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Real twistings are 2-line bundles

Tim Liiders, Lynn Otto and Konrad Waldorf

Abstract

We construct and study a bicategory of super 2-line bundles over graded Lie groupoids,
providing a unified framework for geometric models of twistings of (Real) K-theory. The
core of our work is to exhibit a wide range of models from the literature as special cases,
among them several variants of bundle gerbes (Real/equivariant/Jandl), Freed-Moore’s
twisted groupoid extensions, Freed-Hopkins-Teleman’s K-theory twistings, Moutuou’s
Real twistings, Freed’s invertible algebra bundles, and Distler-Freed-Moore’s orientifold
twistings.
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1 Introduction

Over the last few decades, twisted K-theory has attracted considerable interest, much of it
driven by applications in theoretical physics, e.g. [Wit98, BM00, Kap00, MMS01, DMWO00,
FM13]. Twisted cohomology theories in general can be approached via homotopy-theoretic
methods, and twisted K-theory has additionally elegant operator-algebraic descriptions, e.g.
[Kas79, Ros89]. However, when one wishes to make close contact with physical models,
differential-geometric realizations of the twistings and the twisted K-theory classes become
indispensable.

It is well known that twistings are often easier to describe geometrically than the cor-
responding twisted K-theory classes, which can be difficult to treat in a strictly finite-
dimensional, smooth framework. The focus of this article lies in differential-geometric models
for the twistings, and, more specifically, on their typical low-degree part located in

HO(X,Zy) x HY(X, Zy) x H?(X,C>). (1.1)

Here, the first factor represents the Zs-grading of twisted K-theory (for KO-theory it would
have values in Zg). We remark at this point that we work without hermitian structures, which
makes no difference on the cohomological level since H?(X,C*) = H?(X, U(1)) = H3(X,Z).

A range of geometric models for these twists already exists. Classical work by Donovan
and Karoubi [DK70] characterizes the torsion components of (1.1) via central simple super
algebra bundles. The non-torsion part — i.e. general classes in H?(X,C*) — is elegantly real-
ized by bundle gerbes [Mur96, CJM02, BCM™02], objects that naturally appear in conformal
field theory and higher gauge theory [GR02, Mic04]. More recently, nice geometric objects
with precisely the classification (1.1) have been introduced: super 2-line bundles, a categori-
fied version of super line bundles [Mer20, KLWa]. Super 2-line bundles can be viewed as a
combination of bundle gerbes and central simple algebra bundles, and contain both structures
as special cases. The basic idea is that a super 2-line consists of locally defined central sim-
ple super algebra bundles, which are glued together along Morita equivalences in a consistent
way. Super 2-line bundles over X form a bicategory s2LBdl(X), and satisfy a gluing law (they
form a 2-stack). Moreover, they have a symmetric monoidal structure capturing precisely the
ring structure of twistings in K-theory. Thus, super 2-line bundles are a complete and nice
differential-geometric model for twistings on manifolds X.

Twisted K-theory arises naturally in string theory when D-branes wrap submanifolds
of the target space and B-fields necessitate a “twist” of Chan—Paton gauge bundles [Wit98,
Kap00, GR02|. Further generalizations of twisted K-theory become relevant when the target
space admits additional “orbifold” symmetries. These may be implemented by group actions,
or more generally, by replacing manifolds X by Lie groupoids I'. For example, equivariant
versions of bundle gerbes — pioneered by Gawedzki-Reis and Meinrenken [GR03, Mei02] — play
a key role in describing WZW-models on non-simply connected groups. Likewise, the Verlinde
ring of loop group representations can be identified with a twisted K-theory associated to the
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action Lie groupoid GG, as shown in the seminal work of Freed, Hopkins, and Teleman
[FHT11a, FHT11b, FHT12]. They introduced a new model for twistings over groupoids,
based on central extensions of groupoids.

The full set of twistings (again, below degree three) on a Lie groupoid T is classified by
the Lie groupoid cohomology classes

HY(T', Zy) x HY(I, Zy) x H*(T, CX). (1.2)

of which equivariant bundle gerbes realize the last factor, while the model of Freed-Hopkins-
Teleman realizes the last two factors (the first factor, the grading, is added manually).

A further layer of complexity arises in “orientifold” setups, where certain symmetries must
act by complex conjugation rather than in the usual equivariant way. This leads to so-called
graded Lie groupoids (T',¢), in which each morphism 7 carries a Zs-label ¢(y) indicating
if v acts equivariantly or anti-equivariantly. Graded Lie groupoids contain the previously
considered cases of manifolds and Lie groupoids, as well as further configurations such as
manifolds with an involution (“Real spaces”) and Lie groupoids with an involution functor
(“Real groupoids”). One can extend the notion of Lie groupoid cohomology to such graded
situations, thereby obtaining classification data of the form

HO(T, Zy) x HY(T, Zy) x H?((T, ¢),CX). (1.3)

We remark that the grading ¢ has necessarily no effect on the first two factors. Variations
of bundle gerbes (so-called Jandl gerbes) [SSWO07, GSW11], Real [Moul2] or “¢-twisted”
groupoid extensions [FM13], and further constructions [DFM11, DFM10] have been devel-
oped to handle twistings in these graded contexts. They appear, for instance, also in the
classification of topological insulators, where Bloch bundles over the Brillouin torus become
twisted depending on symmetry types [FM13].

In this paper, we propose a new, comprehensive differential-geometric model for twistings
over graded Lie groupoids, one which unifies all of the aforementioned versions. Specifically,
we extend super 2-line bundles — which already capture all twistings on ordinary manifolds,
(1.1) — first to ordinary Lie groupoids and then to graded Lie groupoids. The passage from
manifolds to Lie groupoids follows a standard homotopy-limit construction applicable to any
presheaf (of sets, categories, or higher categories) on the site of manifolds. The extension to
graded Lie groupoids uses a further “involution” ingredient, but remains formally similar.

We thus arrive at a bicategory s2LBdI(T, ¢) of super 2-line bundles over a graded Lie
groupoid (T, ¢) that reduces — for a trivial grading ¢ = 1 — to the canonical homotopy limit
construction of super 2-line bundles over Lie groupoids, and moreover — for a Lie groupoid with
only identity morphisms — to the ordinary bicategory of super 2-line bundles over manifolds.
Up to isomorphism, they are classified by the cohomologies (1.3), (1.2), and (1.1), respectively
(Theorem 3.4.5). A crucial advantage is that the bicategory s2LBdl(T", ¢) is invariant under
Morita equivalences of graded Lie groupoids (Theorem 3.3.2).
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After setting up our formalism, we show how super 2-line bundles recover or generalize
several well-known types of twistings from the literature; the most important ones are:

e Jandl and other Real or equivariant/anti-equivariant bundle gerbes [SSW07, NS11,
GSW11], see Theorem 5.1.6. This result comes essentially from the fact that already
over manifolds bundle gerbes are a subclass of 2-line bundles.

e Freed-Moore’s ¢-twisted groupoid extensions [FM13], see Theorem 5.2.7. This result is
obtained by a detailed comparison of the relevant definitions.

e Freed-Hopkins-Teleman’s twistings by central extensions of groupoids [FHT11b], see
Theorem 5.3.5. Our work here is to compare spans and refinements of weak equiva-
lences of Lie groupoids (used by Freed-Hopkins-Teleman) with spans and refinements of
surjective submersions (used in our definition of super 2-line bundles).

e Moutuou’s Real groupoid picture of twistings [Moul2], extending the concept of Real
gerbes and Real central extensions, see Theorem 5.4.14.

Hence, super 2-line bundles provide a single, coherent framework that not only reproduces
these and many further special cases but clarifies their underlying geometry and consistency
conditions. We hope that this unification will be useful for researchers working on twisted
K-theory, higher geometry, and related applications in physics.

In order to keep the present paper more transparent, we do not consider additional
structures (e.g. hermitian metrics or connections) on our super 2-line bundles. We plan
to include such structures in forthcoming work. Likewise, we devote little attention to the
symmetric monoidal structure on super 2-line bundles over graded Lie groupoids. Finally,
although we carry out some comparisons with the twisted vector bundles belonging to each of
the models, we do not delve too far into the discussion of the corresponding twisted K-theory
groups.

This article is organized in the following way. Section 2 contains a comprehensive intro-
duction to super 2-line bundles. In Section 3 we set up the formalism of super 2-line bundles
over graded Lie groupoids, and provide related results. We present in Section 4 our list of
twistings from the literature that we recover. Section 5 consists of separate sections in which
detailed comparison work from the list of Section 4 is carried out. Finally, we include an
Appendix about Lie groupoids and weak equivalences, which appear at several places.

Acknowledgements. Tim Liiders is supported by a scholarship of the Studienstiftung des
deutschen Volkes e.V.

2 Super 2-line bundles

In this section, we set the stage for the fundamental objects studied in this paper, 2-line
bundles, i.e., categorified line bundles. In the first two subsections, we recall material derived
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from a broader discussion of 2-vector bundles in [KLWa|. In the third subsection, we introduce
the notion of complex conjugate 2-line bundles.

2.1 Definitions

We recall from [KLWa, Mer20] the bicategory of super 2-line bundles s2LBdl(X) over a smooth
manifold X. Throughout, we use the field of complex numbers C as our ground field.

Definition 2.1.1. A super 2-line bundle over X is a quadruple £ = (7, A, M, i) consisting
of a surjective submersion 7 : Y — X, a central simple super algebra bundle A over Y, an
invertible bimodule bundle M over Y2l whose fibre M,, ,, over a point (y1,y2) € Y2 is an
Ay,-A,,-bimodule, and an invertible even intertwiner y of bimodule bundles over Y, which
restricts over each point (y1,y2,y3) € Y1 to an Ay,-Ay, -bimodule intertwiner

Ptz s = Muysys @Ay, My, g — My, ys.
This structure is subject to the condition that u is associative, i.e., the diagram

Py ,y3,y4 ®id

My37y4 ®-Ay3 My27y3 ®-Ay2 Myhyz ? My27y4 ®-Ay2 Myhyz

id ®My1»y2,y3l l#m,yz»yﬁ;

My3,y4 ®Ay3 Myhya My1,y4

Hy1.y3,94
is commutative for all (y1,y2,ys,ys) € vyl

Remark 2.1.2.

e Definition 2.1.1 is almost the definition of a super 2-vector bundle given in [KLWa], just
that we require here that the algebra bundle has central simple fibres, corresponding to
the condition of having rank one for ordinary line bundles.

e For precise definitions of algebra bundles and bimodule bundles we refer to [KLWb].
In particular, all algebras are associative and unital. Due to the restriction to central
simple algebra bundles, the “insidious” problems in the construction of the relative tensor
product of bimodule bundles that have been observed in [KLWDb| do not appear here.

o If L = (7, A, M, 1) is a super 2-line bundle, and if A : Y — Y% denotes the diagonal
map, then there exists a canonical invertible intertwiner A*M = A of A-A-bimodule
bundles over Y. Second, if s : Y2 — Y2 swaps the factors, then s*M is inverse to M.

We suppose that £1 = (m1,. A1, M1, 1) and Lo = (72, Ag, Mo, us) are super 2-line bun-
dles over X.

Definition 2.1.3. A I-morphism P : L1 — Lo is a triple P = ({,P,¢) consisting of a
surjective submersion ( : Z — Y7 X x Yo, a bimodule bundle P over Z, whose fibre P, over
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a point z € Z with ((2) =: (y1,92) is an (A2)y,-(A1)y,-bimodule, and an invertible even

2]

intertwiner ¢ of bimodule bundles over Z[2, which restricts over a point (z,2') e Z 2l with

¢(2") =: (y1,y5) to an (.Ag)yé—(Al)yl-intertwiner

¢z,z’ P ®(A1) (Ml)yl,y’l - (M2)y27y/2 ®(~A2)y2 P-.

vi
This intertwiner is a “homomorphism” with respect to the intertwiners p; and ps, in the sense
that the diagram

id®(”1)y1,y’1»y{’
P ®(A1)y/1/ (Ml)y’l,yi’ ®(A1)y£ (Ml)yl,yi P ®(A1)y£f (Ml)ylvyil
¢Zl’z"®idl
(M2)y§,y§’ ®(‘A2)yé P ®(A1)y/1 (Ml)yz,yé G0t (2.1.1)

id ®¢z’2/l

(M2)y’27y’2’ ®(«42)yé (M2)yzvy’2 @ (A2)y, P

(M2)y2’yé’ ®(A2)y2 PZ

(“2)y2,yé,y’2’®id

is commutative for all (z,2',2") € ZP, where ¢(2") =: (", y4).

Finally, we recall how the 2-morphisms are defined. Consider two 1-morphisms between

the same super 2-line bundles,

P
R

L1 Lo,
~— A
g)/

with all structure denoted and labelled as above. For abbreviation, we set Y15 := Y] xx Y5.

Definition 2.1.4. A 2-morphism P = P’ is is an equivalence class of pairs (p, ) consisting
of a surjective submersion p: W — Z Xy,, Z’, and an intertwiner ¢ of bimodule bundles over
W that restricts over a point w € W with p(w) =: (2,2’) to an intertwiner

O : Py — 73;/

of (A1)y,-(A2)y,-bimodules, where ((z) = ¢’(2') =: (y1,y2). This intertwiner is subject to the
condition that it commutes with the intertwiners ¢ and ¢, in the sense that the diagram

¢z,2
Pz A1)y, M)y gi ——— (Ma2)y 5> ®(ay),, P-

Yu ®idl lid Qpw

Pl ®ay),, Mi)y g — (Ma)ys 3 B(A2), P,

7

is commutative for all (w,w) € W xx W, where p(w) = (z,2'), p(w) = (%,2). Two pairs
(p, ) and (p',¢") are equivalent if the pullbacks of ¢ and ¢’ coincide over W x Zxyyy 7! w'.
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The structure collected above forms the bicategory s2LBdl(X) of super 2-line bundles
over X. We recall the following result about the invertibility of 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms
[KLWa, Lemma 2.3.4].

