arXiv:2303.10259v2 [math.AT] 30 Mar 2023

EQUIVARIANT ORIENTATION OF VECTOR BUNDLES OVER DISCONNECTED BASE SPACES

PRASIT BHATTACHARYA AND FOLING ZOU

Abstract. In this paper, we view the equivariant orientation theory of equivariant vector bundles from the lenses of equivariant Picard spectra. This viewpoint allows us to identify, for a finite group G, a precise condition under which an R-orientation of a G-equivariant vector bundle is encoded by a Thom class. Consequently, we are able to construct a generalization of the first Stiefel–Whitney class of a “homogeneous” G-equivariant bundle with respect to an E^G_∞ -ring spectrum R. As an application, we show that the 2-fold direct sum of any homogeneous bundle is HA_G-orientable, where A_G is the Burnside Mackey functor. We notice that HA_G-orientability is equivalent to HZ-orientability when the order of G is odd. When the order of G is even, we show that a G-equivariant analog of the tautological line bundle over RP^∞ is HZ-orientable but not HA_G-orientable.

Contents

1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

2 Equivariant Orientation theory . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

3 The first equivariant Stiefel–Whitney class. . . . . . . . 14

A Units of Burnside Tambara functors . . . . . . . . . . 20

1. Introduction

In differential topology, an orientation of a vector bundle is an orientation of each fiber which is compatible with the topology of the base space. In homotopy theory, an orientation is expressed as a Thom class in the ordinary cohomology with Zcoefficients of its Thom space. The concept of Thom class extends to extraordinary cohomology theories: For any ring spectrum R, an R-Thom class is a cohomology class in the R-cohomology of the Thom space ξ

u_ξ ∈ [Th(ξ), Σ^{dim ξ}R] = R^{dim ξ}(Th(ξ))

such that its restriction to the Thom space over any point is a unit in the homotopy group of R. This idea led to many interesting ideas and results, which are now foundational in homotopy theory and its application to geometry.

Equivariant orientation theory was systematically developed in the eighties and nineties, geometrically in [CW92, CMW01], and cohomologically in [LMSM86, 1

CW92, May96, May99]. Unlike the nonequivariant orientation theory, the geometric theory fails to coincide with the cohomological theory (see [CMW01, pg 4–5]), although a comparison appears in [May99]. One of the challenges of these developments was that many important results, such as the equivariant Poincare duality (see [May96, XVI §9] and [CW16]), were best understood when restricted to G-connected spaces. This is because the equivariant dimension of a vector bundle is not well defined unless the base space is G-connected. Two different ideas came in as a remedy: Costenoble and Waner [CW92] used representations of the fundamental groupoid of the base space, instead of representation ring of G, to index cohomology theories, whereas May [May99] dropped the idea of a single Thom class and advocated a “family of Thom classes” instead. The difficulty in glueing such a “family of Thom classes” lies in the fact that, unlike nonequivariant spaces, a G-equivariant space is not equivalent to the disjoint union of its G-connected components (see Example 1.2).

Remark 1.1 (G-connected components). The seminal work of Elmendorf [Elm83] was extended in [Pia91] to show that T op^G, the category of G-equivariant spaces with G-equivariant continuous maps, is Quillen equivalent to the category of O_Gspaces. Given a G-equivariant space X we get an O_G-space

Φ(X) : O^{op}_G T op,

that maps G/H to the H-fixed points of X for any subgroup H. By compatibly choosing a path component of X^H for each H ⊂ G, one can often form an O_Gspace. The corresponding G-equivariant space obtained using [Elm83, Theorem 1] is then a G-connected component of X.

Example 1.2. Let S^σ denote the one-point compactification of σ, the sign representation of C_2. Note that the C_2-fixed point of S^σ is S^0 which has two components. Therefore, S^σ has two different C_2-connected components both equivalent to Σ(EC_2)_+, where EC_2 is the total space of the universal C_2-principal bundle. The space S^σ is not equivalent to the disjoint union of its G-connected components as the underlying space of S^σ is connected.

In this paper, we propose a different approach to equivariant orientation theory, where the existence of an orientation of an equivariant bundle is determined through a two-step obstruction theory. As a consequence, we are able to make explicit calculations to check whether a given equivariant bundle admits an orientation or not.

Taking advantage of the classification theory of equivariant vector bundles [tD69] (also see [May90, Zou21]), equivariant J-homomorphism (see Remark 2.25), and the recent construction of equivariant Picard spectra [HHK^+], we introduce the notion of homogeneity of G-equivariant vector bundles relative to any E^G_∞ -ring spectrum R (see Definition 2.21). In our work, R-homogeneity is a requirement for an equivariant vector bundle to be R-orientable, hence should be thought of as the first obstruction. Our first result is an equivariant generalization of the classical Thom isomorphism theorem where the base space of G-equivariant vector bundles need not be G-connected.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a finite group and let R be an E^G_∞ -ring spectrum. Suppose that ξ is an R-homogeneous G-equivariant real vector bundle over a G-space B, then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The bundle ξ is R-orientable. (2) There exists an R-Thom class u_ξ ∈ [Th(ξ), I]^G for some invertible R-module I.

(3) There exists a G-equivariant weak equivalence (1.4) Th(ξ) ∧ R ≃ B^+ ∧ I

for some invertible R-module I.

Remark 1.5 (Finiteness assumption on G). We let G to be a finite group in Theorem 1.3 and in the rest of the paper to avoid complications of the equivariant infinite loop space theory otherwise (see [MMO, §9.2]). Further, our main application Theorem 1.23 makes sense only when |G| is finite.

Notation 1.6. The real regular representation of any finite group G will be denoted by ρ_G. When the underlying group G is clear from the context, we will drop the subscript.

The notion of R-homogeneity of an equivariant bundle is an extension of the concept of homogeneity (see Definition 2.9) which already existed in the literature. A Gequivariant homogeneous bundle is referred to as a “V-bundle” in the work of Costenoble and Waner [CW16], where V is the G-representation that encodes the equivariant dimension of the bundle. There are many important and interesting examples of homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundles.

Let Π be a compact Lie group, and let E_GΠ denote the total space of the universal principal G-Π bundle (see (2.15) for details). For a finite dimensional real Π × G representation V, the G-equivariant bundle λ_V whose projection map is (1.7) πλV : EGΠ ×Π V EGΠ ×Π 0 := BGΠ has a base space which is not G-connected (see [LM86] and Theorem 2.13). We show that:

Theorem 1.8. Suppose V is a Π × G-representation isomorphic to V ∼= nρ_G ⊗ W, where W is an arbitrary finite real representation of Π, and n ∈ N. Then λ_V as defined in (1.7) is a homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundle.

Remark 1.9. When Π = O(n), the space B_GO(n) is a classifying space for Gequivariant vector bundles [tD69].

Remark 1.10. When G = C_2, Π = Σ_2 and V = ρ ⊗ τ, the tensor product of the regular representation of C_2 and the sign representation of Σ_2, then λ_V is a C_2- equivariant bundle which is used in the geometric construction of the C_2-equivariant Steenrod operations (see [BGL22, §3.2]).

Remark 1.11. When G = C_2, Π = Σ_2 and V = U⊗τ, where the C_2-representation U is not in the form of nρ, it follows from Lemma 2.18 that λ_V is not homogeneous.

