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ABSTRACT. Given a finite group G acting on a ring R, Merling constructed an equivariant
algebraic K-theory G-spectrum, and work of Malkiewich and Merling, as well as work
of Barwick, provides an interpretation of this construction as a spectral Mackey functor.
This construction is powerful, but highly categorical; as a result the Mackey functors
comprising the homotopy are not obvious from the construction and have therefore not
yet been calculated. In this work, we provide an interpretation of the homotopy Mackey
functors of equivariant algebraic K-theory in terms of a purely algebraic construction.
In particular, we construct Mackey functors out of the nth algebraic K-groups of group
rings whose multiplication is twisted by the group action. Restrictions and transfers for
these functors admit a tractable algebraic description in that they arise from restriction
and extension of scalars along homomorphisms of twisted group rings. In the case where
the group action is trivial, our construction recovers work of Dress and Kuku from the
1980’s which constructs Mackey functors out of the algebraic K-theory of group rings.
We develop many families of examples of Mackey functors, both new and old, including
K-theory of endomorphism rings, the K-theory of fixed subrings of Galois extensions, and
(topological) Hochschild homology of twisted group rings.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Algebraic K-theory is a theory which encodes profound algebraic invariants of rings,
revealing beautiful connections and patterns. The roots of such a theory run deep throughout
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mathematics, and algebraic K-theory can now be found in almost every corner of algebra.
For example, the class number formula generalizes to a statement about the torsion of
algebraic K-groups of number fields. A complete understanding of the K-groups of the
integers would resolve the Kummer—Vandiver conjecture, formulated over a century and
a half ago at the time of writing, which stands as one of the great unsolved problems in
number theory. However, the power and versatility of algebraic K-theory comes at the cost
of its formulation relying on sophisticated categorical machinery.

Following the development of algebraic K-theory, there was a surge of interest in defining
an equivariant version. In the 1980’s, Fiedorowicz, Hauschild, and May gave a plus
construction yielding the first topological space encoding equivariant algebraic K-theory for
rings [FHMS82], and Kuku, together with Dress, developed a Q-construction for equivariant
K-theory for exact categories [Kuk84, DK81, DK82]. However both of these definitions
only worked in the case where the rings in question were equipped with a trivial G-action.

The slow progress in the development of a more robust equivariant algebraic K-theory can
be explained by the lack of equivariant homotopical tools available at the time. The recent
development of equivariant infinite loop space theory by Guillou, May, Merling, and Osorno
[MMO17, GMMO19] was a major step in the direction towards laying the groundwork for
equivariant algebraic K-theory. Using these new techniques, Merling was able to build
a genuine equivariant plus construction for algebraic K-theory for rings equipped with a
group action [Merl7].

While classical algebraic K-theory produces a K-theory spectrum whose homotopy
groups are the algebraic K-groups of a ring, equivariant algebraic K-theory produces a
genuine G-spectrum, whose homotopy in each degree is a strictly richer algebraic object
called a Mackey functor.

K,

. K; .
Ring > Ab G-Ring > fltl/[r?gfoerys
Sp G-Sp

Mackey functors, as initially formulated by Dress [Dre71, Dre75] and Green [Gre71],
are a collection of abelian groups indexed over subgroups of G, equipped with restriction
and transfer maps subject to various axioms (Definition 2.1.5). They may equivalently
be defined as modules over an additive category called the Burnside category, denoted
Bg. Following the adage that spectra are the homotopy theorist’s abelian groups, one can
envision an analogue of Mackey functors which arise as modules over a spectrally enriched
version of the Burnside category. Such a construction is called a spectral Mackey functor,
which have been explored in their greatest generality by Barwick [Barl7] together with
Glasman and Shah [BGS20]. A celebrated result of Guillou and May demonstrates that
spectral Mackey functors are equivalent to genuine G-spectra [GM11, Theorem 0.1].

Thus under the Guillou-May correspondence, one would anticipate that there is a
construction of equivariant algebraic K-theory as a spectral Mackey functor. Indeed
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such a construction is given by Malkiewich and Merling, providing a Waldhausen spectral
Mackey functor associated to a Waldhausen G-category [MM20, Proposition 4.11], which
is equivalently a spectral Mackey functor [MM20, Theorem 2.18]. This construction is
closely related to that of Barwick [Barl7], together with Glasman and Shah [BGS20], which
provides an equivariant algebraic K-theory in the more general setting of Waldhausen
oo-categories. In this paper we will follow the setup from [MM20]. The construction of the
equivariant algebraic K-theory spectral Mackey functor is completely categorical, and in
particular its homotopy has not been investigated.

The intent of this work is to provide an explicit algebraic description of the homotopy
Mackey functors of equivariant algebraic K-theory for a G-ring. If R is a G-ring with action
map 6 : G — Aut(R), we can define a twisted/skew group ring Ry[G], which is the group
ring R[G] equipped with a multiplication which is twisted by the group action. We prove
that the algebraic K-groups of twisted group rings assemble to form a Mackey functor.

Theorem A. (As Theorem 3.0.1) Let R be a G-ring, where G is any finite group. Then
for any n > 0, there is a Mackey functor K¢ (R), whose value at G/H is the algebraic
K-theory K, (Ry[H]), and whose restriction and transfer maps are given by K,, applied to
extension and restriction of scalar along homomorphisms of twisted group rings Ry [H].

In the case where the group action is trivial, we recover Mackey functors of algebraic
K-theory of group rings as built by Dress and Kuku (Proposition 3.6.2).

As the construction of the Mackey functors K% (R) follow by defining transfer and
restrictions, applying the K-theory spectrum, then taking homotopy groups, we may see
that each K E(R) is actually the nth homotopy of a broader construction, namely a spectral
Mackey functor K¢ (R).

Theorem B. (As Theorem 4.0.1) Let R be a G-ring, where G is any finite group whose
order is invertible in R. Then the Mackey functors K& (R) comprise the homotopy of a
spectral Mackey functor Kg(R), which is equivalent to equivariant algebraic K-theory of
R, as defined in [MM19].

This theorem allows us to conclude that K (R) is the nth homotopy Mackey functor =,
of equivariant algebraic K-theory.

Remark 1.0.1. In their recent book, Balmer and Dell’Ambrogio developed a detailed
theory of Mackey 2-functors, which are an axiomatization of the idea of Mackey functors
“valued” in additive categories rather than abelian groups [BD20]. The work laid out in
Section 3 can be thought of as a new example of a Mackey 2-functor in their framework,
namely categories of finitely generated projective modules over twisted group rings. Post-
composition with any suitable functor from additive categories to abelian groups allows one
to recover a classical Mackey functor out of a Mackey 2-functor; in particular this holds for
K,,. In Section 5, we use this general idea to produce broad families of Mackey functors,
however our specific functors are chosen to factor through connective spectra.

Remark 1.0.2. From a finite group G acting on a commutative ring R, we may take
the K-theory of perfect complexes over the moduli stack [Spec(R)/G], as in Barwick
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[Barl7, BGS20]. As the standard t-structure on G-spectra is taken levelwise, and as K-
theory is a suitably “polynomial” functor (in the sense of [BGMN21]), we might expect to
see the algebraic structure of the homotopy Mackey functors revealed pointwise through
this construction, induced by extension and restriction of sheaves over this moduli stack. A
comparison between the equivariant algebraic K-theory of Malkiewich and Merling and
that of Barwick does not yet exist at the time of writing, however this observation would
follow as an immediate corollary of such a comparison. For an exploration of some of the
more algebraic aspects of Barwick’s equivariant algebraic K-theory, we refer the reader to a
result of Elmanto and Haugseng which uses their work on bispans to explore the canonical
multiplicative extension of equivariant algebraic K-theory [EH21, Theorem 3.6.8].

In Section 2, we establish some categorical and algebraic background which will be needed
for the paper. We describe the orbit category and the Burnside category for a group G,
and discuss the categorical and axiomatic definitions of a Mackey functor. We define group
actions on categories and their homotopy fixed points, culminating in the computation of
the homotopy fixed points of a module category, arising from a group action on a ring,
as being the module category of the twisted group ring. Finally, we define equivariant
algebraic K-theory as a Waldhausen spectral Mackey functor.

In Section 3 we build various ring homomorphisms between twisted group rings, and use
these to construct restriction and extension of scalar functors, which will induce restriction
and transfer for our family of Mackey functors K&(R). We verify that all the axioms
for a Mackey functor hold, modulo some work defining and comparing right actions on
certain modules, which is deferred until Appendix A. This section proves Theorem 3.0.1,
that algebraic K-groups of twisted group rings form a Mackey functor. We compare these
Mackey functors to those constructed by Dress and Kuku in Subsection 3.6.

In Section 4, we compare our restriction, transfer, and conjugation data to that of
Malkiewich and Merling, and prove that they agree up to natural isomorphism. In particular
this allows us to prove Theorem 4.0.1; that the transfer data we defined turns the K-theory
of twisted group rings into a spectral Mackey functor, which is isomorphic to equivariant
algebraic K-theory. In Subsection 4.6 we explain how to recover the homotopy Mackey
functors from a spectral Mackey functor, following work of Bohmann and Osorno. This
allows us to conclude that K g(R) is the nth homotopy Mackey functor of equivariant
algebraic K-theory.

Finally, in Section 5, we demonstrate that our work generates various families of Mackey
functors. We approach the requirements used to prove Theorem 3.0.1 from a more axiomatic
lens, and generate a Mackey functor on twisted group rings for any suitable invariant in
Subsection 5.1. As examples, we observe that Hochschild homology, topological Hochschild
homology, topological cyclic homology, topological restriction homology, and topological
periodic homology all yield Mackey functors in each degree when evaluated on twisted
group rings. In Subsection 5.2, we recover the classical example that G/H — K, (L") is
a Mackey functor, where G is the Galois group of a Galois extension of fields L/k, and
we extend this result to hold for Galois ring extensions and for suitable invariants such as
THH. In Subsection 5.3, we use a classical theorem of Auslander to prove that the algebraic
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K-groups of endomorphism rings over fixed subrings K,,(Endzu (R)) form a Mackey functor
under certain technical conditions.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The orbit and Burnside categories. Denote by F; the category whose objects
are finite sets equipped with a group action by G, and whose morphisms are equivariant
functions. It is a general fact that finite G-sets decompose into a disjoint union over their
orbits, on which G acts transitively. Moreover, any transitive G-set can be seen to be of the
form G/H for some subgroup H C G. To that end, we define the orbit category, denoted
Og, to be the full subcategory of Fi on the G-sets of the form G/H. One may easily see
that any morphism G/H — G/K in the orbit category is determined by where it sends the
identity coset, and in particular such a morphism exists if and only if H is subconjugate
to K, meaning that there is some g € G so that gHg~! C K. As we will be working with
conjugation frequently, we incorporate some standard notation.

Notation 2.1.1. Given any subgroup H C G, and g € G, we denote by 9H := gHg~! the
conjugation of the subgroup by g, and by H9 = g~'Hg conjugation by its inverse.

There are two natural classes of morphisms in the orbit category one considers. The first
is a projection morphism: for subgroups H C K, there is a map G/H — G/K sending ©H
to x K. The second is a conjugation morphism: for any g € G there is a map G/H — G/9H
given by sending xH to (xzg~!)H. One may check that these morphisms generate all
morphisms in the orbit category, in the sense that any morphism in Og can be written as a
conjugation morphism followed by a projection morphism, or vice versa.