Proposition 2.1.5.

(a) A 1-morphism P = (¢, P, ¢) is invertible if and only if its bimodule bundle P is invertible
in the bicategory of central simple super algebra bundles.

(b) A I-morphism P = ((,P,¢) has a right (left) adjoint if and only if its bimodule bundle
P has a right (left) adjoint in the bicategory of central simple super algebra bundles.

(c) A 2-morphism (p,p) is invertible if and only if its intertwiner ¢ is invertible.

We also recall the following classification result [KLWa, Thm. 4.4.4].

Theorem 2.1.6. The set of isomorphism classes of super 2-line bundles over X is in bijection
with the set
HY(X,BW¢) x H'(X,Zy) x H3(X, Z),

where BW¢ 22 Zso is the Brauer-Wall group of Morita equivalence classes of central simple
super algebras over C.

Remark 2.1.7. We recall how the classification of Theorem 2.1.6 comes about by extracting
cocycles from a super 2-line bundle £ = (7w, A, M, u); see [KLWa, §4] and [Mer20, §2.2]. We
choose an open cover U = (U;);er with simply-connected open sets U; that allow sections
si : U; = Y. The pullback sfA is then trivializable, sf A = U; x A, where Al is a central
simple super algebra. We fix for each element in BW¢ = Z, a representative; for instance,
the neutral element may be represented by A = C (purely even), and the non-trivial ele-
ment may be represented by a super algebra A = C @ Cu, where u is an odd element and
u? = 1. Let A; denote the representative of the class of Al Then, with A; := U; x A;, we
obtain an invertible sfA-A;-bimodule bundle N; over U;. We may also view N; as an iso-
morphism N; : A; — Ly, in s2LBdl(U;), a local trivialization. We obtain a (constant) map
a; : Uy — BW¢ with value A;. On a double overlap U;; := U;NU;, we consider the correspond-
ing section s;; 1= (s4,55) : Ujj — Y2 and the S;A—SfA-bimodule bundle s;‘jM. We obtain
the invertible A;-A;-bimodule bundle M;; := /\/j_l ®ssA sfj./\/l ®sr A N over U;j;. We may
also view M;; = Nj_l oN;: A; — Aj as the “transition function” for the local trivializations
N;. We also remark that M;; = U;; x M;;, with M;; an invertible A;-A;-bimodule. Since A;
and A; are — by construction — both the fixed representative of the same Morita equivalence
class, we have A := A; = A; and oy = ;. Now, M;; is an invertible A-A-bimodule of the
central simple super algebra A, whose well-known classification implies that either M;; = A
or M;; = IIA, the grading reversal of A. Writing €A to mean either A (when ¢ = 1) or
ITA (when ¢ = —1), we obtain a map €;; : Uj; — Zo such that M;; = ¢;;A. On a triple
overlap Uyji, := U; N U; N Uy, the isomorphism ;1 becomes, under the above isomorphisms, an
invertible intertwiner ,u;jk 2Uiji % (ejkA®@a€ijA) = Usji, X €A, where A := A; = A; = Ay
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Thus, we have €;,A ®4 €;;A = (gj,€45)A; this implies €655 = €. Automorphisms of the
A-A-bimodule A are given by multiplication with elements in Z(A*), and since A is central,
,u;jk becomes a smooth map ;1 : Ujjr, — C*. The associativity condition in Definition 2.1.1
implies the cocycle condition for p;;i. The triple (o, e, pijr) is a Cech cocycle representa-
tive of the class of £ under the classification of Theorem 2.1.6 (under the usual identification
H2(X,C%) = H3(X, Z)).

Remark 2.1.8. A non-super version of super 2-line bundles is included into our discussion as
those super 2-line bundles where the odd components of all involved super algebra bundles
and bimodule bundles are trivial. This sets up the bicategory 2£Bd1(X) of 2-line bundles, and
the classification of Theorem 2.1.6 reduces to the set HY(X, Brc) x H3(X, Z), where Br¢ & Zs
is the Brauer group of C.

If one restricts Definition 2.1.1 to the trivial algebra bundle with fibre C, A =Y x C, the
bimodule bundles in Definitions 2.1.1 and 2.1.3 become just super vector bundles. Moreover,
in Definition 2.1.1, the requirement that the bimodule bundle M is invertible implies that
M has rank one, i.e., it is a super line bundle. Thus, above definitions reduce to the ones of
(super) bundle gerbes [Mur96|, and we obtain the following result, see [KLWa, Prop. 3.2.2].

Proposition 2.1.9. There are fully faithful functors
sGrb(X) — s2LBdI(X) Grb(X) — 2LBdl(X)

that embed (super) bundle gerbes into (super) 2-line bundles. Under the classification of
Theorem 2.1.6, their images correspond to the subsets HY(X,Zs) x H3(X,Z) and H3(X,Z),
respectively.

We denote by cs—sAlgBdlbi(X ) the bicategory of central simple super algebra bundles
over X, with bimodules as the 1-morphisms. The definition of the bicategory s2LBdl(X)
that we have recalled above has been obtained in [KLWa] by applying the plus construction
for presheaves of bicategories of [NS11] to the presheaf cs-sAlgBdIP ie.

s2LBdl(X) := (cs-sAlgBAIPH T (X).

In other words, super 2-line bundles are central simple super algebra bundles, glued together
along invertible bimodule bundles. As a sheafification, the plus construction comes with an
embedding of the underlying presheaf; see [KLWa, Section 3.3].

Proposition 2.1.10. There are fully faithful functors
cs-sAlgBdlY (X) — s2LBdI(X) csAlgBdlY (X)) — 2LBdl(X)

that embed central simple (super) algebra bundles into (super) 2-line bundles. Under the
classification of Theorem 2.1.6, their images corresponds to the subsets

HY(X,BW¢) x H' (X, Zy) x Tor(H*(X,Z)) and H°(X,Brc) x Tor(H*(X,Z)),
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respectively.

The functors in Proposition 2.1.10 have the simple description to use the identity surjec-
tive submersion m = idx, the given algebra bundles, and identity bimodules and intertwin-
ers. We remark that the cohomological classification of the bicategories cs—s.AlgBdlbi(X ) and
csAlgBdI”(X) reproduces a classical result of Donovan-Karoubi [DK70].

Remark 2.1.11. Theorem 2.1.6 can be enhanced to a group isomorphism by equipping the
bicategory s2LBdl(X) with a symmetric monoidal structure. Then, by [KLWa, Cor. 4.4.10],
every super 2-line bundle is the tensor product of a central simple algebra bundle (under the
functor of Proposition 2.1.10) and of a super bundle gerbe (under the functor of Proposi-
tion 2.1.9).

Another consequence of the definition of (super) 2-line bundles as the sheafification is the
following result [KLWa, Thm. 2.3.3], which we state for completeness.

Theorem 2.1.12. (Super) 2-line bundles form a 2-stack on the site of smooth manifolds.

2.2  Framing

Many bicategories provide a way to induce 1-morphisms from a simpler class of morphisms that
compose with strict associativity. We handle this situation within the following framework.

Definition 2.2.1. A framed bicategory consists of a bicategory B, a category € with the
same objects, and a functor £ : € — B such that

e F’is the identity on the level of objects and

e the image of every morphism of € admits a right adjoint in B.

In this definition, by functor we mean a strong pseudofunctor, i.e., when f and g are com-
posable morphisms in C, it comes equipped with a 2-isomorphism 1y 4 : F\(g)oF(f) = F(gof),
and these are coherent on triples of composable morphisms. There is a relation between framed
bicategories and double categories [Shu08]; see [KLWb, Rem. 2.1.7].

Ezample 2.2.2. The bicategory sAlgP of super algebras is framed under the category sAlg,
by assigning to a homomorphism ¢ : A — B between super algebras the B-A-bimodule B,
whose underlying vector space is B, the left B-action is multiplication, and the right A-action
is multiplication along . The “insidious” nature of the bicategory sAlgBdlbi(X ) prevents
this framing to carry over to algebra bundles, see [KLWb, §3.3]. However, the bicategory
cs—sAlgBdlbi(X ) of central simple super algebra bundles is framed under the category of
central simple super algebra bundles.

Ezample 2.2.3. The bicategory sGrb(X) of super bundle gerbes over X is framed under a
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category sGrb™ (X). Objects in sGrb™ (X) are super bundle gerbes § = (7, L, i) over X, and
morphisms §; — G in sSrbref(X) are pairs (p,u) consisting of a smooth map p : Y7 — Y3
and an invertible super line bundle morphism w : Ly — p* Lo over Ylm such that my o0 p =m
and the following diagram commutes.

p1

(Ll)y’vy” ® (Ll)y,y’ (Ll)y,y”
ulj(ﬂﬁ@u%yll Juy,yu (221)

(L2)p(y’)7p(y”) ® (L2)p(y),p(y’) —m (L2)p(y),p(y”)

The morphisms in sGrb™ (X) are called refinements. We will not describe the framing functor
sGrb™f(X) — sGrb(X) here; instead, we provide in Definition 2.2.4 below a more general
construction that can easily be reduced to the case of super bundle gerbes.

In the following we describe a canonical framing for the bicategory of super 2-line bundles
over X, deduced in [KLWa, §3.5] as a feature of the plus construction.

Definition 2.2.4. Let £; = (m, A1, M1, 1) and Lo = (w9, A2, Mo, o) be super 2-line
bundles over X. A refinement R : L1 — Lo is a triple R = (p, ¢, u) consisting of a smooth
map p : Y] — Y5 such that ms 0 p = 71, of a homomorphism ¢ : A; — p*As of super algebra
bundles over Y7 and of an invertible bundle morphism u : M{ — p* My over Ylm that over a

point (y,y’) € Ylm restricts to an intertwiner

Uyy o (Mi)yy = (M2) o) o)

along the algebra homomorphisms ¢, : (A1)y — (A2),q) and ¢, : (A1), — (A2),(), and
renders the diagram

w
(M)yr yr ®(~A1)y’ (Mi1)y,y - (M)y,yr
uy’,y”®uy,y’l J“y,y” (2.2.2)

(M2)p(y),p(y’) ’ (M2)p(y),p(y”)

(M2)p(y),0(5) ®(Az) s

o)
commutative for all (y,y',vy") € Yl[?’}.
Given two refinements
Ri2 = (p12,p12,u12) : L1 — L2 and  Roz = (pa3, a3, u23) : L2 — L3,
their composition is given by
Ras 0 Riz = (p23 0 P12, Plawas © 12, (ph3) uzs 0 ura),

and the identity morphism of £ is (idy,id4,id ). This defines the category S2LBdl};ef(X ).

— 10 -



The framing
s2LBAI (X)) — s2LBdl(X) (2.2.3)

is defined as follows. On the level of objects, it is the identity. On the level of morphisms,
they associate to a refinement R = (p,p,u) : L1 — Lo the following 1-morphism (¢, P, ¢).
We define Z := Y] xx Y2 and ( = idz. Consider the smooth map p : Z — Y2[2} with
p(y1,92) = (p(y1),y2). We define the bimodule bundle P := (5" Ma)y:, over Z, in which
the right pr] A;-action is along the algebra homomorphism prj ¢ : prj A; — prj p*As. Over a
point (y1,y2) € Z, its fibre is Py, y, = ((M2)p(y1),40) 0y, » Which is an (Az)y,-(A1)y, -bimodule.
Finally, we define the intertwiner ¢ fibre-wise over a point ((y1,%2), (¥;,v5)) € Z12 as the
following composite:

Pyt g @An),; Mdyyy = (M2))ap)e, i, (Midyyy,

1d®uyyyﬁ

(M2) o) B (A2), 0y (M2)py0),000) )0y

p(y}

(“2)p(y1%p(y£%y§

((M2)p(y1),yé)¢y1

(“2)p(y1),y2,y§

(M2)ys 6 ®(As)yy (M2) o1 )m2)ey; = (M2)ys 0 @(As)y, Puye-
It is shown in [KLWa, Prop. 3.5.2] that this is indeed a framing.

For later use, we state the following result.

Lemma 2.2.5. A refinement R = (p, p,u) induces an invertible 1-morphism if the algebra
bundle morphism ¢ is invertible.

Proof. The induced 1-morphism is by Proposition 2.1.5 (a) invertible if and only if its bimo-
dule bundle P = (p*Maz)pr: , over Z is invertible. In turn, a bimodule bundle is invertible
if and only if it is fibre-wise invertible [KLWb, Lemma 4.2.8]. This is the case when My is
invertible and ¢ is an isomorphism. O

Ezample 2.2.6. A standard source for refinements are situations in which a super 2-line
bundle £ = (7, A, M, u) is given together with a refinement of its surjective submersion
m:Y — X, ie., given is another surjective submersion 7’ : Y’ — X together with a smooth
map p: Y’ — Y such that mo p = 7/. Then, one may define a second super 2-line bundle

LP o= (', p* A, (0P M, ()" )

and observe that R? := (p,id,id) is a refinement £P — £ that induces by Lemma 2.2.5 an
isomorphism £f = £ in s2LBdl(X).
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For later use, we record the appropriate notion of morphisms between framed bicategories.

Definition 2.2.7. Let F': € — B and F’ : € — B’ be framed bicategories. A framed functor
consists of a pair of functors G : € — €’ and G5 : B — B’ and a pseudonatural equivalence

c—~r 53

Gll - /lGZ

@/T>B/

(2.2.4)

A framed functor is called an equivalence of framed bicategories if G; and Go are equivalences.

Ezample 2.2.8. There are natural and evident functors sGrb™ (X) — s2LBdIH(X) and
cs-sAlgBAI(X) — s2LBAIH(X), fitting into strictly commutative diagrams

sGrb*e (X)) —— sGrb(X) cs-sAlgBdl(X) —— cs-sAlgBdIP (X)
l l and l l
s2L Bl (X)) —— s2LBdI(X) s2L Bl (X)) ——— s2LBdI(X)

which are framed functors, see [KLWa, §3.5]. We remark that all vertical functors in these
diagrams are in fact fully faithful.

