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Abstract

Motivated by Wigner’s theorem, a canonical construction is described that produces an
Atiyah-Singer Dirac operator [63, §I1.6] with both unitary and anti-unitary symmetries.
This Dirac operator includes the Dirac operator for KR-theory [2] as a special case, filling
a long-standing gap in the literature. The conditions under which this construction can
be made are investigated, and the obstruction is identified as a class within a generalisa-
tion of equivariant Cech cohomology. An associated geometric K-homology theory [16]
is constructed, along with a homomorphism into an appropriate generalisation of analytic
K-homology. More broadly, this thesis demonstrates that difficulties surrounding the in-
teraction of K-orientiation and anti-linear symmetry can be naturally resolved by building
on Wigner’s theory of corepresentations. Potential applications include the classification of
D-brane charges in orientifold string theories [87, §5.2], the construction of index invariants
for topological insulators [36], and the formulation of a Baum-Connes conjecture [13] for

discrete groups with a distinguished order-2 subgroup.
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Notations and Terminology

1. Rather than constantly introducing new names for the many group actions which oc-
cur throughout the text, group actions will often be denoted by apposition, so long
as this does not create ambiguity. For example, if X is a topological I'-space for some
group I" which also acts on C by conjugation, then an action of ' on f € C(X,C) may

be defined by writing
(YA (x) = vy~ 'x).

2. The symbol k will be reused often. It represents standard conjugation actions on a vari-
ety of objects. For example: complex conjugation on C, conjugation on U(1) under the
embedding U(1) C C, elementwise conjugation on the standard matrix representation

of GL(n, C), and conjugation on the U(1) component of Spin®(n) = Spin(n) xz, U(1).

3. The symbol ¢ will be used to represent the negation action x — —x in a number of

contexts.
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Introduction

The topic of this thesis is anti-linear symmetry in index theory. In its most basic form, an
index is an integer associated to an elliptic differential operator on a manifold by taking
the difference in dimension between its kernel and cokernel. The key property of the index
is that it is stable under continuous perturbation of the underlying operator. Index theory
studies the consequences of this property. The primary example of such a consequence is
the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [7, 8], which computes the index of an elliptic operator
topologically. Far-reaching results in geometry have been obtained by treating the indices
of canonical elliptic operators as topological invariants [63, §IV]. The most important of
these operators is the Atiyah-Singer Dirac operator [63, §I1.6]. This first order differential
operator can be constructed on any manifold that satisfies a topological condition known
as spin-orientibility. The Dirac operator is at the heart of index theory, in the sense that all
classical index theoretic problems reduce to problems regarding Dirac operators [16, 15, 17].

One of the early generalisations of index theory was equivariant index theory [8, 22]. In
this setting, a compact Lie group acts on the underlying manifold, and vector bundles are
equipped with a linear lifting of the action. Elliptic operators between such vector bundles
are required to be equivariant with respect to the group action. This implies that the kernel
and cokernel of the operator are representations. The difference between the characters of
the resulting representations defines an element in the representation ring of the group. In
this way, equivariant index theory intertwines the global geometry of manifolds with the
representation theory of groups.

The motivation for investigating anti-linear symmetry is provided by Wigner’s Theorem
[83, pp. 233-236]. Wigner’s Theorem is derived from the basic postulates of quantum me-
chanics [82, pp. 91-96] . It states that the symmetries of a quantum mechanical system are
implemented by operators which are either unitary or anti-unitary. Both types of symmetry,
and various combinations of the two, arise in simple systems. In particular, time reversal
symmetry is implemented by anti-unitary operators [83, §26].

In view of Wigner’s Theorem, it is natural to define an equivariant index theory which
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accomodates both unitary and anti-unitary symmetries. This means that the action of a
group element on the base manifold lifts to either a unitary or an anti-unitary map on a
complex vector bundle. The kernel and cokernel of an equivariant elliptic operator are then
group representations consisting of both unitary and anti-unitary operators, and the index
is taken to be the formal difference of the equivalence classes of these representations. The
set of equivalence classes of unitary/anti-unitary representations may be viewed as a subset
of the classes of unitary representations for the subgroup of elements which act by unitary
operators. This subset is determined by its invariance under a conjugation map constructed
from the anti-unitary part of the action. Thus, an index theory with anti-unitary symmetries
intertwines the conjugate structure of unitary/anti-unitary representations with the global
geometry of manifolds.

Having defined such an index theory, a central task is to determine when a Dirac oper-
ator exists and how it can be constructed. At this point, one encounters a problem which
has remained unresolved for a some time: such a Dirac operator would include the Real
Dirac operator associated to KR-theory as a special case. Atiyah’s KR-theory considers Real
bundles', which are complex vector bundles equipped with an anti-linear involution that
covers an involution on the base space [2]. In this context, the base space, equipped with
its involution, is refered to as a Real space. A Real Dirac operator on a Real space must act
between Real bundles and be equivariant with respect to their anti-linear involutions. Al-
though KR-theory was introduced in the 1960’s, the question of whether a given Real space
can be equipped with a Real Dirac operator has not been answered.

The main contribution of this thesis is to construct the Dirac operator for index theory
with both unitary and anti-unitary symmetries. This brings classical index theory into line
with Wigner’s Theorem, and fills the gap in the literature regarding the existence of a Dirac
operator for KR-theory. As in the equivariant setting, the geometric data used to construct
Dirac operators can be formed into classes for a geometric K-homology theory [18]. This
theory will be described, along with a map into an obvious generalisation of analytic K-
homology [46, 58]. Some initial steps toward the formulation of a Baum-Connes conjecture
for orientifold groups will also be taken.

To emphasise the connection with current research in theoretical physics, the language
of orientifolds will be used. The term orientifold originates in string theory. In the present
context, it will refer to a manifold equipped with an action of a group I which, in turn, is

equipped with a homomorphism € : I' — Z,. This small amount of extra structure is used

INote that the R in “Real” is capitalised when used in this sense.
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to define unitary/anti-unitary actions of I' on complex vector bundles over the orientifold.
An element vy € T acts via a unitary map if y € I'" := ker(e), or an anti-unitary map if
v € T~ :=T'\T". These vector bundles will be described as orientifold bundles. Note that
the set of orientifold bundles over an orientifold depends on the embedding I' < T'. More
generally, the term orientifold will be used as an adjective to describe objects carrying, or
compatible with, unitary/anti-unitary actions. For example, the Dirac operator mentioned
above acts between orientifold bundles in an equivariant manner and will be described as
the orientifold Dirac operator.

The construction of the orientifold Dirac operator and geometric orientifold K-homology
depend on an understanding of the global topology of complex vector bundles with anti-
unitary symmetries. In the equivariant setting, the obstruction to the existence of a Dirac
operator can be identified as an equivariant cohomology class. The main obstacle to un-
derstanding the conditions under which an orientifold Dirac operator exists is the failure of
equivariant transition cocycles and cohomology to accomodate anti-linear symmetries. This
obstacle will be overcome by introducing a new type of transition cocycle which generalises
Wigner’s notion of a corepresentation [83, pp. 334-335] [51, pp. 169-172] in the same way
that an equivariant transition cocycle generalises a representation. In fact, this generalisa-
tion extends beyond what is neccesary for applications to orientifolds, yielding the notion of
a semi-equivariant transition cocycle. A compatible semi-equivariant Cech cohomology the-
ory will also be defined, and an analogue of a theorem due to Plymen [69, p. 312] will allow
the topological obstruction to the existence of an orientifold Dirac operator to be identified

as a semi-equivariant cohomology class.

Literature Review

When examining the relevant literature, it is helpful to divide the category of orientifolds in
two basic ways. First, the action of I on the base manifold X may be trivial or non-trivial.
Second, '™ may or may not contain an involution. When the orientifold group id : Z, — Z,
acts trivially on X, each orientifold bundle corresponds to a real vector bundle by taking
fixed points. Thus, the associated K-theory is KO-theory. In KO-theory there is an 8-fold
periodicity theorem: KOP(X) ~ KOP(X x R3) [63, p. 63]. And, more generally, there is a
Thom isomorphism KOP(X) ~ KOP(V) for rank 8k real vector bundles V — X, whenever V
carries a Spin-structure [63, p. 387]. The condition that V carries a Spin-structure is equiv-
alent to the vanishing of the second Stiefel-Whitney class in cohomology with Z,-valued
coefficients [63, p. 82]. A Spin-structure on TX can be used to construct a Dirac operator [63,
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p- 112]. Thus, in this special case, the conditions for the existence of an orientifold Dirac
operator are clearly understood.

The situation in which the orientifold group id : Z; — Z; acts by a non-trivial involution
o on X corresponds to KR-theory [2]. Orientifold bundles are then Real vector bundles. An
initial motivation for the development of KR-theory was the observation that the symbol of
the complexification of a real elliptic operator defines a class in KR-theory, not KO-theory.
This fact was noticed by Atiyah and Singer, whose index theorem for families of real elliptic
operators [10, p. 142] is proved using KR-theory, and holds equally well for Real elliptic
operators [10, Remark p. 143]. Atiyah’s KR-theory is bigraded, but periodicity theorems
ultimately reduce the possible KR-groups KRP9(X, o) to one of the eight cases where 0 <
p < 7and q = 0. This reduction can be approached in two related ways. The first way is to

use the (1, 1)- and 8-fold periodicity theorems
KRP-4(X, 0) ~ KRPI(X x C, 0 X k) KRP-9(X) ~ KR4 (X x R8, o x id),

where k is conjugation. These theorems can be proved using elementary means [2, p. 373, 379],
or the elliptic operators method [4, p. 126, 130]. A second approach is to directly prove the
(p, q)-periodicity theorem,

KRP4(X, o) ~ KRP4(X x R™, 0 x (")

where R™ = R" @ R®, "*(x,y) = (x,—y) and v = s mod 8, by combining observations
regarding Real Clifford modules [2, pp. 380-384] [6] with the elliptic operators method [4,
p. 131]. As in KO-theory, the above periodicity theorems have corresponding Thom iso-
morphisms which one expects to be closely related to the construction of Dirac operators.
The (1, 1)-Thom isomorphism, KRP-9(X) ~ KRP4(E) for a Real bundle E, holds for any Real
bundle with no additional assumptions [2, p. 374]. However, the (p, q)-Thom isomorphism
and the 8-fold Thom isomorphism each require an additional orientation hypothesis. It was
noted in [2, pp. 383-384] that the (p, q)-Thom isomorphism holds whenever a Spin®(p, q)-
structure exists. The existence of a Spin®(p, q)-structure is the hypothesis for Kasparov’s
(p, q)-Thom isomorphism in KKR-theory [58, pp. 549-550], and equivalent to the notion of
KR-orientation defined in [74, pp. 108-115]. While this condition is sufficient to state the
Thom isomorphism, it leaves open the question of whether a given Real space carries a
Spin€(p, q)-structure. Several authors have put forward approaches to this problem. These
approaches broadly follow the strategy of Plymen, who identified the obstruction to a Spin®-
structure as a Dixmier-Douady class [69, p. 312]. One formulation of the KR-orientiation

condition was given by Moutuou in the setting of twisted groupoid KR-theory [66, p. 219].
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His approach identifies the obstruction to the existence of a Spin®(p, q)-structure as a class in
a Cech cohomology theory for Real groupoids [66, Ch. 3] [67]. Another approach, by Hek-
mati et al., proposed that the obstruction to the existence of a Spin®(p, q)-structure should
be a class in a Real Z;-equivariant sheaf cohomology [45, p. 31].

There is an equivariant version of KR-theory which corresponds to an action of the orien-
tifold group Z; xg G on X, where €(z, g) := z and 0 is an action of Z; on G. Like KR-theory,
this theory also has (1, 1), 8-fold, and (p, q)-periodicity theorems. The proofs of these the-
orems use the elliptic operators method [4, p. 126, 130, 131]. This method will be adapted
to prove Thom isomorphisms for the K-theory of orientifold bundles in Chapter 4. The
framework of [66] covers equivariant KR-theory also.

When '™ does not contain an involution, the set of orientifold bundles differs from the
set of Real equivariant bundles. In particular, if q : H — Z; is the orientifold group defined
by H ={+£1, i} and q(h) = h?, then the set of orientifold bundles contains several subsets
of bundles that are of independent interest. Each of these is determined by specifying the
manner in which the element —1 € H should act on a bundle. When —1 € H is specified
to act by —id, the resulting orientifold bundles are symplectic analogues of Real vector bun-
dles. The associated K-theory is sometimes denoted KH [35, 44]. Further examples can be
obtained by choosing a sign =£1 for each connected component of the fixed point set of an
orientifold. One can then consider orientifold bundles such that —1 € H acts over each com-
ponent by either +id or —id, according its sign. These examples arise in orientifold string
theories, where the connected components of the fixed point set are known as O-planes. The
associated K-theory with sign choice, denoted K4, was studied in [34]. The full set of orien-
tifold bundles for the orientifold group (H, q) contains both the set of symplectic orientifold
bundles, and the set of orientifold bundles with sign-choice. Although these subsets will
not be considered specifically, some of the methods used here to study the larger class of
orientifold bundles apply to the study of these subsets after making suitable refinements.
Beyond the orientifold group (H, q), there are many other possible orientifold groups (T, €)
such that '™ does not contain an involution. Even for a fixed T, these can yield different
sets of orientifold bundles. This is demonstrated by the case of a point orientifold, over
which orientifold bundles are unitary/anti-unitary representations. In general, the set of
such representations depends on the specific embedding I'* < T defined by e.

In this thesis, attention will be focused on obtaining an orientation condition for the 8-
fold Thom isomorphism in orientifold K-theory using an elementary method. Even when

restricted to the setting of KR-theory, this method differs from previous approaches. Al-
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though the general approach of Plymen is used, the obstruction class is identified in a new
semi-equivariant cohomology theory. This method gives a single notion of orientation for
the various cases of orientifold K-theory, including cases in which '™ contains no involu-
tion. It is also conceptually clear, computable, and leads to a method for constructing Dirac
operators on orientifolds.

Part of the reason for the renewed interest in KR-theory and its variants lies in appli-
cations to physics. The two main areas of potential application are string theory and the
classification of topological insulators. The connection between the present investigation
and string theory begins with the classification of D-brane charges using K-theory, as de-
scribed in [65, 87]. Results in index theory allow one to pass from K-theory to an analytic
K-homology theory in which classes are represented by elliptic operators. Each class in this
K-homology theory may be represented by a Dirac operator. By replacing these Dirac oper-
ators with the geometric data used to construct them, it is possible to define a K-homology
theory in entirely geometric terms [16, 15, 17]. This characterisation of D-brane charge is of
interest, as the geometric data associated to such a K-homology class has physical interpreta-
tions [79, §4]. In order to generalise these ideas to orientifold string theories, it is first necce-
sary to identify an appropriate variant of K-theory, and then construct the corresponding
Dirac operator and geometric K-homology theory. Three types of orientifold string theories
are listed in [87, p. 26-27], along with the corresponding K-theories that classifying the as-
sociated D-brane charges. In the first of these, D-brane charges are classified by KR-theory.
The geometric orientifold K-homology defined in Chapter 6 applies to this situation. The
other two possibilities involve K-theory with sign choice, as has been studied by Doran et
al. [34] using methods from non-commutative geometry. As discussed above, K-theory with
sign choice forms a subgroup of the orientifold K-theory considered in this thesis. One fur-
ther generalisation that is important in string theory is twisted K-theory. Twisted K-theory is
closely related to K-theoretic orientiation conditions. The paper of Hekmati et al. proposes
the construction of a twisted geometric KR-homology theory, and discusses its applications
in string theory [45, §8]. Although twisted orientifold K-theory is not investigated here, the
identification of the obstruction to a (Spin¢, k¢)-structure in Section 3.1 provides the key el-
ement required to construct such a theory. Twisted geometric K-homology is a topic which
is under active development [12, 45].

In recent years, there there has been much interest in the classification of topological
insulators. These classification attempts lead naturally to the consideration of topological

invariants which respect anti-linear symmetries [54, 38, 39, 40, 71]. Contact with Clifford al-
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gebras and K-theory has been made through the work of Kitaev [61]. Another framework for
studying topological insulators, using twisted K-theories, has been described by Freed and
Moore [36]. Orientifold K-theory, as considered in this thesis, is a primary example within
their framework. Thus, it appears that there is potential for index invariants derived from
the orientifold Dirac operator to be applied to the classification of topological insulators.

To finish this review of the relevant literature, some general references will now be col-
lected. As mentioned, the motivation for this thesis comes from Wigner’s theorem. The
derivation of Wigner’s theorem can be found in [82, pp. 91-96]. The English translation of
Wigner’s book contains a discussion from which the theorem can be drawn [83, pp. 233-236].
It also contains a discussion of time reversal symmetry in quantum mechanics [83, Ch. 26],
and an analysis of unitary/anti-unitary representations using the theory of corepresenta-
tions [83, pp. 334-335]. Another useful exposition of corepresentations, which separates
their mathematical and physical aspects, can be found in [51, §I1.7]. Two further papers by
Wigner that deal with anti-unitary operators are [84] and [85].

The results and constructions in this thesis draw on a large body of standard material
from index theory. As a general reference for the representation theory of Clifford algebras,
and other topics in index theory, [63] has been used. The results in Chapter 3 concerning de-
composition of (Spin¢, k. )-structures and connections for (Spin€, k. )-structures generalise
standard results in the Spin® setting that can be found in [37, pp. 48-49, 57-60] and [63,
§D]. The analytic orientifold K-homology defined in this thesis is a straightforward gener-
alisation of Kasparovs KKR-theory [58]. General references for analytic K-homology and
KK-theory include [46, 21, 52]. Geometric orientifold K-homology is based on the geometric
K-homology defined by Baum and Douglas [16, p. 117] [15, p. 1]. An equivariant version
of this theory was described in [18], and the map from geometric to analytic orientifold K-
homology, defined in Section 6.3, is analogous that described in [18, 17]. The discussion of
assembly for orientifold groups in Chapter 7 is based around [11, p. 41] with modifications
to adapt it to the orientifold setting. This paper describes one variant of the Baum-Connes

conjecture [13], see also [14, pp. 241-291] [18, pp. 21-22].

Overview of Chapters

Chapter 1, develops tools that are used in later chapters to study Spin®-structures for orien-
tifolds, which will be refered to as (Spin¢, k. )-structures. In particular, this chapter defines
semi-equivariant principal bundles, semi-equivariant transition cocycles, and semi-equivariant co-
homology theory. The essential difference between these objects and their analogues in the
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equivariant setting is that the structure group/coefficient group itself carries an action of
the equivariance group. In the case of a semi-equivariant principal bundle, this action
controls the commutation relation between the left and right actions on the total space.
After defining semi-equivariant principal bundles in Section 1.2, Section 1.3 defines semi-
equivariant transition cocycles and their equivalences. These cocycles can be thought of as a
cross between the corepresentations of Wigner and the usual notion of a transition cocycle.
Emulating proofs that apply in the non-equivariant setting, it is proved that isomorphism
classes of semi-equivariant principal bundles are in bijective correspondence with equiva-
lence classes of semi-equivariant transition cocycles. In particular, this means that the action
on a semi-equivariant principal bundle can be reconstructed from its semi-equivariant co-
cycle. A corresponding semi-equivariant Cech cohomology theory is developed in Section
1.4. The semi-equivariant cohomology can be used to classify semi-equivariant transition
cocycles with abelian structure groups. Then, viewing the set of transition cocycles as a
non-abelian cohomology group, Section 1.5 shows that a central short exact sequence of
structure groups induces a connecting map from the semi-equivariant transition cocycles
into the semi-equivariant cohomology. This is the main result of the chapter. Combined
with earlier results it identifies obstructions to certain liftings of structure groups for semi-
equivariant principal bundles. These obstructions can be considered as semi-equivariant
Dixmier-Douady invariants. The semi-equivariant associated bundle construction and some
related results are treated in Section 1.6. Finally, Section 1.7 defines semi-equivariant connec-
tion 1-forms, and an averaging result, which will be used in the construction of the orientifold
Dirac operator, is proved.

Chapter 2, defines the main objects of study and describes their basic properties. First, in
Section 2.1, orientifold groups are defined and some terminology for different types of actions
by an orientifold group is introduced. After this, Section 2.2 discusses unitary/anti-unitary
representations, which will be refered to as orientifold representations. The classification of
orientifold representations in terms of irreducible corepresentations is reviewed. This clas-
sification is due to Wigner [83, §26] [51, §IL.7]. Next, in Section 2.4, orientifold bundles are
introduced. A semi-equivariant averaging procedure is used to produce equivariant Her-
mitian metrics on orientifold bundles, and the frame bundle of an orientifold bundle is then
shown to be a semi-equivariant principal bundle. These observations are key to the cor-
rect definition of a (Spin€, k¢ )-structure. Finally, Section 2.5 defines various operations on
orientifold bundles that will be required when considering orientifold K-theory.

Chapter 3, uses the results of the previous chapters to construct Dirac operators on orien-
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tifolds. In Section 3.1, (Spin¢, k¢ )-structures are defined as a lifting of an equivariant SO(n)-
frame bundle to a I'-semi-equivariant principal (Spin®(n), k¢ )-bundle, where k. is a I'-action
induced by conjugation. These lifts are then classified using the results of Chapter 1. In
particular, a semi-equivariant third integral Stiefel-Whitney class Wér’e) is identified as the ob-
struction to the existence of a (Spin€, k¢)-structure. An important corollary is also proved
that reduces the problem of finding a (Spin¢, k. )-structure to that of finding a certain semi-
equivariant principal (U(1), k¢)-bundle. The subsection finishes with the construction of a
canonical orientifold Spin®-structure on the sphere. Next, in Section 3.2, orientifold-Spin®-
structures are used to define the orientifold spinor bundle and reduced orientifold spinor bundle
via the semi-equivariant associated bundle construction. The orientifold Clifford bundle is also
defined, and some relationships between the three bundles are examined. This requires the
introduction of complexified real Clifford algebras equipped with orientifold actions, and
a similar complexification of some relevant results from the representation theory of real
Clifford algebras. In Section 3.3, the results of Section 1.7 are used to equip the orientifold
spinor bundles with equivariant connections that are compatible with Clifford multiplica-
tion on sections. Finally, Section 3.4 defines the orientifold Dirac operator and examines its
basic properties. An existence theorem for Orientifold Dirac operators can then be stated.
The existence theorem for the Real Dirac operators is obtained as a special case. This com-
pletes the major aim of the thesis.

Chapter 4, deals with orientifold K-theory. Orientifold K-theory is defined in Section 4.1,
along with various Bott and Thom classes that are used later in the chapter. Similar to KR-
theory, orientifold K-theory is a bigraded cohomology theory. In Section 4.2, the principal
symbol of an elliptic orientifold operator is examined. It is shown to satisfy an equivariance
condition generalising that satisfied by the symbol of a complexified real operator. This con-
dition implies that the principal symbol of an elliptic orientifold operator defines a class in
Kr.e)(TX, tedo), where  is the I'action which acts by negation when e(y) = —1, and by id
when e(y) = 1. In Section 4.3, basic facts regarding the indicies of elliptic operators and
families of elliptic operators are reviewed. These are noted to generalise to the setting of ori-
entifolds. In particular, the index map associated to a family of elliptic orientifold operators
is defined. Such maps are the essential ingredient in the proofs of Bott Periodicity and the
Thom isomorphisms. Using the computations of [4], the index map associated to the orien-
tifold Doubeault operator on complex projective space is evaluated on the (1,1)-Bott class.
The pairing between the reduced orientifold Dirac operator on an 8k-dimensional sphere

and the corresponding 8-fold Bott class is also computed. In Section 4.4, the strategy of [4]
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is used to prove a sufficient condition for equivariant Bott periodicity. Finally, in Section
4.5 equivariant Bott periodicity is proved for orientifold K-theory. The (1, 1) and 8-fold Bott
periodicity theorems are obtained as special cases of this result. Together (1,1) and 8-fold
Bott periodicity imply that, up to isomorphism, there are only eight orientifold K-groups. By
combining equivariant periodicity with a semi-equivariant associated bundle construction,
the (1,1) and 8-fold Thom isomorphisms are proved. In particular, equivariant periodic-
ity is combined with results on (Spin©, k¢ )-structures to prove the Thom isomorphism for
8k-dimensional (Spin€, k. )-oriented real equivariant vector bundles.

Chapter 5, defines orientifold KK-theory by introducing orientifold actions into Kas-
parov’s KK-theory. Kasparov’s KK-theory is based on the idea of considering C*-algebras
as abstract topological spaces. From this point of view, a class in orientifold KK-theory can
be considered as an abstract family of elliptic operators which is equivariant with respect to
an orientifold action. In Section 5.1, the K-theory of orientifold C*-algebras is defined and
the connection between commutative orientifold C*-algebras and orientifolds is indicated.
Then, in Section 5.2, operators on orientifold Hilbert modules are introduced. With these
definitions in hand, Section 5.3 defines the orientifold KK-theory groups. Orientifold Dirac
operators are shown to define classes in orientifold KK-theory in Section 5.4.

Chapter 6, generalises the geometric K-homology of Baum and Douglas [16] to the ori-
entifold setting. The first step, made in Section 6.1, is to prove several small results dealing
with operations on (Spin©, k¢ )-structures. These depend, in an essential way, on the classi-
fication results for (Spin€, k)-structures proved in Section 3.1. Each class in the geometric
K-homology of an orientifold X is represented by a continuous equivariant map f : M — X
from an orientifold M that is equipped with a (Spin©, k. )-structure and an orientifold bun-
dle. These structures are precisely the data required to form an orientifold Dirac operator
on M with coefficients in an orientifold bundle. In Section 6.2, the operations defined in Sec-
tion 6.1 are used to define equivalence relations on the set of all such representatives, and
the resulting classes form the geometric orientifold K-homology. By constructing the Dirac
operator associated to a geometric K-homology class, it is possible to define a homomor-
phism from the geometric to the analytic orientifold K-homology. This is done in Section
6.3.

Chapter 7, constructs geometric K-homology groups and analytic K-theory groups as-
sociated to a finite orientifold group. A correspondence between them is defined based on
the assembly map in the equivariant setting. In Section 7.1, a group C*-algebra with an

orientifold action is associated to an orientifold group (T, €). The analytic K-theory of this

XVi



C*-algebra is then defined by equipping Kasparov modules with an anti-linear operator as-
sociated to a choice of element ( € I'", and imposing an equivalence relation to eliminate
the ambiguity introduced by this choice. This definition is related to the notion of relative
conjugation, which is used to reduce the theory of unitary/anti-unitary representations to
that of unitary representations. In Section 7.2, the geometric K-homology of an orientifold
group is defined. In Section 7.3, a correspondence between the geometric K-homology and
analytic K-theory of an orientifold group is defined by constructing K-theory classes from
orientifold Dirac operators. The section finishes with some speculation on the possibility of

a Baum-Connes conjecture for infinite discrete orientifold groups.
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Chapter 1

Semi-equivariance

The main obstacle to the construction of a Real Dirac operator is that the frame bundle of a
Real vector bundle is not an equivariant principal bundle in the usual sense. This is due to
the fact that the action of Z, on a Real vector bundle is anti-linear. Whereas the total space of
a Z;-equivariant principal GL(C, n)-bundle carries an action of Z; x GL(C,n), a Real bun-
dle has a frame bundle with a total space that carries an action of the semi-direct product
Z; % GL(C,n), where k is the automorphism of GL(C, n) given by elementwise conjuga-
tion on the standard matrix representation. This is the basic example of a semi-equivariant
principal bundle. More generally, a semi-equivariant principal bundle has a total space that
carries a smooth action of I' g G, for some equivariance group I" and some structure group
G equipped with an action 0 of I' by automorphisms.

The construction of a Z;-equivariant Dirac operator depends on the existence of a lift-
ing from the Z;-equivariant SO(n)-frame bundle of the tangent space to a Z;-equivariant
principal Spin®(n)-bundle. In an analogous manner, the construction of a Real Dirac oper-
ator depends on the existence of a lifting from the Z;-semi-equivariant (SO(n),id)-frame
bundle of the tangent space to a Z;-semi-equivariant principal (Spin®(n), k)-bundle. Here
id is the trivial Z;-action on SO(n), and « is the Z;-action induced by conjugation on the
U(1) component of Spin®(n) := Spin(n) xz, U(1). In order to find such liftings, the global
topology of the space and its interaction with the group action must be considered. In the
equivariant setting, this can be approached by encoding the global topology and action into
an equivariant transition cocycle. The lifting problem for these transition cocycles is then
connected to equivariant Cech cohomology via equivariant Dixmier-Douady theory. This
method classifies the possible equivariant liftings and shows how they can be constructed.

It also identifies the obstruction to the existence of liftings as a class in equivariant cohomol-

ogy.



To apply this method to the classification of semi-equivariant liftings, it is necessary
to generalise the notions of transition cocycle, Cech cohomology and Dixmier-Douady in-
variant to the semi-equivaraint setting, where structure groups and coefficient groups are
equipped with an action of the equivariance group. As will be discussed in Section 2.4,
the frame bundle of an orientifold bundle is semi-equivariant. However, the frame bundles
of orientifold bundles form only a small subset of the possible semi-equivariant principal
bundles. Thus, most of the results that follow will be more general than is necessary for
applications to orientifolds. Although semi-equivariant principal bundles are occasionally
mentioned in the literature under various names, and it is well-known that the frame bundle
of a Real bundle is semi-equivariant [80, §1.8] [64], it appears that the semi-equivariant gen-
eralisations developed here have been somewhat overlooked. Some related constructions
can be found in the work of Freed and Moore on topological phases of matter [36, §7], and

the work of Karoubi and Weibel on twistings of K-theory [55].

1.1 Semi-direct Products

Before examining semi-equivariant principal bundles, the notion of a semi-direct product is
breifly reviewed. Semi-direct products are basic to the notion of semi-equivariance, and are

useful for working with orientifold groups, which will be introduced in Section 2.1.

Definition 1.1. Let I" be a Lie group. A (smooth) I'-group (G, 0) is a Lie group equipped with
a smooth action

0:T — Aut(G).
A homomorphism ¢ : G — H of I'-groups is a homomorphism of Lie groups such that, for
yeTland g€ G,

e(vg) =velg). (1.1)

Definition 1.2. Let (G, 0) be a I'-group. The (outer) semi-direct product T’ x g G is the Lie group

consisting of elements (v, g) € I' x G with multiplication defined, for y; € I'and g; € G, by

(v1,91)(v2, 92) :== (v1v2, 91(v192)).

One situation in which semi-direct product groups arise is when G and I" both act on an
object X and satsify the relation y(gx) = (yg)(yx), for some action 6 of I' on G. In this case,

the two actions combine to form a single action of the group I' xg G by (v, g)x := g(yx).

Example 1.3. The standard U(1)-action on C and the Z;-action on C by conjugation, com-

bine into a Z; x U(1)-action on C, where « is the Z,-action on U(1) by conjugation.
2



1.2 Semi-equivariant Principal Bundles

The structure group of a semi-equivariant principal bundle is a I'-group (G, 0). The action
0 determines the commutation relation between the left action of I and right action of G on
the total space of the principal bundle. These actions combine into an action of the semi-
direct product I' X G. In the following definitions, let (G, 8) be a smooth I'-group and X be

a manifold equipped with a smooth I'action.

Definition 1.4. A (smooth) I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 0)-bundle over X is a smooth prin-
cipal G-bundle 7t : P — X equipped with a smooth left action of I' such that, fory € I, p € P
and g € G,

ni(yp) = ym(p) Y(pg) = (vp)(vg).

Definition 1.5. An isomorphism ¢ : P — Q of I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 8)-bundles is

a diffeomorphism such that, fory € I, p € Pand g € G,

Tip = TQ O @ e(pg) = @(plg e(yp) =velp).

Next, let A : (G,0) — (H,d) be a homomorphism of I'-groups, and Q be a I'-semi-

equivariant principal (H,d)-bundle.

Definition 1.6. A lifting of Q by A is a pair (P, ¢), where P is a I'-semi-equivariant principal
(G, 0)-bundle and ¢ : P — Q is a smooth map such that, fory € I',p € Pand g € G,

Tp = 7Q © ¢ ¢(pg) = ¢(p)A(g) ¢e(yp) =veo(p).

Definition 1.7. Two liftings (P1, ¢1) and (P2, ¢2) of Q by A are equivalent if there is an iso-
morphism 1 : Py — P, such that ¢, o = ¢j.

The set of smooth I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 8)-bundles will be denoted PBr (X, (G, 0)),
and the isomorphisms classes will be denoted PBr (X, (G, 0)).

1.3 Semi-equivariant Transition Cocycles

Transition cocycles are used to extract global topological information from a principal bun-
dle into a form which is more easily analysed. A transition cocycle over an open cover
U = {Uy} with values in a Lie group G is a collection of smooth maps ¢, : Uy — G. Maps
on overlapping open sets are required to satisfy a cocycle condition. This condition ensures

that the cocycle can be used to glue together the patches U, X G into a principal G-bundle.
3



In the equivariant setting, a transition cocycle consists of maps ¢ (v, ) : Uqy — G for each
U, € U and y € T. The equivariant cocycle condition then ensures that the elements ¢4(1, -)
can be used construct the total space of a principal G-bundle, and that the elements ¢4 (v, -)
can be used to construct a I'-action. The derivation of the equivariant cocycle condition uses
the fact that the left and right actions on an equivariant principal bundle form an action of
I' x G, and thus commute.

Semi-equivariant transition cocycles can be defined in a similar fashion to equivariant
transition cocycles. However, the left and right actions on a I'-semi-equivariant principal
(G, 0)-bundle form an action of I' xg G. Thus, the commutation relation between the left
and right actions is controlled by 0, and the action 6 appears in the semi-equivariant cocycle
condition. When this cocycle condition is satisfied, the elements ¢(1, ) in a cocycle can be
used to construct the total space of a semi-equivariant principal bundle, and the elements
dal(y, ) can be used to construct a semi-equivariant I'-action. The main result of this sec-
tion is that the set of isomorphism classes of smooth semi-equivariant principal bundles is
in bijective correspondence with the set of equivalence classes of smooth semi-equivariant
transition cocycles. Throughout this section, let X be a I'-space, (G, 0) be a I'-group and

U :={U,} be an open cover of X. The cover U is not required to be invariant.