Given the category F¢ of finite G-sets, we can consider its span category Span(Fg),
where a morphism from S to T is an isomorphism class of a span of the form S+ U — T,
and composition of spans is given by pullback. We remark that hom sets in Span(F¢) are
equipped with a binary operation; given S < U; — T and S + Uy — T, we can form the
span S < Uy 1 Uy — T given by taking the disjoint union of U; and U,. This operation
endows each hom-set with an abelian monoid structure, which we may then group complete.

Definition 2.1.2. The Burnside category Bg is the category whose objects are finite
G-sets, and whose morphisms are given by

Homp, (S,T) := K (Span(S,T),1I),

for S,T € Fg, where K denotes group completion.
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In particular, suppose that G/H — G/K is a morphism in Og. Then we can view it as a

span in two natural ways, namely as G/H g G/H - G/K,or as G/K < G/H id, G/H.
This defines two inclusion functors Og — Bg and (’)gp — Bg.

The Burnside category is pre-additive, meaning that it is enriched in the category of
abelian groups. Recall that a group can be thought of as a category with a single object,
whose group structure is encoded by composition of morphisms. Analogously, we may
think of a ring as a pre-additive category with a single object, as its hom-set will come
equipped with composition and addition, with the caveat that composition distributes over
addition. Just as groupoids generalize groups, pre-additive categories generalize rings. In
the literature, pre-additive categories are sometimes referred to as ringoids or as rings with
several objects.

A module M over a ring R is determined by the data of a ring homomorphism R —
Endyp (M), which is the same as an additive functor from R, viewed as a category with one
object, to Ab. We can generalize this definition as follows.

Definition 2.1.3. Let A be a pre-additive category. Then we define a module over A to
be an additive functor A — Ab.

With this in mind, we provide a categorical definition of a Mackey functor.

Definition 2.1.4. A Mackey functor is a module over the Burnside category, in the sense
of Definition 2.1.3.

As a Mackey functor is an additive functor, it will preserve disjoint unions. Thus we see
that a Mackey functor is completely determined on objects by where it sends transitive
G-sets. Moreover, we may verify that a Mackey functor is completely determined by the
composite functors Og — Bg — Ab and OOGP — Bg — Ab. In particular, in order to
define the data of a Mackey functor, we must determine where it sends objects, projection
morphisms in Og, and conjugation morphisms in Og under both composites, and then verify
that certain conditions hold. The images of projection morphisms under these inclusions
will be called restriction and transfer, while the image of conjugation morphisms will still
be referred to as conjugation. With this data in mind, we may state an axiomatic definition
of Mackey functors, equivalent to the one above. This definition may be found in [Web00,

§2].
Definition 2.1.5. A Mackey functor is a function
M : obOg — Ab

together with morphisms for all H C K C G subgroups and g € G, called transfer,
restriction, and conjugation, respectively:

I{ : M(G/K) — M(G/H)
Ry - M(G/H) — M(G/K)
cg : M(G/H) — M(G/'H)
satisfying the following axioms for all subgroups J, K, H C G and h € H:
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MFO I#, RE, and ¢, are the identity on M (G/H).

MF1 RYRIL = RY forall JC K C H

MF2 IHIK =17 forall JC K C H.

MF3 c4cp = cgp.

MF4 Rylc, = cyRIE forall K C H

MF5 I fc, = c I} for all K C H.

MF6 (Mackey decomposition formula) For J, K C H subgroups of G, we have that

RY I = Z Ifne gcCaRYer g
c€[J\H/K]

Mackey functors are rich algebraic objects, which are ubiquitous in algebra. For a more
thorough account, we refer the reader to the survey paper of Webb [Web00]. We will revisit
this discussion when defining spectral Mackey functors, but we first take a detour to define
homotopy fixed points for G-categories.

2.2. G-categories and homotopy fixed points. We define a G-category to be any
functor G — Cat, that is, it is a 1-category ¥ equipped with a collection of endofunctors
g : % — € for each group element, which we think of as inducing an action on the objects
and morphisms of €. We refer to a G-functor as a natural transformation between functors
G — Cat, equivalently it is a functor of 1-categories which is equivariant in the sense that it
preserves the action on objects and morphisms. We say two G-categories are G-equivalent
if there is an equivariant functor between them which is also an equivalence of categories.

Example 2.2.1. Given any finite G-set X, we can consider it as a G-category in two
natural ways. The first is by viewing it as a discrete category, which we also denote by X,
whose objects are points of X and which only has identity morphisms. Another category
we denote by X, and refer to as the translation category. This has as objects elements
x € X, and a morphism x — y for any g € G such that g-z = y. The action of G
on X occurs by translation on the objects, and diagonally on the morphisms (that is,
g-(r = y) = gr — gy). Any equivariant function between G-sets induces a G-functor
between the associated discrete categories or the associated translation categories in a
natural way.

Definition 2.2.2. Let £G be the category whose objects are the elements in G, and which
has exactly one morphism in each hom-set. This comes equipped with an action of G,
acting as g - ¢ on objects, and on morphisms by g - (¢ = ¢) := gc — gc/. We observe that
EG and G are G-isomorphic, thus we will refer to £G as the translation category of the
group G without ambiguity.

Remark 2.2.3. For H C G a subgroup, there is a natural inclusion of translation categories
EH — £G. This is an equivalence of categories, however constructing an inverse can not be
done canonically in general. Writing H\G = {Hay, ..., Hay,}, we can define a functor in
the other direction £G — £H as follows: any g € G lies in a unique right coset Ha;, so
g = ha; for some h, and we simply define EG — £H to send g — h.
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We can also endow the functor category between two G-categories with an action.

Definition 2.2.4. For two G-functors ¥ and 2, we define an action of G on the objects of
Fun(¥, 2) by

(gF)(c) =g (F(g "))

Thus the G-fixed points Fun(%, 2)¢ are precisely the G-functors. We define an action on
the morphisms (natural transformations) n : F = F' by

(gme =g (ng-1¢) »

which is a morphism gF (g 'c) — gF' (g '¢c). A G-equivariant natural transformation is
one fixed under this action of G.

Definition 2.2.5. Given a G-category %, and a subgroup H C G, we define the homotopy
fized point category as

¢ .= Fun(EH, 6)H.

Remark 2.2.6. There are two definitions of homotopy fixed points for a G-category
that one might find in the literature, namely ¥ could mean either Fun(£H, %) or
Fun(EG x G/H,€¢)", where G/H is the discrete category on the G-set G/H in the sense
of Example 2.2.1. These two categories are easily seen to be G-equivalent, however we will
be a bit pedantic about this point, particularly since this equivalence does not admit a
canonical inverse.

Proposition 2.2.7. Let ¥ be a G-category, and H C G a subgroup. Then there is an
equivalence of categories

Oy : Fun(G/H x G, %)% — Fun(EH, €)Y,

given by sending a functor F' to F(eH,—), and by sending a natural transformation
n: F = F’ to the restricted components:

NeH,~) F(eH,—) = F'(eH,—).

While this functor is suitably canonical, if we decided to construct a categorical inverse,
we would be forced to confront the same ambiguities to defining an inverse to EH — £G as
in Remark 2.2.3. Namely, we must pick explicit coset representatives.

Notation 2.2.8. Let F': EH — % be an H-equivariant functor between GG-categories, and
let {g;}i be a choice of right coset representatives of the subgroup H in G. Then we denote
by F the lift of F to a G-equivariant functor F : EG — % obtained by precomposing with
an equivalence £G = EH. If n : F = F' is an H-natural transformation, we denote by
n: F = F its lift, defined by 7ng, := 7p.
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Proposition 2.2.9. In the setting of Proposition 2.2.7, let H\G = {Hg;}, be a choice of
right coset representatives. Then there is a functor exhibiting an equivalence of categories

Fun(EH, )" — Fun(G/H x £G,€)¢
F [(gH,g’) — (g : ﬁ) (g')} = [(gH,g’) =g ﬁ(g_lg')} :
which sends 7 : F' = F’ to the natural transformation whose component at (gH, ¢') is given
by (.g : mg’ =g (ﬁg—lg’)'

2.3. Homotopy fixed points of module categories and twisted group rings. As a
particular example of the discussion above, we will look at a group action on the category
of modules over a ring arising from a group action on a ring. In this setting, the homotopy
fixed points admit a nice description as module categories over a twisted group ring, defined
as follows.

Definition 2.3.1. Given a group action 6 : G — Autging(R), one may define the twisted
group ring Rg|G], whose elements are finite formal sums of the form ), 7;g; with r; € R
and g; € G, and whose multiplication is defined by

(Z 7“1;92'> : 276‘93 = Zﬁﬂgi (r5)9ig}-
i J

1]

Our goal in this section will be to see that, for a group action of G on R, we have an
equivalence of categories Mod(R)"" ~ Mod(Ry[H]) for any subgroup H C G. First we must
see how an action of G on R induces an action of G' on the module category Mod(R).

Definition 2.3.2. Suppose that M is an R-module, and 0 : G — Autging(R) is a group
action. Then we define gM to be equal to M as an abelian group, but equipped with a
twisted action map

Rx M2 R M 25 M.
Given f : M — N an R-module homomorphism, we denote by gf : gM — gN the morphism
(gf)(m) := f(m), that is, it is the same underlying abelian group homomorphism. We may
verify that this data specifies a G-action on Mod(R), and we refer to this as the action of G
on Mod(R) induced by 6.

We now look closer at the homotopy fixed point category Mod(R)"“. Recall that an
element of the homotopy fixed point category is a G-equivariant functor f : EG — Mod(R).
As f(g) = g - f(e), we see that it suffices to determine f on objects by specifying the
module M mapped to by the identity object e € EG. As £G is a groupoid, the unique
morphism e — ¢ in £G is mapped via f to an R-module isomorphism which we might
denote f.,: M = gM, where gM is as in Definition 2.3.2.

As a brief point, we have that fc,: M =5 gM is an isomorphism of R-modules, however
gM is the same abelian group as M equipped with a different module structure. In particular
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fe,g can be thought of as an abelian group automorphism of M for any g € G. This group
automorphism is not an R-module automorphism of M, since we have that

fe,g(rm) = 04(r) fe,g(m).

We refer to f., instead as a semilinear R-module automorphism of M.

Definition 2.3.3. Let R be a ring, and 0 € Autging(R) a ring automorphism of R. Then
we define a 6-semilinear R-module homomorphism f : M — N to be a function satisfying
o f(m+m')= f(m)+ f(m') for all m,m' € M
e f(rm)=46(r)- f(m) for all r € R, and m € M.

Thus we can rephrase our discussion of the homotopy fixed point category Mod(R)"®
to say that an element of the homotopy fixed point category is an R-module M equipped
with an action of G, acting via semilinear R-module automorphisms. This is also called a
semilinear group action of G on M.

We now return to our comparison of Mod(R)"® and Mod(Ry[G]). Tt is a classical fact that
modules over a twisted group ring are equivalent to modules equipped with a semilinear G-
action. We may see this, for example, as an explicit natural bijection as [Bra21, Corollary 3.6],
which follows from an adjunction R/Ring & Grp/Autging(R). This natural bijection will
allow us to demonstrate that the functor in the following proposition is essentially surjective,
and hence we will see that it yields an equivalence of categories.

Proposition 2.3.4. (c.f. [Merl7, 4.3, 4.8]) Let R be a G-ring. Then there is an equivalence
of categories

Fun(EG, Mod(R))Y =5 Mod(Ry [G]),
given by sending F' to the abelian group F(e) equipped with the Ry [G]-module structure
R9 [G] — EHdAb(M)
rg <F(e) L9, pe) 5 F(e)> ,
where F, ;, denotes the image of the unique map e — g, and sending a natural transformation
n: F = F’ to the Ry [G]-module homomorphism
ne : F(e) — F'(e).