2.3 Complex conjugation

Let V be a finite dimensional complex vector space. We recall that the complex conjugate
vector space V consists of the same additive group V and the scalar multiplication given by
A -v := \v. Further, we recall that any linear map f : V — W between complex vector
spaces is a linear map V — W, for which we will use the notation f in order to emphasize
the changed domain and codomain.

If Ais a complex algebra, then we define the complex conjugate algebra A to have the
complex conjugate of the underlying vector space, and the same multiplication (which is, as
amap A x A — A, bilinear). Similarly, in the situation of bimodules, we complex conjugate
the underlying vector space and leave the actions as they are. This way, complex conjugation

becomes a functor
() sAlgPt — sAlg™,

which is strictly involutive. It is clear that complex conjugation extends to algebra bundles
and bimodule bundles, hence to the bicategory of algebra bundles, and moreover even to a
morphism of presheaves of bicategories.

It is now straightforward to define the complexr conjugate of a super 2-line bundle
L = (m, A, M, pn): indeed, we use the same surjective submersion 7, the complex conju-
gate algebra bundle A, the complex conjugate bimodule bundle M, and the intertwiner 7.
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The complex conjugate super 2-line bundle defined in this way is denoted £. Similarly, we
define complex conjugate 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms of super 2-line bundles. It is clear
that this construction extends to a 2-functor

() : s2LBAI(X) — s2LBdl(X), (2.3.1)

which is strictly involutive, and again a morphism of presheaves of bicategories.

3 Super 2-line bundles over graded Lie groupoids

The purpose of this section is to introduce a very general theory of super 2-line bundles over
graded Lie groupoids, a notion that includes various structures that have appeared before in
the literature. We provide a descend result and a cohomological classification.

3.1 Graded Lie groupoids

Lie groupoids encode all sorts of equivariance; they include orbifolds and even more general
structures. Traditional equivariance, where a Lie group G acts on a smooth manifold X, is
included by considering the action groupoid X //G. The case of no equivariance is included by
associating to a smooth manifold X the Lie groupoid Xg;s with only identity morphisms.

If ' is a Lie groupoid, we will denote by s,t : I'y — I'g the source and target maps, by
D =T 4% I'1 g% oo x4 I'1 the smooth manifold of k-tuples of composable morphisms, and
by ¢:I's — I'1 the composition map.

Every presheaf F on the category of smooth manifolds extends canonically to a presheaf
on the category of Lie groupoids (whose morphisms are smooth functors), via the homotopy
limit over the associated simplicial manifold,

F(T') := holim( F(I') —— F(I'y) 59@2) ), (3.1.1)

see, e.g. [NS11]. In particular, we obtain a bicategory s2LBdI(T") of super 2-line bundles over
a Lie groupoid I'. If G is a Lie group acting on X, then, by definition, a G-equivariant super
2-line bundle over X is a super 2-line bundle over the action groupoid I = X //G.

In this paper, we need a yet more general version of equivariance, which is w.r.t. graded
Lie groupoids. These appeared in [FHT11b, Def. 2.4] (in a topological setting).

Definition 3.1.1. A graded Lie groupoid is a Lie groupoid I' equipped with a smooth functor
¢ : I' = BZo, where the latter denotes the groupoid with a single object and two morphisms.

We use the convention that Zo = {1, —1}. Saying that ¢ is a smooth functor is equivalent

to saying that ¢ : I'y — Zs is a locally constant map such that ¢(v2 0 v1) = ¢(72)P(71) holds
for all composable morphisms 7, and 71, and ¢(id,) = 1 holds for all objects z. If (T, ¢) is
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a graded Lie groupoid, we denote by (I, ¢)¢"“" the Lie groupoid with the same objects and
only those morphisms v with ¢(y) = 1; this is a sub-Lie groupoid of I". The general idea
is that the sub-groupoid (I", $)¢"*" captures all sort of “orbifold”-equivariance, for instance,
w.r.t. group actions, while the additional morphisms with ¢ = —1 parameterize possible
“orientifold”-equivariance (a.k.a. anti-equivariance, Real-equivariance, etc.).

FEzample 3.1.2. We have the following main examples of graded Lie groupoids in mind:

(a) Smooth manifolds X, considered as groupoids with only identity morphisms, I' = X ;.
Note that necessarily ¢ = 1 in this case.

(b) Graded Lie groups (G,¢), i.e., Lie groups G with a smooth group homomorphism
€ : G — Zs. We consider G as a groupoid with a single object, I' = BG, and equip
it with the grading ¢ := ¢.

(c) Graded action groupoids, formed by a smooth manifold X, a graded Lie group (G,¢),
and a smooth (right) action of G on X. Then, I' := X /G is the usual action groupoid,
and the grading ¢ : X x G — Zy is ¢ := ¢ o prg. We also write X/ (G, ¢) for the graded
action groupoid. It reduces to (a) when G = {e} and to (b) when X = {x}.

(d) Real manifolds (X, 7), i.e., smooth manifolds X with a smooth involution 7 : X — X.
We consider 7 as an action of the group Zs on X, and we consider Zy graded under the
identity map € := idz,. Then, we form the graded action groupoid Gr(X,7) := X //(Za,id)
of (c).

Analogous to the extension of presheaves on manifolds to (ordinary, ungraded) Lie
groupoids, one can extend them to graded Lie groupoids whenever the presheaf is equipped
with a strictly involutive presheaf automorphism. In the following subsection, we illustrate
this process for the presheaf of super 2-line bundles, whose automorphism is given by complex
conjugation (see Section 2.3).

3.2 Main definitions

We fix the convention that an upper index (..)? on super 2-line bundles, 1-morphisms, or
2-morphisms, where ¢ : X — Zo is a smooth map, means the application of the complex
conjugation functor (2.3.1) on connected components with ¢ = —1, and has no effect on
components with ¢ = 1.

Definition 3.2.1. Let (T, ¢) be a graded Lie groupoid. A super 2-line bundle over (T, ¢) is
a triple (£, P,1)) consisting of
e a super 2-line bundle £ over I'y,

e a l-isomorphism of super 2-line bundles

PstL — (t°L)? (3.2.1)
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over I'y, and

e a 2-isomorphism of super 2-line bundles
Y (priP)P2?opry P = P (3.2.2)

over I'y,

such that the following diagram over I's is commutative:

pris(pry Prrz o o pr ﬂ’)pr§ b0 pry P =—=pr] Prrz o P30 o pris(pri Prrzd o prs P)

pr¥, $P3 Poid id o pris v
priy c* PP P o pry P pri PPr2s ¢ ? o pri, c* P
(3.2.3)
(¢ x id)* (pr} P3¢ o prs P) (i x)*(pr] P75 o pr; P)
(exid)*4 (id xc)*y
(¢ x id)*c*P (id x¢)*c*P

Here, and in what follows, unlabelled arrows represent the canonical 2-isomorphisms
arising from either the bicategorical structure or the presheaf structure of super 2-line bundles.
Whenever appropriate, we will also call (P,%) a graded-equivariant structure on the super 2-
line bundle £ over I'y. In fibre-wise notation, we have

Py Ly = Lfm and Yy, 'Pﬁ’:l(”) 0P = Pryioms-

()

Remark 3.2.2. The pullback of P along id : I’y — I'y is a 1-isomorphism id*P : £ — £, and
the pullback of ¢ to I'g gives a 2-isomorphism (id* P)? = id* P. This shows that id* P = id;
moreover, under this identification the pullback of 1 along either of the maps v + (7,1d(,))

20)

and v = (idy(yy, ) is idgp.

Definition 3.2.3. Let (£1,P1,91) and (Lo, P2, 102) be super 2-line bundles over (T',¢). A
1-morphism (L1, P1,1¢1) — (L2, Pa,12) is a pair (B, n) consisting of

e a l-morphism of super 2-line bundles
B . Ll — Lg (3.2.4)

over I'g, and

e a 2-isomorphism of super 2-line bundles
n:Pyos*B = (t*B)? o Py (3.2.5)

over I'q,

— 15 -



such that the following diagram over I's is commutative:

pr} ‘Pgr; 5 pr5(Py 0 s*B) =——= (pr] ‘Pgr; 5 prs Po) o pry s*B —red c*Py o pry s*B
idoprin
pri PY2 o prs (£ BY o Py) *(Py 0 5*B)
el (3.2.6)
pri(Py 0 s*B)P2 ¢ o pri Py c*(t*B? o Py)
pri nP*2 %oid

pri (t*B? o P1)P2 @ o pri Py = pri t*BPH1 P29 o (pri Tll)rg o pry P1) v B o ¢F Py

The identity 1-morphism of a super 2-line bundle (£, P, 1) over (T, ¢) is (idg,idp). In the
situation of three super 2-line bundles (£1,P1,v1), (L2, P2,12), and (L3, Ps, 13) over (T, ¢),
the composition of two 1-morphisms

(B.n) (B"n')
—

(L1, P1, 1) ——— (L2, P2, 92) (L3,P3,13)

consists of the 1-morphism B’ o B and the 2-isomorphism

7' oid id on

P30 5*(B o B) t*B'? 0 Py 0 ¥ B=—=t*(B' 0 B)? 0 P;.

Definition 3.2.4. Let (£1,P1,%1) and (L2, P2,12) be super 2-line bundles over (T, ¢), and
let (B,n) and (B’,7') be 1-morphisms (L1, P1,1¢1) = (L2, P2, 102). A 2-morphism

£:(B,n) = (B',1)
is a 2-morphism £ : B = B’ over I'g such that the following diagram over I'y is commutative:
Py 0 s*B == t*BY 0 P,
id os*gﬂ ﬂt*g%id (3.2.7)

Py 0 "B == t*B'? 0 P,
n

Vertical and horizontal composition of 2-morphisms of super 2-line bundles over (I, ¢)
are given by the vertical and horizontal composition in s2LBdl(Ty), respectively. Thus, super
2-line bundles over (I", ) form a bicategory. It is the central structure of this article.

Definition 3.2.5. The bicategory of super 2-line bundles over a graded Lie groupoid (I, ¢)
is denoted by s2LBdI(T", ¢).
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Remark 38.2.6. Direct consequences of the definitions are the following statements about
invertibility:

(a) A 2-morphism £ : (B,n) = (B',n') in s2LBdI(T, ¢) is invertible if and only if £ : B = B’
is invertible in s2LBdl(Ty).

(b) A l-morphism (B,n) is invertible if and only if B is invertible in s2LBd1(T).

(¢) A l-morphism has (B, n) has a right (left) adjoint if and only if B has a right (left) adjoint
in s2LBdl(Ty).

Remark 3.2.7. If ¢ is trivial (i.e., ¢ = 1), we also just write s2LBdl(T"), and by inspection,
we observe that this reproduces the homotopy limit construction (3.1.1), i.e., the canonical
definition of super 2-line bundles over Lie groupoids. In particular, when I' = Xy;, is a smooth
manifold, we have a canonical equivalence of bicategories

s2LBdl(Xgis) = s2LBdI(X),
i.e., we reproduce the bicategory of super 2-line bundles over X described in Section 2.1.

Definition 3.2.8. We introduce several sub-bicategories of s2LBdl(T, ¢):

(a) Restricting Definition 3.2.1 along the fully faithful embedding sGrb — s2£LBdl of super
bundle gerbes, we obtain the full sub-bicategory

sGrb(L, ¢) C s2LBdI(T, ¢)

of super bundle gerbes over (I, ¢).

(b) Restricting Definition 3.2.1 along the fully faithful embedding cs-sAlgBdIP < s2LBdl of
central simple super algebra bundles, we obtain the full sub-bicategory

cs-sAlgBdIP (T, ¢) C s2LBAI(T, )

of central simple super algebra bundles over (T, ¢).

(¢) Restricting Definition 3.2.1 to the case where the super 2-line bundle £ is the trivial super
2-line bundle J, we obtain the full sub-bicategory

2L Bdlyiy (T, ¢) C s28BAI(T, ¢)

of “graded-equivariant structures” on the trivial super 2-line bundle.

(d) Restricting Definitions 3.2.1, 3.2.3 and 3.2.4, as well as the sub-bicategories of (a), (b), and
(c) to the non-super case, we obtain bicategories 28Bdl(T", ¢), Grb(T', ¢), csAlgBdlbi(F, ?),
and 2LBdlyi (T, ¢).
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All together, we have — for each graded Lie groupoid (T, ¢) — a commutative diagram

2LBdlyiy (T @)

]

Srb(T, ¢) 52L Bl (T, ¢) csAlgBdIP(T, )
sGrb(T, ¢) 2LBAI(T, @) cs-sAlgBAIP(T, ¢)

T~ |l

s2LBAI(T, ¢)

of functors, in which all non-vertical functors are fully faithful.

Remark 3.2.9. Similarly to Definition 3.2.8 (c¢) one can define bicategories sGrbyiv(I', ¢) and
cs-sAlgBAIPL (T, ¢); however, as the embeddings of super bundle gerbes and central simple
super algebra bundles into super 2-line bundles are fully faithful (Propositions 2.1.9 and 2.1.10)
these yield the same bicategory, i.e.,

sGrbuiy (T, ¢) = cs-sAlgBAIPL (T ¢) = s2LBdlyiy (T, 6).

We also generalize the framing of super 2-line bundles recalled in Section 2.2 from mani-
folds to graded Lie groupoids.

Definition 3.2.10. Let (I',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid, and let (£1,P1,%1) and (L2, Po, 12)
be super 2-line bundles over (I',¢). A refinement of super 2-line bundles over (T', ¢) between
them consists of the following data: a refinement R : £1 — L5 of super 2-line bundles over I'y
together with a 2-isomorphism

n:Pyos*F(R) = t*F(R)? 0P (3.2.8)

over I'y, such that diagram (3.2.6) is commutative. Here, F' is the framing (2.2.3) of the
bicategory of super 2-line bundles.

