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PERIODIC-POINT STRUCTURES ON PARAMETRIZED SPECTRA:

AN APPLICATION OF RIGIDITY

CARY MALKIEWICH AND KATE PONTO

ABSTRACT. The bicategory of parameterized spectra has a remarkably rich structure.

In particular, it is possible to take traces in this bicategory, which give classical invari-

ants that count fixed points. We can also take equivariant traces, which give significant

generalizations of the classical invariants that count periodic points.

Unfortunately, the existence of these traces in general depends on technical state-

ments about the bicategory that can be difficult to verify directly. In this paper, we

demonstrate the effectiveness of two tools – rigidity and deformable functors – by using

them establish the structure we need to take these equivariant traces and to construct

periodic-point invariants in a formal way.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Lefschetz fixed point theorem shows that for a continuous map f : X → X , the

signed count of the fixed points of f can be given by an algebraic construction, namely

the alternating sum of traces on rational homology. Later Dold observed in [Dol74] that

that this signed count is also the trace of Σ∞
+ f in the stable homotopy category. In other

words, the fixed points of f may be measured by taking an abstract trace in a symmetric

monoidal category [DP80].

This theorem has a generalization due to Wecken [Wec42], which gives a more sensi-

tive fixed-point invariant called the Reidemeister trace R( f ). In her thesis, the second

author showed that this more sensitive invariant is also a trace, but the trace is carried

out in a more sophisticated setting: the bicategory of parametrized spectra [Pon10]. The

result is a version of R( f ) that lives in topological Hochschild homology (THH).

In [MP22], the authors show how to pass to an invariant that counts periodic points in

families and lives in topological restriction homology (TR). This invariant is expressed as

a trace in the bicategory of equivariant parametrized spectra. However, in order to prove
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2 CARY MALKIEWICH AND KATE PONTO

that it has the desired behavior, one needs to show that the bicategory of parametrized

spectra has tensor powers that interact with the trace in a well-behaved way. In [MP22],

this desired structure defined explicitly and called an “n-Fuller structure.”

In this paper, we use two tools – rigidity and deformable functors – and work in the

approach to parametrized spectra from [Mal] to give a detailed construction of this struc-

ture.

Theorem 1.1 (§5.2). The bicategory of parametrized spectra Ex has an n-Fuller struc-

ture.

This extends earlier results from [MS06, Shu08, PS12] showing that Ex is a bicategory

with shadow.

We also generalize Theorem 1.1 in three directions. The first direction involves base

change objects in the bicategory Ex that encode maps of spaces f : A → B. Taking the

product in Ex with these base change objects has the effect of taking pullback or pushfor-

ward along f . We show that these objects can be chosen to be appropriately compatible

with the above n-Fuller structure:

Proposition 1.2 (§5.3). The bicategory Ex has a compatible system of base-change 1-

cells.

This is related to the notion of a “framed bicategory” developed in [Shu08].

The second direction involves the equivariant and fiberwise versions of the bicategory

Ex.

Theorem 1.3 (§6). For any finite group G and base space B, the bicategories of

• equivariant parametrized spectra GEx,

• fiberwise parametrized spectra ExB, and

• equivariant fiberwise parametrized spectra GExB,

also have n-Fuller structures and compatible systems of base-change 1-cells.

Finally, we extend Theorem 1.1 to encompass two change-of-group functors on equi-

variant parameterized spectra. Let G be a finite group, H ≤ G a subgroup, and WH =

NH/H the Weyl group of H.

Theorem 1.4 (§7). The geometric fixed point functor and the forgetful functor induce

maps of bicategories

Φ
H : GEx→WHEx, ι∗H : GEx→ HEx

and in the fiberwise case

Φ
H : GExB →WHExB, ι∗H : GExB → HExB,

that are compatible with the shadow and the base-change objects.

All three of these generalizations play important roles in [MP22].

The rhythm of proof for all of these results is the same. We first establish a structure

at the point-set level, by observing that the functors of interest have no automorphisms

other than the identity. We call such functors rigid. Many of the functors we care

about on parameterized spectra are rigid by [Mal, Thm 4.5.2]. We then use this fact to

produce coherence isomorphisms and to verify that the relevant compatibilities between

coherence isomorphisms hold.

Once we have built the desired structure at the point-set level, we show it descends to

the homotopy category using the notion of a deformable functor from [DHKS04]. This

is more general than the notion of a derived functor in a model category, but it has most

of the same properties. The extra flexibility is very useful because the most convenient

kind of fibration in the parametrized setting does not fit nicely into a model structure.
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Most importantly, deformable functors allow us to transfer the point-set coherence com-

patibilities to derived compatibilities in a straightforward way.

While our initial motivation was Theorem 1.1 and its generalizations, we now regard

the primary contribution of this paper to be the approach to the proofs presented here.

It is much more general than our applications here and has wide ranging uses.

Organization. In Section 2 we introduce rigid functors and provide the theorem that

will allow us to easily verify the functors of interest in later sections are rigid. In Sec-

tion 3 we use the rigidity result of Section 2 to show that parameterized spectra form a

bicategory with a compatible shadow, n-Fuller structure, and base change objects.

In Section 4 we recall the theory of deformable functors from [DHKS04]. In Sec-

tion 5 we combine the results of Sections 3 and 4 to show that the homotopy categories

of parameterized spectra assemble to a bicategory with a compatible shadow, n-Fuller

structure, and base change objects.

Section 6 describes how to modify the results in Sections 3 and 5 to prove the analogs

of Theorem 1.1 for equivariant, fiberwise, and equivariant fiberwise parameterized spec-

tra. In Section 7 we apply the techniques of Sections 2 and 4 to functors between cate-

gories of parameterized spectra.

Acknowledgments. The first author was partially supported by NSF grants DMS-

2005524 and DMS-2052923. The second author was partially supported by NSF grants

DMS-2052905 and DMS-1810779.

2. RIGID MULTI-SPANS

In the first three sections of this paper, we work in the symmetric monoidal bifibration

(SMBF) [Shu08, 12.1] of parameterized orthogonal spectra over all base spaces. We

follow the notational conventions of [Mal, Thm 6.1.1]. This means that we have:

• a symmetric monoidal category of parameterized orthogonal spectra over all base

spaces, denoted OS [Mal, Def 4.1.1 and 4.1.6], whose monoidal product ∧ is called

the external product,

• a strict symmetric monoidal functor Φ : OS→ Top that identifies the base space

of the spectrum,

• for every morphism f : A → B in Top and spectrum X over B, there is a spectrum

f ∗(X ) over A and cartesian arrow f ∗(X )→ X over f , and

• for every morphism f : A → B in Top and spectrum Y over A, there is a spectrum

f!(Y ) over B and co-cartesian arrow f!(Y )→Y over f .

The external product preserves cartesian and co-cartesian arrows and we have Beck-

Chevalley isomorphisms j!k
∗ ∼= h∗ f! for every pullback square of topological spaces

(2.1) A
k

~~⑤⑤
⑤⑤

j

  
❇❇

❇❇

B

f   
❇❇

❇❇
C

h
~~⑤⑤
⑤⑤

D.

We let OS(A) denote the fiber of Φ over A. See [Shu08] for a discussion of bifibrations.

In the applications we have in mind, the three operations ∧, f ∗, and f! tend to appear

bundled together in the following form.
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Definition 2.2. Given a list of topological spaces A1, . . ., An, C, a multi-span from the

(A i) to C is a span of the form

(2.3) Bf

ww♣♣
♣♣
♣♣

(g1,...,gn)

**❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯

C A1× . . .× An.

In other words, a space B and a choice of map from B to each of the spaces A1, . . ., An,

C. For each multi-span from (A i) to C as in (2.3) we define a functor on parametrized

spectra

(2.4)
∏

iOS(A i) // OS(C)

(X1, . . ., Xn)
✤ // f!(g1, . . . , gn)∗(X1∧ . . .∧Xn).

We refer to this as the action of the multi-span on the tuple of spectra (X i).

Remark 2.5. This definition explains why we explicitly allow for a product on the right

in (2.3) but not on the left. (Of course nothing stops us from replacing C by a product.)

Example 2.6. If n = 0 this action takes no inputs and produces a single parametrized

spectrum as output, namely f!π
∗I, where I is the unit of the symmetric monoidal cate-

gory OS and π is the map to the one-point space. Concretely, I is the sphere spectrum

S over the one-point space ⋆, so this action produces Σ
∞
+C

B, the fiberwise suspension

spectrum over C of B+C
∼= B∐C.

Throughout this document we only consider the subcategory OS
c
⊆OS of spectra that

are freely f -cofibrant [Mal, Def 4.2.2]. The action of a multi-span preserves this class of

spectra by [Mal, Lem 4.3.1, Thm 4.4.6].

A key property of the functor (2.4) is that for many choices of g1, . . . , gn, f it has very

few automorphisms. We say that a functor is rigid if the only natural automorphism is

the identity transformation.

Example 2.7. The functor

Top×Top×Top×Top
×

// Top

that sends (A,B,C,D) to the product A×B×C×D, is rigid.

The point of rigidity is that it makes it easy to verify coherence diagrams. For in-

stance, once we know the above functor is rigid, we can verify the pentagon identity for

the monoidal structure on Top (compare to Figure 3.3a) in the following way. The com-

posite of maps around the pentagon is a natural automorphism of A×B×C×D. But the

only natural isomorphism is the identity, so this composite must be the identity.

Theorem 2.8. [Mal, Thm 4.5.2] The functor (2.4) is rigid if the map

B
( f ,g1,...,gn)

// C× A1 × . . .× An

is injective.

Motivated by this theorem, we say that the multi-span in (2.3) is rigid if the map

( f , g1, . . . , gn) is injective. So if a multi-span is rigid then its action is rigid. As a con-

sequence, any diagram of natural isomorphisms between functors isomorphic to (2.4)

automatically commutes.

Remark 2.9. When n = 0, as in Example 2.6, the rigidity theorem simplifies to the fact

that the object Σ∞
+C

B has a unique automorphism if B → C is injective. This special case

will appear frequently in Sections 3.1 and 3.2.
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3. STRUCTURES ON THE POINT-SET BICATEGORY

In this section we use the action of multi-spans from (2.4) to define an extensive formal

structure on parameterized spectra. We begin by defining a bicategory of parameterized

spectra. Then we add a shadow, compatibility of the external product with symmetry

maps, and base change objects for maps of spaces. This is the point-set level structure

whose associated homotopical structure is used in [MP22] to construct periodic-point

invariants.

We start with the simplest and most familiar structure, that parametrized spectra

form a bicategory. This result first appears in [MS06], see also [Shu08]. The more

general result that any SMBF defines a bicategory with shadow appears in [PS12]. A

more concise version of the following proof appears in [Mal, Thms 6.4.3 and 6.4.8]. We

include this proof as a warm-up for the more elaborate proofs later in the section.

Proposition 3.1. There is a bicategory OS
c/Top of parametrized spectra whose

• 0-cells are spaces, and

• 1- and 2-cells from A to B are the category OS(A ×B)c of freely f -cofibrant [Mal,

Def 4.2.2] parametrized orthogonal spectra over A×B.

The spans we define below make frequent use of the identity map, diagonal map, and

projection map

1: A → A, ∆ : A → A× A, π : A →⋆.

We concatenate maps to refer to products of these maps, for instance

1∆π : A×B×C → A×B×B

is the map that sends (a, b, c) to (a, b, b).

Remark 3.2. In what follows we will often suppress isomorphisms of topological spaces

that arise from associator or symmetry maps. This can be see above in the lack of paren-

thesizations in (2.3). It will also notably appear in (3.15).

When working with spans we will only be interested in the induced functors up to

isomorphism and the omitted maps always induce isomorphisms.

In some cases we will include parenthesizations to help indicate the type of input

spectra.

(X ⊙ (Y ⊙Z))⊙W
α

// X ⊙ ((Y ⊙Z)⊙W)

id⊙α

��

((X ⊙Y )⊙Z)⊙W

α

��

α⊙id

OO

X ⊙ (Y ⊙ (Z⊙W))

(X ⊙Y )⊙ (Z⊙W) (X ⊙Y )⊙ (Z⊙W)

α

OO

(A) Pentagon axiom

(X ⊙UB)⊙Y

r

��

α
// X ⊙ (UB ⊙Y )

ℓ
��

X ⊙Y X ⊙Y

(B) Triangle (unit) axiom

FIGURE 3.3. Commutative diagrams for a bicategory.

Proof. For this result we need to produce unit 1-cells, bicategorical composition, and

associator and unitor maps that make the diagrams in Figure 3.3 commute. We start

with the unit and bicategorical composition.
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• The unit UA is the suspension spectrum of A+(A×A) over A × A. Equivalently, it

is unique object produced by the action of the multi-span

A∆

vv♠♠♠
♠♠♠ π

((P
PP

PP
P

A× A
∏

; .

• For X ∈OS
c(A×B) and Y ∈OS

c(B×C), the bicategorical product X⊙Y is produced

by the action of the multi-span

(3.4) A×B×C
1π1
tt✐✐✐

✐✐✐
1∆1

,,❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

A×C (A×B)× (B×C).

This is the first instance of parenthesization of the spaces along the bottom row by the

type of 1-cell input as referenced in Remark 3.2. In this case we have a 1-cell over A×B

and one over B×C.

We now turn to the associator and unitor maps. For these we will make use of the

Beck-Chevalley isomorphisms along pullback squares in Top. The unit isomorphism pro-

vides a small example. The functor UA ⊙− is given by the action of the two spans along

the bottom of the diagram below.

