ring spectra from
bipermutative categories. Since we shall treat that differently and equivariantly in
[May24], we shall be brief here.

We saw earlier that an operad pair (¢, #) of G-spaces gives rise to a monad
pair (C,J). The pair (¢, _#) also gives rise to a pair of categories of operators over
Z and a G-operad pair (¢q, Zc) gives rise to a pair of categories of operators
over #g. These pairs of categories of operators give rise to canonical pairs of
monads (D, Kp) and (Dg,Kgg) as constructed in [Section 6.4 However, as pointed
out nonequivariantly in [May09al, p. 315], it is not true that these pairs of monads
are monad pairs in Beck’s sense prescribed in [Section 8 Ky does not act on D
and Kgg does not act on Dgg. Moreover, as is easily seen from the definitions,
again already nonequivariantly, our left adjoint I does not restrict to a functor
Kolll[7]] — Jo[7].

A way around this was explained in some detail in [May09a], and we shall just
summarize the main points. In [May(09a], all basepoint information was ignored,
correcting [May82] in which both additive and multiplicative basepoint identifica-
tions were made. The halfway house of using the additive basepoint 0 and not the
multiplicative basepoint 1 seems preferable. With this change and corresponding
small modiﬁcations [May09al Section 10] constructs a multiplicative monad K,
different from the canonical monad Ky, that does act on the canonical monad D.

The construction of Kj, is formal. There is a wreath product construction be-
tween categories of operators [May09al Definition 5.1], and there is a wreath product
o [ T with associated monad K in (II [ IT)-G-spaces [May09al, Definition 9.1]. Its
algebras are the (% [ II)-algebras. There is an adjoint pair (L', R") from (I [ II)-G-
spaces to II-G-spaces. The monad K is the conjugate L'KoR’ [May09a), Definition
9.4]. Tt admits a concrete description that starts from an isomorphism LK{ & JoLL
[May094, Lemma 10.4] and builds from there, but that is not detailed in [May09a].
Since we do not find it illuminating, we shall also not detail it here. There is an
analogous construction starting with monads in IIg[G.Z] and (Il [I1g)[GZ].

The upshot is that we obtain the following multiplicative version of the diagram
Both the upper and lower parts are examples of the multiplicative composite

32including considerable change of notation.
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adjunction context of|[(9.2)l We have just changed ground categories to include the
multiplicative structure.

(9.5)
Ky [1[G.7]] = Jo[G7]
D[R GZ]]
K [M6[GT]) =

Ung

The essential point is that, with ¥ = IH[GT ] or ¥ = lg[GT], both diagrams in
are special cases of the diagram The assumptions are all verified with
no more trouble than in the nonequivariant case. We state the specializations of
TheoremsB.3TandB.32to categories of operators over .%, and we have a compatible
analog for categories of operators over Z¢.

Theorem 9.6. There is a functor Bar: D[K{[II[G.7]]] — D[K{[II[G.7]]], written
Y Y, and a natural equivalence (: Y — Y given by a map of (D, K})-algebras.
If Y is special, the unit np: Y — (RQ®)p(S®L)pY is a ring completion and is
therefore an equivalence if Y is ringlike.

Theorem 9.7. ((EOOL)D, (RQ"O)D) induces an adjoint equivalence from the ho-
motopy category of special ringlike (D,K()-algebras to the homotopy category of
0 -connective G-spectra in Jo[GS].

The main use of categories of operators is to allow comparison with Segalic infi-
nite loop space theory and to apply infinite loop space theory to go from symmetric
bimonoidal categories to Fo ring spectra. For the former, multiplicative elabo-
ration of [MMO] seems entirely doable, but modulo the limitations described in
[Remark 6.551 We shall not follow that up here. For the latter, a good definition
of symmetric bimonoidal G-categories has long eluded us. That will be given in
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[May24], together with a shortcut that circumvents the use of categories of oper-
ators in the passage from such categories to E ring G-spectra. That second use
was the focus of much of [May82| [May09a], and it is still needed for purposes of

comparison, as will be explained in [May24].

9.3. Monad pairs in the orbital presheaves context. Here we take ¥ =
GO°?P|7] and assume that we have monad pairs there that satisfy the axioms,
as in Section 9171 Starting from operads %, the key additive monads are con-
structed in [KMZ24], where they are called CP"¢ as in [Remark 7.3} The model
categorical arguments of go through to give model structures on the
categories Jo[G.7] and D[Qo[GOP[T]]] such that the following enhancement of

[Proposition 73] holds.

Proposition 9.8. The Quillen equivalence (IL,R) between the categories C|GT]
and D[Gﬁ"p[ﬂ]ss} restricts to an isomorphism of categories between the full sub-
categories of cofibrant (C,Jo)-algebras and cofibrant (D, Kg)-algebras. Therefore
(L,R) restricts to an equivalence between C|[Jo[G.7]| and D[Ko|GOP[T]ss)].

This leads us to a multiplicatively enriched version of the diagram In con-
trast with the categories of operators context, we are only using canonical monads
as constructed in [Section 6.4l The top part does not fit into [Assumption A.,,,l but
it is where interesting examples would live. After application of I', we land in a
context where [Assumption A_,,,| does hold, by [Proposition 9.1] and [Corollary 5.1§|
applied to both the additive and multiplicative monads.

33The construction and application of such monad pairs is work in progress.
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Ko[GOP[T),s]

Fp

Up

In this context, we have the following versions of Theorems [£.31] and [£.32]

Theorem 9.10. There is a functor Bar: D[Ko[GOP[T]] — D[Ko[GOP[T]],
written Y +— Y, and a natural equivalence (: Y — Y given by a map of (D, Ko)-
algebras. If Y and therefore Y are strictly special, as can be arranged by applying
T, the unit np: Y — (RQ>®)p(X*®°L)pY is a ring completion and is therefore an
equivalence if Y s ringlike.

Theorem 9.11. After application of T', ((X*°L)p, (RQ>)p) induces an adjoint
equivalence from the homotopy category of strictly special ringlike (D, Ko)-algebras
to the homotopy category of Q°°-connective G-spectra in Jo[GS].

9.4. Composites of composite adjunctions. We close by simply observing that
our context is broad enough to likely have many other applications. For an evident
example, it is reasonable to compose several adjunctions in the composite adjunc-
tion context. For example, the fixed point adjunction can be composed with the
categories of operators adjunction, giving a categorical version of orbital presheaves.
We do not have present applications of that in mind, but it does suggest how a
monadically generalized Segal machine might be constructed on categorical orbital
presheaves. A direction worthy of thought is application of the ideas here to motivic
stable homotopy theory.
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