A GLOBAL-EQUIVARIANT SEGAL-BECKER SPLITTING,
EXPLICIT BRAUER INDUCTION, AND GLOBAL ADAMS OPERATIONS

STEFAN SCHWEDE

ABSTRACT. We prove a splitting result in global equivariant homotopy theory that is a simultaneous
refinement of the Segal-Becker splitting and its equivariant generalizations, and of the explicit Brauer
induction of Boltje and Symonds. We show that the morphism of ultra-commutative ring spectra from
£ BgU(1) to the global K-theory spectrum that classifyies the tautological U(1)-representation admits a
section on underlying global infinite loop spaces that is a 1-fold global loop map. We prove that this global
Segal-Becker splitting induces the Boltje-Symonds explicit Brauer induction on equivariant homotopy
groups, and that it induces the classical Segal-Becker splittings on equivariant cohomology theories. As an
application we rigidify the unstable Adams operations in equivariant K-theory to global self-maps of the
global space BUP.
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to prove a splitting result in global equivariant homotopy theory that is a
simultaneous refinement of the Segal-Becker splitting [4, 24] and its equivariant generalizations [8, 11], and
of the explicit Brauer induction of Boltje [5] and Symonds [28]. The main player is the morphism of ultra-
commutative ring spectra 7: 3P — KU from the unreduced suspension spectrum of the global space
P, a multiplicative model of the global classfying space of U(1) and a global refinement of CP*°, to the
global K-theory spectrum that classifies the tautological U(1)-representation. We construct a section to the
morphism of underlying global infinite loop spaces Q2°(n): Q*(X°P) — Q°(KU) that is a 1-fold global loop
map. We prove that this global Segal-Becker splitting induces the Boltje-Symonds explicit Brauer induction
on equivariant homotopy groups, and that it induces the classical Segal-Becker splittings on equivariant
cohomology theories. As an application we rigidify the unstable Adams operations in equivariant K-theory
to global loop self-maps of the representing global space BUP.

To put our results into perspective, we give a brief review of the history of the Segal-Becker splitting and
of ‘explicit Brauer induction’. The Segal-Becker splitting is the statement that the morphism X°CP> —
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KU from the suspension spectrum of infinite complex projective space to the complex K-theory spectrum
that classifies the tautological line bundle over CP*° has a section after passing to infinite loop spaces. The
theorem implies in particular that the transformation of degree 0 cohomology theories on spaces induced by
the morphism is a split epimorphism, and several papers on the subject state the splitting in this form. The
original splitting theorem was proved by Segal in [24] for complex K-theory. Becker provided a different
proof in [4] that also provides a splitting for real and symplectic K-theory. Segal’s construction produces
p-complete maps for every prime p that are then assembled via an arithmetic square; all other sources on
the subject use transfers in some incarnation to construct the relevant splitting. It seems to be well-known
that the section to Q*°(XFCP>) — Q*KU ~ Z x BU can be arranged as a loop map, but it does not
deloop twice; we recall an argument in Remark 4.9.

In the paper [16], Nagata, Nishida and Toda prove a version of Segal’s splitting for Real K-theory in
the sense of Atiyah [2], i.e., the K-theory made from complex vector bundle over spaces with involutions,
equipped with a fiberwise conjugate-linear involution. A different proof of the Real splitting was given by
Kono [14]. On underlying non-equivariant spaces this recovers Segal splitting for complex K-theory; taking
C-fixed points yields Becker’s splitting for real K-theory. A version of the Segal-Becker splitting in motivic
homotopy theory, for algebraic K-theory in place of topological K-theory, is provided in [13].

An equivariant generalization of the Segal-Becker splitting for finite groups G was obtained by Iriye and
Kono [11, Theorem 1]. Iriye and Kono also remark in [11, Theorem 1’] that their method works in the same
way for Real-equivariant K-theory, for finite groups with involution. The most comprehensive discussion
of an equivariant Segal-Becker splitting is in Crabb’s paper [8]; Crabb proves the Segal-Becker splitting
for compact Lie groups (and not just for finite groups), and he shows that his splittings are natural for
restriction along continuous homomorphisms between compact Lie groups. Compatible equivariant results
for all compact Lie groups are always highly suggestive of an underlying globally-equivariant statement,
and this is precisely what had originally motivated the work in this paper.

Now we give a more detailed outline of our own results. The non-equivariant morphism X°CP* — KU
that classifies the tautological line bundle over CP> has a particularly nice and prominent global-equivariant
refinement, a morphism of global spectra

n: XYP — KU.

The global K-theory spectrum KU was introduced by Joachim [12], see also [18, Construction 6.4.9]; for
every compact Lie group G, the underlying genuine G-spectrum of KU represents G-equivariant complex K-
theory, see [12, Theorem 4.4] or [18, Corollary 6.4.23]. The global space P is is a specific global refinement of
CP>°, made from projective spaces of complex inner product spaces, see Construction 3.1. The underlying
G-equivariant homotopy type of P is that of the projective space of a complete complex G-universe. It
is a global classifying space, in the sense of [18, Definition 1.1.27], for the circle group U(1) that we
shall denote by T' throughout this paper; so its unreduced global suspension spectrum X5°P represents
the functor 7 on the global stable homotopy category, compare [18, Theorem 4.4.3]. The morphism
1 is extremely highly structured, and has a range of marvelous properties. It is a morphism of ultra-
commutative ring spectra that sends the universal element in ! (XP) to the class of the tautological
T-representation in 7 (KU) = R(T). As a morphism of ultra-commutative ring spectra, the effect of 1 on
equivariant homotopy groups is not only compatible with restriction, inflations and transfers, but also with
products, multiplicative power operations and norms. In [21], the author establishes a global refinement and
generalization of Snaith’s celebrated theorem [25, 26], saying that KU can be obtained from X°CP> by
‘inverting the Bott class’: the morphism 7: ¥5°P — KU is initial in the oo-category of ultra-commutative
ring spectra among morphisms from X5°P that invert a specific family of representation-graded equivariant

homotopy classes in m[,]n(n)(ZfP), pre-Bott classes, for all n > 1.
The global space U is a specific global refinement of the infinite unitary group, made from the unitary

groups of all hermitian inner product spaces, see Construction 1.2. The underlying G-equivariant homotopy
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type of U is that of the unitary group of a complete complex G-universe. The global space U features in
a global refinement of Bott periodicity, a global equivalence Q?U ~ U that encodes equivariant Bott
periodicity for all compact Lie groups at once, see [18, Theorem 2.5.41]. In Construction 4.1 we use the
global stable splitting of £3°U from [19, Theorem 4.10] to construct a morphism

d: U — QEFPASY

in the unstable global homotopy category, our deloop of the global Segal-Becker splitting. The splitting
property is our first main result, to be proved as Theorem 4.2:

Theorem A. The composite
U -4 oo mrpast) ZU) geKU A S
is a global equivalence.

We emphasize that the composite Q2°(n A S1) od of Theorem A is not just any global equivalence, but it
coincides with the ‘preferred infinite delooping’ of U, i.e., the global equivalence

U =5 Q°(shKU)

established in [18, Theorem 6.4.21], up to a natural global equivalence KU A S ~ shKU. In fact, all
the work in proving Theorem A goes into showing precisely this. At the heart of the argument is a subtle
connection between the global stable splitting and the preferred delooping of U, two features that are
a priori unrelated. As we show in Theorem 3.10, the adjoint XU — sh KU of the preferred infinite
delooping annihilates the higher terms of the stable global splitting (1.1).

The global space BUP is a global refinement of the space Z x BU, and BUP represents equivariant
K-theory, see [18, Theorem 2.4.10]. Just as Z x BU is the infinite loop space of the topological K-theory
spectrum KU, the global space BUP ‘is’ the global infinite loop space of KU, see [18, Remark 6.4.22]. By
looping the morphism d: U — Q*(X°PAS 1) and composing with the global Bott periodicity equivalence
BUP ~ QU from [18, Theorem 2.5.41], we obtain another morphism in the unstable global homotopy
category

c: BUP — Q*(XTP),
the global Segal-Becker splitting. By design, the morphism c is a global loop map. Its splitting property, to
be proved as Corollary 4.8, is an easy consequence of Theorem A:

Theorem B. The composite

Q°(n)

BUP = Q*(XTP) Q*(KU)

is a global equivalence.

A morphism that admits a section tends to admit many different sections. Our next two results justify
that the global Segal-Becker splitting c: BUP — Q°*(X°P) is the ‘correct’ splitting to ©2°(n), by showing
that its effect on equivariant homotopy groups and on equivariant cohomology theories recover certain
classical and much studied algebraic sections. On equivariant homotopy groups, the global Segal-Becker
splitting induces the so-called explicit Brauer induction of Boltje [5] and Symonds [28]. By Brauer’s theorem
[6, Theorem I] the complex representation ring of a finite group is generated, as an abelian group, by
representations that are induced from 1-dimensional representations of subgroups. Segal generalized this
result to compact Lie groups in [23, Proposition 3.11 (ii)], where ‘induction’ refers to the smooth induction.
We write A (T, G) for the free abelian group with basis the symbols [H, x|, where H runs over all conjugacy
classes of closed subgroup of G with finite Weyl group, and x: H — T = U(1) runs over all characters of
H. The Brauer—Segal theorem can then be paraphrased as the fact that the group homomorphism

A(T,G) — R(G)
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that sends [H,x] to tr$(x) is surjective. An explicit Brauer induction is an ‘explicit’ section to this map,
possibly with naturality properties as the group G varies. The first explicit Brauer induction was Snaith’s
formula [27, Theorem (2.16)]; however, Snaith’s maps are not additive and not compatible with restriction
to subgroups. Not much later Boltje [5] specified a different explicit Brauer induction formula by purely
algebraic means; Symonds [28] gave a topological interpretation of Boltje’s construction. The Boltje—
Symonds maps are additive and natural for restriction along group homomorphisms; the maps are not (and
in fact cannot be) in general compatible with transfers. We prove the following result as Theorem 5.7:

Theorem C. For every compact Lie group G, the composite

7TG C
R(G) = aSBUP) 2% 16(xep) =~ A(T,G)
coincides with the Boltje—Symonds explicit Brauer induction.

Our fourth main result justifies the name ‘global Segal-Becker splitting’ for the morphism ¢: BUP —
Q°*(X°P) by showing that it refines the classical equivariant Segal-Becker splittings. The latter are defined
at the level of equivariant cohomology theories, and we review them in Construction 5.8. We show the
following in Theorem 5.15:

Theorem D. Let G be a compact Lie group and A a finite G-CW-complex. Then the composite

[A,¢
s

K (A) = [A,BUP|® [A,Q%(2TP)]¢

coincides with the G-equivariant Segal-Becker splitting O, a defined in (5.9).

The isomorphism between the G-equivariant K-group K(A) and the group [4, BUP]“ will be recalled
in Construction 5.13. The group [A,Q‘(Zﬁ_OP)]G is isomorphic to the group of morphisms from ¥3°A to
YFP(Ug) is the G-equivariant stable homotopy category, where P(Ug) is a classifying G-space for G-
equivariant complex line bundles. Theorem C is in fact a special case of Theorem D, but we prove Theorem
C first, and then deduce Theorem D using the global functoriality.

As an application of the global Segal-Becker splitting, we construct global rigidifications of the unstable
Adams operations on equivariant K-theory. In (6.4) we define the n-th global Adams operation

" . BUP — BUP,

for n > 1. These global Adams operations are morphisms in the the unstable global homotopy category
that arise as global loop maps, the deloopings being certain endomorphisms of U. The following result,
proved as Theorem 6.7, justifies the name of the global Adams operations:

Theorem E. For every compact Lie group G and every finite G-CW-complex A, the following square
commutes:

Ko(4) — > Kg(A)

ul lu

[A,BUP]Y —— [4,BUP]¢
(A"

The upper horizontal map in the diagram is the n-th classical Adams operation on equivariant K-theory.

Conventions. We use the models of [18] to represent unstable and stable global homotopy types. So
global spaces are represented by orthogonal spaces, relative to the notion of global equivalence introduced
in [18, Definition 1.1.2]. Our global Segal-Becker splitting and its deloop will thus be morphisms in the
unstable global homotopy category, i.e., the localization of the category of orthogonal spaces at the class of
global equivalences. Similarly, global spectra are represented by orthogonal spectra, relative to the notion
of global equivalence introduced in [18, Definition 4.1.3].
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1. THE GLOBAL STABLE SPLITTING OF U

The construction of our deloop of the global Segal-Becker splitting depends crucially on a stable splitting
of the global space U. In [19], the author constructs certain morphisms sy : E“(Grg)ad(k) — XU in the
global stable homotopy category such that the combined morphism

(1.1) sk o\ IR(GrE)MB = wrU
k>0

is a global equivalence, see [19, Theorem 4.10]. The splitting (1.1) is a global-equivariant refinement
of Miller’s stable splitting [15] of the infinite unitary group. The orthogonal space Grg is made from
Grassmannians of complex k-planes; see [18, Example 2.3.16]. And (Gr(,g)ad(k) denotes the global Thom
space over Gr} associated with the adjoint representation ad(k) of U(k); see [19, Example 3.12]. In this
section we review the construction of the splitting morphisms, and then translate the splitting (1.1) into an
interpretation of the group [X°°U, X] of stable global morphisms in terms of ad(k)-graded U (k)-equivariant
homotopy groups of X, see Theorem 1.13. Moreover, we establish two geometric fixed point relations for
the splitting that we need later, see Theorems 1.16 and 1.21.

