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REAL SPIN BORDISM AND ORIENTATIONS OF TOPOLOGICAL
K-THEORY

ZACHARY HALLADAY AND YIGAL KAMEL

ABSTRACT. We construct a commutative orthogonal Cs-ring spectrum, MSping, along with
a Cy-E-orientation MSping — KUg of Atiyah’s Real K-theory. Further, we define Fo.-
maps MSpin — (MSping)¢? and MUr — MSping, which are used to recover the three
well-known orientations of topological K-theory, MSpin® — KU, MSpin — KO, and MUg —
KUg, from the map MSping — KUg. We also show that the integrality of the A-genus
on spin manifolds provides an obstruction for the fixed points (MSping)“? to be equivalent
to MSpin, using the Mackey functor structure of 7w, MSping. In particular, the usual map
MSpin — MSpin® does not arise as the inclusion of fixed points for any Cs- Eo.-ring spectrum.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries 1
3. The Real spin bordism spectrum 9
4. The fixed points of MSping 15
5. A Real orientation of Real spin bordism 17
6. A Real spin orientation of Real K-theory 21
References 26

1. INTRODUCTION

The main result of this paper refines all of the standard orientations of topological K-theory
to a single Real spin orientation, MSping — KU = KR, of Atiyah’s Real K-theory.

Theorem 1.1 (Propositions 3.12, 3.13, 4.5, 5.1, and 6.13). There exists a map of Cy- F-ring
spectra, MSping — KUg, satisfying the following properties.

(1) The underlying spectrum of MSping is MSpin®.

(2) There exists an E,,-map MSpin — (MSping)©2.

(3) There exists a Cy-FEo-map MUg — MSping.
The three standard orientations, MSpin® — KU, MSpin — KO, and MUr — KUg, are
recovered as E..-maps from the map MSping — KUg.

In analogy with Real bordism and Real K-theory, we use the name Real spin bordism to refer
to the Cy-spectrum MSping. The Real spin orientation MSping — KUg recovers the standard

orientations of K-theory as follows. The Real orientation of KUy is obtained by precomposing
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with MUgr — MSping, the spin® orientation of KU is obtained by taking underlying spectra,
and the spin orientation of KO is obtained as the composite

MSpin — (MSpin§)“2 — KUS? ~ KO .

We construct MSping as follows. Let R”? be the Cy-representation R” @ R? o, where o is
the sign representation. Then the complex Clifford algebra CI(R”?) inherits a corresponding
conjugate-linear Cy-action by the universal property of Clifford algebras. This action restricts
to Spin‘(p, q) C CI(RP?), and makes the usual representation, Spin®(p, q) x RP? — RP? (Cy-
equivariant. Using an appropriate model of ESpin‘(p, ¢), this induces a Cy-action on the
Thom space, MSpin‘(p, q), of the universal Spin®(p, ¢)-vector bundle with fiber R”?. We
define MSping as an orthogonal Cs-spectrum whose value on the Cy-representation RP? is
the Cy-space MSpin‘(p, q).

Remark 1.2. Complex conjugation on U(1) induces a Cy-action on MSpin®(n), which de-
scribes the underlying spectrum of MSping with its induced Cy-action. This spectrum with
Csy-action can be promoted to a genuine Cy-spectrum, (MSping )", called the cofree completion
of MSping. Using the completion map MSping — (MSpin§ )" and the fact that KUg ~ KU},
all of the results in this paper apply to (MSping)" as well. The question of whether or not
MSpin, is equivalent to (MSping)" amounts to knowing whether or not the fixed points
(MSping ) is equivalent to the homotopy fixed points (MSpin$)"“? = ((MSping)")2, which
we do not investigate in this paper.

Civen the facts that Spin®(n)2 = Spin(n) and KUS? = KUL®> = KO, one might expect that
the Cy-(homotopy) fixed points of MSpinj is equivalent to MSpin. The following theorem
says that no such equivalence can cover MSO.

Theorem 1.3. There does not exist a genuine Cy-spectrum FE satisfying all of the following
conditions.

(1) The homotopy groups of the underlying spectrum are E¢ = MSpin{;
(2) The homotopy groups of the Cy-fixed points are E¢? = MSpin,;
(3) The Cy-action on E¢ is via a ring homomorphism on MSpin¢;
(4) The diagram
MSpin, —- > MSpin

N ui

MSO.
commutes, where u, and u$ are the forgetful maps that take the underlying oriented
bordism class, and res: MSpin, & E® — E¢ = MSpin¢ is induced by inclusion of
fixed points.

Since the maps MSpin — (MSping)“? and MSpin — (MSpin§)"“2 from Theorem 1.1 factor
the usual map MSpin — MSpin®, Theorem 1.3 implies that neither map is an equivalence.
We do not know whether or not either (MSping)“? or (MSping)"“2 is equivalent to MSpin,
but since Theorem 1.3 implies that the expected comparison map cannot be an equivalence,
there is no reason to expect that such an equivalence exists.
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Remark 1.4. In light of the maps MUg — MSping — KUg, it is natural to compare MSping
to what is known about the various types of fixed points of MUy and KUg. In particular, in
the case of Real bordism, the Cs-(homotopy) fixed points MU]%2 = MU]%C2 is not equivalent
to MO, but the geometric fized points, ®°2 MUg, is. Despite this analogy, we know that
®¢2 MSpin§, 22 MSpin, since the functor ®2 is lax monoidal, and there does not exist a ring
map from MO to MSpin. We collect this information in a table in Figure 1.

type of Cy-fixed points | MU | MSping | KUg
genuine ( )2 MO ? KO
homotopy ()¢ MO ? KO
geometric  ®°2( ) MO | MSpm | KO

FiGURE 1. Comparing the various types of fixed points of Real bordism, Real
spin bordism, and Real K-theory

Remark 1.5. Even though MUy and MSping are both Thom spectra built using the groups
U(n) and Spin®(n) with U(n)®? = O(n) and Spin®(n)“? = Spin(n), the analogy between them
breaks down for the following reason. The Cy-action on U(n) determines the action on the
(R™™)th space of the Real bordism spectrum, while the Cy-action on Spin“(n) determines the
action on the (R™)th space of the Real spin bordism spectrum. The group that corresponds
to the (R™")th space of MSping is Spin®(n,n), and Spin‘(n,n)¢? % Spin(n).

Lastly, we point out that the cohomological Thom classes that correspond to the Real spin
orientation of KR constructed in this paper were originally constructed by Atiyah in the form
of the following generalized Bott periodicity theorem.

Theorem 1.6 (Atiyah [1], Theorem 6.3). Let G — Spin‘(p,q) be a Cs-equivariant ho-
momorphism of groups with Cs-action, and suppose p = ¢ mod 8. Then there is a class
u € KUg ¢(RP), such that multiplication by u induces an isomorphism,

KUR’G(X) = KURg(RP’q XX)

As in the case of Theorem 1.1, this theorem contains all of the classical Thom isomorphisms
as special cases. For example, letting G = Spin(8n) with trivial Cy-action, (p,q) = (8n,0),
and taking X to be the total space of a principal Spin(8n)-bundle, this recovers the Atiyah—
Bott—Shapiro Thom class in KO-theory for the spin vector bundle associated to X [2]. Sim-
ilarly, the KU-Thom classes for spin® vector bundles are obtained from the identity map
Spin“(8n) = Spin(8n,0), and the KUg-Thom classes for Real vector bundles are obtained
from the inclusion U(n) — Spin®(n, n).

