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An involution on the K —theory
of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution

BIRGIT RICHTER

We construct a combinatorially defined involution on the algebraic K —theory of the
ring spectrum associated to a bimonoidal category with anti-involution. Particular
examples of such are braided bimonoidal categories. We investigate examples such as
K(ku), K(ko) and Waldhausen’s A—theory of spaces of the form BBG, for abelian
groups G'. We show that the involution agrees with the classical one for a bimonoidal
category associated to a ring and prove that it is not trivial in the above mentioned
examples.

55825, 19D23; 19D10

1 Introduction

Several multiplicative cohomology theories possess a spectrum model that is the ring
spectrum associated to a bimonoidal category. The passage from bimonoidal categories
to spectra uses the additive structure of the bimonoidal category; its multiplication is
then used to obtain the ring structure. For instance, in the case of singular cohomol-
ogy with coefficients in a ring R, H*(—; R), we can view the ring R as a discrete
bimonoidal category. The associated spectrum is the Eilenberg—Mac Lane spectrum
of the ring R, HR. In general, we denote the spectrum associated to a bimonoidal
category R by HR.

The main result of Baas, Dundas, Richter and Rognes [3] identifies the algebraic
K —theory of H'R with an algebraic K—theory construction defined by Baas, Dundas
and Rognes [4], K(R), which uses the ring-like features of R, namely uses addition
and multiplication in R to build K—theory. We will recall the construction of I(R)
in Section 2.

In some examples, one can therefore read off some extra structure on IC(R) using this
equivalence. For instance, if R is a ring with anti-involution, then there is an involution
on the K—theory of the ring R and this yields an involution on

K(Rg) ~ K(HR) ~ K/ (R)
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316 Birgit Richter

where R g denotes the discrete category associated to the ring R and K F(R) is the
free K—theory of R. For the bipermutative category of finite dimensional complex
vector spaces, V¢, we obtain that

K(Ve) ~ K(HVe) = K(ku)

where ku denotes the connective spectrum associated to complex topological K —theory.
As complex conjugation gives rise to an action of the group of order two on ku, we
obtain an induced action of Z /27 on K(ku) and hence on K(V¢).

The aim of this paper is to place these two examples in a broader context and to
investigate further examples. On the one hand we will construct an involution on K(R)
for every strict bimonoidal category with anti-involution. Particular examples of such
categories are braided bimonoidal categories. Hence in the special case where the
braiding is symmetric we obtain bipermutative categories as a class of examples. We
prove that in the classical case of K—theory of a ring with anti-involution our involution
coincides with the classical one. Furthermore, we will consider bimonoidal categories
with group actions and investigate how these relate to the constructed involution. We
close with the example of the involution on Waldhausen’s A-theory of a space X for
spaces of the form X = BBG for an abelian group G. We show that in several cases
such as K(ko), K(ku) and A(BBG), our involution is nontrivial.

The advantage of our construction of an involution is that it is relatively easy to describe:
it is of a purely combinatorial nature that mimics the construction of the involution on
the algebraic K—theory of rings with anti-involution.

Acknowledgements The author would like to thank Kobe University for the hospitality
during her stay in March 2008 which was partially supported by Grant-in-Aid for
Scientific Research (C) 19540127 of the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.
She thanks Christian Ausoni for asking a question that led to an important correction
and Hannah Konig for spotting some annoying typos.

2 K -theory of bimonoidal categories

Roughly speaking, a (strict) bimonoidal category R is a category with two binary
operations, ® and @, that let R behave like a rig — a ring without additive inverses.
More precisely, for each pair of objects 4, B in R there are objects A @& B and
A ® B in R and we assume strict associativity for both operations. There are objects
Oz € R and 1z € R that are strictly neutral with respect to @ resp. ® and there are
isomorphisms cél’B: A® B — B® A with c£’A ) céi’B = id. Everything in sight is
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An involution on the K —theory of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution 317

natural and satisfies coherence conditions. The addition @ and the multiplication ®
are related via distributivity laws.

The complete list of axioms can be found in Elmendorf and Mandell [11, Definition
3.3], with the slight difference that we demand the right distributivity map

di: AQBOA @B — (A9 A)R B

to be the identity and dy to be a natural isomorphism. Similarly to May [16, VI,
Proposition 3.5] one can see that every bimonoidal category is equivalent to a strict
one, so there it is no loss of generality to assume strictness.

The ring-like features of bimonoidal categories allow us to consider matrices and
algebraic K —theory of such categories. In the following we recall some definitions and
results from Baas, Dundas and Rognes [4].

Definition 2.1 [4, Definition 3.2] The category of n xn—matrices over R, M, (R), is
defined as follows. The objects of M, (R) are matrices A = (4;,;); =1 of objects of R
and morphisms from 4 = (Al-,j)?,j=1 to C = (Cl}j)?,j=1 are matrices ¢ = (¢i:j);'1,j=l
where each ¢; ; is a morphism in R from 4; ; to G ;.

Lemma 2.2 [4, Proposition 3.3] For a bimonoidal category (R, ®,0r, cg, ®, 1R)
the category M, (R) is a monoidal category with respect to the matrix multiplication
bifunctor

My(R) x Myp(R) —> Myu(R)

n
(Ai )} oy Bi )it —y = (Ci )iy withCij =D A ® Brj -
k=1
The unit of this structure is given by the unit matrix object E, which has 1 as diagonal
entries and O in the other places.

In the following we will assume that the category R is small. As R is bimonoidal,
its set of path components 7¢(R) has a structure of a rig, and its group completion,
Gr(mp(R)) = (—moR)7moR, is a ring.

Definition 2.3 [4, Definition 3.4] We define the monoid of invertible n x n—matrices
over my(R), GL,(719(R)), to be the n x n—matrices over 7y(R) that are invertible as
matrices over Gr(y(R)).
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318 Birgit Richter

Note that GL, (;7¢(R)) is the pullback in the diagram

GL,(rgR) —— GL,(Gr(moR))

I I

My (mgR) —— My, (Gr(moR)).