A×B△1
ss❢❢❢❢

❢❢❢❢
❢ △1

++❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳

A× A×B
1π1
tt❤❤❤

❤❤❤
1△1

++❳❳❳
❳❳

A× A×B
π11

**❱❱
❱❱❱

❱△11
ss❢❢❢❢

❢

A×B A× A× A×B A×B

The square in this diagram is a pullback square of topological spaces. Therefore, the

functor (1△1)∗(△11)! can be replaced by (△1)!(△1)∗. Then composing with the projection

maps gives the span with identity maps,

(3.5) A×B11
tt❥❥❥

❥❥❥
11

**❚❚
❚❚❚

❚

A×B A×B.

• The unitors are the unique isomorphisms UA⊙X ∼= X ∼= X ⊙UB given by identify-

ing each of these expressions with the action of the identity multi-span in (3.5).

By Theorem 2.8 this multi-span is rigid so any two functors isomorphic to this

action have a unique isomorphism between them.

• The associator α is the unique natural isomorphism (X ⊙Y )⊙Z ∼= X ⊙ (Y ⊙Z). It

exists by identifying both sides with the action of the multi-span

A×B×C×D
1ππ1
ss❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
1∆∆1

,,❩❩❩❩
❩❩❩❩

A×D (A×B)× (B×C)× (C×D).

As with the unitor map, we use a Beck-Chevalley isomorphism along a pullback

square of topological spaces to exchange pushforward and pullback functors.

Here we have an example of the suppressed isomorphisms referenced in Re-

mark 3.2. The bottom right product is parenthesized differently for (X ⊙Y )⊙Z

and X ⊙ (Y ⊙Z), but the resulting spaces are isomorphic and we omit the map.

The axioms for a bicategory now follow similarly:

• For the pentagon axiom in Figure 3.3a, the span defining the four-fold product

X ⊙Y ⊙Z⊙W is rigid:

(3.6) A×B×C×D×E
1πππ1
ss❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
❣ 1∆∆∆1

--❬❬❬❬❬
❬❬❬❬❬

A×E (A×B)× (B×C)× (C×D)× (D×E).
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All of the operations in Figure 3.3a are isomorphic to the action of this multi-

span. So by Theorem 2.8, they are uniquely isomorphic to the action of this

multi-span and the diagram in Figure 3.3a commutes.

• The triangle unit axiom in Figure 3.3b follows by the same argument using the

following multi-span.

(3.7) A×B×C
1π1
tt✐✐✐

✐✐✐
1∆1

,,❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

A×C (A×B)× (B×C).

�

The rhythm of this proof will be replicated for the remaining results in this section

and for results in Section 6.

Definition 3.8. [Pon10] A shadow on a bicategory B is a functor 〈〈 〉〉: B(A, A) → T to a

fixed category T for each 0-cell A and natural isomorphisms

θ : 〈〈X ⊙Y〉〉∼=〈〈Y ⊙X〉〉

so the diagrams in Figure 3.9 commute whenever they are defined.

〈〈(X ⊙Y )⊙Z〉〉

θ

��

α
// 〈〈X ⊙ (Y ⊙Z)〉〉

θ

��

〈〈Z⊙ (X ⊙Y )〉〉
OO

α

〈〈(Y ⊙Z)⊙X〉〉

α

��

〈〈(Z⊙X )⊙Y〉〉 〈〈Y ⊙ (Z⊙X )〉〉
θ

oo

(A) Shadow associator axiom

〈〈X ⊙UA〉〉

θ

��

r

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■

〈〈UA ⊙X〉〉

θ

��

ℓ
// 〈〈X〉〉

〈〈X ⊙UA〉〉

r
::✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

(B) Shadow unitor axiom

FIGURE 3.9. Commutative diagrams for a bicategory with shadow.

Proposition 3.10. There is a shadow on the bicategory OS
c/Top.

Proof. This proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.1 in both structure and details.

• The shadow 〈〈X〉〉is defined by the action of the multi-span

A
π

ww♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

∆

))❙❙
❙❙❙

❙

⋆ (A× A).

• The rotator isomorphism θ : 〈〈X ⊙Y〉〉∼=〈〈Y ⊙X〉〉exists by comparing both actions to

that of the rigid span

A×B
ππ
vv❧❧❧

❧❧❧
∆∆

++❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

⋆ (A×B)× (B× A).

This span gives us a more interesting example of the suppressed maps refer-

enced in Remark 3.2. The map ∆∆ has target A × A ×B×B. This is replaced by

the isomorphic objects A ×B×B× A and B× A × A ×B to define the source and

target of θ.

• The multi-span for the associator axiom in Figure 3.9a is

A×B×C
πππ
uu❥❥❥

❥❥❥
❥ ∆∆∆

,,❨❨❨❨
❨❨❨❨❨

⋆ (A×B)× (B×C)× (C× A).
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• The multi-span for the unitor axiom in Figure 3.9b is

Aπ

ww♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

∆

))❙❙
❙❙❙

❙

⋆ (A× A).

�

We have now finished giving the more familiar structure exhibited by the bicategory

OS
c/Top. For readers primarily interested in the technique of proof, it may make sense to

skip ahead to Section 4 for the discussion of the descent of this structure to the homotopy

category. The remainder of this section describes extensive additional structure that the

bicategory OS
c/Top enjoys. This structure is used in [MP22].

3.1. Fuller structure. In this subsection we describe the compatibility between the

external product, permutations in the product bicategory, and the shadow on the bicate-

gory OS
c/Top.

Definition 3.11. Fix an integer n ≥ 1. A shadowed n-Fuller structure on a bicategory

with shadow B is the following data and conditions.

i. A pseudofunctor (strong functor) of bicategories

⊠ : B× . . .×B︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

→B.

ii. If Γ is the pseudofunctor B× . . .×B →B× . . .×B that permutes the leftmost B
to the right, a pseudonatural transformation

ϑ : ⊠◦Γ→⊠.

iii. Compatibility between the 1-cells associated to Γ, the bicategorical product, and

the shadow described by Figure 3.22.

The goal of this section is the following result.

Proposition 3.12. The bicategory OS
c/Top has an n-Fuller structure.

The first step is to define the pseudofunctor.

Lemma 3.13. There is a pseudofunctor (strong functor) of bicategories

⊠ : OSc/Top× . . .×OS
c/Top

︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

→OS
c/Top .

We call its composition isomorphism m⊠ : (⊠Mi)⊙ (⊠Ni)
∼= ⊠(Mi ⊙ Ni) and its unit

isomorphism i⊠ : U∏
i A i

∼=⊠UA i
.

(⊠Mi ⊙⊠Ni)⊙⊠Pi
α

//

m⊠⊙id

��

⊠Mi ⊙ (⊠Ni ⊙⊠Pi)

id⊙m⊠

��

⊠(Mi ⊙Ni)⊙⊠Pi

m⊠

��

⊠Mi ⊙⊠(Ni ⊙Pi)

m⊠

��

⊠((Mi ⊙Ni)⊙Pi)
α

// ⊠(Mi ⊙ (Ni ⊙Pi))

(A) The pseudofunctor associator axiom

U∏
A i

⊙ (⊠Mi)

i⊠
��

ℓ
// ⊠Mi

(⊠UA i
)⊙ (⊠Mi)

m⊠
// ⊠(UA i

⊙Mi)

ℓ

OO

(B) The pseudofunctor unitor axiom

(and a similar one with r)

FIGURE 3.14. Commutative diagrams for a pseudofunctor.

Proof. As above, we first define the required functor, then produce the isomorphisms,

and finally verify the required axioms (the diagrams in Figure 3.14).
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• The pseudofunctor

⊠ : OSc/Top× . . .×OS
c/Top

︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

→OS
c/Top

is defined on the 1-cells and 2-cells as the n-fold external smash product [Mal,

Def 4.4.5], pulled back along the canonical isomorphism
∏

i

(A i ×Bi)∼=
∏

i

A i ×
∏

i

Bi.

• The composition isomorphism m⊠ : (⊠Mi)⊙ (⊠Ni)
∼= ⊠(Mi ⊙ Ni) arises because

both sides can be identified with the action of the rigid multi-span

(3.15)
∏

i A i ×
∏

i Bi ×
∏

i Ci1π1
rr❡❡❡❡

❡❡❡
1∆1

,,❩❩❩❩
❩❩❩∏

i A i ×
∏

i Ci

∏
i(A i ×Bi)× (Bi ×Ci).

This provides yet another example of the suppressed maps of Remark 3.2. The

input of (⊠Mi)⊙ (⊠Ni) is indexed on
∏

i A i ×
∏

i Bi×
∏

i Bi×
∏

i Ci while the result

is indexed on
∏

i A i ×
∏

i Ci. The input of ⊠(Mi ⊙Ni) is indexed on
∏

i(A i ×Bi)×

(Bi ×Ci) while the output is indexed on
∏

i(A i ×Ci).

• Similarly, the unit isomorphism i⊠ : U∏
i A i

∼=⊠UA i
comes from the rigid multi-

span ∏
i A i∆

tt❤❤❤
❤❤❤

❤ π
((❘❘

❘❘❘
❘

∏
i A i ×

∏
i A i

∏
; .

This is a manifestation of Remark 2.9 where the parametrized spectrum has a

unique automorphism.

• The pseudofunctor associator axiom (Figure 3.14b) follows using the rigid multi-

span
∏

i A i ×
∏

i Bi ×
∏

i Ci ×
∏

i D i
1ππ1

rr❞❞❞❞❞
❞❞❞❞

1∆∆1
--❬❬❬❬❬❬

❬❬❬∏
i A i ×

∏
i D i

∏
i(A i ×Bi)× (Bi ×Ci)× (Ci ×D i)

• The pseudofunctor unitor axiom (Figure 3.14a) follows using the rigid multi-span
∏

i A i ×
∏

i Bi=
ss❢❢❢❢

❢
∼=

++❲❲❲
❲❲∏

i A i ×
∏

i Bi
∏

i(A i ×Bi).

�

Recall that Γ is the pseudofunctor B×. . .×B →B×. . .×B that permutes the leftmost

B to the right.

Lemma 3.16. For the pseudofunctor defined in Lemma 3.13, there is a pseudonatural

transformation

ϑ : ⊠◦Γ→⊠.

For each n tuple of objects (A1, . . . , An) in B we denote the associated object of

B(A2× . . .× An × A1, A1× . . .× An) by T(A i ) and the natural isomorphisms by

(3.17) ϑ : T(A i )⊙ (⊠Mi)
∼=
−→ (⊠Mi+1)⊙T(Bi )

for all Mi ∈B(A i,Bi).

Proof. We first define the T(A i) and ϑ and then verify the required axioms (the di-

agrams in Figure 3.18) are satisfied for ϑ and the maps defined in Proposition 3.1

and Lemma 3.13.
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(T(A i )⊙⊠Mi)⊙⊠Ni
α

//

ϑ⊙id

��

T(A i)⊙ (⊠Mi ⊙⊠Ni)

id⊙m⊠

��

(⊠Mi+1 ⊙T(Bi ))⊙⊠Ni

α

��

T(A i) ⊙⊠(Mi ⊙Ni)

ϑ

��

⊠Mi+1 ⊙ (T(Bi ) ⊙⊠Ni)

id⊙ϑ

��

⊠(Mi+1 ⊙Ni+1)⊙T(Ci )

⊠Mi+1 ⊙ (⊠Ni+1 ⊙T(Ci )) α
// (⊠Mi+1 ⊙⊠Ni+1)⊙T(Ci )

m⊠⊙id

OO

(A) The pseudonatural composition axiom

U∏
A i+1

⊙T(A i)

i⊠⊙id

��

ℓ
// T(A i ) T(A i) ⊙U∏

A i

r
oo

id⊙i⊠
��

(⊠UA i+1
)⊙T(A i)

ϑ
// T(A i)⊙ (⊠UA i

)

(B) The pseudonatural unit axiom

FIGURE 3.18. Commutative diagrams for a pseudonatural transforma-

tion.

• The 1-cell T(A i) is the output of the multi-span

(3.19)
∏

i A i(Γ,1)

ss❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤❤ π

((❘❘
❘❘❘

❘

∏
i A i+1 ×

∏
i A i

∏
; .

• The isomorphism ϑ comes from comparison of both sides of the map in (3.17) to

the multi-span

∏
i A i ×

∏
i BiΓ1

ss❢❢❢❢
❢❢

∼=
++❲❲❲

❲❲∏
i A i+1 ×

∏
i Bi

∏
i(A i ×Bi).

• The pseudonatural composition axiom (Figure 3.18a) follows from the rigid multi-

span

∏
i A i ×

∏
i Bi ×

∏
i Ci

Γπ1
rr❡❡❡❡❡

❡❡ 1∆1
,,❩❩❩❩

❩❩❩∏
i A i+1 ×

∏
i Ci

∏
i(A i ×Bi)× (Bi ×Ci).

• The pseudonatural unit axiom (Figure 3.18b) follows from the rigid multi-span

∏
i A i(Γ,1)

ss❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤❤ π

((❘❘
❘❘❘

❘

∏
i A i+1 ×

∏
i A i

∏
; .

�

Lemma 3.20. For the 1-cells defined in the proof of Lemma 3.16 there is a natural iso-

morphism

(3.21) τ : 〈〈T(A i−1) ⊙⊠Q i〉〉
∼=
−→〈〈Q1⊙ . . .⊙Qn〉〉

so that the diagram in Figure 3.22 commutes for all Ri ∈B(A i−1,Bi) and Si ∈B(Bi, A i).