The second and final obstruction to R-orientability is an equivariant analog of the first Stiefel–Whitney class. Classically, the first Stiefel–Whitney class is the obstruction to HZ-orientability of vector bundles. In Definition 3.2, we define for an R-homogeneous bundle ξ, a cohomology class w^R_1 (ξ), which can be thought of as the first G-equivariant Stiefel–Whitney class of ξ with respect to R.

Theorem 1.12. An R-homogeneous G-equivariant bundle ξ is R-orientable if and only if w^R_1 (ξ) = 0.

Similar to the classical first Stiefel–Whitney class, our generalization also satisfies the additivity formula

(1.13) w^R_1 (ξ_1 ⊕ ξ_2) = w^R_1 (ξ_1) + w^R_1 (ξ_2)

for a pair of R-homogeneous vector bundles (as usual). Using the additivity property, one may define the R-orientation order of an R-homogeneous vector bundle as the smallest number n for which the n-fold direct sum of ξ is R-orientable. The additivity is also fundamental in the proof of Theorem 1.16 and Theorem 1.17.

Notation 1.14. Throughout this paper

• A denotes the constant G-Tambara functor at the abelian group A,

• A_G denotes the Burnside Tambara functor of G, and

• HM denotes the Eilenberg–MacLane spectrum corresponding to a Mackey functor M.

Example 1.15. A Tambara functor T is a G-commutative monoid object in the category of Mackey functors, and therefore, the corresponding Eilenberg–MacLane spectrum HT is an E^G_∞ -ring spectrum. The first Stiefel–Whitney class of an HT - homogeneous bundle ξ over B is a class in

w^T_1 (ξ) := w^{HT}_1 (ξ) ∈ H^1(B; T^×),

where T^× is the unit Mackey functor for T .

In G-equivariant homotopy theory, HZ is often regarded as a generalization of the integral Eilenberg–MacLane spectrum. In this paper we show that:

Theorem 1.16. For any HZ-homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundle, its 2-fold direct sum is HZ-orientable.

Although HZ is a perfectly valid generalization, many consider the Burnside Eilenberg– MacLane spectrum HA_G as a more appropriate one. This is because, just like HZ in the classical case, HA_G is the zeroth Postnikov approximation of the sphere spectrum S_G. Further, A_G is the unit in the symmetric monoidal category of Mackey functors (see [Tam93, Maz13]), which is an equivariant generalization of the fact that Z is the unit for the tensor product of abelian groups.

Studying HA_G-orientation of equivariant bundles is an important problem as it is a step towards understanding the genuine stable equivalence class (see Definition 2.1) of HZ-orientable vector bundles. This is because the unit map for HZ factors through that of HA_G S_G HA_G HZ.

Moreover, HA_G-orientation of an equivariant vector bundle has a precise geometric interpretation as explained in [May99], because of which many important results in the subject, such as equivariant Poincare duality [CW16, §1.12.2], are discussed in terms of HA_G-cohomology. We show:

Theorem 1.17. For any HA_G-homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundle, its 2-fold direct sum is HA_G-orientable.

We notice that an HZ-orientation is sufficient to obtain an HA_G-orientation when |G| is odd.

Theorem 1.18. Let G be a finite group of odd order. Then

w^{AG}_1 (ξ) = w^Z_1 (ξ)

for any HA_G-homogeneous G-equivariant bundle ξ.

The above theorem does not hold when G has an even order because the kernel of the map A^×_G Z^×

of G-Mackey functors is nonzero. We use this fact to define a set G_1(−) (see Definition 3.8), and refer to its elements as “ghosts^1 of the first Stiefel–Whitney class”. These elements can be regarded as obstructions to HA_G-orientability for HZ-orientable vector bundles:

Theorem 1.19. An HA_G-homogeneous HZ-orientable vector bundle ξ is HA_Gorientable if and only if 0 ∈ G_1(ξ).

We show that the trivial element always appears as a ghost when G acts freely on the base space of a bundle. Consequently, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.20. Let ξ is a HA_G-homogeneous bundle such that G acts freely on its base space. Then ξ is HA_G-orientable if and only if it is HZ-orientable.

1The term ghost is used to indicate that the set G 1(ξ) is not defined unless w^Z_1 (ξ) is dead (i.e.

w^Z_1 (ξ) = 0).

In 1966, M.F. Atiyah [Ati66] introduced a subclass of C_2-equivariant vector bundles whose underlying nonequivariant bundle is a complex vector bundle and the action of C_2 on the fibers is compatible with the complex conjugation action on C . These bundles are referred to as Atiyah Real bundles. His work implies that the classifying space of Atiyah Real bundles is a “genuine” C_2-equivariant infinite loop space, and hence deloops to a genuine C_2-spectrum kr called the connective Atiyah Real Ktheory.

The tautological Atiyah Real line bundle γ̂ is the tautological complex line bundle over the infinite complex projective space equipped with the complex conjugation action of C_2. One of the results in [Ati66], which is crucial to many applications, is that the bundle γ̂ is kr-orientable. This automatically implies that γ̂ is orientable with respect to HZ, the zeroth Postnikov approximation of kr. We show that:

Theorem 1.21. The tautological Atiyah Real bundle γ̂ is not HA_{C2} -orientable.

Let γ_ρ denote the ρ-dimensional bundle over B_GΣ_2 obtained by setting Π = Σ_2 and V = ρ ⊗ τ in (1.7). In some sense, γ_ρ is the G-equivariant analog of the real tautological line bundle.

When G = C_2 then there exist a map of C_2-equivariant vector bundle (see [BGL22, Remark 3.20])

(1.22) γρ γ̂,

thus an HZ-orientation of γ̂ leads to an HZ-orientation of γ_ρ. However, Theorem 1.21 implies that γ̂ is not HA_{C2} -orientable. We end the paper by generalizing this result to all finite groups of even order:

Theorem 1.23. If G is a finite group of even order, then γ_ρ is an HZ-orientable bundle which does not admit an HA_G-orientation.

Notation 1.24. Morally, the results in this paper are independent of the model of Sp^G (a modern poinset category of genuine G-spectra) and T op^G (a category of G-spaces); they rely on the loop-suspension adjunction

(1.25) Σ^∞G : Ho(T op^G∗ ) Ho(Sp^G) : Ω^∞G ,

which always exists between homotopy categories. However, to expose a construction of G-equivariant Picard spectra (in Remark 2.24), the authors find the modern infinity apparatus convenient. Therefore, we set

• T op^G – the ∞-category associated with simplicial model category of topological G-spaces,

• T op^G_∗ – the ∞-category of pointed topological G-spaces, and

• Sp^G – the stable ∞-category of genuine G-spectra.

We will use [−, −]^G to denote the the homotopy class of G-equivariant maps (as usual) in T op^G_∗ as well as Sp^G.

Acknowledgement. This paper has greatly benefitted from many insightful exchanges with J.P. May on the topic of equivariant orientation theory. We have also benefitted from our conversations with Vigleik Angelveit, Agnes Beaudry, Hood Chatham, Christy Hazel, Mike Hill, Clover May, Mike Mandell, and Doug Ravenel.

The first author would also like to thank Tata Institute of Fundamental Research at Mumbai for their hospitality during the period when a part of this work was done.