Construction 1.2 (The ultra-commutative monoid U). We recall the ultra-commutative monoid U made
from unitary groups, compare [18, Example 2..37]. We write

Ve = CrV
for the complexification of a euclidean inner product space V. The euclidean inner product (—,—) on
V induces a hermitian inner product (—, —) on V¢, defined as the unique sesquilinear form that satisfies
(1®v,1®w) = (v,w) for all v,w € V. The value of the orthogonal space U on V is
uW) = (),

the unitary group of the complexification of V. The complexification of every R-linear isometric embedding
@: V. — W preserves the hermitian inner products, so we can define a continuous group homomorphism

U(p) : UV) — UMW)

by conjugation with pc: Vo — We and the identity on the orthogonal complement of the image of ¢¢.
The commutative multiplication of U is given by the direct sum of unitary automorphisms

U(V)xUW) — UVaeW), (AB)~— A®B.

If G is a compact Lie group, then the underlying G-space is the unitary group of a complete complex G-
universe. Since unitary G-representations break up into isotypical summand, its G-fixed points decompose
as a weak product, indexed by the isomorphism classes of irreducible unitary G-representations, of infinite
unitary groups. We refer to [18, Example 2..37] for more details.
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The global stable splitting morphism sy, : (Grg)2d*®) — $°U ultimately stems from a specific U (k)-
equivariant stable splitting of the ‘top cell’ in U (k)2 the unitary group U (k) acting on itself by conjugation.
We review this splitting now, following Crabb’s exposition in [7, page 39]. In [18] and [19] we use different
conventions on whether the suspension coordinate in an orthogonal suspension spectrum is written on the
left of right of the argument. In this paper, we adopt the convention of [18], with the suspension coordinate
written on the left; this entails some minor changes to some formulas in [19], moving some suspension
coordinates to the other side.

Construction 1.3 (Splitting the top cell off U(k)2d). We write
ad(k) = {X € M(k xk;C): X = X"}

for the R-vector space of skew-hermitian complex k x k matrices. The unitary group U (k) acts on ad(k) by
conjugation, and this action witnesses ad(k) as the adjoint representation of U(k), whence the name. The
Cayley transform is the U (k)-equivariant open embedding

ad(k) — UK, X — (X -1(X+1)7!
onto the subspace of U(k) of those matrices that do not have +1 as an eigenvalue. The associated collapse
map
U(k)ad N Sad(k)
admits a section in the stable homotopy category of genuine U (k)-spectra, as follows. We write
sa(k) = {Ze M(kx k;C): Z=2"}

for the R-vector space of hermitian complex k x k matrices, with U(k)-action by conjugation. A basic linear
algebra fact, sometimes referred to as ‘polar decomposition’, is that the U(k)-equivariant map

(1.4) or : sa(k) xU(k) — Mk x k;C) =sa(k)®ad(k), (Z,A4)— A-exp(—2)

is an open embedding onto the general linear group Gl,,(C); for a proof, see for example [19, Proposition
B.17]. This open embedding has an associated U (k)-equivariant collapse map

(1.5) ty : SRRy gsalk) A ()3t

that is a stable section to the previous collapse map U (k)*d — S ad(k) "see the argument after the proof of
Theorem 1.8 in [7, page 39], or the proof of [19, Theorem 4.7].

Next we recall how the U(k)-equivariant stable splitting (1.5) gives rise to a specific equivariant

homotopy class (t;) in Wa[{i((k,g)(EfU); this class in turn characterizes the global splitting morphism

s: 2°(Gry,)*(*) — $°U by the relation (1.10).

Construction 1.6 (The global splitting morphism). We let W be a unitary representation of a compact
Lie group G. We write uW for the underlying orthogonal G-representation, i.e., the underlying R-vector
space with the euclidean inner product (v, w) = Re(v, w), the real part of the hermitian inner product. The
map

(1.7) MWW — Cor (WW) = @WW)e, wr— (1w —i®iw)/V?2

is a G-equivariant C-linear isometric embedding. So conjugation by ¢"¥' and extension by the identity on
the orthogonal complement of its image is a continuous group monomorphism

¢ UW) — U(W)e) = Uuib) .

Since ¢ is G-equivariant, the map ¢V is G-equivariant for the conjugation action on the source and for
the G-action on U(uW) through the functoriality of the orthogonal space U. One should beware that
¢V is different from the monomorphism that sense a unitary automorphism ¢: W — W to the unitary
automorphism (ug)c of (uW)c.
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We let v, denote the tautological unitary U(k)-representation on CF. In this special case we obtain a
U (k)-equivariant monomorphism

(18) CE= ¢t s U™ = Un) — Ulu(n) -
The U (k)-equivariant collapse map ¢, was defined in (1.5). In [19, Construction 4.4], we define (for K = C,
m = 0, and in slightly different notation) a class
U(k) rsao0
(t) € oy (B2U)
as the one represented by the U(k)-map

(1.9) Svk@sa(k)@ad(k) Suk—/\tk> SVkEBSa(k) /\U(k‘)id M} SVk@Sa(k) /\U(u(l/k))+

vy, Gsa(k) i1
ST NI, guesat) A U (u(uy) @ sa(k)) 4 = (S°U) (u(vi) @ sa(k)) .

Here i1 : u(vg) — u(vg) @ sa(k) is the embedding of the second summand. In [19], we consider (t;) as an
equivariant stable homotopy class of the k-th stage of the eigenspace filtration of U, but now we work in
the ambient orthogonal space U.

The tautological class

€U (k),ad(k) € Wi(f;g)(zoo(Grg)ad(k))
is defined in [19, (A.16)]. By [19, Theorem A.17 (i)], the pair (Z“(Gr%)ad(k),eU(k)’ad(k)) represents
the functor ﬁgd((k,g): GH — Ab on the global stable homotopy category. The global splitting morphism
Sk E“(Gr%)ad(k’) — 25°U is defined in [19, (4.6)] by the property that it takes the tautological class to
(tk), i.e., by the relation

(1.10) (sk)«(CUr),ad(k)) = (tr) -

In this paper, we shall mostly work with the reduced suspension spectrum X*°U (as opposed to the
unreduced one), and with the ‘reduced’ version of the classes (tx). We endow U with the intrinsic basepoint
1 € U consisting of the multiplicative units. We write U, for U with an additional basepoint added. This
comes with based maps U, — S% and U, — U; the first of these maps U to the non-basepoint of SY,
and the second is the identity of U and maps the extra basepoint to the intrinsic basepoint 1. We write

e : XU — X% =S and q: XU — XU
for the morphisms induced on reduced suspension spectra. The combined morphism
(1.11) (6,9) + IFTU = Sx (E*U)
is then a global equivalence. We set

U(k) /o0
(1.12) or = ulte) € Tog)(E°U) .

The following representability result is a fairly direct consequence of the stable splitting (1.1). We shall
use it to construct global stable morphisms with source ¥>°U, and to check commutativity of diagrams
whose initial object is X>°U. We let [—, —] denote the group of morphisms in the global stable homotopy
category.

Theorem 1.13. For every global spectrum X, the evaluation map

=0, X] = [, mah @) f — (o)

is an isomorphism.
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Proof. The splitting (1.1) proved in [19, Theorem 4.10] and the representability property of (X°°(Gr')ad(*),
€U (k),ad(k)) together provide the natural isomorphism

(1.14) [ExU.X] == [ madi(X) o F = (Fultid)iso

The global equivalence (1.11) induces another isomorphism
[S,X] x [E°U, X] — [£U,X], (a,b) — ace+bogq.
The morphism e: XU — S sends the class (to) to 1 € m(S), so the composite

s, X] ~— [5¥U,X] m0(X)

is an isomorphism. Moreover, g.(to) = 0 and g¢.(tx) = ok, so the isomorphism (1.14) restricts an isomor-

phism as in the statement of the theorem, where now the factor indexed by k = 0 is omitted. O

Construction 1.15. The commutative multiplication on U induces the structure of commutative orthog-
onal ring spectrum on its unreduced suspension spectrum. The multiplication in turn provides graded-
commutative ring structures on the equivariant homotopy groups, and external multiplication maps

X rd (BF0) x 7 (5F0) — 7 NETU), wxy = pi@) pik®) ;

here pg: G x K — G and pg: G x K — K are the projections. We let T* denote the diagonal maximal
torus of U(k). The following proposition will show that (¢;) and the class

(t) x - x (ty) € 7f (2U),

the k-fold exterior product of copies of (t1) € 7f (25°U), have the same T*-geometric fixed points. The
T*-fixed points of the adjoint representation are the diagonal matrices inside ad(k), and we use the map

ixl . 0
RY — ad(k), (z1,...,2) — :
0 ... xg
to identify ad(k)Tk with R*. The T*-geometric fixed point map then becomes a homomorphism

k Uk) o0 k oo
o™ 7l (EFU) — of (STU) .

Theorem 1.16. For every k > 2, the relation
ST ((h) x - x (h)) = T (t)
holds in the group @fk (X°0).
Proof. We write
21 ... 0
A Ct — MEXkC), (21,...,2) — :
0 N Zk

for the embedding as diagonal matrices. This map embeds U(1)¥ = T* diagonally into U(k), it embeds
ad(1)* diagonally into ad(k), and it embeds sa(1)* diagonally into sa(k). We denote all these restrictions
by A, too.
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We will show that the following diagram of based continuous maps commutes:

(1) (5% A¢HM

(Ssa(l)@ad(l))/\k (Ssa(l) A U(l).,.)Ak (Ssa(l) A U(u(yl))I)/\k
shufﬁeJ/N = | shuffle shuffle
. NS , :
Ssa(l)"EBad(l)’C Ssa(l)k A U(l)]j_ + (Ssa(l)k A U(U(Vl))ﬁ_)Tk
(1.17) A/\AJ{Q =~|ana @) HT"
sa a k (t”)Tk sa EY k sa k
(oI s (5709 AU o (50 A U (i) )
sa(k) g o
(5™ A(U(i1)0¢E) ™" (8™ AU (ir) )"
(EXU)(ulv) @ sa(k)T" === (5"®) A U(u(u) B sa(k)4)™
The clockwise composite represents the class <I>Tk(<t1> X --- x (t1)); here we exploit that (1) = 0, so

the smash factor S** in the representative (1.9) for (¢1) does not contribute to the representative for its

T-geometric fixed points, and we omit it. The counter clockwise composite represents the class pT" (tr);
here we exploit that (z/k)Tlc = 0, so the smash factor S** in the representative (1.9) for (fx) does not
contribute to the representative for its T*-geometric fixed points. Granted its commutativity, the diagram
(1.17) witnesses the desired relation.

Now we justify the commutativity of the diagram (1.17). The following diagram of open embeddings

commutes:

(sa(1) x U(1))F ()" CF ——— (sa(1) @ ad(1))*
shuffle \L = = l shuffle
sa(1)F x U(1)k ~|A sa(1)* x ad(1)*

AXA\L’: ZlAXA

(sa(k) x U(k)*") ™" ———— M(k x k,C)T" (sa(k) x ad(k))T"
(¢x)T

The vertical maps in this diagram are homeomorphisms. So associated diagram of collapse maps commutes,
too, which is the left part of diagram (1.17). The iterated multiplication morphism

n) | Uu(n)) % - x Ulu(nn)) — Ulu(mn) @ - @ u()) = Ulu(n))

of the ultra-commutative monoid U is given by orthogonal direct sum. So it participates in a commutative
diagram:

U — L Uun))*

(k)
Ai lMU(lﬂ)

U(k)ad T U(u(vg))

*

This implies the commutativity of the middle right part of diagram (1.17). d

Construction 1.18. We write

(1.19) ¢ S = U, @) =(@4d)(z—i)"
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for the Cayley transform. We write

0:C — MEXxEC), z— |[: L
0 ... =z
for the embedding as constant diagonal matrices. This map identifies U(1) with the center of U(k), consist-

ing of the constant diagonal matrices, which also equals the U (k)-fixed space under the conjugation action
(U(k)2)U*) We consider the composite

k
ok St < U() L Uk = Ulu(ny)

where (¥ was defined in (1.8). We define
(1.20) dy € ='W (zen)
as the class of the map
S NGy, 2 S ASY — SYE AU (u(vg)) = (3°U) (u(m)) -

We let H be a closed subgroup of U (k) whose tautological action on CF is irreducible. Equivalently, H
is not subconjugate to a block subgroup U(j,k — j) for any 1 < j < k — 1. Then scalar multiplications
are the only H-equivariant automorphisms of C*, and thus (U(k)*d)H coincides with the center of U (k).
Moreover, the H-fixed points of the adjoint representation are the diagonal matrices inside ad(k), and we
use the map

R — ad(k), y —— 0(iy)
to identify ad(k)¥ with R. The H-geometric fixed point map then becomes a homomorphism

U(k o0 (o)
o . Al (2U) — off (3>U) .