Definition 1.8. A (smooth) I'-semi-equivariant (G, 0)-valued transition cocycle over U is a collec-

tion of smooth maps
¢ = {0raly,) : Uy Uy = G| UaNy Uy £ O,
satisfying
baa(l,x0) =1 bealvv,%) = Peu (v, ¥X) (v da v, %)), (12)
forxg € Uy, v,y €Tand x € Ug Ny "Up N (v'y) U

Note that the conditions (1.2) define a non-equivariant cocycle when restricted toy =1,

and an equivariant cocycle when 6 = id.

Definition 1.9. An equivalence of I'-semi-equivariant (G, 0)-valued transition cocycles ¢! and

¢? with cover U is a collection of smooth maps
wi={q: Ug — G}

such that

by (YX) bha (v, %) = dha (v, %) (Yia(x)),

foryeTandx € Ug Ny Uy .



Next, let A : (G,0) — (H,9) be a homomorphism of I'-groups, and ¢ be a I'-semi-

equivariant (H,9)-valued transition cocycle over /.

Definition 1.10. A lifting of ¢ by A is a '-semi-equivariant (G, 0)-valued transition cocycle
1V such that A o Ppgq = dPpa.

Definition 1.11. Two liftings ' and 1? of ¢ by A are equivalent if there exists an equivalence

i between ' and 2.

The set of smooth I'-semi-equivariant (G, 0)-valued transition cocycles over U will be de-
noted TCr (U, X, (G, 0)). The set of equivalence classes of smooth I'-semi-equivariant (G, 8)-
valued transition cocycles over U will be denoted by TCr (U, X, (G, 0)).

The first step toward a correspondence between principal bundle and cocycles, is to
show how a semi-equivariant transition cocycle can be constructed from a semi-equivariant
principal bundle. Implicit in the proof of this result is the derivation of the semi-equivariant

cocycle property.

Proposition 1.12. Let P € PBr(X, (G,0)) and s := {sq : Uq — Py} be a choice of smooth local

sections over the cover U. The collection of maps

¢° = {dralv,) : Ua Ny Uy = G | Ua Ny Uy £ B}

defined by
Ysa(x) = sp(yx)bvaly, x). (1.3)

is a smooth I'-semi-equivariant (G, 0)-valued transition cocycle.

Proof. The given condition implies the following three identities

Y'¥sa(¥) = sc(YVX)bea (Y v, %) ¥ sp(yx) = se(y ¥¥) g, (Y, ¥x)  vsalx) = sp(yx)dha (v, %),
which, together, imply

se(YvYX)bia(Yv, x) =v'ysa(x)
= Y, (Sb (yx)(b%a('yr X))
= (¥'so(vx)) (v bia (v, %))

= sc(Y'Vx) g (v, vx) (v b (v, X)).

Thus ¢° satisfies the cocycle property ¢3 (v v, x) = b3, (v, vx) (v b3, (v, x)). O



Note that (1.3) is the defining relation for a non-equivariant transition cocycle when re-
stricted toy = 1. If 0 = id, then (1.3) is the defining relation for an equivariant transition
cocycle.

The map from semi-equivariant principal bundles to semi-equivariant transition cocy-
cles, defined by Proposition 1.12, depends on a choice of local sections. However, if one
passes to isomorphism classes of principal bundles and equivalence classes of transition co-
cycles this dependence disappears. The next proposition shows that cocycles associated to
isomorphic principal bundles by Proposition 1.12 are always equivalent, regardless of which

sections are chosen.

Proposition 1.13. Let P; € PBr(X, (G, 0)), and ¢* € TCr(U, X, (G, 0)) be the cocycles associated
to local sections s* := {s} : Uq — Pilu, } as in Proposition 1.12. If ¢ : P1 — Py is an isomorphism,
then the collection of maps
wi={a: Ug — G} (1.4)
defined by
@(s0(x)) == sa(x)ua(x) (1.5)

is an equivalence between ¢! and $2.
Proof. The properties of semi-equivariant principal bundle isomorphisms and the defining
property (1.5) imply that
(vse(x)) =v@(sa(x))
@ (sp(¥xX)dpa (v, X)) = ¥(s5 (x)palx))
@ (sp(vX))bpa (v, X) = (vs5(x)) (via(x))
55 (YX)Hn () dpa (v, %) = 55 (¥x) 3 (v, %) (Yia (x)):

Thus,

b (VX)) bha (v, %) = g (v, %) (Yita(X)),

and p is an equivalence between ¢! and ¢? for any choice of sections s*. O

Corollary 1.14. The map of Proposition 1.12 induces a well-defined map

PB: (X, (G,0)) — TCF (U, X, (G, 0))
[P] — [$°],

where s is any collection of smooth local sections of P.



The correspondence between semi-equivariant cocycles and principal bundles has now
been shown in one direction. Next, an inverse map reconstructing a semi-equivariant prin-

cipal bundle from a semi-equivariant transition cocycle is defined.

Proposition 1.15. Let ¢ € TCr(U, X, (G, 0)). The bundle P® defined by

7'[:(|_| Ug x G/ ~) = X,

acA

where

1. (a,x,g)~ (b,x, dva(1,x)g) defines the equivalence relation ~

2. mla,x, g] := x is the projection map

3. la,x, glg’ == la,x, gg'] defines the right-action of G

4. vla,x, gl := [b,vx, dva (v, x)(vg)] defines the left action of T,
is a smooth T'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 0)-bundle.

Proof. The elements {dq(1, -)} satisfy

Cbca(],X) = (bcb(]/x)d)bamlx)

and so form a G-valued cocycle in the usual sense. Therefore, the usual proof that P% is a

principal G-bundle applies. The I'-action is well-defined on equivalence classes as

YIb, X, doall,x)gl = [c, vX, eb (v, X)V(Prall,x)g)]
= [, v%, dcv (v, %) (Yoa(1, %)) (vg)]
= [, vx, dcaly, x)(v9)]
=nyla,x, gl.

The semi-equivariance property y(pg) = (yp)(vg) is satisfied as

y(la,x, glg") =v(la,x,99'])
= [b,¥x, bva(y,x)(vgg")]
= [b,vx, dva(v,x) (vg) (vg")]
= (vla,x, gl)(vg")
Thus, P? is a I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 8)-bundle. O

This reconstruction map is also well-defined at the level of isomorphism and equivalence

classes.



Proposition 1.16. Let ¢! € TCr(U, X, (G, 0)) and P; € PBr(X, (G, 0)) be the associated principal
bundles, constructed using Proposition 1.15. If w := {uq : Uy — G} is an equivalence between ¢!

and &? then

@:Pr =P,

[a,x, 9] = [a,x, pa(x)gl.
is an isomorphism.

Proof. That ¢ is a well-defined isomorphism of principal G-bundles follows immediately

from the proof in the non-equivarant case. Compatibility with the I'-action is satisfied as

vo(la,x, gl) =vla,x, ua(x)gl
= [b, %, dpa (v, X)v(1a(x)g)]
= [0, 7%, bya (v, %) (Ya(x)) (vg)]
= [b, X, o (YX) dva (v, %) (Y9)]
= @ (b, vx, dvaly,x)(v9g)])

= ¢(vla,x, 9”
Thus, ¢ is an isomorphism of I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 6)-bundles. O
Corollary 1.17. The map of Proposition 1.15 induces a well-defined map

TCF (U, X, (G,0)) — PBF (X, (G,0)) (1.6)
[p] — [P]. (1.7)

Finally, one shows that the two maps defined above are inverse to one another.

Proposition 1.18. The maps

TCr (U, X, (G,0)) — PBF (X, (G, 6)) p PBr (X, (G,0)) — TCy (U, X, (G, 0))
an
[d] — [P [Pl — [$°]
are inverse to one another.
Proof. Let P € PBr(X,(G,0)), ¢ := ¢* and P’ := P?® for some collection of local sections
s :={sq : Ug — Ply,}. The sections {s.} define a trivialization {t} of P by
ta2P|ua—>uaXG
SQ(X) — (Cl,X,])
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and a collection of maps {T, : Ply, — G} by tq(p) =: (a,x, Tq(p)) where x = 7tp(p). Note that
Ta(pg) = Ta(p)g. Define

©:P— p’
p — [ta(p)].

That ¢ is a well-defined isomorphism of principal G-bundles follows from the proof in the
non-equivariant case. To check that ¢ is compatible with the '-actions first note that
tyomy oty (a,%,g) = to(y(sa(x)g))
= to((vsa(x))(vg))
= to (s (Yx)Poaly, x)(vg))

= (bl YX, d)ba(Y/X) (yg))
where 1 is the '-action on P. Thus,
Yo (p) =vlta(p)]
= vla,x, Ta(p)]
= [b, vx, dva (v, x)Ta(p)]
= [tb omnyo t? (aIX/ Ta(p))]
= [to(yp)]

= o(yp).
Therefore, @ is an isomorphism of '-semi-equivariant principal (G, 8)-bundles and
P ¢° — PY
is the identity map at the level of isomorphism classes. ]
The main theorem of this section has now been proved.

Theorem 1.19. There is a bijective correspondence
PBF (X, (G,0)) « TCF (U, X, (G, 0))
between semi-equivariant cocycles and principal bundles.

It will be shown, in Proposition 2.29, that the frame bundle of a complex vector bun-
dle with anti-linear symmetries is semi-equivariant. Together with Theorem 1.19, this al-
lows the global topology of bundles with anti-linear symmetries to be analysed using semi-

equivariant cocycles.



clockwise .
reflection
rotation

C %,

. anti-clockwise
reflection
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/) C

Figure 1.1: This figure corresponds to C equipped with conjugation as a Z;-action and U(1)
acting by rotations, as in Example 1.3. The blue line represents the conjugation automor-
phism on U(1). This conjugation is required in order to obtain the same final result when

the two actions are applied in reversed order.

Y'vse
+
|
|
! |
Y L
Y boalv,x)
|
|
|
Semi- , Cocycle ,
YSa - Y'sb bealy'y, x)
equivariance property
Y v’
bvaly,x) beb (v, vx)

Sa Sp sc

o oo O

Ua

Figure 1.2: This diagram represents the derivation of the semi-equivariant cocycle property,
as in Proposition 1.12. Each node of the diagram represents a local section of a principal
bundle. The diagonal arrows represent applications of the I'-action, while the vertical arrows
represent the action of a cocycle ¢ via the right action of the structure group. With the
exception of the dashed line, all of the arrows follow from the definitions. The dashed line
follows by the semi-equivariance property of the principal bundle, the blue v’ is acting on

the element ¢y (v, x) of the structure group.
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Y bvaly,x)

Sa YSa Sb
[} I'-equivariance [ G-equivariance [0
Y boaly,x)
@(sa) @(vsa) @ (sp)
S
I
l
Semi- ! Cocycle
Ha o YhHa ! Hp
equivariance l equivalence
|
|
I
Y 4);) a (v,x) ,
Sa Ysa Sp

Figure 1.3: This diagram represents the derivation of the equivalence property for semi-
equivariant cocycles, see Definition 1.9. Here ¢ is a semi-equivariant principal bundle iso-
morphism. Each node of the diagram represents a local section of a principal bundle. The
arrows running downward are applications of a principal bundle isomorphism ¢. The ar-
rows running left to right are applications of the I'-action. The arrows running right to left
are right actions by the cocycle ¢. Those running upward are right actions of the cocycle
equivalence p. With the exception of the dashed arrow, all of the arrows follow from def-
initions. The commutation of the top two squares follows from the properties of principal
bundle isomorphisms. The dashed arrow is follows from the semi-equivariance property
of the principal bundle. This twists the equivalence 4 by the action of I" on the structure
group, which is marked in blue. The lower right square is the semi-equivariant cocycle

equivalence condition.
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1.4 Semi-equivariant Cohomology

In order to study liftings of semi-equivariant principal bundles, a cohomology theory is
needed. The existing notions of equivariant cohomology are inappropriate for this task, and
a new cohomology theory must be constructed. In this section, a I'-semi-equivariant Cech
cohomology theory is developed with an abelian I'-group (G, 0) as its coefficient group.
The theory makes use of a simplicial space which encodes the group structure of I', and
the action of I’ on the manifold X. In addition to these actions, the effect of the action 0
must be incorporated. This is achieved by twisting the coboundary map using 0. There
are a few details to check, but everything works as one would wish. This semi-equivariant
cohomology theory generalises an equivariant cohomology theory outlined by Brylinski
[26, §A]. Another helpful reference is [41, §3.3]. One feature of the presentation here is that
it avoids the use of hypercohomology. The second dimension of the bicomplex appearing
in [26, §A] is an artifact of the choice to separate the cocycle into two parts, one encoding
the transition functions for the total space and one encoding the action. Although this is
ultimately a notational matter, the reduced book-keeping is helpful when checking higher
cocycle conditions.

The construction of semi-equivariant Cech cohomology begins with the definition of a
simplicial space. The coboundary map on the underlying chain complex of the cohomology

theory will be constructed using the face maps of this space.

Definition 1.20. Let X be a manifold equipped with a smooth action of I'. The simplicial space
associated to X is defined by
X* ={T'P x X}pzo-

The simplicial space carries face and degeneracy maps

dP o XP — XP el : XP — Xpt!
defined by
(YZ/"'/YP/X) fOI‘i:O
d?(%,---ﬂ/p/X) =N Ve Y Ypox) for1 <i<p—1 (1.8)
(Y];---/Yp—hYpX) fori:p

el (Y1, oo Yp X) = (V1o Yo L Yitt, oo, Yp X)) for0 <i<p+1

Notice that in (1.8) the face map dg discards the element y;, this element will be used to

define the simplicial twisting maps, in Definition 1.22.
12



Proposition 1.21. The face and degeneracy maps satisfy the simplicial identities

€j—1 od; fOi’i<j
diod,]':dj_]OdaL fOT’i<j
dioej = qid fori=i,j+1 (1.9)
€i0€ =¢€j4+10¢€4 fOTlS]

egjodi1 fori>j+1
Corresponding to the face maps d?, twisting maps 6; : XP x G — G can be defined. These
maps encode the action 0 of I' on G and will be used to twist the coboundary map. They are
the basic ingredient needed for generalisation to the semi-equivariant setting. Note that it is
only the twisting map 6y that has any effect. The rest of the twisting maps are included for

notational convenience when dealing with simplical identities.

Definition 1.22. The simplicial twisting maps 0; : XP x G — G are given by

0y, fori=0
egVL...,’YP/X) ={iq for1<i<p—1
id fori=p

The twisting maps also satisfy simplicial identities which help to ensure that the cobound-

ary map in semi-equivariant cohomology squares to zero.

Proposition 1.23. The simplicial twisting maps satisfy the identities

P+l d; (xPt1) p+1 di(xP*1) . .
0" o6’ =0 o eH" fori<j
0¥ fori<j
i (xP) . .
ef’x =4id fori=j,j+1

Gi] fori>j+1,
where xP € XP.

Proof. The identities are trivial for most combinations of i and j. The remaining cases can be

checked individually. In particular, the first identity reduces to

id 0 6y,y, =0y, 06,, fori=0,j=1
ido©,, =0y, 0id fori=0,j >2
id =id otherwise.
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To construct a Cech-type theory, a simplicial cover U* of X® is needed. Such a cover can
be constructed from an appropriate cover U = {U, | a € A} of X. First, the indexing set of
the simplicial cover is defined. This indexing set has a simplicial structure defined by face

and degeneracy maps, which will again be denoted by d? and e
Definition 1.24. Define the indexing set for {/* by

where AP = {(ay,...,a,) | a; € A}. Elements of AP will be denoted by aP. This set carries

face and degeneracy maps
aP : AP — AP el : AP — APH!
1 1
defined by
d’(ao, ..., ap) == (ao,...,qi,...,ap)
eip(aO/ ey ap) = (aO/ ey ai/ ai/ ai+]/ ey ap)/
where @; denotes the removal of the element a;.

Proposition 1.25. The face and degeneracy maps of the indexing set A® satisfy

eijody fori<j
diOd]' = d]'_] od; f01’1<].
dioej =1qid fori=j,j+1
€{0€ = €j410¢€4 fOTlS]
ggodi1 fori>j+1.
Before defining the simplicial cover itself, observe that the elements of the simplicial
space define sequences of points in X.

Definition 1.26. Let xP = (y1,...,vp,x) € XP. The associated sequence {x¥ } is defined by
X =vypi-ypx € X

Simplicial covers generalise the nerves of covers. The definition will be made using the

definitions of the sequences x! and indexing set A®.

Definition 1.27. The simplicial cover
Z/{. = {up}pzo
associated to U is a sequence of covers UP of XP each indexed by AP. A set

u(a .sQp) cu?

0r-

consists of all points in XP such that xf € Uy, for0 <i<p.
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For example, (v1,v2,v3,%) € U(qy,ay,a,,0;) Can be visualised as a path

Y3 Y2 Y1
Uy, Uy, U, Ug, .

Note that a refinement of I/ induces a refinement of /*. Also, the face maps of the simplicial
cover are compatible with those of the simplicial space. This is necessary to ensure that the

coboundary map is well-defined.

Proposition 1.28. The pullback maps of the simplicial space are compatible with those on the index-

ing set of the cover in the sense that di(Uqr) € Uyg, (qp)-

Semi-equivariant Cech cohomology is based on a single cochain complex. A p-cochain
for this cohomology theory consists of a smooth function on each set in the pth level of the

simplicial cover.

Definition 1.29. The group of p-cochains is defined by

KP(U, X, (G,0) == [] C®(Uw,G),

aP AP

with the group operation (¢'d)qr := Plp bar.

These cochains can be pulled back by the face maps. In the semi-equivariant setting, the

pullback maps are composed with the twisting maps. This modifies the pullback by d,.

Definition 1.30. The twisted pullback maps
oF : KP(U, X, (G,0)) = KPH' (U, X, (G, 0))

are defined by

(0P ) gt (1) 1= 0" 0 pgp o) © AP (xPT)

Note that the property di(Uqr) € Uy, (qr) of the cover ensures that 9;(¢) is a well-defined
element of K2 (U, X, (G, 8)).

Proposition 1.31. The twisted pullback maps are group homomorphisms.
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Proof. Using the fact that 0, is an automorphism forally € T,

(0" )) oo (1)
=0 0 (' d)g(qre1) © di(xPT)
=0 (("’fii(avﬂ) 0 di(x"* 1)) (g, (qp+1) © di(xP )))
= (07 0 ) gy 0 il ™)) (077 0 g i 0 diPH))
= (00 )arr (")) (@i (6741

O

The simplicial identities of the face maps for the simplicial space, the simplicial cover
and the twisting maps combine to produce a simplicial identity for the twisted pullback

maps.
Proposition 1.32. For i < j the twisted pullback maps satisfy the identity
aj o) ai = aiO aj,p

Proof. Using the corresponding simplicial identities between face maps on the simplicial
complex, those on the simplicial cover, and those between the simplical twisting maps one

can directly compute

(35(0:0) ) g2 (P ) = 857 0 (3:0) 4 (qp+2) © i (xP*2)

_ gt o g
= 0] .

R ba,od (ar+2) © di 0 dj(xPT?)

xP+2 d: (xp+2) +2
=0 o ejl1 °© d)d)-_]od-l(ar”rz) o dj_y 0 di(xP")

X'p+2

- 61 o (ajf]d))di(a)”rz) o di(xp+2)

= (31(3j_10)) a2 (xPT2).

Finally, the coboundary maps are defined.
Definition 1.33. The coboundary maps
o KR(U, X, (G,0)) = KET'(U, X, (G,0))

are defined by

o= 3 (1L

0<i<p
Using the simplicial identity for the twisted pullback maps, the square of the coboundary

map is shown to be zero.
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Proposition 1.34. The coboundary map satisfies 90 = 0.

Proof. First note, using Proposition 1.32, that

Y oo=e= Y (-NMeR, = ) (=DFe; = Y (=D)Hoj0:.
i<jj<p+2 i<jj<p+2 i<jj<p+1 j<i,i<p+1
Therefore,

=) (=1 Y (-1

0<j<p+2 0<i<p+1

= ) ) (=1

0<j<p+20<i<p+]

= > (=Dt Y (1Mo

j<Li<p+T i<jj<p+2

=0.

When (G, 0) is abelian, Proposition 1.34 allows the cohomology groups
HR (U, X, (G, 6))

of the complex (K (U, X, (G, 0)), 9) to be defined. The restriction to abelian I'-groups is necce-
sary to ensure that the coboundary maps 0P are group homomorphisms. In order to obtain
a cohomology theory which is independent of the cover U/, the direct limit of these coho-
mology groups will be taken with respect to refinements of the cover. A refinement of U
consists of another cover V indexed by some set B, and a refining map v : B — A such that
Vb C Uy forall b € B. Such a refinement induces a refinement of the associated simplicial

covers, and restriction homomorphisms r, : KF’(Z/{, X, (G,0)) — K?(V, X, (G, 0)) defined by

These restriction homomorphisms, in turn, induce maps
HR (U, X, (G,0)) = HR(V, X, (G, 0))

on the cohomology of the complexes. In order for the direct limit of cohomology groups
to be well-defined, the maps induced on cohomology by two different refining maps need
to be equal. This is true in the equivariant setting, and in the semi-equivariant setting it
just needs to be checked that the twisting of the coboundary map using 6 doesn’t cause any

problems.
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Lemma 1.35. Let (V, ) and (V, s) be refinements of U with refining maps r,s : B — A. The maps

induced on semi-equivariant cohomology by v and s are identical.

Proof. By analogy with the proof in the non-equivariant case (see for example [72, pp. 78-

79]), a cochain homotopy

KP(U, X, ( k0 U, X, (G, 0))
/ H y
K2V, X, (G,8)) T— K2V, X, (
is defined by
p—1
(W) by, 0, 1) = D_ (1 {01,503, m5(bp 1)) © ks
k=0

where ey is the kth degeneracy map. Just as in the non-equivariant case, expanding the
expression

(WP D) vy, b,) — (P THP D) (1,...5,) € KF(V, X, (G, 0))

.....

results in a large amount of cancelation. The remaining expression is

(B5) (r(bg),5(b0),-5(bp)) © €0 = (O 41 P)(x(b),... 1by) 5(b)) © €p-

The twisted coboundary maps 93 and ag .1 involve the '-actions 6 on G and ¢ on X, respec-
tively. However, in the above expression, the degeneracy maps ey and e, ensure that 0 and

o only ever act via the identity element of I'. Thus, the above expression simplifies to

P (s(b0),.ms(bp)) — Pr(b),nr(bp)) = (S5 (vg,...0,) — (TP (v,
Therefore, if ¢ € HF (V, X, (G, 0)) is a cocycle, then
(s:4) = (r.0) = P10 0P () — 3P o hP(P) = 3P~ o hP(9),
which is a coboundary. Thus, r, and s, induce the same cohomology groups. O
It is now possible to define the semi-equivariant cohomology groups.

Definition 1.36. The (smooth) T-semi-equivariant Cech cohomology groups with coefficients in

an abelian I'-group (G, 0) are defined by
HR(X, (G, 8)) :=lim HR(¢, X, (G, 9)),

where H? (U, X, (G,0)) are the cohomology groups of the complex (Kp (¢, X, (G,0)),9), and

the direct limit is taken with respect to refinements of /.
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Remark 1. Semi-equivariant Cech cohomology H} (X, (G, 8)) is closely related to several other

cohomology theories:
1. If T is the trivial group, then Hp(X, (G, 0)) is Cech cohomology H* (X, G).

2. If 0 is the trivial action, then H}(X, (G, 0)) is equivariant Cech cohomology I:IF(X, G).
When X is a compact manifold acted upon by a finite group, the equivariant Cech

cohomology can be related to Grothendieck’s equivariant sheaf cohomology [43, §5.5]
or Borel cohomology [26, §A], [41, §3.3].

Note that there is a restriction homomorphism
HP(X, (G,8)) — HF_(X,(G,0)) ~ HP_(X,G),

where ' C T is the stabiliser subgroup that acts trivially on G. In this way, the semi-

equivariant cohomology can be regarded as a restriction of equivariant cohomology.

3. If X is a point, then H{(X, (G, 0)) is the group cohomology H*(T", Gg) of I with coef-
ficients in the '-module Gy defined by G and 6 [19, p. 35]. With this in mind, semi-
equivariant cohomology can be viewed as a cross between group cohomology and
equivariant cohomology. In applications to orientifolds, the group I' is equipped with
a homomorphism into Gal(C/R) ~ Z,. In this case, HR (X, (G, 8)) incorporates aspects

of equivariant Cech cohomology and Galois cohomology for the field extension C/RR.
Semi-equivariant cohomology is functorial with respect to homomorphisms of abelian
I'-groups.

Proposition 1.37. A homomorphism « : A — B of abelian T-groups induces a morphism of com-
plexes

o®: (Kp(U, X, A),0) — (KU, X, B),0)
defined by (&P )ar := o Pgr.
Proof. Let 6 be the I'-action on A and ¥ be the I'-action on B. As « is a homomorphism of
I'-groups o o ef’ = Sf oaP forall xP € XP and 0 <1 < p. Thus,
(a1 (Dip)) o1 (XPHT) = &0 (dih) gt (XP7)
= 000" 0 g (aren) 0 di(x"H)
_ S%CPH 000 q)di(apﬂ) o di(xp+1)
= 19?1#1 o (‘qu))di(ap“) o di(xp‘H)
= (3 ) g1 (XPH).
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Therefore, aPt1 0 d = 9 o aP and &P defines a morphism of complexes. O

Given a short exact sequence of abelian I'-groups, connecting maps for a long exact se-

quence can be constructed.
Theorem 1.38. A short exact sequence of abelian I'-groups

15A%BE Co

induces a long exact sequence

AP~ oPt1

A5THRXA) S HR(X,B) B HR (X, ©) 25 1R (X, A) DL
where AP () := [0()] for any element \p € KF(B) such that BP () = ¢.

Proof. The proposition follows by standard diagram chasing arguments applied to the exact

sequence of complexes

15 (KMX,A),0) %5 (KR(X,B),d) &5 (Ke(x, ©),0) — 1.

For an example, see the proof of [72, Theorem 4.30]. O

1.5 Semi-equivariant Dixmier-Douady Classes

In order to apply semi-equivariant cohomology to the classification of semi-equivariant lift-
ings, its relationship with semi-equivariant principal bundles must be clarified. By Theorem
1.19, this reduces to the problem of relating semi-equivariant transition cocycles and semi-
equivariant cohomology classes. In this section, semi-equivariant transition cocycles will be
interpreted as degree-1 cocycles which can take values in a non-abelian coefficient group.
An analogue of Theorem 1.38 will be proved that constructs a connecting map from the
transition cocycles into degree-2 cohomology. The theorem can be used to classify certain
liftings of semi-equivariant principal bundles between non-abelian structure groups. This
method has its origins in the work of Dixmier-Douady on continuous trace C*-algebras [33].
See also [27,§ 4] and [72, § 4.3].

To begin, note that the p-cochains of Definition 1.29 and the twisted pullback maps of
Definition 1.30 are well-defined for non-abelian I'-groups. Thus, it is possible to make the

following definitions.

Definition 1.39.
TCHU, X, (G,0)) = { i € KU, X, (G,0)) | (1)~ (o) =1 (1.10)
TCHU, X, (G,0)) = {& € KHU, X, (G, 0)) | (319) 7 (3:2) (20) = T} / ~  (111)
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where ¢! ~ $? if and only if there exists a . € KIQ(Z/{, X, (G,0)) such that (d;1)d" = $p2(dgn).

The set TC]F(Z/{, X, (G, 0)) is just TCF (U, X, (G, 0)) with the transition cocycle condition
and equivalence condition expressed in terms of twisted pullback maps. Note that the par-
ticular order of the terms 9; in (1.10) and 9;¢ in (1.11) is important as the elements p and ¢
take values in G, which is not necessarily abelian. When G is abelian, these terms may be re-
arranged to give the corresponding cocycle properties in semi-equivariant cohomology. An
abelian structure group also ensures that pointwise multiplication is a well-defined group

structure on TC% and TCIL, which, in general, are only pointed sets.

Theorem 1.40. When G is abelian
TCR (U, X, (G,0)) ~ HX(U, X, (G,0)) (1.12)
TCL(U, X, (G,0)) ~ HL(U, X, (G, 0)). (1.13)

Proof. When G is abelian, the defining condition on TC,Q (U, X, (G,0)) and the 0-cocycle con-

dition on cohomology are equivalent as

0 =—(911) + (don) = (dop) — (A1) = .
This proves (1.12). Similarly, the defining condition on TC]F(Z/{ ,X,(G,0)) and the T-cocycle
condition on cohomology are equivalent as

0=—(01¢) + (02¢) + (3od) = (00P) — (01d) + (02) = 0,

and the equivalence relations on TC}(Z/{ ,X,(G,0)) and H? (U, X, (G, 0)) are the same as

Q) + ' = d* + (don)
¢! — % = (dop) — (d1p)
¢! — ¢ = op.
These two facts imply (1.13). O

Together, Theorem 1.38 and Theorem 1.40 enable liftings of semi-equivariant principal
bundles between abelian structure groups to be classified. However, the construction of a
Dirac operator involves the construction of liftings between non-abelian groups. The next
theorem is a generalisation of Theorem 1.38 that can be used to classify certain liftings be-

tween non-abelian structure groups.

Theorem 1.41. A short exact sequence of I'-groups

1—>A$B£>Cﬂ1,
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where «(A) is central in B, induces an exact sequence of pointed sets
0 = H(X, A) %5 TCA(X, B) & TCA(X, ©) 23 HI(X, A) & TCL(X, B) &5 TCL(X, C) & H3(X, A),
where

1. A%([u]) := [(dm)~"(don)] for any element n € K&(X, B) such that B°(m) = p,

2. A'([¢)) == [(31%) (32 (doW)] for any element \p € KL (X, B) such that B! () = b.

Proof. The diagram chasing arguments used in the proof of Theorem 1.38 do not apply di-
rectly. However, they can be imitated while carefully working around any lack of commu-
tivity in the groups B and C. Note that Proposition 1.37 and Proposition 1.32 continue to
hold when the structure groups involved are non-abelian. Thus, the twisted pullback maps
d; commute with the maps o' and B* induced by « and B, and also satisfy the simplicial
identity 9; 0 9; = 0; 0 957 for i < j.

First, the map A° will be considered. Let v := (3;m)~'(0on) € K]F(X, B). The cochain n is
a lifting by 3 of wso 3(v) = 1. Thus, v takes values in ker(f3) >~ A and defines an element of

KL(X, A). The simplicial identity can be used to show that the cochain v satisfies the cocycle
property,
—1
(@1v) 7 (@0v) = |(3131v)7(3130v)] | (@001v) ™ (3020)

= (9190v) " (2191v) (3091 v) ' (30d0V)

= (9190v) " (2191v)(3091v) ' (3090 V)

= (3090v) " (2191v)(3191v) ' (30d0V)

=1.
Therefore, A°([u]) == [v] € H}(X,A). Next, it needs to be shown that A°([u]) := [(91m) " (don)]
is independent of the choice of n. Letn’ € K,Q(X, B) be another element such that (/) = p.
Set w :=nM~ " and v/ := (3m’) ' (don’) € KL(X,B). Then B(w) = BMm™M~") = pp' = 1.

Thus, w defines an element of KIQ(X,A) and dw € K}(X,A) is a coboundary. Using the fact

that v and dw take values in the abelian group A,

(dw)v = (dw)(dm) " (3n)
= (01m)~" (0w)(3on)
= (@)~ (@m)(@1m") " (don”) (dom) " (3gm)
= (am") " (dom")

=v'

22



Therefore, [v] = [V'] € H}(X,A).

In order to examine the map A', let v := (3;¢)~'(3,0)(do0) € K%(X, B). The cochain
VP e K}(X,B) is a B-lifting of the cocycle ¢ € TC}(X, C) so B(v) = 1. Therefore, v defines
an element of K#(X, A). Using the simplicial identity, and the fact that v takes values in the

centre of B, it can be shown that v satisfies the 2-cocycle propery. First, compute

(81v)(33v) = (3131%) ™ (2192) (2130%) (3]
= (2101%) " (3122) (25v) (31 0)
= (2101%) " (31020) :(536111))_] (asazlb)(aaaoll’)} (01001)
= (2101%) 7" (3132) | (3122) " (302) (2300) | (3130)
= (2101%) " (2:3:) (3320 (1 20)
= (101%) " (3332 | (3200%) (3290%) " | (2300)(3130)
= (2201%) " (3202 | (3200w) (3001) " | (30020) (3030p)
= [ (22019) 71 (2202) (22800 | | (2021) ™" (3022 (2000

= (02v)(9oV).

Then

(3v) = (3pv)(91v) 1 (92v)(33v) !
= (90v)(32v)(33v) ' (37v) !
= (30v)(32v) [(aw)(agv)} -

= (3pv)(32V) [(aov)(azv)} -

=1,

and so [v] € H%(X,A).

Next, it needs to be shown that A is well-defined. Specifically, that

AN (@) := [(31) " (32%) (doW)]

is independent of the choice of 1, and depends only on the class of ¢ in TC}(X, C). To prove
the first statement, let{’ € K1r (X, B) be another B-lifting of ¢ and v/ := (310")~"(3,0") (o)
be the corresponding element of HZ(X, A). If w := /P~ then B(w) = B('Y ") = pdp' =
1. Thus, w € K}(X, A)and 0w € K%(X, A)is a coboundary . Next, using the fact that w takes
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values in the center of B,

(Qw)v = (dow)(d1w) " (B2w) (A1) (3%) (3o)
= (01) " (31w) " (32w) (32 (dow) (Bob)
= (019) 7 (@) T (320 W) (32) (3o b (B0
= (019) 7 (21) (31 ") T (32%") (29) T (32%) (30w ") (Bow) ! (o)
= (31) " (320") (3oW)

/
=v'

Therefore, [v] = [V'] € H%(X,A).