Proof. The isomorphism τ comes from showing both source and target of (3.21) agree

with the action of the span

∏
i A i

π
vv♠♠
♠♠♠

♠
∆

++❱❱
❱❱❱

❱❱

⋆
∏

i(A i−1 × A i).
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〈〈T(A i−1)⊙ (⊠Ri ⊙⊠Si)〉〉
id⊙m⊠

//

α
��

〈〈T(A i−1) ⊙⊠(Ri ⊙Si)〉〉
τ

// 〈〈R1⊙S1 ⊙R2 ⊙ . . .⊙Rn⊙Sn〉〉

θ

��

〈〈(T(A i−1)⊙⊠Ri)⊙⊠Si〉〉

ϑ⊙id��

〈〈(⊠Ri+1⊙T(Bi ))⊙⊠Si〉〉

α
��

〈〈⊠Ri+1⊙ (T(Bi ) ⊙⊠Si)〉〉

θ��

〈〈(T(Bi )⊙⊠Si)⊙⊠Ri+1〉〉

α
��

〈〈T(Bi) ⊙ (⊠Si ⊙⊠Ri+1)〉〉
id⊙m⊠

// 〈〈T(Bi ) ⊙⊠(Si ⊙Ri+1)〉〉
τ

// 〈〈S1 ⊙R2⊙ . . .⊙Rn ⊙Sn ⊙R1〉〉

FIGURE 3.22. Compatibility with the twist map.

(Note the suppressed isomorphism on the pullback map.) The commuting diagram in

Figure 3.22 follows from the rigid multi-span
∏

i A i ×
∏

i Bi
ππ

tt❥❥❥
❥❥❥

❥
∆∆

,,❨❨❨❨
❨❨❨❨❨

⋆
∏

i(A i−1 ×Bi)× (Bi × A i).

�

Lemmas 3.13, 3.16 and 3.20 together imply Proposition 3.12.

3.2. Base change. In this subsection we encode the morphisms of Top as 1-cells in

OS
c/Top, and describe their compatibility with the n-Fuller structure.

Definition 3.23. If S is a cartesian monoidal 1-category, a system of base-change

objects for B indexed by S is the following data and conditions.

• A pseudofunctor [] : S→B.

• A vertical natural isomorphism ν filling the square of pseudofunctors

S×n
∏

//

[]

��

S

[]

��

B×n ⊠
// B

where
∏

denotes a fixed model for the n-fold product in S.

• An equality between T(Bi ) and the result of applying the functor [] to the isomor-

phism
∏

Bi
Γ
−→

∏
Bi+1 and compatibility between τ and ϑ. See Lemma 3.31.

The goal of this section is to prove the following result.

Proposition 3.24. The shadowed n-Fuller bicategory OS
c/Top has base change objects

indexed by the 1-category Top.

As in Section 3.1, we will prove this result in stages but they are shorter here.

Lemma 3.25. There is a pseudofunctor [] : Top →OS
c/Top.

The 1-cell associated to a map of spaces B
f
←− A will be written

[
B

f
←− A

]
and the com-

position and unit isomorphisms will be denoted

m[] :
[
C

g
←−B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]
∼=

[
C

g f
←−− A

]
, i[] : UA

∼=

[
A

id
←− A

]
.

These maps need to satisfy the diagrams in Figure 3.26.
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([
D

h
←−C

]
⊙

[
C

g
←−B

])
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]
α
//

m[]

��

[
D

h
←− C

]
⊙

([
C

g
←−B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

])

m[]

��[
D

hg
←−− B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]

m[]

��

[
D

h
←− C

]
⊙

[
B

g f
←−− A

]

m[]

��[
D

hgf
←−−− A

] [
D

hgf
←−−− A

]

(A) The pseudofunctor associator axiom

UB ⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]

i[]

��

ℓ
//

[
B

f
←− A

]

[
B

id
←− B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

] m[]
//

[
B

f
←− A

]

(B) The pseudofunctor unitor

axiom

FIGURE 3.26. Commutative diagrams for the pseduofunctor in a system

of base-change objects.

Proof. The base change object for a morphism f : A → B in Top is the action of the multi-

span

(3.27) A( f ,1)

vv♠♠♠
♠♠♠ π

((P
PP

PP
P

B× A
∏

; .

The pseudofunctor’s composition isomorphism m[] comes from the rigid span

A(g f ,1)

vv♠♠♠
♠♠♠ π

((P
PP

PP
P

C× A
∏

; .

Its unit isomorphism i[] is an identity map
[
B

=
←−B

]
=UB.

The span in (3.27) is rigid, so base-change 1-cells have no nontrivial automorphisms.

This implies that the diagrams in Figures 3.26a and 3.26b commute. (This is another

manifestation of Remark 2.9.) �

Lemma 3.28. There is a vertical natural isomorphism ν filling the square of pseudofunc-

tors

(3.29) Top×n
∏

//

[]

��

Top

[]

��

(OSc/Top)×n ⊠
// OS

c/Top

where
∏

denotes a fixed model for the n-fold product in Top.

Proof. We need to show we have a natural isomorphism between the two routes in the

diagram in (3.29) satisfying the diagrams in Figure 3.30.

We define the canonical isomorphism

ν : ⊠
[
Bi

f i
←− A i

]
∼=

[∏
Bi

∏
f i

←−−
∏

A i

]

by comparing source and target to the span

∏
i A i(

∏
f i ,1)

tt❤❤❤
❤❤❤

❤ π
((❘❘

❘❘❘
❘

∏
i Bi ×

∏
i A i

∏
; .

As in the proof of Lemma 3.25, the diagrams in Figures 3.30a and 3.30b commute

since the starting and ending points are isomorphic to a (rigid) base change object. �
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[∏

i

Ci

∏
i gi

←−−−
∏

i

Bi

]
⊙

[∏

i

Bi

∏
i f i

←−−−
∏

i

A i

]
oo ν⊙ν //

m[]

��

(
⊠i

[
Ci

gi
←−Bi

])
⊙

(
⊠i

[
Bi

f i
←− A i

])

m⊠

��[∏

i

Ci

∏
i gi◦

∏
i f i

←−−−−−−−
∏

i

A i

]

m∏

⊠i

([
Ci

gi
←−Bi

]
⊙

[
Bi

f i
←− A i

])

m[]

��[∏

i

Ci

∏
i (gi◦ f i )

←−−−−−−
∏

i

A i

]
oo ν

// ⊠i

[
Ci

gi◦ f i
←−−− A i

]

(A) The vertical composition axiom

U∏
i A i

i[]

U∏
i A i

i⊠

��
[∏

i

A i
id
←−

∏

i

A i

]

i∏

⊠iUA i

i[]

[∏

i

A i
id
←−

∏

i

A i

]
oo ν

// ⊠i

[
A i

id
←− A i

]

(B) The vertical unit axiom

FIGURE 3.30. Commutative diagrams for the vertical natural isomor-

phism in a system of base-change objects.

In Figures 3.30a and 3.30b, all maps that happen to be equalities are notated as such.

Some of these maps are not required by Definition 3.23 to be equalities, but they are

equalities in this construction of the bicategory.

Lemma 3.31. Using the equality T(Bi) =

[∏
Bi+1

∼=
←−

∏
Bi

]
the diagram Figure 3.32 com-

mutes.

[∏
Bi+1

∼=
←−

∏
Bi

]
⊙

(
⊠

[
Bi

pi
←− E i

])

id⊙ν ∼=

��

ϑ

∼=

//

(
⊠

[
Bi+1

pi+1
←−−− E i+1

])
⊙

[∏
E i+1

∼=
←−

∏
E i

]

ν⊙id∼=

��[∏
Bi+1

∏
pi+1

←−−−−
∏

E i+1

]
⊙

[∏
E i+1

∼=
←−

∏
E i

]

∼= m[]

��[∏
Bi+1

∼=
←−

∏
Bi

]
⊙

[∏
Bi

∏
pi

←−−−
∏

E i

] m[]

∼=

//

[∏
Bi+1

Γ◦
∏

pi
←−−−−

∏
E i

]

FIGURE 3.32. The final compatibility axiom.

Proof. In the proof of Lemma 3.16, T(Bi ) is defined to be the result of the action of the

span in (3.19). This is the action of the span in (3.27) when f is taken to be Γ.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.25, the diagram in Figure 3.32 commutes since the starting

and ending points are isomorphic to a (rigid) base change object. �

Lemmas 3.25, 3.28 and 3.31 together imply Proposition 3.24.

4. DEFORMABLE FUNCTORS

There are two bicategories of parametrized spectra: a point-set bicategory OS
c/Top, in

which the 2-cells are actual maps of parametrized spectra, and a homotopy bicategory

Ex = HoOSc/Top, in which the 2-cells are morphisms in the homotopy category. To pass

from the first to the second, we need to replace the product ⊙ by a derived product, and

similarly for the other operations.

To do this we will use the framework of right-deformable functors from [DHKS04,

40.2], see also [Mal, §3.1]. In this section we recall how the framework works in general.

Definition 4.1. A functor F : C → D between categories with weak equivalences is

right-deformable if the following data exists:
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• a full subcategory A⊆C such that F preserves weak equivalences on A,

• a functor R : C→C landing in A, and

• a natural transformation id → R through weak equivalences. In other words, a

natural equivalence X
∼
→ RX .

In particular, if C is a model category and F is right Quillen, we could take A to be

the fibrant objects and R to be a fibrant replacement functor. To emphasize that we will

not necessarily use fibrant replacement from a model structure, we will instead call the

objects of A the radiant objects, and we say that R is a radiant replacement functor.

The right-derived functor of a right-deformable functor F is defined as

RF(X ) := F(RX ).

The right-derived functor preserves weak equivalences, and therefore defines a map of

homotopy categories

HoC→HoD.

We say “the” right-derived functor of F, because up to canonical weak equivalence, RF

does not depend on the choice of subcategory A or the radiant replacement functor R,

see [DHKS04, 41.1, 41.2], [Rie17, 6.4], or [Mal, Prop 3.1.1]. In particular, if F preserves

weak equivalences on all of C, its right-derived functor is canonically identified with F

itself,

RF ≃ F.

4.1. Natural transformations. For our applications it is not enough to have individual

derived functors. We need to understand composites of derived functors and natural

transformations between them.

Definition 4.2 ([DHKS04, 42.3], [Mal, Def 3.2.9]). A list of composable, right-deformable

functors

(4.3) C C0
F1

// C1
F2

// . . .
Fn

// Cn D

is coherently right-deformable if:

• each functor Fi is right-deformable, meaning the following data exists for each

1≤ i ≤ n:

– a full subcategory Ai−1 ⊆ Ci−1 such that Fi preserves weak equivalences on

Ai−1,

– a functor Ri−1 : Ci−1 → Ci−1 whose image is contained in A i−1, and

– a natural transformation id→ Ri−1 through weak equivalences,

and

• Fi(Ai−1)⊂Ai.

We take this approach to derived functors because it gives us good control over the

compositions of functors and the natural transformations between them. The compati-

bility is described in detail in [Mal, Prop 3.2.4, Lem 3.2.10]; the relevant statements for

us are the following results.

Proposition 4.4. For any list of coherently right deformable functors, the composite is

right deformable. There is a canonical equivalence of functors (or isomorphism of functors

on the homotopy category)

R(Fn ◦ · · · ◦F1)
≃
−→RFn ◦ · · · ◦RF1.

Proposition 4.5. Every natural transformation between right-deformable functors

η : F ⇒G
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induces a canonical natural transformation of right-derived functors

η̃ : RF ⇒RG

as functors on the homotopy category.

This canonical natural transformation arises as the unique map making the following

square commute, as functors HoC→ HoD.

F

��

η
// G

��

RF
η̃

//❴❴❴ RG.

The uniqueness of η̃ follows from the universal property of RF, as the initial functor

under F that preserves equivalences, see e.g. [DHKS04, 41.1, 41.2], [Rie17, 6.4].

It follows from this property that the assignment respects vertical compositions of

natural transformations, and also respects horizontal compositions when the functors

are coherently right-deformable:

F

��

υ◦η

**

η
// G

υ
//

��

H

��

F2 ◦F1

��

η2∗η1
// G2 ◦G1

��

RF

(υ̃◦η)=υ̃◦η̃

44❱ ❨ ❭ ❴ ❜ ❡ ❤

η̃
//❴❴❴❴ RG

υ̃
//❴❴❴❴ RH R(F2 ◦F1)

≃

��

( �η2∗η1)
//❴❴❴❴ R(G2 ◦G1)

≃

��

RF2 ◦RF1

η̃2∗η̃1
//❴❴❴❴ RG2 ◦RG1

In other words, passage to right-derived functors is a partially-defined 2-functor on cat-

egories, functors, and natural transformations.

Corollary 4.6. For coherently right-deformable functors, any isomorphism

Gm ◦ . . .◦G1
∼= Fn ◦ . . .◦F1

determines a canonical isomorphism in the homotopy category

RGm ◦ . . .◦RG1 ≃RFn ◦ . . .◦RF1.

Corollary 4.7. Any commuting diagram between composites of coherently right-deformable

functors induces a commuting diagram between the composites of right-derived functors.

This is easiest to explain with an example. Suppose we have a commuting square of

functors of the form

F2 ◦F1

��

// G3 ◦G2 ◦G1

��

H1
// J2 ◦ J1

and each of the lists {(F1,F2), (G1,G2,G3), (H1), (J1, J2)} is coherently right-deformable.

Then Corollary 4.7 says this induces a canonical diagram in the homotopy category

RF2 ◦RF1

��

// RG3 ◦RG2 ◦RG1

��

RH1
// RJ2 ◦RJ1
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that also commutes. If, furthermore, the map F2 ◦F1 → G3 ◦G2 ◦G1 was a composite

of two maps F2 → G3 ◦G2 and F1 → G1, the corresponding map between right-derived

functors would be a composite as well.