Proof. We must first verify that 7, is indeed an Ry [G]-module homomorphism as claimed.
By assumption it is an R-module homomorphism, so in particular it is additive, thus it
suffices to check that it preserves the Ry [G]-action. Let M := F(e), and N := F’(e). Then
we must verify that n.((rg) - m) = (rg) - ne(m) for all m € M. That is, that the composites

VNG Y iy YU

MNe Fe/,g re—
M-—N—N—N

10
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agree. In the second composite, we remark that we can rewrite Fé’gne as 14k 4 by the
naturality of . Moreover, as n is G-equivariant, we see that n, = g -7, and as gM = M as
abelian groups, we observe that 7, = 7. is an equality of abelian group homomorphisms.
Thus it suffices to check that rn.(m) = n.(rm), which follows immediately by the component
7e being an R-module homomorphism.

Verifying functoriality is immediate, since for F = F’ = F”. we clearly have that
(eomn)e = €c oM, and this can be seen to be associative. Moreover, (idr), = idF(e), thus

the assignment Fun(£G,Mod(R))¢ — Modp, () is indeed a functor.

If n,e : F = F’ are two G-equivariant natural transformations so that 7. = &, as
Ry [G]-module homomorphisms, one can see that 7. = €, agree in particular as R-module
homomorphisms. As they are equivariant, this implies that n, = gn. = ge. = ¢4 is an

equality of R-module homomorphisms, implying that n = €. Now if M N s any
Ry [G]-module homomorphism, then we define functors F, F' : EG — Mod(R) given by
F(g) := gM and F'(g) := gN. We may then define a natural transformation n : F = F’
given by n, := g - f, which we may check is G-equivariant. This implies the functor
Fun(£G,Mod(R))Y — Modpg,(q) is fully faithful.

For essential surjectivity, as we have remarked, every module over Ry[G] arises as an
R-module equipped with a semilinear G-action [Bra21]. O

Corollary 2.3.5. [Merl7, 4.9, 4.10, 4.11] Under the conditions of Proposition 2.3.4, for
any subgroup H C G, there is an equivalence of categories

Wy : Fun(EH, Mod(R)) =5 Mod(Ry [H]).

Remark 2.3.6. It is not obvious whether this equivalence should descend to the subcategory
of finitely generated projective modules, and in general it shouldn’t. However if |G| is
invertible over R, then the G-fixed points functor on Ry [G]-modules will be right exact,
which allows us to characterize projective Ry [G]-modules as precisely those modules which
are projective when considered as R-modules [Merl7, 4.4]. Thus when H C G is any
subgroup whose order is invertible over R, we have that the equivalence of Corollary 2.3.5
descends to finitely generated projective modules:

Fun(EH, P(R)H = P(Ry [H)).

This observation will be a key step in the comparison between the Mackey functor given by
algebraic K-theory of twisted group rings and the homotopy Mackey functors of equivariant
algebraic K-theory.

2.4. Waldhausen G-categories. Suppose we are handed a Waldhausen category %
equipped with an action of G, whose K-theory we want to study. If we wish to study
the K-theory in a way that sees the symmetry coming from the G-action, then a natural
expectation would be that the group action is compatible with the Waldhausen structure
in the following sense.

Definition 2.4.1. A Waldhausen G-category is a Waldhausen category ¥ with an action
of G by exact functors.

11
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We could now attempt to study the K-theory of a Waldhausen G-category 4 by taking
the K-theory of the associated fixed point categories €7, obtaining a collection of spectra
indexed over subgroups of G. This naive approach forces us to come to grips with the
fact that ordinary fixed points are too coarse — in general, it will not be true that € is a
Waldhausen category [MM19, 2.1]. This failure is rectified by passing to homotopy fixed
points, and is our main motivation for studying homotopy fixed points in greater detail.

Theorem 2.4.2. [MM19, Theorem 2.15] Let ¢ be a G-Waldhausen category, and H C G
a subgroup. Then the homotopy fixed points " is a Waldhausen category.

This theorem allows us to assign to every orbit G/H a spectrum K (‘5 hH ), and we will
find that we are able to travel between these spectra along morphisms which are directly
analogous to those found in Mackey functors. This data forms a homotopical analogue of
a Mackey functor, which is referred to as a spectral Mackey functor. Thus for any group
action on a ring, we will obtain a spectral Mackey functor, which encodes the K-theory of
the associated homotopy fixed point module categories.

2.5. Spectral Mackey functors. One of the primary philosophies of stable homotopy
theory is the analogy between abelian groups and spectra. From this perspective, we can try
to replicate the definition of a Mackey functor as a module over the pre-additive Burnside
category.

Definition 2.5.1. The spectral Burnside category, denoted B¢, is defined to be the spectrally
enriched category whose objects are finite G-sets, and whose hom sets are defined by taking
the K-theory of the permutative category of finite equivariant spans between two finite
G-sets, with pullback of spans inducing the composition law (see [GM11] for details).

Definition 2.5.2. A module over a spectrally enriched category A is a spectrally enriched
functor A — Sp. This is the perspective of Schwede and Shipley, see for example [SSO1,
§3.3].

Definition 2.5.3. A spectral Mackey functor or Bg-module is a spectrally enriched functor
Bg — Sp.

The Guillou-May theorem establishes a powerful connection between spectral Mackey
functors and genuine G-spectra, namely that their homotopy theories are equivalent.

Theorem 2.5.4. [GM11, Theorem 1.13] When G is finite, there is a string of Quillen
equivalences between Bg-modules and genuine G-spectra

Mod(B¢) ~ G-Sp.

In establishing the theory of equivariant A-theory, Malkiewich and Merling construct
an alternative version of the spectral Burnside category, which is more understandable for
working with Waldhausen G-categories.

12
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Definition 2.5.5. We define Bgvald to be the spectrally enriched category whose objects
are transitive G-sets, and whose homs are given by

Homsgam (G/H, G/K) = K(SH,K) s

where Sy i is the category of finite G-sets containing G/H x G/K as a retract, and
K denotes the Waldhausen K-theory spectrum. Here again composition is induced by
pullbacks of spans [MM19, 4.4].

We refer to a module over Bgald as a Waldhausen spectral Mackey functor. It is reasonable
to ask whether it is substantially different to be a Bgald—module than to be a Bg-module,
and the answer is that they are equivalent.

Theorem 2.5.6. [MM20, Theorem 2.18] There is an equivalence of spectrally enriched
categories between Bgald and Bg.

Corollary 2.5.7. [SS03, 6.1] The module categories Mod(B¢) and Mod(BY?*) are Quillen
equivalent.

One of the major results of [MM20] is that, given a G-Waldhausen category %, one
may endow the assignment G/H +— K (CK hH ) with the structure of a Waldhausen spectral
Mackey functor [MM20, Proposition 4.11]. In particular, the authors define certain transfer,
conjugation, and restriction maps at the level of G-categories, and prove that these determine
the data of a Bgald—module. By Corollary 2.5.7, this is then a spectral Mackey functor.

Definition 2.5.8. Let R be a G-ring. When ¢ = P(R) is the category of finitely generated
projective R-modules, we refer to the spectral Mackey functor G/H — K (P(R)hH ) as
equivariant algebraic K -theory.

Our goal will be first to construct Mackey functors associated to the algebraic K-theory
of twisted group rings. Following this, we will compare the restriction, transfer, and
conjugation functors that we define at the level of G-categories to those found in [MM20],
which determine the structure of a Bgald—module. In particular by seeing that they agree
up to natural isomorphism, the resulting spectral Mackey functors will be equivalent.

3. MACKEY FUNCTORS ON ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF TWISTED GROUP RINGS

Throughout this section we work with a fixed G-ring R, with action map given by
0 : G — Aut(R). The entirety of this section will be devoted to proving the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.0.1. For any G-ring R, where G is a finite group, and for any n > 0, there is
a Mackey functor K% (R) whose value at G/H is the algebraic K-group K, (R [H]) and
whose restriction and transfer maps are given by K, applied to extension and restriction of
scalar functors of finitely generated projective modules over the twisted group rings Ry [H].

13
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In order to prove this theorem, we will construct ring homomorphisms between the twisted
group rings Ry [H]|, and use extension and restriction along these ring homomorphisms
to build the data of our restriction, transfer, and conjugation morphisms for the Mackey
functors K g(R) In proving Theorem 3.0.1, we avoid making reference to the algebraic
K-theory functors until the very last step. The advantage of this approach is that the
Mackey functor axioms can be proved up to natural isomorphism at the level of module
categories. Then by applying K, for any n, the Mackey functor axioms will hold on the nose,
due to the fact that K-theory converts natural isomorphisms to equivalences of spectra,
and therefore equality of group homomorphisms at the level of abelian groups.

Remark 3.0.2. If F,.G : ¥ — 2 are naturally isomorphic functors of exact categories,
then K, (F) = K,(G) as abelian group homomorphisms.

Before discussing twisted group rings in greater detail, we include the following remark
which will allow us to make use of more concise notation in the proofs for this section,
without overburdening the reader with extraneous sums and indices.

Remark 3.0.3. Recall that the elements of a twisted group ring Ry [G] are finite sums
of the form ), r;g;, with r; € R and g; € G. At many points in this paper, it will suffice
to prove facts about the group rings Ry [G] on the “pure elements,” which are sums over
a singleton set, i.e. elements of the form rg. For example, in order to define a ring
homomorphism f : Ry [G] — S out of a twisted group ring, it suffices to define f on pure
elements, extend this definition additively (i.e. define f(}_,rigi) :== >, f(7igi)), and then
verify that f((r1g1) - (reg2)) = f(r191) - f(r2g2). Similarly when we know a function out
of a twisted group ring to be additive, it suffices to verify that it is multiplicative on pure
elements.

Notation 3.0.4. Given a ring homomorphism f : R — S, we will use f* : Mod(S) — Mod(R)
to denote restriction of scalars, and we will use fi : Mod(R) — Mod(.S) to denote extension
by scalars. This is intended to align with the notation found in [MM19, §4.4], and agrees
with the convention from six functors formalism that superscripts denote contravariant
assignments, while subscripts are covariant.

3.1. Assignments of ring homomorphisms. As discussed above, we would like to assign
ring homomorphisms between group rings to certain classes of maps in the orbit category
Og. Our lives will be easier if this can be done functorially, however ambiguities arising
from choosing coset representative in the orbit category will hinder our ability to construct
a functor Og — Ring. We can resolve these ambiguities by defining a “fattened” version of
the orbit category, denoted (5@.

Remark 3.1.1. Suppose G/H and G/K are two transitive G-sets. Then any morphism
f:G/H — G/K in Og is determined uniquely by where it sends the identity coset; if
f(eH) = zK, then since f is G-equivariant, we have that f(gH) =g - f(eH) = gxK. Thus
we can encode the data of f as a morphism in O¢ concisely by the triple (H,z, K). Note
however that (H,z, K) = (H,zk, K) for any k € K, so morphisms in O¢g can be represented

14
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by many different triples. We define a version of the orbit category in which morphisms are
uniquely represented by a choice of coset representative.

Definition 3.1.2. Define the category (5G to be the category whose objects are transitive
G-sets G/H, and whose morphisms are triples (H,z,K) : G/H — G/K for each element
x € G satisfying ' Hz C K. Composition is given by

(J,y, K)o (H,z,J) = (H,zy, K).

We contrast this with O¢, where we had that (H, z, K) = (H, hx, K) agreed as morphisms
G/H — G/K for any h € H in this notation. These become distinct morphisms in Og.