Theorem 1.21.

(i) The relation oy = dy holds in the group nt (>°U).
(i) For k > 2, let H be a closed subgroup of U(k) whose tautological action on C* is irreducible. Then
the relation

(o)) = @"(d)
holds in the group ®(X>°U).

Proof. We start with a preliminary study that we need in both parts of the proof. We have sa(1) = R and
ad(1) = i-R, both with trivial action by T'= U(1). We recall from (1.4) the open embedding

p1 : RxU(l) — C=R*, (2,)) —> exp(—2)-A = (exp(—2)-Re(\),exp(—2) - Im()\))

whose image is C\ {0}. The associated collapse map is t1: S — STAU(1),. We claim that the composite
(SYAq)oty: S — S* AU(1) is homotopic to the suspension of the Cayley transform (1.19). The Cayley
transform a homeomorphism, so we may show that the composite
1 1 —1
(1.22) §2 My s au(), 28 stava) 2L g2

is homotopic to the identity. This composite collapses the contractible subset [0,00] x {0} of S? to the
basepoint and factors through a homeomorphism

§2/([0, 00] x {0}) = $2.
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So the composite (1.22) is a homotopy equivalence. Expanding all formulas shows that the composite (1.22)
is given on R x R+ by the formula

F :R* — R?, F(x,y) = (—ln(\/x2+y2), x/y+\/(x/y)72+1) .

So (1.22) fixes the point (0,1), and it is smooth near (0,1) with differential D 1)F = (9 7} ). Since this
differential has determinant 1, the composite (1.22) is indeed homotopic to the identity. This concludes the
proof of the claim that (S* Agq)ot; ~ St Ac.

(i) The class o1 = ¢.(t1) is represented by the U(1)-map

S"LEEA(U(i1)o¢, 0q)

SV1®R2 —>SU1M1 S”1®R/\U(1)+

The class d; is represented by the composite

SR AU(u(ry) ®@R) = (2°U) (u(v1) @ R) .

v Sv1 1
S as - gmER STAG g q)y T g A Ulu(ny) = (S0 (u(i)) -
Since (St A q) ot is homotopic to S* A ¢, this proves the first claim.
(ii) Since the class o}, arises from the collapse map ¢, defined in (1.5), we first study the H-fixed points
of t;. The vertical maps in the following commutative diagram are homeomorphisms:

R x U(1) o C R?

axalg ia %l@xa(i-—)

(sa(k) > U(R))T ———mm M(k x b, €)1 == (sa(k) x ad (k)"

IR

So the collapse maps for the horizontal open embeddings participate in a commutative diagram that is the
upper left rectangle in the following diagram of based continuous maps:

52 SYAU(1), SYAU(u(vy))?

h S (¢ 0dog)
3/\8(i<—)l: :iam :\L@/\U(u(uk))H
Gsa(k)®ad(k)yH gsa(k) A (U(k)2d H Sad(k) A U H
( e (SO A U ) ) e (u(m)))
represents o
(Z>U) (u(vy) @ sa(k)) === (5" A U(u(w}) & sa(k)))"

The uppermost part commutes because (S' Aq)ot; ~ S'Acand 6, = (¥odoc. The class oy, is represented
by the U(k)-map

Gri®sa(k)Gad(k)  STEALk, Svr@salk) A 7 (k)2

SVE®sak) A (U (i1)0¢Foq)

Gri@sa(k) A U(u(vy) @sa(k)) = (°U)(u(vy,) @ sa(k)) .

The hypothesis on H guarantees that (1) = 0. So the smash factor S* in the representative for oy, does
not contribute to the representative for its H-geometric fixed points. The class ® (5}, is thus represented
by the lower left diagonal composite, as indicated in the diagram.

The class dy, is represented by the map S* Ay, by definition. Again because (v;)" = 0, the smash factor
S¥k does not contribute to the representative for ®(dy,), which is thus represented by the map (J;)*. The
big diagram above thus witnesses the desired relation ® (o) = ®* (d}). O

)H
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2. THE EIGENSPACE MORPHISM

The connective global K-theory spectrum ku is defined in [18, Construction 3.6.9], generalizing a con-
figuration space model of Segal [22, Section 1] to the global equivariant context. We recall the definition in
Construction 2.2 below. The eigenspace morphism of based orthogonal spaces

(2.1) eig : U — Q°(shku)

is defined in [18, (6.3.26)]. Here ‘sh’ denotes the shift of an orthogonal spectrum [18, Construction 3.1.21],
which is globally equivalent to the suspension. And 2° is the functor from orthogonal spectra to based
orthogonal spaces that is right adjoint to the reduced suspension spectrum functor, see [18, Construction
4.1.6]. For every orthogonal spectrum X, the orthogonal space Q2*X models the underlying ‘global infinite
loop space’ of the global spectrum X.

As the name suggest, this morphism assigns to a unitary automorphism the configuration of eigenvalues
and eigenspaces; the shift coordinate in shku is the place that stores the eigenvalues. The eigenspace
morphism (2.1) is a Fin-global equivalence by [18, Theorem 6.3.27]. We will mostly work with the adjoint

eigh : ¥°U — shku

of the eigenspace morphism, and we recall the definition of eig? in Construction 2.3 below. The purpose of
this section is to show that for every compact Lie group G, the map of equivariant homotopy groups

(eig®oq). : Wf(EfU) — 7% (shku)
annihilates the square of the augmentation ideal, see Theorem 2.6.

The eigenspace morphism (2.1) is not a fully global equivalence, but the composite Q°(sh j)oeig: U —

Q°(shKU) is, see [18, Theorem 6.4.21]. This is related to the fact that the periodization morphism
j: ku — KU is a Fin-global connective cover, but it is not a connective cover for compact Lie groups of
positive dimensions, see for example [18, Remark 6.3.38].

Construction 2.2 (The connective global K-theory spectrum). We recall from [18, Construction 6.3.9]
the definition of the connective global K-theory spectrum ku, an adaptation of Segal’s configuration space
model [22, Section 1] to the global equivariant context. We let U be a hermitian inner product space of
countable dimension (finite or infinite). We recall the I'-space % (U) of ‘orthogonal subspaces in U’. For a
finite based set A we let €' (U, A) be the space of tuples (Eq)qe a\{0}, indexed by the non-basepoint elements
of A, of finite-dimensional, pairwise orthogonal C-subspaces of Y. The topology on € (U, A) is that of a
disjoint union of subspaces of a product of Grassmannians. The basepoint of € (U, A) is the tuple where
E, = {0} for all a € A\ {0}. For a based map a: A — B the induced map €U, a): €U, A) — €U, B)
sends (E,) to (Fy) where
Fb - @a(a):b Ea

Every I'-space can be evaluated on a based space by a coend construction, see for example [18, (4.5.14)].
Categorically speaking, this coend realizes the enriched Kan extension along the inclusion of I' into the
category of based spaces. We write € (U, K) = € (U)(K) for the value of the I'-space € (U) on a based
space K. Elements of € (U, K) can be interpreted as ‘labeled configurations’: a point is represented by an
unordered tuple

[El,...7En; kl,...,kn]

where (E1, ..., E,) is an n-tuple of finite-dimensional, pairwise orthogonal subspaces of U, and ki, ..., k,
are points of K, for some n. The topology is such that, informally speaking, the labels sum up whenever
two points collide, and a label disappears whenever a point approaches the basepoint of K.

The value of the orthogonal spectrum ku on a euclidean inner product space V is

ku(V) = ¢(Sym(Vc),S")
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the value of the T'-space € (Sym(Vc)) on the sphere SY; the inner product on the symmetric algebra is
described in [18, Proposition 6.3.8]. The action of O(V') on V then extends to a unitary action on Sym(Vg).
We let the orthogonal group O(V) act diagonally, via the action on the sphere SV and the action on the
I-space € (Sym(V¢)). For the structure maps we refer to [18, Construction 6.3.9].

Construction 2.3 (The adjoint eigenspace morphism). We recall the adjoint
(2.4) eigh : YU — shku .
of the eigenspace morphism (2.1), the latter being defined in [18, (6.3.26)]. Its value
eigh(V) : SYAUWV) =8V AUVe) — FSym((V @& R)e), SVER) = ku(V @ R) = (shku)(V)

at an inner product space V is defined as follows. For a unitary endomorphism A € U(Vg), we let
M, .., A € U(1)\ {1} be the set of its eigenvalues different from 1, and we let E(A;) be the eigenspace of
A for the eigenvalue A;. We let

(2.5) U = ST, M) =i- A+ DA =17
be the inverse of the Cayley transform (1.19). Then the map eig(V') is defined by
cig?(MY(wAA) = [EN), ..., EQ); (v,¢7 (M), .., (v, e 7T (W) -

In other words, eig”(V)(vAA) is the configuration of the points (v, ¢~ ();)) € SY®R labeled by the eigenspace
E(\;) of A, whence the name. Strictly speaking, E();) is a subspace of V¢, which we embed into the linear
summand of Sym((V @ R)¢).

The ultra-commutative multiplication on U induces an ultra-commutative ring spectrum structure on
the unreduced suspension spectrum %5°U. This, in turn, induces a product structure on the equivariant
homotopy groups of X5°U. The morphism €: ¥°U — § arising from the unique morphism of orthogonal
spaces U — % is a morphism of ultra-commutative ring spectra, and thus induces a morphism of graded-
commutative equivariant homotopy rings

e 1 TE(EFU) — 7E(S).

Because the morphism U — % has a section given by the identity elements of the unitary groups, €, is
surjective. The augmentation ideal of W*G(ETU) is the kernel of this homomorphism e,.

Theorem 2.6. For every compact Lie group G, the composite
r¢(2FU) L 78 (Z°U) siet, 7% (shku)
annihilates the square of the augmentation ideal.
Proof. We define the exterior multiplication
R : 7 (IF0) x 7f(STU) — 78, (ST (URU))
as the composite
T (BFU0) x 7 (BF0) — 7L, (EFU) A (EFU)) = o, (ST(URU)),

where the isomorphism is induced by the strong symmetric monoidal structure on the unreduced suspension
spectrum functor, see [18, (4.1.17)]. Then

EFw(aNy) = z-y,

for all equivariant homotopy classes z,y € 7€ (X3°U), where p: UK U — U denotes the multiplication
morphism.
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We let p1,p2: UKU — U denote the projections to the two factors. The morphism ¥5°p;: (UK
U) — X°U factors as the composite

SP(URU) = (SPU)A(STU) 225 (SPU)AS =~ 57U,

where the final isomorphism is the unit isomorphism of the smash product, and similarly for ¥°p,. So
(2.7) (B2p).@By) = v-ely) and  (EPp)aBy) = ela)-y.

Below we introduce an orthogonal spectrum ku'? together with a morphism eigl?): £°(U K U) —
shkul?. The spectrum kul? is globally equivalent to a product of two copies of ku. The upshot of the
construction will be a commutative diagram of orthogonal spectra:

eigh x eigh
(V) x (3PU) —ZL - (8°U) x (Z°U) £ % . (shku) x (shku)
(ZTPI’ETW)T (2°°P1127°°P2)T NT(Shpl-,Shpz)

o] ') 2

(2.8) NP (UK U) o 2*(UKU) o shkul?
Ef,ul Empl lshv

nxU $oU shku

+ q (ol

eig

The upward pointing morphisms p1, ps: kul? — ku are incarnations of projections to the factors. The
morphism V: ku? — ku is a model for the fold map.
The value of the orthogonal spectrum ku® on a euclidean inner product space V is the configuration
space
ku? (V) = €(Sym(Ve), SV vsY),
the value of the I'-space € (Sym(V¢)) on the wedge of two copies of SV. The action of O(V) and the
structure maps of kul? are defined in much the same way as for ku. The projection and fold maps
p.p2, Vi SV vSY — SV
induce continuous, based and O(V)-equivariant maps of configuration spaces
p1(V), p2(V), V(V) : kul (V) = €(Sym(Vp),8Y vSY) — €(Sym(Ve),SY) = ku(V) .
For varying inner product spaces V', these maps assemble into morphisms of orthogonal spectra
p1, P2, V ku? — ku.
We claim that the morphism
(p1,p2) : ku? — ku x ku

is a global equivalence of orthogonal spectra. We call an orthogonal G-representation V' ample if the
complex symmetric algebra Sym(V¢) is a complete complex G-universe. If V' is ample, then the G-T'-space
% (Sym(Vc), —) is special by [18, Theorem 6.3.19 (i)], and it is G-cofibrant by [18, Example 6.3.16]. So
the G-T-space € (Sym(V¢), S' A —) is very special and cofibrant, and thus takes wedges of finite based
G-CW-complexes to products, up to G-weak equivalence, by [18, Theorem B.61 (i)]. In particular, if V is
ample and V& # 0, then the map

(p1(V),p2(V)) : kuPl(V) = €(Sym(Vp), 8" v SY) —
€ (Sym(Ve), SY) x €(Sym(Ve), SV) = ku(V) x ku(V)

is a G-weak equivalence. The ample G-representations with nonzero G-fixed points are cofinal in all or-
thogonal G-representations, so this proves the claim that the morphism (p1,p2) is a global equivalence.