For instance, if 7o(R) is the rig of natural numbers including zero, Ny, then the
elements in GL,(Ng) are n x n—matrices over Ny that are invertible if they are
considered as matrices with integral entries, ie, GL, (Ng) = M, (Ng)NGL,(Z) consists
of matrices in M, (Ny) with determinant +1.

Definition 2.4 [4, Definition 3.6] The category of weakly invertible n x n—matrices
over R, GL,(R), is the full subcategory of M, (R) with objects all matrices 4 =
(Ai,j)?,j=1 € M, (R) whose matrix of mo—classes [A] = ([A,-,j]):."jzl is contained in
GLy(70(R)).

Matrix multiplication is compatible with the property of being weakly invertible and
hence the category GL,(R) inherits a monoidal structure from M, (R).

We recall the definition of the bar construction of monoidal categories from [4, Defini-
tion 3.8].

Definition 2.5 Let (C,-, 1) be a monoidal category. The bar construction of C, B(C),
is a simplicial category. Let [¢] be the ordered set [¢] ={0 <1 <...<g}. Anobject 4
in B4(C) consists of the following data.

a) Foreach 0 <i < j < g there is an object A"/ in C.
(@) J<q ]
(b) Foreach 0 <i < j <k < ¢ there is an isomorphism
J q p
¢ijk: AlT . gik _y gik

in C such that for all 0 <i < j <k < < g the following diagram commutes:

(Al . Aiky . gkl —— = fi] . (gIk . gk
¢ijk,idJ/ lldqukl
ikl ijl
Aik~Akl ¢ Ail o7 Aij_Ajl

A morphism f: A — B in B,C consists of morphisms f%/: A" — BY in C such
that forall 0 <i < j <k <gq,

fikgiik — ik i | piky. 4ii . gik _ pik.

Here, the %/ k. Bii . pik _ Bik denote the structure maps of B.
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The simplicial structure is as follows: if ¢: [g] = [p] € A the functor ¢*: B,(C) —
B4(C) is obtained by precomposing with ¢. In order to allow for degeneracy maps s;
we use the convention that all objects of the form A?’ are the unit of the monoidal
structure.

The K-theory of the bimonoidal category R can now be defined as usual. We take the
bar constructions of the monoidal categories GL,R for all n > 0, realise them, take
the disjoint union of all of these and group complete with respect to the block sum of
matrices.

Definition 2.6 [4, Definition 3.12] For any bimonoidal category R its K—theory is

K(R) = QB( | | |BGL,,R|).

n=0
Note that IC(R) is weakly equivalent to
7 x |BGLR|™.
Here, GLR is a suitable stabilization of the categories GL,R analogous to the stabi-
lization of invertible matrices over a ring.

The main result of [3] states that JC(R) is weakly equivalent to the algebraic K —theory
of the ring spectrum associated to R, HR, if R is a small topological bimonoidal
category satisfying the following conditions:

e All morphisms in R are isomorphisms.
e For every object X € R the translation functor X & (—) is faithful.

3 Bimonoidal categories with anti-involution

In order to define an involution of C(R) we need to assume some extra structure on
our bimonoidal category R, namely the existence of an anti-involution on R. David
Barnes considers involutions on monoidal categories in Barnes [5, Section 7]. We have
to incorporate the full bimonoidal structure, but some of our axioms below relate to his.

Definition 3.1 An anti-involution in a strict bimonoidal category R consists of a
functor ¢: R — R with ¢ o ¢ =id and such that there are natural isomorphisms

(1 1a,B: S(A® B) — {(B) ®{(A)

for all 4, B € R. In addition, the functor ¢ and the isomorphisms p have to satisfy
the following properties.
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(a) The functor ¢ is strictly symmetric monoidal with respect to (R, ®,0r, cg)
[15, X1.2].

(b) The multiplicative unit 15 is fixed under ¢, ie, {(1r) = lr and iy, 4 =
ide(4) = Hd,15 -

(c) The isomorphisms p are associative in the sense that the diagram

HAQB.C

{(A®BRC) {(C)®(A® B)

ILA.B®CI lid®ﬂA,B

(B ®C)®(A4) —2C, ()@ {(B) ®¢(4)

commutes for all 4, B,C € R.

(d) The distributivity isomorphisms d, and dy and the isomorphisms @ render the
following diagrams commutative:

(ARBDARC) —) L t4e (B C))

MA@BGBMA@cl lﬂA.BEBC
dy

$(B)®L(A)®L(C) ®E(4) —— (L(B) & (C)) ®E(A)

ARCHBRC) — ) t(4®B)®C)

Hhagc®d MB®Cl lMAGBB.C
de

SR LA B L(C)®L(B) —— £(C) @ (5(A4) & 5(B))

For a bimonoidal category with anti-involution (R, ¢, i) the objects that are fixed
under the anti-involution ¢ do not form a bimonoidal category in general. They carry a
permutative structure with respect to @.

Remark 3.2 In the case of rings an anti-involution is a map from a ring R to the ring
R? where R has the same additive structure as R but has reversed multiplication. In a
similar spirit one can define a bimonoidal category R’ for any bimonoidal category R
where the multiplicative structure is reversed. However, the right distributivity in R°
is then no longer the identity because it corresponds to the left distributivity law in R.
An anti-involution for a bimonoidal category R can be viewed as a lax morphism of
bimonoidal categories from R to R by adapting [2] to a setting with d, # id.
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Definition 3.3 A morphism F: (R,¢, u) — (R, ¢, i) of bimonoidal categories with
anti-involution is a lax bimonoidal functor F: R — R’ with the additional properties
that

Fol={0oF
and that p and u’ are compatible with the transformations

) 1 4B. F(A)® F(B) —> F(A® B)

in the sense that the diagram
FE(A) ® FE(B) —2— FE(A)®L(B)) L F(E(B® 4))

¢(F(A4) ® £ (F(B)) «— ¢/(F(B) ® F(A)) ~2 ¢/(F(B ® A))

commutes for all 4, B in R.