1.1. Overview of the paper. In Section 2, we establish some terminology about Real
structures and review facts that we need about orthogonal Cs-spectra. In Section 3, we
construct MSping as a commutative monoid object in the category of orthogonal Cs-spectra.
The spaces we use to model MSping follow the definition of MSpin® in [7], except that we
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introduce (different) Cy-actions. In section 4, we define the map MSpin — (MSping)©?
and provide a general obstruction for such a map to be an equivalence by proving Theorem
1.3. This obstruction uses the integrality of the A—genus on spin manifolds, together with
formal properties that the homotopy Mackey functor w, MSping must satisfy. In section 5,
we construct the map MUg — MSping in the category of Real spectra ([5], [6]). To do this,
we use a model of MUg that is mostly derived from our model of MSping at the regular
representations. The desired map then follows from the fact that U(n) — Spin(n,n) is
Cs-equivariant. Most of the work in section 5 lies in showing that our definition of MUg
is actually equivalent to Real bordism, which we do by describing the Cs-fixed points of
the Real vector bundle associated to a Real free U(n)-space (Lemma 5.8). In section 6, we
construct the map MSping — KUg in the category of orthogonal Cs-spectra. Our model of
KUy follows the definition of KU in [7] in terms of spaces of graded s-homomorphisms of
C*-algebras, except that we endow all relevant C*-algebras with Real structures. We show
that our model of KUg represents Atiyah’s Real K-theory by showing that the associated
cohomology theory restricted to spaces with trivial Cs-action is equivalent to KO.

1.2. Acknowledgements. There are several people we would like to thank for helping this
work come to fruition: Arun Debray, Cameron Krulewski, Natalia Pacheco-Tallaj, and Luuk
Stehouwer, for helping prove an earlier version of Corollary 4.7, which motivated our use of
a genus in the proof of Theorem 1.3; Hassan Abdallah, Mike Hill, Kiran Luecke, and Charles
Rezk, for helpful discussions relating to various aspects of this paper; and Dan Berwick-
Evans, Connor Grady, Cameron Krulewski, and Vesna Stojanoska, for helpful feedback on
an earlier draft. Finally, we would like to specially thank our advisors, Vesna Stojanoska and
Dan Berwick-Evans, respectively, for their many hours of guidance both before and during
the writing of this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

First, we fix notation for the categories of spaces and G-spaces that we use in this paper. Let
T be the category of pointed, compactly generated, weak Hausdorff spaces enriched over itself,
and let 7% be the T-enriched category of G-objects in T with equivariant maps. Lastly, let
7¢ be the T%-enriched category with the same objects as T, but with Tg(X,Y) = T(X,Y)
which is made into a G-space by conjugation. Then we have T%(X,Y) = T5(X,Y)°.

2.1. Real structures. This section introduces what the word Real refers to in various con-
texts. In short, Real will always mean “equipped with a Cs-action” when applied to objects,
and “respects Cs-actions” when applied to morphisms. We use the word Real to restrict to the
context in which C is always endowed with its fixed Cs-action given by complex conjugation.
For example, this forces Real structures on complex vector spaces to be conjugate-linear. We
often denote a Real structure (or Cy-action) by x — Z, when it is clear which action we are
referring to.

Definition 2.1. The category of Real groups is the category of group objects in 7¢2. If G
is a Real group, a Real G-space is a G-module object in 7¢2. We will also call the objects
and morphisms of T2 Real spaces and Real maps, respectively.
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Remark 2.2. Given a Real group G, a Real G-space is the same data as an object of T7¢2%¢,
where Cy x G is formed from the Real structure on G.

The following definition is more general than is needed here; we include it to indicate how
Real linear algebra over the complex numbers fits into a framework similar to the one above.

Definition 2.3. Let Ab“? be the symmetric monoidal category of Cy-objects in abelian
groups under tensor product. A Real ring is a monoid object in Ab®2. If R is a Real ring, a
Real R-module is an R-module object in Ab“2.

Example 2.4. Complex conjugation gives C the structure of a Real ring. With this Real
structure, a Real C-module is a complex vector space together with a complex conjugate-
linear involution.

From this point on, the term Real vector space will mean Real C-module, where C is given the
fixed real structure of Example 2.4. Similarly, in any C-linear setting, such as C*-algebras,
C is given this fixed Real structure.

Remark 2.5. Let X, Y € T¢,. Recall that Cs acts on 7¢, (X, Y) by conjugation, f(z) = f(7).
This turns Autr, (X) into a Real group and makes X into a Real Autr, (X)-space. In this
paper, we often use conjugation to define Real structures on spaces of specific kinds of
functions between Real spaces. In each case, the resulting action is well-defined. The main
observation is that in C-linear contexts, conjugation by C5 respects C-linearity while complex
conjugation of values does not.

Proposition 2.6. Let V, W be Real vector spaces. Then V ® W is a Real vector space via
vRw=vRw. If V,WW are also Real G-spaces, on which G acts by linear maps, then V @ W
is a Real G-space via ¢ - (v @ w) = (gv) @ (gw).

Proof. We have g- (v Q@ w) =1 Qqu=g1Qg¢w =7 (v @ w). O

Proposition 2.7. Let V be a Real vector space. Then V =2 V  C as Real vector spaces,
where the Real structure on V2 ® C is given by complex conjugation on the second factor.

Proof. Define T : V — V2 @C by T(v) = (v +7) @1 — (4(v — 7)) ®i. First, note that T

is well-defined, since (v +),i(v —v) € V2. Next, T is Real, since

T0) = %(Uw)@u— (%@-v)) Y

:%(v+v)®1+ (é(v—ﬁ)) ® 1

1 ’ .
= ;@+v)@1- (5F-v)@i=T@).
Lastly, T is an isomorphism, since 77! : V2 @ C — V is given by T-}v; ® 1 + v, ® i) =
v1 + 1Ug. O

The following proposition collects various routine facts that we use in this paper.
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Proposition 2.8. Let X be a Real G-space, let Y be a Real space, let Z be a Real right
G-space, and let ¢v: H — G be a Real homomorphism.

(1) The action homomorphism ¢: G — Auty, (X) is Real.

(2) The Real space T¢,(X,Y) is a Real G-space via g f = fog™h
(3) Restriction by 1 makes X into a Real H-space.

(4) The space Z x¢ X is a Real space via [z, 2] = [Z,Z].

2.2. Equivariant orthogonal spectra. In this section, we recall some facts about Cs-
spectra and fix our choice of model. For more details, we refer the reader to Hill, Hopkins,
and Ravenel [6] and [5], or Mandell and May [12]. Throughout, we work in the genuine
equivariant context. Our primary choice of model for this is the category of orthogonal
Cy-spectra.

Given finite dimensional inner product spaces V, W, let O(V, W) be the space of linear iso-
metric embeddings V' — W, and let W — V' be the vector bundle on O(V, W) whose fiber
over ¢ : V. — W is the orthogonal complement W — (V. When V and W are orthogo-
nal Cs-representations, O(V, W) and W — V inherit compatible Cs-actions. Let Z¢, be the
T “2-enriched category whose objects are finite dimensional orthogonal Cs-representation and
whose Cs-space of morphisms is the Thom space

Ze,(V,W) = Thom(O(V, W), W = V).
Composition is then given by applying the Thom construction to the vector bundle map
Va=Vo) x (Vo =V1) —— V3=V,

l J

Definition 2.9. An orthogonal Cy-spectrum is a T “2-enriched functor
X: ICQ — 762.