GLOBAL SEGAL-BECKER SPLITTING 15

Since shifting orthogonal spectra preserves global equivalences and products, also the upper right vertical
morphism (shpy,shps) in (2.8) is a global equivalence.

The morphism eig?: Y¥>*(UKU) — sh ku? is a variation of the adjoint eigenspace morphism (2.4),
but with two (instead of one) unitary parameters. Its value at an inner product space V' is the map

cig?(V) : SYA(URU)(V) — Z€(Sym((V & R)c),SVER v §VER) — kul?(V & R) = (shkul?)(V)

defined as follows. Elements of (U X U)(V) are pairs (A4, B) of unitary endomorphisms A, B € U(V') that
are transverse in the following sense: there exists an orthogonal direct sum decomposition V = V' @ V"
such that A is the identity on V', and B is the identity on V. The transversality hypothesis in particular
means that A and B commute (but it is stronger than that), so A and B are simultaneously diagonalizable.
We let A1,..., A, € U(1) \ {1} be the set of all eigenvalues of A and B different from 1, we let E(});)
be the eigenspace of A for eigenvalue A;, and we let F'(\;) be the eigenspace of B for eigenvalue A;. By
the transversality hypothesis, all these eigenspaces E();) and F'();) are pairwise orthogonal. We can then
define the map eigl?! (V) by

eig® (V)(v A (A, B)) = {E(\), (v,c 7 (N1 higicn U {F ), (v, (A7)2 hi<jn -

As before, ¢! is the inverse Cayley transform (2.5). The subscripts ‘1’ and ‘2’ indicate in which of the two
wedge summands of SV®E v SVER the respective point lies. In other words, the eigenspace E()\;) of A is
attached to the point (v,c=1(\;)) in the first wedge summand, and the eigenspace F();) of B is attached
to the point (v,c¢~!();)) in the second wedge summand.

The relation

(shpy) oeigll = eigfo(2%p;) : (UK U) — shku
holds because for every pair (A, B) of transverse unitary matrices, both composites forget B and record
the eigenvalues and eigenspaces of A. And similarly for the projections to the second factor. So the upper
part of the diagram (2.8) commutes. The lower part of the diagram (2.8) commutes by the fact that for
every pair (A, B) of transverse unitary matrices and all A € U(1) \ {1}, the A-eigenspace of the commuting
product A - B is the orthogonal direct sum of the A-eigenspaces of A and B.

Now we can proceed to prove the theorem. We let x,y € 7€ (X5°U) be classes in the augmentation ideal.
The commutativity of the upper part of (2.8) now provides the relation

((shpr) o eigh ogP). (z By) = (eighog o (ST p1))u(z K y)
27 = (eighog).(z - e (y)) = 0.

And similarly, ((shps) oeigl? ogl?)), (2R y) = 0. Because the upper right vertical morphism (shpy,shps) in
(2.8) is a global equivalence, this proves that

(eigh) ogl?)). (¢ R y) = 0.
The commutativity of the lower part of (2.8) then provides the desired relation

0g)i(zy) = (eigog. o (BFp))s(z By)

= ((shV)oeigPog?),(zRy) = 0. O

(eig

A more careful analysis in the spirit of the previous proof shows the relation

eigh(q.(z - y)) = eigh(q.(z) - ex(y)) + eigl(en(@) . (y)) -

for all equivariant homotopy classes x,y € ©¢ (X5°U), not necessarily in the augmentation ideal.
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3. THE INTERPLAY OF THE GLOBAL SPLITTING AND THE EIGENSPACE MORPHISM

In this section we establish a subtle connection between two a priori unrelated features of the ultra-
commutative monoid U, namely its global stable splitting and its preferred infinite delooping. As we show
in Theorem 3.10, the adjoint X*°U — sh KU of the preferred infinite delooping U ~ Q°*(sh KU) from [18,
Theorem 6.4.21] annihilates all the higher terms of the stable global splitting (1.1). This fact is fundamental
for all other results in this paper.

Construction 3.1 (The global ultra-commutative monoid P). We recall the orthogonal space P made
from complex projective spaces, compare [18, (2.3.20)], a specific ultra-commutative model for the global
classifying space of the circle group 7' = U(1). In [18], we use the notation PC to distinguish this version
made from complex projective spaces from the real version. In this paper, the real version plays no role, so
we simplify notation and drop the superscript ‘C’. The value of P at the inner product space V is

P(V) = P(Sym(V¢)) ,

the complex projective space of the symmetric algebra of the complexification. The structure map P(p):
P(V) — P(W) induced by a linear isometric embedding ¢: V — W takes a complex line to its image
under Sym(¢c): Sym(Ve) — Sym(W¢). The orthogonal space P also has a commutative multiplication
by tensor product of line bundles, see [18, Example 2.3.8]. Since this multiplication plays no particular role
for the present paper, we do not go into more details.

The inclusions Vo — Sym(V¢) as the linear summands induce maps of projective spaces

(V) : Gri(V) = P(Vc) — P(Sym(Vg)) = P(V).
As V varies, these maps form a morphism of orthogonal spaces
(3:2) (. Grf = P

that is a global equivalence by [18, Theorem 1.1.10]. The reason for using the ‘bigger’ model P in the first
place is that tensor product of line bundles makes P into an ultra-commutative monoid, and hence ¥°P
into an ultra-commutative ring spectra; the ultra-commutative multiplication of P does not restrict to a
multiplication on Gr(i:.

Construction 3.3 (Tautological classes). The underlying global spaces of (}I‘(lC and P are global classifying
spaces, in the sense of [18, Definition 1.1.27], for the circle group T = U(1). In particular, the associated
Rep-functors m,(Grt) and m,(P) are represented by T, see [18, Proposition 1.5.12]. We will later need to
refer to the universal elements, the tautological classes, so we recall them here. The line

L=C(1®1—-i®i) = im(¢": v — u(r)c)

is a T-fixed point of P(u(vi)c) = Grs(u(r)); the unstable tautological class in 78 (GrY) is its homotopy
class [L]. The stable tautological class

(3.4) ér € L (ETGrY)
is the class represented by the T-equivariant map
s A 9 A Pu(n)e)y = (S2GES)(u(i)) -
We also set
(3.5) ur = L[L] € 7l(P) and er = (Z2°0).(ér) € 7l (ETP)

for the images of the tautological classes under the global equivalence induced by (3.2). Then both the

pairs (GrY, [L]) and (P, ur) represent the functor 71 on the unstable global homotopy category. And both

the pairs (EfGr?, ér) and (X5°P, er) represents the functor 7 on the global stable homotopy category.
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Construction 3.6 (The morphism 7: X°P — KU). The morphism of non-equivariant spectra from
YCP> to KU that classifies the tautological complex line bundle over CP* has a particularly nice and
prominent global-equivariant refinement, a morphism of ultra-commutative ring spectra

n: PP — KU.

The global K-theory spectrum KU was introduced by Joachim [12], see also [18, Construction 6.4.9]; for
every compact Lie group G, the underlying genuine G-spectrum of KU represents G-equivariant complex
K-theory, see [12, Theorem 4.4] or [18, Corollary 6.4.23]. In particular, the equivariant homotopy group
7TOG (KU) is isomorphic to the complex representation ring of the compact Lie group G; a specific natural
isomorphism R(G) = 7§’ (KU) is defined in [18, Theorem 6.4.24].

The morphism 7 is defined as a composite of two morphisms of ultra-commutative ring spectra

SPP 5 ku L KU.

The first morphism g is the inclusion of the ‘rank 1’ part in the rank filtration, compare [18, Construction
6.3.40]; its value at an inner product space V is the map

pu(V) « (EFP)(V) =SV APSym(Ve))s — €(Sym(Vp),SY)=ku(V), vAL~—s[L;v].

The second morphism j is a ‘periodization morphism’ j: ku — KU defined in [18, Construction 6.4.13].
For finite groups of equivariance, the degree zero equivariant cohomology theory represented by ku is
equivariant K-theory, see [18, Theorem 6.3.31], and the effect of j on homotopy groups is inversion of
the Bott class; for non-finite compact Lie groups, the situation is somewhat more subtle, see for example
[18, Remark 6.3.38]. We will not need to know what the orthogonal spectrum KU or the morphism
7: ku — KU look like explicitly.

The underlying morphism of global spectra of n classifies the tautological T-representation vy, in the
following sense. As mentioned earlier, the pair (X3P, er) represents the functor m}, where er is the
stable tautological class (3.5). Under the preferred identification [18, Theorem 6.4.24] of wl (KU) with the
complex representation ring R(T'), the element er maps to the class of the tautological T-representation,
ie.,

ne(er) = [n1] in7g (KU) = R(T).

The morphism 7 is extremely highly structured, and has a range of marvelous properties. Because 7
is a morphism of ultra-commutative ring spectra, its effect on equivariant homotopy groups is not only
compatible with restriction, inflations and transfers, but also with multiplicative power operations and
norms. Moreover, in [21], the author establishes a global generalization of Snaith’s celebrated theorem
(25, 26], saying that KU can be obtained from ¥L°CP by ‘inverting the Bott class’.

Proposition 3.7. Let V be an orthogonal representation of the unitary group U (k). Let T* be the diagonal
mazimal torus of U(k). Then the geometric fized point homomorphism

o™ orest P AlM(KU) — @l (KU)

is injective, where d = dim(VTk).
Proof. For every orthogonal representation V' of a compact Lie group G, the group 775 (KU) is isomorphic

to the reduced equivariant K-group Kg(SV), in a way compatible with restriction to subgroups. The
restriction homomorphism

resU{F) . KU(k)(SV) — K (SY)

Tk
is split injective, see for example [3, Proposition (4.9)]. So also the restriction homomorphism
(3.8) reso o W (KU) — 7 (KU)

is split injective.
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We let W =V — VT" denote the orthogonal complement of the T*-fixed subrepresentation. Then W is
an orthogonal T*-representation with trivial fixed points, and thus admits a unitary structure. We choose

a linear isomorphism V" ~ R4 and a unitary structure on W. Then Bott periodicity for any unitary
structure on W provides an isomorphism

k k k k
m (KU) 2 miagy (KU) 2 ) g (KU) 2wl o) (KU)

Since the coefficient ring 77" (KU) is 2-periodic and concentrated in even degrees, we conclude that
wgk (KU) is free of rank 1 over 71" (KU) = R(T*) whenever the dimension of V is even, and 7T‘7;k (KU)=0
whenever the dimension of V' is odd. Because Wg(k) (KU) injects into wgk (KU), this group, too, vanishes
whenever the dimension of V' is odd.

For the rest of the argument we assume that the dimension of V' is even. As we just argued, the orthogonal
T*-representation underlying V then admits a unitary structure. A choice of unitary structure provides a
Bott class By € Kqi(SY) = F‘j;k (KU) such that ng (KU) is free of rank one over the representation ring
R(T*) = zT" (KU).

Since KU is equivariantly complex oriented by the Bott classes, the geometric fixed point homomorphism
7" . e i (KU) — <I>0Tk (KU) presents the target as the localization of the source by inverting the Euler
classes of all non-trivial irreducible unitary T*-representations. Since T* is abelian, all irreducible unitary
representations are 1-dimensional, and thus given by characters A\: T — T. Under the isomorphism
wgk (KU) = R(T*), the Euler class of A corresponds to 1—X\ € R(T*). So the composite ring homomorphism

k

R(T) = «T"(KU) 2 o" (KU)
extends uniquely to an isomorphism
R(T)[(1-N7"] = &f (KU)

where the localization inverts 1 — X for all non-trivial T%-characters A. In the commutative diagram

R(T*) = " (KU) — 2 2l (KU)
R(TH)[(1 = A1) - o!" (KU) ——— 1" (KU)
= oT (Bv)-—

all horizontal maps are isomorphisms. Since the representation ring R(T*) is a domain, the left vertical
localization homomorphism is injective. So the right vertical geometric fixed point map is injective. Since
the restriction homomorphism (3.8) is injective, too, this proves the claim when the dimension of V is
even. U

Theorem 1.13 lets us define global morphisms from 3°°U by specifying their values on the classes

o € ﬂa({d((k]g)(ZooU) defined in (1.12). So we let

(3.9) a: XU — IFPAS!
denote the unique morphism in the global stable homotopy category such that

(on) = er NS for k=1, and
Ge\Tk) = 0 for k> 2.