The upshot is the following. To verify that the functors, natural transformations, and

coherences described in Section 3 descend to the homotopy category, it is enough to show

that every list of functors that appears is coherently right-deformable. For instance, the

expression (X ⊙Y )⊙Z corresponds to the list

OS
c(A×B)×OS

c(B×C)×OS
c(C×D)

⊙×id
// OS

c(A×C)×OS
c(C×D)

⊙
// OS

c(A×D).

Once we verify that these lists are coherently right-deformable, we get the needed iso-

morphisms in the homotopy category from Proposition 4.5. The coherence between these

isomorphisms follows from Corollary 4.7.

Remark 4.8. The canonical isomorphisms produced by this approach admit an explicit

description. If we model composites of right-derived functors by inserting copies of Ri be-

fore every functor, then the canonical isomorphisms between composites of right-derived

functors are defined by removing all of the intermediate copies of Ri from each com-

posite, keeping the Ris on the initial inputs, applying the point-set isomorphism, then

re-inserting the intermediate copies of Ri. For an example, see Remark 5.7.

4.2. Extending radiant objects. In many examples we have a “default" collection of

radiant objects Ai ⊆ Ci, but we need to extend the collection to a slightly larger full

subcategory that will contain the image of F(Ai−1). In this section we formalize this

extension procedure.

Lemma 4.9. Let A⊆C be a collection of radiant objects and R : C→C a radiant replace-

ment for a right-deformable functor F : C→D.

For any collection of objects {Xα}, Xα ∉A, if each of the maps

F(Xα)→ F(RXα)

is a weak equivalence, then the full subcategory A′ whose objects are the Xα and the

objects of A, is also a collection of radiant objects for F.

In this case we say A can be expanded to contain the objects {Xα}.

Proof. It is enough to show that F applied to a weak equivalence between objects in A′

is a weak equivalence. Let f : Y → Z be a weak equivalence, where Y and Z are in A′.

Then we have a commuting diagram

F(Y ) //

F( f )

��

F(RY )

F(R f )

��

F(Z) // F(RZ)

where the horizontal maps are induced by radiant replacement. The right vertical arrow

is a weak equivalence since RY and RZ are in A. The top horizontal arrow is a weak

equivalences, since either Y = Xα for some α and it is an equivalence by assumption,

or Y ∈ A and then it is F of a weak equivalence in A. The bottom horizontal is a weak

equivalence for the same reason. The left vertical arrow is therefore a weak equivalence

by two out of three. �

Our primary functor of interest is ⊙, which is a functor of two variables F : C×C→D.

The most natural collection of radiant objects turns out to be a product category A×A

for some A⊆C, and the radiant replacement functor is a product R×R. In this case, we

apply Lemma 4.9 by adding pairs (Xα,Yα) ∈C×C to the subcategory A×A, and checking
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that the functor R ×R induces an equivalence F(Xα,Yα) → F(RXα,RYα). Often, it is

convenient to check this last condition by applying the copies of R one at a time:

F(Xα,Yα)
∼

// F(RXα,Yα)
∼

// F(RXα,RYα).

For instance, this happens in the proof of Lemma 5.10.

5. STRUCTURES ON THE HOMOTOPY BICATEGORY Ex

In this section we prove the structure we defined on the point-set bicategory OS
c/Top

in Section 3 passes in a canonical way to the homotopy bicategory Ex =HoOSc/Top.

We define this homotopy bicategory as follows. The 0-cells of Ex are the 0-cells of

OS
c/Top, in other words, topological spaces. We form the hom categories of Ex from those

of OSc/Top by inverting the 2-cells in OS
c(A×B) that are stable equivalences in the sense

of [Mal, Def 5.1.1], or π∗-isomorphisms in the sense of [MS06, Def 12.3.4].

It remains to show that the functors of Section 3 have associated derived functors on

Ex that satisfy the same coherences.

The functors we studied in Section 3 are composites of the external product, push-

forward and pullback. We use the following result from [Mal, 1.0.2] to show that they

descend to the homotopy category. A central role is played by the level h-fibrant spec-

tra. These are the spectra X ∈OS(B) for which each of the projection maps Xn → B is a

Hurewicz fibration [Mal, Definition 4.2.1].

Theorem 5.1. In each category OS
c(B) of freely f -cofibrant parametrized orthogonal

spectra

• the external smash product ∧ preserves all stable equivalences,

• the external smash product of level h-fibrant spectra is level h-fibrant,

• the pushforward f! preserves all stable equivalences, and level h-fibrant spectra if

f is a Hurewicz fibration, and

• the pullback f ∗ preserves level h-fibrant spectra and stable equivalences between

level h-fibrant spectra.

Furthermore, there is a strong symmetric monoidal level h-fibrant replacement functor

P:

X
∼
→ PX , PS∼=S, P(X ∧Y )∼= PX ∧PY .

Since ∧ and f! preserve all equivalences, we can take them to be their own right

derived functor. The functor f ∗ preserves equivalences on level h-fibrant spectra, so it

is right-deformable. We therefore get right-derived functors as in [Mal, Rmk 6.1.4]

X ∧
R

Y = X ∧Y , (R f!)(X )= f!(X ), (R f ∗)(X )= f ∗(PX ).

Remark 5.2. Theorem 5.1 provides our default collection of radiant objects for this sec-

tion: the freely f -cofibrant and level h-fibrant spectra. Unfortunately, not all spectra of

interest are of this form. In particular, unit objects and base change objects are not level

h-fibrant. So, when we need these 1-cells, we use the approach of Section 4.2 to expand

the collection of radiant objects.

The following result is the primary tool we will use to extend our collections of radiant

objects. Let X ∈ Top(A ×B) be an arbitrary topological space over A ×B. We can add a

disjoint copy of (A×B) to X and take its fiberwise suspension spectrum:
(
Σ
∞
+(A×B)X

)
.

The unit UA, twisting object TA i
, and more generally the base-change object

[
B

f
←− A

]

are all special cases of this construction.
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Lemma 5.3. Let W, X ∈Top(A ×B), Y ∈OS
c(B×C), and let f : W → X be a weak equiv-

alence. If the projections W → B and X → B are both Serre fibrations, or alternatively if

each of the projections Yn → B is a Serre fibration, then the map induced by f

(Σ∞
+(A×B) f )⊙ id:

(
Σ
∞
+(A×B)W

)
⊙Y →

(
Σ
∞
+(A×B)X

)
⊙Y

is an equivalence of spectra.

Proof. By [Mal, Remark 6.4.7], the product
(
Σ
∞
+(A×B)

X
)
⊙Y is given at each spectrum

level by the space-level circle product X+(A×B) ⊙Yn. By [Mal, Cor 6.5.2], this preserves

equivalences provided either X → B or Yn → B is a Serre fibration. The map

(Σ∞
+(A×B) f )⊙ id

is therefore an equivalence at every spectrum level, so it is a stable equivalence. �

5.1. The bicategory Ex. In this section we show that Ex is a bicategory. We first con-

sider the composition product ⊙.

Lemma 5.4. The functor

⊙ : OSc(A×B)×OS
c(B×C) // OS

c(A×C)

preserves equivalences between pairs of level h-fibrant spectra and so is right-deformable.

Proof. The first statement follows from Theorem 5.1. For the second, let the subcategory

of radiant objects be pairs of level h-fibrant spectra. By Theorem 5.1, the functors that

define ⊙ preserve weak equivalences between radiant objects. �

Lemma 5.5. The lists

OS
c(A×B)×OS

c(B×C)×OS
c(C×D)

⊙×id
// OS

c(A×C)×OS
c(C×D)

⊙
// OS

c(A×D)

OS
c(A×B)×OS

c(B×C)×OS
c(C×D)

id×⊙
// OS

c(A×B)×OS
c(B×D)

⊙
// OS

c(A×D)

are coherently right-deformable.

Proof. At each stage, we use the tuples of level h-fibrant spectra as our radiant objects.

In the multi-span (3.4) that defines ⊙, the projection map π is a Hurewicz fibration.

It follows that in the action of this span the final pushforward also preserves level h-

fibrancy. Therefore our subcategories of radiant objects are preserved by each instance

of ⊙. �

Corollary 5.6. The point-set associator isomorphism induces a canonical associator on

the homotopy category

α̃ : (X ⊙
R Y )⊙R Z ≃ X ⊙

R (Y ⊙
R Z).

Proof. By Lemma 5.5 and Proposition 4.4 the left-hand side is a right-derived functor of

(X⊙Y )⊙Z, and the right-hand side is a right-derived functor of X⊙(Y ⊙Z). The point-set

associator isomorphism therefore induces a canonical isomorphism of derived functors

on the homotopy category by Corollary 4.6. �

Remark 5.7. By Remark 4.8, this derived associator is given explicitly as the composite

P(PX ⊙PY )⊙PZ ≃ (PX ⊙PY )⊙PZ
α
∼= PX ⊙ (PY ⊙PZ)≃ PX ⊙P(PY ⊙PZ).

Remark 5.8. One might think that we are forced to make Rid×⊙R the right-derived

functor of id×⊙ here, but that is not the case. We are perfectly free to choose id×⊙R

as the right-derived functor. Any two right-derived functors are canonically identified,

so modifying the choice of right-derived functor does not affect the truth of any of the

statements we make about it!
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Lemma 5.9. The diagram in Figure 3.3a commutes in the homotopy category, using the

derived product ⊙R and the derived associator map from Corollary 5.6:

(X ⊙R (Y ⊙R Z))⊙R W
α̃

// X ⊙R ((Y ⊙R Z)⊙R W)

id⊙Rα̃
��

((X ⊙R Y )⊙R Z)⊙R W

α̃

��

α̃⊙Rid

OO

X ⊙R (Y ⊙R (Z⊙R W))

(X ⊙R Y )⊙R (Z⊙R W) (X ⊙R Y )⊙R (Z⊙R W)

α̃

OO

Proof. We verify the variant of Lemma 5.5 in which we start with a product of four cat-

egories instead of three. The radiant objects are tuples of level h-fibrant spectra. This

shows that every list appearing in Figure 3.3a is coherently right-deformable. By Corol-

lary 4.7 we get a commuting diagram between the right-derived functors. We identify the

two upper vertical maps in this diagram as products α̃⊙R id by recalling that passage to

the homotopy category respects horizontal composition of natural transformations. �

The remaining diagrams from Section 3 will follow by the same argument – the only

thing to check is that every list of functors that arises is coherently right-deformable.

However, to verify this for the unit isomorphism will require more care. Since UA is not

level h-fibrant this is our first use of the ideas in Section 4.2.

Lemma 5.10. The collection of radiant objects for ⊙ from Lemma 5.4 can be expanded to

contain pairs (X ,Y ) where one of X or Y is a unit 1-cell and the other is level h-fibrant.

Proof. Recall that UA =Σ
∞
+(A×A)

A and PUA =Σ
∞
+(A×A)

AI . The two maps

A
id
−→ A, AI ev1

−−→ A,

are Hurewicz fibrations. In particular, they are Serre fibrations, so by Lemma 5.3 the

maps

UA ⊙X → PUA ⊙X and X ⊙UA → X ⊙PUA

are equivalences for any parametrized spectrum X .

Therefore, if X is level h-fibrant, the composites

UA ⊙X → PUA ⊙X → PUA ⊙PX and X ⊙UA → X ⊙PUA → PX ⊙PUA

are equivalences using Lemma 5.4. By Lemma 4.9, the subcategory of radiant objects

can therefore be expanded to include all pairs of the form (UA, X ) and (X ,UA). �

Corollary 5.11. The list

(∗)×OS
c(A×B)

UA×id
// OS

c(A× A)×OS
c(A×B)

⊙
// OS

c(A×B)

is coherently right-deformable.

Corollary 5.12. The point-set unitor isomorphisms induce canonical unitor isomorphisms

on the homotopy category

ℓ̃ : UA ⊙
R X ≃ X , r̃ : X ⊙

RUA ≃ X .

Proposition 5.13. Ex is a bicategory with bicategorical composite given by the right

derived functor of ⊙ from Lemma 5.4 and UA as unit 1-cells.
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Proof. Corollaries 5.6 and 5.12 give the associativity and unit isomorphisms. We verified

Figure 3.3a in Lemma 5.9, so it remains to verify Figure 3.3b.

As in Lemma 5.9, this requires us to check that the list

(5.14)

OS
c(A×B)× (∗)×OS

c(B×C)
id×UB×id
−−−−−−−→OS

c(A×B)×OS
c(B×B)×OS

c(B×C)

⊙×id
−−−→OS

c(A×B)×OS
c(B×C)

⊙
−→OS

c(A×C)

is coherently right-deformable and a similar check where we take the product on the

right first. We do this by taking the radiant objects to be those spectra that are level

h-fibrant, except in the category OS
c(B×B), where it can be either the unit UB or level

h-fibrant.

As in the proof of Lemma 5.10, this is a valid subcategory of radiant objects. The

radiant objects are preserved by the functors in (5.14) since −⊙UB is isomorphic to the

identity and so preserves level h-fibrant spectra.

By Corollary 4.7, we therefore get the commutativity of Figure 3.3b in the homotopy

category. �

Remark 5.15. In [Mal, Theorem 6.4.8] several approaches are given for the construction

of this bicategory. This proof is an elaboration on the second approach there. See also

[MS06, 17.1.3] for the original construction by May and Sigurdsson.

5.2. Shadows and Fuller structure. We now turn to the proof that Ex has shadows

and an n-Fuller structure. As in the previous subsection, we separate the proof according

to how we define the subcategory of radiant objects. We start with the cases where the

radiant objects can be taken to be the level h-fibrant spectra and the unit objects UA:

Lemma 5.16. The functors 〈〈 〉〉and ⊠ are right deformable. There are isomorphisms θ̃ and

m̃⊠ making the diagrams in Figures 3.9a, 3.9b and 3.14a commute for the right derived

functors of ⊙, 〈〈 〉〉and ⊠.