Let Sp“? be the category of orthogonal Cy-spectra and equivariant enriched natural trans-
formations between them. There is an adjunction,

20002: T = SpCZ: QOCC;,

where 3¢ X is the orthogonal Cs-spectrum defined by V' +— YV X. We let Sc, denote the Cs-
sphere spectrum g7 SY. Let R € Z¢, denote the trivial 1-dimensional representation, o € Z¢,
be the 1-dimensional sign representation, and p = R& o be the regular Cy-representation.

Definition 2.10. Given an orthogonal Cy-spectrum X, a subgroup H C Cy, and V € Zg,,
define the Vth-stable H homotopy group to be

THX = co}}m Q" X (np).

This definition can be extended to virtual representations by defining

oy X = colim Q" X (np + W).
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Genuine equivariance endows these homotopy groups with the additional structure of a
Mackey functor my,_y X = ﬂ/)_WX, as H varies.

Definition 2.11. A Cy-Mackey Functor, M, consists of Abelian groups M (C5) and M(e),
together with group homomorphisms

M(Cs) satisfying:
(1) res(z) = res(x);
(1) =l e (2) tr(7) = tr(y);
M{(e) 3) 7=y
(4)

@

)

An isomorphism of Cy-Mackey functors is a map of diagrams (1) such that each component
is an isomorphism.

Proposition 2.12. The category Sp“? together with weak equivalences given by ,-isomorphisms
is a homotopical category® which presents the genuine Cs-stable homotopy category. This can
be refined to a model category however we will not need any specifics involving (co)fibrations.

Let Sp”“> denote the category of orthogonal spectra with Ch-action (see [15]). Restricting
to the subcategory of trivial Cs-representations in Z¢, induces an equivalence of 1-categories
[5, Proposition A.19],

() Sp®? — SpPee.

Definition 2.13. Let X be an orthogonal Cs-spectrum. The image, X€¢ under the map
( )e: Sp“2 — SpP is called the underlying spectrum of X.

Taking homotopy groups of the underlying spectrum recovers the trivial subgroup homotopy
groups of X, m¢(X) = m.(X*), along with the induced Cy-action. More care is required when
discussing the Cy-homotopy groups 7¢2(X). The categorical fized points functor

F© . Sp“2 — Sp,
is given by
(F2X)(n) = (X(R").

However, categorical fixed points does not preserve weak equivalences, as it can fail to cap-
ture the Cs-homotopy groups of X. This can be fixed by taking an appropriate fibrant
replacement.

Definition 2.14. [15, p. 71] Let X be an orthogonal Cy-spectrum. The Cy-fized points of
X is the orthogonal spectrum X2 € Sp given by (X)(n) = (Q" X (np))“=.

'Recall that a homotopical category is a category with a class of weak equivalences satisfying the “two
out of six” property and containing all identity maps.
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Then we have 7¢2(X) = 7,(X ) [15, Proposition 7.2]. Similarly, we could have modelled
X¢ by

(X)(n) = Q" X (np).
Levelwise inclusion of fixed points defines a map,

X = X°,

which upon taking homotopy groups induces the restriction map,

res: 182(X) — 1¢(X),
in the homotopy Mackey functor 7, X.

Remark 2.15. The categorical fixed points fit into a Quillen adjunction
Te,: Sp = Sp©2: F,

where the left adjoint comes from giving a spectrum the trivial Cy-action and then passing
through the equivalence of 1-categories Sp?“? ~ Sp“2. Deriving this adjunction allows us to
identify the cohomology theory represented by X2 in terms of X.

Proposition 2.16. Let E* be the cohomology theory represented by X2, and let Y € T.
Then viewing Y € T by giving it the trivial Cy-action, from the above remark we have

E"(Y) 2 [S5Y, %" X]g,.

Now, we consider the multiplicative aspects of our model. Commutative ring structures in
the genuine equivariant setting is a rich subject and has been explored by Blumberg and
Hill [3], as well as by others. We will be interested in the complete N -algebras, also called
Cs-FE-ring spectra. The category of Csy-F.-ring spectra can be modeled using orthogonal
Cy-spectra as follows. Day convolution equips Sp“? with the structure of a closed symmetric
monoidal category with monoidal unit given by S¢,. As discussed in [5, Section 2.1 and [3],
the category CAlg(Sp“?) of commutative monoid objects in Sp“? models Cy- E-ring spectra.
Further, by [14, Proposition 22.1] it follows that CAlg(Sp©?) is equivalent to the category of
lax symmetric monoidal 7 -enriched functors Zg, — T¢,. This is the setting in which we
will address multiplicative questions.

Definition 2.17. A commutative orthogonal Cy-ring spectrum is a lax symmetric monoidal
T “-enriched functor Z¢, — Te,. A (Cy-E-) map of commutative orthogonal Co-ring spectra
is a symmetric monoidal Cs-equivariant enriched natural transformation.

As is discussed in [15, p. 77|, the categorical and genuine fixed points are lax symmetric
monoidal functors. Thus, for a commutative orthogonal Cs-ring spectrum X, the spectra
F®X and X inherit the structure of commutative monoids in Sp.

Proposition 2.18. There is a symmetric monoidal natural transformation,
O o ()

from the categorical fixed points to the Cy-fixed points.
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Such a natural transformation can be defined levelwise by letting
t: R" = np
be the inclusion of the trivial submodule inside of np, taking the composition
S" = Loy (R, np) = Top (X (R™), X (np)),
and then passing under adjunction to
X(R") = Q" X (np),

before finally taking fixed points.

3. THE REAL SPIN BORDISM SPECTRUM

In this section, we construct MSping as a commutative monoid in orthogonal Cs-spectra.
This mostly consists of equipping the constructions of Joachim in [7] with Real structures
and verifying Ch-equivariance wherever it is relevant. The extra data comes from the Real
structures on the Clifford algebras Cl, , mentioned in Section 1, combined with the construc-
tions from Section 2.1.

Given an inner product space V', the Clifford algebra Cl(V') is characterized by the following
universal property. For any linear map f: V — A to an R-algebra A such that® f(v)? = (v,v),
there is a unique extension to an algebra homomorphism f in

v —f oA

\[ //W
T

Cl(V).

Let Cl, = CI(R"), where R" is given the standard inner product. The Clifford algebra is
a Z/2-graded algebra by specifying that V' C CI(V) lies in the odd subspace. Accordingly,
the symbol ® refers to the graded tensor product. In particular, the symmetry isomorphism
contains a sign,

VoW SwWeV, vow— (-1 e,

for v, w purely even or odd. With this symmetric monoidal structure, there is an isomorphism
C(Vae W)= Cl(V)® CY(W). For V € Zg,, the Clifford algebra CI(V') inherits an induced
Cs-action by the universal property above, where Cy acts by algebra maps. We extend this
action to a Real structure on the complex Clifford algebra Cl(V') := ClI(V) ® C by complex
conjugation on the C-factor and Proposition 2.6. Note that this Cy-action on Cl(V') preserves
the Z/2-grading (i.e. it is even), since it comes from an action on V. Lastly, fix the %-structure
on CI(V) to be the one generated by v* = v, for v € V. Let Cl,, = CI(R"), where R" is the
trivial Cy-representation, and Cl, , = CI(R”?), where R"? = R? $R?0.

2see Remark 3.1
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Remark 3.1 (Clifford sign conventions). Sign conventions for Clifford algebras differ signifi-
cantly throughout the literature. The conventions we use are chosen to be easily comparable
to the ones in [7] and [9], whose results we use in this paper. Forgetting the Real structure,
the underlying complex C*-algebra Cl(V') agrees with the C*-algebra denoted Cly in [7]. The
Real C*-algebra Cl, , is isomorphic to the Real C*-algebra denoted C, , in [9], as follows. Fix
generators vy, ..., Up, Wy, ..., w, of Cl,, and €1, ...,¢,, €1, ..., e, of C, ,, with

viz =1, w]2- =1, 5? =1, e? = -1,
V=0, Wy =Wy, & =&, €j = ¢€j,
*x x x x

Then the homomorphism Cl, , — C,, , defined by v; — ¢; and w; — ie; is an isomorphism of
Real graded C*-algebras.