In the case k = 1 we have implicitly identified R = ad(1) by sending z to i - x.
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Theorem 3.10. The following diagram commutes in the global stable homotopy category:

1
LU — L NTP A S " KUAS!
eig? l(2-4) Nl)\KU
shku o sh KU
shj

Proof. By Theorem 1.13, it suffices to show that both composites agree on the classes oy, for all k£ > 1. We
start with the case k = 1. We define a morphism of based orthogonal spaces

b: (GrHy ASt — U
at an inner product space V as the map
(V) : ((Gr7)s AS)(V) = P(Ve)y AS' — U(Ve) =TU(V)
that sends L A z to the unitary automorphism b(V')(L A z) of V¢ that is multiplication by ¢(z) € U(1) on

the complex line L, and the identity on the orthogonal complement of L. By inspection of definitions, the
following diagram commutes:

st U(1)

LA— l(i

Pu()o) A" — ((Gr)+ A S (1)) —5—> Ululin)

Here L=C-(1®1 —14®1) is the T-invariant line that defines the tautological class (3.4). Smashing with
S and passing to homotopy classes proves the relation

(b)) (er ASY) = d;
in 77 (£°°U), where the class d; was defined in (1.20).

The global equivalence £: GrT = P was defined in (3.2). The right square in the following diagram
commutes by naturality of the A-morphisms:

R|e

nAS?t
Eoo 1
YOG A S — = NPPAS' ———>kuA S KU A S!
~ uAS?t JASt
Zmbl Nl)\ku ~ | AkU
YU shku - sh KU
eigu sh j

We claim that the left part also commutes. Indeed, expanding definitions shows that both composites send
an element
vALAz € SYAP(Ve)y ASY = (EFGry A S (V)
to the one-element configuration [L, (v, z)] in €' (Sym((V @ R)c), SV®®) = (shku)(V) of the point (v, ) €
SV@R Jabeled by the line L, embedded via Ve — (V @ R)c — Sym((V @ R)¢). Given the commutativity
of the previous diagram, we obtain:
((shj) o eigh)(1) = ((shj) o eig?).(d)
— ((sh) o cig? o(Sb)). (Er A 5")

Aku o (nASY) o (SN SY).(ér ASY)

Aku o (nASY))uler ASY) = (Akuo (nAS")oa).(or)

~ o~ o~ o~

(3.5)
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The first equation is Theorem 1.21 (i). The final equation is part of the definition (3.9) of the morphism a.

For k > 2 we will show that both composites in the diagram of the theorem annihilate the class o;. On
the one hand, a. (o)) = 0 by the definition (3.9) of the morphism a. On the other hand, we claim that the
class (t1) € 7{ (X3°U) belongs to the augmentation ideal, i.e., €,(t;) = 0. Indeed the composite

gea@ad()) iy gsa(l) A (1), 5™ W e, gsa(l)

is a map from a 2-sphere to a 1-sphere, hence null-homotopic. The group U(1) acts trivially on source and
target, so this composite is U(1)-equivariantly null-homotopy, and thus €.(t;) = 0, as claimed. Theorem
2.6 thus shows that the map

(eighoq), : ng(ZfU) — ng (shku)
annihilates the class (t1) x --- x (t1). Hence
k,, . . k
7 ((eigh)«(0k)) (1.12) = (eig” o). (BT (tx))
= (cig? o). (®"" ({t2) x -+ x (1))
k .
= &7 ((eig" 0g).((t:) x -~ x (t1))) = 0
in the geometric fixed point group @Ek (shku); the second equation is Theorem 1.16. From this we deduce
®7 (((shj) o eigh.(on)) = (shij) (@7 (eigh(on)) = 0
in <I>£k (shKU). The geometric fixed point homomorphism 7" ng((%(sh KU) — @gk (shKU) is com-
Uk (KU) — &7" (KU). This

ad(k)
homomorphism is injective by Proposition 3.7. Hence ((sh j)oeig?), (o) = 0. This concludes the proof. [J

patible with the shift isomorphisms, and hence isomorphic to T 1

Remark 3.11. The proof of Theorem 3.10, and hence of all subsequent results in this paper, hinges on
the fact that for k > 2, the composite morphism of global spectra
eig? shj
$°U % shku 2% shKU
2.4
annihilates the classes oy, that encodes the k-th summand in the global splitting (1.1).
We alert the reader that the eigenspace morphism eig: U — shku itself does not annihilate oy,
for any k > 1. So eig” does not factor through a: ¥°U — YP A S, and the composite

d

U -4 o uzp gl S,

Q* (M

O*(ku A §1) L 00 sk ku)
is different from eig: U — Q°(sh ku). At this point one might want to recall that the name ‘connective
global K-theory’ has to be taken with a grain of salt, in that the morphism j: ku — KU is an equivariant
connective cover for finite groups by Theorems 6.3.27 and 6.4.21 of [18], but not generally for compact Lie
groups of positive dimension.

We show that even the composite
igh sh di
2°U 285 shku 29 gh(5p™)

does not annihilate oy for any k > 1. Here dim: ku — Sp>° is dimension homomorphism to the infinite
symmetric product spectrum, defined in [18, Example 6.3.36]. The spectrum Sp> is Fin-globally equivalent
to the Eilenberg—MacLane spectrum for the constant global functor Z, see Propositions 5.3.9 and 5.3.12
of [18]. However, for compact Lie groups G of positive dimension, the group 7&(Sp>) are typically not

~

concentrated in dimension 0, and the ring 75 (Sp>) need not be isomorphic to Z. For example, 77 (Sp>) =
Q, see [18, Theorem 5.3.16], and the abelian group W{?U(Q)(Spoo) has rank 2, see [17, Example 4.16].
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We detect the classes ((shdim) o eig?), (o) in geometric fixed points. For an orthogonal representation
V of a connected compact Lie group G, the map
Sp (V") — (5p< (V)¢

induced by the fixed point inclusion V& — V is a homeomorphism by [18, Proposition B.42]. So the
G-geometric fixed point spectrum of Sp*> is an Eilenberg—MacLane spectrum for Z. In particular, the ring
®§ (Sp>°) is isomorphic to Z whenever G is connected.

The class dj, = [S¥* A dy] in WlU(k)(EOOU) was defined in (1.20). Because vy has trivial U(k)-fixed points,
(Sv)U(k) = S0 and the class ®Y(*)(dy) is thus represented by the map
Sr=CFodoc : ST — Uu(wp)® = ((Z°U) (u(y)))Y®

that sends # € S! to the unitary automorphism of u(vg)c that is multiplication by ¢(z) on the image
of the C-linear monomorphism ¢*: v, — u(vy)c, and the identity on its orthogonal complement. The
morphism eigh: U — shku extracts eigenvalues and eigenspaces; and as the name suggests, the
morphism dim: ku — Sp> takes a configuration of vector spaces to the configuration of the dimensions.
So the class ((shdim) o eig?), (®Y(*)(d},)) is represented by the map

St — (SpX (S ENTE = (sh(Sp™)(u(r)) ™z k- (0,2)
the point (0,z) € S**®R with multiplicity k. This map represents sh(k-1), the k-fold multiple of the shifted
multiplicative unit in <I>(1J(k) (sh(Sp>)) = Z. Consequently,
oYU H®) (((shdim) o eig?).(0})) = ((shdim) o eig?), (@Y *)(ay,))
= ((shdim) o eig), (@Y™ (dy)) = sh(k-1) # 0.

The second equation is Theorem 1.21 (ii). This proves that ((shdim) o eig? (o)) # 0.

4. THE GLOBAL SEGAL-BECKER SPLITTING

In this section we construct the global Segal-Becker splitting c: BUP — Q°*(X°P), see (4.7). This
morphism comes into existence as a global loop map, the delooping being the morphism d: U — Q*(EPA
S1) adjoint to the morphism a: X°U — P A S? defined in (3.9). The fact that the morphisms d and ¢
are indeed sections to Q®*(nA S1): Q*(ZFPASY) — Q*(KUASY) and to Q°(n): Q*(2P) — Q*(KU),
respectively, are proved in Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.8.

Construction 4.1 (The deloop of the global Segal-Becker splitting). The morphism a: 3*°U — P A
S1 was defined in (3.9), essentially as the projection of the global stable splitting (1.1) onto the summand
indexed by k = 1. As a Quillen adjoint functor for the global model structures, the pair (X°°,Q°*) derives
to an adjoint functor pair at the level of global homotopy categories. The stable morphism a from (3.9) is
thus adjoint to an unstable morphism in the homotopy category of based global spaces

d: U — QETPASH.
This morphism is our deloop of the global Segal-Becker splitting.
We can now prove Theorem A from the introduction:
Theorem 4.2. The composite
3 1
U -4 orerpast) S0 g0 KUASY

is a global equivalence.
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Proof. We take the commutative diagram established in Theorem 3.10 and pass to adjoints for the adjunc-
tion (2°°,Q°*). We obtain a commutative diagram in the unstable global homotopy category:

U4 0usrPas) UL geKU A S

cigl NJ/Q.()\KU)

Q* (shku) Q*(shKU)

Q*(sh3)

The composite Q°(shj) o eig: U — Q°*(shKU) is a global equivalence by [18, Theorem 6.4.21]. The
morphism Agy: KU A S — shKU is a global equivalence of orthogonal spectra by [18, Proposition
4.1.4 (i)]; hence the right vertical morphism Q°®(Aky) is a global equivalence of orthogonal spaces. Thus
Q*(nASY)od: U— Q°(KU A S?) is a global equivalence, as claimed. O

Now we construct the actual global Segal-Becker splitting c: BUP — Q°*(X°P), essentially by looping
the morphism d: U — Q*(E°P A S?).

Construction 4.3 (The global Segal-Becker splitting). The orthogonal space
c _ C
Gr- = szo Gry

made from the complex Grassmannians of varying dimensions is an ultra-commutative monoid under direct
sum, compare [18, Example 2.3.16]. The ultra-commutative monoid BUP is the complex analog of the
ultra-commutative monoid BOP introduced in [18, Example 2.4.1]. So the values of BUP are

BUP(V) =[] _ Gri(v@),

the full Grassmannian of complex subspace of V2. The structure map BUP(¢): BUP(V) — BUP(W)
associated with a linear isometric embedding ¢: V — W is given by

BUP(p)(L) = ¢2(L) + (W —¢(V))c&0).

The ultra-commutative monoids BUP and QU are two global group completions of Gr®, see Theo-
rems 2.5.33 and 2.5.40 of [18]; this fact is witnessed by specific morphisms of ultra-commutative monoids
i: Gr® — BUP and 8: Gr® — QU defined in (2.4.3) and (2.5.38) of [18], respectively. The former is
given by

(4.4) i(V) : Gr°(V)=Grf(Ve) — GrS(VE) =BUP(V), i(V)(L) = Vea® L.
The value of the latter at an inner product space V'
(4.5) BV) = Gr(V) = Gri(Ve) — QU(Ve) = (QU)(V)

sends a complex subspace L C V¢ to the loop 3(V)(L): S* — U(V¢) such that 8(V)(L)(z) is multiplication
by ¢(x) € U(1) on L, and the identity on the orthogonal complement of L.

Since i: Gr® — BUP and 8: Gr® — QU are both global group completions, there is a unique
morphism in the homotopy category of ultra-commutative monoids

(4.6) v : BUP — QU

such that voi ~ 3: Gr¢ — QU. Moreover, the morphism + is a global equivalence, and it witnesses a
global form of equivariant Bott periodicity. In [18, Theorem 2.5.41], the morphism + is realized by a zizag
of two global equivalences in the model.

Another ingredient is a natural global equivalence of orthogonal spaces

Ex @ QX 5 QX ASY),
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where X is an orthogonal spectrum. Its value at an inner product space V is adjoint to the assembly map
(Q*X)(V)A St =map,(SV,X(V))ASY — map,(SV, X(V)ASH = (Q*(X ASH(V) .

We can then define the global Segal-Becker splitting

(4.7) c : BUP — Q*(XTP)

as the unique morphism in the unstable global homotopy category that makes the following diagram com-
mute:

BUP < Q*(ZTP)

'yl~ Nifzfp

The next corollary verifies the fact that global Segal-Becker splitting is indeed a splitting of the mor-
phism Q°*(n): Q*(XFP) — Q*(KU). In Theorem 5.15 will we show that the global Segal-Becker realizes
the ‘classical’ equivariant Segal-Becker splittings at the level of equivariant cohomology theories, thereby
justifying its name.

Corollary 4.8. The composite

BUP - Q*(x¥P) 2,

Q*(KU)
is a global equivalence.

Proof. We consider the commutative diagram in the homotopy category of based global spaces:

Q°(n)

BUP & 0*(S°P) Q*(KU)
’Ylw EzﬂfpiN ngKU
- . 0 1 . 1

The lower horizontal composite is an equivalence by Theorem 4.2. Since the left and right vertical morphisms
are equivalences, this proves that the upper horizontal composite is an equivalence. O

Remark 4.9 (No section deloops twice). Since Q°(n): Q°*(X°P) — Q°*(KU) is a global infinite loop map
with an unstable section, one can wonder how often one can deloop an unstable section. Our construction
of the section c: BUP — Q°(X°P) presents it as a global loop map, the deloop being the morphism
d:U— Q*(XEFPAS 1). However, one cannot do better than this, not even non-equivariantly, as we now
recall.