Organization of the paper In Section 2, we first expose the notion of homogeneity, discuss examples, and prove Theorem 1.8. Then we introduce the concept of relative homogeneity, coordinate of homogeneity, and define R-orientation of equivariant bundles, with respect to an E_∞ -ring spectrum R. We end this section with a proof of Theorem 1.3.

In Section 3, we define the equivariant generalization of Stiefel–Whitney class, and prove Theorem 1.16, Theorem 1.17, Theorem 1.18, Theorem 1.19, Theorem 1.20, Theorem 1.21 and Theorem 1.23.

The purpose of Appendix A is to record the Mackey functor structure of the units of the Burnside Tambara functor A^×_G for a few familiar abelian 2-groups.

2. Equivariant Orientation theory

A G-equivariant vector bundle ξ over a base space B consists of a map π_ξ : E −→ B in T op_G such that the fiber E_b over b ∈ B is a real vector space, and the fiberwise action of g ∈ G g : E_b E_{g·b}

is a linear isomorphism.

Definition 2.1. Two G-equivariant vector bundles, ξ_1 and ξ_2, are genuinely stably equivalent if there exists some G-representation V such that

ξ_1 ⊕ ϵ_V ∼= ξ_2 ⊕ ϵ_V,

where ϵ_V is the trivial bundle B × V over B.

Genuine stable equivalence classes of vector bundles are classified by the infinite loop space of the genuine G-equivariant real K-theory

(2.2) {G-equivariant vector bundle over B}/(∼_G) ∼= [B_+, Ω^∞_G ko_G]^G,

where ∼_G stands for genuine stable equivalence [Seg68, pg 134].

Notation 2.3. Let f_ξ : B −→ Ω^∞_G ko_G denote the classifying map (in the homotopy category of T op_∗) for a G-equivariant bundle ξ over B. We will use the same notation to denote the corresponding map of spectra under the adjunction (1.25).

When G is the trivial group, the map (in Set)

(2.4) π^0(f^ξ) : {path components of B}Z assigns each path component the dimension of ξ over it. In order to identify an orientation using a single Thom class, we require π_0(f_ξ) to be a constant map.

We will now introduce the notion of homogeneity for G-equivariant vector bundles, which is essentially a equivariant generalization of “f_ξ inducing a constant map on the zeroth homotopy”.

2.1. Homogeneity of vector bundles

When G is a nontrivial group, there are a variety of morphisms in O_G-Set which can be regarded as constant maps. In order to describe them, we first recall that a set F consisting of subgroups of G is called a family if it is closed under inclusions up to conjugations. For a family F, define the O_G-Set

c_F (G/H) = { ∗ if H ∈ F ∅ otherwise.

Definition 2.5. An F-point of an O_G-Set X is an O_G-map

p : c_F X.

Thus, an F-point p consists of a collection of points p_H ∈ X(G/H) for each H ∈ F, such that X(α)(p_{H1} ) = p_{H2} whenever H_1, H_2 ∈ F and α : G/H_2 → G/H_1 is a morphism in O_G.

Notation 2.6. Let Aℓℓ_G denote the family consisting of all subgroups of G.

Notation 2.7. For a G-equivariant space B, without a designated basepoint, we let π_0(B) : O^{op}_G Set

be the O_G-set which assigns G/H the set of path components of B^H for any subgroup H of G.

Remark 2.8. For a G-spectrum R ∈ Sp^G, the O_G-set π_0(Ω^∞_G R) (defined after forgetting the basepoint of Ω^∞_G R) has a Mackey functor structure as it is isomorphic to the zeroth homotopy group of R given by

π_0(R)(G/H) := [S_G ∧ (G/H)_+, R]^G,

for any subgroup H of G.

Definition 2.9. We say a G-vector bundle ξ is homogeneous if π_0(f_ξ) admits a factorization

(2.10) c_{AℓℓG}

π_0(B) π_0(Ω^∞_G ko_G), p π_0(f_ξ)

through an Aℓℓ_G-point p of π_0ko_G. We then call p a coordinate of homogeneity of ξ.

It follows from the definition of ko_G (see (2.2)) that its zeroth homotopy is the real representation Mackey functor RO_G given by RO_G(G/H) ∼= RO(H) for any subgroup H ⊂ G. Note that an Aℓℓ_G-point p of π_0(Ω^∞_G ko_G) is determined by p_G ∈ RO(G) as p_H is simply the restriction of p_G to the subgroup H of G. Therefore, we declare p_G as the dimension dim(ξ, p) := p_G of the pair (ξ, p).

Remark 2.11 (Geometric interpretation). For a homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundle ξ whose coordinate of homogeneity is p, the fiber over any point in B^H is an H-representation representing the class p_H ∈ RO(H) (also see [CW16]).

The coordinate of homogeneity of a G-equivariant bundle may not be unique. Such situations may arise, when the H-fixed points of the base space is empty for some subgroup H ⊂ G as demonstrated by the following example.

Example 2.12. Let ξ denote the C_2-equivariant bundle π_ξ : S(2σ) × σ S(2σ),

where σ is the sign representation of C_2. Then π_0(f_ξ) induces a map of O_{C2} -Set given by the diagram

∅ RO(C_2)

{∗} Z res

that maps ∗ to 1. Thus, there are infinitely many coordinates of homogeneity.

2.2. Examples of homogeneous bundles Products and pullbacks of homogeneous bundles are homogeneous, and therefore, the interest lies in knowing which among the universal examples of G-equivariant bundles defined in (1.7) are homogeneous. We begin by recalling a result of Lashof and May [LM86] which identifies all G-connected components of the base space of these bundles. We also sketch a proof following [LM86] as the details are necessary in the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Theorem 2.13 (Lashof-May). For a subgroup H of G, the H-fixed points of B_GΠ is equivalent to (2.14) (B_GΠ)^H ≃ ⨆ [θ]∈Θ

BZ(θ)

where

• Θ is the set of Π-conjugacy classes of group homomorphism θ : H → Π, • Z(θ) is the subgroup of Π consisting of elements that commute with the image of θ, which, up to conjugation, is independent of the choice of the representative θ.

Sketch proof. Let Λ_θ := (θ(h), h) denote the graph subgroup of the group homomorphism θ : H → Π. The universal property of E_GΠ implies

(2.15) (E_GΠ)^Λ ≃ { ∗ Λ = Λ_θ for some H, θ ∅ o.w.

Then π : E_GΠ −→ B_GΠ is the universal G-equivariant principal Π bundle. The fiber π^{−1}(b) is a Π×H-space for each point b ∈ (B_GΠ)^H.

Notice that for each point z ∈ π^{−1}(b), the isotropy subgroup is precisely Λ_θ for some (2.16) θ : H Π.

It is easy to check that the Π-conjugacy class [θ] is independent of the choice of z, and therefore, is constant on each of the connected components of (B_GΠ)^H. Consequently, we get a map (2.17) α : π^H0 (B^GΠ) Θ, which is a bijection because of (2.15).

Let B be a connected component of (B_GΠ)^H, and let θ ∈ α([B]). Using (2.15), one concludes that (π^{−1}(B))^{Λθ} is a contractible space with a free action of Z(θ). Therefore, (π^{−1}(B))^{Λθ} −→ B is a universal Z(θ)-bundle and B ≃ BZ(θ). □ Given a (G × Π)-space F, one can construct a G-equivariant fiber bundle λ_F whose projection map π_{λF} : E_GΠ ×_Π F B_GΠ is induced by the collapsing map from F to a point.