Let L?(V) be the L?-completion of the pre-Hilbert space of continuous functions V' — C
with compact support. Remark 2.5 defines a Real structure on L*(V'), and Proposition 2.6
defines a Real structure on C1(V) @ L*(V'). Here, we take L?(V) to be Z/2-graded by even
and odd functions®. Then the induced Real structure on CI(V) ® L?(V) is also even. Let
B(Cl(V) ® L*(V)) be the Real space of bounded operators on CI(V) ® L*(V') equipped with
the strong *-topology and the Real structure from Remark 2.5.

Definition 3.2. Let Uy C B(Cl(V) ® L?*(V)) denote the graded unitary group of CI(V) ®
L3(V), that is, the group consisting of unitary operators on CI(V) ® L*(V) that are either
grading preserving or grading reversing, and let Pin®(V) C CI(V') be the group generated
under multiplication by unit vectors S(V) C V' and unit complex numbers U(1) C C.

Then the Ch-actions on B(CI(V) @ L*(V)) and CI(V) restrict to Uy and Pin°(V), re-
spectively, making them into Real groups. Since both Cs-actions are grading preserv-
ing, they restrict to Real structures on the respective even subgroups, Uy C Uy and
Spin“(V) C Pin®(V). By Remark 2.5, the orthogonal group O(V) is a Real group. Twisted
conjugation of Pin°(V') on Cl(V) restricts to a homomorphism py : Pin®(V) — O(V), defined

by pv(g)(v) = (=1)lelgug=t.

Proposition 3.3. The homomorphism py is a Real homomorphism.

Proof. Let g € Pin“(V) and v € V. Since the Cy-action on Pin®(V) is even, we have

pv(9)(v) = pv(9)(©) = (-1)llgrg=" = (=1)gug " = (~=1)"lgug™" = pv (9)(v).

O

Remark 2.5 also says that V' is a Real O(V')-space, so Proposition 2.8 gives L?(V) the structure
of a Real O(V)-space. By Propositions 2.8 and 3.3, L?(V') becomes a Real Pin®(V)-space.
Left multiplication also makes CI(V') into a Real Pin°(V')-space, so Proposition 2.6 gives us
a Real Pin‘(V)-action on C1(V) ® L?(V). Since Pin“(V) acts on C1(V) ® L?(V) by unitary

3Here, even means f(—z) = f(x), and odd means f(—z) = —f(x).
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operators, we get an induced Real homomorphism (Proposition 2.8) iy : Pin“(V) — Uy.
Unwinding the definitions yields the formula,

iv(g)ve f) = (gv)® (fopvig)™),
as in [7]. This formula makes it clear that iy is even, so it restricts to a Real homomorphism
iy Spin‘(V) — UP".
Thus, we get a Real Spin®(V')-action on U{'*" by left multiplication.

Proposition 3.4. If V' # 0, then the Spin®(V)-space UpY" is a model for the universal
Spin®(V')-principal bundle, ESpin®(V').

Proof. Grading preserving unitary operators can be restricted to the even and odd subspaces
to obtain U§Y*" = U((CL(V) @ L2(V))**®) x U((C(V) @ L*(V))°44), which is contractible by
Kuiper’s theorem [10]. The Spin®(V')-action on Uy is free, since iy is injective. O
We will also use Uy /Spin(V') to model BSpin®(V'). By Proposition 2.8, the associated
bundle Yspine(vy = U™ Xgpine(v)V inherits the structure of a Real space.

Definition 3.5. For V' € Z,, define the Real space
MSping (V') := Thom(Yspinc(v))

to be the Thom space of the universal Spin®(V')-vector bundle, extending the Real structure
on Yspine(v) by fixing oo.

In order to give MSping the structure of a Cy-E-ring spectrum, we will realize it as a lax
symmetric monoidal functor on Z¢,. To do this, we first note that given V. W € Z¢,, we get a
canonical (even) map Ty : Uy x Uy — Uypgw, by taking the tensor product of operators,
since

) CIlVeW)e LA(Vae W)= (CI(V)® CI(W)) ® (L*(V) @ L*(W))

(CIV) ® L*(V)) @ (CU(W) @ L*(W)).

Similarly, given an isomorphism ¢: V' — W, we get an isomorphism 7: CI(V) ® L*(V) —
CI(W) @ L*(W), which induces a homomorphism U,: Uy — Uy, defined by U,(A) = tAi".
Furthermore, note that these assignments make U into a functor with respect to isomor-
phisms. Similarly, T{ ) is a natural transformation.

1%

Proposition 3.6. Given V.W € Zg, of the same dimension, the map U: O(V,W) —
Hom(Uy, Uy ) defined above is Cy-equivariant.

Proof. We have
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Now, let VW € Z¢,, and n = dim W — dim V' > 0. We define the structure maps
Ly (V,W) = Te, (MSping (V), MSping (W),

using the adjoint form
Ze,(V, W) A MSping (V) 2% MSping (W),

by taking the Thomification of the vector bundle map

O'VW

(W - V) X (U(‘e/ven ><Spinc(V)‘/) — U%\;en XSpin® W)W
O(V, W) x BSpin‘(V) ———— BSpin‘(W).
Informally, oy, is the map
((,w), [A0]) € (W =V) x (UF™" Xspincr)V)
1 o
[TW_LVJ/(id, A), w + U] € Ueven XSpinC(W)W

The issue with this formulation is that W — .V is not an object of Z¢,. In order to properly
define oy, we make the Cy-equivariant identification

W -V — OR"&V, W) xom R"
OV, W) —=—— O(R"&V, W)/ O(n).
Definition 3.7. Define
avw: (OR" BV, W) xom) R") x (UF™ Xgpine) V) = U™ Xspinew) W,

by
ovw([e, 2], [A,v]) = [U(Ten v (id, A)), t(z + v)].

Proposition 3.8. The map oy, is Cy-equivariant.
Proof. We have

ovw ([, 2], [A,0]) = ovw ([T 7], [A,7]) = [Un(Tre v (id, 4)), 77 + )]
(Uo) (T v (id, A)), e(2 + v)]
T v (id, A)), t(z + v)]
T v (id, A)), o(z) + 1(v)]

O

Definition 3.9. Define oy : Ze,(V, W) AMSping (V') — MSping (W) as the Thomification
of fO'vvJ/V.
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To define the unit, note that U5 = %, so MSping(0) = S°.
Definition 3.10. Let néVISpinﬂc*: SY — MSping (0) be the identity map on S°.

Definition 3.11. Let V,W € Z,. Define

MSping

pyy o MSping (V) A MSping (W) — MSping (V & W),

as the Thomification of the map

( even even

v Xspine () V) X (U™ Xspineny W) = Uvgy Xspinevem) (V & W)
defined by ([4,v], [B,w]) — [Ty.w(A, B),v + w].
Note that ﬁﬁﬁi“i is clearly Cs-equivariant.

Proposition 3.12. The data (MSping, uMSpi“ﬂ%,ng/I Spini) defines a lax symmetric monoidal
enriched functor Zg, — T¢,, and hence, a Cy-Eo-ring spectrum, MSping € CAlg(Sp®?).