Proposition 3.1.3. There is a functor
T : O¢ — Ring
G/H — R,g [H]
(H,z,K) — [Tw crh — 91—1(7“)1‘_111:6} .
Proof. We must check that 7, :== T (H,z, K) is a ring homomorphism. It is additive and

preserves both multiplicative and additive identities, so it suffices to verify it is multiplicative.
We see that

Te(r1h1) - T2 (r2h2) = (Gx_l(rl)x_lhlx) . (em—l(’l"g)llf_thZE)
= 0,1 (11)05- 14,0 (01 (12))2 " iz how = 0,1 (1104, (r2)) 2~ hihow
= Ty (r10p, (r2)h1h2) = 172((r1h1) - (r2h2)).

We observe that 7, o 7, = 7., and we conclude that 7 is a functor. ]

Proposition 3.1.4. Let H C G a subgroup, and let z € Ng(H) be an element of its
normalizer. Then T (H,x, H) is a ring automorphism of Ry [H], with inverse T(H,x~*, H).

Notation 3.1.5. There are two classes of ring homomorphisms in the image of 7 that we
will interact with frequently, associated to our projection and conjugation morphisms in
the orbit category, so we introduce concise notation to distinguish these. For a subgroup
H C K, we denote by pi = T(H, e, K) the natural inclusion:

pir : Ro[H] — Ry [K]
rh — rh.
Given H C G a subgroup and g € G arbitrary, we denote by 9 the map 7 (H,g ', 9H):
v Ry [H] — Ry [YH|
rh i 04(r)ghg™.
In our Mackey functors, extension of scalars along pg will play the role of transfers,

restriction of scalars along pg will be our restrictions, and finally extension along 9 will
play the role of our conjugation maps.

15
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3.2. The module categories Modp, ;. The morphism pf; : Ry [H] — Ry [K] exhibits
Ry [K] as an Ry [H]-module. Really this is an injective inclusion of a subring, which leads
us to wonder whether Ry [K] is a free Ry [H]-module. This turns out to be true. There are
other isomorphic copies of Ry [H] embedded in Ry [K], and we can translate between them
by right multiplication by elements of K.

Remark 3.2.1. Given any twisted group ring Ry [K], and y € K, we have a shift map
Shy : R9 [K] — Rg [K]
rk — rky.

This is not a ring automorphism of Ry [K], but it is an Ry [H]-module automorphism for
any H C K.

Proof. Let Ry [K] € Modp, (] under the structure map pg for any subgroup H C K, and
take rh € Ry [H| and 'k € Ry [K]. Then we see that

sh,, ((rh) . (r'k:)) = sh, (Tth(r/)hk:) = r¢h(r/)hky
= (rh) - (r'ky) = (rh) - shy (r'k).

It is clear that sh, is bijective on pure elements, and therefore as an endomorphism of
Ry [K] as an Ry [H]-module. O

Provided these shift maps, we can describe the structure of Ry [K] as an Ry [H]-module
via the following result.

Proposition 3.2.2. Suppose G is finite, and let H C K be subgroups of G. Then Ry [K]
is a free Ry [H]-module under the morphism pf.

Proof. We remark that pg is injective as an Ry [H]-module homomorphism, and that the
shift maps were injective as in Remark 3.2.1, therefore shy o p& : Ry [H] — Ry[K] is
injective. Picking right coset representatives yi,...,y, for H\K, we claim that the ring
homomorphism

(Shys © Pl shy, 0 pf) @D RolH] = Ry [K]
y€H\K

is an Ry [H]-module isomorphism. We observe that this is a direct sum of injective
module homomorphisms, and their images can be checked to intersect trivially in Ry [K],
thus the map is injective. Moreover, it is straightforward to check surjectivity, as every
element rk € Ry [K] can be written as rhy; for some h € H and ¢, and thus is hit by the
homomorphism sh,, o p&. U

Corollary 3.2.3. Let H C K subgroups of G, and let y,...,y, be right coset representa-
tives for H\ K. Then the set

{1ry1, ..., 1ryn}
is an Ry [H]-basis for Ry [K], viewed as a left Ry [H]-module.
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It will help us to understand how bases of free modules are affected under extension
along the morphisms v* : Ry [H|] — Ry [*H]. We remark that 4 is the restriction of a ring
automorphism Ry [G] — Ry [G] of the form rg — ¢, (r)xgx~!. By keeping this fact in mind,
we are able to better characterize extension of scalars along v* for certain types of free
Ry [H]-modules, as is shown by the following remark.

Remark 3.2.4. Let R, S C T be subrings of a general ambient ring, and let f: T — T
be a ring isomorphism which restricts to an isomorphism of subrings g := f|p : R = S.
Suppose that M is a free R-module of the form &;Rt;, where t; € T. Then the S-module
g1M obtained by extension of scalars along g is the free S-module of the form @®;Sf(¢;).

Example 3.2.5. As a particular case of this remark, suppose that we have a free Ry [H]-
module M of the form M = ©Ry[H]|1ry; for some y; € G. Then its extension is given
by

WM = @Ry [*H]~*(1ry:) = ®R [*H] wyiz ™.

In Subsection 3.4 we will need to prove complicated natural isomorphisms related to
extension and restriction of scalars along these homomorphisms of twisted group rings, and
Example 3.2.5 will come into play.

3.3. Restriction and transfer. In this section we will define extension and restriction of
scalars along homomorphisms of twisted group rings and verify their basic properties.

Proposition 3.3.1. For subgroups H C K of G, the morphism p% : Rg[H| — Ry|K]
induces extension and restriction of scalar functors, which restrict to the subcategory of
finitely generated projective modules, and induce functors which we denote by

Trit == (pfy), : P(Rg [H]) = P(Ry [K))
Resi == (pfy)" : P(Ry [K]) = P(Rq [H]).

Proof. We recall that extension of scalars always preserves projective modules. Restriction
of scalars does not in general preserve projective modules, however as Ry[K] is finitely
generated and projective over Ry[H| by Proposition 3.2.2, restriction of scalars along pg
descends to the subcategories of finitely generated projective modules. O

We denote by 7 : P(Rg [H]) — P(Rg[?H]) the extension of scalars functor along the
ring homomorphism 9 : Ry [H] — Ry [YH].

Proposition 3.3.2. Let G be finite. Then Tr%, Resg, and %g are exact.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2.2, we have that Ry[K] is free over Ry[H], and in particular
it is flat. Therefore extension of scalars (tensoring Ry[H]-modules with Ry[K]) is exact.
Extension along 9 is exact as 79 is a ring isomorphism. Finally, restriction of scalars is
always exact since any exact sequence of Ry[K]-modules will remain exact (as the underlying
sets and functions are unchanging) when viewed as an Ry[H ]-module. O
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Lemma 3.3.3. Let J C K C H C G be subgroups, and let g € G. Then the following hold
(where the reader is encouraged to compare the indexing here with that of Definition 2.1.5):

(0) Tr# and Res¥ are equal to the identity functor on P(Ry [H]), and ~{* is naturally
isomorphic to the identity for all h € H.
(1) We have an equality

Resf Restt = Res? .

(2) We have a natural isomorphism

el =~ it
(3) We have a natural isomorphism

~ h
Yl =247

(5) We have a natural isomorphism

IH_ 9 ~ 9gm.H
Trogyy =y Trg.

Proof. For (0), it is clear that Tr2 and Resi are the identity. To see that AP is naturally
isomorphic to the identity on P(Ry [H]), it suffices to see that 4" is a ring automorphism
of Ry [H]. This is clear, since 7" o AR = e =id.

The statements (1), (2), (3), and (5) are basic consequences of the functoriality of

restriction and extension of scalars.
O

Proposition 3.3.4. Let H C G be a subgroup and g € G. Then we have the following.
(4) There is a natural isomorphism of functors

g
Resgg'y!g = ’yfResg.

Proof. Consider the commutative square

K

Ro[H] <22 Ry (K]

o

Ry[PH] —= Ry ['K].
Py
Since 9 is an isomorphism of rings, extension along it is an equivalence of categories, and
therefore the unit id — (79)*4{ and counit 7/ (v9)* — id are natural isomorphisms. Thus

we see that
*

(por) 2 = A () (pogs) A =7 (pfr)” (V) =7 (oi)
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Thus we have established natural isomorphisms of restriction, transfer, and conjugation
functors of exact categories. After applying K, we will therefore obtain equalities of abelian
group homomorphisms, satisfying the axioms of a Mackey functor. Before we are able to
do this, it remains to prove the most difficult of all the axioms for a Mackey functor, which
is the Mackey decomposition formula.

(6) For J, K C H subgroups of GG, we have a natural isomorphism of functors
Res/Trit = " Trjne gy Reshen.
z€[J\H/K]

Verifying this last axiom will take up the entirety of Subsection 3.4, with some of the
work deferred to Appendix A.

3.4. The Mackey decomposition formula for twisted group rings. In order to prove
that Res? Trfl and ZIE[ J\H/K] Tr)qe g 7P Reste i are naturally isomorphic as functors
from P(Ry [K]) to P(Ry[J]), we will first verify that their images agree on Ry[K]. Not
only does one obtain isomorphic left Ry[J]-modules when plugging Ry[K] into each of these
functors, there is actually an induced right Ry[K]-module structure for which their images
on Ry[K] agree as bimodules. By a theorem of Eilenberg and Watts, this will be sufficient
to demonstrate that the functors are naturally isomorphic.

Proposition 3.4.1. Let J, K C H be subgroups, and let x1, ..., x, be a set of double coset
representatives for J\H/K. Then
n
|H:J|=> |K:J"nK|.
i=1

Proof. From the pullback square of finite H-sets
Woeppmym H/(J"NK) —— H/J
| |

H/K ——— 4 H/H,

we obtain an isomorphism of finite H-sets:
H/J x H/K = Uyepm/x)H/(J* N K).

Taking cardinality of either side of this bijection, we obtain

\H/J|-|H/K|= Y [|H/(J"NK)
z€[J\H/K]
= Y |H/K||K/(J*nK)l.
z€[J\H/K]
Canceling |H/K| from each side gives the desired equality. O
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Proposition 3.4.2. For each z; € [J\H/K], let B;1,..., Bir, denote a set of right coset
representatives for (J¥ N K)\K. Then the right cosets for J in H are given by

H = U U Ja?i,@i,g.

i=14=1
Proof. By Proposition 3.4.1, the set {z;f;,},, gives us the expected number of coset

representatives. It thus suffices to check that they are genuine representatives.

Let h € H be arbitrary. Then there is a unique x; so that h lies in the double coset
Jx; K, that is, h = jx;k for some unique i. We may take the element k& and see which right
coset of (J* N K)\K it lies in, so there is some unique 3; ; so that k € (J* N K)p; ¢. Thus

there is some unique j’ € J for which k = z; ! j';iBi ¢, from which we observe
h = jaik = (55")%iBis-

Corollary 3.4.3. There is an isomorphism of free Ry [J]-modules

Ry [H] = é @ Ro [J] i B50-

i=1 (=1

Proof. As we have seen in Corollary 3.2.3, right coset representatives give bases for twisted
group rings as free modules. Combining this with Proposition 3.4.2 gives the desired
result. O

Corollary 3.4.4. There is an isomorphism of left Ry [J]-modules
Res{ Tl (R (K]) % €D Tefnercri e (B [K)).
ze[J\H/K]

Proof. We first see that Tril(Ry[K]) = Ry [H]. Invoking Corollary 3.4.3, we see that
restriction gives us

Resl Ry [K] = @ P Ro [J] ziBi-
i=1 (=1
On the other hand, for a fixed z;, we have

7
Reshe; i Ro [K) = D) Ry [J7 N K] B
=1
Via extension along 7%, our basis elements are conjugated (see Example 3.2.5), so we see
that

W (@ Re [J" N K] Bij) = @R [J N K] wifi jay "
Finally extending along the inclusion J N* K C K, we have that
Tejei i (B R0 [ N7 K] 23 ja; ) = @ Rg [J] i a7
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Taking a direct sum over all double coset representatives, we see that

n
@ Trjﬂ?”inY!xiReS?”iﬂK (R9 @ @ R0 $zﬂz,]x
i=1 i=1 (=1
The shift map sz, : Ry [J] aziﬁiiji_l — Ry [J] z;B;,; is an isomorphism of free Ry [J]-modules,
and therefore a direct sum of shift maps exhibits an isomorphism
n n
@ (®jsz,) : @ Trjm“fiK'Y!wiReS?me (Rq [K]) = TrgReS? (Ro [K]).
i=1 i=1
d

Proposition 3.4.5. The left Ry [J]-modules Res? TrZ (R, [K]) and
D.cpn/x Tr)ne gk 1EResSen i (Rg [K]) inherit a compatible right Ry [K]-module structure,
which allows us to consider them as (Ry [J], Ry [K])-bimodules. Moreover, the shift map
exhibiting a left Ry [J]-module isomorphism in Corollary 3.4.4 is a right Ry [K]-module
homomorphism as well. Therefore they are isomorphic as bimodules.