We denote the category of super 2-line bundles over (I',¢) and refinements by
s2L BT, ¢).

Proposition 3.2.11. The bicategory s2LBdIT, ¢) is framed under s2LBAIH(T, ¢).

Proof. The framing functor sends a refinement (R, ) to the 1-morphism (F'(R),n). Combining
[KLWa, Prop. 3.5.2] and Remark 3.2.6, (R,n) has a right adjoint in s2LBdl(T", ¢). O

The framing restricts to all other seven bicategories in Definition 3.2.8 in a straightforward

way.
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Remark 3.2.12. The symmetric monoidal structure of super 2-line bundles described in
[KLWa, Section 3.6] canonically extends from manifolds to graded Lie groupoids. This follows
from an extension of the argument in [KLWa], noting that pullbacks and complex conjugation
are compatible with the symmetric monoidal structure of super 2-line bundles over manifolds.

3.3 Functoriality

Graded Lie groupoids form a category whose morphisms are even functors, i.e., functors
that strictly respect the grading. Any even functor F' : (T',¢) — (IV,¢') clearly induces, via
pullback, a 2-functor

F*: 2LBdI(TY, ¢') — s2LBAI(T, ¢).
This way, super 2-line bundles form a presheaf of bicategories over the category of graded Lie
groupoids.

We prove in the next lemma that naturally isomorphic functors induce naturally equiva-
lent pullback functors. In the ungraded case, this is [NS11, Prop. 6.2].

Lemma 3.3.1. Suppose F,G : (T',¢) — (I',¢') are even functors, and & : F = G is an even
smooth natural transformation, i.e., ¢'(;) = 1 for each x € T'y. Then, there is a canonical
natural equivalence F* = G*.

Proof. Let (£,P,1) be a super 2-line bundle over (IV,¢'). We construct a l-isomorphism
(B,n) : F*(L,P,v) — G*(L,P,1). The 1-isomorphism B over Ty is

*P /
Fit =58 s gn(t7£)9°6 = G,

and the 2-morphism 7 : G*P o s*B = (t*B)? o F*P is patched together from two applications
of 1. This defines the component of a natural equivalence F* = G* at the object (£, P, ). It
is straightforward to provide the component at a 1-morphism, and to complete the proof. [

If an even functor F': (T, ¢) — (I",¢’) between graded Lie groupoids is a strong equiva-
lence (of the underlying Lie groupoids, see Appendix A), then any inverse functor G : I" — T'is
automatically even, and as a consequence of Lemma 3.3.1, F* and G* establish an equivalence
of bicategories

s2L BT, ¢') = s2LBAI(T, ¢).

The above equivalence persists in fact when F : I' — I is only a weak equivalence (see
Definition A.1). More precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 3.3.2. Suppose F : (U,¢) — (IV,¢') is an even functor between graded Lie
groupoids, such that the underlying functor F : T' — I is a weak equivalence. Then,

F*: s20BdI(IY, ¢') — s20BAI(T, ¢).

is an equivalence of bicategories.
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Proof. For ungraded super 2-line bundles over Lie groupoids, this follows from Theorem 2.1.12
and a result of [NS11] recalled in Appendix A as Proposition A.3. Here, we generalize this
to graded Lie groupoids. By [NS11, Prop. 5.7], the weak equivalence F : ' — T" factors
through another Lie groupoid €2, via a strong equivalence S : T' — Q (see Appendix A) and a
covering functor T : Q — I, i.e., T is smoothly fully faithful in the sense of Definition A.1
and a surjective submersion on the level of objects. In this situation, 2 becomes graded under
w:= ¢ oS! in such a way that S and T are even functors. Pulling back along S and S~!
induces an equivalence s2LBdI(T, ¢) = s2LBdl(Q,w). It remains to show that 7% induces an
equivalence s2L0Bdl(Q, w) = 2L BT, ¢).

To establish an inverse to T, we intend to use descent along T, and for this, we need to
work on the fibre product Lie groupoids (recalled in Definition A.9)

Q[k} = X1 Q X Xooo X7 Q.

We require two facts about covering functors. The first is that covering functors are not
only surjective submersions on the level of objects, but also — automatically — surjective
submersions on the level of morphisms. Therefore, the fibre products Q! can be formed
strictly, i.e. separately on the level of objects and on the level of morphisms. Second, the

diagonal functors
AR Q — QlF)

are strong equivalences [NS11, Lem. 8.1 (ii)]. Let pry,pry : QP — Q be the projection
functors. We have pr; oA? = idg = pryoA2. By [NS11, Lem. 5.3] it follows that pr; and
pry are strong equivalences, too, and both inverses of A?; in particular, there is a natural
isomorphism pr; = pry.

We note that the fibre products Q! are canonically graded. Indeed, if (a1, 0) € X1 Q4
is a morphism in Q[!, then we have, since T is even,

wlag) = ¢ (T(n)) = ¢'(T(2)) = w(aa),

so that the grading is unambiguously defined through either of the morphisms. Moreover,
all projection functors Q¥ — QU and the diagonal functors A* are even, and the natural
transformation pr; = pry is even, too.

Now let (£, P, 1) be a super 2-line bundle over (2, w). By Lemma 3.3.1 there is a canonical
1-isomorphism
(B,m) : pri(L, P, ¥) — pr3(L, P, ¢)
over Q2. Similarly, we obtain a canonical 2-isomorphism
§ : praz(B, ) o priz(B,n) = priz(B,n)
over QB satisfying a coherence condition over 4-fold fibre products. This establishes a cano-

nical descent structure on (£, P, 1), and it remains to perform the descent.
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Separating structure, £ is a super 2-line bundle over 2y, B : prj L — pr5 L is a 1-
isomorphism on g Xy Qo, and £ is a 2-isomorphism on 2 Xy Qo Xy Qo; hence, a descent
object for the 2-stack of super 2-line bundles. Thus, by Theorem 2.1.12, there exists a super
2-line bundle £’ on I'{j together with a l-isomorphism 7L’ = L. Next, we consider the
1-isomorphism P : s*L — (t*£)“ over 1, and the 2-isomorphism

* % prj P * (1% w
pri s*L ———— prj(t*L)

S*BJ /77/ lt*B‘*’
pry s*L 7 pri(t* L)%

Together with the compatibility condition (3.2.7) between 1 and &, this means precisely that P

descends along T} to a l-isomorphism P’ : s*£’ — (t*£")?" over I'}. Finally, the compatibility

condition (3.2.6) means that 1) descends to a 2-isomorphism

Y (priP PR o pr P = P,

which then automatically satisfies the associativity condition (3.2.3). This shows that
(L', P" 4" is a super 2-line bundle over (I, ¢'). By construction, it is an essential preim-
age of (£, P, 1) under the pullback functor 7.

This proves that T™ is essentially surjective, which is the most important part of our
theorem. Similarly, one proves that it is also fully faithful. O

Remark 3.3.3. Theorem 3.3.2 restricts to all sub-sheaves of s2LBdl that we have described in
Definition 3.2.8, namely, to Grb, sGrb, and 2£Bdl. It does not restrict to cs-sAlgBdIP! and
versions thereof.

3.4 Cohomological classification

If I' is a Lie groupoid and F is a sheaf of abelian groups on the category of smooth mani-
folds, one defines the Cech cohomology groups H*(I', F) using a semi-simplicial open cover
U = (U*)ken of the simplicial smooth manifold N(T), i.e., U* = (UF),c;» is an open cover of

I'j., and for each face map f : I'y, — I'; there is a map f : I¥ — I' such that f(UF) C U]l;
Then, one can consider the double complex
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whose columns are the usual Cech complexes of the open covers U, U!, etc., and the differ-
ential A : C™(U!, F) — C™(U"!, F) in the rows is defined by

I+1

A=) (-1Pay,

p=0

where 0, : I'j41 — I'; is the p-th face map. Explicitly, 9, : I't — I'g are 9y = s and 01 = ¢,
and 0, : I'jy1 — Iy is given by

(715 m) p=0
817('707 "'7’71) = (707 -y Yp—1 © Vp; "'77l) O<p<li+1
(’Y(),...,’yl_l) p:l—|-1.

For instance, A‘C’n(u() ) = s* — t*. As usual, we form the total cohomology of this double

complex with differential D|xr e, F) = d+(—1)PA. There is a partial order on simplicial open

covers, and the direct limit over the total cohomology of the above double complex is called
the Cech cohomology of the Lie groupoid T' with values in F and is denoted by H™(T", F). We
refer to [Tu06] for more details and background on Lie groupoid cohomology. We note that the

projection to the first column in the double complex induces a map po : H*(T', F) — H*(Ty, F)

to the ordinary Cech cohomology of the manifold I'y. We also note the following special cases:

(i) If X is a smooth manifold, then py : H*( Xy, F) — HF(X, F) is an isomorphism [Tu06,
Prop. 4.8].

(ii) If G is a Lie group, and BG = %//G is the corresponding Lie groupoid, H*(BG, F) is
the (“Segal-Mitchison”, “Brylinski”) smooth group cohomology of the Lie group G; this
follows, e.g., by comparing the constructions above with those in [Bry].

As usual, if A is an abelian Lie group, we will denote by the same letter the corresponding

sheaf of locally constant A-valued functions, and by A the corresponding sheaf of smooth
A-valued functions.

Ezample 3.4.1. Let us examine the Cech cohomology I[I”(F, Z2) in lowest degrees:

(a) A class in H(T, Zy) is represented by a family a = (a;);c 0 of smooth maps a; : UY — Zs.
The cocycle condition dar = 0 requires o;; = «; on any intersection ulnu JQ of open sets
of U°, and the cocycle condition Aa = 0 requires, for each open set UZ-1 of U that
s*a () = t"ay(;). In other words, a is a sign for each connected component of I'g, with
signs coinciding whenever there is a morphism between two components.

(b) A class in H'(T',Z,) is represented by a pair (e,0) of a family € = (e;;); jeo, with
€ij - UZ-0 N UJQ — Zg, and a family 0 = (0y);ep1 with o5 : UZ-1 — Zo, satisfying three
conditions:

e jc = 0: the usual Cech cocycle condition

e jo—Ae=0,i.e., 3*65(1'),5(]') — t*et(i),t(j) =0 —0; on Uil N Ujl,
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o Ao =0, ie., pry oy, i) — €0y + PIi Ope (i) = 0.

We note the following result, which is merely a corollary of its graded version (to be
proved below as Theorem 3.4.5), obtained by considering the case ¢ = 1 there.

Proposition 3.4.2. Super 2-line bundles over a Lie groupoid T are classified by the Cech
cohomology of ', in such a way that there is a canonical bijection

ho(s2L8BdI(I)) = HY(T, Zy) x HY(T, Zs) x H*(T, CX),

where hg denotes the set of isomorphism classes of objects. Under this bijection, the sub-
sets hosGrb(I') and ho(cs-sAlgBAI(T)) correspond to the subsets HY(T', Zy) x H2(I',C*) and
HO(T', Z2) x py ! (Tor H2(Ty, C*)), respectively.

The reduction of this result to I' = X4;s reproduces Theorem 2.1.6.

Our aim is now to extend Cech cohomology for Lie groupoids to graded Lie groupoids.
For this purpose, we require that the sheaf F is equipped with a Zs-action by morphisms of
sheaves of abelian groups. We denote this action by e > f, for ¢ € {£1} and some f € F(U).
Now we modify the setup described above in the following way. The row’s differential A is
replaced by a differential A? : C*(U!, F) — C™(U, F) defined by

I+1
. ¢ *
AP =D e, > (219
p=0

where the function Ef’p : Ty — Zy = {£1} is defined for [ > 0 and 0 < p <[ by

1 p <l

? —
El,p(’Ylu "'7’7[) T {(ﬁ(’n) p _ l

One can check that this satisfies A? o A®? = 0, and that A? commutes with (the unchanged)
Cech coboundary operator §. Thus, we obtain, via the same procedure as in the ungraded
case, the Cech cohomology H™((T, ¢), F) of the graded Lie groupoid (T, ¢).

Remark 3.4.3.

e If the Zy-action on F is the trivial one, then the Cech cohomology of the graded Lie
groupoid (I, ¢) coincides with the one of the ungraded Lie groupoid I'.

e Since the modification for the grading ¢ does not affect the Cech differential §, the
projection po : H*((T, ¢), F) — H"(Tg, F) is still well-defined.

e If (G is a graded Lie group, i.e., a Lie group equipped with a homomorphism ¢ : G — Zo,
then fI"((BG ,€),F) can be seen as the smooth group cohomology of the graded Lie group
(G,e).
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Ezample 3.4.4. Let us examine the relevant Cech cohomology group H2((T', ¢), C*), where the
Zy-action on C* is given by complex conjugation. A class in H2((T', ), C*) is represented by a
triple (1,7, f) consisting of a family y1 = (ujx); j keo of smooth maps j;;y, : UZ-OﬂUjOﬂUlg — C*,
of a family n = (1;;); jen of smooth maps n;; : Ul N Uj1 — C*, and of a family f = (f;);cr2
of smooth maps f; : U? — C*, satisfying the following four conditions:

e 5u =0, the usual Cech cocycle condition.

o 0n+ A% =0: forall y € Uil ﬂU]:-l ﬂU,%,
Hs(i),s(),s(k) (S(V)) - M () - mik(y) " i (7) = 6() > k(i e(5),000) (H(7)- (34.1)
e 5f — A%y =0: for all (y1,72) € UZ N Uj2,
Fi(nsy2) - filrns 2) ™ ey ey (1092) = (V2> 3),pry () (V1) Tl (8).pra ) (72) - (3:4-2)
o A?f =0: for (y1,72,73) € Uz‘g’
Fao(iy (72:98) * fan(iy (11:72 098) = Joriy (11 ©92:%8) - D(33) ® fay@y (15 72)- - (3.4.3)

Under the usual procedure of classifying bundle gerbes by Cech cohomology (see, e.g., [Ste00],
[GSW11]), one can construct from the Cech cocycle p a bundle gerbe G over I'y. Moreover,
one can construct from 1 — using (3.4.1) and that the complex conjugate cocycle constructs
the complex conjugate bundle gerbe — a l-isomorphism P : s*G — t*G? over I';. Finally, one
can construct from f — using (3.4.2) — a 2-isomorphism 1) : (prj P)P'2% o pry P = ¢*P over I'y,
and (3.4.3) implies an equality

(¢ x id)" ¢ o (priy 5 0 id) = (id xc)"4p @ (id o prig 1)

of 2-isomorphisms over I's, which is nothing but the commutative diagram (3.2.3). Summariz-
ing, we have described the reconstruction of a bundle gerbe over (I', ¢) (see Definition 3.2.8)
from a cocycle. It is standard to show that this establishes a bijection

I:I2((P7 ), Q) = hoGrb(T, ¢)7
in other words, H2((T, ¢), CX) classifies bundle gerbes over (T, ¢).