In order to prove that A'([$]) depends only on the class of ¢, suppose that ¢ is a
coboundary i.e. that ¢ = (01$) 1 (00P) for some $ € K,Q(X, C). By surjectivity of 3, there
exists an element \ such that () = ¢. Then P := (0;p) ' (0g) is a lifting by 3 of ¢ as

B(W) = B[ (1) (30)
= (B21D) " (BD)
= (1B P) ' (30pD)

So, again applying the simplicial identity,

A([d]) = [(31%) 1 (92%) (B )]
= [(3190%) ' (9101) (9201%) " (32001) (3031%) ' (9090 1D)]
= [(3000P) ' (9101) (3191%) " (3p01P) (3001%) ' (9090 1D)]
=1.

Thus, A'([$]) depends only on the class of ¢ in TC]L(X, C). d

1.6 Semi-equivariance and Associated Bundles

This section collects results regarding vector bundles constructed from I'-semi-equivariant
principal (G, 0)-bundles. The construction of these associated bundles differs slightly from
the corresponding equivariant construction. When forming an equivariant vector bundle
from an equivariant principal bundle, the only requirement on the model fibre is that it

carries carries an action of the structure group G. However, when forming a vector bundle
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from a semi-equivariant principal bundle, it is neccesary to use a model fibre that carries
both an action of the structure group G and an action of the equivariance group I'. As on
the semi-equivariant principal bundle, these two actions are required to combine into an
action of the semi-direct product group I' xg G. Although the action of the equivariance
group G on the model fibre is required to be linear, the action of the equivariance group TI' is
not. This makes it possible to construct associated bundles with I'-actions that are not linear.
In particular, it is possible to construct complex vector bundles equipped with linear/anti-

linear actions as semi-equivariant associated bundles.

Definition 1.42. Let P be a '-semi-equivariant principal (G, 0)-bundle. A semi-equivariant
fibre for P is a vector space V equipped with a linear action of G and an action of I" by

diffeomorphisms, such that
v(gv) = (vg)(yv).

Definition 1.43. Let P be a I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 6)-bundle, and V be a semi-

equivariant fibre for P. The semi-equivariant associated bundle is the vector bundle
PXgoyVi=PxV/~
where (p,Vv) ~ (pg~', gv). This bundle carries an action of I" defined by
y(p,v) = (yp, vv).
Note that the I'-action on P X ¢ g) V is well-defined because

vipg ™', gvl = ly(pg "), v(gv)] = [(vp)(vg) ", (vg) (¥yW)] = [yp,yv] = vlp, V.

Sections of associated bundles are often represented as equivariant maps from the prin-
cipal bundle into the model fibre. It is sometimes useful to express the action of I on a

section in this way.

Lemma 1.44. Sections of P X (g ¢y V are in bijective correspondence with mapsp : P — V such that

P(pg) = g "W(p). The Taction on sections of P x (G,0) V corresponds to the T-action
(Yb)(p) = vy 'p)
on these maps.

Proof. A map P : P — V with P(pg) = g " (p) corresponds to the section of P x (g ¢) V
defined by s(p) := [p, ¥ (p)]. The I'-action on such a section is

(vs)(p) =vs(v 'p) =vy e, vy ')l = byy ey (v p)l = [, v (v Tp)l

Thus, the corresponding map on P is p — vy (y~'p). O
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Next, trivialisations of semi-equivariant associated bundles, and their interaction with

the I'-action will be considered.

Definition 1.45. The trivialisation t : (P X g ¢) V) — V associated to a local section s : U — P

is defined, for e € (P x (g 9) V)x, by
e = [s(x), t(e)].

In Section 4.2, it will be necessary to examine the symbols of pseudo-differential oper-
ators that have anti-linear symmetries. The symbol of an equivariant operator satisfies a
corresponding equivariance property. When the symmetries are anti-linear, the factor of i
in definition of the Fourier transform causes sign changes in the equivariance property for
the symbol. The remaining results of this section begin the calculations needed to explicitly
identify this phenomena. The results are stated in terms of a collection of data, which will
now be described.

For each semi-equivariant associated bundle
(B, %) := (P®,n®) x(gr gr) (V®, 0"),
over a -space (X, o), define the following collection of data,
1. U :={Ug}, an open cover of X
2. h:={hq: U, — R™}, a collection of smooth coordinate charts for /.
3. hpaly,") =hpoo0y0 hy' :R™ — R", and hyy, == hg;
4. sB:={sB: Uy — PPy, }, collections of smooth local frames
5. tB := {t8 : Blu, — V?}, the local trivialisations associated to h and s®
6. ¢B, the semi-equivariant cocycles defined by s&.
Using this data, the M'actions T can be expressed locally, resulting in the following lemma.

Lemma 1.46. For u € By,

thoth(u) = dppa (v, x) B o tB(w).
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Proof. This can be checked directly by using the definition of the trivialisation tB, the I'-

action in the associated bundle, and the cocycle b8,

[s (vx), tg (yu)] = yu
= yls§ (x), tg(u)]
= [ysq(x), vtg (w)]
= [sp(¥X)dba (v, %), vtg (W)]

= [sB(vx), dEa (v, %) (vtE (w))].

O

Using Lemma 1.46, an equivariance condition for locally defined operators between
semi-equivariant associated bundles E and F can be computed. While doing this, it is neces-
sary to keep careful track of the way in which sections are trivialised, and the way in which

functions in a trivialisation are pulled back again to local sections.
Lemma 1.47. Let D : C*(E) — C°(F) be an operator defined locally by operators
Da : C®(ha(Ug), VE) = C(ha(Ua), V1.
The operator D is equivariant if and only if
Daba =0 1 0 iy 0 hy' ol 1 0 Dy(d,y 0Ny ohap - py 0 a0 hap) © hia
forally € T and Uy, Uy € U such that Uy Ny~ Uy, # @.

Proof. Suppose that the function VP : hq(Us) C R™ — V¥ is the local representative of the

section [y, . Then, by Lemma 1.46, the local representative of y\ly, is
S E . n E
dpay O ha ohgp - py 0 Wa 0o hgp : hp(Uy) CR™ — VE

Next, if Py, : hy(Up) € R™ — VF is the local representative of the section D (y\)ly,, then the

local representative of v 'D(y) lu, is
(Gaby-1 00311 oG )™ s 0 0 Tipg  ha(Ua) C R™ — V.

The semi-equivariant cocycle property implies that ¢pq(y, %) ™" = ybap (v, vx). So the rep-

resentative function for y~'D (v¥)lu, becomes

0 1 o bhay o hg' - ol 1 0y 0 g 1 ha(Ug) C R™ — VF,

27



Putting these two together gives the local representation of v (D (y))lu,

0] 1 0 Phay Mg - pl1 0 Dy(dygy © 03" oyl - pf 0 ha 0 hap) 0 Mg : ha(Ua) € R™ — V.

The equivariance condition (yD) = D is equivalent to the statment that the above function

is equal to D . O

1.7 Semi-equivariant Connections

In the smooth non-equivariant setting, a connection for a principal G-bundle P can be ex-
pressed as a g-valued 1-form on the tangent space TP, where g is the Lie algebra of the
structure group G [62, Chapter 2], [37, Appendix B]. A I'-semi-equivariant (G, 8)-principal
bundle has a I'-group (G, 0) as its structure group. The differentials (0, ). of the I'-action on
G form a I'-action on the Lie algebra g. A connection in a semi-equivariant principal bundle
must be compatible with this action if it is to produce an equivariant connection in an asso-
ciated bundle. The definition of a semi-equivariant connection 1-form is given below, along
with an averaging proceedure that can be used to construct semi-equivariant connections.
In what follows, let Rg(p) = RP(g) := pg denote the multiplication maps associated to the
right action on a principal G-bundle P. Also, let R4(h) := hg denote the right action of G on
itself. Note that (RP).(A.) defines the vector field induced on P by an element A € g, and

the adjoint map on g may be expressed as Adg-1 = (Rg)-.

Definition 1.48. Let (P,1) be a smooth I'-semi-equivariant principal (G, 6)-bundle with T-
action 1, and let g be the Lie alegebra of G. A T-semi-equivariant connection 1-form on P is a
Lie algebra valued 1-form

w:TP — g
such thatforally e I,ge G,A € g,andp € P,
wo (RP)u(Ae) = A wo(Rg)* = (Rg)*ow wo My)sx = (0y)s o w.

When T is finite, a semi-equivariant connection can be constructed from a given connec-

tion by a twisted averaging procedure.

Proposition 1.49. Let " be a finite Lie group, and suppose that P is a smooth T'-semi-equivariant
principal (G, 0)-bundle with T-action n. If w : TP — g is a connection form on P, then
wr = Z(ey)* cwo (T]'y*] )«
yer

is a T-semi-equivariant connection on P.
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Proof. First note that, as 0 is an automorphism and P is semi-equivariant, identities are in-

duced between the differentials of the various actions. Fory € I', g, h € G,and p € P

Y(hg) = ('Yh)('Yg) == (ey)* o (Rg)* = (Ryg)* o (ey)*

(My)s o (Rg)* = (Ryg)* o (My)«

(Th/)* o (RP), = (R"P), 0 (ey)*-

v(pg) = (vp)lvyg) =

To check that wr is a connection, first observe that the condition wr o (RP),(A.) = A holds,

(By)sowo (nw )« 0 (RP)«(Ae) = (0y)sowo (Ryilp)* © (ey*1 )« (Ae)

= (8y) 0w o (RY '), ((68,-1)+(A)e)

The condition wr o (Rg)« = (Rg)« o wr also holds, as

(ey)* ocwo (T'Iy*1 )« 0 (Rg)* = (ey)* ocwo (R'y*]g)* © (ny*1 )«
— (8) 0 (Ry1g) o wo ().

= (Rg)* o (ey)* ocwo (le—1 )*

Finally, semi-equivariance holds, as

wro (ny)* = (Z (ew Jsowo (nYT] )«) o (ny)*
y1€l

= Z (GW )* cwo (ﬂ%—ly)*

yi1€lr

=Y (0, 1)e0wo ).

y2€l

= (0y)«0 (Z (Gygl )« 0w o (My,)s)

v2€r

= (ey)* owr.
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Chapter 2

Orientifolds

This chapter begins with a discussion of orientifold groups and a review of the theory of
linear/anti-linear representations, which will be refered to as orientifold representations. Ori-
entifold groups are topological groups equipped with a small amount of extra structure
that allows them to act in a linear/anti-linear manner. The representation theory of such
actions can be reduced to the theory of unitary representations that are invariant under a
conjugate structure on the space of equivalence classes of representations. This reduction is
achieved by using the notion of a corepresentation, which coincides precisely with that of a
semi-equivariant (U(n), k¢ )-valued transition cocycle over a point.

After briefly defining orientifolds, orientifold bundles will be introduced as complex vector
bundles equipped with linear/anti-linear actions. On any orientifold bundle, it is possible
to construct a Hermitian metric that is compatible with the linear/anti-linear action. More-
over, the frame bundle of an orientifold bundle is a '-semi-equivariant principal (U(n), k¢)-
bundle. Thus, a neat generalisation is formed, in which an orientifold bundle over a point is
an orientifold representation, and the semi-equivariant (U(n), k¢)-valued transition cocycle
of its frame bundle is the corresponding corepresentation. From this perspective, the results
of Chapter 1 are a part of a generalised theory of corepresentations.

As with equivariant bundles, orientifold bundles admit a number of natural operations
which will be used when considering orientifold K-theory and the symbols of orientifold
operators. Semi-equivariant cocycles again prove useful, in Section 2.5, for defining and

working with these operations.

30



2.1 Orientifold Groups

Any group I which acts by a combination of linear and anti-linear operators must have an
index-2 subgroup of elements which act via linear operators, and a complementary subset
of elements which act via anti-linear operators. In general, if I' contains more than one
subgroup of index 2, then the set of orientifold representations of I' depends on which of

these groups is chosen as I'*. These facts motivate the definition of an orientifold group.

Definition 2.1. An orientifold group (T, €) is a Lie group equipped with a non-trivial homo-

morphism € : ' — Z,. For any orientifold group define ' := ker(e) and ' := T \ ker(e).

Definition 2.2. A homomorphism ¢ : (', e’) — (T, €) of orientifold groups is a group homo-

morphism such that e o ¢ = €’.

The next lemma collects some basic facts about orientifold groups.
Lemma 2.3. If (T, €) is an orientifold group, then

1. T C T is a normal subgroup

2.T/TT ~7Z,

3.1 =T+ T 5 Z) — 1is an extension of topological groups

4. y* €Tt forally €T

5. T=Ttur - =rtudrt forany er .

The simplest non-trivial example of an orientifold group is provided by id : Z, — Z,.
Given an orientifold group, its semi-direct product with a I'-group can yield another orien-

tifold group.

Lemma 2.4. Let € : ' — Z; be an orientifold group and (G, 0) be a T-group. Then the group

extension

€071

1 — T xgG—>TKxeG Z, 1

(v, 9)! (v, 9)1 e(y)
makes ' X ¢ G into an orientifold group. The notation (T, €) xg¢ G will be used to denote orientifold

groups of this form.

The following example commonly arises when G is a group of linear operators and «

represents conjugation with respect to a fixed basis.
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Example 2.5. Let (G, 0) be a Z,-group with unit e, then (Z;,id) x¢ G is an orientifold group

3G Zyxg G 7, 1

g—— (z,g) —z.

Note that the element (—1,e) € '™ is an involution,
(=182 = ((=1)* e(=Te)) = (=1%,€%) = (+1,e).
It is also possible to construct examples in which '™ does not contain an involution.

Example 2.6. The Weil group [1, §XV] of R is the subgroup C* LC*j C H* of the multi-

plicative group of quaternions. It fits into the non-split extension

1 —C* —C*UCY) —— Gal(C/R) —— 1
j——————1
of C* by Gal(C/R) ~ Z,, making it into an orientifold group. Note that there is no element
{€C*j=T"suchthat > =1.

Example 2.7. If H := {£1, £i} is the orientifold group equipped with the homomorphism
q(h) := h?, then T := (H, q) xg G is the orientifold group

T— 5 {+1)xg G — {41, +i}xg G 7, — 1

(h,g)———— (h,g) —— h%.

If (h,g) € T7, thenh = +iand (h, g)? = (h?,g(hg)) = (—1,g(hg)) € T'*. Thus, there is no
elementy € I'™ such that y? = (1, e).

Given an orientifold group (T, €), the parity information provided by e can be used when
defining actions on various objects. Three different types of actions of an orientifold group
will be distinguished. The first type of action uses the parity information assigned to group
elements to dictate whether an element acts linearly or anti-linearly. It will be neccesary to
define these actions on a variety of C-modules from different categories, including complex
vector spaces, complex vector bundles, and algebras over C. Given objects X and Y in an

appropriate category, define
Hom™*'(X,Y) := Hom(X, Y) Hom '(X,Y) :={ayo ¢ | @ € Hom(X,V)},

where ay : Y — Y is the identity map on the underlying set for Y. The map ay is anti-
linear and the elements of Hom ™' (X, Y) can be considered as anti-linear homomorphisms.

The conjugation map Y — Y changes the C-module structure of Y to its conjugate C-module
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structure, and, depending on the category, it may change other structures on Y. For example,
the conjugate of a Hilbert space carries a conjugate inner product. Denote the disjoint union

of Hom™ and Hom™ by Hom™. The spaces End® and Aut™ are defined similarly.

Definition 2.8. Let (T, €) be an orientifold group. An orientifold action is a homomorphism
p: T — Aut™(W) such that
p(v) € Aut™ (W)

A second type of action uses an involution p to define an action of I'. Typically, an
involution of this type represents the change of some structure to a conjugate structure,

occuring in parallel with the application of an orientifold action.
Definition 2.9. An involutive action of an orientifold group, is an action of the form
poe:I'— Zy — Aut(Y), (2.1)
where p : Z, — Aut(Y) is an involution.
Example 2.10. Some examples of involutive actions are
1. (&9 :RPY — RPY, where RP9 ;= RP @ R9 and ("9 : (x,y) — (x, —y).

2. ke : GL(n,C) — GL(n,C), where k. is elementwise conjugation on the standard ma-

trix representation of GL(n, C).
3. dOc : g — g, where g is a Lie algebra and 0 : G — G is an involution on its Lie group.

Of course, the parity of the group elements can also be ignored. This type of action
occurs on an orientifold and its tangent bundle. In order to differentiate it from the other

types of action, it will be refered to as a basic action.

2.2 Orientifold Representations

In this section, the theory of unitary/anti-unitary representations is reviewed. These appear
under a variety of names in the literature. They will be refered to here as orientifold represen-
tations. This theory uses the notion of a corepresentation to show that equivalence classes
of orientifold representations for I' correspond to equivalence classes of representations for
I'" which are invariant under relative conjugation by an element of I'". Most of the results
in this thesis are based on some combination of unitary/anti-unitary representation theory
and standard constructions from index theory. From this perspective, there are two main

things to observe. First, the index of an elliptic orientifold operator is a formal difference
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of orientifold representations. Thus, understanding the relationship between the orientifold
representations for I' and the representations of I'* helps to identify the extra information
captured by the index of an orientifold operator, as compared with that of an operator which
only has linear symmetries. The second thing to observe is that the corepresentations of an
orientifold group are semi-equivariant transition cocycles over a point. Together with the
upcoming results of Section 2.4, this shows that the results of Chapter 1 form a natural ex-

tension of the theory of corepresentations.

Definition 2.11. An orientifold representation of an orientifold group € : I' — Z; is a complex

vector space equipped with an orientifold action p : T' — Aut™ (V).

Definition 2.12. A homomorphism ¢ : V — V' of orientifold representations is a linear map

satisfying @(yv) =vo(v).

An action by finite dimensional linear operators may be encoded into a matrix represen-
tation by allowing it to act on a basis for the representation space. In this case, there is a
homomorphism from the original linear representation to the resulting matrix representa-
tion. For an orientifold action, the same procedure can be performed to associate a matrix to
each element of the group. However, in general, there is not a homomorphism between the
matrix group and the original group. The resulting collection of matrices is a corepresentation

of the group. The concept is due to Wigner [83, pp. 334-335] [51, pp. 169-172].

Definition 2.13. A corepresentation of an orientifold group (T, €) is a map
¢: T — GL(n,C)

satisfying ¢(1) = id and
d(v'v) = oy ) (¥ d(v)).

There are a few points to note. If e is non-trivial, then the map ¢ is not a homo-
morphism unless ¢(y) € GL(n,R) for all y. Also, ¢ depends on the homomorphism
€ : ' — Z,. Finally, notice that these are exactly the defining properties of a I'-semi-
equivariant (GL(n,C), k¢)-valued transition cocycle over a point, see Definition 1.8. The
appropriate notion of equivalence is also slightly different for a corepresentation, as com-

pared to that of a representation.

Definition 2.14. Two corepresentations ¢ and ¢’ are equivalent if there existsa p € GL(n, C)

such that



An equivalence of two corepresentations corresponds precisely to an equivalence of
their associated I'-semi-equivariant (GL(n, C), k¢)-valued transition cocycles over a point,
see Definition 1.9.

Observe that if ¢ is a corepresentation of I' then ¢ := ¢|r+ is a representation. The
following result shows that there is a strong relationship between the corepresentations of I

and the representations of I'".

Theorem 2.15. Two corepresentations ¢ and \p are equivalent if and only if the representations ¢

and ™ are equivalent.
Proof. See [51, pp. 174-175]. O

This theorem implies that the equivalence class of a corepresentation ¢ is determined by
the character of ¢*. However, not every representation ¢ of I' determines a corepresen-
tation of I'. To understand which representations of I'' do extend to corepresentations, the
operation of relative conjugation is defined on representations of I'". The use of relative con-
jugation, rather than elementwise conjugation, is neccesary to deal with the case in which

'~ does not contain an involution.

Definition 2.16. Let € : ' — Z; be an orientifold group and fix an element ¢ € I'". If
¢:TT —= GL(n,C)
is a matrix representation of I't, then the conjugate of ¢ relative to ( is the representation

(L) () = Cb(T Y0,

Note that (Z2¢)(y) = &(3) 'd(y)d(¢?). This implies that conjugation relative to a fixed
¢ € T'” is not an involution on the set of representations unless ¢ = 1. Tt is, however, an
involution on the set of equivalence classes of representations, as ¢ (%) provides an equiva-
lence between (?¢ and ¢.

An irreducible representation ¢ of I'" can be classified into one of three types based on
its relationship to ¢ for some fixed ¢ € I'". Suppose that an irreducible representation is
equivalent to its relative conjugate. Then, there exists a p € GL(n,C) such that (o = ' op.
One can show, using Schur’s lemma, that pji = A@(?) for some A € R\ {0}. The scalar A is

then used to define the type of an irreducible representation relative to the element (.
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Definition 2.17. The type of an irreducible representation ¢ of I'" is said to be

real ifA>0
complex if @ is not equivalent to C¢

quaternionic if A < 0.
This definition turns out to be independent of the specific element ¢ € T'™ chosen. It is
also possible to determine the type of a representation in a more direct way from its character

[31] [51, pp. 168-169]. Because a corepresentation satisfies

(Z)(v) = ST NHd(v)d(Q),

the representations (¢* and ¢ of I'" must always be equivalent. Thus, a complex-type
representation ¢ of ' does not correspond to ¢ for any corepresentation ¢ of I'. In general,
a complex-type representation must be paired with its conjugate to obtain a representation
@ @ (L) of I'" coming from a corepresentation of T.

By considering the types of representations, it is possible to reconstruct a complete set of

irreducible corepresentations for I' from a complete set of representations for I'".

Theorem 2.18. Let € : I' — Z; be a finite orientifold group and {@i} be a complete set of irreducible

representations for T'. Then the set of irreducible corepresentations of T is determined as follows:

1. Each @; of real-type determines an irreducible corepresentation by
_1
d(v) = @ily) Q) = A

2. Each pair (@i, C@i) of complex-type irreducible representations determines a single irreducible

corepresentation by

i 0 0 @i
oy = [ I R
0 (Coi)lv) id 0

3. Each o; of quaternionic-type determines an irreducible corepresentation by

eily) O 1
b(y) = b(C) = A2
0 @iy —ui 0
where w; € GL(n, C) satisfies (@i = uf @i, and Ay € R\ {0} satisfies pifi; = MA@ (C?). The set of

equivalence classes of irreducible representations determined does not depend on the choiceof ¢ € T™.
Proof. See [51, pp. 176-181]. O

Remark 2. The theory of orientifold representations shows that the index of an elliptic ori-
entifold operator can be considered as a difference of equivalence classes of representations

for 't each of which is invariant under relative conjugation by elements of I'".
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2.3 Orientifolds

In order to maintain a clear focus on anti-linearity in index theory, only the simplest def-
inition of an orientifold will be treated. These orientifolds are essentially global quotient
orbifolds with a small amount of extra structure. Using the language of Section 2.1, they
could be described as manifolds equipped with a basic action of an orientifold group. The
origin of the term orientifold is in string theory, where orientifolds are often considered
to have a sign choice 1 associated to the connected components of their fixed point sets.

However, these sign choice structures will not be considered here.

Definition 2.19. An orientifold is a compact manifold X equipped with a smooth action
p: ' — Diff(X),

where T is a finite orientifold group. The category of orientifolds with orientifold group

€ : ' — Z, will be denoted Orir ).

Example 2.20. Let I" be any orientifold group. Then R4 := RP @ IRY9 equipped with the
involutive action induced by (x,y) — (x, —y) is an orientifold. This orientifold will be used

to form suspensions in orientifold K-theory.

Example 2.21. Let X € Orir ) with '-action 0. The tangent bundle TX equipped with the
basic I'-action do is again an orientifold. The K-theory of this orientifold will be the target

space of the 8-fold Thom isomorphism for orientifold K-theory.

The category of real vector bundles equipped with a basic action of the orientifold group
(', €) will be denoted Vect(r ¢)(X,R). The isomorphism classes of such bundles will be de-
noted Vect(r ., (X, R).

2.4 Orientifold Bundles

Orientifold bundles are the main object of interest in the study of orientifolds. In the lan-
guage of Section 2.1, they are complex vector bundles carrying orientifold actions that cover

the action on the base orientifold.

Definition 2.22. If m: E — X is a complex vector bundle, define Autp;¢(E) to be the set of
maps ¢ : E — E such that

1. mo @(e) = fomn(e), for some diffeomorphism f € Diff(X) and all e € E.

2. @ : Ex — Eyy is a linear bijection, for all x.
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Definition 2.23. An orientifold bundle 7t : E — X is a complex vector bundle equipped with
an orientifold action

T:T — Auts(E)
such that 7t(yv) = ym(v).

The category of orientifold bundles over X € Orir ) will be denoted Vect(r ¢)(X,C). The

set of isomorphism classes of orientifold bundles will be denoted Vect(:r/ o) (X,C).

Example 2.24. An orientifold representation (V, p) can be considered as an orientifold bun-

dle over a point. If (X, o) is an orientifold then an orientifold bundle of the form
(XxV,0xp)
will be described as a trivial orientifold bundle.

Note that if € is non-trivial, then every orientifold bundle for (T, €) carries at least one
anti-linear map, and so there is no orientifold bundle (E, t) such that T, =id forally € T.

Just as in the equivariant setting, it is possible to average an hermetian metric on an
orientifold bundle to make it compatible with the orientifold action. The averaging process
needs to be twisted with conjugation to account for the anti-linearity of the action, as does

the compatibility condition.

Definition 2.25. An orientifold metric on an orientifold bundle E is an hermitian metric h on

E such that, forallvi,v; € Eandy €T,

h(yvi, Yv2)yx = Yh(vi, v2)x.

Proposition 2.26. Every orientifold vector bundle E over a paracompact orientifold X carries an

orientifold metric.

Proof. 1t is a standard result that every complex vector bundle over a paracompact space
carries an hermitian metric [78, Lemma 2]. Given an hermitian metric h on an orientifold
bundle E, define

hr (u/ V)x = Z Y_I h(yu, Yv)yw
yer

This metric is an orientifold metric as

Ry, YWy = ) v Ty v, Y vv)y s

y'er

_ 111 1 1 _ -1 1 1 o

= Y W TR WYV =7 YY" TTh(Y"w v V)i = Yhe(w, v)s.
vy =y'yel y'"er

O
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Using an orientifold metric it is possible to split sequences of orientifold bundles.
Corollary 2.27. Let X be a paracompact orientifold. If
0—E %HESE
is an exact sequence of orientifold bundles over X, then E ~ £/ ® E”.

Proof. By Proposition 2.26, there exists an orientifold metric h on E. It is a standard result
[78, Proposition 2] that h determines a projection p : E — E and a splitting of complex vector

bundles E = im(p) @ ker(p) ~ E' @ E”. The projection p is defined fibrewise by

Px: Ex — Ex
VHZhbub

where {b;} is any basis for ¢’(E’)x. Therefore, if px(v) = 0, then h(v, bi)x = 0 for all i, and

, Ybi)yx Yh(v, _
Pyxly Z h(yby, vby) yyx Z bl,b Z Y bl,b bi) =0.

Thus, ker(p) is invariant under the action of T, as is the given splitting. O
Next, the frame bundle of an orientifold bundle will be examined.

Definition 2.28. The frame bundle Fr(E) of an orientifold bundle E is the principal GL(n, C)-

bundle of frames for the total space of E, equipped with a left '-action defined on a frame

s = (s1,+.-,5n) € Fr(E), by (ys); = vsi.

Although the frame bundle of an orientifold is defined in the same manner as that of
an equivariant bundle, the anti-linearity present in the I'-action gives it different properties.
In particular, there is a mild noncommutivity between the left action of I and the right
action of the structure group GL(n,C). This non-commutivity makes the frame bundle of

an orientifold bundle into a semi-equivariant principal bundle.

Proposition 2.29. Let E be an orientifold bundle and consider GL(n, C) to be equipped with the

involutive action of (T, €) induced by conjugation. Then,
FI'(E, GL(TI, C)) € PB(F,e) (XI (GL(TL, C)/ Ke))'
In particular, the left and right actions on the frame bundle satisfy

Y(sg) = (vs)(vg),

fory eTl,s €Fr(E)and g € GL(n,C).
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Proof. The action of g on a frame s is given by (sg)j = }_1<i<;, sigij- Thus,

Y(sg); = Z Y(sigyj) = Z (vsi)(vgy) = Z (vs)i(vg)y = ((vs)(vg))s.

1<i<n 1<i<n 1<i<n

O]

Note that, by using an orientifold metric, the structure group can always be reduced to

(U(n), ke), where K is the action induced on U(n) by its inclusion into GL(n, C).

2.5 Operations on Orientifold Bundles

Some basic operations on orientifold bundles will now be defined. It will be useful to make
these definitions in terms of semi-equivariant cocycles. To start with, consider the following

operations on I'-groups.

Definition 2.30. Let a* € GL(C™«), and denote by [a;j] the matrix representation of an ele-

ment a € GL(C™) with respect to the standard basis of C™. Define the following operations

1. The dual a* € GL(C™),

2. The direct sum a' @ a? € GL(C™*t™2),

1
[(CU b az)i]-] = [aij] 0 .
0 [aizj]

3. The tensor product a' ® a*> € GL(C™™2),

ahlad) .. alylad
[(01 ® az)lj] = : :
aln] [aizj] e a]nm[aizj}

Examining Definition 2.30, it is clear that the dual, direct sum and tensor product on the

groups GL(C™) are compatible with involutive I'actions induced by conjugation.
Lemma 2.31. The dual, direct sum and tensor product operations are homomorphisms
1 (GL(C™), ke) — (GL(C™), ke)

@ : (GL(C™), ke) x (GL(C™), ke) — (GL(C™ ™), k)
®: (GL(C™), ke) x (GL(C™), ke) — (GL(C™™2), k)

of I'-groups.
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Lemma 2.31, allows the dual, direct sum and tensor product of (GL(m, C), k¢)-valued
cocycles to be defined in the obvious way. Pullbacks of cocycles can also be defined. It is

routine to prove that these satisfy the semi-equivariant cocycle condition.

Definition 2.32. Let ¢! € TCre) (U, X, (GL(C™),ke)) and f : X — Y be a homomorphism

orientifolds. Define the following operations on cocycles

Pullback (F*B)bal(V,X) = Poaly, (X)) € TC(r,e) (f*U, Y, (GL(C™), k)
Dual ()ba(%,Y) = Pra(x, V)" € TC(r,e) U, X, (GL(C™), ke))
Direct sum (&' @ d*)oa(x,¥) = bpa(x,¥) ® Pia(x,¥) € TC(ro) (U, X, (GL(C™F™2), k()
Tensor product (¢' @ $)va(X, V) == Db (X, V) ® Ppa(x,v) € TCiro) (U, X, (GL(C™ ™), kc)),

where *U = {f (Ug) | a € A} is the pullback of the cover U/ :={U, | a € A}.

The above operations on cocycles induce operations on orientifold bundles via the semi-

equivariant associated bundle construction, see Definition 1.43.

Definition 2.33. LetE; € Vect?ﬁie) (X,C). Let ¢* denote a semi-equivariant cocycle associated
Fr(E;) by Proposition 1.12, and P® denote the semi-equivariant principal bundle constructed

from a cocycle ¢ via Proposition 1.15. Define the following operations on orientifold bun-

dles

Pullback fE:=P"® X (GLim ) (C™ Ke) € Vectt (X, C)
Dual =P¥ X(GLim)n) ((C™)F Ke) € Vect (X, C)
Direct sum E1 @ E2 = P92 5 o1 im0k (€™M, k) € Vectm‘ +mZ(X C)

Tensor product Ey @ Ej := PP1902 x (GL(mymy,Clke) (CTT™2,Ke) € Vect?ﬁr‘gz(X,C),
where k. : (C™)* — (C™)* is the action defined by (yA)(z) := YA(y~'2).

As in the non-equivariant setting, it is possible to construct the bundle of homomor-
phisms between two orientifold bundles using their tensor products and duals. This will be

of interest when investigating the symbols of orientifold operators.

Proposition 2.34. Let E; € Vect[ (X, C). The homomorphisms ¢ € Hom(E, E,) are in bijective
p (Ie) P ]

correspondence with equivariant sections of the orientifold bundle E; ® EJ.

In order to define the Thom homomorphism in Chapter 4, it is neccesary to define the
external tensor product for orientifold bundles. This is a notion of tensor product between

vector bundles over different base spaces.
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Definition 2.35. Let E; € VectFFie) (Xi,C), and 71; : X7 x X; — X; be the coordinate projection

for i € {1,2}. The external tensor product is defined by
E/XE; = TETE] &® 7T§E2 € VeCtFF’]:)lZ (X] X Xz,C).

The most important application of the external tensor product occurs when when X;
and X; are vector bundles over a common orientifold X. More specifically, when X; €
Vect(r ¢) (X, IFy) for IF; € {R,C}. In this case, a diagonal restriction map A is defined, which,
when composed with the external tensor product, yields an action of Vect)(X,C) on

VeCt(F,e) (Vq,0).

Definition 2.36. Let Vi € Vect (X, F;) with projections 7;, and F € Vect{‘}/e)(w x V,,C).

The diagonal restriction of F is defined by
AF = {Fow) (V) = m(w)} € Vectt (Vi & V2, C).
Definition 2.37. Let E; € Vect?ﬁe) (V;,C). Then
EiE, = AL (E1XEy) € Vect?;ler?z(\ﬁ o V,,C).

In particular, if V, = X is the vector bundle with zero-dimensional fibres, then E1E; €
Vect(”;,‘enfz (V1,C), and this action is a right action of Vect(“ﬁlz€ (X, €) on the semi-group VectFFje ,(V1,C).
A left action of Vect(r ¢) (X, C) may be defined similarly.

Note that the two possibilities, IF; = R or C, correspond to an action on bundles defined
over an equivariant real bundle or an orientifold bundle, respectively. These actions induce
module structures on the orientifold K-theory groups, and the two different cases are used
to define the two different types of Bott periodicity which exist in orientifold K-theory.

Another construction which is imporant in K-theory is that of perpendicular bundles.

Definition 2.38. Let E be an orientifold bundle. A perpendicular bundle for E is an orientifold
bundle F such that E & Fis a trivial orientifold bundle.