We extend the anti-involution ¢ to the category of matrices M, (R) coordinatewise, so
for any A= (Ai,j)i,j S Mn(R)

§((Ai,j)ij) = (C(4ij))i,j-

If the matrix A is an element in GL,(R) then so is {(A4), and {(E,) = E,.

4 The anti-involution on /IC(R)

Regardless of the special form of a bimonoidal category with anti-involution, (R, ¢, i),
the combinatorial nature of the bar construction BGL(R) allows for a canonical
involution map.

In the following R is always a fixed bimonoidal category with anti-involution.

Definition 4.1 For a matrix of objects A € My,(R) the transpose of A, A', has
Aﬁj = Aj; as entries. For a morphism ¢: 4 — C in M,(R) we define ¢’ as

O T I
¢ =0t Aji=4;; > C ; =Cji.
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For a general bimonoidal category, the formula that we are used to, namely (A4 - B)! =
B’ - A" does not hold on the nose, but only up to a twist. We have

n
(A-B)f; =(A-B)ji =ED 4k ® B
k=1

n n
whereas (B A" = @ B, ® A4} ;= @ Bii® Aj k.
k=1 k=1

Using the structure maps u of the anti-involution on R, we define u: ({(A4- B))! —
¢(B)' - ¢(A)" by setting jp = @—; /14, ,B,,;- The map 1 behaves well on mor-
phisms.

Lemma 4.2 For morphisms ¢: A — C and ¥: B — D in M,(R) the following
diagram commutes:

€(A4-B) —E= ¢(B) -¢(A)
(o W))’l lC(W)" t(9)'
@(C- D) —E5 ¢(Dy -L(C)

Proof The (i, j) matrix component of the diagram above is

n @k MAj,k'Bk,i n
DPr=16(A4;k ® By ;) —————— D=1 {(Br,i) ® (A4 1)
D ¢(@; k® Wk,i)l J@k (Wi i)® (D) k)
n D MCj j.Dy i n
DPr=18(Cj ik ® Dij)) ————— D=1 { (D)) ®E(Cj k)

and this commutes because p is natural. O

Definition 4.3 Let
Ao’l e AO,q

A9—1.4

together with coherent isomorphisms phIk: ADT . gTk 5 gBk 0 < < j<k<gq,
be an element in B;GL,(R).
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We define t: B;GL,(R) — B4GL,(R) via
R (¥ ) N (4P LRV
T U S :
Ad1a (G A%h)r.
Let B%/ denote (£(A97/-97%))!. The corresponding isomorphisms

for 0 <i < j <k < gq are given by

T(@) K §(AT T (g (a0 R

3) lu“

(é—(Aq—k,q—j . Aq—j,q—i))t (;(¢q—k.q—j.q—i))1

g(ar Ry,

Letao =0y, pc: A (B-C)— (A-B)-C be the natural associativity isomorphism in
the monoidal structure of (GL,R, -, E,). We can express « in terms of distributivity
maps and additive twist maps as follows: let o = (0;,;) be the additive twist

n n n n
0i,j* @ @ Aik ® By ® Cyj —> @ EB Aix ®@Bry®Cy j
k=11(=1 (=1k=1

that exchanges the priority of summation of the two sums. Then

()] oe:drocroa’[l:aoa’[l.

Here, the distributivity law is applied to sums of n entries. This does not cause problems
as addition is assumed to be strictly associative. The fact that o satisfies Mac Lane’s
pentagon axiom [15, VIL.1(5)] can be seen by brute-force comparison of terms using
the axioms [11, Definition 3.3].

Lemma 4.4 The associativity isomorphism for matrix multiplication, o, and the
isomorphisms [t are compatible, ie, they satisty

(5) (id-p)opol(@) =a ' o(u-id)op.

Proof To ease notation, we will abbreviate AQ B to A B. The (i, j) matrix component
of the equation

(id-p)opot(@)’ =ato(u-id) o {(A-(B-C)) — {(C) - (§(B) - ¢(4))
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that we want to have is part of the diagram:

D1 D184k (Bi e Cr i) —— B Bi—1{ (A 4 Biet)Ce i)

Szl £(dy) lz(dr) SOu

n n t( )t n n
C(Dims Af e (Bt BrewCer)) —— ¢(B=y (D=1 4k Bit) Ce.i)

T @ (@ e BraCe)e(A) I E(Co) (Dl E(A x Bry)) e

w-id lidw,

D=1 (Bi=18(Ce.i)¢(Bre)) E(Aj,k)a;; B 18(Cei) (Br=1¢ (Bt (4 1))

DDueid d’T o d‘ﬂ ODidon
D=1 D=1 8(Ce) (B, )b (A ) — D=1 Bi=18(Ce.)E (Br)¢(A;.x)

Here, the symbol < on the left hand side stands for @j_; @y—; {(Bk.¢Ce.i)¢(Aj 1)
and the > on the right hand side is short for @y_; @y —; ¢ (Cy,i))¢ (A} g By ). From
the definition of an anti-involution we know that the top triangles and the outer diagram
commute. Naturality of the distributivity transformations makes the bottom triangles
commute and therefore the square in the middle commutes as well. O

Lemma 4.5 The isomorphisms t(¢)"/** as in (3) are coherent.

Proof Recall that the ¢*/* are the coherence isomorphisms for the triangle of

matrices (A4%/);, j and that BY = (£(A977/-971))!  We have to prove that the following
diagram commutes.