Proof. Verifying functoriality of MSpiny is equivalent to showing that the following square
commutes

id /\O’V1 Vo

IC’z(‘/?? ‘/3) A ICz(‘/ly ‘/2) A MSplnE&(‘/l) ICQ (‘/27 ‘/3) A MSle&(‘/Q)

T, (Vi, Vs) A MSpin (V) T » MSpin (V3).

This follows from the fact that both compositions are the Thomification of the same map of
bundles

even ¢ even
(‘/ES - ‘/2) X (‘/2 - ‘/1) X ([—IV1 XSpinC(Vl)‘/l) — UV3 XSpinC(Vg)%

O(Va, V3) x O(V, Va) x BSpin®(V}) ———  BSpin®(V3),
where ¢ takes
((t2,v3), (t1,v2), [A,v]) € (V3 = Vi) x (Vo = V1) x (UG Xgpine(vi) Vi)

to

[TV3—L2L1V1,V1 (1d7 A)a U3 + V2 + 'Ul] S U(‘)/";On XSpinC(Vs)‘/},.

MSping

Naturality of u is equivalent to commutativity of

(Ze, (Vi, W1) A MSping (V1)) A (Zey (Va, Wa) A MSping (Va)) — MSping (W;) A MSping (Ws)

|

(Ze, (Vi, Wh) ALy (Va, Wa)) A (MSping (Vi) A MSping (V2))

|

Ze,(Vi @ Vo, Wi @ Wa) A MSping (V1 @ V3) » MSping (W1 & Wa).
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Going around the top and then the right is the Thomification of the map

(W1 =V1)x (Wa—Va) x( A X spine(v1) V1) X ( A X Spin® (1) V2) — Ui aw, X spine (W awa) (W1OWa),
given by

(L1, w1), (Lo, w2), [A, v1], [B,v2]) = [Twy.ws(Twy—iav; (id, A), T, — 101, (id, B)), wi4v1 +wa+v2].
While going around the left and then the bottom is the Thomification of the map
(Wr=V1)x (W= Vo) X (U™ Xspine (1) V1) X (U™ Xspine(v2)V2) = Ubiiaw, Xspinewiaws) (W18W2),
given by

((e1,wr), (b2, w2), [A, 1], [B,va]) = [Twews—newmiew)viev: (id, Tvy,v, (A, B)), wi+wa+vi+us].

These two maps are equal by naturality of 7. The associativity, unitality, and symmetry
conditions are all clear directly by the constructions. Thus, MSping is a lax symmetric
monoidal functor.

O
Proposition 3.13. The underlying spectrum of MSping is MSpin®.

Proof. We compare our construction to the one in Section 6 of [7]. Since the underlying
spectrum is defined by restricting to trivial Cs-representations we suppose that V is a trivial
Cs-representation. The following two maps of short exact sequences

1 —— Spin(V) —— Pin“(V) > 7./2 > 1
bk
1 —— Uy » Uy > 7,2 > 1

and

1 — U(l) —— Pin(V) —— O(V) —— 1

b b

1 —— U(1) > Uy > PUy —— 1

allow us to identify vspinc(v) = U™ Xgpine)V' = PUy o)V, which shows that the un-
derlying space MSping (V') is the same as the one denoted by MSpin{, in [7]. Using this
identification, we get a map

even

JvXov)idv ~
e PUV Xo(v)v — Uy, XSpinC(V)V

]{ZV: O(V) X0oW) \%
The map 7y : S¥ — MSping (V) obtained by taking the Thom construction of ky is the
V-component of the lax monoidal natural transformation S — MSpin® playing the role of
the unit of the ring spectrum defined in [7]. In our model, the V-component of the ring
spectrum unit 7]‘1\,4 SPINE . GV MSping (V') is obtained by combining the structure maps of
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Definition 3.9 with the functor unit nMSPing . G0 s MSping (0) from Definition 3.10. Specif-
ically, n‘l\fSme is the Thomification of gy : O(R", V) Xom) R" = U™ XgpineyV, defined
above by v ([t, z]) = [id, ¢(x)]. Fixing a specific isomorphism ¢: R™ = V the diagram

c

O(Rn, V) Xo(n) R" L %/Ven XSpinC(V)V

&l Tg

O(V) X0o(W) %4 PUV XO(V)V,

where @([¢, x]) = [tp™!, p()], commutes, since
(v xow) idv) ([t ™, ¢(2)]) = [iv (o), ()] = [id, (o™")p(2)] = [id, ¢()].
Thus, nMSme = ny. It is also evident that the multiplication maps are the same as those in

[7]. Thus, (MSping)® = MSpin®. O

Remark 3.14. Another way to organize the data of a commutative orthogonal ring spectrum
is via the formalism of .#-FSP’s [13]. This is the language that Joachim [7] uses; however, it
is not hard to see that our constructions agree with his when the models are compared.

4. THE FIXED POINTS OF MSping

Recall that the inclusion Spin(n) < Spin(n) factors through an isomorphism with the Cs-
fixed points of Spin®(n) = Spin®(n,0). In light of this, one might hope that the usual map
MSpin < MSpin® witnesses MSpin as the Cy-(homotopy) fixed points of MSpins.

Spin(n) ——— Spin‘(n) MSpin ——*—— MSpin®
\ / N \\\,:l /
Spin‘(n (MSping )

In this section, we show that u does factor through @: MSpin — (MSpin§ )2 as above, but
that @ cannot be an equivalence (Corollary 4.7).

Lemma 4.1. For V € Z¢, with dim V' > 1, the space (U{*")“2 is contractible.

Proof. Restricting a grading preserving operator to the even and odd subspaces yields,
(UF) = UHY) x U(Hy) >,

where H\,,H{, are the even and odd parts of CI(V) ® L?(V), respectively, and U(H)%? is
the group of Real unitary operators on the Real Hilbert space H. Since H = H?®C
(Proposition 2.7), U(H)? can be identified with the orthogonal group O(H?) of the real
Hilbert space H“?. By the real version of Kuiper’s theorem [10], O(H?) is contractible,
which implies (U$Y")¢% is contractible. O

Definition 4.2. Let MSpin(n) := Thom((URs™)?? Xgpinn) R"), where Spin(n) is identified
with Spin®(n)2.
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Proposition 4.3. The spaces MSpin(n) form an orthogonal spectrum, with the usual struc-
ture maps, equivalent to MSpin.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, the space (Ugs™)%2 is contractible with a free Spin(n)-action, and thus

is a model for ESpin(n). From there, this is a standard Thom spectrum construction. For
example, one can follow the same steps taken in Section 3 with the obvious modifications. [

Definition 4.4. Let u(n): MSpin(n) — MSping(R"™) be the Thomification of the composite
(URR™) Xspin(m) R™ = URE" Xspin(m) R = URE" Xspine(n) R™ .

even

induced by the inclusions (Ugi™)¢2 — Ugi™ and Spin(n) < Spin®(n).
By construction, the image of @(n) is contained in the Cy-fixed points of MSping(R™).

Proposition 4.5. The maps @(n) define a map of commutative orthogonal ring spectra
@: MSpin — (MSping)“2.