In the case where T is finite and X is compact, the proof that perpendicular bundles al-
ways exist extends to orientifolds bundles. This result makes use of the standard orientifold

action on the vector space of sections s of an orientifold bundle, which is defined by

(vs)(x) :=ys(y 'x).

Lemma 2.39. Let X be a compact orientifold with a finite orientifold group (T',€), and E — X be

an orientifold bundle. There is a finite dimensional orientifold representation (V,p) C C(X, E) such
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that the evaluation map

@: XxXV-oE

(x,8) = s(x)
is a surjective map of orientifold bundles.

Proof. A subspace of C(X, E) with surjective evaluation map is called an ample subspace. It
is a standard result [3, Lemma 1.4.12] that a finite dimensional ample subspace V C C(X, E)

may be constructed for any complex vector bundle E. The space

Vi =@ vV c C(X,E)
yer

is then finite dimensional, ample, and invariant under the action of I' on sections. Thus, X x
V is an orientifold bundle when equipped with the action (x,s) — (yx,vys). The evaluation

map is equivariant with respect to this action as

@©(yx,vs) = (vs)(yx) = ys(y 'yx) = ys(x) = yo(x,s).
O

Corollary 2.40. If X is a compact orientifold with a finite orientifold group (T', e) and E — X is an

orientifold bundle, then there exists a perpendicular orientifold bundle for E

Proof. The required bundle is F = ker(¢), where ¢ is the evaluation map as in Lemma

2.39. O
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Chapter 3

The Orientifold Dirac Operator

In this chapter, Dirac operators are constructed for orientifolds. First, (Spin€, k¢ )-structures
are defined. Using results from Chapter 1, these structures are classified, and shown to
decompose into Spin(n) and (U(1), k) components. By applying the semi-equivariant as-
sociated bundle construction with a Clifford module as the model fibre, it is possible to
construct spinor bundles with orientifold actions. Both a total spinor bundle, with a right
action of (Cly, k¢), and a reduced spinor bundle, with the complexification of an irreducible
Clgx-module as a model fibre, are defined. As in the usual setting, the sections of orientifold
spinor bundles are acted on by sections of a Clifford bundle. This action is compatible with
the orientifold action on the spinor bundle and a canonical orientifold action on the complex
Clifford bundle. In order to construct a Dirac operator on an orientifold, it is neccesary to
have a connection which is compatible with Clifford multiplication on sections and the ori-
entifold action. Such a connection can be constructed using the results on semi-equivariant
connection forms from Section 1.4. After equipping the orientifold spinor bundles with
compatible connections, the orientifold Dirac operator and its reduced counterpart will be

defined.

3.1 Classification of Orientifold Spin°-structures

In order to define and classify Spin®-structures for orientifolds, it is neccesary to consider
the interaction of Clifford algebras and the Spin groups with orientifold actions. The idea
is to complexify results which apply to real Clifford algebras, whilst keeping track of the
associated conjugation maps. These maps can then be used to define involutive actions of
orientifold groups. To begin, the definitions of the real Clifford algebra, Spin group, and

adjoint map are recalled.
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Definition 3.1. The Clifford algebra Cl,, is the algebra generated by the standard basis {e;}

of R™ subject to the relations ei2 = —1and e;e; + eje; = 0.

Note that the set {e;, - --e;, € Cly | i) < --- < iy} is a basis for Cl,. The group Spin(n)
sits inside Cl,,. Elements of Spin(n) are products of an even number of unit vectors from

R™.
Definition 3.2. The group Spin(n) is defined by
Spin(n) == {x1 - - -x2k | xi € R™, ||xi]| = 1} C Cl,.

If g € Spin(n) and x € R™ one can show that gxg~! € R™. The transformation x +
gxg~' defines an element of SO(n), and the resulting assignment Spin(n) — SO(n) is a

double covering.

Definition 3.3. The adjoint map Ad : Spin(n) — SO(n) is defined, for g € Spin(n), x € R",

by
Adg(x) == gxg ™.

For applications to orientifolds, it is neccesary to work with the complexifications of Cl,
and Spin(n). These complexifications are equipped with conjugation maps which induce
involutive actions of orientifold groups. The complexified adjoint map is a homomorphism

of I'-groups.

Definition 3.4. Let (T, €) be an orientifold group and define the following
1. (Cly, k) := Cl, ® C with the Taction ke (@ ® z) := @ ® Ke(z)
2. (Spin¢(n), k¢) := (Spin(n) x U(1))/ {£(1, 1)} with the induced action k[g, z] := [g, k¢ (z)]
3. Ad®: (Spin‘(n), ke) — (SO(n),id.) defined by Ad®[g, z| := Ad(g).

Note that Ad® o k¢[g,z] = Ad‘[g,z]. The properties of Ad®, and the decomposition of

Spin®(n), produce two central exact sequences of I'-groups about Spin®(n). These sequences
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fit into the following diagram

where q is the square map. The above sequences will be used to classify Spin®-structures for
orientifolds.
Having examined semi-equivariance, orientifolds, and orientifold actions on Spin®(n), it

is now possible to define a notion of Spin®-structure which is appropriate for orientifolds.

Definition 3.5. An (Spin€, k¢)-structure for a real '-equivariant vector bundle V over an ori-

entifold is a semi-equivariant lifting ¢ : P — Fr(V) by Ad® : (Spin(n), ke) — (SO(n), id).

If V has a (Spin¢, k. )-structure, then it is said to be (Spin€, k. )-oriented. If the tangent bun-
dle TM of an orientifold M is (Spin€, k. )-oriented, then M is said to be (Spin€, k. )-oriented.

The (Spin€, k¢)-structures associated to a vector bundle V can be classified using the
result of Chapter 1. The following theorem is obtained by applying Theorem 1.41 to the

central exact sequence running vertically in (3.1).

Theorem 3.6. The central exact sequence
15 (U(1), ke) — (Spin(n), ke) 2% (SO(n), ide) — 1,
induces an exact sequence
HLX, (U(1), ke)) — TCHX, (Spin°(n), ke)) 2% TCL(X, (SO(n), ide)) 5 HA(X, (U(1), ke))-

Theorem 3.6 has the following corollaries, which classify (Spin°, k¢ )-structures in terms

of semi-equivariant cohomology with coefficients in (U(1), k¢).

Corollary 3.7. A real '-equivariant vector bundle V over an orientifold has a (Spin°, k¢ )-structure

if and only if Asc(¢Y) = 1, where GV is the transition cocycle for V.
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Corollary 3.8. A given (Spin€, k¢ )-structure is unique up to tensoring by semi-equivariant princi-

pal (U(1), ke)-bundles.

To obtain an obstruction class with integer coefficients, involutive actions can be taken

on the groups in the exponential exact sequence. This results in the following proposition.

Lemma 3.9. The exponential exact sequence
0= (Z,1e) = (R,te) = (U(1),ke) = 1 (3:2)

induces isomorphisms

A
HE(X, (U(1), k) = HE (X, (Z,10)),
where \¢ is the involutive orientifold action induced by the map t — —t € R.

Proof. By Theorem 1.38, the exact sequence (3.2) induces a long exact sequence
AL
HE(X, (Z, 1)) = HE(X, (R, 1)) = HR(X, (U(1), ke)) = HET (X, (Z, ).

The existence of a smooth partition of unity on X implies that HR(X, (R, t¢)) = 0 for all p.

Therefore, the maps AEXP are isomorphisms. O

Using Proposition 3.2, it is possible to define an analogue of the third integral Stiefel-

Whiney class.

Definition 3.10. The third integral orientifold Stiefel-Whiney class is defined by
Wérle) (V)= Aexp o Asc(d)v) € HIS“(X/ (Z,1e)),
where ¢V is the transition cocycle associated to V.

Corollaries 3.7 and 3.8 can then be restated in terms of semi-equivariant cohomology

with coefficients in (Z, t¢).
Corollary 3.11. A real I'-equivariant bundle V is (Spin®, k. )-oriented if and only if Wér’e) (V) =0.

Corollary 3.12. The (Spin€, k¢ )-structures on a (Spin®, k. )-oriented real -equivariant vector bun-

dle are in bijective correspondence with the elements of H%(X, (Z,1c)).

It is possible to further isolate the semi-equivariance in a (Spin©, k. )-structure by splitting

it via the decomposition

(Spin®(n), k) =~ (SO(n),id) xz, (U(1), ).
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This decomposition immediately implies that, for any cochain ¢s. € K‘r(X, (Spin®(n), k¢)),
there exist cochains ¢ € K]F(X, (Spin(n),id¢)) and ¢y, € K]F(X, (U(1), ke)) such that ¢gc =
[ds, dul. It also allows the definition of the map

Ad x q: (Spin®(n), ke) — (SO(n),ide) x (U(1), ke)
[s,z] — (Ad(s), q(z)).

The next proposition shows that every (Spin¢, k¢)-structure extends to a lifting of a semi-

equivariant principal (SO(n),id) x (U(1), k)-bundle by Ad x q.

Proposition 3.13. If ¢¢ : P — Q is a (Spin, k¢ )-structure, then there exists a lifting
@:P—QxxL (3.3)

by Ad x q, where L is a I'-semi-equivariant principal (U(1), k¢ )-bundle.

Proof. Let ¢ € TClr(X, (SO(n),ide)) be the cocycle for Q. If Q has a (Spin€, k¢ )-structure
there is a cocycle [¢s, du] € TCIL(X, (Spin®(n), ke)) with Ad®([ds, dul) = Ad(ds) = ¢. The
cocycle [¢s, o] is a lifting by Ad x q of (¢, d)i). It remains to check that d)fL is a cocycle.
First, note that Ad(0¢s) = 0 0 Ad(ds) = 9(¢) = 1. Thus, ¢, takes values in ker(Ad) = Z,,
and

(3ds) ™ (ddpw) € KE(X, (U(1), ke)) C KF(X, (Spinc(m), Ke)).
This cochain is a cocycle as
(3ds) () = [1,(3ds) ' (3dy)] = [3ds, dpu] = dlbs, bu] = 1.

The cochain ¢2 € K}(X, (U(1), ke)) is then a cocycle as

2
A(h3) = (00u)* = (305 2(0u)? = ((265) ' (3u)) = 1.
Therefore, the required bundle L can be constructed from ¢?2 using Proposition 1.15. O

Proposition 3.13 can be refined into a statement about cohomology classes. This refine-
ment uses the exact sequences in cohomology obtained by applying Theorem 1.41 to the two
exact sequences of I'-groups running diagonally in diagram (3.1).

Lemma 3.14. The central exact sequences

1 5 (Za,ide) — (Spin(n),ide) 29 (SO(n),ide) — 1,

15 (Z3,ide) — (U(1),ke) 5 (U(1), ke) — 1,
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induce the exact sequences
HL(X, (Z2,ide)) — TCHX, (Spin(n),ide)) 29 TCH(X, (SO(n),ide)) 5 HE(X, (Z1,ide)),
Hl]“(X/ (ZZIld€)) — H}‘(X/ (U(1 )/ KE)) g H}(X/ (U“ )/ KE)) A# H%(X/ (ZZIld€))

Proposition 3.13 and Lemma 3.14 can now be combined to establish an alternative crite-

ria for the existence of a (Spin€, k. )-structure.

Theorem 3.15. A I'-equivariant principal SO(n)-bundle Q with cocycle ¢ has a (SpinS, k¢ )-structure
if and only if there exists a cocycle \p € H}(X, (U(1), ke)) such that

As() = Au() € HE(X, (Z5,id.)).

Proof. Assume that Q has a (SpinS, k¢ )-structure. By Proposition 3.13, there exists an cocycle

(s, Pl € TC,l(X, (Spin®(n), k¢)) such that dlisa cocycle and

(Ad x q)[ds, Pu) = (s, d2).

As [, ¢y ] is a cocycle, [0ds, 0] = 0[ds, du] = 1. This implies that 0dps = 0¢dy,. Therefore,
applying Lemma 3.14 to ¢ and ¢2,

As(d) = Pds] = Dbyl = Au(d2) € HE(X, (Z2,id.)).

Thus, V := ¢2 is the required cocycle.
Conversely, suppose there exists a cocycle \ € H}(X, (U(1), k¢)) such that

As(d) = Au(b) € HE(X, (Zy,ide)).
Then, there are a cochains ¢ with Ad(ds) = ¢, and ¢, with ¢p2 = 1 such that
5] = Pdu] € KE(X, (Z2,ide)).

This implies that d¢s = dp'ddy, = d(d'Ppy) forsome ¢’ € KL(X, (Z;3,idc)). Then d[ds, ¢’y =
[0ds, 0(d'du)] = 1, and Ad®[ds, d'du] = Ad(ds) = . Thus, [ds, d'dy] defines a (Spin€, k. )-

structure on Q. O

If X is a manifold acted on by a finite group H, and V — Xis a real H-equivariant vector
bundle with cocycle ¢ < TCL(X, SO(n)), then the obstruction to the existence of an H-
equivariant Spin-structure on V is the second Z;-valued equivariant Stiefel-Whitney class,
which can be defined by w]z*(V) = Agpin(d) € H,ﬂ(X, Z,;). Here Agpin(¢) is the connecting
map for the exact sequence

ASpin

H, (X, Z,) — TCL(X, Spin(n)) =295 TC}, (X, SO(n)) —= HA (X, Z,),
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induced by the central exact sequence 1 — Z, — Spin(n) Ad SO(n) — 1.

If (T, €) is the orientifold group defined by I' := Z; x H and €(z,h) := z, then X can
be made into an orientifold X for (T, €) by trivially extending its H-action to the I'-action
(z, h)x := hx. Similarly, the H-equivariant vector bundle V can be made into a I'-equivariant
vector bundle V by trivially extending its H-action to the I'action (z, h)v := hv. The cocycle
of Vis an element ¢ € TC}(X, (SO(n),id.)).

In this situation, the quotient map  : I' — I'/Z; ~ H induces a map 7 : Xp — X}
between the simplicial spaces associated to the groups I' and H. Because 7 is a homomor-
phism and satisfies 7t(y)x = yx, it commutes with the face maps on these spaces, and defines
a pulback map 7* on cochains. The map 7* also commutes with the coboundary maps, and

provides well-defined extension maps
7 : TCH(X, G) — TCR(X, (G, ide)) " HY (X, G) — HR(X, (G, id.)).
One then has the following result.

Proposition 3.16. If V — X is the trivial extension of a real H-equivariant vector bundle V — X,

as described above, then

1. the cocycle for V is the pullback of the cocycle for V by the quotient map 7: T — H,
b = "d € HH(X, (SO(n),ide)).

2. the second Z;-valued equivariant Stiefel-Whitney class for V satisfies

W (V) = As(m*$) € HF (X, (Z,id¢)).

3. V has a (SpinS, k. )-structure if and only if
W (V) = Au(b) € HE (X, (Zy,1d.)),
for some cocycle \p € le(f(, (U(1), ke)).
Here Ag and A, are the connecting maps of Lemma 3.14.
Proof. 1f {sq} is a collection of local sections for V, then
m(z, h)x = hx = (z,h)x (2, h)sq(x) = hsq(x) = (2, h)sq(x),

where (z,h) € T = Z; x H, x € X. Together with the property (1.3), which defines the
cocycles ¢ and @, this implies

sb(71(z, N)x)dva(7(z, h), x) = 7t(z, h)sa(x) = (z,h)sa(x) = sp((z, h)x)dpa((z, h), %)

= sp(7(z, h)x)Pval(z, ), x).
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Thus, 7 ¢ = ¢, which proves the the first statement.

The second statement follows from the existence of the commutative diagram

Ad ASpin

H}L (X, Z;) —— TC} (X, Spin(n)) —=5— TC},(X,SO(n)) HA (X, Z,)

|- |- |- |-

HL(X, (Z3,ide)) —— TCHX, (Spin(n), ide)) —2% TCH(X, (SO(n), ide)) —= H3 (X, (Z, id.)).

To see that the right-most cell of this diagram commutes, note that if 1 is a lifting of ¢, then

" is a lifting of " ¢$. The commutation of t* with the coboundary maps then implies
WY (V) 1= 7 Agpin(P) = () = d(" ) = Ag(m* ).
The third statement follows from the first and second by applying Theorem 3.15. O

To end this section, two canonical (SpinS, k. )-structures will be described. The first of
these is the canonical (Spin€, k¢ )-structure associated to a real representation V of (Z;,id) x_
Spin‘(n). When dim(V) = §, this (SpinS, k¢ )-structure is used to construct a canonical re-
duced orientifold spinor bundle over the point orientifold for (Z;,id) x_ Spin®(n), which,
in turn, is used to construct the 8-fold Bott class over V. The second is a canonical (Spin€, k¢ )-
structure on the n-sphere. This (Spin¢, k. )-structure is used to construct a canonical reduced
orientifold spinor bundle on $8. The reduced orientifold spinor bundle on S will be used
in the next chapter when describing the compactification of the 8-fold Bott class over a real

representation of (Z;,id) x_Spin®(n).

Lemma 3.17 (The canonical (SpinS, k¢ )-structure over a point). Let V be the representation of

(Z,,id) X« Spin®(n) on R™ defined by (v, g) - v := Ad(g)v. Then
Ad°® : Spin‘(n) — SO(n) ~ Fr(V).

is a (Spin©, k¢ )-structure for the real equivariant vector bundle V — pt over the point orientifold for

(Z,,id) %, Spin®(n).

Proof. The group Spin®(n) forms a principal bundle over a point with the trivial projection
ni(p) = pt, and right Spin®(n) action defined by multiplication. The left action of (Z;,id) x .,
Spin®(n) is taken to be

(v,9) - p = gxy(p),
fory € I'and g,p € Spin®(n). The inclusion of the conjugation « is the only difference from

the corresponding construction in the usual equivariant setting. OJ
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Lemma 3.18 (The canonical (SpinS, k¢ )-structure on the sphere). The map
Ad®: Spin‘(n+1) - SO(n+1)
forms a (SpinS, k. )-structure for the orientifold
N ]Rn-H
equipped with the action of (Z3,id) X _ Spin®(n + 1) defined by (v, g) - v := Ad®(g)v.
Proof. In what follows, let vy € Z;, g,p € Spin°(n+1), h € Spin°(n), q € SO(n + 1),
f € SO(n). Also, let & : SO(n) — SO(n+ 1) and B : Spin®(n) — Spin®(n + 1) be the maps
induced by the inclusion Cl, — Cl, 1 defined on standard basis elements by ey — ey.1.
Equip Spin®(n + 1) with the projection, left action, and right Spin®(n)-action
Tse(p) == Ad®(p)e (v,9) - p = gKy(p) p-h=ppi(h),
respectively. Again, the presence of the conjugation action « in the left action is the only
difference from the corresponding construction in the usual equivariant setting [18, p. 5].
Using the properties of k, Ad® and (31, it is straightforward to check that Spin®(n + 1) forms
a (T, e) X, Spin®(n + 1)-semi-equivariant principal (Spin®(n), k¢ )-bundle,
Tse((v,9) - p) = 7(g(vp))
= Ad®(g(yp))er = Ad“(g)Ad (vpler = Ad*(g)Ad (p)er = (v, g)7sc (p),

(v,9) - (p-h) =(v,g9) - (pB1(h))
= g(y(pB1(h)) = glyp)(yBi1(h)) = glyp)B1(vh) = ((v, 9)p) - (Yh).

Next, equip SO(n + 1) with the projection, left action, and right SO(n)-action defined by

Tso(q) == qe (v,9) - q:=Ad“(g)q q-f:=qaaf(f),
respectively. It can then be checked that SO(n + 1) forms a (Z;,id) x«_ Spin®(n + 1)-equivariant
principal SO(n)-bundle,

Tso((v,9) - ) = meo(Ad®(g)q) = Ad®(g)qer = (v, g)m(q),
(v,9)-(q-f) = (v,9) - (qi (f)) = Ad(g)qea(f) = ((v,g) - q) - .
That Ad® is a semi-equivariant lifting can be checked directly by verifying compatibility
with projections, right actions, and left actions,
Tise(p) = Ad®(p)er = 750 0 Ad®(p),
Ad®(p-h) = Ad(pB1(h)) = Ad°(p)Ad(B1(h)) = Ad®(p)oui (AdS(h)) = Ad*(p) - Ad®(h),

Ad®((v,9) - p) = Ad(g(vp)) = Ad®(g)Ad®(yp) = Ad*(g)Ad"(p) = (v, g) - Ad*(p).
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It remains to check that SO(n + 1) with the given action of (Z;,id) x_ Spin°(n + 1) is
isomorphic to the equivariant principal SO(n)-bundle Fr(S™). First, identify the tangent

space of the n-sphere with a subbundle of the tangent space to R™*',
TS™ ~ {(v1,v2) e R" x R™ | Vil = V2]l = 1, (v1,v2) = 0} c TR™

The standard action of SO(n + 1) on R™*! associates a matrix to each element q € SO(n + 1),

which will also be denoted q. The columns q; of this matrix determine an orthonormal frame

Fq) :=={(q1,92), ..., (a1, qn+1)} € Frq, (TS™).

In this way, SO(n + 1) can be identified with Fr(TS™). This identification is compatible with

projections as
Tiso(q) = qer = q1 = mrsn (F(q)).

Compatibility with right actions follows from the fact that

q1 forj =1
(q-f)j = (qq(f)); =
2 acicnyt Gif-nyg-n forj > 2.
Finally, the left action on Fr(TS™) can be characterised by observing that a vector (vi,v) €
TS™ is tangent to the curve (cost)vi + (sint)v at t = 0. Acting on this curve by (y,g) €
(Z,,id) %, Spin®(n + 1) produces a new curve (cost)(Ad(g)v;) + (sint)(Ad(g)v) which
has (Ad®(g)vi, Ad“(g)v) as its tangent vector at t = 0. Thus,

(v, 9)F(q) = F(Ad“(g)q) = F((v,9)q),

and the identification of SO(n + 1) and Fr(TS™) is compatible with the left actions. O

3.2 Orientifold Spinor Bundles

In this section, orientifold spinor bundles are constructed. This is done by applying the semi-
equivariant associated bundle construction, from Definition 1.43, with a Clifford module as
the model fibre. In order to do this, the Clifford modules used must be semi-equivariant
with respect to the action of (Spin®(n), k). The principal bundle used in the construction
is the principal bundle P from a (Spin€, k¢)-structure P — Fr(V). The central property of a
spinor bundle is that its sections are acted upon by sections of the Clifford bundle CI(V).
This action is sometimes described as Clifford multiplication. Clifford multiplication on sec-
tions is defined in terms of the action of Cl, on the model fibre. In order for Clifford mul-

tiplication on sections to be well-defined, this fibrewise definition of Clifford multiplication
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must be compatible with the global topology of the base space. In the orientifold setting,
Clifford multiplication is also required to be compatible with an orientifold action on the
spinor bundle, and a canonical orientifold action on CI(V). The (Spin€, k¢ )-structure used
to construct an orientifold spinor bundle ensures that both of these requirements are ful-
filled. Thus, the benefit of working on semi-equivariance and (Spin, k¢)-orientiation in
earlier chapters is finally observed.

Before defining the orientifold spinor bundles, some results from the representation the-
ory of real Clifford algebas are reviewed. The main Cl,,-modules of interest are Cl,,, consid-
ered as a module over itself, and the irreducible Clgc-modules. Up to equivalence, there is
only one irreducible Clg-module [63, p. 33]. A representative of this equivalence class will
be denoted by A. For applications in index theory, it is also important to consider graded
modules. The gradings on the orientifold spinor bundles will be derived from special grad-
ings on Cl, and A that are connected with the representation theory of real Clifford algebras.

Graded Clifford modules are defined with respect to the standard grading on Cl,,.

Definition 3.19. The standard grading on the Clifford algebra Cl,, is the decomposition
Cl,=Cll aCl,
defined by the grading operator « : e; — —e;.

Definition 3.20. A graded Cl,-module is a Cl,-module V equipped with a decomposition
V =V°& V! such that
eV e Vit
fori,j € Z; ¢ € Cl;,vj eV,
The following two graded Cl,-modules exist for all n. Example 3.21, will be used to

construct the Clifford bundle. Example 3.22, will be used to relate the Clifford bundle to the

exterior algebra bundle.

Example 3.21. If Cl,, is considered as a Clifford module over itself, then the standard grading

provides Cl,, with a graded Cl,,-module structure.

Example 3.22. The exterior algebra A®(IR™) defines a graded Cl,-module. To see this, first

observe that the map

Cl & Cll — ATV (R™) & A°Yd(R™) (3.4)

€4, ---eikr—>ei]/\---/\eik.
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is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces. Exterior multiplication on A(IR™) is not the same
as Clifford multiplication on Cl,,. However, the above isomorphism can be used to express
Clifford multiplication in terms of the exterior and interior products on A(R"™) [63, p.25]. If
¢ € Cl, and w € A(IR"), then

ow=p Nw—p—w, (3.5)

where ¢ is the image of ¢ under the map of (3.4). With this multiplication, A®(R™) is iso-

morphic to Cl,, as a graded Cl,-module.

In dimensions 4k, the representation theory of real Clifford algebras provides another

natural method to grade Cls-modules.

Proposition 3.23. If V is a Cls-module then multiplication by the oriented volume element
w:=-¢ej---eq € Cly

is a grading operator, and the associated grading V™ @V~ defines a graded Clay-module.

Proof. See [63, p. 23]. O

Example 3.24. Considering Clgy as a right module over itself, Proposition 3.23 implies that
right multiplication by w determines a graded Clg-module structure. The resulting graded

Clgx-module will be denoted Clg;, := Clg, @ Clg, .

Example 3.25. An irreducible left Clgx-module A, can be graded using left multiplication
by w. This results in a decomposition A = AT @& A~, where A* are the two inequivalent

irreducible Clgy_j-modules. See [63, p. 35-36].

The graded Clg-modules in Examples 3.25 and 3.24 will be used later in this section to
define the spinor bundles and their gradings. The two examples can be related using the

following proposition.

Proposition 3.26. For any irreducible Clg-module A, there is an isomorphism of graded Clg &Clg-
modules,

ARA* ~ Clgy,
where the action on Clgy, is defined by (@1, ©2)@ := @19 @;.

Proof. The proof of this proposition for complex Clifford algebras can be found in [63, p. 38].
The same argument applies, using facts from the representation theory of real Clifford alge-

bras. First, note that Clg&Clg, = Cligk [63, pp- 27-28] and that Cly has a single irreducible
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representation of dimension 28k [63, p. 33]. Therefore, all representations of Clg @Clgy with
dimension 2%* are equivalent. The algebra Clgy has a single irreducible representation of
dimension 2% [63, p. 33]. Thus, dim(A) = 2% and dim(A®A*) = 28, As dim(Clg) = 28,
this proves that A®A* and Clgy are isomorphic as Clgi &Clg, modules. O

Corollary 3.27. A® (AT)* ~ Clg,.

Proof. The submodule Clj, is defined as the +1-eigenspace under muliplication by the ori-

entifold volume element w for the right Clg,-module structure. By Proposition 3.26,
Clgn ~ ABA" = (AT @ (AT)) @ (A" @ (A7) & (AT e (A7) & (A” (A7),
so the +1-eigenspace is (AT ® (AT)*) & (A~ ®@ (AT)*) =A® (AT)*. O

In Section 3.1, results involving the groups Spin®(n) were complexified and equipped
with involutive orientifold actions. In a similar manner, it is neccesary to complexify the
above definitions and results involving real Clifford modules. In regards to this, it is im-
portant to note that the complexification A ® C is an irreducible module for Clgi. This is a
non-trivial fact which depends on the representation theory of Clifford algberas. Also, in
dimensions 8k, the complexified volume element w ® id is the same as the volume element

that is conventionally used to grade complex Clifford modules [63, p. 34].
Definition 3.28. Define the following

1. (Ac(R™), ke) == (A(R") ® C,id ® k¢ ) with the even/odd grading.

2. (Cly, ke) == (Clp ® C,id ® k) graded by a« ® id

3. (Clgtk, Ke) := (Clgx ® C,id ® k¢) graded by w ® id

4. (AF, ko) = (A®C,id ® k) graded by w ® id.

Complexifying Example 3.22, Proposition 3.26, and Corollary 3.27 provides correspond-

ing results, in the setting of orientifolds.

Example 3.29. (A:(R"), ke) =~ (Cly, ke) as graded Cl,-modules.

Proposition 3.30. (A, ko)®(A¢, ke) =~ (Clgy, ke) as (Clgy, ke )& (Clgy, ke )-modules.
Corollary 3.31. (A, ke) ® (AF, ke)* > (Cl,, ke ).

Having considered the Clifford modules that will form their model fibres, it is now pos-

sible to define the orientifold spinor bundles.

56



Definition 3.32. Let P — Fr(V) be an orientifold-Spin®-structure, and define the following

orientifold bundles:

The orientifold spinor bundle @ =P X(spinc(n),ke) (Cln, Ke),

The reduced orientifold spinor bundle $:=Px (Spinc(n),ke) (Ac, Ke).

Note that if one disregards the orientifold action, then an orientifold spinor bundle is
a complex spinor bundle in the usual sense. In the case of the reduced orientifold spinor
bundle, A, is an irreducible module for Clgi, as mentioned above. This implies that, disre-
garding the orientifold action, the reduced orientifold spinor bundle is a reduced complex

spinor bundle.

Example 3.33 (The canonical reduced orientifold spinor bundle over a point). Using Lemma
3.17 it is possible to construct a (SpinS, k¢ )-structure P — Fr(V), for the adjoint representa-
tion V of (Z,,id) x_Spin(n). If dim(V) = 8k, then the irreducible Cl,,-module A can be

used to construct a canonical reduced spinor bundle § — pt over the point orientifold.

Example 3.34 (The canonical reduced orientifold spinor bundle over $%). By Lemma 3.18,
each sphere S™ has a canonical (Z;,id) x_ Spin®(n)-equivariant (SpinS, k)-structure. If
dim(V) = 8k, then the irreducible Cl,,-module A can be used to construct a canonical re-

duced spinor bundle § — S8

over the 8-dimensional sphere. This construction is an adap-
tation, to the orientifold setting, of the Real equviariant spinor bundle defined on §8k by

Atiyah [4, p. 128].

The space of sections of the orientifold spinor bundle carries an action by sections of an
orientifold Clifford bundle C1(V). When a (Spin¢, k. )-structure P — Fr(V) exists, the orientifold

Clifford bundle can be expressed as an associated bundle

CI(V) = P X(AS?);HC(TI),KE) (Cln/ KE)

of P, and this characterisation can be used to define Clifford multiplication on sections of the
spinor bundle. In what follows, consider sections of associated bundles to be represented
by equivariant maps from the principal bundle P of an underlying (Spin€, k. )-structure P —

Fr(V) into the semi-equivariant fibre, as in Lemma 1.44.

Proposition 3.35. Sections @ € I'(C1(V)) of the orientifold Clifford bundle act from the left on the
sections \p € T'(&) of the orientifold spinor bundle by

(@) (p) = @(Pl(p).

This action is well-defined and satisfies y(@) = (y@)(y¥).
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Proof. Multiplication is well-defined, as

(e¥)(pg) = @(pg)b(pg) = (g '@ (P)g)(g " V(p)) =g 'e(P)V(p) =g ' (eV)(p).

Compatibility with the orientifold actions is verified using Lemma 1.44,

(v(e))(p) =v(eW) (v 'p)
=v(ely 'p)v (v 'p)
= (yo(y Py (v 'p))
= (vo)(p)(vb)(p)
= ((ye)(vb)) (p).

O

Sections of the orientifold Clifford bundle act on sections of the reduced orientifold
spinor bundle in the same way. One can also check that the Clifford multiplication be-
tween sections of the orientifold Clifford bundle is well-defined and compatible with the
orientifold action.

Because the orientifold spinor bundle has (Cly, k¢) as its model fibre, it carries a right
action by elements of Cl,. This right action is sometimes described as a multigrading [46,

pp. 379-380].

Proposition 3.36. An element ¢ € Cly, acts from the right on sections P € I'(&) by

(be)(p) =b(p)e.
Fory €T, this action satisfies y (@) = (y)(vo).

Proof. Consider ¢ as a constant section of the trivial orientifold bundle P xi(‘é’e) (Cly, ke).

The right action is well-defined,

(W) (pg) =b(pgle(pg) = g b(ple(p) =g ' (be)(p).

It is also compatible with the orientifold actions,

(Y(W))(p) =v(be)(y'p)
=YWy 'pley'p))
=y P ve (v 'p))
= (v)(p)(ye)(p)
= ((y)(ve)) (p).
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Similar considerations show that there is also a right action of Cl, on CI(V) which is
compatible with their orientifold actions.
The relationships between Clifford modules determined by Example 3.22 and Proposi-

tion 3.26 induce relationships between the corresponding orientifold spinor bundles.

Lemma 3.37. Let V — X be a real equivariant vector bundle over an orientifold X. The complexifi-

cation of the exterior algebra bundle for V forms an orientifold bundle
Ac(V) := Fr(V) X(som),id) (Ac(R™), Ke).

The isomorphism of graded Clifford modules A(R™) ~ Cl,,, of Example 3.22, induces an isomor-
phism A (V) =~ Cl1(V) compatible with orientifold actions on A.(V) and C1(V).

Proposition 3.38. Let V — X be an 8k-dimensional real equivariant vector bundle over an orien-
tifold X, and P — Fr(V) be a (Spin®, k¢ )-structure for V. The following relationships exist between
the associated bundles C1(V), & and 8,

Cl(V)~8® 3" B(V) = S B(A;, Ke).
Proof. Using Proposition 3.26, the Clifford bundle decomposes,

CUV) =P X{§incin ) (Clas Ke) =P X e, (e k) ® (A7 k) =8 © 87,

Similarly, the spinor bundle decomposes,

@ =Px (Spin¢(n),ke ) (C18k/ Ke) =P X(Spinc(n),Ke) ((ACI Ke) o2 (Ai/ Ke)) =3 (A:/ Ke)-

Corollary 3.39. $ ® ($7)* ~ CI*(V).