Theorem 3.4.5. Super 2-line bundles over a graded Lie groupoid (I, ¢) are classified by the
Cech cohomology of (T, @), namely, there is a canonical bijection

ho(s2LBdI(T, ¢)) = HO((T, ¢),Za) x H'((T, ¢), Z) x H((T, ¢),C),

where the sheaves Zo are equipped with the trivial involution, and the sheaf C* is
equipped with the involution given by complex conjugation. The subsets hosGrb(T, ¢) and
ho(cs-sAlgBAI(T, ¢)) correspond, respectively, to the subsets H'((T, ¢), Zy) x H2((T, ¢),C>)
and HO((T, ¢), Z2) x py ' (Tor H2(T, CX)).
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Proof. The main point is that extracting local data from a super 2-line bundle (£, P, 1)) over
(T, ¢), as described for smooth manifolds in Remark 2.1.7, yields the correct cocycle data,
in particular, the correct signs for the grading ¢. Indeed, we collect the data (ou,e;j, ftijk)
extracted there for an open cover U° of I'y. Next, we work with respect to an open cover U!
on I'y. We first consider the restriction of P to an open set U, ! and consider the composite
t(l o ‘P\Ul 08" Nyipy 1 8" Ay — t° .A . Since the inclusion of central
simple algebra bundles into super 2- vector bundles is fully falthful (Proposition 2.1.10), P;
can be identified with an invertible (t*Af’(i))—(S*As(i))—bimodule bundle P;. In particular, this
implies t* ;) = 5" (;), providing the remaining cocycle condition in Example 3.4.1 (a); thus,

l-isomorphism P; := t*N

a gives the class HO(T, Zy) = HO((T', ¢), Z3). Moreover, since, by construction, the algebras
A; are fixed representatives of the Morita equivalence classes (see Remark 2.1.7), we have

Agey = A%), where ¢; is the value of ¢ over Ul-l. We can assume that the bimodule bundle P; is

trivializable, P; = UZ-1 x P;, where P, is an invertible A;-A;-bimodule, where A; := Af(ii) = Ass)
for any i € I'. Thus, P, & —g;A;, for a locally constant map o; : Ul — Zs, where —A
stands for I1A, the grading reversal, see Remark 2.1.7. On a double overlap Ul-lj =UlN U},
we observe that the intertwiner ¢ of the 1-isomorphism P (see Definition 2.1.3) induces an
invertible intertwiner

¢ij : Pjo S*Ms(i) s(j) — t * MO ) © Pi,

t(i),t
where M;; is the invertible bimodule bundle over U1 constructed in Remark 2.1.7. Under
the trivializations P; = U; L% P, and M; ij = U 0 % M (where M;; is an A-A-bimodule, for
A= A; = Aj), we obtain two consequences:

1.  We obtain an invertible intertwiner between the typical fibres,

@i ~
My o) @4, i = Py @ 1, MGi),s(5)-
Using the isomorphisms P; 2 —¢; A; and M;; = €;jA; = €;A; and the equality A, =A s(i)
this shows an equality €;(;) (j) —0i = —0j+€4(;),5(j), Which is the cocycle condition do—Ae
of Example 3.4.1 (b).

2. Under above trivializations, the intertwiner ¢;; becomes a smooth map 7;; : Ul-lj — C*.
The commutative diagram (2.1.1) for ¢ then shows precisely condition (3.4.1), i.e.,
o+ A% =0.

Finally, we work with a cover 42 of I'y, and there on an open set Uiz. The 2-isomorphism

1 induces an isomorphism

(prlp ())p2¢lopr277pr () = ¢ 77()

Under the trivializations P; = —o; A4;, it becomes an equality PIT Opr, (i) + P2 Opr, (i) = € 0c(i)s
which provides the cocycle condition Ao = 0 of Example 3.4.1 (b); thus showing that (e, 0)
defines a class in H'(T', Zy) = H'((T', ¢), Z2). Moreover, we obtain a smooth map f; : U2 — C*
satisfying (3.4.2). Finally, the commutativity of (3.2.3) implies the remaining cocycle condi-
tion A?f = 0, showing that (u,n, f) defines a class in H2((T", ¢), CX).
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It is straightforward to generalize the reconstruction procedure explained in Example 3.4.4
for (ungraded) bundle gerbes to super 2-line bundles, and moreover, to show that this is inverse
to the above extraction of local data. O

4 Twistings and twisted vector bundles

The following is the central definition and conveys the main point of this article.

Definition 4.1. Let (I',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid. A twisting on (', ¢) is a super 2-line
bundle (£, P,v) over (I', ¢) in the sense of Definition 3.2.1.

The following is the corresponding, canonical definition of a category of twisted vector
bundles; these constitute the ingredients of the twisted K-groups belonging to the twistings
of Definition 4.1.

Definition 4.2. Let (£,P,v) be a twisting on (I',¢). An (£, P,)-twisted super vector
bundle is a 1-morphism (£, P, 1) — (J,id,id) in the bicategory s2LBdI(T', ¢). Twisted super
vector bundles form the category

sVBAIP (T, ¢) := Homgepair,g) (£, P, ¥), (3,id, id)).

Remark 4.3. Unwinding Definition 4.2, an (£,P,v)-twisted super vector bundle is a 1-

morphism of super 2-line bundles
B:L—>T (4.1)

over I’y together with a 2-isomorphism of super 2-line bundles

n:s"B = (t*B)? o P (4.2)
over I'y, such that the diagram
Mvyq0 le}
Bs(’yz) V1072 ‘Bf((»;yll) "2) o Py o
id onwzﬂ/ ﬂid Oy vy
B¢(VZ) oP B¢(’Y1)¢(’Y2) o TP%(W) 0P,

t2) ~ 72 02 oid t(n)

is commutative for all (71, 7y2) € I's. If £ is a bundle gerbe, then B is the same as a bundle gerbe
module in the sense of [BCM ™02, Section 4]. If £ is an algebra bundle, then B is just a module
bundle. If £ = J is the trivial 2-line bundle, then B is an ordinary super vector bundle. If the
twisting is completely trivial (J,id, id), we obtain a category sVBdAI(T', ¢) := sVBJ1Zidid) (T, )
of (untwisted) super vector bundles over (T, ¢).
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The purpose of this paper is to show that the following list of versions of twistings that
have appeared in the literature consists of special cases of Definitions 4.1 and 4.2.

(1) Bundle gerbes [Mur96].

Bundle gerbes over a smooth manifold M are a special case of Definition 4.1, as
Grb(M) C s2LBdI(M) = s2LBdI(My;s) = s2LBdl(My;s, 1),

see Proposition 2.1.9 and Remark 3.2.7. The twisted vector bundles are precisely the
bundle gerbe modules. Their role as twistings for K-theory has been described in
[BCM™02]. Bundle gerbes are of course just a special case of the next item, (2).

(2) Equivariant bundle gerbes [NS11, Nik09].

Equivariant bundle gerbes over Lie groupoids I' are defined by the canonical homotopy
limit construction outlined in (3.1.1), and are included as

Grb(T) C s2LBAIT) = s2LBdI(T, 1),

see Definition 3.2.8 and Remark 3.2.7. A similar construction of equivariant bundle
gerbes can be found in [MRSV17]. Precursors have appeared for the case when I is an
action groupoid, e.g. in [GR03, Mei02, GSW11].

(3)  Chern-Simons twistings [FHLT10].

Every multiplicative bundle gerbe over a Lie group G is also G-equivariant w.r.t. the
conjugation action of G on itself; this makes them a subclass of equivariant bundle
gerbes and a special case of (2). The twisted vector bundles of Definition 4.2 form
(for a finite group G) the modular tensor category that belongs to the corresponding
Chern-Simons theory. We discuss this in detail in Section 5.5.

(4)  Jandl gerbes [SSWOT7].

Jandl gerbes live over a Real manifold, i.e., a smooth manifold M with an involution
o : M — M. They are the same as bundle gerbes (G, P,1) over the corresponding
graded groupoid Gr(M, o) (see Example 3.1.2 (d)); thus,

JdiGrb(M, o) = Grb(Gr(M, o)) C s2LBdl(Gr(M, 0)).

This is a special case of (7), which is investigated thoroughly in Section 5.1.
(5) Real gerbes of Gomi-Thiang [GT21].

These are Jandl gerbes (G, P, ) where the surjective submersion of G is an open cover
to which the involution lifts. This is a subclass of (4).

(6) Real bundle gerbes of Hekmati-Murray-Stevenson-Vozzo [HMSV19].

These are Jandl gerbes (G, P, 1) where the 1-isomorphism P is (induced from) a refine-
ment (Definition 2.2.4). This is another subclass of (4).
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(13)

Equivariant Jandl gerbes [GSW11].

Equivariant Jandl gerbes live over a smooth manifold M with an action of a finite
graded group (G,¢), i.e., a group G with a homomorphism ¢ : G — Zs, and we prove
in Section 5.1 that they are the same as bundle gerbes over the corresponding graded
action groupoid M //(G,e) (see Example 3.1.2 (c)),

GSW (G, e) = Grb(M /(G €)) C s2LBAUM (G, ¢)).

For (G, &) = (Z9,id) this is (4). For arbitrary G and e = 1, it is a special case of (2).
Moutuou’s RG bundle gerbes [Moul2].

These are a super version of (6); by a straightforward generalization of the discussion
of (7) in Section 5.1, they embed into super 2-line bundles over Gr(M, o).

Twistings of Freed-Hopkins-Teleman [FHT11b].

Freed-Hopkins-Teleman’s twistings live over (ungraded) Lie groupoids I', and are the
same as (equivariant) super bundle gerbes,

FHT(T) = hy (sGrb(T)) C hy (s2£BdI(T)).

This needs again more elaboration, which is carried out in Section 5.3.
Twistings of Angel-Gémez-Uribe [AGU18].

These live over action groupoids X /G, and are a special case of (9).
Freed-Moore’s twisted groupoid extensions [FM13].

These live over graded Lie groupoids (I',¢), and they are the same as super 2-line
bundles (£, P, 1) over (I, ¢) whose underlying super 2-line bundle £ is trivial; while the
morphisms correspond to refinements:

FM(T, ¢) = s2LBAI (T, ¢) C s2LBAI(T, )

triv

This needs more elaboration, which is carried out in Section 5.2. The twisted vector
bundles of [FM13] coincide precisely with our Definition 4.2.

Magnetic equivariant vector bundles of Serrano-Uribe-Xicotencatl [SUX24].

These are a special case of our twisted vector bundles from Definition 4.2, reduced
to graded Lie groupoids induced from graded Lie groups (see Example 3.1.2 (b)), and
reduced to trivial twistings. This is a special case of (11).

Moutuou’s Real twistings [Moul2].

Moutuou’s Real twistings live over Real groupoids (I',7), i.e. Lie groupoids with an
involutive functor 7. They can be viewed as a Real analogue of Freed-Hopkins-Teleman’s
twistings of (11). Indeed, associated to any Real groupoid (', 7) is a graded Lie groupoid
Gr(T',7), and every Real twisting over (I',7) gives rise to a super 2-line bundle over
Gr(T', 7). This is discussed thoroughly in Section 5.4.
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(14) Berwick-Evans-Guo Real twistings [BEG].

These twistings are defined similarly to Moutuou’s Real twistings of (13) but using topo-
logical stacks instead of topological groupoids. A comparison between both approaches
can be found in [BEG, §3.4 & §3.5].

(15) Freed’s twisted invertible algebra bundles [Frel2].

These live over Lie groupoids I', and involve a certain “double cover” by a graded Lie
groupoid. Under the assumption that the grading of the double cover is induced by
a grading ¢ on the Lie groupoid I', Freed’s twisted invertible algebra bundles can be
identified with super 2-line bundles over (T, ¢). This is discussed in detail in Section 5.6.

(16) Orientifold twistings of Distler-Freed-Moore [Fre09, DFM11, DFM10].

Distler-Freed-Moore’s orientifold twistings are similar to (15), but feature instead of
algebra bundles a certain Z-valued grading function d. Under the same limitation as
in (15), these twistings yield super 2-line bundles over (I", ¢). This is discussed in detail
in Section 5.7.

(17) Gomi-Freed-Moore twistings [Gom17].

These live over graded groupoids (', ¢), and they are the same as the Distler-Freed-
Moore-twistings of (16) with two constraints: first, they satisfy our assumption that
the grading of the double cover is induced from one on the base, and second, that the
grading function d is trivial. This is a special case of (16), and yields all super bundle
gerbes over (T, ¢).

5 Comparison work

In this section we carry out the comparison work announced in Section 4.

5.1 Equivariant Jandl gerbes

The paper [GSW11] introduced a general theory for B-fields in unoriented orbifold sigma mo-
dels. The B-field is modelled by a so-called equivariant Jandl gerbe, combining an orbifolding
process with the treatment of unoriented worldsheets. The following notion was introduced.