Lemma 2.18. If a^F : Π × G Aut(F) is the action map on F, H is a subgroup of G and b ∈ (B_GΠ)^H, then the action of H on F^′ := π^{−1}_{λF} (b) ∼= F is given by the composite

(2.19) a^{F′} : H Π × G Aut(F) Aut(F^′),

(θ, ι)a_F∼=

where ι : H → G is the inclusion of H into G and θ ∈ α(component of b), for α defined in (2.17).

Proof. Fix z ∈ π^{−1}(b), and let θ be the corresponding group homomorphism as in (2.16). It follows from the construction of θ that h · z = θ(h)^{−1} · z for all h ∈ H. Let r denote the composite r : F^′ := π^{−1}_{λF} (b) π^{−1}(b) ×_Π F F

∼=r_1 ∼=r_2

and set the last isomorphism in (2.19) as conjugation by r. Then the result follows from the observation that h · x = r^{−1}(h · r(x)) = r^{−1}(r_2(h · r_1(x))) = r^{−1}(r_2(h · [z, r(x)])) = r^{−1}(r_2([θ(h)^{−1} · z, h · r(x)])) = r^{−1}(r_2([z, θ(h)h · r(x)])) = r^{−1}(θ(h)h · r(x)) for all h ∈ H. □

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let F = U ⊗ W, where U and W are real representations of G and Π respectively. Let b ∈ (B_GΠ)^H, and let θ : H Π

be a group homomorphism such that [θ] = α(component of b). Then it follows from Lemma 2.18 that π^{−1}_{λF} (b) ∼= θ^∗(W) ⊗ Res^G_H V as an H-representation.

The regular representation ρ of any compact Lie group group has the property that ρ ⊗ W = ⨁ dim W ρ for a finite dimensional representation W. Therefore, when V is a direct sum of regular representations of G then Res^G_H V is a direct sum of regular representations of H and π^{−1}_{λF} (b) is independent of the choice of b for all H ⊂ G. Hence, the result follows (also see Remark 2.11). □

2.3. Relative homogeneity of vector bundles The notion of homogeneity can be defined relative to any E^G_∞ -ring spectrum R using the genuine stable J-homomorphism J_G defined in Remark 2.25. For any G-equivariant vector bundle ξ over B, let f_{ξ,R} denote the composite

(2.20) fξ,R : B Ω^∞G koG Ω^∞G pic(SG) Ω^∞G pic(R),

f_ξ Ω^∞_G J_GΩ^∞_G pic(ι_R)

where pic(S_G) and pic(R) are the picard spectrum of S_G and R respectively (see Remark 2.24), and ι_R is the unit map of R.

Definition 2.21. A G-equivariant vector bundle ξ is homogeneous relative to R (abbrev. R-homogeneous) if π_0(f_{ξ,R}) factors

(2.22) c_{AℓℓG}

π_0(B) π_0(pic(R)) p π_0(f_{ξ,R})

through an Aℓℓ_G-point p of π_0(pic(R)). We call p a coordinate of R-homogeneity, and set p_G as the relative dimension dim_R(ξ, p) := p_G of the pair (ξ, p) with respect to R.

Remark 2.23. Any homogeneous bundle is automically R-homogeneous for any E^G_∞ -ring spectrum R. Conversely, an R-homogeneous bundle ξ is homogeneous if and only if the relative coordinate admits a lift along π_0(pic(ι_R) ∘ J_G) π_0(ko_G)

c_{AℓℓG} π_0pic(R).

π_0 (pic(ι_R)∘J_G) p

However, the map π_0J_G of Mackey functors is not well understood for a general group G (but see [Ang, FLM01] for partial answers).

Remark 2.24 (Equivariant Picard spectrum). The recent work of [HHK^+] refines the definition of the equivariant Picard group (see [FLM01]) to construct the Picard spectrum pic(S_G). Their construction involves foundations of parametrized ∞- category introduced in [BDG^+16, Sha]. Roughly speaking, a G-∞-category, or a coCartesian fibration p : C O^{op}_G ,

models genuine G-objects. A G-symmetric monoidal G-∞-category is a coCartesian fibration over Fin^G_∗ p : M^⊗ Fin^G_∗

satisfying the equivariant Segal condition [HHK^+, §7], where the category Fin^G_∗ itself is a coCartesian fibration over O^{op}_G . The fiber M_{[G/H]} over G/H spanned by invertible objects assemble to form a G-∞-groupoid Pic(M), called the Picard groupoid of M. It inherits a G-symmetric monoidal structure from M^⊗, and therefore Pic(M) models an E^G_∞ -space which deloops to a genuine G-spectrum using the functor B in [Nar16, A.4.1] (which is a version of a equivariant delooping machine originally introduced in [GM17]). For an E^G_∞ -ring spectrum R, we let pic(R) denote the G-spectrum obtained by setting M to be the category of Rmodules.

Remark 2.25 (Genuine stable J-homomorphism). Let Rep denote the symmetric monoidal topological category whose objects are R^n and morphisms are ⨆ n∈N Gl_n(R). One can consider “topological G-objects” in Rep [HHK^+, Construction 7.27] and obtain a G-symmetric monoidal G-∞-category

Rep^⊗ Fin^G_∗

which deloops to ko_G. Explicitly, the fiber ∞-category Rep_{[G/H]} is equivalent to the nerve of the category of finite dimensional H-representations and H-equivariant linear isomorphisms. By sending an H-representation V to Σ^∞_H S^V via one-point compactification, we obtain the G-equivariant J-homomorphism J_G (also see [McC83, §1]).

2.4. Orientation and Thom isomorphism The classifying map of a G-equivariant vector bundle ξ can be regarded as a map of G-∞-groupoids F_ξ : B Rep_G, where B is the fundamental G-∞-groupoid of the base space of ξ. In fact, f_ξ (as in Notation 2.3) is the homotopy class of F_ξ. Likewise, the map f_{ξ,R} defined in (2.20) can also be constructed as a map of G-∞-groupoids F_{ξ,R} : B Rep_G Pic(Sp^G) Pic(R-Mod).

Definition 2.26. An R-orientation of a G-equivariant vector bundle ξ is a homotopy between the composite F_{ξ,R} and a constant map.

Remark 2.27. The existence of an R-orientation of a G-equivariant bundle ξ automatically implies R-homogeneity. If c denote a constant map equivalent to F_{ξ,R}, then π_0(c) : π_0(B) π_0(Ω^∞_G pic(R)) serves as a coordinate of R-homogeneity of ξ.

The R-Thom spectrum of ξ is defined as the colimit (2.28) Th(ξ, R) := G-colim_B F_{ξ,R} as in [Sha, §9]. The commuting diagram of G-∞-categories

Pic(Sp^G) Pic(R-Mod)

Sp^G R-Mod −∧R

means Th(ξ, R) is weakly equivalent to Th(ξ, S_G) ∧ R.

Notation 2.29. We abbreviate Th(ξ) := Th(ξ, S_G).