3.3 Connections in Orientifold Spinor Bundles

In order to define an orientifold Dirac operator, a semi-equivariant connection 1-form is
needed for the semi-equivariant principal (Spin(n), k. )-bundle P of the (Spin¢, k¢ )-structure
P — Q underlying the orientifold spinor bundle. Such a form can be obtained by using
Proposition 3.13 to extend the lifting ¢ : P — Q to a lifting P — Q xx L, where L is a semi-
equivariant principal (U(1), k¢)-bundle. A semi-equivariant connection form can then be
constructed on Q xx L using Proposition 1.49, and lifted to P using the relationship between
the Lie algebras spin‘(n) and so(n) @ u(1). In the next proposition, q denotes the square map
of Diagram (3.1).
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Proposition 3.40. The map
(Ad® x q)y : spin‘(n) = spin(n) D u(1) — so(n) S u(1)
is an isomorphism, and satisfies
(Ad® x )40 (id X Ke)s = (id X Ke)s 0 (AdS X q)s.

Proof. That (Ad® x q). is an isomorphism is a standard result [37, p. 18-20,29]. The isomor-

phism can be written down explicitly by making the following identifications

1. so(n) can be identified with the real n x n skew-symmetric matricies. A basis for
the skew-symmetric matricies is defined by {Ey; | T <1 <j < n}where Ejjisthen xn
matrix with all entries equal to 0 except for the (i,j)th and (j,i)th entry, which are

equal to 1 and —1 respectively.

2. spin(n) can be identified with the linear subspace A? C Cl, spanned by the elements

{eiej |1 <i<j<nj see[37,p.18].
3. u(1) can be identified with R.

With these identifications, (Ad® x q). is the map

(Ad® x q)y : spin(n) D u(1) — so(n) du(l)

(eiej/t) = (2E1]12t)/
see [37, pp. 19-20,29]. Also, the I'-actions on spin(n) @ u(1) and so(n) & u(1) are

(id @ k)« spin(n) B u(1) — spin(n) P u(l)  (IdDke)s :s0(m) Du(l) — so(n) du(l)

(eiejrt) = (eiej/ Le(t)) (Eljrt) = (Eij/ L€(t))l

where 1 : R — R is the involutive action induced by 1 : t — —t € R. Examining these

maps, it is clear that (Ad® x q). o (id X ke)s = (id X k)« 0 (Ad® X ). O

Proposition 3.41. Let ¢q : P — Q be a (Spin®, k¢)-structure. The semi-equivariant principal

bundle P carries a I'-semi-equivariant connection 1-form.
Proof. By Proposition 3.13, there exists a lifting
(pQX(pL:P—>Q><XL

by Ad® x q, where L is a semi-equivariant principal (U(1), k¢ )-bundle. The equivariant prin-

cipal bundle Q has an equivariant connection 1-form wq : TQ — so(n) determined by an
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equivariant metric. The semi-equivariant principal bundle L has a semi-equivariant con-
nection 1-form wy : TL — u(1) constructed by applying Proposition 1.49 to any choice of
connection 1-form for L. Together, these two connection 1-forms define a semi-equivariant
connection 1-form

wq @ wr : T(Q xx L) — so(n) u(l).

Using the (Spin, k¢ )-structure ¢ and Proposition 3.40, the connection 1-form wq @ wy can

be lifted to a connection 1-form
w: TP — spin‘(n)
v (A x q); " o (wq @ wi) o (g X 1)« (V).

The semi-equivariance of w follows from the semi-equivariance of wq ® w, and the equiv-

ariance of (¢ X @)« and (Ad® x q).. O

The next proposition shows that the connection 1-form constructed by Proposition 3.41
defines a covariant derivative on the orientifold spinor bundle that is equivariant with re-
spect to the action of I'. In this proposition, sections will be considered as maps { : P — Cl,,
satisfying \(gp) = g " (p), and will be acted on by the I'action defined in Lemma 1.44.
From the point of view of the exterior covariant derivative, these maps are order zero ten-
sorial forms { € A°(P,Cl,). For the details of tensorial forms and exterior covariant deriva-

tives, see [37, §B.3-4] [62, §II.5].

Proposition 3.42. Let @ : P — Q be a (Spin€, k.)-structure. The semi-equivariant connection

1-form w, defined on P by Proposition 3.41, determines an exterior covariant derivative
d®: A°(P,Cl,) — A'(P,Cly)
that satisfies the condition
A (Ke(y) 0P 0Ty 1) = Ke(y) © AP 0 (11,-1)s,
where\p € A°(P,Cly,), n is the T-action on P, and k. is the conjugation action on Cl,,.

Proof. The vertical projection associated to the connection form w is defined by
mylp := (RP)x o w : TP, — TPy,.
Therefore, the exterior covariant derivative can be written as

d“p(v) = dpomy(v) = dp(v) —dp omy(v) = dp(v) —dpo (RP), ow(v),  (3.6)
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where v € TP, P € A(P,Cl,), and 7y is the horizontal projection. The first term of the

decomposition (3.6) is equivariant, as the properties of the exterior derivative imply that
d(Kery) oW omny 1) = Keyy 0 db o (M1 ).
The semi-equivariance of P implies the identity (1 ). o (RP), = (RYP), o (8, ).. Together with
the the semi-equivariance of w, this implies that
d(Ke(yy o on,-1)o(RP)iow =keyodbo(my-1)io(RP)iow

= Kefy) 0 db o (RY P), 0 (1) 0w

-1
= Ke(y) 0 dpo (RY Pliowo (nyﬂ )
Therefore, the second term of the decomposition (3.6) is also equivariant. O

Proposition 3.42 applies equally well to the reduced orientifold spinor bundle if Cl,, is
replaced with A..
As in the non-equivariant case, the exterior covariant derivative is also equivariant with

respect to the right action of Cl,, on the orientifold spinor bundle.

Proposition 3.43. Let ¢ : P — Q be a (Spin€, k. )-structure. The semi-equivariant connection

1-form w, defined on P by Proposition 3.41, determines an exterior covariant derivative
dv: A°P,Cl,) = A(P,CL,)

that satisfies
d® (Vo) =d®W)e,

forp € A°(P,Cl,) and ¢ € Cl,,.

3.4 Dirac Operators on Orientifolds

At this stage, all of the preliminary constructions have been completed. It is now possible to

construct the orientifold Dirac operator and reduced orientifold Dirac operator.

Definition 3.44. Let V' denote the connection associated to a (Spin©, k¢ )-structure P —
Fr(TM) by Proposition 3.41, and p denote Clifford multiplication by sections of T*"M ~
TM C CI(TM). Define the following orientifold operators:

The orientifold Dirac operator D:=puoV-:T(&) - T(TM® &) - IN'&),
The reduced orientifold Dirac operator ~ W :=po V' :T($) = T(T*"M® §) — T'(8).
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The orientifold Dirac operator and reduced orientifold Dirac operator are complex Dirac
operators, in the usual sense. However, they are equivariant with respect to the orientifold
actions on their spinor bundles. Thus, when € : ' — Z; is non-trivial, they have anti-linear

symmetries.

Proposition 3.45. The orientifold Dirac operator is equivariant with respect to the left action of T

on sections of @,

D(y) =vD(b).
Proof. This follows from Propositions 3.35 and 3.42. O

The same arguments show that the reduced orientifold spinor bundle is also I'-equivariant.
In addition to I'-equivariance, the orientifold Dirac operator is equivariant with respect to

the right action of (Cl,, k¢) on the orientifold spinor bundle.

Proposition 3.46. The orientifold Dirac operator is equivariant with respect to the right action of

Cl,, on sections of &,

Do) =D(b)e.
Proof. This follows from Propositions 3.36 and 3.43. O

Note, in particular, that left and right equivariance together imply that the index of @
consists of vector spaces which are both Clifford modules and orientifold representations of
(T, e).

The main aim of this thesis is now complete, and the following theorem has been proved.

Theorem 3.47. Any orientifold (X, o) with W;r’e) (X, o) = 0 carries an orientifold Dirac operator.
If dim(X) = 8, then X also carries a reduced orientifold Dirac operator. In particular, a reduced Real

Dirac operator exists on any 8-dimensional Real manifold (X, o) such that Wézz’id) (X,0) =0.
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Chapter 4

The K-theory of Orientifold Bundles

The aim of this chapter is to prove the Bott periodicity and Thom isomorphism theorems in
orientifold K-theory, and to provide context for the investigation of orientifold K-homology
in later chapters. Orientifold K-theory is a bigraded cohomology theory. Like KR-theory, it
has two periodicity theorems. These can be proved by adapting Atiyah’s proofs of period-
icity for equivariant KR-theory to the setting of orientifolds [4]. Atiyah’s proofs construct
an inverse to the periodicity homomorphism using index maps associated to families of
elliptic operators. In doing so, they tie together many ideas from index theory, and fore-
shadow constructions that will be described in Chapters 5 and 6 on K-homology. Together,
the periodicity theorems imply that, up to isomorphism, an orientifold has eight orientifold
K-theory groups. Combining 8-fold periodicity with results on (Spin€, k. )-orientibility from

Section 3.1 produces an 8-fold Thom isomorphism in orientifold K-theory.

4.1 Orientifold K-theory

As with equivariant K-theory [75, §3], orientifold K-theory can be defined in terms of com-
plexes of bundles. Using this definition, it is possible to deal more directly with locally
compact orientifolds and to characterise the symbol of an elliptic orientifold operator as a
class in orientifold K-theory. The set of representative complexes can be reduced so that
each class is represented by a length-1 complex [6, §II]. Rather than describing this reduc-
tion, the definition of orientifold K-theory below will be made directly in terms of length-1

complexes.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff orientifold. A length-1 complex is a
homomorphism E® % E! of orientifold bundles over X. The support supp(c) of such a

complex is the set of x € X such that the restriction oy : E°, — E'ly is not an isomorphism.
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Definition 4.2. Two complexes E® % E' and F° 2 F! over an orientifold X are isomorphic if

there exist isomorphisms @° : E® — F® and ¢' : E! — F! such that the diagram

EO o E]

1)

[

commutes.

Definition 4.3. A pair (X, A) of orientifolds consists of a locally compact orientifold X and a
closed T'-invariant subspace A C X. A homomorphism f : (Y,B) — (X, A) between two pairs

of orientifolds is a proper homomorphism of orientifolds f : Y — X such that f(B) C A.

Definition 4.4. Let (X, A) be a pair of orientifolds. The set L1 ¢)(X, A) consists of isomor-

phism classes of complexes E® % E! such that supp(o) is a compact subset of X \ A.

The operations on orientifold bundles, defined in Section 2.5, induce operations on com-

plexes.

Definition 4.5. Let (E) & El) € Liro)(X, A), (F B F1) € Lirey(Y,B) and f: (Y,B) — (X, A)

1

be a homomorphism. In addition, let (Gg Ll Gi]) € Lire(Vi, Ci), where mry : Vi — Zis
either an orientifold bundle or a real equivariant vector bundle over a compact orientifold

Z. Define the following operations.
1. pullback
(0 HE) = (f'o: fE° — fE') € Lp o (Y, B)
2. direct sum
(B3 S E) @ (B D E]) == (0o o1 : E§ B E) = E§ B E]) € Lire)(X, A)

3. external tensor product
(S EHYR(F S F)
oX1 —1Xp*
= ( "R e (ETRF) 5 (FRP) e (B RF))
TXp o*KX1

€ Lire (X XY, (A X Y)U (X xB)).
4. multiplication
0 9 ~1 01 ~1y._ 0 9 ~1 0 %1 ~1
(G3 =3 G)) - (G = G{) == AL((G§ =3 Gy) X (G} = G1))
€ Lire)(Vo @ Vi, (Co x V1)U (Cy x Vo)lzczxz),

where A, is restriction to the diagonal Z C Z x Z.
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The orientifold K-groups can be defined by introducing an equivalence relation on the
semi-group (Lir¢)(X, A), ®).
Definition 4.6. Two complexes (Eg X E(])), (E? RN E}) € Lire) (X, A) are
1. homotopic (E3 28 E}) = (E$ 2 E]) if there exists an element
(E° S EN € Lipe(X x [0,1],A x [0,1])

such that 0y >~ olx 0 and o7 =~ olx ).

2. equivalent (Eg % Eé) ~ (E? a4 E}) if there exist isomorphisms Fg o9 F(]) and F‘]) LN F} of

orientifold bundles over X such that
(B3 S EQ) @ (R S Fy) =~ (B} D ED @ () ™ F).
Definition 4.7. The orientifold K-theory groups are defined by
Kire) (X, A) i=Lir (X, A)/ ~ KirL (X, A) = Ko (X x RP,A),
where R4 := RP ¢ RY is equipped with the involutive action ("9 : (x,y) — (x, —y).
For convenience, set the notation

K‘(Dﬁf‘e) (X,2) when X is compact

q —
K](Dr,e) (X) =

KI()F’?Q] (X*,{oc0}) when X is locally compact,

where oo is the point at infinity in the one-point compactification X*. Note that when X is

compact, any pair of vector bundles E® and E' defines a class

[E)—[E:=[E* 5 E' e KP1

(r’ )(X)I

where z is the zero map.
The operations on complexes, defined in Definition 4.5, induce corresponding opera-
tions on classes in orientifold K-theory. In particular, multiplication of complexes induces a

K(r¢)(X)-module structure
Kire)(X) X Kire)(B) = Kre)(B)

on the orientifold K-theory group of a I'-equivariant vector bundle B — X, which may be
real or complex. The different types of Bott periodicity and Thom isomorphisms are all of
the form
Kire)(X) = K(re)(B)
x — bx,
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where bx is module multiplication of x with a special class in b € K¢ (B). Each Bott
or Thom map corresponds to a different choice of bundle B and class b. The following
examples define various classes corresponding to Bott and Thom maps. These classes are
described using characterisations that will be useful later in this chapter, when it is proved

that the Bott and Thom maps are isomorphisms.

Example 4.8. Let W be an orientifold representation. Then W and its exterior algebra A*W

can be considered as orientifold bundles over a point, and A*W can be pulled back over W,

T AW AW

L]

wW—"—pt.
From this starting point, associated Bott and Thom classes can be defined.

1. the equivariant Bott class Ag\t/ € K(r,¢) (W) associated to the orientifold representation W

is the class of the complex
0_|£ . 7_[>s</\ever1w|(E N T[*/\OddW|g
w—ENANW—E —w,

where £ € Wand w € *A*V"W/;. Note that although W is not compact, ¢ is an

isomorphism away from the zero-section pt C W, which is compact.

2. the equivariant Bott class of a trivial orientifold bundle X x W — X over a compact

orientifold X is defined by
AY = (F x id)"(Al) € Ko (X x W),
where f : X — ptis the map to the point orientifold.
3. the (1, 1)-Bott class is the equivariant Bott class

C™ ke ;
A € Ko (X x (€ ke)) = KJE (X),

associated to the orientifold representation (C*, k).
4. the (1,1)-Thom class of an orientifold bundle E — X is

A= q(Agffg)“e’) € Kire)(E),

where q is the canonical map

q: Kreyw(Um) ) (Fr(E) X (C", ke)) = Kpe) (Fr(E) X (um) o) (C™ ke)) = Kire) (E).
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Example 4.9. Let V be a real 8k-dimensional representation of (T, €) that factors through the
group Z; X, Spin®(8k). Then V can be considered as a real equivariant vector bundle over
a point, and the reduced orientifold spinor bundle $ over a point can be constructed, see

Example 3.33. The spinor bundle $ can be pulled back over V

TET T
V—"—pt

and used to define Bott and Thom classes.

1. the equivariant Bott class é}\:t € Kr¢)(V) associated to the real representation V is the

class of the complex
G|£ . 7T*,g+|£ — 7'[*87'5,
ll) = E» ll)/

where & € Vand { € *$7|;. As in the previous example, this map is an isomorphism

away from the compact zero-section pt C V.

2. the equivariant Bott class of a trivial real equivariant vector bundle X x V. — X over a

compact orientifold X is defined by

By, == (f x id)*(E}‘;t) € Kire) (X x V),

where f : X — pt is the map to the point orientifold.
3. the 8-fold Bott class is the equivariant Bott class

8k 5 i
B4 € Kir oy (X x (R, ide)) = K (X)

associated to the trivial real representation (R3,id.).
4. the 8-fold Thom class of a real equivariant vector bundle V — X with dim(V) = 8k and
W (V) = 0is
8k :
Bi=a(BX ) € Kipey(V),

where P — Fr(V) is a (Spin¢, k¢ )-structure for V, and q is the canonical map

q : Kre)x (Spinc(n) k) (P X (R%,ide)) — Kre) (P X (Spinc(n) k) (R¥,ide)) = Koy (V).

In order to prove that the Bott and Thom maps are isomorphisms, it will also be necce-
sary to consider the images of some of the classes from Examples 4.8 and 4.9 under maps on

orientifold K-theory induced by compactification.
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Example 4.10. There is an inclusion
Kire) (W) =~ Ko (P(W@ C),P(W)) C Koy (P(WDC)),

where IP(W) denotes the projective space of W. The image of Ag\t/ under this inclusion is the

class

Ape = €D HIUTAE] — @ HI'*A'E],
ieven iodd

where H is the dual of the tautological line bundle on IP(W) [3, p. 100].

Example 4.11. The one point compactification of V defines an inclusion
Kire) (V) = Kire) (S%, 00) C K ¢)(S%),

and the image of él\;t under this inclusion is the class
[(37)T+ (875,

where § is the canonical reduced orientifold spinor bundle on S that was defined in Ex-
ample 3.34, co € S8 is the fixed point at infinity, and ($7)?, is the trivial bundle with fibre
(87)%,. These two classes will be denoted by B := [($7)*] and Boo := [(87)%).

4.2 The Symbol Class of an Elliptic Orientifold Operator

Using the characterisation of K-theory in terms of complexes allows K-theory classes to be
associated to elliptic operators via their principal symbol. For simplicity, attention will be
restricted to first order differential operators D : I'(E) — I'(F) on an manifold X. Over an

open subset U, C X, such an operator has the form

(D9)6) = Y AL
)

j

P)(x) + Ba(x)h(x),

where the AL and B, are matrix valued functions on U,. Using the Fourier transform, dif-

ferentiation may be replaced by multiplication, resulting in the pseudodifferential operator

D(x) = jei(x—w'ﬂpa(x, £)%(y)dydé + Ba(x )b (x),

where

Palx, &) =i) AL(x)E. (41)
j

The maps p, transform consistently under coordinate changes, producing a well-defined
section
c(D) eTE*"®F® T'X) ~T'(End(E, F) ® T*X).
69



The section o (D) is called the principal symbol of D. If o(D)«(v) € End(Ey, Fi) is an isomor-
phism, for all x € X and non-zero v € T, X, then D is said to be elliptic.
In the case that D is a G-equivariant operator D : (E,nt) — (F,n") over a G-space (X, o),

the principal symbol defines an equivariant section
(D) € P((Fn') ® (En")" @ (T'X, do)).

However, due to the factor of i in (4.1), the principal symbols of operators with anti-linear
symmetries satisfy a slightly different equivariance condition. This fact was noticed by
Atiyah and Singer, and lead to the development of KR-theory [2, §5] [10]. The next re-
sult identifies the principal symbol of an orientifold operator as an equivariant section of an

orientifold bundle.

Proposition 4.12. The principal symbol o (D) of an equivariant first-order pseudodifferential oper-

ator D : E — F between orientifold bundles defines an equivariant section of the orientifold bundle
(Fn") @ (En")* @ (T"X, tedo),
where L. is the involutive action induced by negation.

Proof. The equivariance condition for the symbol of a locally defined equivariant operator
between E and F can be computed using Lemma 1.47. First the orientifold bundles E and F

are expressed as semi-equivariant associated bundles
E :=Fr(E) X (GL(m;,0)xe) (C™, Ke) F:=Fr(F) X (GL(m,,0)xe) (C2, Ke)-
Then, taking trivialisations and cocycles as in Lemma 1.47, the equivariance condition is
>~ AL (5Wa) (3) + Ba(x)ba(x)
- j
j

= Ke(y1) © Bhay O Mg (%)

. fo) _ _
“Kety—1) ( Z A]b o hpa(x) - Tg) (d)gla,}l © ha] ohgp - Ke(y) © Pgo hab) © hba(X))
j

+ Ke(y-1y © d)Ea,y o hg1 (x)

ety 1) (Bh 0 Mnalx) - by o ' o Ry (x) - kefy) 0 alx))-

70



Applying the Leibniz Rule and discarding lower-order terms produces the expression

ZA] (ax] ) ()

= Ke(y-1) © d)ba,y o hg‘ (x)

0
(ZA] o hpa(x bay hg](X) * Ke(y) © (a—yj‘l])a Ohab) o hba(X))

0
=D ke (cbbay o' (x) - AL 0 g )-¢Eg;ohg1(x))-(@waohab)ohba(x).
j

j

If Hyq is the Jacobian of hy, this becomes

D ket 1) (Bhay 010 Al o hnax) - 0 0 g (%)) - Hoal) - (5tba ) ().
j

an
Thus, the the matrix coefficients AJ satisfy
S AN =Y ko) (qﬁw ohg'(x) - AL o ha(x) - 95 o hy ! (x )) - Hpa(x).
j j
However, the principal symbol of the operator consists of the maps 1A}, (x), which satisfy

> AL Zm 1 (@hay o M () - AL 0 Twa(X) - b ) 0 1g" (%)) - Hoa (%)

j

— Z Kety-1) (q;{m ohy'(x) - 1AL 0 hya(x) - GE T o by (x)) - tepy-1yHpa (%).
j
In view of Lemma 1.46, a collection of matrix valued maps satisfying this condition defines

an equivariant section of the orientifold bundle (F,n") ® (E,n%)* @ (TX, tcdo)*. O

Proposition 4.12 implies that the principal symbol of an elliptic operator defines an ori-

entifold K-theory class.

Proposition 4.13. The principal symbol of a first order elliptic orientifold operator defines an element
[c(D)] € K(F,e) (TX, tedo).

Proof. By Proposition 4.12, o(D) defines a homomorphism E, — Fy for each & € TX,. As
D is elliptic, this map is an isomorphism for all non-zero &. The zero section of TX is dif-
feomorphic to X, which is compact. Thus, o(D) is a complex and represents a class in

K(r/e)(TX, Led()"). O

Conversely, each class in K(r ¢)(TX, t¢do) is of the form [o"(D)] for some elliptic orientifold

operator D. This operator is clearly not unique. However, the index of any such operator
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will define the same class in the orientifold K-theory of a point. This will be discussed
further in the next section.
Proposition 4.13 generalises the observation that lead to the development of KR-theory.

The complexification of a real elliptic operator D : E — F defines a Real elliptic operator
D®id: (E®RC,id®k) — (F®C,id ® k).
By Proposition 4.13, the symbol of this operator forms a class
[0(D)] € K(z,,id)(TX, te) = KR(TX, 1).

Thus, if one wishes to retain information about the reality of the operator whilst considering
the symbol of its complexification, it is neccesary to deal with KR-theory. This is significant
when constructing topological indicies of the type used in the index theorem for families
of real elliptic operators [10]. It is important to note that although the index theorem for
families of real operators is stated in terms of KO-theory, the proof is given in terms of KR-
theory. Thus, the theorem can also be applied to Real operators [10, Remark p. 5]. Similarly,
the method is described in [63, II1.16] for computing the Clifford index of a real Clifford
linear operator, using the families index theorem for real operators, also applies to Real
Clifford linear operators. Using this method, it is possible to compute the Clifford index
of the orientifold Dirac operator when (T, €) = (Z;,id). When applied to the real Clifford
linear Dirac operator, this Clifford index provides the Atiyah-Milnor-Singer invariant of a
Spin-manifold. Thus, applying this method to the orientifold Dirac operator for the orien-
tifold group (Z;,id) yields an Atiyah-Milnor-Singer invariant for Real spaces X satisfying

w2 (x) = o.

4.3 Index Maps in Orientifold K-theory

Recall the following basic facts about bounded linear operators T : H; — H; between Hilbert

spaces. Each operator T has a kernel, image, and cokernel defined respectively by

ker(T):={h e H; | T(h) =0}, im(T):={T(hy) € Ho | hy € Hy}, coker(T) := H, \im(T).

If the kernel and cokernel of T are finite dimensional, then it is said to be a Fredholm operator.

Each Fredholm operator has a well-defined index,
ind(F) := dim(ker(F)) — dim(coker(F)).

By Atkinson’s theorem, this is equivalent to the criteria that F be invertible modulo com-

pact operators [63, p.192]. If F : H; — H; is a Fredholm operator which is equivariant with
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respect to orientifold actions on H; and H,, then its kernel and cokernel are finite dimen-
sional orientifold representations. The formal difference of these orientifold representations
defines a class in the orientifold K-theory of a point. This class is taken to be the orientifold

index.

Definition 4.14. The orientifold index of a Fredholm orientifold operator F : H — H is the
class

ind(F) := [ker(F)] — [coker(F)] € K(r¢)(pt).

Standard results from the theory of elliptic operators show that every elliptic pseudodif-
ferential operator extends to a bounded operator between Hilbert spaces, and has an inverse
modulo compact operators called a parametrix. There are many such extensions, however
the index does not depend on which extension is chosen [63, IIL.5,1I1.7]. Thus, an elliptic op-
erator has a well-defined index. Given an elliptic orientifold operator D : T'(E) — I'(F), the
orientifold actions on E and F can be extended to unitary/anti-unitary orientifold actions on
the associated Hilbert spaces. Any extension of D is equivariant with respect to the corre-
sponding unitary/anti-unitary orientifold actions. The orientifold index of D is defined as
the orientifold index of any extension.

The key property of the usual index map is stability under continuous deformation.
This result is proved for operators which are equivariant with respect to linear actions in
[63, II1.7, II.9]. The same arguments made there hold for orientifold operators and result in

the following theorem for the index of an elliptic orientifold operator.

Theorem 4.15. The orientifold index ind(D) € K¢ (pt) of an elliptic orientifold operator D de-
pends only on the orientifold K-theory class [c(D)] € K ¢)(TX, tedo) of its principal symbol.

Because the index map is well-defined at the level of the symbol class in K-theory, its
interaction with operations in K-theory can be examined. Given an elliptic operator D on X

and an orientifold bundle B on X, let Dy be an elliptic operator with principal symbol
o(Dy) = (D) @idg € T(((Fn) @ B) @ ((E,n°) ©B)” @ (T, tedo)" ).

Such an operator will be refered to as an operator with coefficients in B. By Theorem 4.15, the
index class ind(Dg) € K(r)(pt) depends only on [¢(Dg)], and not on the specific operator
Dg chosen. Using this construction, one can define a map from the orientifold K-theory of X

into the orientifold K-theory of a point.
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Definition 4.16. Let D : E — F be an elliptic orientifold operator over X. The index map

associated to D is the K(r ¢ (pt)-module homomorphism defined by

il’ldD : K(r,e)(X) — K(r,e)(Pt)

[B] — ind(Dg).

Two computations of the index map, related to the elements A and B, are particularly
important for the proofs of the Thom isomorphisms. The first of these is the evaluation of
the index map associated to the Dolbeault operator over (CP™, k) on the class A. This com-
putation is connected with the (1, 1)-Thom isomorphism because (CP™, k) is the projective

compacification of the model fibre (C", k¢) for an orientifold bundle.

Lemma 4.17. The index map associated to the Dolbeault operator
d + 9% ; QOeven) (CP™, ke) — Q(00dd) (CP™, ke)

applied to the compactification of the (1,1)-Bott class A is equal to the class of the trivial one-

dimensional orientifold representation,

indj, 5 (A) = [C, kel € Kz, id)x(Um) o) (PL)-

Proof. The orientifold action on the bundles QOeven)(Cpn )@ A and Q04 (CP™ k. )@ A
is an involutive action obtained from their Real structure. Thus, it is only neccesary to carry
out the calculation in the Real case, and this was done in [4, pp. 122-123, 126-127]. The proof
proceeds by using the Hodge decomposition for Kahler manifolds [20, Thm. 7.2, §L.7] to
relate ker((0 + 0*),) to cohomology with coefficients in A. These cohomology groups are

then computed using vanishing theorems due to Kodaira [47, Ch. 18]. O

Another important index computation is associated to the element g, and the reduced
orientifold Dirac operator on a sphere of dimension 8k. A canonical reduced orientifold
spinor bundle, and orientifold Dirac operator, always exist on the spheres of dimension 8k,

S8 are relevant to the 8-fold Thom isomorphism as S¥* can

due to Lemma 3.18. The spheres
be regarded as the one-point compactification of the model fibre R for a real equivariant
vector bundle of dimension 8k. As noted in Section 3.2, the restriction to dimension 8k is
necessary in order to construct the reduced spinor bundle, and is related to the representa-

tion theory of real Clifford algebras.

Lemma 4.18. The index map associated to the positive part

DTG - T(@)
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of the orientifold Dirac operator over S applied to the compactification of the 8-fold Bott class épt is

equal to the class of the trivial one-dimensional orientifold representation,

indg)‘*’ (ﬁ + ﬁoo) = (C/ Ke) € K(Zz,id)lxKeSpinC(n) (Pt)

Proof. Several reductions can be made. First note that ind 4+ (Boo) = 0 because B is trivial
and D" is self-adjoint. Next, the decomposition &(V) ~ 8 ® (A, k) provided by Proposi-
tion 3.38 implies that, in dimension 8k, ® = D( A.x.)- Because (A, Ke) is trivial this implies

that ind 4+ = ind,+. Furthermore, Corollary 3.39 and Lemma 3.37 imply
8@ ($7) ~ClI' (V)= AT (V)®C,
so that ind( IZ)E) can be identified with the index of
(d+d) " @id: ATTS™) @C - A (TS ®C,

where A* denotes grading by w. A section in the kernel or cokernel of (d + d*)* ®id is the

complexification of section in the kernel of
(d+d*) : A(TSE) — A(TSE)

that is invariant under w. The kernel of d + d* can be computed using the self-adjointness of
d 4 d* followed by the Hodge isomorphism theorem for Riemannian manifolds [20, p. 20]
[53, Thm 3.41],

R forp =0, 8k
ker(d + d*) = ker(d + d*)? ~ H3(S%) ~

0 otherwise,
where H3, (S8) is the de Rham cohomology of S3. Thus, ker(d + d*) is the span of two sec-
tions, P° € A°(TS3) and P& € A8 (TS8 ). The grading operator interchanges A8%(TS8) and
AC(TS8). Without loss of generality, assume that {8 = w°. The subspace of ker(d + d*)
that is invariant under w is then spanned by the single section 1} = %(11)0 + w?). Complex-

ifying this section and taking into account the anti-linear action on $* ® B proves that

ind®+ (ﬁ + ,Boo) = [C/ Ke] S K(Zz,id)x ke Spin¢(n) (Pt)
as required. N

In order to prove Bott periodicity, it will be neccesary to extend the preceeding discussion
of the index map to equivariant families of elliptic operators. In the orientifold setting, a

family of operators acts between orientifold bundles E and F over an orientifold Y. The
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orientifold Y is required to be a fibre bundle 7 : Y — X with an equivariant projection map.
This makes the bundles E and F into fibre bundles over X, where each fibre E, := E|rt' (x) is
a vector bundle over Y, := 7t~ (x). Similarly, a section @ of E or F decomposes into a family

of sections 1 := P|Yy € I'(Ey). A family of operators D is then an assignment of operators
Dy :T(Ey) = T'(EK)

to each x € X in a continuous manner. Such a family of operators acts on a family of sections
by (D)« = Dyxix. The orientifold actions on E and F induce actions on sections in the
usual manner, (y¢)(y) := yt/;(y_]y) fory € Y. Equivariance of the family of operators D is
then interpreted to mean that D(yy) = y(D).

Taking further advantage of the stability properties of the index, it is possible to define
an index

ind(D) € K(F,e) (X)

associated to an equivariant family D of elliptic operators parameterised by an orientifold X.
Naively, one can understand the index of a family D by noting that, for each x € X, the kernel
ker(Dy) defines a vector space over the point x € X. The idea is then that, because the family
of operators varies continuously, the vector spaces ker(Dy) might combine to form a vector
bundle over X. If the same were true for coker(Dy), then the resulting pair of vector bundles
would define a class in K(X). Equivariance of D would imply that these vector bundles are
orientifold bundles, and so define a class ind(D) € K )(X). This idea cannot be applied
directly because, even when varying x continuously, the dimension of the vector spaces
ker(Dy) and coker(Dy) can change. However, the K-theory class [ker(Dy)] — [coker(Dy)] of
the index is more stable than the kernel or cokernel alone. Thus, a procedure exists for
modifying the family of operators D to give another equivariant family of operators D such
that the dimensions of ker(Dy) and coker(Dy) are constant in x. There are some choices
involved in the construction of D, however it can be shown that the index is independent
of these. Thus, a well-defined index ind(D) can be associated to any equivariant family
D parameterised by a compact orientifold. In the non-equivariant setting, the following

lemma holds [63, Lemma II1.8.4, pp. 206-207].

Lemma 4.19. Let D be a continuous family of elliptic operators parameterised by a compact Haus-
dorff space X. There exists a finite set of sections {¢@; € I'(F) | 1 <1 < N} such that the map
D.:T(E) ®CN = T(FK)
(b, z1,- -+ ,z2n) = Dy () + le(Pj\x
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is surjective for all x € X. The vector spaces ker(Dy) have constant dimension and combine to form

the fibres of a vector bundle ker(D) over X. The class
[ker(D)] - [C™] € K(X)
depends only on the original operator D.

An equivariant version of this result is proved in [76]. The corresponding result for ori-
entifold operators asserts the existence of finite set of sections {¢; € I'(F) | 1 <1i < N}which

are equivariant with respect to the orientifold action on F, and that make the operators

D, :T(Ey) ® (CN, ke) — T(E)

(IIJ,Z1,- o /ZN) = Dx(ﬂ’) +ZZ’J(p]|X

surjective. The family D is then equivariant and its index [ker(D)] — [(CN, k)] € Kre)(X) is
well-defined. As in the non-equivariant case, it can be shown that this class is independent

of the sections ¢; chosen.

Definition 4.20. Let E and F be orientifold bundles over a family of orientifolds Y — X,
where X is a compact. The index of an equivariant family of elliptic operators D : E — F is
defined by

ind(D) := [kerD] — [(CN, k¢ )] € Kire)(X).