Definition 5.1.1. An orientifold group (G,¢) for a smooth manifold X is a finite group G
acting smoothly from the left on X, together with a group homomorphism ¢ : G — Zs.

This embeds into the more general notion of graded Lie groupoids (Definition 3.1.1) by
associating to an orientifold group (G,e) the action groupoid X /G together with the map
¢ : G X X — Zo, (g,2) — €(g). We prove in Theorem 5.1.6 below that the equivariant Jandl
gerbes of [GSW11] for an orientifold group (G,¢) are the same as bundle gerbes over the
graded Lie groupoid (X /G, ¢.), and hence, in particular, 2-line bundles over that groupoid.
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For the geometric part, we consider the bicategory hGrb(X) of hermitian bundle ger-
bes over X, and therein the bigroupoid hGrb*(X) that contains only the invertible 1-
morphisms and 2-morphisms. Forgetting the hermitian metrics reproduces the sub-bicategory
Grb(X) C s2LBdl(X) of Section 2.1. In [GSW11] the following constructions are made. Sup-
pose § = (m, M, ) is a hermitian bundle gerbe, i.e., M is a hermitian line bundle and p is
an unitary bundle isomorphism. Then, G' := (7, M*, u"~!) denotes the (usual) dual bundle

tr—1

gerbe: M™* is the dual line bundle, equipped with the dual metric, and pu is the inverse

of the transpose of u. If A = ({,P,¢) : 91 — G2 is a hermitian bundle gerbe isomorphism,
then we set Al := (¢, P*, ¢t 1) : SJ{ — 9;. Thus, A' has the same surjective submersion
(:Z — Yy xx Yo and the dual hermitian line bundle P*. We note that ¢ is a unitary bundle
isomorphism, over a point (2, 2') € ZP with ¢(2) =: (y1,92) and C(2') =: (v}, 1),

¢Z7Z/ : PZ’ ® (Ml)yhyi — (M2)y2,y§ ® PZ'

Up to a reordering of tensor factors, this coincides with the conventions of [GSW11]. Thus,
#'" 1 is an isomorphism

—1 * * * *
<Z5ZZ/ Pr® (Ml)y1,yi - (M2)y2,y’2 ®P;,

and one checks that it satisfies the required coherence property so that A' is well-defined.
Finally, if 8 : A1 = A is a 2-isomorphism, then g7 = gtr—1 . .AI = .A; is a new 2-
isomorphism. These constructions define a 2-functor

()T : hGrb* (X) — hGrb* (X)

that is involutive under a canonical natural isomorphism (..)TT 2 id.

The definitions in [GSW11] are based on the 2-functor (..)T. Before we recall those, we
want to relate (..) to our complex conjugation functor (..) of (2.3.1).

Lemma 5.1.2. The two 2-functors

hGrb* (X) — Grb (X) C 26BdI(X) —Ls 2LBdl(X)

and

hGrb* (X) ~25 hGrb* (X) = Grb* (X) € 2£BdI(X)

are canonically naturally isomorphic. In short: upon forgetting the hermitian metrics, the
functor ()T is complex conjugation.

Proof. We recall that an inner product (—, —) on a finite-dimensional complex vector space
V' (antilinear in the first component) induces an isomorphism

VoViive (v,-). (5.1.1)
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Moreover, V is equipped with an inner product (—, —), given by the complex conjugate of
the original one. Also, V* is equipped with an inner product, which is usually induced from
V along the isomorphism (5.1.1), so that (5.1.1) actually becomes an isometric isomorphism.
Moreover, for an isometric isomorphism ¢ : V' — W, the relevant diagram

V—V*

g{ Lot” (5.1.2)

W—W*

is commutative. The isometric isomorphism (5.1.1) extends to hermitian vector bundles,
and a diagram analogous to (5.1.2) exists for unitary isomorphisms between hermitian vector
bundles.
If § = (m, M, ) is a hermitian bundle gerbe, then we obtain a canonical isomorphism
¢ : G — G, which is the refinement consisting of the identity id : ¥ — Y and the unitary
line bundle isomorphism upq : M — M?*. The commutativity of (5.1.2) shows the one of the
relevant diagram (2.2.1).

If A: Gy — Gs is a l-isomorphism, then we construct a 2-isomorphism

We have to compute the two composites. Suppose A = (¢, P, ¢), so that A = ({,P,¢) and
AT = (¢, P*,¢!"1). Then, we get AT o Ry = (¢, P*, ¢! o (id ®uy, ), with the morphism
being

id ®@um, ¢tT71

Pl ® (Ml)yl . P& (Mf)yhy’l = (Mg)yz,yé ® P;,

as well as Ry 0 A = (¢, P, (un, ® id) o @), with the morphism being

_ 5 o _ uM2®id

P ® (Ml)y1 v, — = (M2)y27y/2 RP, (./\/l )y2 v, R P,.
The claimed 2-morphism is given by

N4 i=up : P — P*.

The relevant commutative diagram is the outer shape of the diagram

— ) i uM2®1d

P @ (M) Y1,y1 M2y2y’2®P y2y’2®P

UMHRP
u7>®1d M) \ ld Qup
1
y17y1 1d Dur, * y1,y1 o= P T yz Y5 ® Py,

ZZ
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which is commutative because all subdiagrams are commutative: the triangular dia-
grams because (5.1.1) is compatible with tensor products, and the one in the middle
is (5.1.2). One can now check that ng and 7,4 are the components of a natural isomorphism

n: U‘hgrbX(X) = ()" O

By Lemma 5.1.2 we can replace occurrences of (..)T in [GSW11] consistently by complex
conjugation. Next we recall the following definition from [GSW11]. Given an orientifold group
(G,e) and a bundle gerbe G over X, we set for g € G

99 = (g7)"5"9, (5.1.3)

1 1

where g7 : X — X is the diffeomorphism assigned to g—' via the action of G on X, and

(..)¥(9) refers to the convention fixed in Section 3.2, i.e., it means nothing when £(g) = 1 and
it means complex conjugation when e(g) = —1. For a l-isomorphism A : § — H between
bundle gerbes, we define

gA = (g7 A9 1 gG — gH. (5.1.4)

Finally, for a 2-isomorphism 3 : A = A’, we define
gB = (g7 )*p9 : gA = gA'. (5.1.5)

These definitions promote each group element g € G to a functor Fy, : Grb(X) — Grb(X) that
is covariant at all levels and satisfies Fy, o F,, = F,,, . The following is [GSW11, Def. 2.9].

Definition 5.1.3. Let (G, ¢) be an orientifold group for X and let § be a bundle gerbe over
X. A (G, e)-equivariant structure on G consists of 1-isomorphisms

Ag: G — g5 (5.1.6)
for each g € G, and of 2-isomorphisms
Pg1,90 * 1A gy 0 Agy = Agigy (5.1.7)
for each pair g1, g2 € G, such that the diagram

id 0®gq,92

9192"493 o gl‘Agz © ‘Agl EE—, 9192‘Ag3 o ‘A9192
gl@QQ’QSOid\H/ ﬂ/ﬂpglgg,gg (518)
91‘A92g3 ° ‘Ag1

A
©91,9293 919293

is commutative for all g1, g2, g3 € G. We call the triple (G, A, ) a (G, e)-equivariant bundle
gerbe.

The following is [GSW11, Def. 2.11].
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Definition 5.1.4. Let (G,e) be an orientifold group for X and let (G', Al o!)
and (G2,A2,0%) be (G,¢e)-equivariant bundle gerbes. A (G, e)-equivariant I1-morphism
(G, AL 1) — (G2,A2%,¢%) is a 1-morphism B : G! — G2 of the underlying bundle gerbes
together with a family of 2-isomorphisms

ng : 9B ofl; :>A§ol3, (5.1.9)
one for each g € G, such that the diagram

1 1 idocpél’g2
G192B o g1 Ay, 0o Ay =——=g192Bo A

91Mgs oidﬂ

1
9192

g1AZ, o 1B o A} 9192 (5.1.10)
id onglﬂ/
2 2 2
g1Ag, © Ag, 0B 72 ppoid Agign ©B

of 2-isomorphisms is commutative for all g1, g2 € G.

We also recall the notion of 2-morphisms from [GSW11].

Definition 5.1.5. Suppose we have two (G, ¢)-equivariant bundle gerbes (G',A!, ') and
(G2,A%,4?) and two equivariant 1-morphisms (B,n) and (B’,7n') between them. A (G,e)-
equivariant 2-morphism (B,n) = (B',n') is a 2-morphism £ : B = B’ which is compatible
with the 2-isomorphisms 7, and 77; in the sense that the diagram

gBo A; $>A3 0B
gsoidﬂ ﬂid ot (5.1.11)
gB’ OA; :,>.A3 o B’

g

of 2-morphisms commutes for all g € G.

(G, e)-equivariant bundle gerbes in the sense of [GSW11] form a bicategory that we denote
here for one moment by GSWx (G, ¢).

Theorem 5.1.6. Let (G,e) be an orientifold group for a smooth manifold X, and let
(X)G, ¢:) be the associated graded Lie groupoid. The bicategory of (G, e)-equivariant bundle
gerbes of [GSW11] is equivalent to the bicategory of bundle gerbes over (X/)/G, ¢:),

GSWx(G,e) = Srb(X /G, ¢.) C s2LBdI(X )G, ¢.).
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Proof. The proof consists mainly of a conversion between the different conventions. If G is a
bundle gerbe over X, and (Ag, g, ,4.) is a (G, e)-equivariant structure on § in the sense of
Definition 5.1.3, then, using that G is finite,

L:=G , iP|{g}><X = Ag—l and ¢|{gl}><{g2}><X = ngz’l,gl’l

is a bundle gerbe over (X/G,¢.) in the sense of Definition 3.2.8. Next, if
(B,mg) : (GL, AL 1) — (G2, A%, ¢?) is a (G, e)-equivariant 1-morphism, then

B and 77’{g}><X = 77;}1

is a 1-morphism of the associated bundle gerbes (L1, P ypl) — (£2, P2 4?) over (X/G, ¢.)
in the sense of Definition 3.2.8. Similarly, if £ : (B,ny) — (B',n) is a (G,¢)-equivariant
2-morphism, then & : (B,n) — (B’,n') is a 2-morphism of the associated 1-morphisms
of bundle gerbes over (X/G,¢.) in the sense of Definition 3.2.8. This defines a functor
GSWx (G,e) — Grb(X /G, ¢.) which is now easily checked to be an equivalence. O

Remark 5.1.7. [GSW11, Prop. 3.1] gives a cohomological classification of equivariant Jandl
gerbes (with hermitian metrics and connections), by a “twisted-equivariant” version of smooth
Deligne cohomology. Stripping off the connection data, the cocycle data for an equivariant
Jandl gerbe satisfies conditions (3.3), (3.8), (3.10) and (3.11) in [GSW11]. Under slight
change of conventions, one can check that these coincide with the conditions for a 2-cocycle in
H2((X)G, ¢.),C*) listed in Example 3.4.4. Indeed, under the equivalence of Theorem 5.1.6,
Example 3.4.4 is precisely the classification of equivariant Jandl gerbes (without metrics and
connections).

Remark 5.1.8. Descent for equivariant Jandl gerbes has already been considered in [GSW11].
We consider an orientifold group (G,e) for a smooth manifold X, in such a way that the
normal subgroup G° := ker(e) acts without fixed points. Thus, the quotient X’ := X/G°
is again a smooth manifold, for which the remaining group G’ := G/G° together with its
induced grading €' : G’ — Zs is an orientifold group. Then, [GSW11, Thm. 3.1] proves an
equivalence

GSWx(G,e) 2 GSWx/ (G, ). (5.1.12)

In our current framework, this result follows from Theorem 3.3.2 and our equivalence of
Theorem 5.1.6. To see this, we consider the graded Lie groupoids (X /G, ¢.) and (X' |G, ¢.1),
and the obvious projection functor

(X//Gv ¢€) — (X,//le ¢€/)‘

This functor is even and one can easily prove that it is a weak equivalence, in fact, a covering
functor. Hence, Theorem 3.3.2 implies the equivalence (5.1.12).
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5.2 Freed-Moore’s twisted groupoid extensions

Freed and Moore introduced in [FM13] so-called twisted groupoid extensions to describe
symmetry protected phases in condensed matter physics. We show (Theorem 5.2.7) that
Freed and Moore’s twisted groupoid extensions are the same as graded-equivariant super
2-line bundles whose underlying 2-line bundle is trivial; hence, they are particular graded-
equivariant super 2-line bundles.

We recall that we denote by L the complex conjugate of a complex line bundle L. We fix
the following notation. Let L be a line bundle and ¢ = +1. Then,

L¢= {L’ =+l (5.2.1)

L, &¢=—1.

Definition 5.2.1. Let (I',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid. A ¢-twisted super extension of I' is
a pair (L, \) consisting of a super line bundle L over I'y together with an isomorphism

A:pri LP2® @ pry L — ¢* L (5.2.2)
of super line bundles over I's, such that the diagram

(Lgl('yz) ® L»Yz)d)(%) ® Ly ——— Lfl(’m).tﬁ(%) ® (sz(’m) ® Ln;)

Afﬁs;@i{ fd@kw
B(v3) B(v2073)
L“/lO“/z ® L“fs L“/l ® L’YQO’YS (5'2'3)
m /'ﬂ/zovg
L“/l 072073

commutes for each composable triple of morphisms (y1,72,7v3) € I's.

Definition 5.2.1 coincides with [FM13, Def. 7.23 (iii)] under the dropping of hermitian
structures and some notational reformulations. First, our notion of a graded Lie groupoid
coincides with Freed-Moore’s notion of a “groupoid with a homomorphism to +1”. Second,
our super line bundle L is described there as a line bundle with a map ¢ : I'} — {%1}.
Third, our notation L? (defined in (5.2.1)) coincides with Freed-Moore’s notation ¢L defined
in [FM13, Eq. (7.9)]. Then, the isomorphism X is exactly as in [FM13, (7.10)], and the
diagram is precisely [FM13, (7.11)].