Proof. Deferred to Appendix A. O

Lemma 3.4.6. Let P,Q : P(R) — P(S) be two exact functors from the category of
projective left R-modules to the category of projective left S-modules. If P(R) = Q(R) as
(S, R)-bimodules, then P and @ are naturally isomorphic.

Proof. This is a direct corollary of the Eilenberg—Watts theorem [Eil60, Wat60], which states
that a right exact coproduct-preserving functor between module categories is naturally
isomorphic to tensoring with a bimodule. We first remark that the proof of Eilenberg—Watts
relies only upon our capacity to obtain free resolutions, so we may restrict our attention
to subcategories of projective modules without issue, provided that P(R) and Q(R) are
projective in Mod(S). For any such functors P and @, we have that P(R) and Q(R) obtain
natural right R-module structures — this is discussed further in Appendix A.

Applying the theorem of Eilenberg and Watts, we have that P = M ®@p — for some (S, R)-
bimodule M, while Q =2 N ®p —, for some (S, R)-bimodule N. The assumption that there
is a bimodule isomorphism P(R) = Q(R) implies that M and N are isomorphic as (5, R)-
bimodules. In particular, there is a natural isomorphism of functors M ®r — = N ®p —.
Combining all these facts, we have a string of natural isomorphisms

P2M®R—2N®R—2Q.

Corollary 3.4.7. There is a natural isomorphism of functors

Res/Trif = @  TrjnepriReseny
z€[J\H/K]

between the categories of projective modules P(Ry [H]) and P(Ry [J]).
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Proof. Apply Lemma 3.4.6 to the following situation: let R = Ry [K], let S = Ry [J], let
P = @ze[J\H/K] Tr) e g P ResHe e, and let Q@ = Res¥ Trfl. Then the assumption that

~

P(R) = Q(R) as left S-modules is given by Corollary 3.4.4, while their isomorphism as
bimodules follows from Proposition 3.4.5. The fact that we can apply the theorem in this
setting follows from the fact that all functors considered are exact (Proposition 3.3.2), and
a direct sum of exact functors is exact as well. O

We are now equipped to prove the main theorem of this section.

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.0.1. As stated earlier, we have proven compatibility akin to the
axioms for a Mackey functor at the level of exact functors between categories of projective
modules, and only up to natural isomorphism. Our goal is then to apply an algebraic
K-group functor to obtain a genuine Mackey functor. We should first verify that this
is something we are allowed to do; i.e. will applying K, to extension and restriction of
scalar functors induce algebraic K-theory homomorphisms? It turns out that the conditions
we used to ensure that projective modules were preserved suffice to induce abelian group
homomorphisms on K-groups.

Proposition 3.5.1. If f : R — S is a ring homomorphism exhibiting S as a finitely
generated projective R-module, then extension and restriction of scalars induce group
homomorphisms

Kn(fi) : Kn(R) — Kp(S)
K, (f") : Kn(S) = Kn(R),
for all n > 0. For a reference, see for example [Weil3, 1V.6.3.2].

Thus for any n > 0, we obtain abelian group homomorphisms
Ko (Trl) : K (Rg [H]) — K (R [K))
K, (Rest) : K, (Ry [K]) — Kn(Rg[H])

Kn(7]) : Kn(Rg [H]) = Kn (Rg [7H]) .

Proof of Theorem 3.0.1. Let n > 0 be any integer. Consider the equalities and natural
isomorphisms listed in (0)—(6) proved in Lemma 3.3.3 and Corollary 3.4.7. By letting

I = Kn(Tri)
R = K, (Rest)
CQ L= Kn(’ylg)v

we have shown that these satisfy the Mackey functor axioms listed in Definition 2.1.5. Thus
there is a Mackey functor K& (R) whose value on G/ H is the algebraic K-group K, (Rg [H]),
and whose restriction and transfer maps arise from restriction and extension of scalars along
ring homomorphisms between twisted group rings. O
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3.6. Comparison with Dress and Kuku’s Mackey functor for group rings. In
[DK81, DK82], Dress and Kuku proved the existence of a family of Mackey functors defined
by taking functors from translation categories of G-sets into an exact category %, and
then taking their algebraic K-theory. In particular when the category % is a category of
projective modules over a ring R, this has the interpretation of recovering the algebraic
K-theory of the group ring R[G]. We will provide a short argument that, in the case where
R is a ring with trivial action from G, our Mackey functor K% (R) constructed above agrees
with the Mackey functor K, (R[G]) defined by Dress and Kuku. For further detail on the
Mackey functor K, (R[G]) and the more general construction behind it, we refer the reader
to the excellent exposition found in [Kuk07, Chapter 10].

If € is an exact category and X is any G-set, then the functor category Fun(X, %)
is exact, where we understand exactness of natural transformations to mean exactness
pointwise [Kuk07, Theorem 10.1.1]. Then by applying K, for any n, we obtain an abelian
group K,Fun(X,%). This is denoted by K$(X,%) in the relevant literature.

Theorem 3.6.1. [Kuk07, Theorem 10.1.2] We have that
K& (-, %) : GSet — Ab

is a Mackey functor for all n > 0.

The description of restriction and transfer maps can be found in detail in [DK82] or
[Kuk07]. We will be interested, however, in the particular case where ¥ = P(R) is the
category of projective left R-modules. In this context, we have that Fun(G/H,P(R))
is equivalent to the category of finitely generated projective left R[H]-modules [DK82,
Theorem 3.2]. In particular, the restriction and transfer maps can be understood as
restriction and extension of scalars for the associated group rings [Kuk07, Remarks 10.3.1(2)].
From these facts, we conclude the following.

Proposition 3.6.2. Let G be a finite group, and let R be a ring which is viewed as having
a trivial G-action. Then there is an isomorphism of Mackey functors for all n > 0

K$(R[G]) = KS(R),

where K$ (R[G]) is the Mackey functor constructed in [DK82, §3], and K% (R) is the Mackey
functor from Theorem 3.0.1.

4. COMPARISON WITH EQUIVARIANT ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY

Given a Waldhausen G-category %, one may endow the assignment G/H — K (‘5 hH )
with the structure of a Waldhausen spectral Mackey functor, that is, a Bgvald—module
structure. We will refer to such an object as a homotopy fized points Waldhausen spectral
Mackey functor. Malkiewich and Merling constructed restriction and transfer functors for
such objects prior to taking K-theory, and then proved that their restriction and transfer

maps satisfied the necessary axioms required to produce a spectral Mackey functor [MM19,
4.11).
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Suppose that 4 = P(R) is the category of finitely generated projective modules over a
ring R, where G acts on P(R) via an action of G on the ring R. Then we have shown that
one can define transfer and restriction functors on the categories of homotopy fixed points
as extension and restriction of scalars along homomorphisms between twisted group rings.
Let K(R) denote the data of the assignment G/H — K (Ry[H]), equipped with restriction,
transfer, and conjugation functors as defined in Subsection 3.3. If we can demonstrate that
our transfers and restrictions agree up to natural isomorphism with those constructed by
Malkiewich and Merling, then we will have proven that K (R) is a Waldhausen spectral
Mackey functor which is equivalent to the homotopy fixed points Waldhausen spectral
Mackey functor for P(R).

Theorem 4.0.1. Suppose that G is a finite group with an action on R, and |G|~! € R.
Then we have that Kg(R) is a Bg-module, and is equivalent to the Bg-module G/H
K(P(R))" as defined by Malkiewich and Merling.

As a corollary, we can compute the homotopy Mackey functors of equivariant algebraic
K-theory as the Mackey functors K¢ (R) constructed in Theorem 3.0.1, whose transfers
and restrictions admit a tractable algebraic description.

Corollary 4.0.2. We have that KS(R) is the nth homotopy Mackey functor of the
equivariant algebraic K-theory spectral Mackey functor.

4.1. The homotopy fixed points Waldhausen spectral Mackey functor. For this

section, let € be a G-category with arbitrary coproducts.

Definition 4.1.1. [MM19, 4.7] Suppose f : S — T is a map of finite G-sets. Then we have
a restriction functor defined on objects by

f*:Fun(T x EG, %)% — Fun(S x £G, €)Y
F (f*F: (s,9) = F(f(s),9))
fF(s,9—=9)=F(f(s),9 =9,
and on « : F' = F’ by the formula
(f*F)(s.9) = F(f(5),9) = F'(f(5),9) = (f*F')(s,9)-

Definition 4.1.2. [MM19, 4.7] Let f : S — T be a map of finite G-sets. Then we have a
transfer functor

fi: Fun(S x G, %)% — Fun(T x G, %)“
is given by sending F' +— fiF, where

(hF)tg)=g| €D Flie)

icf=1(g=1t)

In particular when S — T is a map between transitive G-sets, these definitions provide
restriction and transfer maps between homotopy fixed point categories.
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Proposition 4.1.3. [MM19, 4.11] The restriction and transfer functors defined above for
transitive G-sets turn G/H ~ K(%€"H) into a spectral Mackey functor.

In the setting where ¥ = P(R), our goal will be to compare the restriction and transfer
maps defined above with those given by restriction and extension of scalars along ring
homomorphism between twisted group rings. As we may see, it suffices to define restriction
and transfers on the orbit category, and therefore it suffices to consider Definition 4.1.1 and
Definition 4.1.2 in the cases where we have a projection map G/H — G/K for a subgroup
H C K, or a conjugation map G/H — G/9H.

Our goal will be to first compare restriction along a projection G/H — G/K in the sense
of Definition 4.1.1 with restriction of scalars along pg. We will also compare restriction
along a conjugation function ¢, : G/H — G/*H with restriction of scalars along ~* :
Ry[H] — Ry[*H]. As every morphism in the orbit category is a composite of projection
and conjugation, this will imply that our definitions of restriction are compatible up to
natural isomorphism.

To show that transfers are compatible, we will remark that the definitions of restriction
and transfer given in Definition 4.1.1 and Definition 4.1.2 are adjoint, as are restriction and
extension of scalars. By some categorical trickery, transfers will then agree up to natural
isomorphism.

4.2. Restriction on fixed point subcategories. In the case where S and 1" are transitive
G-sets, the restriction and transfer maps defined above are between categories of the form
Fun(G/H x £G,%)€. This is not our working definition of homotopy fixed points, as we
were using €"H = Fun(EH, %€)C, although we had an explicit equivalence between these two
in Proposition 2.2.7. In order to relate these restriction and transfer maps to those we build
on categories of modules over twisted group rings, we will want to use the equivalence of
the twisted group ring module category with homotopy fixed points as in Proposition 2.3.4.
Thus we will want to rewrite the restriction and conjugation functors of Malkiewich and
Merling using our working definition of homotopy fixed points categories.