Using this index, an index map can be defined by analogy with Definition 4.16. A family
of elliptic operators D defines a family of principal symbols (D). If B — Y is an orientifold
bundle, then the restrictions By := B|Yy form a family of vector bundles parameterised by
X. The corresponding symbols and bundles can be twisted together to form a new family of
symbols o (Dy) ® idp,. These symbols define a new family Dp of elliptic operators param-
eterised by X. If D is equivariant, then Dp is also equivariant. This leads to the following

definition, which generalises Definition 4.16.

Definition 4.21. The index map associated to an equivariant family D of elliptic operators

between orientifold bundles parameterised by X is defined by

indD : K(F,e)(y) — K(r,e)(X)

B +— ind(Dp).
It can be shown that indp is a K(r ¢)(X)-module homomorphism so that

indp(yx) = indp(y)x,
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forall D, x € Kire)(Y)y € Kre)(X).

Index maps associated to families of operators will be used to construct inverses to the
Bott periodicity maps. In order to do this, it will be neccesary to construct equivariant fami-
lies of operators parameterised by a given orientifold X. This can be done by taking a prod-
uct family of operators as follows. Suppose that D : T'(E) — T'(F) is an elliptic orientifold
operator over an orientifold M. Let Y := X x M be the product orientifold, and denote the
component projections by 7x : X x M — X and 7y : X x M — M. The map 7tx makes Y into
a family of orientifolds. The orientifold bundles E and F can be pulled back to orientifold
bundles E = my,E and F = 7}, F over Y. A family of operators Dy : I'(Ex) — I'(F) can then
be defined by identifying E, with E, F, with F, and setting Dy := D for all x. Such a family
is always equivariant, regardless of the action on X.

By constructing a product family of operators and taking its index map, it is possible to
associate an index map

indy : Kire) (X x M) — K ¢)(X)

to any orientifold operator D over M, and any compact orientifold X. These maps are func-

torial in X, in the sense that if f : Y — X is a map of orientifolds then
* oind} = indY off x id)*.

Applying this construction to the operators d + 3* and D" on complex projective space

and the sphere of dimension 8k produces maps

ind ™" Kz, id) Ui ce) (X X CP™) = Kz, id) ) o) (X) (4.2)
. +
ind¥ K (7, id)x (spinc(n) e ) (X X S¥) = K(z, id) (Spinc (), xe) (X)- (4.3)

The orientifold groups for these index maps are fixed. However, further flexibility can be
introduced by noting that a homomorphism ¢ : (I', €’) — (T, €) of orientifold groups makes
an orientifold (M, 1) for (T, €) into an orientifold (M, T o @) for (I'’, '), and that if D is an
(T, €)-equivariant orientifold operator over M, then it is also (I'/, ¢’)-equivariant orientifold
operator over (M, T o @). Thus, given a single (', €)-equivariant orientifold operator D over

(M, 1), it is possible to construct index maps
md)l? . K(r//e/)(x X (M,TO (p)) — K(r/,el)(X),

for all homomorphisms ¢ : (I, e’) — (T, €) and compact orientifolds X acted on by (I, €’).

Applying this construction to d + 3* and " produces maps

indy™" K, o)) (X X CP™) = Ky e;)(X) (4.4)
. +
ind? " < K(pye,) (X X S%) = Kiry e (X), (4.5)
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for any action of (I3, €7) on CP™ that acts through a homomorphism to (Z;,id) x . U(n),
and any action of (I3, €;) on S8 that acts through a homomorphism to (Z;,id) x_ Spin®(n).

The index maps (4.4) and (4.5) will be used to construct inverses to the Bott and Thom
maps. The next proposition collects together the results and observations from this section

that will be required for the proof of equivariant Bott periodicity.

Proposition 4.22. The homomorphisms
indy : Kpe) (X x M) — Kre) (X)

satisfy
f*o indx = il’ldy O(f X ld)* indx(yx) = indx(y)x,

for all elliptic orientifold operators D on compact orientifolds M, compact orientifolds X, continuous
maps f : Y — X, and orientifold K-theory classes y € K ¢)(X x M) and x € K ¢)(X). Further-
more, the maps (4.4) and (4.5) satisfy

ind2 " (A) = [C, kel € Ky e, (),

ind? (B + Boo) = [C, k] € Ky e (pt),

where [C, €] is the class of the trivial one-dimensional orientifold bundle.

4.4 Functoriality and Index Pairings in Orientifold K-theory

In this section, it will be shown that the various properties collected in Proposition 4.22 are
enough to prove that the index maps (4.4) and (4.5) provide two-sided inverses to the Bott
periodicity maps. The method used closely follows [4]. To deal with the two separate cases
at once, it is helpful to abstract the discussion. To this end, define the following objects

which will be used throughout this section:

1. A representation V of (T, €). This may be either an orientifold representation or a real

representation.
2. A distinguished class byt € Kr¢)(pt x V).
3. For each compact orientifold X, a class defined by
by = (f xid)*(bpt) € K1) (X x V),

where f: X — pt.
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4. Multiplication maps

Bx : Kir,e)(X) = Kr,e) (X X V)

X = bxx,
associated to the classes by.

5. Homomorphisms

Ax : Kr,e) (XX V) = Kre)(X)
which satisfy
f*o Ax = Ay o] (f X ld)>k Ax(yx) = Ax(y)x Apt(bpt) = [C, Ke] S K(F,e)(pt)/
for all continuous maps f: Y — X,y € Kir¢)(X x V) and x € K ¢)(X).

A short series of results will be used to shown that the maps Bx and Ax are two-sided

inverses to one another. First, the maps Ax are extended.

Lemma 4.23 (cf. [4, Lemma 1.2]). Let W be an orientifold representation or a real representation

of (', €). The homomorphisms Ax extend to homomorphisms

AXXW : K(r,e)(X x W x V) — K(rle)(x X W)

satisfying

1. for all continuous maps f: Y — X

f* OAXXW = AYXW o (f X ld)*

2. forally € K o) (X X W x V), x € Kir o) (X X Z),
Axxwxz(yx) = Axxw(y)x € K(X x W x Z),

where Z is either an orientifold representation or a real representation of (T, €).

Proof. Suppose that X is locally compact. For non-compact X, Kr¢)(X) := ker(i*) where
i: pt — X is the inclusion of the point at infinity. The maps A can then be extended to
include maps Ax : Kir¢)(X X V) — K1 ¢)(X) by observing that the square on the right side
of the following diagram commutes due to the functoriality property of A.

(ixid)*
0—— K(F,e)(X X V) — K(rle)(XjL X V) —_— K(F,e)(v) —0

I
AX | AX+J Aptl
4 "
0 —— K e)(X) ———— K1) (XT) ——= K¢y (pt) —— 0
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Replacing X by X x W in the above diagram defines the extension
AXXW : K(rre)(x XV X W) — K(r,e)(x X W)

of Ax. This extension of A inherits the functoriality property. It remains to check that the
extension of A satisfies the stated module homomorphism property.
Let Xand Y be compact, and 7tx : X x Y — X7ty : X X Y — Y be the coordinate projections.

Consider the following diagram of orientifold K-theory groups1

(mrx xid)* @y,
—_—

KXXYXV)@KXXY)FKIXXYxV)x (XxY))BKXXYXV)

AXXYJ(
A

KX X Y) QKX xY) —Z L KX xY) x (XxY)) KX xY).

K(X x V) @ K(Y)

Ax@idJ{ AXXY(XJidl
Ty @7y,

K(X) @ K(Y)

The square on the left commutes by the functoriality property of A. The module homomor-
phism property implies that the square on the right commutes. Simplifying the composition

of horizontal maps in the above diagram results in the commutative diagram

Kire) (X X V) @ K(r.e) (V) =2 Koy (X X Y X V)

Ax ®idl Ax xYl

Kr,e)(X) @ K(re)(Y) 2 Kre) (X X Y).

This diagram induces a corresponding diagram for locally compact X and Y. Then, replacing

X with X x W and Y with X x Z produces a diagram

Kire) (X % V X W) ® Kirey (X X Z) =25 Kp oy (X x X X V x W x Z) =25 Ko (X x V X W x Z)

AXXWXZJ
A

AXXW®idl AXXXxszl
Kire) (X X W) @ K o) (X X Z) — 2 Kre) (X X X X W x Z) — = Ko (X X W x Z),

where A is restriction to the diagonal in X. The commutivity of this diagram proves the

required module homomorphism property. O

The next lemma will help to show that if A is a one-sided inverse to B, then it is a

two-sided inverse.
Lemma 4.24 (cf. [4, Remark p. 116]). If x,y € K¢ (X x V) then
xy =yX ={x € Kp ) (X X V X V),
where w — i is the automorphism of K1 ¢) (X x V) induced by (x,v) — (x,—V).

Proof. Define the maps

lin this diagram K denotes K(r e)- The subscript (T, €) has been suppressed to save space.
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B: XXVXVa3XXVXV F:XXVXV 3 XXVXV
(XIVIW) = (Xlwlv)l (XIVIW) = (lel _W)
The map 0 satisfies 0% (xy) = yx € K ¢)(X x V x V). Thus,
gx = 0% 0 9" (xy) xy =id(xy) yx =9 00" (xy).
The family of maps

T : XXVXVoXXxVXV
(x,u,v) — (x,ucost—vsint,vcost+usint).
is an equivariant homotopy between the maps
=9 00"

T_n=0"0d" 1o = id T

- jud
2 2

Note that this homotopy is still equivariant when V is an orientifold representation because
the coefficients cost and sint are real. The existence of a homotopy implies that the above

maps induce the same map on K-theory, proving the lemma. O

Lemmas 4.23 and 4.24 can be now be used to show that A and B are two-sided inverses

to one another.

Theorem 4.25 (c.f. [4, Prop. 1.5]). The maps
Bx : Kre)(X) = Kire) (X X V) Ax : Kire) (X X V) = Kipe)(X)
are tw-sided inverses to one another for all X.
Proof. First, note that
Ax(bx) = Axo (f xid)"(bpt) = f* 0 Apt(bpt) = f* 0 [C, K]
where f : X — pt. Then, as Ay is a K(X)-module homomorphism,
Ax o Bx(x) = Ax(bxx) = Ax(bx)x = [C, ke]x =,
for x € K(X). Therefore, by Lemmas 4.23 and 4.24,
Bx o Ax(y) = Ax(y)bx = Axxv(ybx) = Axxv(bx§) = Ax(bx)f = [C, ke]§ =17,

fory € K(X x V). Asy — 7§ is an automorphism, Bx and Ax are isomorphisms that are

inverse to one another. O
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4.5 Bott Periodicity and Thom isomorphisms

The development in Sections 4.3 and 4.4 followed the methods of [4] very closely. In [4] the
elliptic operators method was applied in the Real equivariant setting. However, the small
change in perspective, from the Real equivariant setting to the orientifold setting, means
that the next theorem can accomodate the case in which '™ does not contain an involution,
cf. [4, Theorems 5.1, 6.2]. The various Bott periodicity and Thom isomorphism theorems

will be proved as consequences of this theorem.

Theorem 4.26 (Equivariant Bott Periodicity for Orientifolds.). The maps

Kr,e)(X) = Kre) (X X W) Kire)(X) = Kre) (X X Z)

X A}’(Vx X ,Bix,

are isomorphisms, for any orientifold representation W, and real representation Z of dimension 8k

that acts through a homomorphism to Z; X  Spin©(8k).

Proof. To prove the first result, Theorem 4.25 is applied with V.= W, and b = A. The map A

is taken to be
ind2 oi s Ko (X X W) = Kip o) (X X P(W @ (C, k) = Kre)(X),

where 1i is the map induced by the fibrewise projective compactification of the trivial orien-
tifold bundle X x (W & (C, k¢)) — X. Because (T, €) acts on W by unitary and anti-unitary
operators, 0 + 0* is equivariant with respect to the induced (T, €)-action on P(W & (C, k¢)).

.
;3(+a ol

Thus, the index maps ind?fa* can be constructed. By Proposition 4.22, the map ind
has all of the properties required of A. Thus, by Theorem 4.25 it is a two-sided inverse to
the map x — Ax, proving that it is an isomorphism.

Similarly, to prove the second result, Theorem 4.25 is applied with V = Z, and b = B.

The map A is taken to be
. + .
indf of : Kire) (X x V) = Kir) (X x S(VOR)) = Kire(X),

where j is the map induced by the fibrewise one-point compactification of the trivial real
equivariant bundle X x V. — X. If (T, €)-acts on V via Z; X Spin®, then the operator D
on S(V @ R) is equivariant, and so the index map can be constructed. When dimV = §,
Proposition 4.22, shows that the map indf+ oi has all of the properties required of A. Thus,
by Theorem 4.25 it is a two-sided inverse to the map x — Px, proving that it is an isomor-

phism. O
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The (1,1) and 8-fold periodicity theorems can now be proved as special cases of equiv-

ariant periodicity, by applying Theorem 4.26 to the appropriate representations.

Theorem 4.27 ((1, 1)- and 8-fold Bott Periodicity for Orientifolds). The maps

Kir,e)(X) = K[ (X) Kir,e) (X) = Ko (X)
X = A&Cn’Ke)x X = E;R&’ide)x,
are isomorphisms.
Proof. Apply Theorem 4.26 with W = (C", k) and Z = (R, id.). O

Bott periodicity shows that all of the information in orientifold K-theory is captured by

eight orientifold K-theory groups.
Corollary 4.28. If p — q = n mod 8, then Kf’r’l) (X) ~ K?I:?e) (X).

Combining Theorem 4.26 with the semi-equivariant associated bundle construction pro-

duces a (1, 1)-Thom isomorphism.
Theorem 4.29 (The (1, 1)-Thom Isomorphism). If w: E — X is an orientifold bundle, then
Be : Kir,e)(X) — Kire)(E)
X = AX,
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Apply Theorem 4.26 with the Bott element A(F?E’)Ke ),

Kr,e)(X) 2= K e)x (Um) o) (Fr(E))
~ Kre)x (Umn),xe) (FI(E) X (C™, ke)) > Kir,e) (Fr(E) X (um) ) (€ Ke)) =~ Kire) (E).

O

The final theorem of this chapter is the 8-fold Thom isomorphism in orientifold K-theory
for a real equivariant vector bundle V. Once again, the idea is to combine a semi-equivariant
associated bundle construction with Theorem 4.26. Given any orientifold group (T, €), the
homomorphism

(T, €) X, Spin®(8k) — Z; x Spin°®(8k)

(v, @) = (e(v), @),
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defines the correct representation on the model fibre (R, id.). This means that the total
space of the principal bundle carries an action of (T, €) x_ Spin®(8k), making it a I'-semi-
equivariant principal (Spin®(8k), k¢)-bundle. Thus, in order to prove the 8-fold Thom iso-
morphism V must have a (Spin€, k¢)-structure. In this way, Theorem 4.26, which adapts
Atiyah’s 8-fold Real equivariant periodicity theorem [4, p. 130] to the orientifold setting, is
complemented by the work done earlier on semi-equivariance and (Spin€, k. )-structures. It

is now possible to prove the 8-fold Thom isomorphism.

Theorem 4.30 (The 8-fold Thom Isomorphism). If V. — Xis an 8-dimensional real equivariant

vector bundle over an orientifold X and Wgr,e) (V) =0, then the map

Bg : K1) (X) = K ) (V)

X = Bx
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Corollary 3.11 implies that V has a (Spin€, k. )-structure P — Fr(V). The isomorphism

is then proved by applying Theorem 4.26 with the equivariant Bott element EgRSk'idE),

Kir,e) (X) 2= K(r e} (Spine (8K, ke ) (P)

~ K, e)x (spint(3k),xe) (P X (R¥,ide)) 2 K ) (P X (spinc(si, o) (R, ide)) 2 Kipe) (V).

O]
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Chapter 5

Analytic K-homology for Orientifolds

Before defining the KK-theory of orientifolds, it is helpful to start with a short discussion
of KK-theory in the non-equivariant setting. In the previous chapter, the proof of the Thom
isomorphism was based around the observation that elliptic operators are closely related to
K-theory via their principal symbols and index maps. On the one hand, elliptic operators
are dual to K-theory classes in the sense that an elliptic operator D on X defines an index

map from K(X) to the integers
indp : K°(X) — K°(pt) ~ Z.

This point of view leads to the construction of an analytic K-homology theory, dual to K-
theory, in which classes are represented by elliptic operators. On the other hand, it is possi-

ble to represent a K-theory class as the index
ind(D) € K°(X)

of a family D of elliptic operators parameterised by X. This is a manifestation of the Atiyah-
Janich theorem, which states that the space of Fredholm operators is a classifying space for
K-theory [3, §A] [50]. These characterisations of K-homology and K-theory can be gener-
alised, from functors on the category of topological spaces to functors from the category of
C*-algebras, by using an abstracted notion of elliptic operator. Abstract elliptic operators
were first introduced by Atiyah [5], and were used to define the analytic K-homology of
C*-algebras! by Kasparov [56, 57]. Kasparov then combined the C*-algebraic definitions of
K-theory and K-homology into groups KK(A, B) that depend on a pair of C*-algebras A,B
[57, 58, 59] [60, p. 101]. Classes in KK(A,B) are represented by Kasparov modules, which

lthe K-homology groups of a C*-algebra can also be defined via extensions of C*-algebras. This viewpoint is

due to Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore [25, 23, 24].
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can be regarded as abstract families of elliptic operators. The analytic K-homology and the
topological K-theory of a compact topological space X can be recovered from the KK-functor

as
KK(C(X),Cl) = K;(X) KK(Cl;, C(X)) ~ K/(X),

where K;(X) is the analytic K-homology of X, and the isomorphism KK(Cl;, C(X)) — Ki(X)
is a families index map related to the Atiyah-Janich theorem for the space of Clifford linear
Fredholm operators [9] [63, p. 222]. An important feature of KK-theory is the presence of a
product structure

KK(A, B)&KK(B,C) — KK(A, C),

known as the Kasparov product. This operation is closely related to the tensor product of
families of principal symbols that was used in Section 4.3 to define the index map associated
to a family of operators. The proof of the Thom isomorphism and other important theorems
from classical index theory can be formulated in terms of this product, and generalised to
new contexts.

In this chapter, the aim is to set down the definition of an orientifold KK-theory KK ¢)(A, B)
which can accomodate the anti-linear symmetries possessed by the orientifold Dirac oper-
ator. Even in the early papers on KK-theory, the equivariant Real case was treated. Given
this generalisation, the appropriate definition of KK(r ) is relatively clear. For the present
purposes, it will not be neccesary to define a Kasparov product for KK(r ). Aside from Kas-
parov’s original papers, mentioned above, further references on KK-theory include [21, 52,

74]

5.1 The K-theory of Orientifold C*-algebras

In Section 4.1, the K-theory of an orientifold was defined in terms of orientifold bundles. In
the C*-algebraic setting, orientifolds and orientifold bundles are generalised by orientifold
C*-algebras and finitely generated projective orientifold modules, respectively. The K-theory of
orientifold C*-algebras can be defined using isomorphism classes of finitely generated pro-
jective orientifold modules, in place of isomorphism classes of orientifold bundles. This
section begins by defining these generalisations. Afterward, the connection to orientifolds,
orientifold bundles, and orientifold K-theory will be described. A general reference for C*-

algebras is [32].

Definition 5.1. A graded (T, €)-orientifold C*-algebra (A, || - ||, *, &, %) is a complex Banach
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x-algebra which satisfies the C*-identity
la*all = [|all?, (5.1)
and is equipped with

1. an orientifold action? « such that, forally € Tand a € A,
v(ab) = (va)(yb) v(a") = (va)*,
2. an algebra automorphism x of A such that, forally € 'and a € A,
X' =id x(a*) = x(a)* x(ya) = yx(a). (5.2)

Together with the properties of the norm, the C*-identity (5.1) implies that |[a*|| = ||a]|.
The +1-eigenspaces of the grading automorphism x provide a decomposition A = A ® A'.
An element a € Al is called homogeneous, and its degree is defined as deg(a) := i. Any
ungraded orientifold C*-algebra (A, «) can be made into a graded orientifold C*-algebra

(AD A, x® o, id @ —id), where (id & —id) is the grading automorphism.

Definition 5.2. A homomorphism ¢ : (A1, 0t1,%x1) — (A2, 02,%2) of graded (T, €)-orientifold

C*-algebras is an algebra homomorphism satisfying

e(a*) = ¢@(a)* @oxX] =X20@ e(ya) =ve(a).

The C*-identity (5.1) implies that any homomorphism ¢ : A; — A, between C*-algebras

satisfies || @(a)|| < | a|, making it continuous.

Graded algebras carry a graded commutator, which will be needed later to define Kas-

parov modules.

Definition 5.3. The graded commutator [-, -] on a graded C*-algebra A is defined on homoge-

neous elements ay € A by
[a1, az) := aray — ()48 48200,
Several of the objects examined in previous chapters give rise to orientifold C*-algebras.

Example 5.4. Each compact orientifold (X, o), has an associated orientifold C*-algebra de-

fined by (C(X), ke © (0=1)*), where

=" ||If]| :== supIf(x)I.
xeX

23 linear/anti-linear action, in the sense of Definition 2.8
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Example 5.5. Each Clifford algebra Cl,, is a C*-algebra when equipped with the norm and

inner product
x* =X, |Ix]| == tr(x*x),

where tr(x) is the scalar part of x and x — x' is the canonical anti-involution on Cl,, see [70,
pp- 12-13]. The involutive orientifold action k. makes Cl,, into an orientifold C*-algebra.
The grading automorphisms « and w, defined in Section 3.3, produce graded orientifold

C*-algebras (Cly, || - ||, *, ke, &) and (Clgy, || - ||, *, ke, w).

Example 5.6. An orientifold group (T, €) defines an orientifold C*-algebra (CTY, || - ||, %, p),

where CI'" is the group algebra of I'" := ker(e), || - || is the operator norm associated to the

regular representation of CI'" on (), f*(y) =f(y '), and

(pcf)(y) = CF(CyQ),

for all ¢ € T'. The action p is related to relative conjugation, see Definition 2.16. This algebra

will be used in Chapter 7.

The K-theory of a C*-algebra A is defined in terms of finitely generated projective (f.g.p.)
modules over A. When A is an orientifold C*-algebra, the appropriate generalisation of
an orientifold bundle is an f.g.p. module equipped with a compatible orientifold action.
The definition of an f.g.p. orientifold module is based on the definition of an equivariant

f.g.p. module [68, § 2] [21, § 11.2].

Definition 5.7. An f.g.p. orientifold module (E,A) over an orientifold C*-algebra (A, ) is an

A-module which can be expressed as a direct summand
E®F=AN
in some free A-module AN, equipped with an action A : ' — £*(E) such that

My) € LY(E) v(xa) = (vx)(va),

for x € Eand a € A. Here £*(E) denotes the space of bounded linear/anti-linear Banach
space operators. The topology on E is induced from its embedding as a subspace of AN.

This topology is independent of the particular embedding chosen.

Definition 5.8. A homomorphism ¢ : E — F of f.g.p. orientifold modules over (A, «) is an

A-linear map satisfying @(ve) = y¢(e).
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The set of f.g.p. orientifold modules over (A, o) will be denoted Modg;) (A, «). The main

example of an f.g.p. orientifold module is provided by the space of sections of an orientifold

bundle.

Example 5.9. If E — X is an orientifold bundle, then I'(E) with its standard action is an
f.g.p. orientifold module over (C(X), ke o (0=1)*). To see this, note that multiplication by
functions f € C(X) makes the space of sections I'(E) of an orientifold bundle E — X into a
module over C(X). The existence of a perpendicular bundle, see Proposition 2.40, ensures
that I'(E) is finitely generated and projective. The standard action (ys)(x) := ys(y~'x) on
I'(E) and the action k. o (7 ")* on C(X) together satisfy

(Y(st)) () = v(sH) (v %) = v(s(y (v %)) = vsly x)vfly %) = ((ys)(yf) (x).
Some basic operations on f.g.p. orientifold modules can be defined as follows.

Definition 5.10. Let (E;, A;) € Modgio€ )(A, ), V be a orientifold representation, and ¢ :

(A, «) — (B, B) be a homomorphism of orientifold C*-algebras. Define,

1. the direct sum of (Ej, A1) and (E, A2) by

(E1, A1) @ (E2, A2) := (E1 @ Ex, A1 D A2).

2. the tensor product of V and E to be the f.g.p. orientifold module

VQEe€ Modg;) (A, «)

with the left I'-action and right A-action
Yv®e) = (yv)® (ve) (v@e)a:=v® (ea).

3. the pushforward of E by ¢ to be the f.g.p. B-module

@.(E):=E®,B:=E®B/~ € Modgg)(B, )

where (ea) ® b ~ e ® (@(a)b), with the left '-action and right B-action defined by

v(e®@b) := (ye) ® (yb) (e®@b)b’ :=e® (bb).

Direct sum makes Modé;)E ) (A, &) into a semi-group. The K-theory of (A, ) is obtained

by taking the group completion of this semi-group.

Definition 5.11. The K-theory of an orientifold C*-algebra K("e)(A, x) is defined as the

group completion of the semi-group (Modg; (A, ), ®) of isomorphism classes of finitely

generated projective orientifold modules over (A, ).
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The operations of Definition 5.10 induce maps on orientifold K-theory, these make K("¢) (A, «)
into a functor from the category of C*-algebras to the category of Ky ¢ (pt)-modules.

The theory of f.g.p. modules over C*-algebras can be viewed as a generalisation of the
theory of vector bundles over topological spaces. This interpretation is justified by the
Gelfand-Naimark and Serre-Swan theorems, see [42, p. 7, p. 59]. Using these theorems, it is
a straightforward matter to reconstruct orientifolds and orientifold bundles from orientifold
C*-algebras and f.g.p. orientifold modules. This correspondence justifies the interpretation
of orientifold C*-algebras and f.g.p. orientifold modules as generalised orientifolds and ori-
entifold bundles. Note that the discussion here is simplified considerably by the restriction
to finite orientifold groups, though more general cases could be treated as in the equivariant

setting, see [68, § 2]. First, consider the Gelfand-Naimark theorem.

Theorem 5.12 (Gelfand-Naimark). Let A be a commutative C*-algebra, and M C A* be its space
of characters®. If M is equipped with the restriction of the weak-* topology on A*, then M is a locally
compact topological space and the map

A — Co(M)

a— (ﬁ:m+—>m(a))
is an isometric x-isomorphism.

Given an arbitrary commutative orientifold C*-algebra (A, «), its space M of characters
forms a locally compact Hausdorff space and can be equipped with the I'-action
Oy (M) 1= Ke(y) 0 MO Oyt

This, in turn, defines a corresponding orientifold action ke o (07')* on the space of contin-
uous functions Co(M). The Gelfand-Naimark isomorphism is compatible with these orien-

tifold actions,

= Kely) © Ke(y-1) 0 M0 aty(a)
=mo xy(a)
= (ay(a))(m),
fory € T,a € A,m € M. Similarly, the Serre-Swan theorem expresses a correspondence

between vector bundles and f.g.p. modules, which can be extended to a correspondence

between orientifold bundles and f.g.p. orientifold modules.

3 A character of A is a homomorphism from A to C.
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Theorem 5.13 (Serre-Swan). Let X be a compact topological space. The section functor
I": Vect(X) — Modgg, (C(X))

from the the category of vector bundles over X to the category of finitely generated projective modules

over C(X) is an equivalence of categories.

Given an f.g.p. orientifold module (M, ) over (C(X), ke o (671)*), the Serre-Swan the-
orem implies that M = T'(E) for some complex vector bundle E. The fibres of E can be

identified with equivalence classes of sections using the maps
oyt Ex = T'(E)/LT(E)

e [s]

where s € T'(E) is any section such that s(x) = e, and Iy = {f € C(X) | f(x) = 0}. Compatibil-

ity with the module action implies that the map

Ay : T(E)/IT(E) = T(E) /LT (E)

[s] — [Ay(s)]
is well-defined. Thus, the action defined by
oc;i OAy 00yt Ex — Eyy,

makes E into an orientifold bundle.

5.2 Orientifold Hilbert modules and Hilbert Module Operators

In Section 4.3, the index of a family of elliptic operators parameterised by a compact topo-
logical space X was defined. Part of the definition involved extending each operator in the
family to a Fredholm operator between Hilbert spaces. Taken together these Hilbert spaces
form a continuous field of Hilbert spaces H parameterised by X. Such a field of Hilbert
spaces can be considered as a right module over the commutative C*-algebra C(X), with a

multiplication defined on a family of sections ¢ by

(¢f)x = f(X)lI)X,

for ¢ € Hy. The inner products (-, -)x of the Hilbert spaces Hy combine to form a C(X)-

valued inner product, defined on families of sections by

<1I7/ lpl> (x) = <¢X/ IIJQX
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A family of Hilbert spaces such as this, equipped with its C(X)-valued inner product, is one
of the prototypical examples of a Hilbert module. The notion of a Hilbert module formalises
the definition of a family of Hilbert spaces, and extends it to the non-commutative setting
by allowing the algebra C(X) to be replaced by a more general C*-algebra B. By equipping
Hilbert modules with group actions, the definition of an equivariant family of operators can
also be formalised and generalised. In the orientifold setting, C*-algebras B are replaced
with orientifold C*-algebras (B, 3), and Hilbert (B, 3)-modules are equipped orientifold ac-

tions satisfying appropriate compatibility conditions.

Definition 5.14. Let B be a C*-algebra. A pre-Hilbert B-module is a complex vector space E

equipped with a right-action of B, and a continuous B-valued inner product

(,):EXE—B,

such that
(x,Ay) = A{x,y) (xy1+y2) = (xy1) + (x,y2) {(x,yb) = (x,y)b
(xy) = (y,x)" (x,x) =0 &= x=0 (x,x) >0,

where the condition (x,x) > 0 denotes positivity in the sense of C*-algebras, meaning that
x = yy* for some element y € B. The additive structures on E, as a complex vector space
and as a B-module, are assumed to coincide. A pre-Hilbert module E carries both a B-valued
norm and a scalar-valued norm, defined respectively by

| 1
x| := (x,x)2 x| =[] (%, %) [ 3 -

If, in addition to the conditions above, E is complete with respect to its scalar-valued norm,

then it is refered to as a Hilbert B-module.

Definition 5.15. A homomorphism ¢ : E1 — E; of Hilbert B-modules, is a B-linear map such

that <(P(X), (P(U)>2 = <X/y>1/f0r all X,y € E;.

An orientifold Hilbert module is a Hilbert module, over an orientifold C*-algebra (B, 3),
that is equipped with an orientifold action A. The action A is required to be compatible with

the B-valued inner product and the orientifold action 3 on B.

Definition 5.16. A graded orientifold Hilbert module (E,A,xg) over a graded orientifold C*-
algebra (B, 3, xg) is an orientifold Hilbert module E equipped with

1. an orientifold action A : T — £*(E) such that

v(xb) = (yx)(yb) (vx1,vx2) =v(x1,%2),
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2. a grading operator x such that
Xe(xb) =xe(¥)xs(b)  (xe(x),xe(y)) =xs((xy))  vxe(x) =xelyx),

The +1-eigenspaces of X¢ provide a decomposition E = E° & E'. An element x € E!is called

homogeneous, and its degree is defined as deg(x) = i.

Definition 5.17. A homomorphism ¢ : (E1,A1,X1) — (E2,A2,X2) of graded orientifold Hilbert-
B-modules, is a homomorphism of Hilbert-B modules such that, forally € T', x € E;,
eyx) =ve(x) PoxX1=X209.

Example 5.18. Let (X, o) be an orientifold of dimension 8k with Wér’e)(X, o) = 0. Then
the L%-sections of the orientifold spinor bundle form a graded orientifold Hilbert module

(L2(X, &), (-, -Ye1, A\, w) over the graded orientifold C*-algebra (Clgy, ke, w) where
g 8
1. the right Clgy-action on L%(X, @) is induced from the right action of Clgy, on &,

2. the Clgy-valued inner product on L2(X, @) is defined by
(W1, ¥2)¢r = JX tr(P13)dx.

3. the orientifold action A is induced by the orientifold action on @&,

4. the grading operator on L2(X, &), which will again be denoted w, is induced from the

grading operator w on &.

One can easily check that the various compatibility conditions between the above actions
and maps are satisfied. If (E, T) is an orientifold bundle, then a graded orientifold Hilbert

module (L2(X, & ® E), (-, )c1 (-, -)e, A ® AT, w ® id) can be defined similarly.
In the next section, it will be neccesary to consider the pushout of a Hilbert module.

Definition 5.19. Let (E, A, x) be a graded orientifold Hilbert module, ¢ : B — C be a surjec-
tive homomorphism of graded orientifold C*-algebras, I, := {x € E: ¢(< x,x >) =0} and
q: E — E/I, be the quotient map. The pushout E, of E is the completion of the orientifold
Hilbert C-module

E('p =LE/1y,

where E, is equipped with the C-module structure and C-valued inner product defined

respectively by

q(x)e(b) := q(xb) (a(x), q(y)) == @ ({x,y)).
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To illustrate the basic idea behind Hilbert module operators, consider a continuous fam-
ily F of Hilbert space operators parameterised by a compact topological space X. Given any

function f € C(X) such a family satisfies

(P(lpf))x = Fx(f(x)lpx) = f(X)(FxlI)x) = ((P¢)f)x,

making F C(X)-linear. Thus, a family of operators can be considered as a C(X)-linear op-
erator between Hilbert C(X)-modules. Generalising this construction, a Hilbert B-module
operator is a B-linear operator between Hilbert B-modules. The theory of Hilbert module
operators is based on the theory of Hilbert space operators. However, the generalisation
to families of operators and then further, to B-linear operators, introduces extra subtleties.
The first step in developing the theory of Hilbert module operators is to address the issue of
adjointable operators. On a Hilbert space every bounded operator has an adjont operator.

However, this is not the case for Hilbert module operators.

Definition 5.20. Let E; and E; be Hilbert B-modules. The space of adjointable operators
Lg(E1, Ez) is the set of maps T : E; — E; for which there exists a map T* : E; — E; such that

(Tx,y)2 = (x, Ty

One can show that every adjointable operator is a bounded B-module map, that the
adjoint T* of an adjointable operator is unique, and that T** = T. The adjoint map and

operator norm make Lg(E) into a C*-algebra [81, pp. 240-241].