Proof of Theorem 1.3 . Let I denote the dimension of ξ relative to R. The proof of (1) ⇔ (2) is essentially a tautology.

The proof of (2) ⇔ (3) is classical: An R-Thom class u_ξ leads to an R-Thom isomorphism ω : Th(ξ) ∧ R Th(ξ) ∧ B_+ ∧ R I ∧ B_+ ∧ R B_+ ∧ I,

Δ∧1_R(2)(3)

where Δ is the Thom diagonal map, the map (2) is induced by u_ξ, and the map (3) is induced by the R-module structure of I. Conversely, an R-Thom isomorphism ω leads to an R-Thom-class u_ξ : Th(ξ) Th(ξ) ∧ R B_+ ∧ I I,

(4)ω (6)

where the map (4) is induced by the unit of R, and the map (6) collapses B to a point. □

3. The first equivariant Stiefel–Whitney class

For an R-homogeneous bundle ξ of relative dimension I, the corresponding relative dimension zero virtual bundle is classified by the map f_{ξ,R} − c_I : B_+ pic(R), where c_I is the constant map at I. By construction, this map admits a lift

(3.1) bgl_1(R)

B_+ pic(R),

f_{ξ,R}−c_I f^{(0)}_{ξ,R}

where bgl_1(R) is the 0-connected cover of pic(R).

Definition 3.2. For an R-homogeneous G-equivariant bundle ξ define its first Steifel Whitney class with respect to R as the homotopy class w^R_1 (ξ) := [f^{(0)}_{ξ,R}] ∈ [B_+, bgl_1(R)]^G.

Remark 3.3. Let BGL(R-Mod) denote the sub G-∞-groupoid of Pic(R-Mod) generated by R. In fact, BGL(R-Mod) is symmetric monoidal and deloops to a spectrum, which we call bgl_1(R). It is easy to see that bgl_1(R) is the fiber of the zeroth Postnikov approximation map pic(R) Hπ_0pic(R), and hence, it is the 0-connected cover of pic(R).

Remark 3.4 (Uniqueness of w^R_1 (−)). The homotopy class of the map f^{(0)}_{ξ,R} is welldefined as the indeterminacies lie in H^{−1}(B; π_0pic(R)) (see Remark 3.3), which is a trivial group for any G-equivariant space B.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. By definition, w^R_1 (ξ) is the obstruction to R-orientability of an R-homogeneous bundle ξ. □ 3.1. HZ-orientability of homogenous bundles When R = HZ then bgl_1(R) ≃ ΣHF_2. Therefore, the Stiefel–Whitney class w^Z_1 (ξ) for an HZ-homogeneous bundle ξ is an element in w^Z_1 (ξ) ∈ H^1(B; F_2), where B is the base space of ξ. Thus, when H^1(B; F_2) = 0, ξ is automatically HZ-oriented.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. Using the additivity formula (1.13), we see that w^Z_1 (ξ ⊕ ξ) = w^Z_1 (ξ) + w^Z_1 (ξ) = 2w^Z_1 (ξ) = 0 as H^1(B; F_2) is an F_2 -vector space. □

3.2. HA_G-orientability of homogenous bundles For any finite group G, the units of the Burnside Mackey functor A^×_G consist of only simple 2-torsions [Mat82] (also see Theorem A.1). Therefore, H^⋆_G(B; A^×_G) is a graded vector space.

Proof of Theorem 1.17. Using the additivity condition (1.13), we conclude w^{AG}_1 (ξ ⊕ ξ) = w^{AG}_1 (ξ) + w^{AG}_1 (ξ) = 2w^{AG}_1 (ξ) = 0 for any HA_G-homogeneous vector bundle. The result then follows from Theorem 1.12. □

Remark 3.5. A Tambara functor T is an A_G-algebra. Therefore, one may wonder if Theorem 1.17 implies 2-fold direct sum of an HT -homogeneous bundle is always HT -orientable. The statement is true when G is trivial. However, the statement does not immediately generalize to nontrivial groups because an HT -homogeneous bundle need not be HA_G-homogeneous. However, the authors are not aware of any counterexample.

Proof of Theorem 1.18. The natural map ι : A_G −→ Z of Tambara functors induces a map of Mackey functors on the units

(3.6) ι^× : A^×G Z^×

∼= F_2

which is an isomorphism when |G| is odd (see Theorem A.1). Consequently, an A_G-homogeneous bundle is A_G-orientable if and only if it is HZ-orientable. □

When |G| is even, (3.6) is not an isomorphism, and therefore, A^∘_G := ker(ι^×) is a nontrivial Mackey functor (see Appendix A). Note that ΣHA^∘_G is the fiber of the map bgl_1(ι) : ΣHA^×_G ≃ bgl_1(HA_G) bgl_1(HZ) ≃ ΣHF_2.

Thus, when an HA_G-homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundle ξ is HZ-orientable, we have a lift

(3.7)

B_+

ΣHA^∘_G bgl_1(HA_G) bgl_1(HZ)

f^g_{ξ,HAG} f^{(0)}_{ξ,HAG} f^{(0)}_{ξ,HZ}

because f^{(0)}_{ξ,HZ} ≃ 0. The map f^g_{ξ,HAG} is not unique. In fact the homotopy class of f^g_{ξ,HAG} can be varied by elements in the image of

δ_∗ : H^0(B; F_2) H^1(B; A^∘_G),

where δ : HF_2 −→ ΣHA^∘_G is the connecting map of the fiber sequence in (3.7) (the bottom horizontal row). In other words, the homotopy classes of all possible f^g_{ξ,HAG} form a coset of the subgroup D = im(δ_∗) within H^1(B; A^∘_G).

Definition 3.8. Let ξ be a HA_G-homogeneous G-equivariant vector bundle. Then a ghost of the first Stiefel–Whitney class w^Z_1 (ξ) is the homotopy class of any map f^g_{ξ,HAG} that fits in the diagram (3.7). Let

G_1(ξ) := {[f^g_{ξ,HAG} ] ∈ H^1(B; A^∘_G) : diagram (3.7) is homotopy commutative} denote the D-coset consisting of all possible ghosts of the first Stiefel–Whitney class.

Proof of Theorem 1.19. It follows from (3.7) and Remark 3.4 that when 0 ∈ G_1(ξ) there is w^{AG}_1 (ξ) := [f^{(0)}_{ξ,HAG} ] = 0. □

Next we will show that 0 ∈ G_1(ξ) if G acts freely on the base space B of ξ.

Proof of Theorem 1.20. Let ξ denote an HA_G-homogeneous bundle and let B denote the base space of ξ. Since there is an E^G_∞ -ring map HA_G HZ,

an HA_G-orientation leads to an HZ-orientation. We will now show that the converse is true when G acts freely on B.

As B has a free action, we get a principal G-bundle p : B −→ B/G whose classifying map is f : B EG on the total space. Notice that the composite B B × B B × EG

Δ1_B×f

is a G-equivalence. Therefore, H^n_G(B; A^∘_G) ∼= [B_+, Σ^nHA^∘_G]^G ∼= [(B × EG)_+, Σ^nHA^∘_G]^G ∼= [B_+, Σ^nF(EG_+, HA^∘_G)]^G

for any natural number n ∈ N. By [LMSM86, II.2.2], F(EG_+, HA_G) F(EG_+, HZ)

is a G-equivalence, which means F(EG_+, HA^∘_G) ≃_G ∗. This means H^n(B; A^∘_G) ∼= 0 for all n ∈ N, and in particular, G_1(ξ) = {0}. Thus, the result follows from Theorem 1.19. □

Remark 3.9. Any Atiyah Real bundle of a given dimension is a homogeneous C_2-equivariant bundle, and therefore it is also a HA_{C2} -homogeneous bundle (see Remark 2.23).