Proof. The maps @(n) define a symmetric monoidal natural transformation between commu-
tative monoids in Sp from MSpin to the categorical fixed points £/ MSpin§. By Proposition
2.18, this induces a symmetric monoidal natural transformation to (MSpin)®2. O

We now show that @ is not an equivalence by proving Theorem 1.3.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose F is a genuine Cy-spectrum satisfying conditions (1)-
(4) of Theorem 1.3. Under the isomorphisms in (1) and (2), the homotopy Mackey functor

x, F consists of the data
res

. — e -
MSpin, P MSpin; :D( ),

where () is the Cy-action in (3). Given any class o € MSpin{, the Mackey functor structure
(Definition 2.11) implies that the equation,
a+a = res(tr(a)),

holds. Then the commutative diagram in (4) implies that for any o € MSpin{, the oriented
bordism class u¢(« + @) must have a spin manifold as a representative. Thus, it is sufficient
to show there is some o € MSpin§ for which u¢(« 4 @) has no spin representative. Recall the
A-genus (see e.g. [11]),

MSpin, NN/
MSlO* A, é
and consider the class
v = [CP?] € MSpin§.
We know that A(u(v)) = —1/8 ([11]). By the discussion above, the class v +7 must be in
the image of MSpin,. Then A(u$(y+7)) =:n € Z, so

Aus(7) = 5+
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Now consider the class
a = ~* € MSpin§ .
By multiplicativity of both the Cs-action and A, we see that
1 1 20, 841
64 64 s T T2 T
which is not an integer, since 32 never divides 8n + 1. Thus, a + @ is not in the image of
res: MSpin, — MSpin$, which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Remark 4.6. As can be seen from the proof, condition (4) in Theorem 1.3 can be loosened
to just requiring that the map res: MSpin, — MSpin{ preserves the A-genus.

Corollary 4.7. If there is an equivalence MSpin — (MSpin§ )2, then the composite,
MSpin = (MSpin$)“? — MSpin®,

does not take a spin manifold to its underlying spin® manifold on homotopy groups. It follows
that @ of Proposition 4.5 is not an equivalence.

Remark 4.8. Recall that the geometric fixed points of Real bordism is unoriented bordism,
®“2 MUk ~ MO. In analogy, one might expect an equivalence between ®“* MSpinf and
MSpin, but Proposition 5.1 (below) implies that such an equivalence would induce a ring
map MO — MSpin (by lax monoidality of ®“2), which doesn’t exist. Similarly, MSpin 2
OC2((MSping)").

5. A REAL ORIENTATION OF REAL SPIN BORDISM

In this section, we show that the complex orientation of MSpin® can be refined to a Real
orientation of MSping.

Proposition 5.1. There is a map of Cs-E-ring spectra MUg — MSping, where MUy
denotes the Real bordism spectrum. Thus, MSping is Real oriented.

The next two subsections are dedicated to proving Proposition 5.1.

5.1. Real spectra. We begin by briefly recalling another model for Cy-spectra which will be
convenient for constructing the Real orientation. This model is not needed anywhere else in
this paper. For all details, we refer the reader to the appendix of Hill, Hopkins, and Ravenel
[5, Section B.12] or Schwede [15, Chapter 2|. Since a Cy-spectrum is determined by its values
on multiples of a regular representation, we can instead define Csy-spectra by indexing over
this smaller sequence of representations. This idea is made precise as follows. Define a 7 ¢2-
enriched category Zg with objects R™ =: n, and with the Cy-mapping space Zg(n, m) defined
as the Thom space of the difference bundle associated to the complexifications,

Zr(n,m) = Thom(U(C",C™);C™ —C"),
with Cy-action given by complex conjugation.
Definition 5.2. The category of Real spectra, Spg, is the category of T“2-enriched functors
I = Ty
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Given X € Spg, k € Z, and a subgroup H C Cj, define the homotopy group
7 (X) = colim ﬂ,ernp(X(n)).

Define a weak equivalence between Real spectra to be a map which induces an isomorphism
on homotopy groups. This homotopical category structure can be refined to a model category
[6]. Define a T -enriched functor i: Zg — Z¢, by

n— np =R"®p,
and the natural inclusion on mapping Cs-spaces.

Proposition 5.3. [5, Proposition B.226] There is a Quillen equivalence,

3

i1 Spg = Sp“2: 7%,
given by left Kan extension along i and precomposition by 7 respectively.

The left adjoint is also strongly symmetric monoidal, so we also get a Quillen equivalence
between categories of commutative monoids [5, Proposition B.248],

ir: CAlg(Spg) = CAlg(Sp©?): 4*.

Because of this Quillen equivalence, Cs-F..-ring maps can be modelled by lax symmetric
monoidal natural transformations between lax symmetric monoidal functors out of Zg.

5.1.1. MUg and Real orientations. As is discussed in [5, Section B.12] and [15, Chapter 2],
the most natural way to construct MUy as a Cy-FE-ring spectrum is by constructing it as
a commutative monoid object in Real spectra and then applying the Quillen equivalence
above. This can be done by equipping the spaces MU(n) with the complex conjugation
actions, which defines an object MUgr € CAlg(Spgr). As in [5, Definition B.251], MUy is
then defined as a commutative orthogonal Cs-ring spectrum by applying 4, to a cofibrant
replacement of MUg in CAlg(Spg).

Remark 5.4. For X € CAlg(Sp“?), Real E..-orientations of X are represented by commu-
tative ring maps MUr — X. By the Quillen equivalence in Proposition 5.3, it is equivalent
to consider lax symmetric monoidal natural transformations MUg — i*(X) in Spg, where
i*(X) is the Real spectrum obtained from X by restricting to regular representations.

5.2. MSping is Real oriented. Recall that the homomorphism ¢ x det: U(n) — SO(2n) x
U(1) lifts to a homomorphism ¢(n): U(n) — Spin®(2n). Since ¢ is injective, ¢(n) is also
injective. Furthermore, observe that ¢(n) is actually a Real homomorphism of Real groups
¢(n): U(n) — Spin“(np). By Proposition 3.4, the U(n)-space U7 is a model for EU(n) as
a Real U(n)-space. The associated bundle yy,) = ULy Xu(m) C" then also inherits a Real
structure and the identity map on U"™ x C" = UP™ x(np) descends to a Real map of Real
vector bundles v, @ Yum) = Vspin©(np)-

Definition 5.5. Define MUp(n) to be the Thom space of 7y, with its induced Real
structure, and let Mp(n): MUg(n) — MSping(np) be the Thomification of v, ).
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Proposition 5.6. The Real spaces MUg(n) (with the usual structure maps) define a lax
symmetric monoidal enriched functor MU : Zg — Te,, and thus, MU, € CAlg(Spg).

Proof. This is a standard Thom spectrum construction, which is analogous to the construc-
tion in Section 3. O

Proposition 5.7. The maps My(n) define a map of commutative monoids
My: MU — ©* MSping
in Spg.

Proof. This follows from another standard Thom spectrum argument, using the fact that the
squares,

U(n) ——— Spin®(np) U(n) x U(m) — Spin‘(np) x Spin(mp)
| o] |
U(n+1) — Spin‘((n+ 1)p) U(n 4+ m) ——— Spin“((n +m)p),
commute. O

The last step we need in order to show that MSping is Real oriented is to show that MU}
is equivalent to MUpg. By construction, we know that the space MU%(n) is equivalent
to MU(n). However, it is not obvious that the Cy-action we constructed on MUy (n) is
equivalent to the complex conjugation action on MU(n). The rest of this section is devoted
to showing that our construction does model MU with complex conjugation.