Proof. We take the radiant objects for 〈〈 〉〉 to be the level h-fibrant spectra. Then Theo-

rem 5.1 implies 〈〈 〉〉 is right deformable. While we do not need this here, the projection

map π : A →∗ is a Hurewicz fibration and so the radiant objects are preserved.

The radiant objects for ⊠ are tuples of level h-fibrant spectra. Then ⊠ is right de-

formable and preserves radiant objects, since the external smash and pullback preserve

radiant objects.

Since the radiant objects for the functors ⊙, 〈〈 〉〉and ⊠ are the same and these functors

preserve radiant objects, compositions of them are coherently right-deformable. Then

Proposition 4.4 and Corollary 4.7 provide the isomorphisms θ and m⊠ and the coher-

ences in Figures 3.9a and 3.14a. For Figure 3.9b, the level h-fibrant spectra do not

suffice, because they are not preserved by the functors in the following composite.

(5.17)

OS
c(A× A)× (∗)

id×UA
−−−−→OS

c(A× A)×OS
c(A× A)

⊙
−→OS

c(A× A)

〈〈〉〉
−→OS

c(∗)

As in the proof of Proposition 5.13, we fix this by extending the collection of radiant

objects in OS
c(A × A)×OS

c(A × A) to include pairs where the first spectrum is level h-

fibrant and the second spectrum is the unit UA. (We do not include the unit UA as a

radiant object in any of the other copies of OSc(A×A).) This shows that the list in (5.17),

and each of the other lists appearing in Figure 3.9b, is coherently right-deformable. �
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Remark 5.18. In the point set category, 〈〈PUA〉〉and 〈〈UA〉〉do not have the same homotopy

type – one gives the suspension spectrum of the free loop space Σ
∞
+ LA, while the other

gives only the constant loops Σ
∞
+ A. So, unlike ⊙, we cannot expand the radiant objects

to include the unit UA in every copy of OSc(A× A) above.

Recall that the collection of radiant objects for ⊙ from Lemma 5.4 consists of pairs of

level h-fibrant spectra.

Lemma 5.19. The collection of radiant objects for ⊙ from Lemma 5.4 can be extended to

include pairs where one or both of the spectra in the pair are base change 1-cells
[
B

f
←− A

]
.

Proof. This proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 5.10. We first prove that for any

spectrum Y and any level h-fibrant spectrum X the following two maps are weak equiv-

alences:
[
B

f
←− A

]
⊙Y // P

[
B

f
←− A

]
⊙Y(5.20)

X ⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]
// X ⊙P

[
B

f
←− A

]
(5.21)

In each case, we tensor with the level h-fibrant replacement map.

As in the proof of Lemma 5.10, we recall that
[
B

f
←− A

]
=Σ

∞
+(B×A)A, P

[
B

f
←− A

]
=Σ

∞
+(B×A)(B

I
×B A×A AI).

The maps A → A and BI ×B A×A AI → A are both Serre fibrations, so by Lemma 5.3, the

map (5.20) is an equivalence.

On the other hand, if X ∈ OS
c(C ×B) is level h-fibrant, then the maps Xn → C ×B

are Hurewicz fibrations, and therefore the projections Xn → B are fibrations as well. By

Lemma 5.3, the map (5.21) is therefore an equivalence.

If X is level h-fibrant, the maps

X ⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]
∼

// X ⊙P
[
B

f
←− A

]
∼

// PX ⊙P
[
B

f
←− A

]

are therefore both equivalences, so their composite is an equivalence. By Lemma 4.9,

the subcategory of radiant objects can therefore be expanded to include all pairs of the

form
(
X ,

[
B

f
←− A

])
.

Similarly, if Y is level h-fibrant, the maps

[
B

f
←− A

]
⊙Y

∼
// P

[
B

f
←− A

]
⊙Y

∼
// P

[
B

f
←− A

]
⊙PY

are both equivalences, so the subcategory of radiant objects can be expanded to include

all pairs of the form
([

B
f
←− A

]
,Y

)
as well.

Finally, if we have two base-change 1-cells, we apply (5.20) first, then (5.21) to get the

equivalence

[
C

g
←−B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]
∼

// P
[
C

g
←−B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

]
∼

// P
[
C

g
←−B

]
⊙P

[
B

f
←− A

]
.

Therefore the subcategory of radiant objects can be expanded to include all pairs of the

form
([

C
g
←−B

]
,
[
B

f
←− A

])
. �

Remark 5.22. We will only need Lemma 5.19 for pairs in which one spectrum is level

h-fibrant and the other is a twisting object T(A i) and for pairs in which both spectra are

base change 1-cells. Since we don’t gain much simplification in the proof when consider-

ing only these cases, we included the more general result.
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Remark 5.23. It is important to note that we do not think of the extended collection of

radiant objects in Lemma 5.19 as a further extension of the collection from Lemma 5.10.

Instead, we have two different expansions available to us. We are free to use either one

at a given stage in a composite of right-deformable functors – we are not required to use

both at the same time.

Lemma 5.24. For the derived functors of ⊙, 〈〈 〉〉and ⊠ defined in Lemmas 5.4 and 5.16

there are isomorphisms ĩ⊠, ϑ̃, and τ̃ satisfying the coherences in Figures 3.14b, 3.18a,

3.18b and 3.22.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Lemma 5.9 and Proposition 5.13. To

define the isomorphism

ĩ⊠ : U∏
A i

≃⊠
RUA i

in the homotopy category the relevant composite of functors is

(∗)
(UAi

)
//
∏
OS

c(A i × A i)
⊠

// OS
c((

∏
A i)× (

∏
A i)).

The radiant objects consist of

• the single object of ∗ and

• the tuples in
∏
OS

c(A i × A i) in which either

– every spectrum in the tuple is level h-fibrant or

– every spectrum in the tuple is the unit UA i
.

We do not allow tuples that have some level h-fibrant spectra and some units. (Note

that it is unnecessary to choose the radiant objects in the final category OS
c(

∏
A i ×∏

A i).) The functor ⊠ = ∧ preserves equivalences on these objects because it preserves

all equivalences of freely f -cofibrant spectra. Then, as usual, Proposition 4.4 defines the

isomorphism ĩ⊠.

We now check that each of the lists of functors in Figure 3.14b is coherently right-

deformable. Since all composites of functors are similar, we illustrate the argument

with the composite in the bottom left corner:

(∗)×
∏

OS
c(A i ×Bi)

UAi
×id

−−−−−→
∏

OS
c(A i × A i)×

∏
OS

c(A i ×Bi)

⊠×⊠
−−−→OS

c(
∏

A i ×
∏

A i)×OS
c(

∏
A i ×

∏
Bi)

⊙
−→OS

c(
∏

A i ×Bi).

Using the radiant objects and preservation properties above, we conclude by Corol-

lary 4.7 that the derived version of Figure 3.14b also commutes.

To define the isomorphism

(5.25) ϑ̃ : T(A i )⊙
R (⊠RMi)

≃
−→ (⊠RMi+1)⊙R T(Bi ),

the relevant composite of functors is

(∗)×
∏
OS

c(A i ×Bi)
T(Ai )×⊠

// OS
c(

∏
A i+1 ×

∏
A i)×OS

c(
∏

A i ×
∏

Bi)
⊙

// OS
c(

∏
A i+1),

and a similar composite with T(Bi) on the right-hand side. In each of these categories,

we take the radiant objects to be the tuples of level h-fibrant spectra, except in

OS
c(

∏
A i+1 ×

∏
A i),

where we also allow the twisting 1-cell T(A i). Since T(A i) is a base change object for a

homeomorphism it is, in particular, a base change object for a Serre fibration, so

T(A i) ⊙Y
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is level h-fibrant when Y is level h-fibrant. This allows us to check that radiant objects

are preserved by the above functors. By Lemma 5.19, the weak equivalences between

radiant objects are preserved as well, and so the above list of functors is coherently

right-deformable. As before, Proposition 4.4 therefore defines the map ϑ̃.

We similarly check that each of the lists of functors in Figure 3.18a is coherently

right-deformable. We illustrate the argument with the entry in the top left corner:

(∗)×
∏

OS
c(A i×Bi)×

∏
OS

c(Bi ×Ci)

T(Ai )×⊠×⊠

−−−−−−−−→OS
c(

∏
A i+1 ×

∏
A i)×OS

c(
∏

A i ×
∏

Bi)×OS
c(

∏
Bi ×

∏
Ci)

⊙×id
−−−→OS

c(
∏

A i+1 ×
∏

Bi)×OS
c(

∏
Bi ×

∏
Ci)

⊙
−→OS

c(
∏

A i+1 ×
∏

Ci).

Using the radiant objects and preservation properties above, we conclude by Corol-

lary 4.7 that the derived version of Figure 3.18a also commutes.

When checking that the lists in Figure 3.18b are coherently right-deformable, we have

to say a little more. We illustrate the argument with the composite in the bottom left

corner:

(∗)×
∏

(∗)
T(Ai )×

∏
(UAi

)
−−−−−−−−−→OS

c(
∏

A i+1 ×
∏

A i)×
∏

OS
c(A i × A i)

id×⊠
−−−→OS

c(
∏

A i+1 ×
∏

A i)×OS
c(

∏
A i ×

∏
A i)

⊙
−→OS

c(
∏

A i+1 ×
∏

A i).

The radiant objects are those tuples of spectra in which

• each spectrum is level h-fibrant, or

• every spectrum in the tuple is the “special” one – either

– the twisting 1-cell T(A i) in the category OS
c(

∏
A i+1 ×

∏
A i),

– the unit UA i
in OS

c(A i × A i) for every value of i, or

– the product ⊠UA i
in OS

c(
∏

A i ×
∏

A i).

These radiant objects are all preserved by construction, and the weak equivalences be-

tween them are preserved by Lemma 5.19. We conclude by Corollary 4.7 that the derived

version of Figure 3.18a also commutes.

Finally, to define the isomorphism

τ̃ : 〈〈T(A i−1) ⊙
R
⊠

RQ i〉〉
R ∼=
−→〈〈Q1⊙

R . . .⊙R Qn〉〉
R
,

the relevant composites of functors are

(∗)×
∏

OS
c(A i−1 × A i)

T(Ai−1 )×⊠

−−−−−−−→OS
c(

∏
A i ×

∏
A i−1)×OS

c(
∏

A i−1 ×
∏

A i)

⊙
−→OS

c(
∏

A i ×
∏

A i)

〈〈〉〉
−→OS

c(∗),

∏
OS

c(A i−1 × A i)
⊙(n−1)

−−−−→OS
c(A1 × A1)

〈〈〉〉
−→OS

c(∗).

Here the subscripts on A are taken mod n. Again, we take the radiant objects in each cat-

egory to be the level h-fibrant spectra and the twisting 1-cell T(A i ) in OS
c(

∏
A i+1×

∏
A i).

These radiant objects and the equivalences between them are preserved, as before, by

Lemma 5.19 and the fact that T(A i ) ⊙− preserves level h-fibrant spectra. We see by a

similar choice of radiant objects that each list of functors in Figure 3.22 is coherently



24 CARY MALKIEWICH AND KATE PONTO

right-deformable. We conclude by Corollary 4.7 that the derived version of Figure 3.22

also commutes. �

Together Lemmas 5.16 and 5.24 show Ex has a shadow and a compatible n-Fuller

structure.

5.3. Base change objects. It only remains to produce the natural transformations and

coherences for a (derived) system of base change objects.

Lemma 5.26. For the derived functors of ⊙, 〈〈 〉〉and ⊠ defined in Lemmas 5.4 and 5.16,

there are isomorphisms m̃[], ĩ[], and ν̃ satisfying the coherences in Figures 3.26, 3.30

and 3.32.

Proof. To define the isomorphism

m̃[] :
[
C

g
←−B

]
⊙
R

[
B

f
←− A

]
≃

[
C

g f
←−− A

]
,

one of the relevant composites of functors is

(∗)× (∗)
[g]×[ f ]

// OS
c(C×B)×OS

c(B× A)
⊙

// OS
c(C× A).

We take the radiant objects to be those pairs (X ,Y ) ∈OSc(C×B)×OS
c(B× A) such that

either

• X and Y are both the base change objects or

• they are both level h-fibrant.

The product ⊙ preserves equivalences on these pairs by Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 5.19.

The other composite is similar. Therefore this list is coherently right-deformable, so we

get the derived isomorphism m̃[] by Proposition 4.4.

For the isomorphism

ĩ[] : UA ≃

[
A

id
←− A

]
,

there is nothing to check, because a functor of the form (∗)→OS
c(A×A) is automatically

coherently right-deformable. We therefore get the derived isomorphism ĩ[], which is the

same as the previous identification i[] on the point-set level.

We check that each of the lists of functors in Figures 3.26a and 3.26b is coherently

right-deformable. We illustrate the argument with the composite in the top left corner:

(∗)× (∗)× (∗)
[h]×[g]×[ f ]
−−−−−−−−→OS

c(D×C)×OS
c(C×B)×OS

c(B× A)

⊙×id
−−−→OS

c(D×B)×OS
c(B× A)

⊙
−→OS

c(D× A).

We check this is coherently right-deformable by taking the radiant objects to be those

tuples in which

• every spectrum in the tuple is the appropriate base-change object or composition

of base-change objects, or

• every spectrum in the tuple is level h-fibrant.

The radiant objects are preserved by construction and weak equivalences are preserved

by Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 5.19. The other lists follow in a similar way. We conclude

by Corollary 4.7 that the derived versions of Figures 3.26a and 3.26b also commute.