Proof of Theorem 1.21. Recall that the C_2-fixed points of the tautological Atiyah Real bundle γ̂ is the tautological line bundle γ_1 over RP^∞ γ̂^{C2} ∼= γ_1.

Consequently, we have a commutative diagramS^1 RP^∞ Ω^∞bo

Ĉ P1 Ĉ P∞ Ω∞_{C2} br,

V_1U_1V_2U_2V3

L_1L_2

where V_i are the inclusion of the fixed points, U_1 and L_1 are the skeletal inclusions, and, U_2 and L_2 are the classifying maps for γ_1 and γ̂ respectively. Note that (1) U_2 ∘U_1 is the classifying map for the möbius bundle and therefore represents the generator in π_1bo ∼= Z/2, and, (2) V_{3∗} : π_1bo −→ π^{C2}_1 br is an isomorphism.

Consequently, the composition L_2 ∘ L_1 ∘ V_1 represents the nonzero element η ∈ π^{C2}_1 br ∼= Z/2.

Greenlees [Gre05, pg 67] showed that π^{C2}_1 (bo_{C2} ) ∼= RO(C_2)/RU(C_2) ∼= Z/2{[1], [σ]}, and it is a standard fact that the natural map Ω^∞_{C2} br −→ Ω^∞_{C2} bo_{C2} sends η to [1 + σ] at the level of fundamental groups. Since the J-homomorphism induces an isomorphism π_1(bo_{C2} ) ∼= π_1(bgl_1(S_{C2})) of Mackey functors, it follows that the composition

S^1 Ĉ P^∞ Ω^∞_{C2} br Ω^∞_{C2} bo_{C2} bgl_1(S_{C2}) bgl_1(HA_{C2} ),

L_1∘V_1

L_2

f^{(0)}_{γ̂,HAC2}

J^∘_{C2}≃

is not null. Thus, w^{AC2}_1 (γ̂) := [f^{(0)}_{γ̂,HAC2} ] cannot equal zero. □

3.3. Nonexistence of HA_G-orientation of γ_ρ The underlying nonequivariant bundle of γ_ρ is isomorphic to γ^{⊕|G|}_1 , the |G|-fold direct sum of the tautological line bundle γ_1 over RP^∞. Therefore, the restriction map res^G_e : H^1_G(B_GΣ_2; F_2) H^1(RP^∞; F_2 )

sends the first G-equivariant Stiefel–Whitney class w^Z_1 (γ_ρ) to w^Z_1 (γ^{⊕|G|}_1 ) = |G| · w^Z_1 (γ_1), which is nonzero when |G| is odd. Thus, w^Z_1 (γ_ρ) must also be nonzero in this case, and by Theorem 1.12, we conclude that γ_ρ is not HZ-orientable.

Notation 3.10. For a group G and its subgroup H, let ι_H : T op^G T op^H

denote the functor that restricts the action of G to H. The right adjoint of ι_H is the functor Map_H(G, −) which converts an H-equivariant space X to a G-equivariant space which consists of H-equivariant maps from G to X. Let η : 1_{T op}G Map_H(G, ι_H(−))

denote the unit of this adjunction. We also use ι_H to denote the corresponding restriction functor Sp^G to Sp^H.

Notation 3.11. Let B be a G-equivariant space such that its restriction ι_H(B) is the base space of the H-equivariant bundle ξ. Then Map_H(G, ξ) is a G-equivariant bundle over Map_H(G, ι_H(B)). We let Ind^G_H (ξ) := η^∗_BMap_H(G, ξ) denote the G-equivariant bundle over B obtaining by pulling back Map_H(G, ξ) along the natural map η_B : B −→ Map_H(G, ι_H(B)).

Lemma 3.12. Let R be an E^G_∞ -ring spectrum. Suppose ξ is an H-equivariant ι_H(R)-homogeneous bundle over ι_H(B) where B is a G-equivariant space. Then w^R_1 (Ind^G_H (ξ)) = tr(w^{ιH(R)}_1 (ξ)), where tr : [ι_H(B)_+, bgl_1(ι_H(R))]^H −→ [B_+, bgl_1(R)]^G is the transfer map. Proof. The classifying map of Map_H(G, ξ) corresponds to that of ξ under the isomorphism

[Map_H(G, ι_H(B))_+, Ω^∞_G ko_G]^G ∼= [Σ^∞_G Map_H(G, ι_H(B))_+, ko_G]^G ∼= [Map_H(G_+, Σ^∞_H ι_H(B_+)), ko_G]^G ∼= [Σ^∞_H ι_H(B)_+, ko_H]^H ∼= [ι_H(B)_+, Ω^∞_H ko_H]^H, and its precomposition with η_B : B_+ → Map_H(G, ι_H(B))_+ is the classifying map of Ind^G_H (ξ). However, the isomorphism above composed with η^∗_B is simply the transfer map tr : [ι_H(B)_+, ko_H]^H [B_+, ko_G]^G,

of the Mackey functor ko^0_G(B_+), and the commutative diagram

[ι_H(B)_+, ko_H]^H [B_+, ko_G]^G,

[ι_H(B)_+, pic(ι_H(R))]^H [B_+, pic(R)]^G, tr pic(ι_{ιH(R)} )∘J_{G∗} pic(ι_R)∘J_{G∗} tr

implies [f_{Ind}G_{H (ξ),R}] = tr([f_{ξ,ιH(R)}]). Consequently, Ind^G_H (ξ) is R-homogeneous when ξ is ι_H(R)-homogeneous and w^R_1 (Ind^G_H(ξ)) = tr(w^{ιH(R)}_1 (ξ)). □

Proof of Theorem 1.23 . First note that the result is true for a group of order 2 because of Theorem 1.21 and (1.22).

Now let G be an arbitrary group of even order. Note G is even it admits a subgroup of order 2. Indeed, a simple counting argument shows that there exists an element (other than 1) which is its own inverse. Fix a subgroup T of G whose order is 2. Observe that the bundle γ_{ρG} is isomorphic to Ind^G_T (γ_{ρT} ) (see Notation 3.11). Since γ_T is HZ-orientable, it follows from Lemma 3.12 that w^Z_1 (γ_{ρG} ) = tr(w^Z_1 (γ_{ρT} )) = tr(0) = 0, thus γ_{ρG} is HZ-orientable.

Now we will show that ρ_{γG} is not HA_G-orientable. By construction γ_{ρG} is a homogeneous bundle, therefore it HA_G-homogeneous (see Remark 2.23). By Theorem 2.13, each of the components of G-fixed points of B_GΣ_2 is isomorphic to BΣ_2. The restriction of γ_{ρG} ∼= Ind^G_e (γ_1) to the 1-skeleton of any of its component is isomorphic to Ind^G_e (m), Ind^Ge (m) Ind^Ge (γ^1)

S^1 BΣ_2 (B_GΣ_2)^G B_GΣ_2

where m is the mobius bundle over S^1. To show that γ_{ρG} is not HA_G-orientable, it is enough to show Ind^G_e (m) is not HA_G-orientable. It is well-known that w^Z_1 (m) is the element −1 ∈ Z^× ∼= H^1(S^1; F_2 ) ∼= A^×_G(G/e).