BU(BJkBke)L)(BUB]k)BkZ

id-7(¢)’ -”l lrw)"-“ﬂid
(6) BiJ .Bjﬁ Bik .Bkﬁ

r(d,)% g %i,k,l
Bl

As ()7 is the composition (¢ (¢p?~ 697547 )) o, ~1  as we know from naturality
of u that

w o ((C(@a a7 a7 L id) = Tl o ((E(@TF97T97Ey)E gl
= (id- ;(¢q—k,q—j,q—i))t ou™!
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and as we have Lemma 4.4, it suffices to show that the diagram

t
E(A9bak  (ga—ka=i . ga—ia-iy)t & E((A9~ba—k . ga—ka=Jy. ga—i.a-iyt
£(@id- (99— F-a—Ji ,q—i))tl J/(é-(d,q—é.q—k.q—j) -id)?
£(A9~ba—k . ga—k.q—iyt E(A9~6a=T . A9-T 91t
é(qﬁq“"’"‘m %‘Z’q‘f’q"')’
f(aa-batyt

commutes. As both transposition and ¢ are functors, the commutativity of this diagram
is equivalent to the equality

and this holds because the isomorphisms (¢4 ~¢4=7-4~1) are coherent. ad

Remark 4.6 If G is a group, then the inverse map induces a map on the level of
classifying spaces Bi: BG — BG® . Here, G is the group G with opposite
multiplication. This map is homotopic to the map «: BG — BG°P which sends
((g1,--..89): (to, ..., 1)) € B4G to ((g4,....81),(tq,....10)) € BGP (see Burghe-
lea and Fiedorowicz [7, page 206] for an explicit homotopy). Note that « can be
defined for small strict monoidal categories as well.

Let r: A°?P — A°P [19, (3.14)] be the following functor: on objects r is the identity. If
f = g°: [p] = [g] is a morphism in A°P then r( f) is the opposite of the monotone
map that is given by

ir>p—glg—i), forall 0<i<gq.

Let CAT denote the category of small categories.

Lemma 4.7 If BGL, (R) denotes the bar construction of GL, R with respect to the
simplicial structure

r BGL,R
A°P A°P CAT,

then t induces a well-defined map of simplicial categories
r: BGL,R — BGL,R

forall n.
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Proof We use the following abbreviation: for p > 0 let wp: [p] — [p] be the map,
that sends i to p —i. Then for any f = g°P: [p] — [¢] we have that r(f) is the
opposite of the map wpogowy. Let 0<i < j<k<pand 0<k <{ <m<gq. For
an object (4°/) in B, (GL,(R)) with coherence isomorphisms (7 k) the involution
maps the pair (Ai’j)i,j to ({(A‘”P(j)""l’(i))’)i’j and the map r(f) induces

(wpogo a)q)°p(é‘(Aw”(j)’“”’(i))t)i,j — (é-(Aw,%(g(wq(f))),wpz(g(wq(k))))t)k,e'
First applying g°P and then using the involution t amounts to the composition
(Ai’j)i,j — (Ag(i),g(j))i’j — (§(Ag(w"(6))’g(w‘7(k)))t)k,g.
As w? is the identity, the two terms agree.

p

For the coherence condition the composition t o f* gives

(¢i’j’k)i,j,k s (d)g(i)’g(j)’g(k))i,j,k — (é.(¢g(wq(m)),g(wq(ﬁ)),g(wq(k)))t O/L_l)k,é,m
whereas r( f) ot induces
(@578 (G(gea e OBy o
(§(¢w§Og(wq(m)),wﬁog(wq(4)),w§°g(wq ®)yr o 1Y tm
and this coincides with the above term. O

Theorem 4.8 The involution t gives rise to an involution T on KC(R) for every
bimonoidal category with anti-involution (R, ¢, it).

Proof We saw that the involution t is a morphism of simplicial categories
v BGL,R — BGL,R,

thus it remains to show that the realization of BGL,R, |§GL,,R| is homeomorphic
to | BGL,R| and that the involution passes to the group completion.

Let T: |§GL,,R| — | BGL,R| denote the map on the geometric realization that is
defined as

A% ... 404 A% ... 404

T (o, tg) | = C (g, ... t0)
A9—1.4 A9—1.4
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If 8;: [¢ — 1] = [¢] denotes the map that is the inclusion that misses i and is strictly
monotone everywhere else and if o;: [g + 1] — [¢] is the surjection that sends i and
i +1 to i and is strictly monotone elsewhere, then note that 64—; owy—1 = wg 0d; and
04—i © Wgt1 = wq o ;. These identities ensure that 7 (d;) = dg—;, r(s;) = s¢q—; for
di = (6;)°P, s; = (07)°P and that Y is well-defined.

We define 7 as Y o7: | BGL,R| — | BGL,R|. The composition 7 o7 is the identity
on | BGL,R| because the map 7 commutes with Y and both maps are involutions.
As K(R) = QB(| |, |BGL,R|), we have to show that T is compatible with the
monoid structure on |_|,~ [BGL,R|. Note that the following diagram commutes

B,GL,R x B,GL,R —2 B,GL, 1 mR

(r,r)l l‘[

and we obtain on the level of classifying spaces that

| BGL,R| X | BGLmR| —2— | BGLytmR|

(I?I,I?I)l ll?l

~ ~ @ ~
|BGL,R| x |BGL;,R| — | BGL,+mR|
commutes as well. O

Proposition4.9 If F: (R, ¢, n)— (R', ¢, u') is a morphism of bimonoidal categories
with anti-involution, then F commutes with the involutions on KR and KR’, ie,
FoT=70oF,

KR —— KR
Fl lF
KR —— KR’
Let R be an associative ring with unit. An anti-involution on R (called involution in

[7, Definition 1.1]) is a function : R — R with ((t(a)) = a, t(a + b) = t(a) + (b)
and t(ab) = t(b)i(a) forall a,b € R.

Definition 4.10 If R is a ring or a rig, then the category which has the elements of
R as objects and only identity morphisms is a bimonoidal category. We denote this
category by R g and call it the discrete category associated to the ring or rig R. If R
is commutative, then R g is bipermutative.
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If R is aring then the spectrum associated to R g is the Eilenberg—Mac Lane spectrum
of the ring R. For arig R, we obtain the Eilenberg—MacLane spectrum of the group
completion Gr(R).