Lemma 5.8. If X and Y are (right and left, respectively) Real U(n)-spaces, with U(n) acting
freely on X, then the Cs-fixed points of X xy,) Y is given by the space

(X XU(n) Y)02 = X02 X0(n) YCZ.
Proof. Define the map
¢ X xom) Y — (X xym Y)Y,

to be the one induced by the inclusions X2 < X and Y2 < Y. That is, we have that
o([7,ylom)) = [*,y]um). Here the notation [x,y]q is referring to the class represented by
(,y) in X x¢ Y. First, we show injectivity. Suppose ¢([zo, yolom)) = @([x1,¥1]om)). Then
there exists U € U(n), such that

(w0, 90) = (x1U", Unp).
But since xg, z1 are fixed by Cy we get
0 U" =x9g=7g, = x_lﬁ* = xlﬁ*.
Thus, since G acts freely on X, we must have that U = U. So U € O(n) and

[3607y0]0(n) = [3617y1]0(n)-
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Next, we show surjectivity. Let [z, y]um) € (X Xym) Y)?. Then there exists U € U(n) such
that

(@,7) = (aU", Uy).
Observe that from T = xU*, we obtain

r=2U* =zU* =zU7,

by taking conjugates. However, if we instead acted by U on both sides of T = xU*, we would
obtain TU = z. By freeness of the action of U(n) on X, we must have that U = U”, so
U is symmetric. Then we may choose an S € U(n) such that S* = U and ST = S. This
can be done by diagonalizing U and choosing a square root for each eigenvalue of U [17,
Theorem 5.12]. Now consider the element

(w, 2) = (x57, Sy).
By construction, we have that

[wv’z]U(n) = [xvy]U(n)

Observe that both w and z are fixed points, since

W=aS*=15* =725 =2U"S = 25" = w,

and

Z2=Sy=Sy=57%=S5Uy=Sy ==z
It follows that [x,y]y(, is in the image of ¢. Continuity of the inverse is then immediate
from the fact that open sets in both the source and the target can be represented by the set
of orbits of an open set in X x Y2, O

Proposition 5.9. There is a weak equivalence in CAlg(Spg),
MU, ~ MUR.
Proof. By construction, we know that we have a nonequivariant homotopy equivalence
MUy (n) ~ MU(n) = MUg(n),

but we need to verify that the Cs-action that we have defined on MUp(n) is equivalent
to complex conjugation. Recall that complex conjugation on the universal complex vector
bundle v, = EU(n) Xy, C" over BU(n) defines a universal n-dimensional Real vector bundle

[4]. Then the Real bundle U™ Xy, C* — UZ™ /U(n), induces a map of Real vector
bundles which fits into a pullback diagram of Cy-spaces

UZ‘;GH XU(n) (Cn — EU(TL) XU(n) Cn

g | |

uever /U(n) —— BU(n).

0
We define
0: MUy — MUy,
by letting
0, : MUR(n) — MUgr(n),
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be the Csy-equivariant map given by Thomification of the map of total spaces,
5713 Uflvpen XU(n) C"— EU(n) XU(n) Cn,

in our map of Real vector bundles. We will verify that 6, is an equivalence of Cy-spaces.
To do this, we first observe that 6,, is an equivalence on underlying spaces. Since [, fits
into the pullback diagram of complex vector bundles (3), the map on base spaces must be a
homotopy equivalence, since this pullback square classifies that U7™ Xy ,) C* is a model for
the universal n-dimensional complex vector bundle. Thus, the map on Thom spaces must
also be an equivalence. On fixed points, we use Lemma 5.8 (once on the total space and once
on the base space) to observe that the real vector bundle
(U™ Xumy €)% = (U™ [ U(n)) <,

7
can be identified with
(U™ X o R™ = (USR™)92/ O(n).

Then using the fact that taking fixed points preserves pullback squares, we see that 3% fits
into a pullback square giving a map of real vector bundles

(U%\;en)CQ X O(n) R® —— EO(TL) X0(n) R"

| !

(Unp™)?/ O(n) ————— BO(n).

By Lemma 4.1, (Uﬁlvpm)c2 is a contractible space with a free O(n)-action, so this pull-
back square classifies the universal real vector bundle on the model of BO(n) given by
(Uzvpm)c2 /O(n). Thus, the map on Thom spaces, §2, is an equivalence. We conclude that
0,, is an equivalence of Cy-spaces for every n. Monoidality and naturality of this construction

are clear, so the maps 6,, give an equivalence
0: MU]’R ~ MU R
in CAlg(Spg). O

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1.

6. A REAL SPIN ORIENTATION OF REAL K-THEORY

In this section, we refine the Atiyah-Bott—Shapiro spin® orientation of KU ([2], [7]) to a
Cy-FEo-map from MSping to Atiyah’s Real K-theory. By Proposition 4.5, this recovers the
Atiyah—Bott—Shapiro spin orientation of KO as an E,-map as well. We start by adapting
the construction of KU in [7] (for trivial G) to a model for Real K-theory as a Cy-Ey-ring
spectrum, KUgr. Due to the adaptability of Kasparov’s KK-theory to the setting of Real
C*-algebras, our modifications consist of equipping all relevant C*-algebras with appropriate
Real structures. Following [7], we implicitly use the formalism of .#,-FSP’s [13] for ease of
comparison of our constructions.
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Let s = Cy(R) be the Z/2-graded C*-algebra of continuous functions R — C vanishing at
infinity, graded by even and odd functions. We equip s with a Real structure defined by
complex conjugation on values.

Proposition 6.1. The C*-algebra s is generated by the functions a,b € s defined by

o1 t
“W=1re T e

Given a Z/2-graded Hilbert space H, let () denote the Z/2-graded C*-algebra of compact
operators on H. For V € Zg,, let Ky = K(L*(V)). Then Remark 2.5 gives Ky a Real
structure, and Proposition 2.6 gives CI(V) ® Ky a Real structure. If A, B are any Real
Z/2-graded C*-algebras, then Remark 2.5 also makes the space of even x-homomorphisms

Cs.(A, B) into a Real space.
Definition 6.2. For V' € Z,, define the Real space
KUg(V) := Cg(s, CI(V) @ Ky).
Remark 6.3. For Hilbert spaces Hi, Hs, there is a canonical isomorphism
(4) K(H1) @ K(H2) = K(H1 @ Ha).

Combining this with the isomorphism CI(V) = IC(CI(V)) given by Clifford multiplication,
yields a canonical isomorphism

(5) KCHV)® LA (V) 2 Cl(V)® Ky .

Each of the isomorphisms above respect the Real structures obtained from the constructions

and  b(t) =

in Section 2.1, so the isomorphism in (5) respects the Real structures as well. Hence, we may
identify the Real spaces KUg(V) = Cy, (s, K(CI(V)) @ L*(V))).

To construct the multiplication maps ,uﬁ%%, notice that there is a coassociative and cocom-

mutative comultiplication on s,
A: s =Co(R) 2 Cu(R?) ™25 Co(R) ® Co(R) = 5 @5,

1 A +
T A0y = e adm(] @ 9)(wy) = f()g(y).

If we endow Cy(RR?) with the Real structure given by complex conjugation on values, then it
is clear that A is Real.

Definition 6.4. Given Real Z/2-graded C*-algebras A, B, define the Real map
*: Oy (s, A) N Cg (s, B) — Cg.(s, A® B)
to be the composite of Real maps
* * ® * A* *
Ca(s, A) NCy(s,B) = Cg(s®5, A® B) — Cg(5, A® B).
Definition 6.5. Let V,W & Z,. Define the Real map
ppye s KUp(V) AKUR(W) = KUz(V & W),

via the x in Definition 6.4 with A = K(Cl(V) ® L*(V)) and B = K(Cl(W) @ L*(W)), where
we use the identifications in (5), (4), and (2).

where A(a)(z,y) =
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Next, we will define the unit, n®V%, using functional calculus.

Definition 6.6. For V € Zg,, define fcy: V — Cj (s, CI(V)), as follows: for v € V,

fcv(v)(a):%W and fcv(v)(b):%W.