Ezample 5.2.2. For any graded Lie groupoid (T, ¢) there is a trivial ¢-twisted super extension
Ir 4 consisting of the trivial line bundle C x I'1, considered as purely even, and of the isomor-
phism A4, given in each fibre by C? ® C = C ® C — C, using the canonical isomorphism
C =2 C over points with ¢ = —1.
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Ezample 5.2.3. Let (G,¢e) be a graded Lie group (Example 3.1.2 (b)); we consider the asso-
ciated graded groupoid (BG, ¢) with ¢ :=e. A ¢-twisted super extension of BG is the same
as a group extension

1—U1l)—G—G—1 (5.2.4)

which for all § € G and A € U(1) satisfies
(5.2.5)

together with a Lie group homomorphism ¢ : G — {£1}. The trivial ¢-twisted super ex-
tension Ipg 4 corresponds to the semi-direct product G x U(1), where G acts on U(1) via
¢+ G — Zy = Aut(U(1)), and the constant Lie group homomorphism ¢ = 1. Twisted
group extensions are discussed in more detail in [FM13, Section 1]. The super version thereof
appears in [FM13, Section 3.

Freed-Moore arrange ¢-twisted super extensions of I' in a category under the following
notion of morphisms, which we copy from [FM13, Definition 7.27]. We call these morphisms
“refinements” for reasons that will become clear later.

Definition 5.2.4. Let (T',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid and let (Li, A1) and (Lo, A2) be
¢-twisted super extensions of I'. A refinement (L1, A1) — (L2, A2) is an isomorphism

n:Li— Lo (5.2.6)

of super line bundles over I'; such that the diagram

o) Atlyvo
L1|71(ﬁ/2) ® L1|'yz L1|“/1072
7724:1“2)@”%2\[ lnﬂ o2 (5.2.7)
¢
Lz\vl(m ® Laly, e Loy 0ms

commutes for each pair 1,79 € I'1 of composable morphisms.

We denote the category of Freed-Moore’s ¢-twisted super extensions of I' by FM(T, ¢).

Interestingly, twisted super extensions also form a bicategory under a natural and more
general kind of morphisms. These more general morphisms do not appear in [FM13] but
will be useful in order to understand the relation to graded-equivariant super 2-line bundles,
and also clarify the role of twisted vector bundles, see Proposition 5.2.12. However, there
is an untwisted (i.e. ¢ = 1) version of these more general morphisms in [FHT11b, §2]. The
situation is fully analogous to the setting of algebras, which are may be regarded as a category
under algebra homomorphisms, but also as a bicategory.
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Definition 5.2.5. Let (I, ¢) be a graded Lie groupoid and (L1, A1) and (L, A2) be ¢-twisted
super extensions of I'. A 1-morphism (L1, A1) — (L2, A2) is a pair (W, p) consisting of a super
vector bundle W over I'y and an isomorphism

p:Ly@sW = "W ® Ly (5.2.8)
of super vector bundles over I'; such that the diagram

pri L2 ? @ pry(Lo ® s*W) — (pri LB @ prs Ly) @ pri s*W 22258 ¢ Ly @ pry s* W

id ® prs p
pri L2 ? @ pri (W @ Ly) (L @ s* W)
pri(Ly @ s*W)P2 ¢ @ pry Ly c*p (5.2.9)

pry P2 ?®id

pri(t*W? @ L1)P2 ¢ @ prj Ly c(tW?® Ly)

prit* WP ePné @ (pry LI *® prs L) . W @ c Ly

of vector bundle morphisms over I'y is commutative.

Let (W, p) : (L1,M\1) — (L2, \2) and (W', p') : (Lo, A2) — (L3, A3) be 1-morphisms. The
composition (W', p')o (W, p) : (L1, A1) — (L3, A3) is the 1-morphism given by the super vector
bundle W’ @ W over I'g and the isomorphism of vector bundles

p'®id ®p

Ly@s* (W e W) (W @ Ly @ s*W — 22 (W' @ W)? @ Ly, (5:2.10)

Moreover, if (W, p) and (W', p') are both 1-morphisms (L1, A1) — (L2, \2), a 2-morphism
E: (W,p) = (W', p') is a morphism & : W — W’ of super vector bundles over 'y that is
compatible with the isomorphisms p and p’ in the sense that the following diagram commutes:

Lo ® W —L 5 t'We @ I,

id ®s*§l lt*g@ﬁ@id

Ly @ s*W —— t*\W'"? ® L,
p

It is straightforward to complete this structure to a bicategory, which we denote by FMY (T, ¢),
the bicategory of super extensions of the graded Lie groupoid (T, ¢).

Proposition 5.2.6. The bicategory FMbi(I‘,qS) 1s framed under Freed-Moore’s category of
twisted super extensions FM(T, ¢).
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Proof. Given a refinement 7 : (L1,A\1) — (L2,)2), we associate to it the 1-morphism
(W,p) = (L1,A\1) — (L2, A2) whose super vector bundle W over Ty is the trivial one and

1

whose map p : Ly — Lq is n~". This obviously preserves the composition. Moreover, it is

clear that (W, p) is invertible and hence admits an adjoint. O

Now we are in position to establish the relation between the bicategory FMY (T, ¢) of
¢-twisted super extensions and our bicategory of twistings s2LBdI(T", ¢).

Theorem 5.2.7. Let (T',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid. There is a canonical equivalence of
framed bicategories
FM(T, ¢) ———— FM"(T', ¢)

% F (5.2.11)

s2LBALE (T, ¢) —— s2L0Bdlyiy (T, ¢)

triv
between the framed bicategory of ¢-twisted super extensions of I' and the framed bicategory of
super 2-line bundles over (I', ¢) whose underlying super 2-line bundle is trivial.

Proof. In order to define the vertical functors on object level, we compare Definitions 3.2.1
and 5.2.1. First, we note that trivial super 2-line bundles canonically pull back and complex
conjugate to trivial super 2-line bundles. Then, the data of the 1-isomorphism P : J — J
over I'; (cf. (3.2.1)) reduces to a super line bundle L over I'y and the 2-isomorphism
Y 2 pri PP2%opry P = ¢*P (cf. (3.2.2)) reduces to an isomorphism A, , Lfiy)l(ﬁg)(X)Lﬁ,2 — Loy,
of super line bundles so that (3.2.3) becomes (5.2.3). In other words, a triple (J,P,) is the
same as a ¢-twisted super extension (L, \) of I'. Hence, we defined the vertical functors in
diagram (5.2.11) on object level by mapping (L, \) — (I, L, \).

A similar comparison can be done on the level of refinements, 1- and 2-morphisms; we
will not spell this out in too much detail, but we write down the definitions that should be
compared. To define the functor FM(T, ¢) — s2LBdES (T, ¢) on the level of morphisms,
we note that, for trivial underlying 2-line bundles, the data of Definition 3.2.10 reduces to a
2-isomorphism 7 : Py = Py which, by the description above, is the same as an isomorphism
of super line bundles Ly — L; over T'; that is — due to (3.2.6) — compatible with the maps A

1

in the sense of (5.2.7). In other words, ™" : L1 — Lo is precisely a refinement of ¢-twisted

super extensions of I' in the sense of Definition 5.2.4.

To define the functor FMbi(F, @) — s2LBdl,iv (I, @) on the level of 1-morphisms, we note
that Definition 3.2.3 reduces — for trivial underlying 2-line bundles — to Definition 5.2.5. More
precisely, the 1-morphism B : I — J over I'y of (3.2.4) is the same as a super vector bundle W
over I'g, and the 2-isomorphism 7 : Poo0s*B = t*B? 0Py of (3.2.5) reduces to an isomorphism
p:Ly®s*W — t*W?® Ly of super vector bundles over I'; such that (3.2.6) becomes (5.2.9).
Similar reasoning holds on the level of 2-morphisms.

It is also easy to check that both constructions result in functors and moreover in an
equivalence of categories and an equivalence of bicategories, respectively. O
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Remark 5.2.8. Theorem 5.2.7 together with our cohomological classification Theorem 3.4.5
shows that ¢-twisted super extensions (up to 1-isomorphisms in the sense of Definition 5.2.5)
are classified by the kernel of the homomorphism

po X po : HY(T, Zy) x H2((T, ¢), C*) — H* (T, Z) x H(Ty, C*),

since this homomorphism projects to the underlying super 2-line bundle over I'g, which is
trivial in Theorem 5.2.7. In particular, in the case of an action groupoid (X/G,¢.) for a
graded Lie group (G, ¢) acting on a smooth manifold X, we obtain

hoFMY (X /G, ¢.) = ker(poxpo : HY(X G, Zo) xH2 (X)) G, ¢), C*) — HY (X, Zy)xH?(X,CX));

which is in line with a rigorous combination of the ideas sketched in [FM13, Rem. 7.28] and
the discussion of the ungraded (¢ = 1) case in [FHT11b, Section 2.2.1]. Even more special, if
I' = BG (see Example 5.2.3), we get

hoFMY(BG, ¢) = H'(BG, Zs) x H((BG, ¢), CX).

In the remainder of this section we embed the twisted super vector bundles of Freed-Moore
[FM13, Def. 7.23] into our framework.

Definition 5.2.9. Let (T', ¢) be a graded Lie groupoid and let (L, \) a ¢-twisted super ex-
tension of I'. A (L, \)-twisted super vector bundle over T' is a super vector bundle W over T'y
together with an isomorphism of super vector bundles

p: (L®sW) = t*'W (5.2.12)

over I'y such that the following diagram

((L?;pz) ® L*yz) ® WS(%OWz))d)(%OW) - (Lw ® (va ® Ws(vz))d)(W))qﬁ(%)
()\ﬁ,,yz@d)wvlowz)l l(id ®p,yz)¢(v1)
(L’YlO’Yz ® WS(’YlO’m))Qﬁ(%OW) (L’Yl ® Ws('ﬂ))d)(ﬁﬂ) (5.2.13)
M P
Wf(’ho“/z)

of vector bundle morphisms commutes for each pair (y1,7v2) € I's.

Remark 5.2.10. Comparing this with [FM13, Def. 7.23 (iv)], we see that (5.2.12) coincides
with [FM13, (7.24)] and diagram (5.2.13) is what is demanded as an analog of diagram [FM13,
(7.16)]. The requirement that “the map p is even or odd according to ¢(vy)” is implemented
here automatically as p is a super vector bundle homomorphism, and c is the grading of L in
our setting. There are two minor differences to [FM13]:

e The map p in [FM13] is only required to be linear, not an isomorphism; however, since
we are talking about equivariance, after all, our choice appears quite naturally.
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e We have formulated all definitions throughout the paper in a smooth setting, whereas
the regularity is partly not clearly stated in loc.cit.

The following definition establishes the natural kind of morphism between (L, \)-twisted
vector bundles; this notion does not appear in [FM13].

Definition 5.2.11. Let (I',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid, let (L,\) be a ¢-twisted super
extension of ', and let (W, p) and (W, p’) be (L, )-twisted super vector bundles. A morphism
(W,p) — (W', p') is a morphism of super vector bundles £ : W — W’ over I'y that is
compatible with p and p’ in the sense that the following diagram is commutative:

(LesW)?—2 W
(id ®s*§)¢l Jt*f (5.2.14)

(L®s W) — "W
P

We denote the category of (L, \)-twisted super vector bundles by FM-sVBd1(E) (T, ¢).
Proposition 5.2.12. There is an equivalence of categories

FM-sVBdI"N (T, ¢) 2 FHompyp g (L, A), I )- (5.2.15)

Proof. This is clear by comparing definitions and slight rephrasing. The isomorphism (5.2.12)
can equivalently be understood as an isomorphism

L®sW — (t"W)? (5.2.16)
which by duality is then equivalent to an isomorphism
SW* = (t'W*)? @ L. (5.2.17)

Hence, we assign (W* (p*)7}) € Hompypoip 4)((L, A), Irg)  to  the object
(W,p) € FM—SVBdl(L’A)(P, ¢). It is straightforward to compare the respective compat-
ibility diagrams and extend this assignment into an equivalence of categories. O

Corollary 5.2.13. There is an equivalence of categories
FM-sVBAIEA (T, ¢) 22 sVBATLA (T, ¢).

Thus, the twisted vector bundles of Freed-Moore are precisely our (J, L, \)-twisted super vector
bundles in the sense of Definition 4.2.

Proof. We combine Proposition 5.2.12 and Theorem 5.2.7, using the fact that s2LBdli, (T, @)
is a full sub-bicategory of s2LBdI(T, ). O
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5.3 Freed-Hopkins-Teleman’s twistings

We show in Theorem 5.3.5 that the twistings of Freed, Hopkins, and Teleman are equivariant
super bundle gerbes, and hence, in particular, equivariant super 2-line bundles. To start
with, the twistings of [FHT11b] are based on the notion of a central super extension of a Lie
groupoid.

Definition 5.3.1. Let I' be a Lie groupoid. The bicategory of central super extensions of I'
is defined as
séxt() := FMY(T, 1),

i.e., a central super extension of I' is a ¢-twisted super extension of I' in the sense of Defini-
tion 5.2.1, for the trivial grading ¢ = 1.

This definition has been given originally in [FHT11b, §2]; here we present it — for eco-
nomical reasons — as a special case of our bicategory extension of Freed-Moore’s category of
¢-twisted super extensions, carried out in Section 5.2.

Remark 5.3.2. Likewise, as the bicategory extension FMbi(F,(b) is framed under Freed-
Moore’s original category FM(T', ¢), the bicategory s&xt(I") is framed under the category
s€xt™(T) := FM(T, 1).