Note that for a small bimonoidal category with anti-involution (R, {, i), the set of
path components 7o(R), is a rig with anti-involution.

Corollary 4.11 For a small bimonoidal category with anti-involution (R’, ¢, 1), the
map K(R')—K(Rx,r)) commutes with the involutions on K(R') and K(R z,(r")) ==
K/ (Gr(mo(R'))).

Proposition 4.12 For a ring with anti-involution the involution constructed on IC(R g)
agrees with the standard involution on K;(R), i = 1.

Proof As GL,,Rp is a strict monoidal category, the bar construction from Section 2
is equivalent to the ordinary bar construction [3] and the isomorphism from the ordinary
bar construction to the one in the monoidal setting is given by sending a g—simplex of
the ordinary bar construction (By, ..., By) to the triangle in B,GL,Rg

A%1 ... A04q

Aq_lsq

with entries A1 = B; on the diagonal. The other entries are given by iterated matrix
multiplication of the B;s and the isomorphisms ¢%/ k are chosen to be identity maps.
On the diagonal the involution 7 sends (By, ..., By) to ({(By), ..., ¢(Bo)") and this
is precisely what the standard involution in algebraic K —theory does (compare for
instance [7, Definition 1.12]). O

Note that if one is willing to work away from the prime 2, then involutions give rise to
splittings
K(R) ~ K(R)* x K(R)*

of JC(R) into an antisymmetric part, C(R)%, and a symmetric part, (R)*. Corollary
4.11 tells us that such splittings are compatible with the path component map.

Remark 4.13 There is no straightforward way to mimic Burghelea’s and Fiedorowicz’s
construction of hermitian K—theory in the setting of bimonoidal categories with anti-
involution. There are two main obstacles: matrix multiplication is not associative any
longer and we do not demand that the structure isomorphism u is the identity. This

Algebraic € Geometric Topology, Volume 10 (2010)



An involution on the K —theory of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution 329

has the effect that the analogue of their category O, [7, 1.2] in the bimonoidal world
does not give a strict category.

Similarly, their bar construction description of O, does not have a direct analogue.
In order to form the one-sided bar construction Bj (Sym}, (R),GL,(R), *) in the
spirit of [7, 1.3] one has to have an action of the monoidal category GL,(R) on the
category of symmetric matrices Sym,11 (R). Here, the objects of Syrn,ll (R) are matrices
A € GL,(R) with ¢(A4)" = A and morphisms are morphisms in GL,(R) that are
untouched by ¢. But for M € Sym}l (R) and A € GL,(R) the object ({(A)'-M)- A
will only be symmetric up to isomorphism in general.

The involution on hermitian K—theory [7, 4.1] is induced by the map that sends a
symmetric matrix A to its negative. We know from [3] that KC(R) is equivalent to
KC(R) for some multiplicative group completion R of R and matrices over R have
additive inverses on the level of path components.

We can produce other examples of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution along
the following lines.

Let £ denote the bipermutative category of finite sets whose objects are the finite sets

n={l,...,n} for n € Ny. By convention 0 is the empty set. The morphisms in £ are
Yyn=mg=horn=m=0,
Em,m) = " .
& otherwise.

For the full structure see May [16, VI, Example 5.1] or Baas et al [2].

For a discrete group G let vV £ be the category with objects ng with n € Ny and
g € G. We identify all objects 0y to 0 which stands for the empty set and the ng

should be thought of as the set {1, ...,n} labelled by g € G. Morphisms are given by
@ n#m,
Ypyn=m,g=horn=m=0.

Vg E(ng, my) = {

The classifying space of Vg € is

B(vg&)=\/BE)=\/ (
G G

We define a bimonoidal structure on Vg £ as follows. Objects can only be added if
their indices agree:

| | Bz,,).

n=0
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and we define the multiplication to be ng ® mj, = (n ® m),;,. The additive twist, cg
on &g, is inherited from &, 0 is the zero object and 1, is the multiplicative unit, if e
denotes the neutral element of the group G.

With this structure Vg € is a bimonoidal category; if G is abelian, then Vg £ is
actually bipermutative.

We can define an anti-involution on Vg £ for any discrete G via
{(ng) =mg—1.
Note that the isomorphisms p are not trivial in this case, but
{(ng®@my) ={(n®m)gp) =MA®M) (-1 = (MO M))—1,-1
# {my) @ {mg) = (M@ n) ;1,1

so we define p to be cg where cg is the multiplicative twist in the bipermutative
structure of £. We have that {(1.) = 1, and condition (7) follows from the equation

dgo(ce ®cg) =cgodr
in bipermutative categories and the associativity of p is a consequence of Lemma 5.3.

The path components of Vg & constitute the monoid ring No[G] and therefore we
obtain with Corollary 4.11 that the induced map on K —theory

K(vg &) = K(No[G])
is compatible with the involutions on both sides. Note that IC(Ny[G]) ~ K(Z[G]).

5 Braided bimonoidal and bipermutative categories

We will show that braided bimonoidal, and therefore in particular bipermutative cate-
gories, provide examples of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution.

Definition 5.1 A braided bimonoidal category (R, ®, 0z, cg, ®, g, B) consists of a
permutative category (R, @, Or, cg) together with a strict braided monoidal category
(R, ®, Ir, B) (see Mac Lane [15, XI.1]) where 8 is the braiding

g=p4E. A9 B—> B® A.

These two structures interact via distributivity laws. We assume that the right distribu-
tivity isomorphism

d: AQB®A QB — (AdA)®B
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is the identity and that the left distributivity isomorphism is given in terms of d, and
B, such that the following diagram commutes:

d
AQB®ARC —— AR (B®C)

m

N BRAGCRA—— (BOC)R A

]

AQBPARC —— A® (B®C).