Proposition 6.7. The map fcy is Cy-equivariant.

Proof. On generators,

fey (v)(a) = fey (v)(@) = fev (v)(a) = fev (v)(a) = fev (T)(a),

and B B
Y Y e (T)(h).

fey (v)(b) = fev (v)(b) = fev(v)(b) = TS oE 15 [op

Since fey (v) — 0 as v — 00, we get an induced Ch-equivariant map
By: SV — Cl (s, CY(V))
of Real spaces. Let P_ 2 € Ky be the projection on the Gaussian eI e L2(V).
Definition 6.8. Define py € Cj (s, Kyv) by
pv(f) = fO)P, -z,
i.e. the composite
evalg

P _ 2
eIl
s — C —=——= Ky.

Note that py is invariant with respect to the Real structure of Cj (s, Ky). Then By and py
can be combined to obtain a Real map

ny *: SV — KUg(V),
defined as the composite
SV 2 SV A S0 Y, O (5, CU(V)) A Cli(s, Ky) 25 Cou(s, CUV) @ Ky) = KUg(V).

Proposition 6.9. The data (KUg(V), uV% n8Uz) define a commutative orthogonal Cy-ring
spectrum, KUg, with underlying spectrum KU.

Proof. Nonequivariantly, all of our constructions agree with those of [7], so the only additional
content here is the fact that MI‘E[VJ‘“,* and ngUR are Cy-equivariant, for VW € Zo,. This was
shown above as each map was constructed. O
Proposition 6.10. The Cy-spectrum KUy represents Atiyah’s Real K-theory.

Proof. Since we know that the underlying spectrum of KUy is KU it is sufficient to show
that the Cy-fixed points of KUg is KO. Let X € T C T, and set S?7 = S®"*. By Lemma
5.8 of [7], there is a homeomorphism of spaces,
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Too (879 A X, KUR(RPT™)) = Tey (5™ A X, Cgi(s, Clyin g @ Kgrena))
%J C;r(ﬁ, CO(SZLQ /\ X) ® Clp-i—n,q ® ]CRP+7L,q>
= Cg (s, Co(X) @ Co(577) @ Clp g @ Clyy © Kpina),

which is also clearly Cs-equivariant. Recall that the category of Real C*-algebras is equivalent
to the category of real C*-algebras via fixed points in one direction and complexification in
the other [8]. Thus, taking fixed points yields

T (579 A X, KUg(RVF™)) 2 C% (5, Co(X) @ Co(SP) @ Cly g @ Cl, @ Kpgpina )2
= C2 (572, Co(X)P @ Co(SP)? @ (Clyg)?* @ Cly, @(Kgptnia) ).

Let KKO denote Kasparov’s real KK-functor and let KKR denote Kasparov’s “Real” KK-
functor [9]. By the real version of the main theorem in [16], we have

ToCh (87, A ® (Kgpina)?) = KKO(A),
so taking homotopy classes, we get
[S79 A X, KUr(RPT™9)] ¢, 2 KKO(Co(X)* ® Cp(SP9) @ (Cl,,,)?* ® Cl,)
= KKR(Ch(X) ® Cp(5™) @ Cl, , ® Cl,,),
using the equivalence of real C*-algebras and Real C*-algebras. By Kasparaov’s Real Bott
periodicity [9],
KKR(A) = KKR(Cy(S") @ CLI(V) @ A),

we have

KKR(Cy(X) ® Co(S571) @ Cl,, ®Cl,) = KKR(Cy(X) ® Cl,,)
>~ KKO(Cy(X)? @ Cl,).

Now, we use the fact that the constructions in [7], when applied to real C*-algebras, represent
KO-theory, i.e. the spaces KO(n) := Cj.(s“>, Cl, ®(Kg»)“?) form a spectrum (in a way
analogous to how we defined KUg) representing KO. Since Cs acts trivially on X, Cy(X)¢?
is the algebra of real-valued continuous functions on X, so

KKO(Co(X)* ® Cl,) = [X, C (s, Cl, ®(Kgn)?)]
= [X,KO(n)].
By putting the above isomorphisms together and taking a colimit, we find that
KUR(X) 2 KO*(X),

for all X with trivial Cy-action. By Proposition 2.16, this implies (KUg)“? ~ KO, which
completes the proof. O

We proceed to construct the Real spin orientation of KUg. In the following definition, we
use the identification in Remark 6.3 to view 7y * as a map S — Ci(s, K(CUV) @ L*(V)).

Definition 6.11. Define ay: Uy xV — Cy.(s, K(CL(V) ® L*(V)) by
av (A, 0) = (1) A" (v) A
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Proposition 6.12. The map ay in Definition 6.11 induces a Cs-equivariant map
ay : MSping (V) — KUg(V)

Proof. Let (A,v) € Uy xV, g € Spin°(V), and s € s. Then

av(Ag", g)(s) = (=) 1A g (g - v)(s)(A- g )
(=1)" iy (g™ )y (pv (9)v) (s)iv (9) A
(=) Aiy (g7 g = ((=1) " gog ™) (s)iv(9) A"
Now let w® f € CI(V) ® L*(V). For s = a € s,

iv(g™ " (gug ™) (@)iv(g)(w @ f) = iv(g™ my  (gug ™) (@) (gw ® f o pr(g)™)

= iv(g_1)< ! _1‘2gw) ® P, (fopvig)™)

17 —I—‘ gug
1
-1 P f % -1 Ov

1 KUg
_ (mw) & P_a(f) = % () (0)(w ® f).

So ay(Agt, gv)(a) = ay(A,v)(a). For s=0b € s,

-1

iv (g™ (gog ) B)iv (9w e f) = iv(g™) (%gw) ® P, p(fopv(e)™)

va—l
=g (1g+g|v‘2gw) ®P_2(fopvi(g) ™ opv(g))

N (m“’) @ Py (f) = i (0) (B)(w ® f).

even

Thus, dy (Ag™, gv) = av (A, v), which means ay is well-defined on Uy Xgyine(v)V. We can
extend ay to co by 0, since 7 *(00) = 0; thus, ay: MSping (V) — KUg(V) is well-defined.
For Cy-equivariance, we note that UEUR is Cs-equivariant, so we see that

o([A0]) = (1) Ap T (0) A" = (-1 AR (@) A = av (4, v]),
for [A, v] € MSping (V). O
Proposition 6.13. The maps ay define a map of commutative orthogonal Cs-ring spectra,
a: MSping — KUg.

Proof. By the previous proposition we showed that each component, ay, is equivariant. It
only remains to check naturality and monoidality, but these follow from Joachim [7], since
our constructions are identical to his on underlying spaces. O

It is shown in [7] that on underlying spectra, « refines the Atiyah-Bott—Shapiro spin® orien-
tation of KU [2].
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Corollary 6.14. Taking C5-fixed points, the map a above induces a map of F.-ring spectra,
MSpin — KO,
refining the Atiyah-Bott—Shapiro spin orientation of KO [2].

Proof. The map follows from Proposition 6.13, Proposition 4.5, and (KUg)“? ~ KO. To
see that it does indeed refine the Atiyah—Bott—Shapiro orientation, recall that the KO-
cohomology class associated to a map MSpin(n) — KUg(R") arises by taking fixed points
(= “real points”) in the category of Real C*-algebras (see the proof of Proposition 6.10).
The result then follows from the proof in [7], together with the observation that the spin®
Atiyah—Bott—Shapiro Thom class associated to a spin vector bundle is the complexification
of its spin Thom class. H

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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