The loop structure on the infinite unitary group U coming from Bott periodicity coincides with the
group structure. Under the Pontryagin product, the integral homology H,(U;Z) is an exterior Fa-algebra
on classes a; € Hoj11(U;F2) for i > 0. In contrast, H,(Q°(XCP> A S');F,) is a polynomial Fo-algebra
on the iterated Kudo—Araki operations on a basis of ﬁ*((CPjio A S1Fy), see for example [9, Theorem 5.1].
So the epimorphism of graded-commutative rings

QM ASY) 1 H(Q®(STCP™® ASY);Fo) — H(Q(KUAS');Fa) = Hy(U;Fs)

does not admit a multiplicative section. Hence the map Q> (nA St): Q®°(ZPCP> ASt) — Q*(KU A S*)
does not have a section that is an H-map, much less a loop map.
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We conclude this section with some calculations that will ultimately allow us to determine the effect of
the global Segal-Becker splitting and the global Adams operations on equivariant K-theory. We assign to a
unitary representation W of a compact Lie group G a class in 7§ (BUP) as follows. The image of the C-linear
and G-equivariant isometric embedding ("' : W — (uW )¢ from (1.7) is a G-invariant C-linear subspace of
(uW)c. So the subspace (uW)c @im(¢") of (uW)2 is a G-fixed point of BUP(uW) = [, 5, GrS ((uW)2).
We write B
(4.10) (W} = [uW)ea@im(")] € ¢ (BUP)
for the homotopy class represented by this element of (BUP(uWW))“. The construction is additive in the
sense that {Va W} ={V}+{W}.

The next theorem relates the image of the class {v4} under the map

e+ 7JPBUP) < /W0 (z2P)) = o) P (27P)

to the class dy, € ﬂf(k)(Z‘X’U) defined in (1.20) and to the stable tautological class er € 7§ (E°P) defined
in (3.5).
Theorem 4.11. Let k > 1.
(i) The relation
e} NS = a.(dy)

holds in =/ ¥ (S°P A S1).
(ii) The relation
_ Uk *
cfvn} = tru(Lk_l)(q (er))
holds in ﬂg(k)(ZfP), where q: U(1,k — 1) — U(1) =T is the projection to the first block.
Proof. (i) The following diagram commutes by the definition of the morphism ¢: BUP — Q*(X5°P) from
the morphism d: U — Q* (2P AS), which in turn was defined as the adjoint of a: U — P AS!:

Cux

7§ (Gr®) —> = (BUP) 7§ (ST P)

\ :J{’y* :\LASI
o 78 (QU) ——— 7 (U) —Z 75(2U) s G (EPP A SY)
= —— T —~

1

d.

The map 0% : 7f(U) — 7 (2>°U) is the stabilization map [18, (3.3.12)]. The image of ¢*: v, — u(vi)c
is a U(k)-fixed point of GrC(u(1)), and we write (1) for its homotopy class in wg(k)(GrC). By inspection
of definitions, the map 3, : Wg(k) (Gr) — W(I)J(k) (QU) sends the class () to the homotopy class of the map

¢k

2% Uk) <5 Uulw)) -

Sl
Comparing with (1.20) shows that
d, = "™ (Bu(w)) -

Since the map i, : W([)](k)(GI‘) — Wg(k)(BUP) sends (Vi) to {vy}, the commutativity of the above diagram
thus shows the desired relation.
(ii) We argue by induction on k. For k = 1, we have

c{ri}ASY = a.(dy) = a.(o1) = er NSt

by part (i), Theorem 1.21 (i) and the definition of the morphism a. Since the suspension isomorphism
is bijective, this proves that c,{v1} = er. Now we suppose that k > 2. The geometric fixed point
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homomorphisms & : ﬂg (k) (XFP) — ol (XP) are jointly injective as H ranges over all closed subgroups
of U(k), see [18, Theorem 3.3.15 (ii)]. In other words: it suffices to show the desired relation after taking
H-geometric fixed points for all closed subgroups H of U(k). To this end we distinguish two cases.

Case 1: The group H is subconjugate to U (i, k—1i) for some 1 < i < k—1. We disambiguate our notation
by writing ¢x: U(1,k — 1) — U(1) for the projection to the first block, i.e., we also record the size of the
ambient group. Then

Uk Uk ik—i U(1k—1 .
resUEZ)k >(tfug1)k y(giler))) = trUEu 1)k z)(reSUglz 1)k »(ax(er)))
Uik U1,k—1 .
+ ot (G L2, esp D (@ (er))

i,k—1 i,k—1
UElz 1)k z)(prl(eT)) +trUEz1k

U 3
pl(trUEl)z 1)(% (er))) + Pz(trUEM

= tr )Z 1)(Pr2(eT))

)

(@i _iler)) -

Here pry: U(1,i — 1,k — i) — U(1) and pry: U(i, 1,k — i — 1) — U(1) are the projections to the first
and second block, respectively. And py: U(i,k — i) — U(i) and pa: U(i,k — i) — U(k — i) are the
projections to the first and second block, respectively. The first equation is the double coset formula for
resUEf),~C 0 otrUgl)k 1) see [20, Proposition 1.3]. The third equation is the compatibility of transfers with

inflation, see [18, Proposition 3.2.32]. We use the inductive hypothesis to obtain
Uk Uk s U Uk
Do g (ai(er) = pilbrg ooy (@5 (er)) + phltrply 2 0 (gioi(e))

= piledwi}) + paledwnit) = e.(pi{vi} +pa{vn—i})

* * k
et () @ p3(ni)}) = eulrespy_p{imn}) = respin) (e{m}) .

res

We have exploited that the map ¢, is additive because ¢ is a global loop map. Since the classes ¢, {v} and
trggf)k 1)(qk(eT)) have the same restrictions to U (i, k — i), they also have the same geometric fixed points
for all closed subgroups of U(i, k — i), and hence for all those that are subconjugate to U(i, k — 7).

Case 2: The group H is not subconjugate to U(i,k — i) for any 1 < i < k — 1. We will show that for
such groups, the H-geometric fixed points of both sides of the equation vanish. On the one hand, since H

is not subconjugate to U(1,k — 1), we have ® o tr El)k 1) = 0, see for example [18, Proposition 3.1.11 (i)].

In particular, (I)H(trgglf)k 1)( g*(er))) = 0. On the other hand,

(e {rnH A S = D (c.{v I A SY) = @ (a.(dp))
a.(®(dy)) = a.(®(0})) = ®"(au(on)) = 0.

The second equation is part (i). The fourth equation is Theorem 1.21 (ii). The final equation is a defining
property (3.9) of a. Since the suspension isomorphism is bijective, this proves that ®(c.{v;}) = 0. This
completes the inductive step, and hence the proof of the theorem. O

Construction 4.12. The unstable tautological class ur € =i (P) was defined in (3.5). Since the pair
(P,uz) represents the functor 7!, we can define a morphism h: P — BUP in the unstable global
homotopy category by the requirement that

hi(ur) = {n}
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in 77 (BUP). The following diagram commutes on the unstable tautological class in 77 (Gr$):

Grf P

4
incll lh
Gr© ——BUP

Hence the diagram commutes in the unstable global homotopy category, which shows that the morphism h
represents the inclusion of line bundles into virtual vector bundles.

Theorem 4.11 (ii) shows that
ex(hs(ur)) = e{n} = er .
The adjunction unit P — Q*(X5°P) also sends the unstable tautological class ur € w3 (P) to the stable
tautological class er. Since the pair (P, ur) represents the functor 7 on the unstable homotopy category,
this proves:

Corollary 4.13. The composite
P Xy BUP % Q*(27P)
is the unit of the adjunction (X3°,0°).

5. EXPLICIT BRAUER INDUCTION AND (G-EQUIVARIANT SEGAL—BECKER SPLITTING

In this section we show that our global Segal-Becker splitting ¢: BUP — Q°*(X°P) induces the Boltje—
Symonds ‘explicit Brauer induction’ on equivariant homotopy groups, and that it rigidifies and globalizes
the ‘classical’ equivariant Segal-Becker splittings at the level of equivariant cohomology theories. The
first fact is Theorem C of the introduction, and Theorem 5.7 below; the second fact is Theorem D of the
introduction, and Theorem 5.15 below.

Remark 5.1 (Explicit Brauer induction). Brauer showed in [6, Theorem I] that the complex represen-
tation ring of a finite group is generated, as an abelian group, by representations that are induced from
1-dimensional representations of subgroups. Segal generalized this result to compact Lie groups in [23,
Proposition 3.11 (ii)], where ‘induction’ refers to the smooth induction. We write A(T,G) for the free
abelian group with a basis the symbols [H, x|, where H runs over all conjugacy classes of closed subgroup
of G with finite Weyl group, and x: H — T = U(1) runs over all characters of H. The Brauer—Segal
theorem can then be paraphrased as the fact that the maps

(5.2) A(T,G) — R(G)

that sends [H, x] to tr%(x*[v1]) are surjective. Informally speaking, an ‘explicit Brauer induction’ is a
collection of sections to the maps (5.2) that are specified by a direct recipe, for example an explicit formula,
and with naturality properties as the group G varies. So such maps give an ‘explicit and natural’ way to
write virtual representations as sums of induced representations of 1-dimensional representations. What
qualifies as ‘explicit’ is, of course, in the eye of the beholder.

The first explicit Brauer induction was Snaith’s formula [27, Theorem 2.16]; however, Snaith’s maps
are not additive and not compatible with restriction to subgroups. Boltje [5] specified a different explicit
Brauer induction formula for finite groups by purely algebraic means; Symonds [28] gave a topological
interpretation of the same section in the context of compact Lie groups. Symonds’ construction [28, §4] of
the sections

(5.3) b : R(G) — A(T,G)
is designed so that
(5.4) buglvel = [UQLE=1),q]  in A(T,U(k))
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for all k£ > 1, where ¢q: U(1,k — 1) — U(1) = T is the projection to the first block. The Boltje-Symonds
maps are additive and natural for restriction along continuous group homomorphisms; and the value of bg
at a 1-dimensional representation with character x: G — T is given by

The Boltje-Symonds maps (5.3) are not (and in fact cannot be) in general compatible with transfers.

The next theorem shows that our global Segal-Becker splitting (4.7) induces the Boltje-Symonds explicit

Brauer induction on equivariant homotopy groups. To make sense of that statement, we use a specific
isomorphism
(5.5) {=} : R(G) = =§(BUP).
In construction (4.10) we assigned to a unitary representation W of a compact Lie group G a class {WW} in
7§ (BUP). This class only depends on the isomorphism class of W and satisfies {V} + {W} = {V & W}.
Since the abelian monoid 7§/ (BUP) is a group, there is a unique group homomorphism (5.5) that sends the
class of a unitary G-representation W to {W}. The homomorphism (5.5) is an isomorphism by the unitary
analog of [18, Theorem 2.4.13].

Since the orthogonal space P is a global classifying space for the circle group 7', the global functor
7o (XTP) is represented by T, see [18, Proposition 4.2.5]. In more down-to-earth terms, this means that
the abelian group 7§ (X°P) is free, with a basis given by the classes tr& (x*(er)), for (H, x) ranging over all
conjugacy classes of closed subgroups H of G with finite Weyl group, and all continuous homomorphisms
x: H — T; see [18, Corollary 4.1.13]. The group A(T,G) was defined as a free abelian group with a
corresponding basis, so the map

(5.6) A(T,G) — 7 (SFP), [H.x] ~— uf(x*(er))
is an isomorphism of abelian groups.

Theorem 5.7. For every compact Lie group G, the following square commutes:

R(G) — = A(T,G)

(5.5)l: :l(aa)

7§ (BUP) — 7§ (S°P)

Proof. We start with the tautological representation of the group U(k). By (5.4), the composite through
the upper right corner of the square takes [vy] to trgélf)k_l)(q*(eq«)). Theorem 4.11 (ii) provides the relation

Uk
cdmn} =ty (q"(er)) -
So the square commutes for G = U(k) on the class of v;. Every unitary representation of a compact Lie
group G is isomorphic to p*(vg) for some k > 0 and some continuous homomorphism p: G — U(k). So
naturality for p proves the case (G, [p*(vk)]). The claim follows for virtual representations by additivity. O

Now we proceed to prove Theorem D of the introduction, saying that our global Segal-Becker splitting
induces the classical equivariant Segal-Becker at the level of equivariant cohomology theories.