A standard formula for the norm of the sum of two elements (see [Maz13, Example 1.6.3]) implies that norm(−1) ≡ −1 mod ⟨[G/H] : H ⊊ G⟩ in A_G(G/G). In particular, norm(−1) ≠ 1, thus tr(−1) ∈ H^1_G(S^1; A^×_G) ∼= A^×_G(G/G) is a nontrivial element. Therefore, by Lemma 3.12 the first Stiefel–Whitney class for Ind^G_e (m) w^{AG}_1 (Ind^G_e (m)) = tr(−1) ∈ H^1(B; A^×_G) is nonzero. Thus Ind^G_e (m), and consequently γ_{ρG} , does not admit an HA_G-orientation. □

A. Units of Burnside Tambara functors

In anticipation of future applications of Theorem 1.19, we record the Mackey functor structure of A^×_G for a few familiar abelian 2-groups. The starting point of these calculations is a fundamental result due to Matsuda [Mat82] which identifies A^×_G(G/H) := A^×_H , where A_H is the Burnside ring of the group H.

Theorem A.1 (Matsuda). For a finite group G, the units A^×_G ∼= (Z/2)^{m+1}, where m is the cardinality of the set

I = {H : H ⊂ G has index 2}/(conjugation).

The elements [G/H] − 1 for H ∈ I, along with −1, form a basis for A^×_G.

While the restriction maps of A^×_G is straightforward to determine, the transfer maps are deduced from the formula of norm map N^G_H : A_G(G/H) −→ A_G(G/G) given by the formula (see [Maz13, Example 1.4.6] as well as [Nak14, Appendix A])

(A.2) N^GH (X) = MapH(G, X),

where X is a finite H-set. The Mackey functor structure of A^×_G can be complicated depending on the structure of G and has been the subject of research for several decades [Mat82, MM83, Yos90, Yn05, Bou07, Bar16, Bou21, VE23].

When G = C_2n , then the subgroups of G are cyclic of order 2^k, in fact, there is exactly one for each 0 ≤ k ≤ n. We will denote this subgroup by C_2k . From Theorem A.1, we get

A^×_{C2n} (C_2n /C_2k ) ∼= Z/2{a_k, b_k},

where a_k = −1 and b_k = [C_2k /C_2k−1 ] − 1.

Proposition A.3. The restriction and the transfer map in the diagram

A^×_{C2n} (C_2n /C_2k )

A^×_{C2n} (C_2n /C_2k−1 )

res_ktr_k

satisfies tr_k(a_{k−1}) = tr_k(b_{k−1}) = b_k, res_k(a_k) = a_{k−1}, res_k(b_k) = 0.

Proof. The map res_k is immediate from restricting the actions. The transfer is obtained by calculating the norm in the Burnside Tambara functor A_G using the formula (A.2). When H = C_2k−i and G = C_2k in (A.2), we get

N^{C2k}_{C2k−i} (l) = l +^{l2 −l}_2 [C_2k /C_2k−1 ] +^{l4 −l2}_4 [C_2k /C_2k−2 ] + . . . · · · +^{l2k−i −l2k−i−1} 2^i [C2^k /C2^{k−i} ].

By setting i = 1 and l = −1 in the above equation, we get tr_k(a_{k−1}) = b_k, and by setting i = k and l = −1, we get tr^{C2k}e (a_0) = b_k for all 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Thus, tr_k(b_{k−1}) = tr_k(tr^{C2k−1}_e (a_0)) = tr^{C2k}_e (a_0) = b_k as desired. □

When G = C_2 × C_2, there are three different order 2 subgroups G_{01} := C_2 × {0}, G_{10} = {0} × C_2 and G_{11} = {(x, x) : x ∈ C_2}. Using Theorem A.1, we note: A^×_G(G/G) = Z/2{a_2, b_{2,10}, b_{2,01}, b_{2,11}} A^×_G(G/G_{10}) = Z/2{a_{10}, b_{10}} A^×_G(G/G_{01}) = Z/2{a_{01}, b_{01}} A^×_G(G/G_{11}) = Z/2{a_{11}, b_{11}} A^×_G(G/e) = Z/2{a_0}, where a_0, a_{10}, a_{01}, a_{11} and a_2 denote −1 in their respective rings, b_{ij} denotes [G_{ij} ]−1, and, b_{2,ij} denotes [G/G_{ij} ] − 1.

Proposition A.4. The restriction and transfer maps as indicated in the diagrams

A^×_G(G/G) A^×_G(G/G_{ij} )

A^×_G(G/G_{ij} ) A^×_G(G/e)

res_{2,ij}res_{ij} tr_{2,ij}tr_{ij}

is determined by the formulas res_{2,ij} (a_2) = a_{ij} , res_{ij} (a_{ij} ) = a_0, res_{2,ij} (b_{2,kl}) = { 0 if ij = kl, b_{ij} otherwise, tr_{ij} (a_0) = b_{ij} , tr_{ij} (a_{ij} ) = b_{ij} and tr_{2,ij} (b_{ij} ) = b_{2,10} + b_{2,01} + b_{2,11}. Proof. All claims, except for the formula for tr_{2,ij} (b_{ij} ), can be verified directly using arguments very similar to that in the proof of Proposition A.3. To see the formula for tr_{2,ij} (b_{ij} ), we first observefrom (A.2) that N^G_e (−1) = −1 + [G/G_{01}] + [G/G_{10}] + [G/G_{11}] − [G/e].

If tr_{2,ij} (b_{ij} ) = ϵ_1a_2 + ϵ_2b_{2,10} + ϵ_3b_{2,01} + ϵ_4b_{2,11}, it means

N^G_e (−1) = (−1)^{ϵ1} ([G/G_{01}] − 1)^{ϵ2} ([G/G_{10}] − 1)^{ϵ3} ([G/G_{11}] − 1)^{ϵ4} . Comparing the two equations for N^G_e (−1), we conclude ϵ_2 = ϵ_3 = ϵ_4 = 1 and ϵ_1 = 0. □

Proposition A.4 can be readily extended to T_n := C^{×n}_2 . Any subgroup of T_n is isomorphic to T_k for some k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}, and there are exactly

(2^n − 1) . . . (2^n − 2^{k−1}) (2^k − 1) . . . (2^k − 2^{k−1}) of them. Fix a subgroup H isomorphic to T_k. The above formula implies there are exactly 2^k − 1 index 2 subgroups of H. Therefore, by Theorem A.1, A^×_{Tn}(T_n/H) ∼= (Z/2)^{×2k} generated by a_H = −1 and b_{H/K}′ = [H/K^′] − 1 where K^′ is an index 2 subgroup of H. Likewise, for a given index 2 subgroup K of H A^×_{Tn}(T_n/K) ∼= (Z/2)^{×2k−1} generated by a_K = −1 and b_{K/L}′ − 1 where L^′ is an index 2 subgroup of K.