Proposition 5.21. If (E, A, xg) is a graded orientifold Hilbert module over a graded orientifold C*-
algebra (B, 3,xs). Then Lg(E, A, Xt) is a graded orientifold C*-algebra with

1. norm given by the operator norm || - ||,

2. x-structure given by the adjoint operation T — T¥,
3. orientifold action defined by (yT) := AyTA, 1,

4. grading operator defined by X(T) == X TXg -

A homogeneous element T € L), (E) is called even if j = 0, odd if j = 1, and satisfies T(E!) C E\
fori,j € Z;.

Kasparov’s KK-theory is concerned with the indicies of Hilbert module operators. Thus,
it is important to determine the set of Hilbert module operators which have a well-defined
index. On a Hilbert space, this is the set of Fredholm operators. Recall that the Fredholm op-

erators on a Hilbert space can be characterised, using Atkinson’s theorem, as those operators
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that are invertible modulo compact operators [63, p.192]. Once an appropriate generalisa-
tion of compact Hilbert module operator has been made, a similar characterisation can be

used to define Fredholm operators between Hilbert modules.

Definition 5.22. The space of compact operators Kg(E1, E2) is the subspace of Lg(E;, E;) spanned
by operators of the form

Oxy(z) :=x(y,z),

where x € Ey and y,z € E;.
The compact operators form a two-sided ideal in Lg(Ey, E;) [81, pp. 242].

Definition 5.23. An operator F € Lg(Eq, E;) is said to be Fredholm if there exists an operator
G € Lg(E,y, Eq) such that

id— GF € Kg(Eq, Eq) id—FG € Kg(Ey, Eo).

Each Fredholm operator F € Lg(E1, E;) has well-defined index. However, it cannot
always be taken directly. This is already the case for a family of Hilbert space Fredholm
operators, as was discussed in Section 4.3. The solution to this problem is to perturb F by a
compact operator K € Kp(Ey, E;) to another Fredholm operator F := F + K which is reqular.
Regularity ensures that the index F can be taken directly. Such perturbations always exist,
and it is possible to show that any two have the same index. Thus, a Fredholm operator F has

a well-defined index given by the index of any compact perturbation to a regular operator.

Definition 5.24. An operator T € Lg(E;, E;) is said to be regular if there exists an operator

S € Lg(Ey, Eq) such that TST = T and STS = S.
Definition 5.25. The index of F is defined by
ind(F) := [ker(F)] — [ker(F*)] € K"¢)(B),
where F is any regular operator such that F = F+ K € Lp(E;, E;) for some K € Kg(E;, Ez).

Further details regarding the indicies of Fredholm operators on Hilbert modules can be

found in [42, §4.3] and [81, §17].

5.3 KK-theory for Orientifold C*-algebras

Using the definitions of the previous section, it is possible to define orientifold Kasparov
modules. As mentioned, Hilbert module operators generalise families of Hilbert space oper-

ators. Each Kasparov module is a Hilbert module equipped with a Hilbert module operator
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satisfying certain properties. These properties are analogous to those satisfied by the oper-
atorwise extension of a family of order-zero elliptic operators to a family of Hilbert space
operators. Rather than considering operators between a pair of separate Hilbert modules, a
Kasparov module organises the pair into a single graded Hilbert module. The operator for
the module is then required to be odd, so that it maps between the components of the grad-
ing. An orientifold Kasparov module is equipped with an orientifold action, and its operator
is required to satisfy an additional equivariance property. Aside from the anti-linearity of
the orientifold action, the definition is identical to that used in the usual equivariant setting

[21, §20].

Definition 5.26. Let A and B be graded orientifold C*-algebras. An orientifold Kasparov
(A, B)-module is a triple £ := ((E,A), , F) such that

1. (E,A) is a countably generated graded orientifold Hilbert B-module
2. ¢ : A — L(E) is a homomorphism of graded orientifold C*-algebras

3. F € Lg(E) is an odd operator such that the operators

[F, d(a)] (F2—1)(a) (F*=F)d(a) ((vF) = F)d(a)
are in Kg(E) forall a € A and vy € T'. Here [, -] denotes the graded commutator.
The set of orientifold Kasparov (A, B)-modules will be denoted by E ) (A, B).

The conditions imposed on the operator of a Kasparov module have their origin in
Atiyah’s definition of an abstract elliptic operator [5, §2]. The property [F, ¢(a)] € Kg(E)
generalises a property satisfied by order-zero pseudodifferential operators. The property
(FF —1)$(a) € Kg(E) ensures that F is Fredholm, and thus has a well-defined index in
the K-theory of (B, 3). This can be regarded as an abstraction of ellipticity. The proper-
ties (F* —F)$(a) € Kg(E) and ((yF) —F)d(a) € Kg(E) correspond to self-adjointness and
equivariance of the operator. These properties need only hold up to a compact operator be-
cause KK-theory is concerned with the indicies of the operators, which are invariant under
compact perturbation.

In order to define the orientifold KK-groups, some operations on orientifold Kasparov
modules are needed. These are straightforward generalisations of the operations used in

non-equivariant KK-theory, see [52, §2.1] [21, §20].

Definition 5.27. Let & = ((Ei, A, Xi), &1, Fi) € E(r¢)(A,B), P : A" — A be a homomorphism

of graded orientifold C*-algebras, ¢ : B — B’ be a surjective homomorphism of graded
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orientifold C*-algebras, I, be {x € E: ¢(< x,x >) =0}, and q : E — E/I be the quotient

map. Define the following operations on graded orientifold Kasparov modules

1. The direct sum & ® & € E(r¢)(A, B) is defined by
(E1, 1, F1) @ (B2, d2, F2) := (E1 ® B2, 01 © 2, F1 ® F2).
2. The pullback of £ by 1 is defined by
Y= ((EAX), dop,F) € Ere(A,B),
3. The pushout of £ by ¢ is defined by
Ep = ((Eg, Mg, Xo), o, Fo) € E(re)(A,B),
where (E¢, Ay, X ) is the pushout of (E, A, x) and

$o(x) = q(d(x)) Fo(x) := q(F(x)).

The definition of the KK-groups is based on the realisation of K-homology and K-theory
classes via the index. For this reason, it is neccesary to identify Kasparov modules with
related indicies. This is achieved by placing equivalence relations on Er ¢ (A, B). In partic-
ular, due to the homotopy invariance of the index, Kasparov modules which are homotopic
in an appropriate sense should belong to the same class. The following equivalence relations
are a straightforward generalisation of the equivalence relations used in the non-equivariant

setting [52, §2.1] [21, §20].
Definition 5.28. Orientifold Kasparov modules & = ((Ei, A, i), ¢, Fi) € Er¢)(A, B) are

1. isomorphic £ ~ &, if there exists an isomorphism ¢ : E; — E; of graded orientifold

Hilbert B-modules, such that
Mop=¢oMN x09=¢ox (P2(a))op=9po(di(a)) FRop=¢ok
2. homotopic E1 ~, &, if there exists a triple
W= (E,¢,F) € Eqre (A, B (CIO, 1], ke)),

such that myW ~ & and MW ~ &, where 7, : B ® (C[0, 1], kc) — B is the evaluation

homomorphism at t, and 7ty are the associated pushout modules.
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Definition 5.29. The orientifold Kasparov groups are defined by
KK(re)(A,B) :==Er¢)(A,B)/ ~n
with addition given by [£1] + [£2] = [€1 & &,].

Definition 5.30. Define the analytic K-homology groups of an orientifold C*-algebra (A, x),
and an orientifold (X, o) by

Kir o) (A, &) 1= KK(r.e) (A, &), (Clj, ke )

K]gr,e)(x, 0) = KKre) ((C(X), ke © (0_1 )7, (Cl, ke)).

It is often useful to consider a form of homotopy called operator homotopy. Operator ho-
motopy varies the operator F continuously, and introduces stabilisation by degenerate Kas-
parov modules, which represent the zero class in KK ¢)(A, B) [21, p. 148]. Operator homo-

topy implies homotopy in the sense of Definition 5.28.

Definition 5.31. An orientifold Kasparov module (E, §,F) € [Er ¢ (A, B) is degenerate if

[F,$(a)] = (FF—1)d(a) = (FF —F)dp(a) = (YF—F)p(a) =0, (5.3)
forally € T', a € A. The set of degenerate Kasparov modules will be denoted by D (A, B).
Proposition 5.32. Every D € ID(r (A, B) is homotopic to 0.

Definition 5.33. Define an equivalence relation on [Er ¢ (A, B) by letting & ~ & if there

exists a triple F; := (E, ¢, F), where
1. Eis a graded orientifold Hilbert B-module
2. ¢ : A — Lp(E) is a graded homomorphism of orientifold C*-algebras
3. Fiis a norm continuous path in Lg(E) for t € [0, 1],

such that 7y ~ &, 71 ~ &, and Fi € E ) (A,B) forall t € [0,1]. Two Kasparov mod-
ules &1, &, € E(r ) (A, B) are said to be operator homtopic &1 ~q, &7 if there exist degenerate

modules Dy, D; € D(r¢)(A, B) such that
& @Dy~ &E DDy

Because degenerate modules are homotopic to 0, operator homotopy can be considered

as form of homotopy in which only the operator varies.

Proposition 5.34. If £, &; € E(r ¢\ (A, B) are operator homotopic then they are homotopic.
99



5.4 The K-homology Class of an Orientifold Dirac Operator

As discussed in the previous section, the KK-groups are modelled on order-zero elliptic
pseudo-differential operators. It is always possible to normalise a self-adjoint elliptic opera-
tor to an order-zero pseudodifferential operator in such a way that its index is preserved [46,
§10.6]. This makes it possible to associate an orientifold Kasparov module to the orientifold

Dirac operator.

Proposition 5.35. Let (X, o) be a compact orientifold of dimension n such that Wgr’e)(x, o) =0.
An orientifold Dirac operator

De:TGERE) - T(GRE),
with coefficients in an orientifold bundle E, defines an orientifold Kasparov module
[@E] = [F/ (b/ SE] S KK(F,e) ((C(X), Ke © (0—71 )*)/ (Clnl KE))I
where

1. Sg := (L2(X,& ®E), (-, )e1(*, Ve, A, w) is the Hilbert (Cly,, ke, w)-module associated to the

orientifold spinor bundle with coefficients in E, as in Example 5.18.
2. & is the representation of (C(X), ke 0 (0=")*) on Sg by multiplication operators

3. Fis the normalisation of the Dirac operator D defined by

F = @E(1 +@%)% S E(Cln,Ke)(SE)'

Proof. 1t is a standard result that the normalisation of a Dirac operator defines a class in
the analytic K-homology, see [46, Theorem 10.6.5, pg. 288]. The result applies to the orien-
tifold Dirac operator to produce a non-equivariant Kasparov module. In addition to this,
compatibility with an orientifold action is required. As mentioned in Example 5.18, Sg is
an orientifold Hilbert (Cl,,, ke )-module with the orientifold action inhertited from @&g. In

particular, the actions of I' and (Cl,,, k¢ ) are compatible,

Yho) = (v)(ve),

fory € T, ¥ € Sg and ¢ € (Cly, ke). The I'equivariance of ® was proved in Proposition
3.45. It is inhertied by D¢ and the normalisations F, making [®¢] an orientifold Kasparov

module. O

100



Chapter 6

Geometric K-homology for

Orientifolds

The previous chapter described a realisation of orientifold K-homology in terms of elliptic

orientifold operators. In this chapter, a realisation ngz) ;(X) of orientifold K-homology will

(r,
be described in which each class is represented by a continuous equivariant map f: M — X
from an orientifold M equipped with a (Spin¢, k¢)-structure and an orientifold bundle E.
The groups K%’ﬁz),j(X) are formed by introducing a direct sum operation, and appropriate
;X
resembles a cross between a bordism theory and K-theory, modulo an extra equivalence re-

equivalence relations, on the set of all such maps. After applying these relations, K‘?ﬁi)

lation that captures the structure of the 8-fold Thom isomorphism. Although the definition
of geometric orientifold K-homology makes no mention of elliptic operators, its interpre-
tation depends on the realisation of K-homology in terms of elliptic operators, and on the
proof of the 8-fold Thom isomorphism in terms of families of elliptic operators, see Chapter
4. This interpretation can be formalised by defining a map from the geometric orientifold K-
homology to the analytic orientifold K-homology. Such a map is constructed in Section 6.3.
In the usual equivariant setting, this map is an isomorphism [18], though the corresponding
proof for orientifolds will not be presented here. Geometric K-homology was first defined
by Baum and Douglas [16, 15], see also [17]. An equivariant generalisation is treated in [18].

It should be noted that, rather than being bigraded, the geometric orientifold K-homology
groups K%’I?,(;),j (X) defined here are graded with respect to a single integer 0 < j < 7. This
simplification is justified by Corollary 4.28, which reduces the number of distinct K-groups
to eight. A bigraded approach, using Spin®(p, q)-structures, has been proposed in the Real
setting by Hekmati et al. [45]. Bigraded groups could also be defined using suspension.

However, this chapter focuses on capturing the information present at the level of K-theory,
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and then using the orientifold Dirac operator constructed in Section 3.4 to define a map into

analytic K-homology.

6.1 Operations on (SpinS, k¢ )-structures

Several operations on (Spin¢, k¢ )-structures will need to be understood in order to define
the geometric K-homology of orientifolds. The first step is to prove a Two-of-Three Lemma
for (Spin€, k¢ )-structures. This lemma induces a (Spin, k¢)-structure on any real equivari-
ant bundle that fits into a short exact sequence with two other real equivariant bundles that
have (Spin, k. )-structures. The Two-of-Three Lemma will be used to define further opera-
tions on (Spin©, k¢ )-structures. Its proof relies on basic facts regarding the groups Spin®(n)
and SO(n), and on results from Section 1.5 regarding the semi-equivariant Dixmier-Douady

class.

Lemma 6.1. There is a commutative diagram of I'-groups

(U(1) x U(1), ke X Ke) — (U(1), ke)

(Spin®(p) x Spin(q), ke X Ke) L (Spin‘(p + q), ke)
Ad® Ad®

SO(p) x SO(q) . SO(p +4q)

where
1. v(z,2') :==z2/ forz,z" € U(1).

2. B(h,h'):=B1(h)B2(h’) for h € Spin®(p) and W' € Spin®(q), where B and B, are the maps
defined on the standard basis elements of RP C Cl, and RY C Clq by

B1:Cl, — Cly.q Bs:Cly — Cly g

ei — €4 €{ — €pti,

102



3. «(g,g’) == ai(g)xa(g’) for g € SO(p) and g" € SO(q), where

o1 :SO(p) = SO(p +q) o2 : SO(q) = SO(p +q)

iyl 0 1 0
o) [ 97 lgh] .
0 1 0 lg}]

Here [ay;] denotes the standard matrix representations of an element a € SO(n).

Proof. The only non-trivial part of the lemma is to show that 3 is a homomorphism, which
amounts to showing that B;(h)B2(h’) = B2(h/)B1(h). Each element of B;(Spin(p)) is the
product of an even number of unit vectors (x,0) € RP @ RY C Cl, 4 and each element of
B2(Spin(q)) is the product of an even number of unit vectors (0,y) € RP & R9 C Cly, 4. Due
to the relation eje; = —eje; € Cly,q for i # j, such elements satisfy (x,0)(0,y) = —(0,y)(x,0).

Thus, every element of 31(Spin(p)) commutes with every element of 3,(Spin(q)). O
Proposition 6.2. The diagram of Lemma 6.1 induces a commutative diagram

H1

(re) (X, (U(1), ke))

(X, (U(1), ke) x (U(1), ke)) ————HI,

1
TClr o) (X, (Spin®(p), ke) X (SpIn©(q), ke)) —— TClr ¢, (X, (SpIn<(p + q), k)

Ad€ xAd€ Ad€
TClr ., (X, (SO(p), ide) x (SO(q),id)) —— TC}r. (X, (SO(p + q),id. )

ASCXASC ASC

HE o (X (U(1), ke) x (U(1), ke)) —”2>Hfr,€)(x, (U(1), ke)).

Proof. The above diagram is produced by applying Theorem 1.41 to the two central exact
sequences running vertically in the diagram of Lemma 6.1. The commutivity of the diagram
in Lemma 6.1 implies the commutivity of the top two cells in the above diagram. To see that

the bottom cell commutes, note that if
(b1,h2) € TCr (X, (Spin®(p), ke) X (Spin°(q), ke))
is a lifting by Ad® x Ad° of
(¢1,d2) € TClp o, (X, (SO(p),ide) x (SO(q), id.)),
then the commutivity of the middle cell implies that
B (W1,W2) € TCr ) (X, (Spin°(p + q), ke))
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is a lifting by Ad‘ of
o (1, d2) € TC (X, (SO(p + q),ide)).

Together with the definition of Ay, and the fact that 3 is a homomorphism of I'-groups, this
implies that

Ase 0 & [, ba] = [0B" (W1, 2)]
= [B?0(W1,¥y)]
= VZ o (Asc X Asc)(d)h ‘172)

The last line of the calculation follows from the definition of As. X As., and the fact that

p% = v? as a map from!
Hp o (X, (U(1), ke) x (U(1),ke)) C Kif ) (X, (Spin‘(p), ke) x (Spin°(q), ke)).

to

HE o (X, (U(1), ke)) C Ko (X, (Spin‘(p + q), ke)).

Lemma 6.3 (Two-of-Three Lemma). Let (T, €) be finite and
0O—-Vi=V-oV,—=0

be an exact sequence of T'-equivariant real vector bundles. Specifying (Spin€, k¢ )-structures on two

of the bundles in the sequence determines a specific (Spin®, k¢ )-structure on the remaining bundle.

Proof. By taking an equivariant metric on V, the sequence of bundles can be split so that
Vi @V, >~ V. The existence of a (Spin¢, k¢ )-structure on implies orientibility, and an orien-
tation on any two of the vector bundles induces an orientation on the third. Thus, it can be

assumed that all three bundles are oriented. In this situation, there exist transition cocycles
¢ € TCl (X, (SO(p),ide)) ¢ € TC(r (X, (SO(q),ide)) & € TClr, (X, (SO(p + q), ide)),

for Vi, V; and V respectively, such that o' B P2 is equivalent to ¢. Suppose that two of
the vector bundles in the sequence are equipped with specific (Spin€, k¢)-structures. This
is equivalent to specifying a lifting to (Spin®, k¢) for two of the three cocycles ¢!, d? and ¢.

The commutivity of the bottom cell in the diagram from Proposition 6.2 implies that

Asc (@) = Dse (D) Asc (D).

'Here K%r o) indicates the space of 2-cochains, rather than K-theory.
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Thus, by Corollary 3.7, the remaining transition cocycle must also lift to (Spin¢, k¢). Corol-
lary 3.8, and the commutivity of the top cell in the diagram from Proposition 6.2, then imply
that the two initial (SpinS, k¢ )-liftings determine a specific (Spin€, k¢)-lifting for the remain-
ing transition cocycle. This lifting determines a (Spin, k¢ )-structure on the remaining vector

bundle. O

Lemma 6.3, will allow the vector bundle modification and boundary induction operations
to be defined on (Spin€, k)-structures. Vector bundle modification is defined by the next
proposition, which has two parts. The first part constructs a family of (Spin€, k¢ )-structures,

each one lying over a fibre in the fibrewise compactification
S(V & ]R) =P x (Spin©(n),kc) sn

of a (Spin®, k¢)-vector bundle V := P X(spinc(n) ) R" — M. Here Spin®(n) is considered
to act on S™ via its inclusion into Spin®(n + 1), see Lemma 3.18. Considered together, this

family of (Spin¢, k. )-structures forms a (SpinS, k¢ )-structure for the vertical tangent bundle
P x (Spinc(n],Ke) TSTL

The significance of this construction is that a family of vertical (Spin€, k¢)-structures can be
used to define a family of vertical orientifold Dirac operators. When the vector bundle V
underlying the (Spin€, k¢ )-structure is trivial, this family of operators is precisely the prod-
uct family of operators used to construct the inverse to the 8-fold Bott periodicity map, as
in Theorem 4.27. When the vector bundle underlying the (Spin€, k. )-structure is non-trivial,
this family of vertical Dirac operators can be used to construct an inverse for the corre-
sponding 8-fold Thom isomorphism, see Theorem 4.30. The second part of the proposition
uses the Two-of-Three Lemma to show that a (Spin€, k. )-structure on the base orientifold M
can be combined with the vertical (Spin®, k¢ )-structure to form a (Spin€, k¢ )-structure for the
tanget space

TS(VER) =T(P x (Spinc(n),kc) Sn)
of the sphere bundle associated to V.

Proposition 6.4 (Vector bundle modification). Let M be an orientifold, and V. — M be a real

equivariant vector bundle with a (Spin€, k¢ )-structure @ : P — Fr(V). Then
1. thereis a (Spin©, k¢ )-structure
id x Ad®: P x (Spin¢(n),K) Spinc(n + ]) — P X (Spin©(n),k) SO(TL + ]) (61)

for the vertical tangent bundle P X gpine(n) TS™ of S(V & R).
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2. a (Spin¢, k¢ )-structure on TM determines a (Spin®, k. )-structure for TS(V @ R).

Proof. The bundle P X (gpinc(n),«) Spin®(n + 1) is equipped with the left and right actions

Y(p,9) = (vyp,v9) (p,g)h = (p,gh),

This should be compared with the semi-equivariant associated bundle construction of Def-
inition 1.43. That (6.1) is a (Spin©, k¢)-structure for the vertical tangent bundle of S(V & R)
can be be checked directly, making use of Lemma 3.18.

When TM has a (Spin¢, k¢)-structure, the Two-of-Three Lemma can be applied to the
decomposition

T(P XSpinC(n-H) Sn) =1"TM D (P XSpinC(n—H) TS“),

where 7t is the projection for the bundle S(V @ IR). This determines a unique (Spin€, k¢)-

structure for TS(V ® R). O

The next two operations are used to define bordism relations between K-cycles. The Two-
of-Three Lemma induces (Spin¢, k¢)-structures on the boundary of any Spin®-orientifold

with boundary.

Proposition 6.5 (Boundary Induction). The boundary oW of a (Spin€, k. )-orientifold W with

boundary has a unique (Spin®, k¢ )-structure.

Proof. There is an exact sequence of equivariant vector bundles
0— T(aW) — TVV|aW — NaW — O,

where Ny is the inward pointing normal bundle of 9W. As W is (Spin, k¢)-oriented, it
is oriented. Therefore, Naw is trivial. As Nayy is trivial, it can be equipped with a canon-
ical (Spin€, k¢)-structure. A (Spin€, k¢)-structure for TW/w is produced by restricting the
(Spin©, k¢ )-structure for TW. The Two-of-Three Lemma 6.3 then implies that T(0W) also has

a (SpinS, k¢ )-structure. O

The notion of a (SpinS, k¢ ) structure involves a choice of orientation on the frame bundle.
This determines the bundle of positively oriented orthonormal frames. Given a (Spin€, k)-
structure @ : P — Fr(V) for a real equivariant vector bundle V equipped with a choice of
orientation, there is a corresponding (Spin©, k¢ )-structure ¢~ : P~ — Fr~ (V) where Fr™ (V)
is the bundle of oppositely oriented orthonormal frames. The next proposition defines the

operation which takes a (Spin€, k¢ )-structure to this opposite (Spin©, k. )-structure. To state the
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proposition a few basic facts are needed. First note that the bundle of oppositely oriented
frames can be written as

Fr (V) == Fr(V) xso(m O (),

where O™ (n) is the space of orientiation reversing isometries, represented by the orthogonal

matricies with determinant —1. Next, note that Spin(n) sits inside the larger group
Pin(n) :={x; -+ xx | xi € R", ||xi]| =1} C Cl,.

The adjoint map extends to a double covering Ad : Pin(n) — O(n). Complexifying pro-
duces a map

Ad® : Pin®(n) = Pin(n) xz, U(1) — O(n)

which extends the adjoint map from Spin®(n) [6, p. 9]. Using this extension, it is possible to

lift O~ (n) to Pin®(n). Define
O.(n) = {T € Pin(n) | Ad®(r) € O*(n)} .
With these preliminaries in place, the opposite (Spin€, k. )-structure can be defined.

Proposition 6.6 (Opposite (Spin€, k¢ )-structure). Let V. — M be a real equivariant vector bundle

equipped with a (Spin®, k¢ )-structure @ : P — Fr(V). Then
@ X Ad® : P X (spine(n) ) (O (M), ke) = Fr(V) Xgom) O (n)
defines a (Spin°, k. )-structure on the oppositely oriented bundle of frames.

Proof. Lety € T, p € P, 1 € O.(n),and h € Spin‘(n). Well-definedness of the various
actions is straightforward to check. The bundle P~ := P X (spinc(n)«,) (O7 (n), ke) is semi-

equivariant as

Y([p,tTh) = v[p,vh] = [yp, v(rh)] = [yp, (yr)(yh)] = lyp,yrl(yh) = (v[p,7]) (vh).

The fact that @~ := @ x Ad® is a semi-equivariant lifting can also be checked directly

¢ (vlp, 1) = le(yp), Ad°(yr)] = [ye(p), YAd®(r)] = vle(p), Ad°(v)] = v(¢ " [p,7])
¢ (lp,7Ih) = [@(p), Ad°(th)] = [@(p), Ad°(r)Ad (h)] = (¢~ [p, r])Ad"(h).

Thus, @~ : P~ — Fr (V) forms a (Spin€, k¢ )-structure for V, under the opposite choice of

orientation. O

If M is an orientifold equipped with a (Spin¢, k¢ )-structure, the same manifold with the

opposite (Spin¢, k. )-structure will be denoted by —M.
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6.2 The Geometric Orientifold K-homology Groups

Geometric K-homology shares characteristics of bordism and K-theory. Classes in the ge-
ometric K-homology of a topological space X are represented by K-cycles. The definition
of a K-cycle starts with a manifold M mapped into X. The manifold M is equipped with
all of the data needed to construct a spinor bundle with coefficients in a vector bundle E.
A similar definition of K-cycle is used in geometric orientifold K-homology, except that the
manifolds are replaced with orientifolds and each orientifold M is equipped with the struc-
tures needed to construct an orientifold Dirac operator with coefficients in an orientifold

bundle. As in bordism, K-cycles can be added using a disjoint union operation.

Definition 6.7. A K-cycle for an orientifold X is a triple (M, E, f), where M is a smooth ori-
entifold without boundary equipped with a specific (Spin€, k¢ )-structure, E is an orientifold

bundle over M, and f : M — X is a continuous equivariant map.

Definition 6.8. The disjoint union of two K-cycles is defined by
(My, By, f1) U (My, By, f2) == (My UMy, By LEy, f1 UT2).

A bordism-type equivalence relation will be defined between those cycles that arise as

the boundary of a K-cycle with boundary, in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 6.9. A K-cycle with boundary is a triple (W, E, f), where W is a (Spin, k¢ )-orientifold
with boundary, E — W is an orientifold bundle, and f : W — Xis a continuous I'-equivariant
map. A boundary K-cycle is a K-cycle of the form (0W, Elaw, flow), where (W, E, f) is a K-cycle
with boundary.

Three equivalence relations on the set of K-cycles will now be introduced. The first of
these relations relates the bordism-type disjoint union operation with the K-theoretic rela-
tion of vector bundle direct sum. The second relation uses boundary K-cycles to specify
a notion of bordism which respects the structures carried by a K-cycle. The third relation

expresses the 8-fold Thom isomorphism in terms of K-cycles.

Definition 6.10. Define the following equivalence relations on the set of triples {(M, E, )},

disjoint union/direct sum (MUM,E;UEy, fUT) ~, (M,E1 @ Ey, )
bordism (M1, Fy, f1) ~p (Mg, F2, 2)
vector bundle modification (M,E,f) ~ (S(V&R), B&TE, fom)

for (M; U—M;, Fy UF,, f1 Uf;) aboundary K-cycle, 7t : V — M an equivariant 8k-dimensional

real vector bundle equipped with a (Spin€, k. )-structure, and B the 8-fold Thom class of V.
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The three equivalence relations of Definition 6.10 combine into a single equivalence re-

lation which is used to define the the geometric orientifold K-homology groups.

Definition 6.11. Two K-cycles are said to be equivalent (M, Eq, f1) ~ (My, Ey, f;) if they can

be connected by any finite sequence of the equivalence relations ~,, ~, and ~.

Definition 6.12. The geometric orientifold K-homology groups are defined by

geo . 7geo
Kire); (X) = Kip gy

(X)/ ~y

/)

i (X) is the set of K-cycles (M, E, f) such that the dimension of each

connected component of M is equal to j modulo 8.

where 0 < j < 7and E(g,?‘;

6.3 Relationship to Analytic Orientifold K-homology

As discussed in the introduction to this chapter, geometric orientifold K-homology can
be interpreted by constructing orientifold Dirac operators from K-cycles. In Section 3.4,
(Spin©, ke )-structures were used to construct orientifold Dirac operators. In Section 4.3,
an elliptic orientifold operator and an orientifold bundle E were used to construct orien-
tifold operators with coefficients in E. Applying these constructions using the (Spin€, k.)-
orientifold M and the orientifold bundle E from a K-cycle (M, E, f), results in a Dirac op-
erator P on M with coefficients in E. Proposition 5.35 shows that the normalisation of
such an operator defines a class in the analytic orientifold K-homology of the C*-algebra
(C(M), ke © (GK,E )*). Using the map f, this class can be pushed forward to a class in the

analytic orientifold K-homology of (C(X), ke o (cr;1 ).
Theorem 6.13. The map

b KED (X, 0) = KK ((CX), ke 0 (031)*), (Cly, ke))

[M/ E/ ﬂ = f* [%E]
from geometric to analytic orientifold K-homology is a well-defined homomorphism.

Proof. As discussed above, the results of previous chapters show that if (M, E, f) is a specific
K-cycle representing a class in K}r’e) (X,0), then u(M, E, f) := f.[De] represents a class in
KK ((C(X), ke o (07 1)*), (Clj, ke)). However, it remains to check that p is well-defined
with respect to the equivalence relations on geometric orientifold K-homology. These will

be considered one at a time.
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It is straightforward to show that . is well-defined with respect to the disjoint union/direct

sum relation,
w(M UM, Ey UEy, fUF) ~ u(M, Ey @ By, f) € KKTE((C(X), ke 0 (671)%), (Cly, ke)).

Next, suppose that (My, Eq, f1) and (M3, E,, f2) are K-cycles, and (W, E, f) is a K-cycle
with boundary such that

(My,Eq,f1) U (—My, Ep, f2) >~ (OW, Elaw, flaw).

Define & = u(My, Eq, 1), & == p(—My, By, f2) € KKITE((C(X), ke 0 (671)*), (CLj, k¢)). Be-
cause W is a perfectly normal topological space, and M; and M, are closed subsets, it is
always possible to find a continuous map 0’ : W — [0,1] such that 8’1(0) = M; and
0'71(0) = My, [86, p. 103,105]. Averaging this map over the group action produces an
equivariant map

O(w) := | Z 0'(&w)

&er
such that 1(0) = M; and 6~ '(1) = M,. The K-cycle (W, E, f) then determines a class

W= [F, ¢ o ", (W, &)l € KKT(C(X), ke 0 (671)"), (Cl, ke) @ (CIO, 1], ke)),
where the action of Cl; ® C[0, 1] on [2(W, &¢) is defined by

(b(e @f))(w) :=TfobWhp(w)e,

and the Cl; ® C[0, 1]-valued inner product on LZ(W, &) is

(W1,P2)(t) = J

0 1(t

rlbz)dx.

The evaluation map m; : Cl; ® C[0,1] — Cl; is surjective, allowing the pushout modules
)V and W to be formed. Because the (Spin€, k¢ )-structures on M; and M, are induced
from the boundary of W, the Dirac operator for W restricts to the Dirac operators for M,
and M,. This implies that the pushout operators for 7}V and 1)V are the same as those

for &1, & respectively. Thus, mpW ~ &, mW =~ &, and W defines a homotopy equivalence
Er ~n & € KKII((C(X), ke 0 (071)%), (Cly, ke)).

To prove that p is well-defined with respect to vector bundle modification, the method

described in [17, Prop. 3.6] can be applied. The equivalence

WM, E, f) ~ u(S(VBR), B E, forr) € KK ((C(X), ke 0 (071)*), (Cly, ke))
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can be shown by decomposing the Kasparov module u(S(V @ R), B ® m*E, f o ) into two
components, one trivial component and one isomorphic to u(M, E, f). This depends on
the calculation of the index pairing between B and the canonical Dirac operator on the 8k-
dimensional sphere, see Lemma 4.18.