Construction 5.8 (The equivariant Segal-Becker splitting). We let G be a compact Lie group, and we
let A be a finite G-CW-complex. We write K (A) for the G-equivariant K-group of A, i.e., the group
completion of the abelian monoid, under Whitney sum, of isomorphism classes of G-vector bundles over A.
We recall the equivariant Segal-Becker splitting

(5.9) daa : Ka(A) — [A4,Q°(5FP)C
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via equivariant transfers due to Iriye-Kono [11, §3], following Crabb’s presentation [8]. Crabb denotes
the circle group T = U(1) by T, and he writes BT for any classifying space for G-equivariant principal
T-bundles; we may thus take BgT = P(Ug). In Crabb’s exposition, the target of the morphism J¢ 4 is
presented slightly differently, namely as w{A, (BT)4}, the group of morphisms from $5°4 to £ BgT
in the G-equivariant stable homotopy category. Since A is a finite G-CW-complex, that group is isomorphic
to
colimy ey 4, 2V (SY AP(V))]S = [4,Q°(SFP)C .
We let £: E — A be a G-vector bundle. We denote by
(5.10) P¢ . PE — A

the projectivized bundle; its fiber over a € A is the projective space of the complex vector space F, =
¢7'({a}). The projection (5.10) has an associated transfer, a morphism in the homotopy category of
genuine G-spectra from X5° A to X PE. Since A is a finite G-CW-complex, this transfer is represented by
some continuous based G-map

(P¢) : SYANA, — SYA(PE),

for some G-representation V. The tautological G-equivariant line bundle over PFE is classified by a contin-
uous G-map

k : PE — P(W)
for some sufficiently large G-subrepresentation W of Ug. By enlarging, if necessary, we may assume that
W =V. We write
9 € [A,Q°(=FP))¢

for the class of the adjoint to the composite

\%
SV aa, T gVa(pE),. 2 SV APV, .

In the classical sources one finds a verification that the class ¥(§) only depends on the isomorphism class
of the G-vector bundle £. Slightly less obvious is that the resulting map

¥ 1 Vectg(Ad) — [A,Q°(3FP)|“

is additive for the Whitney sum of vector bundles, see [8, Lemma 2.6]. The map thus extends uniquely to an
additive map (5.9) on the group completion Kg(A) of Vectg(A). The equivariant Segal-Becker splittings
(5.9) are natural for continuous G-maps in A, and for restriction along continuous group homomorphisms
between compact Lie groups. Moreover, they satisfy a normalization property on line bundles.

The Boltje-Symonds map (5.3) is a special case of the equivariant Segal-Becker splitting (5.9), namely
when A = x is a one-point G-space, in the sense that the composite

19 * [ ] o0 o0 ~
R(G) =Kg(x) = [»Q(STP)Y = 7f(SFP) =4 A(T.G)
agrees with bg: R(G) — A(T, G). Indeed, we will argue in Example 5.11 below that the two coincide on
the class of the tautological U(k)-representation on vy. Since both are additive and natural in continuous
group homomorphisms, they coincide on all virtual unitary representations of compact Lie groups. Theorem
D is thus a special case of Theorem C; but we deduce Theorem D from Theorem C by global functoriality.

Example 5.11. We calculate the U (k)-equivariant Segal-Becker splitting on class of the tautological U (k)-
representation v, considered as a U(k)-equivariant vector bundle over a point. The construction of the
class Uy ()« [Vx] involves the projective space P(vy) of the tautological representation. This projective space
is a homogeneous space: the group U (k) acts transitively on P(vy), and the complex line

I = C-(1,0,...,0)
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spanned by the first basis vector has stabilizer group U(1,k — 1). So the equivariant transfer
T(P(v)) + S — XP(w)
associated with the unique U(k)-map P(v;) — * sends 1 € Wg(k) (S) to the class

Uk _ U (k) jsa00
trUEl,)kfl)(oU(l’k D) e mg )(E+ P(u))

where [I] € mo(P(v)YF=1) is the class represented by the U(1, k — 1)-fixed point I, and
VR mo(P)VOAY) s a HETD (R P ()
is the stabilization map [18, (3.3.12)].
The group U(1,k — 1) acts on the invariant line [ through the homomorphism ¢: U(1,k —1) — T, so
the classifying U (k)-map
k : P(Vk) — P(UU(k))
for the tautological line bundle satisfies
Rl = ¢*(ur) i om PY(P)
where ur € 7l (P) is the unstable tautological class (3.5). Thus
(ETR)("EFI) = VA D (R (l]) = oV (g (ur) = ¢7 (0" (ur)) = ¢*(er)

where er = o7 (ur) € 7§ (EP) is the stable tautological class (3.5). Combining these observations yields

(5.12) Iuge.e vl = (BTk) o T(P(1))(1) = (B2R)a(trply)y ) (o7 EF=D[0)
= ey (BTR)(eVF D)) = g (" (en)

in 7f ®(5P).

Construction 5.13. To give rigorous meaning to the claim that our morphism c¢: BUP — Q°*(X°P)
realizes the classical equivariant Segal-Becker splittings, we recall the natural isomorphism
(5.14) {-} : Kg(4) = [4,BUP|

that is inverse to the complex analog of the isomorphism specified in [18, Theorem 2.4.10]. Here G is a
compact Lie group, and A is a finite G-CW-complex.
Given a complex G-vector bundle £: E — A, we can choose a classifying G-map

f:A— Gr5(V) = HnZOGrS(VC)

for some sufficiently large orthogonal G-representation V', i.e., such that £ is isomorphic to the pullback
along f of the tautological vector bundle (of non-constant rank) over Gr®(V). We write

(&) € [A,Gro

for the class represented by the classifying map f. This class only depends on the isomorphism class &,
and the construction satisfies (¢) + (¢) = (¢ @ (). Since the abelian monoid [4, BUP]® is a group, we can
define (5.14) by additive extension to group completions, i.e., as the unique homomorphism that sends the
class of € to i, (€), with i: Gr® — BUP being the group completion morphism (4.4). The homomorphism
(5.14) is an isomorphism by the complex analog of [18, Theorem 2.4.10]. When A is a single point, then
Kq(*) = R(G), [+, BUP]Y = 7§ (BUP), and the isomorphism (5.14) specializes to the isomorphism (5.5).

Theorem 5.15. Let G be a compact Lie group and A a finite G-CW-complex. Then the composite

A,cG ° 00
Ko(A) 2ep [A,BUPIS 2D 14 g0 (neep)©

coincides with the G-equivariant Segal-Becker splitting 9¢ a defined in (5.9).
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Proof. We precompose the maps [A, ¢]% o (5.14) and the Segal-Becker splitting ¥, 4 with the map
Vecth (A) — Kg(A)

that sends a rank k vector bundle to its K-theory class. Letting G and A vary yields two global transfor-
mations from Vect” to Q° (X5°P) in the sense of Definition A.8. Theorem 5.7 shows that

U(k *
c{ve} = ((5:6) 0 buk)) Vel =(.4) trUglfk_l)(q (er)) =(.12) Yuw)«vn] -

So the two global transformations coincide on the class of the tautological U (k)-representation v. Thus
the global transformations coincide for all equivariant rank k vector bundles, over all compact Lie groups
and all finite equivariant CW-complexes, by Corollary A.9.

This shows that maps [A,c] o (5.14) and ¥g a coincide on all classes in Kg(A) that are represented
by an equivariant vector bundle of constant rank. Since the morphism ¢ is a loop map, the induced map
[A,c]¢ is additive. The map ¥ 4 is additive by [8, Lemma 2.6]. Since vector bundles of constant rank
generate K (A) as an abelian group, this proves the theorem. O

6. GLOBAL ADAMS OPERATIONS

In this section we give an application of the global Segal-Becker splitting: we construct global equivariant
rigidifications (6.4) of the unstable Adams operations in equivariant K-theory. By design, the Adams
operations will arise as global loop maps.

Construction 6.1 (Adams operations in equivariant K-theory). We let G be a compact Lie group. We
recall the construction of the A-operations and Adams operations on the Grothendieck ring of G-equivariant
vector bundles over a compact G-space. For all G-vector bundles £ and ¢ over the same base, the G-vector
bundle A" (£ @ ¢) is isomorphic to @], A*(§) ® A"%(¢). So the map

A Veet(4) — Ko(A)[t], [6 — > A"©)]-#

takes addition in the abelian monoid of isomorphism classes of G-vector bundles to multiplication in the
power series ring Kg(A)[t]. All these power series moreover have constant term A°(¢) = 1, and are thus
invertible. So A defines a monoid homomorphism from Vectg(A) to the multiplicative group of the ring
K¢ (A)[t]. The universal property of the Grothendieck construction thus yields an extension to a monoid
homomorphism

At Ka(4) — (Ke(A)H)* -
The M-operations \*: Kg(A4) — Kg(A) are then defined by

Az) = Zizo Ni(z) -t

By design, these operations extend the exterior powers on classes of actual G-vector bundles. The \-
operations make the ring Kg(A) into a special A-ring, see [1, Theorem 1.5 (i)]. Every special A-ring
supports Adams operations, i.e., ring homomorphisms " : R — R for n > 1 that satisfy ¢" o ¢p™ = "™
for all n,m > 1, as well as the congruence ?(z) = 2P modulo (p) for every prime p, see [1, §5]. We are
particularly interested in these Adams operation

’L/Jn : KUg(A) — KUg(A)
in the case of equivariant K-theory. One key property of these operations is that on the class of a line
bundle £, the Adams operation is given by
Y] = (€7
Taking exterior power of vector bundles in natural both for G-maps in A, and for restriction along continuous

homomorphisms in the group G. Hence the A-operations and the Adams operations inherit both kinds of
naturalities.
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We shall now use the power endomorphisms of P to define the global Adams operations on BUP, by
employing our splitting to ‘retract’ them off the induced endomorphisms of X°P.

Construction 6.2 (Global Adams operations). We let n > 1 be a positive natural number. We write

o 2 T — T, p,(N)=A"

for the n-th power homomorphism. Since the pair (P,ur) represents the functor ml, we can define a

morphism ¢”: P — P in the unstable global homotopy category by the requirement that

o3 (ur) = py(ur)
in 7l (P). The morphism ¢" then represents raising a line bundle to its n-th power. We define
(6.3) " U — U

as the unique morphism in the unstable global homotopy category making the following diagram commute:

n

U = U
dl Niﬂ'(n/\sl)od
Q° (5P A SY) Q*(Z2P A S1) Q*(KU A 1)

_—
Q* (£ ¢"ASY) Q* (nASY)

The global equivalence v: BUP = QU was defined in (4.6). We define the n-th global Adams operation
(6.4) " . BUP — BUP
as the unique morphism in the unstable global homotopy category making the following diagram commute:

BUP — Y . BUP

QU ——= QU

Q(k")
Clearly, the morphism ¢ is the identity of P, x! is the identity of U, and thus %! is the identity of BUP.

The next proposition verifies a globally-coherent version of the design criterion for Adams operations,
namely that on line bundles, " is the n-th tensor power. The morphism of global spaces h: P — BUP
was defined in Construction 4.12 by the property h.(ur) = {v1} in 7d (BUP); it represents the inclusion
of line bundles into virtual vector bundles.

Proposition 6.5. For every n > 1, the following diagram commutes in the unstable global homotopy
category:

P il P
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Proof. The following diagram commutes by Corollary 4.13 and naturality of the adjunction unit:
P o P
/ \

BUP unit unit BUP

\ /~lﬂ'(n>oc

Expanding the definition of ¢ and using that the morphism d: U — Q°*(XP A S!) deloops c: BUP —»
Q°*(X°P) proves the claim. O

Example 6.6. The second Adams operation ¢?: Kg(A) — K (A) is given on the class of a G-vector
bundle £: E — A by the formula

VP = [Sym*(€)] — [A*(9)],

where Sym?(¢) and A?(€) are, respectively, the second symmetric and exterior power of ¢. Indeed, this
formula has the correct behavior on line bundles, is additive for Whitney sum in £, and natural in (G, A).
So the various naturality properties force )% to be given by this formula. In general, 1/" can be described
on vector bundles by certain alternating sums of certain polynomial functors, but the general formula is
not as simple. The formula for 1)? shows that the Adams operations do not generally send vector bundles
(other than line bundles) to vector bundles, but rather to virtual vector bundles. So the global Adams
operations " : BUP — BUP do not restrict to endomorphisms of Gr% for k > 2.

The next theorem justifies the name ‘global Adams operation’ for the morphism ¢"™: BUP — BUP.

Theorem 6.7. For every compact Lie group G, every finite G-CW-complex A and every n > 1, the
following square commutes:

w"l
Ka(A) Kq(A)
(5.14)l: :l(5.14)
(4, BUP|Y (4, BUP|Y

n

Proof. We observe that
P} = Yl(h(ur)) = ha(@l(ur)) = ha(py,(ur))
= pin(ha(ur)) = pp{n} = {p(n)} = {&"nl} .
The second equation is Proposition 6.5.

Next we consider the T*-representation pj(v1) @ - - - @ p}(v1), where p;: T® — T denotes the projection
to the i-th factor. Then

GHpi () @ opr(n)} = Y prwi{n})

i=1,...k
= > pi{Yrl} = @im) @ e pi(n)]} -
i=1,...k

The first equation uses that the maps ¢7 and {—} are additive and compatible with restriction along
continuous homomorphisms, because ¢ : BUP — BUP is a global loop map. The third equation use that
the Adams operations 9" are additive and compatible with restriction along continuous homomorphisms.
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For the tautological U (k)-representation vy, we then obtain

resi M (Wi }) = wHresi P )} = {0 el P )} = rest P (v}

The second equation uses the previous case and the fact that resg,gk)(vk) =pi(n) ® - B pi(r1). Because

the restriction homomorphism resg,gk): R(U(k)) — R(T*) is injective, this proves the relation ¢7{vy} =
{6 l}.