Definition 4.2.1. For f : G/H — G/K associated to a subgroup inclusion H C K, we
define the restriction functor

f*:Fun(EK, €)% — Fun(EH, €)%
to be precomposition with the canonical functor EH — EK.

We must see verify that this is indeed functorial and well-defined. For restriction, we
remark that if F': EK — % is a K-equivariant functor, then it is necessarily H-equivariant
as H C K. Thus to see that the composite EH — EK — % is H-equivariant, it suffices
to observe that the canonical inclusion €EH — £K is H-equivariant. Verifying that K-
equivariant natural transformations are sent to H-equivariant natural transformations is
immediate as well.
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Proposition 4.2.2. The diagram of restriction functors commutes

Fun(G/H x £G, %) —22 Fun(EH, ¢)H!

(3) fﬁ Tf*

Fun(G/K x G, %)% — . Fun(éK, €)X,
K
where the functors &g and P are as defined in Proposition 2.2.7.

Proof. We begin with F' € Fun(G/K x £G, %)%, and see that & (F) € Fun(£K, €)X sends
ks F(eK, k), while f*®x(F) € Fun(EH,%)" sends h +— F(eK,h).

For the other direction, we see ® g (f*F') sends h +— F(f(eH),h) = F(eK,h). Thus the
diagram commutes on objects.

Given a G-natural transformation n : F = F' in Fun(G/K x £G, %)%, we see that f*n
is of the form F(f(-),—) = F'(f(—),—) by definition. Then ®y f*n is the restriction
F(f(eH),—) = F'(f(eH),—), which is precisely equal to F(eK,—) = F'(eK,—). We may
observe that this is the same as f*®gn. O

As we might have anticipated, defining restriction on homotopy fixed points for a projec-
tion morphism in such a way that it agrees with Definition 4.1.1 was rather straightforward.
Doing an analogous procedure for conjugation morphisms is more difficult, and we will have
to use this non-canonical inverse dependent on coset representatives in order to handle this
situation. This non-canonical characteristic of our conjugation morphisms will produce
agreement only up to natural isomorphism, although this is good enough for our purposes.

Definition 4.2.4. Let G/H be a transitive G-set, let = € G be arbitrary, and let ¢1,..., gp
be a choice of right coset representatives for G/H. Then we define a conjugation functor
(g1, --,9n), depending on the choice of coset representatives, by

gty gn)  Fun (E°H, %) " — Fun(EH, €)"
F— [h b (ﬁ’(wh))} ,

and on morphisms by sending 1 : F' = F’ to the natural transformation whose component
at yis 271+ (Tzgy). We will see that this is a functor via the proof contained in the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.2.5. We have that c%(g1,...,gn) fits into a commutative diagram with the
restriction map c:

Fun(G/*H x £G,€)¢ —“s Fun(G/H x £G,€)C

cb;}ﬂ~ ~J/<I>H
Fun(&*H,€)" H -5 » Fun(EH, ).

c;(glw"vgn)
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Here the right vertical map is the equivalence from Proposition 2.2.7, where the left vertical
map is the coset-dependence equivalence in Proposition 2.2.9.

Proof. We verify that the conjugation functor in Definition 4.2.4 is indeed a functor and
agrees with this diagram above by simply tracing objects and morphisms clockwise through
the diagram and verifying that this agrees with what we called conjugation. On objects, we
see that we have

(¢°H.9) = g+ (F(g7'9)) =" (9H.5) = g~ - (F(ag9))

1 Sy
oii] |

On morphisms, we see that

~ C

Mg =9 (Tg=1g) ¥ (&M gug) = Tenlotig) = Tgo—1eHg

@;}{I J}DH
n: F = F/ e > (C:@‘n)(eH,g) = '?]fole7§ = .%'71 . (ﬁzg)

0

4.3. Comparison of restriction. We verify that restriction along projection and con-
jugation morphisms in the orbit category agree in the sense of [MM19] and in the sense
of restriction of scalars along pg and y*. We will use our results from Subsection 4.2 in
the particular case where ¢ is the module category Mod(R) inheriting an action from the
G-ring structure on R.

Lemma 4.3.1. For f : G/H — G/K a quotient map associated to an inclusion of subgroups
H C K, the diagram commutes

Fun(G/H x £G,Mod(R))“ (I)% Fun(£ H,Mod(R))" \Ij% Modr, (]

f*T Tf* TResg

Fun(G/K x £G,Mod(R))“ — . Fun(€K, Mod(R))X — . Modp (K],
where ¥ and Vg are as defined in Corollary 2.3.5.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2.2 when % = Mod(R), the left square commutes, so it suffices to
verify the right square commutes as well.

Suppose F € Fun(€K,Mod(R))%X. Then Wk (F) is the module M := F(e) € Mod(R) with
twisted group action given by the morphisms F'(e — k). Under Resg, we simply restrict of
the action to the image of morphisms of the form F(e — h) where h € H.
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For the other direction, we see (f*F)(e) = F(f(e)) = F(e), so we obtain the same
R-module M = F(e). Moreover any morphism e — h in £H maps to e — h in EK. That
is, under Wz (f*F) we obtain the same twisted module structure on M as in ResE ¥y (F).
This shows that the diagram commutes on objects.

Given any natural transformation 7 : F = F’ in Fun(£K,Mod(R))"™, we have that
Ux(n) =ne : Fe) = F'(e), and that Res® sends this morphism of Ry [K]-modules to the
morphism 7, : F(e) — F'(e), viewed as an Ry [H]|-module homomorphism under restriction
of scalars. For the other direction, we see that f*n is given by whiskering n with f, and that
Uy (f*n) is precisely (no f)e : (f(e)) = F'(f(e)), which is n.. Thus the diagram commutes
on morphisms. ]

K

Lemma 4.3.2. Let H C G be a subgroup, and x € G arbitrary, so that we have a
conjugation morphism G/H — G/*H. For any choice of coset representatives gi, ..., g, of
H in G, the diagram commutes up to natural isomorphism

Fun(G/*H x £G,Mod(R))® —~— Fun(”H,Mod(R)) ¥ —=— Modp, =

(3) JC?Z <% (91,..~,gn)l Jc;;

Fun(G/H x £G,Mod(R))% ——— Fun(EH,Mod(R))? ——— Modp, i
where ¢} is restriction of scalars along the ring homomorphism Ry [H] — Ry [*H].

Proof. By Proposition 4.2.5, the left square commutes, so it suffices to check the right
square. Let F' € Fun(£¥H,Mod(R))"H. Then its image in Mode z[* H] is given by the module
M := F(e) equipped with the following Ry [* H]-module structure

Ry [*H] — Endp, (M)

ry»—)(MF—(e’g)%MI—_—)M>.

Under restriction of scalars, it is sent to the Ry [H]-module M, with action given by
Rg [H] — El’ldAb(M)
(4)

F(e,xhx~1)

rhr—><M M = M).

Conversely, let Q € Fun(EH,Mod(R))H be ¢ (g1, .., 9n)(F), that is,
Q(h) = z ' F(zh),

where F is extended to a functor F on EG by the selection of coset representatives gy, ..., gn.
A priori, there is no good way to relate F(zh) to F(z), since one must write zh = yg; for
some y € *H and g; a coset representative, and then express F (xh) := F(y). Here we make
an explicit choice of coset representatives; since H # G, we may select g1 = z, and let
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ga2,...,gn be an arbitrary selection of representatives for the remaining cosets. This has
the following advantage: we can write
zh = (zhz Yz,

and then since zha~! € “H, and z is a coset representative, we have that F\(zh) = F(zha™!)
for all h € H. In particular, one remarks that F'(z) = F(e). We therefore see that {2 takes
the following form:

Q(h) = 2 ' F(zha™1).

We see that € is sent to the abelian group Q(e) = 271 F(zex~!) = 271F(e), and since
17 F(e) = F(e) =: M by assumption, we have that  — M. Thus Equation 3 produces
the same abelian group.

To see that the Ry [H]|-module structures on M are the same, we see that the one
produced by €2 yields

Ry [H] — Endp, (M)

) e e
(5) rh'—><M—>Q(’h)M—>)-

We must verify that Equation 4 and Equation 5 produce the same Ry [H]-module
structure on M, so it suffices to check that Q(e,h) and F(e,zhz~') agree as abelian
group homomorphisms for every h € H. We see that Q(e, h) is the image under Q of
the unique map e — h in £H, and that, as a morphism in Mod(R), it is a map between
v F(ze) = 7'M, and z F(zh) = o F(zhaz~'). That is, it is precisely the map
r1 (F (e, xhxil)). Therefore the diagram of abelian group homomorphisms commutes

$_1._
M-— M

Q(em lF(e,zhm_l)
M.

As 27! acts by the identity as an abelian group homomorphism, we see that Q(e, h) =
F(e,xhz~') in Homyy, (M, F(zhx~1)), and therefore that Equation 4 and Equation 5 produce
the same Ry [H]-action on M.

We now verify that Equation 3 agrees on morphisms. Let 1 : F' = F’ be an arbitrary * H-
equivariant natural transformation between functors F, F’ € Fun(£%*H,Mod(R))"#. Then
we have that ¢ (g1,...,9,)(n) is given by, for h € EH, the component

a7t () 2t (ﬁ@h)) -zt (ﬁv’(mh)) .

Under the equivalence Fun(€ H,Mod(R))? = Modpg, (], we send this to its component at
the identity e € H, which is of the form (by recalling that F(z) = F(e) and then that
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ﬁx = 776):
x L. (Me) : x L. (F(e)) — x L. (F’(e)) .

Conversely, under the functor Fun(E”H,Mod(R)) # — Modp, = ], the natural transformation
7 is mapped to 7. : F'(e) — F’(e). Under the conjugation functor ~; : Modg, = i) — Modg, (),
this is sent to 7., viewed as an Ry [H]-module homomorphism. This isn’t equal on the nose
to the morphism 27 17., however we remark that, by post-composition with the Ry [H]-
module isomorphism 2~ ! - —, these morphisms agree. Thus the diagram commutes up to
natural isomorphism.

Regarding the choice of coset representatives we made, we remark that any other choice
of coset representatives will yield an isomorphic functor ¢ (gi,...,gn), and therefore the
diagram will commute up to natural isomorphism. ]

4.4. Comparison of transfers.

Lemma 4.4.1. Let f: G/H — G/K be a morphism in the orbit category.

(1) If f is a projection morphism for H C K, then f; agrees with TrX up to natural
isomorphism.

Fun(G/H x £G,P(R))¢ —>— P(Rq|H))

b !i J/Trg

Fun(G/K x EG,P(R))¢ —— P(Ry[K]).

(2) If f is a conjugation morphism, that is, K = 9H, then fi agrees with 4/ up to
natural isomorphism.

Fun(G/H x £EG,P(R))¢ —~— P(Ry[H])

A |

Fun(G/9H x £EG,P(R))Y —— P(Rp[?H]).

This follows as a particular case of the following, more general proposition, which is a
standard result in the so-called “calculus of mates.”