To define the isomorphism

ν̃ : ⊠R

[
Bi

f i
←− A i

]
≃

[∏
Bi

∏
f i

←−−
∏

A i

]
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one of the the relevant composites of functors is

∏
(∗)

∏
[ f i ]

//
∏
OS

c(Bi × A i)
⊠

// OS
c(

∏
Bi ×

∏
A i).

We take the radiant objects to be those tuples (X i)∈
∏
OS

c(Bi × A i) such that either

• every X i is the base change object
[
Bi

f i
←− A i

]
, or

• every X i is level h-fibrant.

The product ⊠ preserves equivalences on these objects because it preserves all equiva-

lences of freely f -cofibrant spectra. The other composite is similar. Therefore this list is

coherently right-deformable, so we get the derived isomorphism ν̃ by Proposition 4.4.

We check that each of the lists of functors in Figures 3.30a, 3.30b and 3.32 is coher-

ently right-deformable. We illustrate the argument with the composite of functors in the

top left corner of Figure 3.32:

(∗)×
∏

(∗)
T(Bi )×

∏
[pi]

−−−−−−−−→OS
c(

∏
Bi+1 ×

∏
Bi)×

∏
OS

c(Bi ×E i)

id×⊠
−−−→OS

c(
∏

Bi+1 ×
∏

Bi)×OS
c(

∏
Bi ×

∏
E i)

⊙
−→OS

c(
∏

Bi+1 ×
∏

E i).

The radiant objects are tuples of spectra in which

• every spectrum is level h-fibrant, or else

• every spectrum in the tuple is the “special” one – either

– the twisting 1-cell T(Bi ) in OS
c(

∏
Bi+1 ×

∏
Bi),

– the base change 1-cells
[
Bi

pi
←− E i

]
in

∏
OS

c(Bi ×E i), or

– the product of base-change 1-cells ⊠
[
Bi

pi
←− E i

]
in OS

c(
∏

Bi ×
∏

E i).

Radiant objects are preserved by construction, and equivalences between them are pre-

served by Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 5.19 (and the fact that the product ⊠
[
Bi

pi
←− E i

]
is

itself isomorphic to a base change 1-cell).

The other lists follow in a similar way. We conclude by Corollary 4.7 that the derived

versions of Figures 3.30a, 3.30b and 3.32 also commute. �

Corollary 5.27. Ex is a bicategory with shadow, an n-Fuller structure, and base change

objects.

6. THE CASES OF GEx, ExB , AND GExB

The above arguments apply almost without change in GEx, the bicategory of G-

equivariant parametrized spectra [Mal, Thm 7.4.5]. The only difference is that the iso-

morphisms are no longer unique as natural isomorphisms for equivariant maps – they

are only unique if we insist that they are natural with respect to non-equivariant maps

[Mal, Thm 7.2.4]. However, this is still enough to pick the isomorphisms and to confirm

that they agree on the point-set level, and therefore also on the homotopy category.

Corollary 6.1. GEx is a bicategory with shadow, an n-Fuller structure, and base change

objects.

If we work relative to a base space B, more modifications are needed. Going back to

the beginning, fix a base space B and consider the symmetric monoidal bifibration OS(B)

of parametrized orthogonal spectra over fibrations over B [Mal, Def 6.3.1]. The objects

are parametrized spectra over spaces E, where E is equipped with Hurewicz fibrations

E → B. The maps are as in OS. The base category is the category FibB of Hurewicz

fibrations E → B over the fixed base B and maps over B. The tensor product is the
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external smash product rel B. For a spectrum X over D and Y over E, this product

X ∧B Y is defined by pulling X ∧Y back along the canonical map D×B E → D×E.

Consider multi-spans in the category FibB. In other words, all the spaces have a

fibration to B and all the maps are maps over B:

(6.2) Ef

tt✐✐✐
✐✐✐

✐✐✐
✐✐ (g1,...,gn)

**❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯

��

C

**❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯ A1×B . . .×B An

tt✐✐✐
✐✐✐

✐

B

The definition of a rigid multi-span doesn’t change, but the map E → C × A1 × . . .× An

now factors through the fiber product C ×B A1 ×B . . .×B An, so we can measure rigidity

by asking that the map to the fiber product be injective.

The diagonal map ∆ and projection map π change since our products of base spaces

are taken relative to B:

∆ : A → A×B A, π : A → B.

When we restrict to fibers over one point of B, these become the same maps from before.

The multi-span in (6.2) acts on the categories of orthogonal spectra as before:

(6.3)
∏

iOS
c(A i) // OS

c(C)

(X1, . . . , Xn)
✤ // f!(g1, . . . , gn)∗(X1∧B . . .∧B Xn).

Since ∧B is defined by composing ∧ with a pullback, this action is still composed of a

smash product, a pullback, and a pushforward. Therefore it still preserves freely f -

cofibrant spectra and the rigidity theorem (Theorem 2.8) still holds.

We define the point-set bicategory OS
c/FibB as before:

• The 0-cells are fibrations E over B.

• The 1- and 2-cells from A to C are the category OS
c(A×B C) of freely f -cofibrant

parametrized orthogonal spectra over A×B C.

• The unit UA is the suspension spectrum of A+(A×B A) over A ×B A. Equivalently,

it is unique object produced by the action of the multi-span

A∆

uu❦❦❦
❦❦❦ π

''❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖

A×B A B.

• For X ∈OS
c(A×B E) and Y ∈OS

c(E×B C), the product X ⊙B Y is the action of the

multi-span

A×B E×B C
1π1
ss❤❤❤

❤❤❤
1∆1

,,❨❨❨❨
❨❨❨❨

A×B C (A×B E)×B (E×B C).

• The associator α is the unique natural isomorphism (X⊙BY )⊙B Z ∼= X⊙B(Y⊙B Z).

It exists by identifying both sides with the action of the multi-span

A×B E×B C×B D
1ππ1

ss❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

1∆∆1
--❬❬❬❬❬

❬❬❬❬❬

A×B D (A×B E)×B (E×B C)×B (C×B D).

Since this multi-span is rigid, by Theorem 2.8, any two functors isomorphic to

this action have one and only one isomorphism between them.

• Similarly, the unitors are the unique isomorphisms UA ⊙B X ∼= X ∼= X ⊙B UC.
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• The shadow 〈〈X〉〉is defined by the action of the multi-span

A
π

ww♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

∆

))❚❚
❚❚❚

❚

B (A×B A).

• The rotator isomorphism θ : 〈〈X ⊙B Y〉〉∼=〈〈Y ⊙B X〉〉exists by comparing both actions

to that of the rigid span

A×B E
ππ
vv❧❧❧

❧❧❧
∆∆

,,❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳

❳❳

B (A×B E)×B (E×B A).

Remark 6.4. Note that the object UA is not the same as the object we denote using this

symbol in Sections 3 and 5, but we will rely on context to disambiguate. We will have

a similar ambiguity for the base change objects T(A i) and we will also rely on context to

distinguish.

Proposition 6.5. These make OS
c/FibB into a bicategory with shadow. Furthermore

it has an n-Fuller structure in which ⊠ = ∧B, and base-change objects indexed by the

category FibB.

Proof. The arguments follow those in Section 3 where every product is now a fiber prod-

uct over B. �

Before we proceed with the homotopy category, we need two lemmas. The first is a

fiberwise version of Lemma 5.3. Let X ∈ Top(A ×B C) be an arbitrary topological space

over A×BC. We can add a disjoint copy of (A×BC) to X and take its fiberwise suspension

spectrum: (
Σ
∞
+(A×BC)X

)
.

As before, the unit UA, twisting object TA i
, and base-change object

[
C

f
←− A

]
B

are all

special cases of this construction.

Lemma 6.6. Let W, X ∈Top(A×BC), Y ∈OS
c(C×BD), and let f : W → X be a weak equiv-

alence. If the projections W → C and X → C are both Serre fibrations, or alternatively if

each of the projections Yn → C is a Serre fibration, then the map induced by f

(Σ∞
+(A×BC) f )⊙ id:

(
Σ
∞
+(A×BC)W

)
⊙B Y →

(
Σ
∞
+(A×BC)X

)
⊙Y

is an equivalence of spectra.

Proof. As in Lemma 5.3, the product
(
Σ
∞
+(A×BC)

X
)
⊙B Y is given at each spectrum level

by the space-level circle product X+(A×BC) ⊙B Yn. By [Mal, Lem 6.5.1], this preserves

equivalences provided either X → C or Yn → C is a Serre fibration. �

The next lemma helps us check the fibration condition from Lemma 6.6.

Lemma 6.7. If f : D → E is any map of fibrations over B, the composite

(6.8) D×(E×BD) (E×B D)I
→ (E×B D)I π1

−→ D I ev1
−−→ D

is a Hurewicz fibration and homotopy equivalence.

The product D×(E×B D) (E×B D)I is formed using evaluation at 0 ∈ I, while the compos-

ite in (6.8) uses evaluation at 1 ∈ I. The map D → E×B D is the graph of f .

Proof. A homotopy inverse to the map in (6.8) is the map d 7→ (d, c f (d),d) where c f (d),d

is the constant path at ( f (d), d). The endomorphism of D given by these maps is the

identity. The endomorphism of D×(E×BD) (E×B D)I given by these maps is homotopic to

the identity by shrinking the path in E×B D.
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To see that (6.8) is a fibration, we first rewrite it as the composite

(6.9) D×(E×BD) (E×B D)I
→ (E×B D)I ev1

−−→ E×B D → D.

Then, suppose we are given the solid arrows in the following commutative diagram

(6.10) X
f1× f2

//

i0

��

D×(E×BD) (E×B D)I

(6.9)

��

X × I
H

//

K1×K2

66

D.

Expanding using the pullback in the top right corner, we obtain the two commutative

diagrams below.

(6.11) X
f2

//

i0

��

(E×B D)I

(ev0,ev1)

��

(E×B D)× (E×B D)

11π1

��

X × I

p

HH

K2

;;

(G,H)
// (E×B D)×D

X
f1

//

i0

��

D

f×id

��

X × I

p

DD

K2

//❴❴❴

K1

44

(E×B D)I
ev0

// E×B D

G = ( f × id)◦ f1 ◦ p = ev0 ◦ f2 ◦ p : X × I → E×B D.

The product of the two evaluation maps (ev0,ev1) is a fibration since it is the dual of the

inclusion ∂I → I. The projection π1: E×B D → D is also a fibration since it is a pullback

of E →B. This gives the lift K2 in the left diagram in (6.11).

Once K2 is chosen, the square on the right commutes since ( f × id) f1 = ev0( f2) =

ev0K2i0. In particular, the projection of ev0K2i0 onto D is f1. Then the map K1 can

be taken to be the composite f1 p : X × I → X → D. The upper triangle in the right-hand

square then commutes because p is a left inverse to i0, and the bottom triangle com-

mutes because ( f × id) f1 pi0 = ( f × id) f1 = ev0K2. �

Now we proceed to the homotopy category. As in Section 5, the main task is to select

collections of radiant objects that make each list of functors coherently deformable.

As in Lemma 5.4, the pairs of level h-fibrant spectra are a collection of radiant objects

for the functor ⊙B. (For a spectrum in OS
c(A ×B C), these will be level h-fibrant with

respect to the base space A×B C.)

Lemma 6.12. As in Lemmas 5.10 and 5.19, this collection of radiant objects for ⊙B can

be extended to contain either

• pairs in which one spectrum is a unit UA,

• pairs in which one spectrum is a twisting 1-cell T(A i), or

• pairs in which both spectra are base change 1-cells
[
C

f
←− A

]
B

.

As in Remark 5.23, we do not need to extend the collection of radiant objects to contain

all of these simultaneously.

Proof. For the first case where one spectrum is a unit UA, as in the proof of Lemma 5.10,

it is enough to check that the map

UA ⊙B X
∼
−→ (PUA)⊙B X(6.13)

is an equivalence. Recall that in the fiberwise setting over B, we have

UA =Σ
∞
+(A×B A) A, PUA =Σ

∞
+(A×B A)(A×(A×B A) (A×B A)I).
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By Lemma 6.6, it is enough to check that the following two maps are Hurewicz fibrations:

A
id
−→ A,(6.14)

A×(A×B A) (A×B A)I
→ (A×B A)I π1

−→ AI ev1
−−→ A.(6.15)

But the first is an identity map, and the second is the special case of Lemma 6.7 for the

identity map id: A → A. Therefore they are both fibrations, so (6.13) is an equivalence.

For the second case where one spectrum is a twisting 1-cell T(A i), we follow the same

proof as the unit case, rather than following the proof of Lemma 5.19. It suffices to prove

that the maps

(
∏

B

A i)
id
−→ (

∏

B

A i),(6.16)

(
∏

B

A i)×(
∏

B A i+1×B

∏
B A i ) (

∏

B

A i+1 ×B

∏

B

A i)
I
→ (

∏

B

A i+1 ×B

∏

B

A i)
I π1
−→ (

∏

B

A i)
I ev1
−−→ (

∏

B

A i)

(6.17)

are Hurewicz fibrations. This follows once again as a special case of Lemma 6.7.

Finally, for the case of two base-change objects it is enough to check that the map
[
D

g
←−C

]
B
⊙B

[
C

f
←− A

]
B

∼
−→ P

[
D

g
←−C

]
B
⊙B P

[
C

f
←− A

]
B

is an equivalence of spectra. Using [Mal, Remark 6.4.7] and the fact that P commutes

with suspension spectra, this is a map of suspension spectra. Therefore, it suffices to

focus attention at spectrum level zero and ignore the disjoint basepoint sections. This

gives the inclusion of constant paths map

(6.18) A
∼
−→ C×(D×BC) (D×B C)I

×C (C×B A)I
×(C×B A) A.