Now we prove the theorem. We precompose the two composites in the statement of the theorem with
the map

j o Vecth(A) — Kg(A)

that sends a rank k equivariant vector bundle to its K-theory class. Letting G and A vary yields two
global transformations from Vect® to BUP in the sense of Definition A.8. We just showed that these two
global transformations coincide on the class of the tautological U(k)-representation vy. So the two global
transformations coincide for all equivariant rank k vector bundles, for all compact Lie groups and over all
finite equivariant CW-complexes, by Corollary A.9. Since the morphism %" is a loop map, the induced
map 1} is additive. So both composites in the diagram are additive. Since vector bundles of constant rank
generate K (A) as an abelian group, this proves the theorem. O

Remark 6.8. The Adams operations in equivariant K-theory satisfy the relation ¢™ o 9™ = ™" for all
m,n > 1. So by Theorem 6.7, the morphisms of global spaces

Yo", ™" . BUP — BUP

induce the same map on [A, BUP]® for all finite G-CW-complexes A. We do not know if in fact ¢™ o™ =
™" as endomorphisms of BUP in the unstable global homotopy category. Or even better, if the deloopings
(6.3) of the global Adams operations satisfy ™ o k™ = k™" : U — U.

APPENDIX A. GLOBAL TRANSFORMATIONS OF EQUIVARIANT HOMOTOPY SETS

In the body of this paper, we verify that the global Segal-Becker splitting c: BUP — Q*(X°P)
induces the classical equivariant Segal-Becker splittings on equivariant cohomology theories; and we verify
that global Adams operation ¢ : BUP — BUP induces the classical Adams operation on equivariant K-
groups. In both cases we are dealing with ‘global’ natural transformations from the functor of isomorphism
classes of complex vector bundles of some fixed rank. In this appendix we develop a general tool to
characterize such global natural transformations by their effect on certain universal classes, see Corollary
A9.

Equivariant complex vector bundles of rank k arise from equivariant U (k)-principal bundles, and are
thus represented by the global classifying space BgU(k), in the sense of [18, Proposition 1.1.30]. This fact
makes the representability result for vector bundles a special case of a representability result for global
transformations between the equivariant homotopy sets of orthogonal spaces, see Theorem A.6.

Construction A.1 (Equivariant homotopy sets). We recall the equivariant homotopy sets defined by
orthogonal spaces, discussed in more detail in [18, Section 1.5]. We let E be an orthogonal space, we let G
be a compact Lie group, and we let A be a G-space. We set

[A,E]¢ = colimyegue)[4, E(V)] .

On the right, [, —]¢ denotes the set of equivariant homotopy classes of continuous G-maps, and the colimit
is taken over the poset of finite-dimensional G-subrepresentations of the complete G-universe Ug. If the
G-space A is compact and the orthogonal space E is closed in the sense of [18, Definition 1.1.16], i.e., all
structure maps are closed embeddings, then the canonical map

[A,E]° — [A, EUa))®
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is bijective, see [18, Proposition 1.5.3], for F(Ug) = colimy¢yy) E(V).

The sets [A, E] are contravariantly functorial for continuous G-maps in A by precomposition, and
they are contravariantly functorial for continuous homomorphisms in G: a continuous homomorphism
a: K — G of compact Lie groups induces a restriction map

o 1 [A B¢ — [a*(A),E]X

by restriction of actions along «, much like in [18, (1.5.9)]. When A is a finite G-CW-complex, then the
assignment £ + [A, E]¢ sends global equivalences of orthogonal spaces to bijections, see [18, Proposition
1.5.3 (ii)).

Construction A.2 (Induction isomorphisms). We let E be an orthogonal space, and we let H be a closed
subgroup of a compact Lie group G. For an H-space B, we write

[17_] : B — GXHB7 Yy — [lay]
for the unit of the adjunction (G x g —, resg)7 an H-equivariant continuous map. The adjunction bijections
G xu B,E(V)|® = [B,E(V)]"

and the fact that the underlying H-universe of Uy is a complete H-universe provide an induction isomor-
phism: the composite

res§ —1*
(A.3) (G xy B,EI 8 (G xy B EF 270 B gH
is bijective.

If H is a closed subgroup of a compact Lie group G of smaller dimension, then the underlying H-space
of a G-CW-complex need not admit an H-CW-structure; an example is given by Illman in [10, Section 2].
Nevertheless, the underlying H-space of a finite G-CW-complex is always H-homotopy equivalent to a finite
H-CW-complex, see [10, Corollary B]. Consequently, for every continuous homomorphism «: K — G of
compact Lie groups, the restriction functor a* takes G-spaces of the G-homotopy type of a finite G-CW-
complex to K-spaces of the K-homotopy type of a finite K-CW-complex.

Definition A.4 (Global transformations). We let E and F' be orthogonal spaces. A global transformation
7 from F to F consists of maps

Taa 1 [AFY — [AE°
for all compact Lie groups G and all G-spaces A of the G-homotopy type of a finite G-CW-complex that
are natural for restriction along G-maps in A, and natural for restriction along continuous homomorphisms

in G.
Construction A.5. We let K be a compact Lie group, and we let B be a K-space. We choose a faithful
K-representation V' and define the global quotient orthogonal space as

K\B = L(V,—-) xk B .

In [18, Example 1.1.24] we use the more precise notation Lk v B for K\ B. However, the orthogonal space
K\ B is independent of the choice of faithful representation up to a preferred zigzag of global equivalences,
see the remark immediately after [18, Definition 1.1.27], which justifies the simplified notation that does
not record the representation V. The continuous map

B [Istf]

L(V\V)xx B = (K\B)(V)
is K-equivariant, so it represents a class
ug.p € [B,K\BJ*,

the tautological class.
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Theorem A.6. Let E be an orthogonal space, let K be a compact Lie group, and let B be a finite K-CW-
complex. For every class y in [B, E|, there is a unique global transformation T from K\B to E such that
the map

xp ¢ [B,K\B/" — [B,E]"
sends the tautological class ux g to y.

Proof. We start with uniqueness, and we let 7 be any global transformation from K\B to E. We let V
be the faithful K-representation that is implicit in the definition of K\ B. We let W be an inner product
space and p: V — W a linear isometric embedding. The group O(W) acts transitively on L(V,W)/K,
and the stabilizer of ¢ K is the subgroup

Olp] = {A € O(W): thereis k € K such that Ap = poli} .
We write a: O[g] — K for the continuous epimorphism that sends A € O[y] to the unique element
a(A) € K such that Ap = @ oly(a).
The identity of (K\B)(W) represents a class [Id(x\ 5)w)] in [(K\B)(W), K\B]°W). By design, the
map ¢: o*(V) — K is O[yp]-equivariant. So

* ow *
o, 1" (res ) Mgy myaw))) = [pr " (V) — W, —]
= [(K\B)(p)[ldax vy, =] = [lda=(v), =] = a"(uk,B)
in [@*(B), K \\B]OM. The naturality properties of the global transformation 7 yield the relation
v/ O(W v/ O(W
lo, -] (resoﬁp] N(row. i\ ) Iy syin]) = Tofglax ) (9, -] (feSoﬂo] "d ey sy )
(A7) = Tolyl,a(B) (@ (uk,B)) = o"(7k,B(uK,B))

in [o*(B), E]°¥!. The map
O(W) xopp a"(B) — L(V,W) xx B=(K\B)(W), [A0] — [Ap,]

is an O(W)-equivariant homeomorphism, so the induction isomorphism (A.3) shows that the composite

resO (W) =
(ENB)Y(W), B0 2L ((s\B)(W), B 125y (o (B), £OW
is bijective. Since [p,—]* o resgml) is bijective, the relation (A.7) shows that, and how, the class

TOW),(K\B)(W) [Id(K\\B)(W)] in [(K\\B)(W), E}O(W) is determined by the class TK,B(UK,B)-
Now we let G be any compact Lie group, and we let € [A, K\ B] be a homotopy class. We represent
x by a continuous G-map f: A — (K\\B)(W) for some G-representation W. If A = (), then [A, E]¢ has
only one element, and there is nothing to show. If A is nonempty, then also (K\\ B)(W) is nonempty, and
there exists a linear isometric embedding ¢: V — W. If p: G — O(W) parameterizes the G-action on
W, then
[ ldu\pym]) = [f] = =

The naturality properties of the global transformation 7 then yield the relation
(o™ (roowy, i\ By Iy myn)])) = Ta,a(f*(p*[Idxy\Byw)]) = 76,a(2)

in [A, E]%. Since ow),(x\B)(w)[Id(r\ B)(w)] is determined by 7k, 5(uk,z) by (A.7), this relation shows
that the class 7¢ a(z) is also determined by 7k g(uk g). This completes the proof of injectivity.

For surjectivity we represent the class y € [B, F]¥ by a continuous K-map g: B — E(U), for some
K-representation U. The class E(i') o g: B — E(U & V) then also represents y. The Yoneda lemma
provides a unique morphism of orthogonal spaces ¢°: L(U®V,—) xg B — E such that the composite

b
g’ (UaV) E(

B Ml L yavuev)xk B Uav)
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equals E(i') o g. The associated global transformation from L(U @V, —) x ¢ B to E then sends the class
[dyev,—] in [B,L(U @ V,—) xx B]X to the class y. Restriction of linear isometric embeddings along
i?: V — U @V is a global equivalence of orthogonal spaces

p: LUBV,~)xxB = L(V,~)xx B=K\B.
Moreover,
p«ldvev,—] = [ldv,-] = uk s
in [B, K\ B]¥. As a global equivalence, the induced global transformation from L(U ®V, —) x i B to K\ B

is bijective. So the composite global transformation from K\ B through L(U @V, —) X ¢ B to E sends the
tautological class ug p € [B, K\ B]¥ to the class y. O

We alert the reader that Theorem A.6 is reminiscent of, but different from, another representability

result for [B, E]¥. For a fixed finite K-CW-complex B, the functor [B, —]¥ takes global equivalences
of orthogonal spaces to bijections, by [18, Proposition 1.5.3 (ii)]. So we can consider [B, —]¥ as a functor on
the unstable global homotopy category. As such, it is represented by the pair (K\ B, ux, g). In other words:
for every orthogonal space E and every class y in [B, E]¥, there is a unique morphism : K\B — FE
in the unstable global homotopy category such that ¢.(ux ) = y. The morphism v induces a global
transformation that takes ux, p to y, which is the surjectivity part of Theorem A.6. The additional power of
Theorem A.6 is the injectivity part, and that it is about global transformations, as opposed to morphisms
in the unstable global homotopy category. This is relevant for our applications because the equivariant
Segal-Becker splitting (5.9) and the Adams operations in equivariant K-theory come to us are precisely as
global transformations.

Now we use Theorem A.6 to deduce a representability statement for vector bundles, by exploiting that
rank k£ complex vector bundles are represented by the global classifying space

BaU(k) = Uk)\* = L(u(w), —)/U(k) .

Definition A.8. We let E be an orthogonal space and k > 1. A global transformation T from Vect® to E
consists of maps
TG,A - Veth(A) — [4, E]G

for all compact Lie groups G and all G-spaces A of the G-homotopy type of a finite G-CW-complex that
are natural for restriction along G-maps in A, and natural for restriction along continuous homomorphisms
in G.

For every compact Lie group G and every paracompact G-space A, the associated vector bundle con-
struction passes to a natural bijection

Pring(k)(A) = Vect, (A)
between isomorphism classes of G-equivariant U (k)-principal bundles and G-equivariant rank &k complex
vector bundles. If moreover A is a finite G-CW-complex, then [18, Proposition 1.1.30] provides a natural
bijection

[A, ByU (k)] = Prinfj;,(4) .

For varying (G, A), the composite natural bijections

Vectg,(A) = [A, BuU (k)¢
are moreover natural for restriction along continuous homomorphisms in G. So they form a bijective global
transformation from Vect® to ByU(k). Unraveling all definitions shows that for G = U(k) and A = x,
the bijection Vectlfj(k)(*) > [, ByU(k)]¢ taked the tautological U (k)-representation, considered as a U(k)-
vector bundle over a point, to the tautological class

ury,e € [/ UR)\HY® =20 P (BuU(k)) .



GLOBAL SEGAL-BECKER SPLITTING 37

We can thus specialize Theorem A.6 to K = U(k) and B = *, and deduce the following corollary:

Corollary A.9. Let E be an orthogonal space, and k > 0. For every class y in ﬂg(k)(E), there is a unique
global transformation T from Vect® to E such that the map

TU (k) - Vectlfj(k)(*) — Wg(k)(E>

sends the class [vg] to y.
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