Proposition 4.4.2. Suppose we have a diagram of functors which commutes (up to natural
isomorphism)

*

o

B
I

— D

*

q

<

QO
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so that each functor admits a left adjoint, which we decorate with a lower shriek, and
moreover assume that p* and ¢* are equivalences of categories. Then the diagram

ALB

commutes up to natural isomorphism.
Proof. We first see that the intermediate diagram

ALB

A e

C’<TD

commutes up to natural isomorphism. Indeed, this is witnessed by the following composite
(where ¢ is the counit associated to the adjunction ¢i¢* — id, which is a natural isomorphism
as ¢* is an equivalence of categories):

0 (s*p*) = q(g"r*) = ™.
We then claim that r = pysig*. This follows from uniqueness of adjoints, as r* =2 ¢ s*p*,
and ¢ s*p* admits a left adjoint, given by pisi¢* (since ¢ is an equivalence, we have that

q* - @ - ¢*). Combining this with the natural isomorphism p*p; — id given by p* being
an equivalence of categories, we have that

p'r 2 p*pisigt = sig”.
]

4.5. Proof of Theorem 4.0.1. We first state a concise corollary of the work in the previous
few sections.

Corollary 4.5.1. Let G be any finite group. Then restriction, transfer and conjugation for
module categories of twisted group rings agree with restriction, transfer and conjugation for
homotopy fixed points up to natural isomorphism. Moreover if |G|~! € R, this compatibility
holds on the subcategories of finitely generated projective modules.

After applying K-theory, we have that the equivalence of categories P(R)"# ~ P(Ry [H])
from Remark 2.3.6 yields an isomorphism of spectra K(P(R)"") ~ K(P(Ry[H])). In
particular, our definitions of restriction, transfer, and conjugation agree on these spectra,
since they agreed up to natural isomorphism on the module categories. As restriction,
transfer, and conjugation endowed G/H — K (P(R)"M?) with the data of a BY*9-module, by
the compatibility we have proven, this implies that G/H — K(P(Ry [H])) is a BY*4-module,
and is moreover isomorphic to the BY*4-module G/H ~ K(P(R)").
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Finally, under the Quillen equivalence between module categories over Bg and Bgald
(Corollary 2.5.7), after possibly modifying by an equivalence, we have that G/H —
K(P(Rg[H))) and G/H + K(P(R)") are equivalent as Bg-modules. This proves Theo-
rem 4.0.1.

4.6. Mackey functors from spectral Mackey functors, and Corollary 4.0.2. From
our previous work, we have obtained a spectral Mackey functor K (R). By taking homotopy
groups, we have hinted at the ability to obtain Mackey functors at each level. We will now
make this procedure explicit.

Given any spectrally enriched category A, and any lax monoidal functor F' : Sp — Ab,
we can define a new category Fo.A, which is a pre-additive category on the same objects.
The homs in F, A are obtained as follows: for any a,a’ € A,we define

Homp, 4(a,a’) := FHomy(a, a’).

The assumption that F' is lax monoidal implies that the resulting category has a well-defined
composition enriched over Ab. For a more general version of this statement, see [BO15,
Proposition 2.11].

Example 4.6.1. As 7 is lax monoidal, we may apply (7o), to the spectral Burnside
category in order to recover the ordinary Burnside category (m), Ba = Bg.

Given any spectrally enriched functor A — Sp, by applying (m),, we obtain an additive
functor (m), A — Ho(Sp), valued in the homotopy category of spectra. Post-composing
with any stable homotopy group functor 7, produces a module over (), ‘A.

In particular, if ® : Bg — Sp is any spectral Mackey functor, and n > 0, then we obtain
the nth homotopy Mackey functor, denoted 7, ®, via the following composite

(m0)

o n
Bg = (m), B¢ —— Ho(Sp) — Ab.

This is due to [BO15, Proposition 7.6]. As an immediate example, we observe that
K%(R) = n,Kg(R), yielding Corollary 4.0.2.

5. FAMILIES OF MACKEY FUNCTORS

To wrap up, we provide a few particular examples and applications of our work con-
structing the Mackey functors K (R) for a G-ring R. In particular, we can generalize these
results to provide a family of Mackey functors E, (R) for any suitable invariant E of rings.
We explain this in detail in the following section.

5.1. Mackey functors arising from homotopy invariants of rings. Once we had
constructed the functors Trg, Res% and fy!g between the exact categories of finitely generated
projective modules over twisted group rings, and we had proved they satisfied axioms related
to Mackey functors up to natural isomorphism, the construction of the Mackey functor
K ,Cf (R) was basically immediate. In particular we relied on two key aspects of the functor
K,:
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(1) If f: R — S exhibits S as a finitely generated projective R-module, then restriction
of scalars along f descends to a functor f*: P(S) — P(R), and extension of scalars
is a functor f,: P(R) — P(S) (even without these conditions). These in turn induce
abelian group homomorphisms f* : K,(S) — K,(R) and fi : K,,(R) = K,(95).

(2) If F,G : € — 2 are naturally isomorphic exact functors of exact categories, then
Kn(F) = Kn(G)

Denote by ExCat the 2-category whose objects are exact categories, and whose morphisms
are given by exact functors. Let Sp~ denote the category of connective spectra (i.e. infinite
loop spaces). We see that condition (1) can be thought of as a consequence of the fact that
we may view K-theory as a 1-functor ExCat — Sp-,. Condition (2) says that K-theory
sends natural isomorphisms to homotopies. a

Terminology 5.1.1. We refer to any functor E : ExCat — Sp- sending natural iso-
morphisms to homotopies as a homotopy invariant of exact categories. Denoting by
E,, : ExCat — Ab the composite functor m, o E, we have that E,, satisfies the conditions (1)
and (2) listed above. Thus any such functor will provide a family of Mackey functors via
an analogous proof to that of Theorem 3.0.1. For any ring R, denote by E(R) := E(P(R))
the space given by evaluating E on the exact category of finitely generated projective
R-modules, and denote by E,(R) := m, F(R) its nth homotopy group.

Corollary 5.1.2. Let R be a G-ring, where G is any finite group. Let FE be any homotopy
invariant on exact categories, and let n > 0 be arbitrary. Then we have that

G/H — Ey (Rg[H])

is a Mackey functor, where restriction and transfer are induced by restriction and extension
of scalars along exact categories of finitely generated projective modules over twisted group
rings.

Example 5.1.3. We may let ¥ be any one of HH, THH, TC, TP, TR in Corollary 5.1.2,
yielding many new Mackey functors such as THH, (Ry[H]), the topological Hochschild
homology of twisted group rings. The structure of THH,,(Rg[H]) was explored in the thesis
of Daniel Vera [Verl0], although this Mackey functor structure was not known.

The structure of the Mackey functors associated to these homotopy invariants, as well as
their relation to trace maps, will be explored in a later paper.

5.2. The Mackey functors of K-theory of fixed subrings of Galois extensions.
Given a finite Galois extension of fields G = Gal(L/k), we may consider L as a G-ring
under the natural Galois group action. It is a classical example that the assignment
G/H + K,(L™) is a Mackey functor (see, for example [Thé95, 53.10]). As an immediate
corollary of Theorem 3.0.1, we provide a new proof for any Galois extension of rings, relying
on Galois descent.

Let R — S be a Galois extension of rings (see [AG60, p. 396] for the original definition)
with Galois group G = Gal(S/R), and denote by 6 the action of G on S. We remark that
an Sp[G] module is an S-module equipped with a semilinear action of the Galois group.
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This is the same as an S-module equipped with Galois descent data. We recall that modules
with descent data are equivalent to modules over the fixed subring, explicitly we have an
equivalence of categories Mod(Sy[H]) ~ Mod(SH) for any subgroup H C G, and it is easy to
see that this equivalence descends to finitely generated projective modules.’

Proposition 5.2.1. Let R — S be a Galois extension of rings, and assume that the order
of the Galois group G is invertible over R. Then for any n > 0 we have that

G/H — K,(S%)

is a Mackey functor, where restriction and transfer arise from restriction and extension of
scalars between fixed subrings.

Corollary 5.2.2. Under the conditions of Proposition 5.2.1, we have that
G/H ~ THH, (™)

is a Mackey functor for any n > 0 (and an analogous statement is true by replacing THH
with any homotopy invariant E).

5.3. The Mackey functor of K-theory of endomorphism rings. Suppose that 0 :
G — AutRing(R) is a group action on a ring R. Then let RS C R denote the subring of
G-fixed points under this action. We may define a ring homomorphism

Ry|G] — Endpe(R)
(1) rg > (t—=1ly(t)).

In general, we shouldn’t expect this map to be injective or surjective. However by a
classical theorem of Auslander, we can state a sufficient condition for this ring homomorphism
to be an isomorphism. In the following theorem we retain our ongoing assumption that G
is finite and that |G|~ € R.

Theorem 5.3.2. [Aus62, Proposition 3.4] If R is a normal domain, and R is unramified in
codimension one over R®, then the ring homomorphism in Equation 1 is an isomorphism.

For a detailed proof of this statement, we refer the reader to [LW12, Chapter 5.2].
Via our result in Theorem 3.0.1, we can then prove that the algebraic K-groups of such
endomorphism rings admit the structure of a Mackey functor. In particular the restrictions
and transfers would arise from passing through the isomorphism with twisted group rings.
We can actually say a bit more, as we can show that there is a natural choice of restriction
and transfer coming intrinsically from endomorphism rings.

Suppose that G and R satisfy the conditions of Theorem 5.3.2. Let H C K be a
subgroup. Then we have that R C R¥. In particular, any endomorphism of R which

LAn equivalence of categories can easily be seen to preserve projective objects — if a morphism admits
left lifting with respect to epimorphisms in the target, then the functor exhibiting an equivalence preserves
epimorphisms (since it is a left adjoint perhaps after promoting to an adjoint equivalence), so the image of
this morphism admits left lifting with respect to all epimorphisms in the essential image, which is the entire
target category by equivalence.
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is fixed over R is also fixed over R, so there is a natural forgetful ring homomorphism
Endgu (R) — Endgx (R) fitting into the diagram

R@[H] E— EndRH (R)
Ry[K] —— Endpx (R).

Similarly if H C G is a subgroup and g € G any element, there is a natural ring homomor-
phism of endomorphism rings Endgu (R) — Endgen (R), given by sending ¢+ 650¢00,-1.
We can easily see this fits into a diagram

Ry [H] —_— EndRH (R)

) !

R@[QH] E— EnngH(R).
Proposition 5.3.3. Let G be a finite group acting on a normal domain R, so that |G|™! € R
and R is unramified of codimension one over R®. Then for any n > 0, we have that
is a Mackey functor, where

e transfer Trg for a subgroup H C K is induced by extension of scalars along the
inclusions Endzu (R) — Endpr (R)
e restriction Res? is induced by restriction of sclars along End prr (R) — End g (R)
e conjugation is induced by extension of scalars along the ring homomorphism
Endgr (R) — Endpor (R) sending ¢ +— 050 ¢ o 0,-1.
Example 5.3.4. Under the conditions of Proposition 5.3.3, we have that
G/H — THH, (Endpu (R))

is a Mackey functor (where we may also replace THH by any homotopy invariant).

APPENDIX A. BIMODULE STRUCTURES

Let F': Mod(R) — Mod(.S) denote a right exact coproduct-preserving functor between left
module categories. Then F'(R) inherits a right R-module structure, as described in [Wat60].
Let m € M, and consider the multiplication morphism

wm:R— M
r = rm.

Applying F, this yields a map Fw,, : FR — FM for all m € M. Letting m vary, we obtain
a morphism

FRx M — FM
(z,m) — Fuwp(x).
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If M = R, this defines a map of the form

FRxR— FR
(z,7) — Fuw,(z).
We may verify this produces a right R-module structure on F'R.

This holds in general for right exact functors preserving coproducts. In our case, we will
be interested in building up an understanding of these structures for the case where F' is
extension or restriction of scalars along the ring maps pg and v*, with the ultimate goal
of comparing the right Ry [H]-module structures on @}, Tr) . ¥ Resh i (Rg [H]) and
Res TriL Ry [H).