To see this is an equivalence, consider the composite

C×(D×BC) (D×B C)I
×C (C×B A)I

×(C×B A) A → C×C (C×B A)I
×(C×B A) A

∼= (C×B A)I
×(C×B A) A

→ A

where the first piece applies the map in Lemma 6.7 to the part to the left of the ×C, the

second removes the redundant C, and the third applies the “reflection” of the map in

Lemma 6.7. These three maps are homotopy equivalences, and their composition is a

left inverse to (6.18). Therefore (6.18) is a homotopy equivalence as well. �

Now we define ExB by inverting the stable equivalences in each category OS
c(A×B C).

Proposition 6.19. Each functor in the definition of the shadowed bicategory, n-Fuller

structure, and base-change objects for OS
c/FibB has a right-derived functor. For every

isomorphism and coherence axiom in these structures, the relevant lists of functors are

coherently right-deformable.

Proof. This proof is almost identical to that of Proposition 5.13 and Lemmas 5.16, 5.24

and 5.26. The role of Lemmas 5.10 and 5.19 is played by Lemma 6.12.

The only significant difference is that ⊠ is replaced by ∧B, which is the external smash

product followed by a pullback along a diagonal map B → Bn. This does not preserve all

equivalences of freely f -cofibrant spectra over A, only those for which the composite

maps Xn → A → B are Serre fibrations. So, we have to check that in each case it is

applied, each of our radiant objects has this property.

For the level h-fibrant spectra X over A → B, the map Xn → A is a Hurewicz fibration.

Since A → B is a Hurewicz fibration by assumption, the composite Xn → B is a Hurewicz
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fibration. The only other cases are when X is either a unit or a base-change object. Since

units are a special case of base-change objects, we only have to consider base-change

objects.

If X =

[
C

f
←− A

]
=Σ

∞
+(C×B A)

A, then at spectrum level 0, the projection to B is

A+(C×B A) → C×B A → B,

which is a Hurewicz fibration because A → C and C → B are fibrations by assumption.

At spectrum level n, we get the external smash product

Sn
∧

(
A+(C×B A)

)
.

By [Mal, (2.3.4)], this is the pushout of A ×Sn and C ×B A along A. Since all three of

these spaces are h-fibrant over B and the map A → (A×Sn) has the homotopy extension

property, this pushout is also h-fibrant over B by [Mal, Prop 2.1.9 and Lem 2.1.10].

In summary, ∧B preserves equivalences on all of our radiant objects. �

Corollary 6.20. ExB is a bicategory with shadow, an n-Fuller structure, and base change

objects.

Finally, this approach also applies to GExB, the bicategory of G-equivariant param-

etrized spectra over spaces over B. We merely have to pick the isomorphisms that are

natural with respect to all non-equivariant maps, and then they are unique and there-

fore coherent.

Corollary 6.21. GExB is a bicategory with shadow, an n-Fuller structure, and base

change objects.

7. GEOMETRIC FIXED POINTS AND REDUCTION OF GROUP ACTION

In this section we show the geometric fixed point functor and the forgetful functor

from G-spectra to H-spectra for H ≤G induce strong shadow functors

Φ
H : GEx→WHEx, ι∗H : GEx→ HEx

that commute up to vertical natural isomorphism (invertible icon in the sense of [Lac10])

with the base-change objects. We then do the same for the bicategories of spectra over

spaces over B, where B is a fixed space with trivial G-action:

Φ
H : GExB →WHExB, ι∗H : GExB → HExB.

This is the last result needed for [MP22, Thm 8.3].

This section will mimic Sections 2 to 5. We first prove a rigidity result (Section 7.1),

then produce point set functors and natural transformations (Sections 7.2 and 7.3), and

finally show this structure descends to the homotopy category (Section 7.5).

7.1. Rigidity. We start by proving a rigidity result for geometric fixed points Φ
H that

parallels Theorem 2.8.

Definition 7.1. [MM02, V§4], [MP22, §9] For a finite group G and a subgroup H ≤ G,

the geometric fixed point functor Φ
H : GOS → WHOS sends each parametrized G-

spectrum X to the coequalizer
∨

V ,W

FWH S0
∧J H

G (V ,W)∧X (V )H
⇒

∨

V

FV H S0
∧X (V )H

−→Φ
H X .

Here V ,W ⊆ U run over finite-dimensional G-representations in some fixed complete

G-universe U, JG is the indexing category for orthogonal G-spectra, J H
G

denotes its

H-fixed points, and FV H denotes the free spectrum at level V H .
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Note that if X is a G-spectrum over a space A, the geometric fixed points Φ
H X is a

spectrum over AH. See [MP22, Prop 9.3] for further discussion of geometric fixed points

in the context of parameterized spectra.

Lemma 7.2. [MP22, Prop 9.3] The geometric fixed point functor commutes up to natural

isomorphism with smash product, pullback, and pushforward on all freely f -cofibrant

spectra. In particular, we have isomorphisms

Φ
H (X ∧Y )∼=Φ

H X ∧Φ
HY(7.3)

Φ
H( f ∗Y )∼= ( f H)∗ΦH (Y )(7.4)

Φ
H( f!Y )∼= ( f H)!Φ

H(Y ).(7.5)

Remark 7.6. Lemma 7.2 requires that we use the (CG) convention from [Mal, p. 6]. In

other words, the levels of our spectra Xn are only assumed to be compactly generated,

not compactly generated weak Hausdorff.1

Consider the functor

(7.7)
∏

i GOS
c(A i) // WHOS

c(C)

(X1, . . . , Xn)
✤ // Φ

H f!(g1, . . . , gn)∗(X1∧ . . .∧Xn)

∼= f H
!

(gH
1

, . . . , gH
n )∗(ΦH X1∧ . . .∧Φ

H Xn)

given by the action of a multi-span of equivariant maps

Bf

ww♣♣
♣♣
♣♣ (g1,...,gn)

**❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯

C A1× . . .× An

followed by the geometric fixed points functor.

Theorem 7.8. When H = G, this functor admits no nonidentity automorphisms. For

general H, the identity is the only automorphism that is natural when the morphisms are

extended to the H-equivariant maps, i.e. the morphisms in
∏

i HOS(A i)
c.

Proof. Without loss of generality H =G. Let η be any automorphism of the functor

f G
! (gG

1 , . . . , gG
n )∗(ΦG X1∧ . . .∧Φ

G Xn).

By the proof of [Mal, Thm 2.5.5], η must be the identity on any n-tuple of suspension

spectra (Σ∞
+A1

(∗), . . . ,Σ∞
+An

(∗)), on retractive G-spaces of the form (∗)+A i
= (∗)∐A i , where

the point (∗) has trivial G-action and therefore maps to AG
i
⊆ A i.

The proof of [Mal17, Prop 3.17] carries over to the parametrized setting, as in [Mal,

Thm 4.5.2], and shows that η must be the identity on any n-tuple of spectra

(FV1
(∗)+A1

, . . . ,FVn
(∗)+An

)

formed by taking free spectra on nontrivial representations on the same one-point re-

tractive spaces (∗)+A i
.

To further extend the class of spectra on which η is the identity, note that if f : X →Y

is a levelwise surjection of spectra, and ψ is an automorphism commuting with this map

X
ψ

//

f
��

X

f
��

Y
ψ

// Y ,

1It appears to also hold in the (CGWH) convention (for freely f -cofibrant spectra), but we do not provide

a proof here.
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if ψ is the identity on X , then ψ must also be the identity on Y . Now observe that

Φ
G sends maps of spectra X → Y for which X (V )G → Y (V )G is surjective, to levelwise

surjections of spectra. Furthermore, ∧, g∗, and f! all preserve levelwise surjections of

spectra. So if we choose a map of tuples

(X1, . . . , Xn)→ (Y1, . . .,Yn)

such that each map X i(V )G →Yi(V )G is a surjection, and if η is the identity on (X1, . . . , Xn),

then η must also be the identity on (Y1, . . .,Yn).

If more generally η is the identity on a collection of such tuples (Xα
1

, . . . , Xα
n ), and we

choose maps Xα
i
→ Yi such that the maps Xα

i
(V )G → Yi(V )G are jointly surjective, then

taking their wedge sum gives a levelwise surjective map
∨

α Xα
i
→ Yi, which then Φ

G , ∧,

g∗, and f! take to a levelwise surjective map of spectra. So if η is the identity on all of

the tuples (Xα
1

, . . ., Xα
n ), then η must also be the identity on (Y1, . . . ,Yn).

We now apply this principle to finish the proof. For any n-tuple of parametrized spec-

tra (X1, . . . , Xn), the free-forget adjunction gives a collection of maps of spectra

FV (∗)+A i
→ X i,

one for each representation V and G-fixed point in X i(V ). These maps are jointly sur-

jective onto X i(V )G by construction. Therefore, by the above discussion, since η is the

identity on every tuple of free spectra on one-point spaces, it must also be the identity

on (X1, . . . , Xn). �

7.2. Strong shadow functors. We now use the geometric fixed points functor and The-

orem 7.8 to define a strong shadow functor on the point set category.

Proposition 7.9. There is a functor

Φ
H : GOS

c/G Top →WHOS
c/WH Top

defined on 0-cells, hom categories, and shadow categories as follows.

• On objects, the image of a G-space A is the WH-space AH .

• On morphism categories, we take the functors

Φ
H : GOS

c(A×B)→WHOS
c(AH

×BH).

To be precise, ΦH produces spectra over (A ×B)H , and we pull back along the

canonical identification to make these into spectra over AH ×BH .

• On shadow categories, we take the functor

Φ
H : GOS

c(∗)→WHOS
c(∗).

Proof. The natural isomorphisms

mΦH : ΦH (X )⊙Φ
H (Y )∼=Φ

H(X ⊙Y )

iΦH : UAH
∼=Φ

H(UA)

sΦH : 〈〈ΦH (X )〉〉∼=Φ
H
〈〈X〉〉

on freely f -cofibrant spectra arise by commuting Φ
H past the smash product, pullback,

and pushforward using the isomorphisms in (7.3), (7.4), and (7.5). In each case this is

the unique isomorphism from Theorem 7.8 that commutes with all H-equivariant maps.

To show this defines a strong shadow functor these isomorphisms must satisfy the

coherences in Figure 7.10.
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• In Figure 7.10a, each of the objects is isomorphic to the action of the multi-span

A×B×C×D
1ππ1
ss❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣
1∆∆1

,,❩❩❩❩
❩❩❩❩

A×D (A×B)× (B×C)× (C×D)

(the one that defines the associator α), acting with geometric fixed points as in

(7.7). Here we again use the fact that the geometric fixed points functor com-

mutes up to isomorphism with smash product, pullback and pushforward on

freely f -cofibrant spectra (Lemma 7.2). Then all functors in the diagram are

isomorphic to one of the form considered in Theorem 7.8.

All of the maps are chosen to be natural with respect to H-equivariant maps

of the inputs, and therefore the diagram commutes by Theorem 7.8.

• The coherence in Figure 7.10b follows similarly using the identity span

A×B
=

tt❥❥❥
❥❥❥

=
**❚❚

❚❚❚
❚

A×B A×B.

• The coherence in Figure 7.10c follows similarly using the multi-span that defined

the rotator θ

A×B
ππ
vv❧❧❧

❧❧❧
∆∆

++❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲

⋆ (A×B)× (B× A).

�

(ΦH X ⊙Φ
HY )⊙Φ

H Z
α

//

m
ΦH ⊙id

��

Φ
H X ⊙ (ΦHY ⊙Φ

H Z)

id⊙m
ΦH

��

Φ
H(X ⊙Y )⊙Φ

H Z

m
ΦH

��

Φ
H X ⊙Φ

H (Y ⊙Z)

m
ΦH

��

Φ
H ((X ⊙Y )⊙Z)

α
// Φ

H(X ⊙ (Y ⊙Z))

(A) The shadow functor associator axiom

UAH ⊙Φ
H X

i
ΦH

��

ℓ
// Φ

H X

(ΦHUA)⊙Φ
H X

m
ΦH

// Φ
H (UA ⊙X )

ℓ

OO

(B) The shadow functor unitor axiom

(and a similar one with r)

〈〈ΦH X ⊙Φ
HY〉〉

θ
//

m
ΦH

��

〈〈ΦHY ⊙Φ
H X〉〉

m
ΦH

��

〈〈ΦH (X ⊙Y )〉〉

s
ΦH

��

〈〈ΦH(Y ⊙X )〉〉

s
ΦH

��

Φ
H〈〈X ⊙Y〉〉

θ
// Φ

H〈〈Y ⊙X〉〉

(C) The shadow functor rotator axiom

FIGURE 7.10. Commutative diagrams for a strong shadow functor.

7.3. Natural transformations. We now turn to compatibility between geometric fixed

points and base change objects. We need to compare the functors

(7.11) Φ
H
◦ [] and []◦ (−)H : G Top →WHOS

c/WH Top .

These agree on 0-cells, so we can relate them using the less complicated concept of an

icon [Lac10].
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F(u)
F(µ)

//

αu

��

F(v)

αv

��

G(u)
G(µ)

// G(v)

(A)

1F(x)

F1x

��

1G(x)

G1x

��

F(1x)
α1x

// G(1x)

(B)

F(u)⊙F(v)
αu⊙αv

//

Fu,v

��

G(u)⊙G(v)

Gu,v

��

F(u⊙v)
αu⊙v

// G(u⊙v)

(C)

FIGURE 7.13. Commutative diagrams for a general icon.