It is easy to see that the restriction map

res^H_K : A^×_{Tn}(T_n/H) A^×_{Tn}(T_n/K)

sends a_H to a_K, b_{H/K}′ to b_{K/(K∩K}′_) if K^′ ≠ K, and b_{H/K} to 0. The transfer map tr^H_K : A^×_{Tn}(T_n/K) A^×_{Tn}(T_n/H)

sends a_K to b_{H/K}, and b_{K/L}′ to b_{H/K} + b_{H/K1} + b_{H/K2} , where K_1 and K_2 are the two index 2 subgroups of H whose intersection with K equals L^′.

References

[Ang] Vigleik Angelveit, The picard group of the category of c_n-equivariant stable homotopy theory, Available at https://arxiv.org/pdf/2109.04625.pdf.

[Ati66] M. F. Atiyah, K-theory and reality, Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. (2) 17 (1966), 367– 386. MR 206940 [Bar16] Laurence Barker, Tornehave morphisms III: The reduced Tornehave morphism and the Burnside unit functor, J. Algebra 446 (2016), 19–33. MR 3421084 [BDG^+16] Clark Barwick, Emanuele Dotto, Saul Glasman, Denis Nardin, and Jay Shah, Parametrized higher category theory and higher algebra: Exposé I–Elements of parametrized higher category theory, arXiv preprint arXiv:1608.03657 (2016).

[BGL22] P. Bhattacharya, B. Guillou, and A. Li, On realizations of the subalgebra A^R(1) of the R-motivic Steenrod algebra, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. Ser. B 9 (2022), 700–732. MR 4450906 [Bou07] Serge Bouc, The functor of units of Burnside rings for p-groups, Comment. Math. Helv. 82 (2007), no. 3, 583–615. MR 2314054 [Bou21] , A functorial presentation of units of Burnside rings, Results Math. 76 (2021), no. 2, Paper No. 58, 24. MR 4228927 [CMW01] S. R. Costenoble, J. P. May, and S. Waner, Equivariant orientation theory, vol. 3, 2001, Equivariant stable homotopy theory and related areas (Stanford, CA, 2000), pp. 265–339. MR 1856029 [CW92] S. R. Costenoble and S. Waner, The equivariant Thom isomorphism theorem, Pacific J. Math. 152 (1992), no. 1, 21–39. MR 1139971 [CW16] Steven R. Costenoble and Stefan Waner, Equivariant ordinary homology and cohomology, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 2178, Springer, Cham, 2016. MR 3585352 [Elm83] A. D. Elmendorf, Systems of fixed point sets, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 277 (1983), no. 1, 275–284. MR 690052 [FLM01] H. Fausk, L. G. Lewis, Jr., and J. P. May, The Picard group of equivariant stable homotopy theory, Adv. Math. 163 (2001), no. 1, 17–33. MR 1867202

[GM17] Bertrand J. Guillou and J. Peter May, Equivariant iterated loop space theory and permutative G-categories, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 17 (2017), no. 6, 3259–3339. MR 3709647 [Gre05] J. P. C. Greenlees, Equivariant versions of real and complex connective K-theory, Homology Homotopy Appl. 7 (2005), no. 3, 63–82. MR 2205170 [HHK^+] Jeremy Hahn, Asaf Horev, Inbar Klang, Dylan Wilson, and Foling Zou, Equivariant nonabelian poincaré duality and equivariant factorization homology of thom spectra, Available at https://arxiv.org/pdf/2006.13348.pdf.

[LM86] R. K. Lashof and J. P. May, Generalized equivariant bundles, Bull. Soc. Math. Belg. Sér. A 38 (1986), 265–271 (1987). MR 885537 [LMSM86] L. G. Lewis, Jr., J. P. May, M. Steinberger, and J. E. McClure, Equivariant stable homotopy theory, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1213, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1986, With contributions by J. E. McClure. MR 866482 [Mat82] Toshimitsu Matsuda, On the unit groups of Burnside rings, Japan. J. Math. (N.S.) 8 (1982), no. 1, 71–93. MR 722522 [May90] J. P. May, Some remarks on equivariant bundles and classifying spaces, no. 191, 1990, International Conference on Homotopy Theory (Marseille-Luminy, 1988), pp. 7, 239– 253. MR 1098973 [May96] , Equivariant homotopy and cohomology theory, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, vol. 91, Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC; by the American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996, With contributions by M. Cole, G. Comezaña, S. Costenoble, A. D. Elmendorf, J. P. C. Greenlees, L. G. Lewis, Jr., R. J. Piacenza, G. Triantafillou, and S. Waner. MR 1413302 [May99] , Equivariant orientations and Thom isomorphisms, Tel Aviv Topology Conference: Rothenberg Festschrift (1998), Contemp. Math., vol. 231, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999, pp. 227–243. MR 1707345 [Maz13] Kristen Luise Mazur, On the Structure of Mackey Functors and Tambara Functors, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 2013, Thesis (Ph.D.)–University of Virginia. MR 3187614 [McC83] James E. McClure, On the groups JO_GX. I, Math. Z. 183 (1983), no. 2, 229–253. MR 704106 [MM83] Toshimitsu Matsuda and Takehiko Miyata, On the unit groups of Burnside rings of finite groups, J. Math. Soc. Japan 35 (1983), no. 2, 345–354. MR 692332 [MMO] J. Peter May, Mona Merling, and Angélica Osorno, Equivariant infinite loop space theory, the space level story, Available at https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03413.

[Nak14] Hiroyuki Nakaoka, The spectrum of the Burnside Tambara functor on a finite cyclic p-group, J. Algebra 398 (2014), 21–54. MR 3123752 [Nar16] Denis Nardin, Parametrized higher category theory and higher algebra: Exposé IV– Stability with respect to an orbital ∞-category, arXiv preprint arXiv:1608.07704 (2016).

[Pia91] Robert J. Piacenza, Homotopy theory of diagrams and CW-complexes over a category, Canad. J. Math. 43 (1991), no. 4, 814–824. MR 1127031 [Seg68] Graeme Segal, Equivariant K-theory, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1968), no. 34, 129–151. MR 234452 [Sha] Jay Shah, Parametrized higher category theory, Available at

https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.05892.

[Tam93] D. Tambara, On multiplicative transfer, Comm. Algebra 21 (1993), no. 4, 1393–1420. MR 1209937 [tD69] Tammo tom Dieck, Faserbündel mit Gruppenoperation, Arch. Math. (Basel) 20 (1969), 136–143. MR 245027 [VE23] Luis Valero-Elizondo, Embeddings and units of Burnside rings, Bol. Soc. Mat. Mex. (3) 29 (2023), no. 1, Paper No. 12. MR 4526383 [Yn05] Ergün Yalçı n, An induction theorem for the unit groups of Burnside rings of 2-groups, J. Algebra 289 (2005), no. 1, 105–127. MR 2139093 [Yos90] Tomoyuki Yoshida, On the unit groups of Burnside rings, J. Math. Soc. Japan 42 (1990), no. 1, 31–64. MR 1027539 [Zou21] Foling Zou, Notes on equivariant bundles, Expo. Math. 39 (2021), no. 4, 644–678. MR 4340768

New Mexico State University Email address: prasit@nmsu.edu

University of Michigan Email address: folingz@umich.edu