Proposition A.0.1. Let w, : R — R be right multiplication by r viewed as a left R-module
homomorphism, and let f: R — S. Then fw, is of the form

fiw,: SRR R — SRr R
@)= (o (1er)=s@r'r=sf(r'r).
So we have that fiw, = wy(,) is right multiplication by f(r).

Proposition A.0.2. Let w, : R — R be right multiplication by r viewed as a left R-module
homomorphism, and let g : T"— R. Then g*w, is of the form

gwr:9g"R— g*R
oy,
where — - r is viewed as a T-module homomorphism.

This leads us to the very rough rule that fiw, = wy(), and f*w, = w;, where one needs
to be careful about the ambient context.

Proposition A.0.3. Let p& : Ry [H] — Ry [K], and let H\K = Hyy, ..., Hy, be a choice
of right coset representatives. Let v* : Rg [H] — Ry [*H].
(1) Consider extension of scalars (p&), : Mod(Ry [H]) — Mod(Ry [K]). We have that the
right Ry [H]-module structure on (pg)! (Rg [H]) is given by right multiplication on
Ry [K].
(2) Consider restriction of scalars (p%)” : Mod(Ry [K]) — Mod(Rg [H]). Then the right
Ry [K]-module structure on (pg)* (Rg [H]) is given by right multiplication by Ry [K]
viewed as an Ry [H]-module isomorphism. Explicitly, it is a map of the form

®iRy [H]y; X Ry [K] — ®iRp [H]y;

(Z Tihz‘yz‘ﬂ‘k> > (Z Ti¢hi(r)hik> :

where we express >, 7i¢p, (r)hik = Y, rihly; as a new sum in the y;’s.
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(3) Consider extension of scalars (v*); : Ry [H] — Rp[*H]. Then the right module
structure on 7" (Ry [H]) is given by right multiplication by Ry [H] under the map
~*. Explicitly it is

Ry [*H]| x Ry [H] — Ry ["H]|
(ry,rh) — ry - y*(rh).

Corollary A.0.4. Let J, K C H, and let J\H = U]_; Jy;, and let K\H = UKz;. Then the
right Ry [K]-module structure on Res? Trll Ry [K] = @I_ Ry [J] 1gy; is given by viewing
rk € Ry [H], expressing rk = rjy, for some y, and j € J, and then considering the map

®i—1Ro [J]1Ry: x Ry [K] — ®]_1Ro [J] 1RY:

(Z ' 5'yi, rjye) - (Z T/(ﬁj/(r)yijyé) ‘

Corollary A.0.5. Let J, K C H, and let x be a choice of double coset representative for
J\H/K. Let J* N K\K = U;(J* N K)pB;. Then the right module structure of Ry [K] on

Trqe gV Resheng (R [K])

is given by first writing 7k = ra~1jz 3 for some By, and right multiplying. Then after 77,
it is given by right multiplication by 7*(rz~!jz3,), which is ¢, (r)jzBexrt, then finally
transferring, i.e. multiplying through by this as an Ry [J]-module homomorphism on the
right.

Proof of Proposition 3.4.5. Let ) rik; € Ry [K] be arbitrary, and let ws~,;, denote the
right multiplication by this element, viewed as a left Ry [K]-module homomorphism. Then
we see that, for a given =, we have

J T K
Trne kN ReSTeq kWS ik = WS 6, (ri) ka1

by first viewing ws~,.;, as an Ry [J* N K]-module homomorphism under restriction, then
extending to obtain wy~g_(r,)zkz-1 as an Ry [J N K]-module homomorphism, and finally
restricting to view ws~ g ()ok;z—1 a8 an Ry [J]-module homomorphism.

We see that

)

Hm H _
ReSJ HKWZ rik; — WZ rikis

by extending along p% and restricting along p? .
For the sake of notation, let
P = OTrjne g1 Resfor

Hm H
Q@ = Resj Try.

Let ¢ : P(Ry[K]) = Q(Ry[K]) denote the isomorphism of Ry [J]-modules given in Corol-
lary 3.4.4. Then it suffices to verify that Fws~, 1.6 = eGws .,
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Recall that

P(Ry[K]) = @ G;Rg [J] 2B 27"

i=1 (=1

Q(Rs [K]) = DD Ry )5,

i=1 ¢=1

Let 7y jgzvgﬁgﬂx[l be an arbitrary summand in P(Ry [K]). Then we consider the following
(a priori noncommutative) diagram

(6)

Fuws~ . .
P(Ry [K]) —" P(Ry [K])

Ei J{&
Q(Ry [K]) gom— QR [K]).

Gws: rik;

Tracing through where the element T‘gjgl’gﬁgﬂl‘zl maps, we see that

—1
. 1 _'Zi ¢x[(7’i)1‘zkimg . —1
TeJeTeBealy b > i T0Bjower.o (Ti)JeTeBeakiy

_'Wl l,.u

TejexeBr.a - D TePjeweBe.q (T3)TeBe,aki-

Thus since rp jgl‘gﬁg’ale was arbitrary, we have that Equation 6 commutes. This implies

that ¢ is a right Ry [J]-module homomorphism. O
REFERENCES
[AG60] Maurice Auslander and Oscar Goldman, The Brauer group of a commutative ring, Trans. Amer.

[Aus62]
[Bar17]
[BD20]
[BGMN21]
[BGS20]
[BO15]

[Bra2l]

Math. Soc. 97 (1960), 367-409. MR 121392 33

Maurice Auslander, On the purity of the branch locus, Amer. J. Math. 84 (1962), 116-125.
MR 137733 34

Clark Barwick, Spectral Mackey functors and equivariant algebraic K-theory (I), Adv. Math.
304 (2017), 646-727. MR 3558219 2, 3, 4

Paul Balmer and Ivo Dell’Ambrogio, Mackey 2-functors and mackey 2-motives, EMS Monographs
in Mathematics, 2020. 3

Clark Barwick, Saul Glasman, Akhil Mathew, and Thomas Nikolaus, K-theory and polynomial
functors, 2021. 4

Clark Barwick, Saul Glasman, and Jay Shah, Spectral Mackey functors and equivariant algebraic
K-theory, II, Tunis. J. Math. 2 (2020), no. 1, 97-146. MR 3933393 2, 3, 4

Anna Marie Bohmann and Angélica Osorno, Constructing equivariant spectra via categorical
Mackey functors, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 15 (2015), no. 1, 537-563. MR 3325747 32

Thomas Brazelton, A note on twisted group rings and semilinearization, Comm. Algebra 49
(2021), no. 8, 3380-3386. MR 4283154 10, 11

38



Homotopy Mackey functors of equivariant algebraic K -theory Thomas Brazelton

[DKS81]

[DKS82]

[Dre71]

[Dre75]

[EH21]
[Eil60]
[FHMS82]
[GM11]
[GMMO19]

[GreT1]

[Kuk84]

[Kuk07]

[LW12]

[Mer17]
[MM19]
[MM20]
[MMO17]

[SS01]
[SS03]

[Thé9s)

[Ver10]

Andreas W. M. Dress and Aderemi O. Kuku, The Cartan map for equivariant higher algebraic
K -groups, Comm. Algebra 9 (1981), no. 7, 727-746. MR, 609220 2, 23

, A convenient setting for equivariant higher algebraic K-theory, Algebraic K-theory,
Part I (Oberwolfach, 1980), Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 966, Springer, Berlin-New York, 1982,
pp. 59-68. MR 689366 2, 23

Andreas W. M. Dress, Notes on the theory of representations of finite groups. Part I: The
Burnside ring of a finite group and some AGN-applications, Universitat Bielefeld, Fakultat
fur Mathematik, Bielefeld, 1971, With the aid of lecture notes, taken by Manfred Kiichler.
MR 0360771 2

Andreas Dress, Modules with trivial source, modular monomial representations and a modular
version of Brauer’s induction theorem, Abh. Math. Sem. Univ. Hamburg 44 (1975), 101-109
(1976). MR 407122 2

Elden Elmanto and Rune Haugseng, On distributivity in higher algebra i: The universal property
of bispans, 2021. 4

Samuel Eilenberg, Abstract description of some basic functors, J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.) 24
(1960), 231-234 (1961). MR 125148 21

Z. Fiedorowicz, H. Hauschild, and J. P. May, Equivariant algebraic K -theory, Algebraic K-
theory, Part II (Oberwolfach, 1980), Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 967, Springer, Berlin-New
York, 1982, pp. 23-80. MR 689388 2

Bertrand Guillou and J. P. May, Models of g-spectra as presheaves of spectra, 2011. 2, 12
Bertrand Guillou, J. Peter May, Mona Merling, and Angélica M. Osorno, A symmetric monoidal
and equivariant Segal infinite loop space machine, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 223 (2019), no. 6,
2425-2454. MR 3906557 2

J. A. Green, Aziomatic representation theory for finite groups, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 1 (1971),
no. 1, 41-77. MR 279208 2

Aderimi O. Kuku, Equivariant K-theory and the cohomology of profinite groups, Algebraic
K-theory, number theory, geometry and analysis (Bielefeld, 1982), Lecture Notes in Math., vol.
1046, Springer, Berlin, 1984, pp. 235-244. MR 750684 2

Aderemi Kuku, Representation theory and higher algebraic K -theory, Pure and Applied Mathe-
matics (Boca Raton), vol. 287, Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2007. MR 2259035
23

Graham J. Leuschke and Roger Wiegand, Cohen-Macaulay representations, Mathematical
Surveys and Monographs, vol. 181, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2012.
MR 2919145 34

Mona Merling, Equivariant algebraic K-theory of G-rings, Math. Z. 285 (2017), no. 3-4, 1205—
1248. MR 3623747 2, 10, 11

Cary Malkiewich and Mona Merling, Equivariant A-theory, Doc. Math. 24 (2019), 815-855.
MR 3982285 3, 12, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, 27

Cary Malkiewich and Mona Merling, The equivariant parametrized h-cobordism theorem, the
non-manifold part, 2020. 3, 13

J. Peter May, Mona Merling, and Angélica M. Osorno, Equivariant infinite loop space theory, i.
the space level story, 2017. 2

Stefan Schwede and Brooke Shipley, Classification of stable model categories, 2001. 12

Stefan Schwede and Brooke Shipley, Equivalences of monoidal model categories, Algebr. Geom.
Topol. 3 (2003), 287-334. MR 1997322 13

Jacques Thévenaz, G-algebras and modular representation theory, Oxford Mathematical Mono-
graphs, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1995, Oxford Science
Publications. MR 1365077 33

Daniel J. Vera, Topological Hochschild homology of twisted group algebras, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 362 (2010), no. 3, 1113-1133. MR 2563723 33

39



Homotopy Mackey functors of equivariant algebraic K -theory Thomas Brazelton

[Wat60] Charles E. Watts, Intrinsic characterizations of some additive functors, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
11 (1960), 5-8. MR 118757 21, 35

[Web00)] Peter Webb, A guide to Mackey functors, Handbook of algebra, Vol. 2, Handb. Algebr., vol. 2,
Elsevier/North-Holland, Amsterdam, 2000, pp. 805-836. MR 1759612 6, 7

[Weil3] Charles A. Weibel, The K -book, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 145, American Math-
ematical Society, Providence, RI, 2013, An introduction to algebraic K-theory. MR 3076731
22

40



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Mackey functors on algebraic K-theory of twisted group rings
	4. Comparison with equivariant algebraic K-theory
	5. Families of Mackey functors
	Appendix A. Bimodule structures
	References