UAH

i
ΦH

��

UAH

i[]

Φ
H(UA)

i[]

[
AH =

←− AH
]

Φ
H

([
A

id
←− A

]) η
//

[
AH id

←− AH
]

(A) The pseudonatural unit axiom

Φ
H

([
C

g
←−B

])
⊙Φ

H
([

B
f
←− A

])

m
ΦH

��

η⊙η
//

[
CH gH

←−− BH

]
⊙

[
BH f H

←−− AH

]

m[]

��

Φ
H

([
C

g
←−B

]
⊙

[
B

f
←− A

])

m[]

��

[
CH gH◦ f H

←−−−−− AH

]

Φ
H

([
C

g◦ f
←−− A

]) η
//

[
CH (g◦ f )H

←−−−− AH

]

(B) The pseudonatural composition axiom

FIGURE 7.16. Commutative diagrams for an icon Φ
H ◦ []→ []◦ (−)H .

Definition 7.12. For bicategories C and D and functors F,G : C→D such that F(x) =

G(x) for every object x of C, an icon α : F →G consists of the following:

• For each morphism u : x→ y in C, a 2-cell αu : F(u)→G(u).

• For each 2-cell µ : u → v in C, the diagram in Figure 7.13a commutes.

• For each object x of C, the diagram in Figure 7.13b commutes.

• For each composable pair x
u
−→ y

v
−→ z in C, the diagram in Figure 7.13c commutes.

In our case (7.11), the source bicategory is the 1-category G Top, which has no nontriv-

ial 2-cells. This means we can dispense with Figure 7.13a and focus on Figures 7.13b

and 7.13c, which become Figures 7.16a and 7.16b, respectively. Verifying these condi-

tions is a straightforward application of Theorem 7.8.

Proposition 7.14. There is a vertical natural isomorphism (invertible icon) between the

pseudofunctors in (7.11).

Proof. These functors agree on objects, sending each G-space A to the WH-space AH.

The isomorphism of spectra over AH ×BH

(7.15) η : ΦH
([

B
f
←− A

])
∼=

[
BH f H

←−− AH

]

arises by commuting Φ
H past the smash product, pullback, and pushforward, using the

isomorphisms in (7.3), (7.4), and (7.5). It is unique by the rigidity result in Theorem 7.8.

The compatibilities in Figures 7.16a and 7.16b follow because these base-change objects

admit no nontrivial automorphisms. �

Remark 7.17. The reader may have noticed that we have not included anything about

the compatibility between the geometric fixed points functor and the Fuller structure.

This is not because there is nothing to say, but because we have no need of it in [MP22].

The techniques illustrated here can be used to prove any additional compatibilities when

needed.
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7.4. Reduction of groups. We similarly define the strong shadow functor of point-set

bicategories

(ιH )∗ : GOS
c/G Top → HOS

c/H Top

and the vertical natural isomorphism (invertible icon) between the pseudofunctors

(ιH )∗ ◦ [] and []◦ (ιH )∗ : G Top → HOS
c/H Top

by forgetting the G-actions down to H-actions. Since this does not change the underlying

set, we can pick the isomorphisms m, s, i, and η to simply be identity maps. This makes

the following a less complicated version of Propositions 7.9 and 7.14.

Proposition 7.18. The above data make (ιH)∗ into a strong shadow functor and an

invertible icon on the base-change objects.

Remark 7.19. A rigidity theorem is not needed in this setting, but Theorem 2.8 applies

here. It tells us that the functor that acts by any rigid multi-span, followed by the

forgetful functor, has a unique automorphism that commutes with all non-equivariant

maps.

7.5. Descending to the homotopy category. The process of showing that these func-

tors descend to the homotopy category follows the same structure as in Section 5. We

begin by recalling the following analog of Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 7.20. [MP22, Lem 9.6] The geometric fixed point functor preserves freely f -

cofibrant spectra and equivalences between them.

Unfortunately, we do not have a proof that ΦH preserves level h-fibrancy for freely f -

cofibrant spectra.2 As a result, we cannot use the level h-fibrant spectra as our radiant

objects, since they will not be preserved by Φ
H . To get around this, we introduce a more

restrictive class of “P-fibrant” spectra that are preserved by Φ
H .

Lemma 7.21. For freely f -cofibrant spectra X, there is a natural isomorphism

Φ
HPX ∼= PΦ

H X .

Proof. The functor P is a composition of a pullback and a pushforward ([Mal, §2.7]), so

this follows from the isomorphisms (7.4) and (7.5) from Lemma 7.2. �

Definition 7.22. A spectrum Y ∈GOS
c(C) is P-fibrant if it is isomorphic to a spectrum

of the form f! g
∗PX , where X ∈ GOS

c(A), g : B → A is any map, and f : B → C is an

(equivariant) Hurewicz fibration.

Lemma 7.23. P-fibrant spectra are preserved by

• geometric fixed points Φ
H ,

• external smash product ∧,

• pullback g∗, and

• pushforward along any (equivariant) Hurewicz fibration f!.

As a result, they are also preserved by ⊙ and 〈〈〉〉.

Proof. Suppose Y = f! g
∗X is P-fibrant. Then Φ

HY =Φ
H( f! g

∗PX ) ∼= f! g
∗P(ΦH X ), using

Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.21. The spectrum Φ
H X is freely f -cofibrant, and therefore

Φ
HY is P-fibrant.

Since the pushforward is the last functor applied in the definition of a P-fibrant spec-

trum, a pushforward of a P-fibrant spectrum along a fibration is again P-fibrant. If we

2The issue is that the coequalizer destroys fibrancy. If we attempt to simplify the coequalizer to a

colimit of pushouts of fibrant pieces, as in the proof of [Mal, Thm 4.4.6], we would either have to use a free

presentation, in which case we can’t make the input spaces fibrant, or a semifree presentation, in which

case we lose control of ΦH because it does not have a nice formula on semifree inputs.
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instead take a pullback h∗ f! g
∗PX , we use the Beck-Chevalley isomorphism from (2.1) to

rewrite it as j!k
∗g∗PX , where j is a pullback of f and is therefore a fibration. Therefore

a pullback of a P-fibrant spectrum is P-fibrant.

Theorem 5.1, along with the observation that OS is a symmetric monoidal bifibration,

shows that for P-fibrant spectra Y1 and Y2 we have

Y1∧Y2
∼= [( f1)!(g1)∗PX1]∧[( f2)!(g2)∗PX2]

∼= ( f1 × f2)!
(
[(g1)∗PX1]∧[(g2)∗PX2]

)

∼= ( f1 × f2)!(g1 × g2)∗
(
PX1∧PX2

)

∼= ( f1 × f2)!(g1 × g2)∗P(X1∧X2).

Since X1∧X2 is freely f -cofibrant, Y1∧Y2 is P-fibrant. �

Lemma 7.24. Every P-fibrant spectrum is level h-fibrant. Each of the operations in

Lemma 7.23 preserves equivalences between P-fibrant spectra.

Proof. Follows directly from Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 7.20. �

We now show that the structures from Propositions 7.9 and 7.14 descend to the homo-

topy category.

Proposition 7.25. The strong shadow functor Φ
H from Proposition 7.9 descends to a

strong shadow functor on homotopy bicategories

Φ
H : GEx→WHEx.

Proof. On 0-cells we again take each G-space A to the WH-space AH . On morphism

categories, we take right-derived functor

Φ
H : HoGOS(A×B)c

→HoWHOS(AH
×BH)c.

By Lemma 7.20, ΦH preserves all equivalences, so the right-derived functor is Φ
H itself.

We define the isomorphisms

m̃ΦH : ΦH(X )⊙R
Φ

H (Y )≃Φ
H(X ⊙

R Y )

ĩΦH : UAH ≃Φ
H(UA)

s̃ΦH : 〈〈ΦH (X )〉〉
R

≃Φ
H
〈〈X〉〉

R

from their point-set versions by checking that each composite of functors that appears is

coherently right-deformable. For m̃ΦH and sΦH , we take the tuples of P-fibrant spectra

as our radiant objects. For ĩΦH , we follow the first part of Lemma 5.24 and include the

unit objects UA ∈ OS
c(A × A) and UAH ∈ OS

c(AH × AH) in the subcategory of radiant

objects. Proposition 4.4 then defines the maps m̃ΦH , ĩΦH , and s̃ΦH .

We now check that each of the lists of functors in Figure 7.10 is coherently right-

deformable. We illustrate the argument with the composite in the middle left entry in

Figure 7.10a:

GOS
c(A×B)×GOS

c(B×C)×GOS
c(C×D)

⊙×id
−−−→GOS

c(A×C)×GOS
c(C×D)

Φ
H×ΦH

−−−−−→WHOS
c(AH

×CH)×WHOS
c(CH

×DH)

⊙
−→WHOS

c(AH
×DH).

In this case we take the radiant objects to be all tuples of P-fibrant spectra. They

are preserved by Lemma 7.23, and weak equivalences between them are preserved by

Lemma 7.24.
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We also illustrate the argument with the bottom left entry in Figure 7.10b:

(∗)×GOS
c(A×B)

UA×id
−−−−→GOS

c(A× A)×GOS
c(A×B)

Φ
H×ΦH

−−−−−→WHOS
c(AH

× AH)×WHOS
c(AH

×BH )

⊙
−→WHOS

c(AH
×BH).

In this case we take the radiant objects to be all P-fibrant spectra, except in GOS
c(A ×

A) we also take UA, and in WHOS
c(AH × AH) we also take Φ

HUA. Then the radiant

objects are again preserved. To see that the weak equivalences between these radiant

objects are preserved, for Φ
H we use the fact that it preserves all equivalences of freely

f -cofibrant spectra (Lemma 7.20), while for ⊙ we use Lemma 5.19 and the fact that

Φ
HUA

∼=UAH is isomorphic to a unit object.

We conclude by Corollary 4.7 that the derived versions of the diagrams in Figure 7.10

also commute, defining a strong shadow functor on the homotopy category. �

Remark 7.26. As in Remark 5.7, these isomorphisms in the homotopy category can be

written explicitly by inserting copies of P everywhere. This is even more true in this

case since our fibrant objects are defined to be images of spectra of the form PX .

Proposition 7.27. The vertical natural isomorphism from Proposition 7.14 descends to

a vertical natural isomorphism on homotopy categories between the pseudofunctors

Φ
H
◦ [] and []◦ (−)H : HoG Top →WHEx.

Proof. Recall the pseudofunctor [] was defined in Lemma 3.25 and its coherence isomor-

phisms were derived in Lemma 5.26.

We take the isomorphism η : ΦH
([

B
f
←− A

])
∼=

[
BH f H

←−− AH

]
from (7.15) and check that

the derived versions of the diagrams in Figure 7.16 commute. Again, it suffices to check

that each of the lists of functors that appears is coherently right-deformable. We illus-

trate the argument with the entry in the top left corner of Figure 7.16b:

(∗)× (∗)
[g]×[ f ]
−−−−−→GOS

c(C×B)×GOS
c(B× A)

Φ
H×ΦH

−−−−−→WHOS
c(CH

×BH)×WHOS
c(BH

× AH)

⊙
−→WHOS

c(CH
× AH).

As in Lemma 5.26, we take the radiant objects to be tuples in which

• every spectrum in the tuple is P-fibrant or

• every spectrum in the tuple is the appropriate base change 1-cell.

By construction, the radiant objects are preserved, and the weak equivalences between

them are preserved by Lemma 7.20 and Lemma 5.19.

We conclude by Corollary 4.7 that the derived versions of the diagrams in Figure 7.16

also commute, defining a vertical natural transformation on the homotopy category. �

Proposition 7.28. The forgetful functor (ιH)∗ from Proposition 7.18 descends to a strong

shadow functor on the homotopy bicategory and an invertible icon on the base-change

objects.

Proof. Since (ιH)∗ preserves weak equivalences and fibrations [Mal, Sections 7.2 and

7.4], the proof is the same as Propositions 7.25 and 7.27, but much less complicated. It is

not even necessary to use P-fibrant spectra – the level h-fibrant spectra work perfectly

well for this proof. �
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7.6. The fiberwise case. Fix a base space B with trivial G-action. Then the above

results apply equally well to the bicategory GExB of G-spectra over G-spaces A with

equivariant Hurewicz fibrations A → B. Each multi-span over B as in (6.2) gives an

action as in (6.3), but with geometric fixed points Φ
H thrown in:

(7.29)
∏

i GOS
c(A i) // WHOS

c(C)

(X1, . . ., Xn)
✤ // Φ

H f!(g1, . . . , gn)∗(X1∧B . . .∧B Xn)

∼= f H
!

(gH
1 , . . . , gH

n )∗(ΦH X1∧B . . .∧BΦ
H Xn).

The rigidity theorem (Theorem 7.8) applies equally well to this new functor since it is

also a composition of external smash products, pullbacks, pushforwards, and Φ
H . As

in Section 6, the proofs of Propositions 7.9, 7.14 and 7.18 are the same, except that

the products become fiber products over B. We conclude that at the point-set level, ΦH

and (ιH )∗ are strong shadow functors that commute with base-change objects up to an

invertible icon.

To pass to the homotopy category, we observe that the P-fibrant spectra of Defini-

tion 7.22 are preserved by ∧B because it is a composition of ∧ and a pullback. Therefore

the proofs of Propositions 7.25, 7.27 and 7.28 proceed as before, using Lemma 6.12 to ver-

ify that ⊙B preserves weak equivalences between our choices of radiant objects in each

case. (Note that the extra step in the proof of Proposition 6.19 does not appear here,

because the structures we are interested in do not use the product ⊠=∧B directly.) We

conclude:

Theorem 7.30. The geometric fixed point functor and the forgetful functor induce strong

shadow functors

Φ
H : GExB →WHExB, ι∗H : GExB → HExB,

that commute with base change objects up to an invertible icon.
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