In addition we want that R satisfies the remaining axioms of a bipermutative category
in the sense of [11, Definition 3.6].

Note that condition (7) implies that So S od, =d, o (B ® B) o (B @ B) is satisfied.

Gerald Dunn studied braided bimonoidal categories and the reader might want to
compare the above definition with [10, Definition 3.1]. As a class of examples of
braided bimonoidal categories Dunn considered the category of what he called free
crossed G —sets for a discrete group G [9, example 2.3].

For every permutative category (C,®,0c,cg) one can construct the free braided
bimonoidal category Br(C) along the lines of the construction in [11, Theorem 10.1].
Consider the translation category EBr, of the n—th braid group Br,. Then

Br(C):=| | EBryxgy, C"

n=0

is a braided bimonoidal category (see Dunn [10, Proposition 3.5]). We present a
different class of examples in Section 7.2.

In order to check that braided bimonoidal categories actually are bimonoidal categories
with anti-involution and that they fit in the setting of our definition of IC(R) in Section 2
we will need two technical results.

Lemma 5.2 Property (7) implies that the following diagram commutes:

dy
ARBRICPHARB QC — (AQRBPARB)®C

) ng ld@@id
id® d
AR BRCOB&C) -2 . 40 (BaB)&C.
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Proof We embed diagram (8) into the following diagram. In order to save space we
use AB for AQ B and A+ B for A® B.

dy
ABC + AB'C ———— (AB+ AB')C

J/dg de®idl
id® d, i
PoP ABC+B'C) — %%, 4B+ B\

D (IV)
/ /
BCA+ B'CA f I 5 (I1I) 8®id (BA+ B'A)C
drl ld,@id
id® B

dr®i
(BC + B'C)4 i (B + B')CA (B + B')AC

The leftmost subdiagram (I) corresponds precisely to property (7). Diagram (II) com-
mutes because § is natural and diagram (IIT) displays one of the axioms for a braided
monoidal category and subdiagram (IV) again corresponds to property (7). As the right
distributivity maps are identities, the outer diagram again corresponds to the property
used in (III). Therefore the embedded subdiagram (8) commutes as well. O

This result ensures that the axioms used in [2] are satisfied in the setting of braided
bimonoidal categories. The next result is the key ingredient that allows us to interpret
braided bimonoidal categories as bimonoidal categories with anti-involution.

Lemma 5.3 Let R be a braided bimonoidal category. Then the braiding B satisfies
(ld® ,BA’B) O,BA®B’C — (ﬂB’C ®1d) O,BA’B®C.
Proof Consider the following diagram.

ARCR®B

ﬂA@B,C

AR BRC CRARQXB
BA-Bg idl lid@ p4-B
BRARXC CR®BRA

im

BRC®A

ﬂA,B@C

ﬂB‘C®id

The two triangles display a coherence relation for braided monoidal categories and
thus they commute. The outer diagram is the Yang—Baxter equation for the braiding
and thus the whole diagram is commutative. O
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Proposition 5.4 Every braided bimonoidal category is a bimonoidal category with
anti-involution if one defines ¢ to be the identity and @ = B. In particular, every
bipermutative category is a bimonoidal category with anti-involution with { = id and

M=Cx.

Proof The claim follows directly from Lemma 5.3, because all other parts of the
structure of a bimonoidal category with anti-involution are trivial. a

Note that a morphism of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution as in Definition
3.3 specializes to the requirement of being a lax symmetric bimonoidal functor in the
case of bipermutative categories.

6 Group actions

Let G be a discrete group.

Definition 6.1 (a) Let R be a bimonoidal category and let G be a discrete group.
A G-action on R consists of a functor ¢g: R — R for every g € G, such that
every ¢g is a strict bimonoidal functor and

¢1 =1d, pg oy = ¢gp, forall g, h €G.

(b) For a bimonoidal category with anti-involution we require each ¢ in addition
to be a morphism of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution according to
Definition 3.3.

Example 6.2 The bipermutative category of complex vector spaces, V¢ , with objects
the natural numbers with zero and morphisms

(%] n#m,

Ve, m) = { Un) n=m

carries a Z/27Z—action. On objects the action is trivial, and on morphisms it is given
by complex conjugation of unitary matrices. Note that the action is nontrivial on the
endomorphisms U(1) of the multiplicative unit.

Example 6.3 Let A — B be a G—Galois extension of commutative rings in the
sense of [8]. We can consider the discrete bipermutative categories R4 and Rp as in
Definition 4.10. Then R p is a bipermutative category with G —action.
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Definition 6.4 For a bimonoidal category R with G —action, the G —fixed category is
the subcategory of R containing all objects and morphisms that are fixed under every
¢g. g € G. We denote this category by RC.

The following result is straightforward to see.

Lemma 6.5 The G —fixed category of a strict G —action on a bimonoidal category
(with anti-involution) is again a bimonoidal category (with anti-involution).

Example 6.6 If R is aring with a G —action, then the G —fixed category of R is the
bimonoidal category associated to the G'—fixed subring of R.

Example 6.7 For the category V¢ the Z/2Z—fixed category is the bipermutative
category of real vector spaces, VR, whose objects are again the natural numbers, but
whose morphisms are given by

%) n=#m,
Vr(n,m) =
On) n=m.
Note that the homotopy fixed point spectrum H VéZ/ 22 is kuhZ/2Z anq this is not

equivalent to the associated spectrum ko = HVR. In the case of Eilenberg—-Mac Lane
spectra, however, we obtain that

HR"S = HR"Y ~ H(R%) = HR go.

Moreover, if A — B is a G—Galois extension of commutative rings, then HA =
HR4 — HRp = HB is a G—Galois extension of commutative S—algebras in the
sense of Rognes [17, Proposition 4.2.1].