Let V — M be an equivariant 8k-dimensional real vector bundle equipped with a (Spin€, k¢)-
structure P — Fr(V), 7ip : P — M be the projection associated to P, and 7t: S(V& R) — M be
the sphere bundle of V. As discussed in the proof of Propostion 6.4, the (Spin¢, k. )-structures

on *TM and S™ induce a (SpinS, k¢ )-structure on S(V @ IR) via the decomposition
TS(VOR) =" TM @ (P Xgpine(nr1) TS™).
The orientifold spinor bundle associated to this (Spin€, k. )-structure is
@V = MO (P X gpinenan) &),

where @™ is the orientifold spinor bundle on M and @® is the canonical orientifold spinor

bundle on S&. After twisting by B ® 7*E this becomes
$ﬁ5®7§]§) =T (52/[@(]3 X Spin(n+1) (5?3)/
The Hilbert module of the corresponding class in analytic K-homology is therefore
I—Z(P X Spinc(n+1) Ssk/ T[*$%4®(P X Spinc(n+1) 6?}))

Rather than forming associated bundles as a quotient by Spin®(n + 1), the above space can
be considered as a space of Spin®(n + 1)-equivariant sections and decomposed as the graded
Hilbert space tensor product

Spin®(n+1) Spin®(n+1)

(P x %, ' &Y' &P x &) | = [P x 5% mim o' om e}

7

. Spint(n-+1)
= [, merh et (s™, &)
where; : P x S8 — Pand 7, : P x S8 — S8 are the component projections. The associated

Dirac operator has a corresponding decomposition of the form
D =D} &id +id®D3,

S8 with coefficients

where @; is the Spin®(n + 1)-equivariant orientifold Dirac operator on
in B, D! is the orientifold Dirac operator on M with coefficients in E, and @y, is a Spin®(n +
1)-equivariant lifting of P} to P. Such liftings can be constructed by patching together local
liftings using a partition of unity and then averaging the resulting operator over the action

of Spin®(n + 1) to obtain an equivariant operator, see [17, p. 8].
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The decomposition L2(S8k, (?5%) = ker@z & (ker”iﬁ%)l can be used to further decompose
the Hilbert module,

. ~ Spin‘(n+1)
(P, m@t ) BLAS™, 85)|

pin®(n+1) Spin€(n+1)

S
_ [LZ(P, mﬁ@%@ker@;} o |[L2(P, @) & (kerD ) -

This results in a corresponding decomposition of the Kasparov module into two Kasparov
modules for the operator D = @E@id + id@@%. However, by Lemma 4.18, ker@% = (C, ke)
and the index of 25; on ker(’i??;)L is {0}. Thus, the Kasparov module simplifies to

Spin®(n+1)
[F0f, L2 (P, mpit!)| .
where F” is the normalisation of r. Pushing forward the associated Kasparov module via

mtp recovers the Kasparov module pu(M, E, f). O

In the usual equivariant setting, the homomorphism corresponding to p is an isomor-
phism. The proof proceeds by showing that the map is a natural transformation between
generalised cohomology theories and is an isomorphism on the one-point space. A gen-
eral result from algebraic topology then ensures that the map is an isomorphism [77, §4.6].
The main difficulty is to show that geometric K-homology satisfies the Eilenberg-Steenrod
axioms for a generalised cohomology theory. In [18, 17] the isomorphism was proved by
constructing an intermediate generalised homology theory based on framed bordism. An-
other approach is to replace the bordism and vector bundle modification relations with a
single normal bordism relation. A result due to Jakob [49, 48] then shows that the geomet-
ric K-homology is a generalised homology theory. Variations on this technique have been
applied to prove isomorphisms between geometric and analytic K-homology in a variety
of settings [73, §4.5] [28, §3.3.2] [29, 30] [12, §5]. It seems likely that this normal bordism

approach could also be adapted to prove that the map p of Theorem 6.13 is an isomorphism.
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Chapter 7

The K-homology of Orientifold
Groups

This chapter makes some notes regarding the possibility of an assembly map for orientifold

groups. Using the orientifold Dirac operator, a correspondence
I K;O’eO(r, e) — KKP(CL;, CiT™H)

is sketched between a geometric K-homology group associated to a finite orientifold group
and an analytic K-theory group which is modelled after KK(Cl;, C;G). This construction
is based on the description of the assembly map in [11, pp. 41-44] and on the theory of
unitary/anti-unitary representations, which was reviewed in Section 2.2. See also [51, IL.7].

Because representations of orientifold groups involve anti-linear operators, it is not pos-
sible to directly define an analogue of C;G for orientifold groups. However, the theory of
unitary/anti-unitary representations, outlined in Section 2.2, indicates a way around this
problem. Rather than trying to define an algebra C;T, one considers the group algebra C;T'*
of those elements which act linearly, and equips it with an orientifold action p of I that cor-
responds to relative conjugation, see Definition 2.16. The analytic K-theory of this algebra
is then defined by requiring each Kasparov module over C;T" to carry a specific choice of

¢ € T, and an operator R which satisfies the two conditions
R%x = x52 R(xf) = R(x)p¢(f).

If > = 1, R corresponds to the anti-linear map carried by a Kasparov module in KKR-theory
[58, p. 518]. However, in general there may be no element ¢ with this property. For this
reason, any choice of { € T~ is permitted. The resulting ambiguity can then be removed
by introducing an equivalence relation ~, on the set of Kasparov modules. The groups
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KKP(Cl;, Cy ') are formed as the set of Kasparov modules (E, ¢, F, ¢, R) modulo ~p and the
appropriate homotopy equivalence relation.

The geometric K-homology groups K]geo(l“, €) of an orientifold group are defined in al-
most exactly the same way as the groups K%IS,Z),J' (X, 0), except that all reference to the orien-
tifold X is removed. Thus, instead of considering K-cycles (M, E,f) where f : M — Xis a
continuous equivariant map, K-cycles for K;geo(l“, €) are just pairs (M, E).

Once the groups K]geo (', €) have been defined, it can be shown that K-cycles (M, E) define
elements of [Pg] € KKP(Cl;, C;T*) via the orientifold Dirac operators Dg. The linear sym-
metries of the orientifold spinor bundle @ make its [2-sections into a Kasparov module over
CiT't, and the anti-linear symmetries of & provide an anti-linear operator R for any choice
of { € I'". The equivariance of the orientifold Dirac operator ensures that it is compatible
with any possible R.

There are two motivations for making these construction. The first, is to highlight the
extra information, appearing as the anti-linear operator R, that is captured by the orientifold
Dirac operator. The second motivation is to suggest a generalisation which could be used
to investigate infinite discrete orientifold groups. Although only finite orientifold groups
have been treated in this thesis, it seems likely that the constructions described here could

be generalised along the same lines as in the usual equivariant case.

7.1 Analytic K-theory for Orientifold Groups

Recall from Example 5.6 that a finite orientifold group (I, €) defines an orientifold C*-

algebra.

Definition 7.1. If (T, €) is a finite orientifold group, define the orientifold C*-algebra
(CT%,p) = (€T, - ], o)

where

1. CI'* is the algebra of complex valued functions on I' with product, *-structure, and

norm defined respectively by

(Fxg)(y) =) f(E)g(&y) () == f(y~T) 1] := [I7e(F)]|2,
ger+
where | - |2 is the {>-norm, and 7 is the regular representation of CI'* on ¢? defined by

(V) (y) = Y FEWEY)

ger+
for f € CI't and v € ¢2(T'").
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2. p is the orientifold action on CI'" defined by
(pcf)(y) = CF(CTvO),
forallf e Cl'"and C € T.

The appropriate type of Kasparov module to take over this algebra is one equipped with
a choice of ¢ € I'", and an anti-linear map R. The map R must be compatible with the action

of p; and interrelated with the right C:T""-module action.
Definition 7.2. Let EP(Cl;, C} ') be the set of all tuples ((E, ¢, R,x), &, F) where

1. (E,¢,R,x) is a countably generated graded Hilbert C;T'""-module equipped with a

choice of element ¢ € I'", and an anti-linear map R : E — E which satisfies
R?x = x8.2 R(xf) = (Rx)(pcf) (Rx,Ry) = pc(x,y) Rx = xR
forx,y € E, f € CHT'T).
2. ¢ :Clj — Lcir+(E) is a homomorphism of graded C*-algebras such that
¢ok(a) =Rp(a)R™,
for a € Cl;.
3. F € Lc:r+(E) is an odd operator such that the operators
[F, b(a)] (FF—1)¢(a) (F*—~F)é(a) (RFR™' —F)¢p(a)
arein Kcir+ (E) forall a € A and y € T', where [, -] denotes the graded commutator.

For each element ((E, ¢, R), ¢, F) € EP(Cl;, CiT") and each & € T'", there exists another
element ((E, £, SR), ¢, F) € EP(Cl;, CiT") which should correspond to the same Kasparov

module. Deeming these to be equivalent eliminates dependence on the choice of { € T'".
Proposition 7.3. If ((E, (,R), &, F) € EP(CL, C;T"), & € T and Sx = x&;, then

((E,&C,SR), &, F) € EP(Cl;, C;T ).
This operation determines an equivalence relation

((F—/ R, C)/ d)/ F) ~p ((E/ E»C/ SR)/ d)/ F)
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Proof. First, note that the right action of C;T'" is defined by the action of the elements &, €
C;T". Let A, denote the operator corresponding to the action of §,, but acting from the left
on E. The condition R(Pf) = (R)(p;f) can be rewritten as
RO AW = (D F(&'vOM)RY.
yer+ yer+
This implies the corresponding condition for SR,
(SR)(WF) = SR( Y f(y)A)
yer+

=5 ) FCvOMRY

yer+

=S ) F(CTETYEDA 1R

yer+

=S > FCETVEOA A ARY

yer+

=SS Y F((EQ) YEONSRY

yer+

= (SRY)pgc ().

The condition R*p = 5 ¢2 can be used to prove (SR)2Y = PO (g()2- First, note that

RS=R Y 8:e(vAy = D 8(CYOMNR= D Be(¥)Nye1R=Ag 1R
yer+ yert yert

Then,

Because the inner product and operator F are compatible with R and are C;T"-linear,
they are both compatible with the action of SR. The group properties of I'* ensure that ~, is

an equivalence relation. O

Definition 7.4. Define two elements of EP(Cl;, C;T'*) to be equivalent x ~ y if they can be

connected by any finite sequence of the equivalence relations ~, and homotopy equivalence

within EP(Clj, CiT*), see Definition 5.28.
Definition 7.5. Define the analytic K-theory of an orientifold group (T, €) by

KKP(Cl;, C;TH) :=EP(Cl;, CiTT)/ ~ (7.1)
with addition given by [&] + [£2] = [&1 @ &,

116



7.2 Geometric K-homology for Orientifold Groups

The geometric K-homology K?eO(F, e) of an orientifold group is defined in the same way
as the geometric K-homology K(gﬁi)/].(X) of an orientifold, except that the orientifold X is
disregarded. Thus, rather than considering triples (M, E, f) as in Definition 6.7, a K-cycle for
K?eo(r, €) is a pair (M, E). The set of K-cycles for K?eo(r, €) is equipped with the equivalence
relations disjoint union/direct sum, bordism and vector bundle modification. These relations are
defined in the same manner as the corresponding equivalence relations on K-cycles (M, E, f)

for Kﬁ?z) ]. (X) except that the maps f are omitted, see Definition 6.10.

Definition 7.6. A K-cycle for an orientifold X is a triple (M, E), where M is a smooth compact

orientifold equipped with a specific (Spin€, k¢ )-structure and an orientifold bundle E.

Definition 7.7. The disjoint union of two K-cycles is defined by
(M, BEr) U (Mg, B2) := (M UMy, BE1 U E) (7.2)

Definition 7.8. A K-cycle with boundary is a triple (W, E), where W is a (SpinS, k¢ )-orientifold
with boundary, and E — W is an orientifold bundle. A boundary K-cycle is a K-cycle of the
form (0W, Elaw), where (W, E) is a K-cycle with boundary:.

Definition 7.9. Define the following equivalence relations on the set of triples {(M, E)}:

disjoint union/direct sum (MUM,E;UE)) ~ (M,E; ®Ey).
bordism (M1, F1) ~ (Mg, F2),
vector bundle modification (M,E) ~ (S(V®R),BRTE),

where (M; U —M_;, Fi UF,) is a boundary K-cycle, and m : V — M is an equivariant 8k-

dimensional real vector bundle equipped with a (Spin©, k. )-structure.

Definition 7.10. Two K-cycles are said to be equivalent (M1, E1) ~ (My, E;) if they can be

connected by any finite sequence of the equivalence relations ~y, ~,, and ~,.

Definition 7.11. The geometric K-homology of an orientifold group (T, €) is defined by
KES(T, ¢) i= REV(T, €)/ ~,

where 0 < j < 7 and IZJgeO(F, €) is the set of K-cycles (M, E) such that the dimension of each

connected component of M is equal to j modulo 8.
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7.3 Assembly and Orientifold Groups

In Section 6.3, a map was defined from the geometric K-homology to the analytic K-homology
of an orientifold, using orientifold Dirac operators. The next proposition also uses the ori-
entifold Dirac operator to define an analytic class. However, the perspective is changed
and the orientifold Dirac operator is viewed as a family of operators over a group algebra
rather than a single equivariant operator. In this way, a class in the analytic K-theory group
KKP(Cl;, CiT) is associated to each K-cycle. Note that in the following proposition only
finite orientifold groups are considered. See [11, p. 41-44] for the case of an infinite discrete

group in the equivariant setting.

Proposition 7.12. Each K-cycle (M, E) representing a class in K]geo(l“, €) defines class
n(M,E) == [(St, (,R,w), b, Fl € KKP(Cl;, C;TT)

where

1. Sg :=L?(M, @&¢) is the underlying Hilbert module equipped with the right C:T"-action

(W) =D fE)AeD),

Lert

where \ is the orientifold action on the orientfold spinor bundle and f € CiTt. The CiT'*-

valued inner product on Sg is defined by
(B1,02) ()= | (b1, (i) (),
2. (s an arbitrary element of T~ and R : Sg — Sg is the anti-linear operator
RY == An,

3. & is the representation of Cly, on Sg by right multiplication operators,

4. Fis the normalisation of D is defined by

F:= (1 —i—@%)% € Lcy, (Sg).

This class is independent of the choice of C.

Proof. The condition R*x = x&% follows immediately, as the right action of 5 is defined in

terms of the left action on @&¢.
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The invariance of property of the orientifold metric makes the C}T""-valued inner prod-

uct compatible with R and the action of C;T',

(b, $2))(¥) = L, b2) () = chmn (x), (A 1,cb2) () dm
"M L1 (x), Ty (Y 2x))dm

= W), Ty (Y X)) dm

JM

= | (Q1(& %), va2 (¢ X)) dm

JM

= (A1, Ab2) ().
= (R, Ry) (v).

The property R(1f) = (R)(¢f) holds as

ROWF) =Adf) =Ac ) Fy)A b = Y (CF(Y)Agd

yer yer

=3 (LEW)Ag b =D T YOMb =D (L) [AAD = (R)(&F).

yer yer yer
The properties [F, d(a)]l € Kcir-, (F2—id)d(a) € Kecir+, (FF =F)¢(a) € Keir+ follow
from the properties of D¢ as usual. The property (RFR™T,F)dp(a) € Kc:r+ follows from the
'-equivariance of F for any choice of C.
If u(M, E) is defined using a different element (' € T, then ¢’ = & for some & € T'"
and the resulting class is [(Sg, £C, SR, w), , F], where S = A;. This class is equivalent to
[(Se, ¢, R, w), , F] under ~,. O

The above correspondence for finite orientifold groups is inspired by the assembly map
of the Baum-Connes conjecture. It would be interesting to know if the correspondence could
be generalised to provide an assembly map for infinite orientifold groups. To do so, it would
be neccesary to extend the constructions of this thesis to deal with infinite discrete orien-
tifold groups and open orientifolds. An assembly map would then be obtained by compos-

ing p with the index map

ind

indr,e) : KE(T, €) 5 Kxe(Cl, cirt) KP(Cym),

where Kf (C;T*) is the K-theory group formed from f.g.p. projective modules equipped with
an anti-linear operator R associated to an element ¢ € I'", and quotient by an equivalence

relation similar to the relation ~, on KK (Cl;, C;T*).
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Conclusion

The aim of this thesis has been to solidify the understanding of anti-linear symmetry in in-
dex theory. In particular, to identify the conditions under which an orientifold Dirac opera-
tor can be constructed. In order to do this, the notion of a semi-equivariant transition cocycle
was introduced. Semi-equivariant transition cocycles generalise both equivariant transition
cocycles and Wigner’s corepresentations. A corresponding semi-equivariant cohomology
theory was constructed, and analogs of standard results allowed the obstruction to the ex-
istence of an orientifold Dirac operator to be identified as a semi-equivariant cohomology
class Wgr,e)‘ This class generalises the third integral Stiefel-Whitney class that obstructs
Spin®-structures. Using the decomposition Spin®(n) = Spin®(n) xz, U(1), it was possible
to show that the existence of complementary semi-equivariant cochains for the structure
groups (Spin(n),id.) and (U(1), k¢) is equivalent to the existence of a (Spin€, k. )-structure.
A twisted averaging procedure over the U(1)-component of this splitting allowed the con-
struction of semi-equivariant connections for (Spin€, k. )-structures. The orientifold spinor
bundles were then constructed as semi-equivariant associated bundles, using a (Spin€, k)-
structure and a semi-equivariant fibre. The total spinor bundle was constructed using the
fibre (Cl,, k¢), and, in dimensions 8k, the complexification (A ® C,id ® k) of the irre-
ducible Spin-representation A was used to construct the reduced spinor bundle. Sections
of these spinor bundles carry a multiplication by 1-forms that is compatible with the orien-
tifold action. The total and reduced orientifold Dirac operators were obtained by composing
multiplication by 1-forms with the connections induced from the semi-equivariant connec-
tion on the (SpinS, k¢)-structure. The total and reduced orientifold Dirac operators were
shown to be equivariant with respect to the linear/anti-linear actions on the spinor bundles.
The construction of the orientifold Dirac operator, and the identification of the condition
Wér’e) (X) = 0 for its existence, completed the main aim of the thesis. In particular, the Real
Dirac operator was found to exist on all Real spaces X such that Wézz’id) (X)=0.

Having constructed the orientifold Dirac operator, attention turned to investigating its

place in K-theory and K-homology. Atiyah’s proof of equivariant Bott periodicity was adapted

120



to the setting of orientifold K-theory. The (1,1) and 8-fold Bott periodicity theorems for
orientifold K-theory were obtained as a special cases of an equivariant periodicity theo-
rem. Together, these showed that every orientifold K-group K](Dﬁf‘e) (X) is isomorphic to one
of the 8 groups KF&J(X) for 0 < p < 7. By combining equivariant periodicity with re-
sults on (Spin¢, k¢)-structures, it was possible to prove an 8-fold Thom isomorphism the-
orem K ¢)(X) ~ K ) (V) for real equivariant vector bundles V such that Wér’e)(V) = 0.
A straightforward generalisation of analytic K-homology was made, based on Kasparovs
KK-theory. The orientifold Dirac operator was shown to define a class in the resulting an-
alytic orientifold K-homology theory. A geometric orientifold K-homology theory was also
defined. In this theory, cycles are represented by orientifolds equipped with (Spin€, k)-
structures and orientifold bundles. A two-of-three lemma was proved using earlier re-
sults on semi-equivariant cocycles and cohomology. This allowed operations on (Spin¢, k)-
structures and equivalence relations for geometric K-homology to be defined. The interpre-
tation of geometric orientifold K-cycles via orientifold Dirac operators was formalised by
constructing a map from geometric to analytic orientifold K-homology. Finally, some specu-
lations were made regarding the possibility of using orientifold Dirac operators to construct

assembly maps.

121



Bibliography

[1] Emil Artin and John Tate. Class field theory. AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI,

2009. Reprinted with corrections from the 1967 original.
[2] M. E Atiyah. K-theory and reality. Quart. ]. Math. Oxford Ser. (2), 17:367-386, 1966.

[3] M. E. Atiyah. K-theory. Lecture notes by D. W. Anderson. W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New
York-Amsterdam, 1967.

[4] M. F. Atiyah. Bott periodicity and the index of elliptic operators. Quart. ]. Math. Oxford
Ser. (2), 19:113-140, 1968.

[5] M. E. Atiyah. Global theory of elliptic operators. In Proc. Internat. Conf. on Functional
Analysis and Related Topics (Tokyo, 1969), pages 21-30. Univ. of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1970.

[6] M. F. Atiyah, R. Bott, and A. Shapiro. Clifford modules. Topology, 3(suppl. 1):3-38, 1964.

[7] M. E. Atiyah and I. M. Singer. The index of elliptic operators on compact manifolds.
Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 69:422-433, 1963.

[8] M. E. Atiyah and I. M. Singer. The index of elliptic operators. I. Ann. of Math. (2),
87:484-530, 1968.

[9] M. E Atiyah and I. M. Singer. Index theory for skew-adjoint Fredholm operators. Inst.
Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math., (37):5-26, 1969.

[10] M. E. Atiyah and I. M. Singer. The index of elliptic operators. V. Ann. of Math. (2),
93:139-149, 1971.

[11] Paul Baum. On the index of equivariant elliptic operators. In Operator algebras, quanti-
zation, and noncommutative geometry, volume 365 of Contemp. Math., pages 41-49. Amer.

Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2004.

[12] Paul Baum, Alan Carey, and Bai-Ling Wang. K-cycles for twisted K-homology. J. K-
Theory, 12(1):69-98, 2013.
122



[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

Paul Baum and Alain Connes. Geometric K-theory for Lie groups and foliations. En-

seign. Math. (2), 46(1-2):3—42, 2000.

Paul Baum, Alain Connes, and Nigel Higson. Classifying space for proper actions
and K-theory of group C*-algebras. In C*-algebras: 1943-1993 (San Antonio, TX, 1993),
volume 167 of Contemp. Math., pages 240-291. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994.

Paul Baum and Ronald G. Douglas. Index theory, bordism, and K-homology. In Opera-
tor algebras and K-theory (San Francisco, Calif., 1981), volume 10 of Contemp. Math., pages
1-31. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.1., 1982.

Paul Baum and Ronald G. Douglas. K homology and index theory. In Operator algebras
and applications, Part I (Kingston, Ont., 1980), volume 38 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.,
pages 117-173. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1982.

Paul Baum, Nigel Higson, and Thomas Schick. On the equivalence of geometric and

analytic K-homology. Pure Appl. Math. Q., 3(1, part 3):1-24, 2007.

Paul Baum, Nigel Higson, and Thomas Schick. A geometric description of equivariant
K-homology for proper actions. In Quanta of maths, volume 11 of Clay Math. Proc., pages
1-22. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2010.

Grégory Berhuy. An introduction to Galois cohomology and its applications, volume 377
of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cam-

bridge, 2010. With a foreword by Jean-Pierre Tignol.

José Bertin, Jean-Pierre Demailly, Luc Illusie, and Chris Peters. Introduction to Hodge
theory, volume 8 of SMF/AMS Texts and Monographs. American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI; Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2002. Translated from the 1996

French original by James Lewis and Peters.

Bruce Blackadar. K-theory for operator algebras, volume 5 of Mathematical Sciences Research

Institute Publications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 1998.

Raoul Bott. The index theorem for homogeneous differential operators. In Differential
and Combinatorial Topology (A Symposium in Honor of Marston Morse), pages 167-186.

Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, N.]., 1965.

L. G. Brown, R. G. Douglas, and P. A. Fillmore. Extensions of C*-algebras, operators
with compact self-commutators, and K-homology. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 79:973-978,

1973.
123



[24] L. G. Brown, R. G. Douglas, and P. A. Fillmore. Unitary equivalence modulo the com-
pact operators and extensions of C*-algebras. In Proceedings of a Conference on Operator
Theory (Dalhousie Univ., Halifax, N.S., 1973), pages 58-128. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol.
345. Springer, Berlin, 1973.

[25] L. G. Brown, R. G. Douglas, and P. A. Fillmore. Extensions of C*-algebras and K-
homology. Ann. of Math. (2), 105(2):265-324, 1977.

[26] Jean-Luc Brylinski. Gerbes on complex reductive Lie groups. arXiv Mathematics e-prints,

page math /0002158, Feb 2000.

[27] Jean-Luc Brylinski. Loop spaces, characteristic classes and geometric quantization. Mod-
ern Birkhuser Classics. Birkhuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2008. Reprint of the 1993

edition.

[28] Robin J. Deeley. Geometric K-homology with coefficients. PhD thesis, University of Victo-
ria, 2010.

[29] Robin J. Deeley. Geometric K-homology with coefficients I: Z /kZ-cycles and Bockstein
sequence. |. K-Theory, 9(3):537-564, 2012.

[30] Robin J. Deeley. Geometric K-homology with coefficients II: The analytic theory and
isomorphism. J. K-Theory, 12(2):235-256, 2013.

[31] John O. Dimmock. Representation theory for nonunitary groups. J. Mathematical Phys.,
4:1307-1311, 1963.

[32] Jacques Dixmier. C*-algebras, 1977. Translated from the French by Francis Jellett,
North-Holland Mathematical Library, Vol. 15.

[33] Jacques Dixmier and Adrien Douady. Champs continus d’espaces hilbertiens et de

C*-algebres. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 91:227-284, 1963.

[34] Charles Doran, Stefan Méndez-Diez, and Jonathan Rosenberg. T-duality for orien-
tifolds and twisted KR-theory. Lett. Math. Phys., 104(11):1333-1364, 2014.

[35] Johan L. Dupont. Symplectic bundles and KR-theory. Math. Scand., 24:27-30, 1969.

[36] D. S. Freed and G. W. Moore. Twisted Equivariant Matter. Annales Henri Poincaré,
14:1927-2023, December 2013.

124



[37] Thomas Friedrich. Dirac operators in Riemannian geometry, volume 25 of Graduate Studies
in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000. Translated from

the 1997 German original by Andreas Nestke.

[38] Liang Fu and C. L. Kane. Time reversal polarization and a Z, adiabatic spin pump.

Phys. Rev. B, 74:195312, Nov 2006.

[39] Liang Fu and C. L. Kane. Topological insulators with inversion symmetry. Phys. Rev.

B, 76:045302, Jul 2007.

[40] Liang Fu, C. L. Kane, and E. J. Mele. Topological insulators in three dimensions. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 98:106803, Mar 2007.

[41] Kiyonori Gomi. Equivariant smooth Deligne cohomology. Osaka J. Math., 42(2):309-
337, 2005.

[42] José M. Gracia-Bondia, Joseph C. Varilly, and Héctor Figueroa. Elements of noncommu-
tative geometry. Birkhduser Advanced Texts: Basler Lehrbticher. [Birkhduser Advanced

Texts: Basel Textbooks]. Birkhduser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2001.

[43] Alexander Grothendieck. Sur quelques points d’algebre homologique. Tohoku Math. |.
(2),9:119-221, 1957.

[44] Sergei Gukov. K-theory, reality, and orientifolds. Communications in Mathematical

Physics, 210(3):621-639, Apr 2000.

[45] Pedram Hekmati, Michael K. Murray, Richard J. Szabo, and Raymond E. Vozzo.
Real bundle gerbes, orientifolds and twisted KR-homology. arXiv e-prints, page
arXiv:1608.06466, Aug 2016.

[46] Nigel Higson and John Roe. Analytic K-homology. Oxford Mathematical Monographs.
Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2000. Oxford Science Publications.

[47] Friedrich Hirzebruch. Topological methods in algebraic geometry. Classics in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995. Translated from the German and Appendix One by R.
L. E. Schwarzenberger, With a preface to the third English edition by the author and
Schwarzenberger, Appendix Two by A. Borel, Reprint of the 1978 edition.

[48] Martin Jakob. A bordism-type description of homology. Manuscripta Math., 96(1):67-80,
1998.

125



[49] Martin Jakob. An alternative approach to homology. In Une dégustation topologique
[Topological morsels]: homotopy theory in the Swiss Alps (Arolla, 1999), volume 265 of Con-
temp. Math., pages 87-97. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2000.

[50] Klaus Janich. Vektorraumbiindel und der Raum der Fredholm-Operatoren. Math. Ann.,
161:129-142, 1965.

[61] Laurens Jansen and Michael Boon. Theory of finite groups. Applications in physics. (Symme-
try groups of quantum mechanical systems.). North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam;
Interscience Publishers John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1967.

[52] Kjeld Knudsen Jensen and Klaus Thomsen. Elements of KK-theory. Mathematics: Theory
& Applications. Birkhduser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1991.

[53] Jiirgen Jost. Riemannian geometry and geometric analysis. Universitext. Springer, Heidel-

berg, sixth edition, 2011.

[564] C.L.Kane and E. ]J. Mele. Z; topological order and the quantum spin hall effect. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 95:146802, Sep 2005.

[65] Max Karoubi and Charles Weibel. Twisted K-theory, real A-bundles and Grothendieck-
Witt groups. |. Pure Appl. Algebra, 221(7):1629-1640, 2017.

[56] G. G. Kasparov. The generalised index of elliptic operators. Functional Anal. Appl.,
7(3):238240, 1973. English transl. Funkcional. Anal. i Priloen. 7 (1973), no. 3, 8283.

[57] G. G. Kasparov. Topological invariants of elliptic operators. I. K-homology. Izv. Akad.
Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 39(4):796-838, 1975. English transl. Math. USSR- Izv. 9 (1976)
751792.

[58] G. G. Kasparov. The operator K-functor and extensions of C*-algebras. Izv. Akad. Nauk
SSSR Ser. Mat., 44(3):571-636, 719, 1980. English transl. Math. USSR-Izv. 16 (1981)
513572.

[59] G. G. Kasparov. Equivariant KK-theory and the Novikov conjecture. Invent. Math.,
91(1):147-201, 1988.

[60] G. G. Kasparov. K-theory, group C*-algebras, and higher signatures (conspectus). In
Novikov conjectures, index theorems and rigidity, Vol. 1 (Oberwolfach, 1993), volume 226 of
London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 101-146. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge,
1995.

126



[61] A. Kitaev. Periodic table for topological insulators and superconductors. In American

Institute of Physics Conference Series, volume 1134, pages 22-30, May 2009.

[62] Shoshichi Kobayashi and Katsumi Nomizu. Foundations of differential geometry. Vol I.
Interscience Publishers, a division of John Wiley & Sons, New York-London, 1963.

[63] H.Blaine Lawson, Jr. and Marie-Louise Michelsohn. Spin geometry, volume 38 of Prince-

ton Mathematical Series. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1989.

[64] Wolfgang Liick and Bernardo Uribe. Equivariant principal bundles and their classify-
ing spaces. Algebr. Geom. Topol., 14(4):1925-1995, 2014.

[65] Ruben Minasian and Gregory Moore. K-theory and Ramond-Ramond charge. Journal
of High Energy Physics, 1997(11):002-002, nov 1997.

[66] El-kaioum M. Moutuou. Twisted groupoid KR-theory. PhD thesis, Universit de Lorraine-
Metz, and Universitt Paderborn, 2012.

[67] El-kaioum M. Moutuou. On groupoids with involutions and their cohomology. New

York J. Math., 19:729-792, 2013.

[68] N. Christopher Phillips. Equivariant K-theory and freeness of group actions on C*-algebras,
volume 1274 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987.

[69] R.]. Plymen. Strong Morita equivalence, spinors and symplectic spinors. J. Operator

Theory, 16(2):305-324, 1986.

[70] R.]J. Plymen and P. L. Robinson. Spinors in Hilbert space, volume 114 of Cambridge Tracts
in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

[71] Xiao-Liang Qi, Taylor L. Hughes, and Shou-Cheng Zhang. Topological field theory of
time-reversal invariant insulators. Phys. Rev. B, 78:195424, Nov 2008.

[72] Iain Raeburn and Dana P. Williams. Morita equivalence and continuous-trace C*-algebras,
volume 60 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society,

Providence, RI, 1998.

[73] Jeff Raven. An equivariant bivariant Chern character. PhD thesis, Pennsylvania State

University, 2004.

[74] Herbert Schroder. K-theory for real C*-algebras and applications, volume 290 of Pitman Re-
search Notes in Mathematics Series. Longman Scientific & Technical, Harlow; copublished

in the United States with John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1993.
127



[75] Graeme Segal. Equivariant K-theory. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math., (34):129-151,
1968.

[76] Graeme Segal. Fredholm complexes. Quart. |. Math. Oxford Ser. (2), 21:385-402, 1970.

[77] Edwin H. Spanier. Algebraic topology. McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York-Toronto, Ont.-
London, 1966.

[78] Richard G. Swan. Vector bundles and projective modules. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
105:264-277, 1962.

[79] R.]. Szabo. D-Branes, Tachyons and K-Homology. Modern Physics Letters A, 17:2297—
2315, 2002.

[80] Tammo tom Dieck. Transformation groups, volume 8 of de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics.

Walter de Gruyter & Co., Berlin, 1987.

[81] N. E. Wegge-Olsen. K-theory and C*-algebras. Oxford Science Publications. The Claren-
don Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1993.

[82] Steven Weinberg. The quantum theory of fields. Vol. I. Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 2005.

[83] Eugene P. Wigner. Group theory and its application to the quantum mechanics of atomic
spectra. Expanded and improved. Translated from the German by J. J. Griffin. Pure and

Applied Physics. Vol. 5. Academic Press, New York-London, 1959.

[84] Eugene P. Wigner. Normal form of antiunitary operators. J. Mathematical Phys., 1:409—
413, 1960.

[85] Eugene P. Wigner. Phenomenological distinction between unitary and antiunitary sym-

metry operators. |. Mathematical Phys., 1:414-416, 1960.

[86] Stephen Willard. General topology. Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., Reading, Mass.-
London-Don Mills, Ont., 1970.

[87] Edward Witten. D-branes and K-theory. ]. High Energy Phys., (12):Paper 19, 41 pp.
(electronic), 1998.

128



	Notations and Terminology
	Introduction
	Literature Review
	Overview of Chapters

	Semi-equivariance
	Semi-direct Products
	Semi-equivariant Principal Bundles
	Semi-equivariant Transition Cocycles
	Semi-equivariant Cohomology
	Semi-equivariant Dixmier-Douady Classes
	Semi-equivariance and Associated Bundles
	Semi-equivariant Connections

	Orientifolds
	Orientifold Groups
	Orientifold Representations
	Orientifolds
	Orientifold Bundles
	Operations on Orientifold Bundles

	The Orientifold Dirac Operator
	Classification of Orientifold Spinc-structures
	Orientifold Spinor Bundles
	Connections in Orientifold Spinor Bundles
	Dirac Operators on Orientifolds

	The K-theory of Orientifold Bundles
	Orientifold K-theory
	The Symbol Class of an Elliptic Orientifold Operator
	Index Maps in Orientifold K-theory
	Functoriality and Index Pairings in Orientifold K-theory
	Bott Periodicity and Thom isomorphisms

	Analytic K-homology for Orientifolds
	The K-theory of Orientifold C*-algebras
	Orientifold Hilbert modules and Hilbert Module Operators
	KK-theory for Orientifold C*-algebras
	The K-homology Class of an Orientifold Dirac Operator

	Geometric K-homology for Orientifolds
	Operations on (Spinc,)-structures
	The Geometric Orientifold K-homology Groups
	Relationship to Analytic Orientifold K-homology

	The K-homology of Orientifold Groups
	Analytic K-theory for Orientifold Groups
	Geometric K-homology for Orientifold Groups
	Assembly and Orientifold Groups

	Conclusion
	Bibliography