Proposition 6.8 Let R be a (symmetric) bimonoidal category with G —action. Then
the weak equivalence [3]
K(R) ~ K(HR)

is G —equivariant.

Proof All constructions used in [3] are natural with respect to lax (symmetric) bi-
monoidal functors. O

Remark 6.9 As G-actions on bimonoidal categories with anti-involution are given

in terms of morphisms of such categories, they can be combined with the external
involution on the bar construction for IC(R).
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7 Examples

7.1 Endomorphisms of a permutative category

Let (C,®,0¢,cq) be any permutative category. Consider the category of all lax
symmetric monoidal functors from C to itself. Elmendorf and Mandell [11, page 176]
describe how to impose a bimonoidal structure on this category. We denote this category
by End(C). The addition is given “pointwise”, ie, for two lax symmetric monoidal
functors F, G: C — C one defines

(FeG)(C)=F(C) G(C).
The multiplicative structure is given by composition.

If we consider the full subcategory of End(C) of invertible lax symmetric monoidal
functors and we take the bimonoidal subcategory of End(C) generated by these under
direct sum and composition which we call Inv(C). One might think of Inv(C) as the
group-rig of the category C. We can define an involution on Inv(C) by sending an
invertible functor F to its inverse

{(F)=F"

and extending this involution to finite words (under & and o) in such functors. For
instance, we have

((G1®Gy)=G{'®Gy!.
As we have
(GoF) '=F1loGg™!

we can choose o to be the identity.

Group actions on (symmetric) bimonoidal categories provide nontrivial examples. If a
discrete group G acts on a (symmetric) bimonoidal category R, then the elements of
the group are objects of the category Inv(R). For instance the category of complex
vector spaces V¢ with its Z /27 —action gives rise to a nontrivial category Inv(V¢).

If R is a ring with G —action, then the category F(R) with objects n € Ny and
morphisms the R—automorphisms of R” is a bimonoidal category with G —action. The
action is trivial on objects and it sends an automorphism ¢ to g¢ for g € G where
g is the morphism that sends v € R" to gp(v).
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7.2 Hopf bimodules

Categories of Hopf bimodules provide a class of examples of (nonstrict) braided
bimonoidal categories. Consider a Hopf algebra H in a symmetric monoidal category.
An object M is an H Hopf bimodule if it is a bimodule over H and simultaneously an
H right- and left-comodule such that the comodule structure maps are morphisms of
H —-bimodules. Here, the diagonal on H gives the H-bimodule structure on H Q M
and M ® H. Schauenburg showed [18, Theorem 6.3] that the category of H—Hopf
bimodules, £ M#H | is a braided monoidal category with the tensor product over H,
if the antipode of the Hopf algebra H is invertible, and that the category g MHE H s
equivalent to the category of right Yetter—Drinfel’d H-modules [18, Theorem 5.7 (3)]

if the underlying category has equalizers.

Let us consider the symmetric monoidal category of k—modules for some commutative
ring k with unit, with direct sum as the additive structure. Unadorned tensor products
are tensor products over k. The category of H-bimodules, g Mg, over a Hopf
algebra H is then a (non strict) bimonoidal category with the direct sum of k-modules
as additive and the tensor product over H as multiplicative structure. The direct sum
of two k—modules A, B € g My is an H-bimodule if we declare the structure maps
to be

d:1
HRA®B) — HQASGHRIB —— AD B

d!
and (AB)QH — AQH®B®H — A® B.

Here, d; and d, denote the distributivity isomorphisms in the underlying category of
k—modules, ie,

di: AQB®ARB - AQ(B®B), d:AQQB®A B— (A A)® B.
Similarly, the left and right comodule structures on 4 and B, ¥4, WA resp. ¥p, WB ,
give rise to a left and a right comodule structure on the sum via

(&)
AeB -V  nedeH®B "> He (4 B)

A B
and AeB—"2" Ao HGBRH-" (16 B)® H.

It is tedious but straightforward to check that the coherence isomorphisms of the bi-
monoidal category of H-bimodules are actually morphisms of comodules. The explicit
form of the braiding from [18, Theorem 6.3] allows it to check that condition (7) of
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Definition 5.1 is indeed satisfied and that Laplaza’s distributivity axioms [14, Section 1]
are satisfied with the braiding 8 replacing the multiplicative twist.

7.3 Involutions on 4 (%) and A(BBG))

The associated spectrum of the bipermutative category £ is the sphere spectrum and
thus the equivalence from [3] identifies KC(E) with the algebraic K-theory of the
sphere spectrum, K(S), which in turn is equivalent to Waldhausen’s A-theory of
a point, A(x). Steiner constructed an involution on A(X) for all spaces X in [19,
Theorem 3.10] where he used the model for A(X) that consists of the algebraic K—
theory of the spherical group ring of QX, K(S[2X]). He defined his involution as
the composition of loop inversion, matrix transposition and reversal of multiplication
which in our context is taken care of by the reflection map on the bar construction.
We do not provide a formal proof that Steiner’s and our involution are equivalent
in some suitable sense, but we just note that our definition resembles his. Another
description of involutions on Waldhausen’s K —theory of spaces is due to Vogell [20].
For a construction of spectrum level involutions on S[2M] for manifolds M see
Kro [13].

John Rognes drew my attention to the example of finite free G—sets and G —equivariant
bijections. For a group G we consider the following small version of this category.
We define the category £G whose objects are again the finite sets n = {1,...,n} for
n € Ng with 0 = @ and whose morphisms are given by

%) n#m,
EG(m,m) =
G 2 En n=m.
The classifying space B(EG) is
9) |_| B(G:X,) = |_| BG" x5, EX,.
n=0 n=0

For an abelian group G we define a bipermutative structure on £G as follows. On
objects, we take the bipermutative structure [2]), and on morphisms we define

(810 8n0) D (g G 0)=(81, - &n. &1 Gy O D)
for (g1.....8n.0) € G Zy and (g].....81,.0') € G Zp,.

There are natural isomorphisms

@ (g1, gn0)B(E) e i) > (&) G ) D (g1, ... g0 O)
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for all (g1.....gxn.0) and (g].....gy,.0") that use the additive twist cg from the
structure of £ and that shuffle the g; and g}. It is straightforward to check, that
(&G, 8,0, cg ) is a permutative category.

As a multiplicative structure we define

(glv"'vgn’0)®(g/17"'vg;n’gl):(glg/17'"7g1g;n7"'7gng/17'"7gng;11’0®0/)'

Note that for this construction to be functorial, the group G has to be abelian. We can
compare (g1,...,8n.0) ®(g].....&p,.0') with (g7.....8,.0")®(g1.....8n.0)
by using natural isomorphisms cg which are built out of the multiplicative twist
cg from &£ and which reorder arrays like (g1g...-.818m+---+8n&}+---+&n&m) t0

(gh81.---.818n" - 8m&1+- -+ &m&n)-

With this multiplicative structure (£G, ®, 1, cg ) is a permutative category and the
multiplicative and additive structure combine to turn £G into a bipermutative category.

We can define an anti-involution on £G by declaring ¢ to be the identity on objects
and on morphisms we define {(gy,...,gn,0) = (gl_l, .. .,g;l,a) for all g; € G and
permutations ¢. Then ¢ is strictly additive and we can use the multiplicative twist

cg in £ as  in order to obtain natural isomorphisms j from ¢((g].....g,.0") ®

(gl’--~’gﬂ’o)) to C(glv""gn10)®§(g/19"'9g;nvo—,)'

Barratt [6] defined his functor I'™ for based simplicial sets X and identified its
geometric realization with Q°°X*°|X|. For | X| = BG4+ we obtain that QXX BG4
is the infinite loop space associated to the spectrum H(EG) and therefore this ring
spectrum is the spherical group ring S[BG] = X%°(BG). Its algebraic K—theory is
Waldhausen’s K-theory A(BBG) = K(S[Q2BBG]) ~ K(S[BG])).

For G abelian, the inverse map on G induces the inverse map on BG and via the map
of H-spaces BG—QBBG this is related to loop inversion. In this sense the induced
involution on K(£G) ~ A(BBG) is similar to Steiner’s involution on A(BBG).

8 Nontriviality
Farrell and Hsiang [12, Lemma 2.4] calculated the effect of the involution of K;(Z) ® Q:
elements in positive degrees are sent to their additive inverse. We use this fact to prove

the following.

Proposition 8.1 The involutions on K(V) ~ K(ku), K(Vr) ~ K(ko), K(EG) ~
A(BBG) (G abelian) are nontrivial.
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Proof We can model the map 7: ku — HZ of commutative ring spectra on the
level of bipermutative categories w: VV — Rz by sending an object n to the natural
number n and projecting the set U(n) of endomorphisms of n to the set {id}. This is
a morphism of bipermutative categories with anti-involution. On the level of K—theory
we obtain an induced map

Klu) ~ K0 "B k(Ry) ~ K7 (7).

Ausoni and Rognes show [1, Theorem 2.5 (a)] that rationally the map K(x): K(ku)—
K(Z) is split. As the involution is nontrivial on K.-(Z) ® Q, it is nontrivial on
K(ku). Similarly, they show that rationally K(Z) splits off K(ko).

Consider the following diagram of bipermutative categories with anti-involution:

z%/’“\

E——V VR
N A
Rz

The maps from £ model the unit map from the sphere spectrum S >~ HE to S[BG],
ko and ku and are given by the identity on objects and the inclusion of ¥, into the
respective endomorphisms of n.

Rationally, A(x) >~ KC(€) agrees with K(Z) and it splits off A(BBG), so the involution
is not trivial on A(BBG). |

Ausoni and Rognes also proved in [1] that rationally A(K(Z,3)) is equivalent to
K(ku). A map of ring spectra A(K(Z, 3)) — K(ku) is given by using the string of
maps
BU(1) - BUg — GLq(ku) — Q*°(ku)

and taking the adjoint which is a map from the suspension ring spectrum X5° BU(1) ~
S[BU(1)] to ku. This yields an induced map on algebraic K—theory K(S[BU(1)]) —
K (ku). We can model this via a functor of categories

F: EST > V.
Here, F sends n to n and maps a morphism (zy, ..., z,,0) € S1 2 X, to the matrix
diag(zy,...,zy) - E5 € U(n) where diag denotes the corresponding diagonal matrix

and E, is the permutation matrix associated to o . The fact that
Es -diag(wy, ..., wy) = diag(wg—1(1) - - - » We—1,) " Eo

for w; € S! ensures the naturality of F.
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As the diagram
(Sl L3E,) X (Sl ) — U(n) x U(m)

@J— 4[@
Sl ?En+m - U(n +m)

commutes, we see that F respects addition. If (eq,...,ey) and (fi,..., fm) are
ordered bases for C” respectively C™, then we choose

e1® fioeo 1 ® fns oo cven® flo....en® fm)
as an ordered basis for C""". With this convention, F respects ® as well.

However, F is not a functor of bimonoidal categories with anti-involution if we choose
the anti-involution (id, cg) on V coming from its bipermutative structure.

Consider the Z /27, = (£)—action on V from Example 6.2.

Lemma 8.2 The composition ¢ of the anti-involution (id, cg) on V with the group
action of 7,/27. is an anti-involution on V.

Proof If we set E::gog, then
fol=tolotol =80 =id

because £ and ¢ commute. For two matrices A € U(n) and B € U(m) we have that
cg sends E(A ® B) = A® B to B® A. The distributivity constraint from Definition
3.1 just express the fact that dy is given in terms of d, in V. The remaining axioms
are easy to check. O

Corollary 8.3 The functor F: ES' — V is a morphism of bimonoidal categories with
anti-involution
F: (ES1,4,c8) — (V.8 cg).
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