The following definition is a smooth version of Freed-Hopkins-Teleman’s definition of
twistings, see [FHT11b, Section 2.3].

Definition 5.3.3. Let I be a Lie groupoid. An FHT-twisting on I is a quadruple (A, T, L, \)
consisting of a Lie groupoid A, a weak equivalence T : A — I" and a central super extension
(L,\) of A. A morphism (A1, 71, L1, A1) = (Ag, Tz, Lo, \2) is an equivalence class [, S, W, p]
represented by a Lie groupoid €2, a weak equivalence S : Q@ — Ay Xp As and of a 1-morphism

(W, p) : 8" pri(L1, A1) = S pr(La, A2)

in s€xt(Q). The equivalence relation identifies (€2, .S, W, p) with (Q', 8", W', p') if there exists a
smooth functor G : Q — €', a smooth natural transformation S = S’oG, and a 2-isomorphism

* * (W’ ) * *
S prl(Ll,)\l)—p>S pr2(L2,)\2)

—

G*S" pri(L1, A1) T G*S"™ pri(La, A2)

in s€xt(£2), where the vertical 1-morphisms are the ones induced by the natural isomorphism
S = S8 o G under a procedure analogous to our Lemma 3.3.1. We denote the category of
FHT-twistings on the Lie groupoid I' by FHT(T).
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We recall the fibre product of Lie groupoids used above in Definition A.9.

The composition of two morphisms [Q, S, W, p| : (A1,T1, L1, A1) — (Ao, Ts, Lo, A2) and
[Q,S,W,ﬁ] : (A9, Ty, Lo, N2) — (A3,T5, L3, \3) in FHT(T") consists of the fibre product Lie

groupoid 2 xz, €2, the weak equivalence

~ SXA2S PIrig
Q XA2 Q—= (Al X1 Ag) XA2 (AQ X1 Ag) —)Al X1 Ag,

and of the 1-morphism given by the composition of the pullbacks of (W,p) and (W, p)
to Q xa, Q. The identity 1-morphism of an object (A,T,L,\) € FHT(I') can be repre-
sented by the diagonal functor A : A — A Xp A together with the trivial 1-isomorphism
A*pri(L,\) = A*pri(L, \).

Remark 5.3.4. Our Definition 5.3.3 is a smooth version of the original definition of [FHT11b].
More precisely, in that original version, the groupoids A and €2 are topological groupoids, and
the central super extension (L, \) is a continuous version of smooth central super extensions.
Moreover, the functors T and S are local equivalences instead of weak equivalences. A contin-
uous functor F': ' — A between topological groupoids is called a local equivalence [FHT11b,
Definition A.4] if it is topologically essentially surjective (this is analogous to the first point
of Definition A.1, with “surjective submersion” replaced by “locally split map”) and if the
induced map on hom-sets

Fy ot Homp(z,2") = Homa (Fo(x), Fo(z')) (5.3.1)

is a homeomorphism for all objects z,2’ € Ty, where Homp(z,2') C T'; and analogously
Homp (Fy(z), Fo(z')) carry the subspace topologies. One can show that weak equivalences are
always local equivalences, but the converse may not hold. Indeed, it is claimed in [FHT11b,
Rem. A.5 and Ex. A.7] that a continuous functor is a local equivalence if and only if it
induces equivalences on stalks between the topological stacks represented by the groupoids;
whereas a functor is a weak equivalence if and only if it induces an equivalence between the
stacks. Denoting the category of original twistings, as defined in [FHT11b], by FHT!?(I');
our Definition 5.3.3 yields a subcategory

FHT(I') € FHT™P(T"). (5.3.2)

This subcategory inclusion (5.3.2) is essentially surjective. This follows from the classification
results: [FHT11b, Cor. 2.25] shows a bijection

hoFHT™P(I") = HY(I', Zs) x H?(I', CX).

On the other hand, Theorem 5.3.5 and Proposition 3.4.2 imply that FHT(T") has the same
classification. Thus, for a Lie groupoid I', our smooth version of FHT-twistings coincides with
the original ones.
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Theorem 5.3.5. Let I be a Lie groupoid. There is an equivalence of categories
FHT(T') = hy(sGrb(T")) C hy(s2£BdI(T)) (5.3.3)

between the category of Freed-Hopkins-Teleman twistings and the homotopy 1-category of super
bundle gerbes over T.

Proof. The equivalence is split into two functors

hy (sGrb(T')) — hy (sSrbt. (I)) 5 FHT(T)

triv

which are both equivalences. The category in the middle is the homotopy category of the

bicategory sSrb;iV(F), which is obtained by considering the presheaf of bicategories sGrby,iy
of trivial super bundle gerbes, stackifying it, and evaluating it on the Lie groupoid I'. Below
we describe it explicitly. By definition of a bundle gerbe (see [NS11]), there is an equivalence

sGrb 2 sGrb-

triv

between 2-stacks on the category of smooth manifolds, which extends to an equivalence of their
extensions to Lie groupoids. This shows the first equivalence. The functor F is constructed
below; the proof that it is an equivalence is given in Proposition 5.3.9. O

The construction of the functor F faces two main challenges:

1. The translation between the language of bundle gerbes and the language of central super
extensions.

2. The transformation of surjective submersions and their fibre products into weak equiva-
lences and their fibre products.

The first challenge is taken by the reduction of Theorem 5.2.7 to ungraded Lie groupoids,
which we state (using Remark 3.2.9) as the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3.6. The bicategories of central super extensions and of trivial super bundle
gerbes over a Lie groupoid I' are canonically equivalent,

s€xt(I") = sGrbgy (T).

Remark 5.3.7. The equivalence of Corollary 5.3.6 was obtained separately by Mertsch [Mer20,
Proposition B.3.7]. In [Mer20, Theorem B.3.13], a further comparison between the category of
FHT-twistings and super bundle gerbes was obtained for global quotient groupoids I' = X //G.
The main insight of Mertsch was that the definition of FHT-twistings resembles the plus
construction described in [NS11, Proposition 9.1]. The idea of our construction is similar;
the main difference is that we do not restrict to global quotient groupoids, and use weak
equivalences instead of local equivalences. According to [Mer20, Lemma B.3.10], the notions
of local and weak equivalences coincide for certain global quotient groupoids.
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The second challenge is taken manually in course of the construction of the functor F. We
first recall a concrete description of the bicategory SSrbtm( ) obtained in [NS11, Proposition
9.1]. We use the notion of coverings groupoids 7 : I'™ — I' from Definition A.4, for a Lie
groupoid I' and a surjective submersion 7 : Y — I'gp. We also use the terminology that a
refinement of a surjective submersion 7w : Y — M is another surjective submersion ¢ : Z — M
together with a surjective submersion Z — Y such that the diagram

f— Y
M

is commutative. In that notation, the description of sGrb;". (I') is the following:

(i) An object is a quadruple (Y, 7, P, ), where 7w : Y — Iy is a surjective submersion and
(J,P,4) is an object in sGrbyy(I'™) (in the triple notation of Definition 3.2.1).

(i) A l-morphism (Y, 7, P,¢) — (Y #',P ¢') is again a quadruple (Z,(,B,n), where
¢:Z — Ty is arefinement of Y xp, Y’ — I'y and

(3777) : C}*/(jv ?7¢) - 4';/’ (jv ?/7¢/)

is a 1-morphism in sGrby,(I'S) (in the notation of Definition 3.2.3). Here, we have
denoted the projections from Z to Y and Y’ by {y and (y, respectively; the passage
from refinements to the corresponding weak equivalences can be visualized as follows:

¢
I y
Y xp, Y Y
r
N4
Lo
(iii) The composition
(Z,¢,B,n) (2'¢"\B" ")

(Y, 7, P, ¢) Y, 7', Py (Y7, 7", YA

of 1-morphisms is defined over the fibre product Z := Z xy+ Z’, considered as a refinement
of Y xp,Y"” — Ty, together with the 1-morphism (Cz/)*(B’, 7)o (Cz)*(B,n). The involved
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refinements are depicted in the following diagrams:

(iv) The identity morphism of an object (Y,m, P, 1) is defined over the fibre product

Z =Y xr, Y, considered as a refinement ( : Z — Iy of itself; its 1-morphism over
I‘C Z is B := *P, where ¢ : Z — I'T is defined by (y1,y2) — (y2,id,y1), and its
2-isomorphism 7 over Fg =Y xp, Y xp, 't X1, Y X, Y is

ni= i o iy

where the two maps F% — I'F are given by i1 (y1, 2,7, Y4, Y5) := ((y2,7,Y5), (y5,1d, y4))
and i2(y1, 2,7, Y4, ys) = ((y2,id, y1), (1,7, 9a))-

Let (Z,¢,B,n), (Z,(,B.7) : (Y, 7, P,4p) — (Y, 7', P',9) be 1-morphisms. A 2-morphism
(Z,(,B,n) = (Z, ¢, B, 7) is an equivalence class of triples (W, w, {) consisting of a refine-
ment w: W — Iy of Z XY xp, Y Z — Ty and of a 2-morphism

¢ wh(B,n) = wi(B,7)

in sGrbyy (I'); the various refinements and corresponding weak equivalences are depicted
in the following commutative diagram:

ARy
/

g :
~ r
\ /
Y XTo Y’ Cy Cy/
Y / \ Y’ re CY/ r~

The equivalence relation identifies (W, w,§) ~ (W,(Z),f) if there is a refinement of the
fibre product of W and W over Z XY xp, Y Z, on which the pullbacks of £ and é coincide.
Since we are only interested in the homotopy 1-category, the details of this equivalence
relation, as well as horizontal and vertical composition of 2-morphisms, are not relevant.
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Remark 5.3.8. Under this description of the bicategory sGrb. (I'), the functor

triv
sGrb(I') — sGrbi. (') is the following. If (G,P,4) is a super bundle gerbe over I', where
G = (Y,m, L,p) is its super bundle gerbe over T'g, then 7*(G, P, 1) is a super bundle gerbe
over I'™, containing the super bundle gerbe 7*G over I'T = Y. The surjective submersion of
that bundle gerbe has a canonical section, which induces a canonical trivialization T : 7*G — J.
This, in turn, induces a 1-isomorphism 7* (G, P, 1) = (J,%,4’) in sGrb(I'™), whose codomain
is an object in sGrbyiy(I'™). Thus, the quadruple (Y, 7, P’ ') is an object in sSrbttiV(F).

Now we are in position to construct the functor

F :hy(sGrbt. (T)) — FHT(I).

triv

To an object in (Y,m,P, ) € hy(sGrb, (I')) we assign the object (I'",m, L,\) € FHT(I)
consisting of the weak equivalence 7 : I'™ — I' and the central super extension (L,\) of
I'™ that corresponds to the super bundle gerbe (J,P,v) over I'™ under the equivalence of

Corollary 5.3.6. To a morphism
(Z,¢,Bn)] = (V,m,Pop) — (Y, 7', P, ¢)

in hy(sGrb, (T')) we assign the equivalence class [I'¢, S, W, p], where S : T¢ — I'" xp '™
is the weak equivalence obtained from the refinement map Z — Y xp, Y’ and the weak
equivalence of Lemma A.13, and (W, p) is the l-morphism between central super extension

that corresponds to (B,n) under the equivalence of Corollary 5.3.6.

First, we need to check that this is well-defined. Indeed, let (Z,¢,B,n) and (Z, ¢, B, 1) be

two representatives of the same 1-morphism hy (sGrb:

iy (I)), i-e., there exists a 2-isomorphism

(W,w, &) between them. The refinement diagram in (v) above yields, together with
Lemma A.13, a strictly commutative diagram of weak equivalences:

Fw

Sl A

™ xp ™

Moreover, ¢ is a 2-isomorphism £ : F*(B,n) = F *(@,ﬁ). The equivalence relation imposed
in Definition 5.3.3 on the morphisms of FHT(I") identifies then

(TS, 8, W, p) ~ (T, U, F*(W, p)) ~ (T, U, F*(W, ) ~ (T, 5, W, j);

this shows that our functor is well-defined.
Next we prove that identity morphisms go to identities. Let (Y, m, P, 1) € hy(sSrb.. (T)),

with F((Y,7,P,%)) = (I'", 7, L,\). Let idy,r94) = (Z,(,B,n) be the identity morphism,
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as explained in (iv). Thus, F(idy.x ) = [T¢,S,W,p], where S is the weak equiva-
lence ' — I'™ xp I'™ of Lemma A.13. We consider the functor G : I'™ — I'¢ defined
on objects by y — (y,y), and analogously on morphisms. Let ¢, i1, i2 be the maps con-
sidered in (iv); then, we have (i o G)(y) = (v,id,y) = id, and thus, via Remark 3.2.2,

G*i*P = id* P = idg. Moreover, we have (i1 o G)(y1,7,v2) = ((y1,7,Y2), (y2,1d,y2)), and
similarly, (i2 o G)(y1,v,y2) = ((y1,id,y1), (41,7, y2)), showing that

G*(B,n) = (idg,idp) = id(g p.y) -

Under the equivalence of Corollary 5.3.6, this implies G*(W,p) = id(g, 5 in s€xt(I'"). The
diagram

G

rr ¢

I'™ xpI'™

is strictly commutative; hence, we have the the following equality of morphisms in FHT(T"):

Fidyr ) = [T, W, p] = [, A,id(z n)] = idr(vase) -

This shows that F preserves identities.

It remains to show that F is compatible with composition. Suppose

(Z,6,B,m) (Z2' ¢\ B )

(Y, m,P,1) Y7 Py Y7, 7", P ")

are 1-morphisms and (Z .C, B, 7)) is their composition as defined in (iii). We compute
F((2'.¢ B ) o F(Z.¢,Bn]) = [0, 8", W, ] o [, 5, W, ]

in FHT(T"), which consists of the fibre product Lie groupoid ¢ X ot FC/, the weak equivalence

’
XFT‘,/S

T o T —L o (T7 xp T7) %, (I xp T™) — 2 T xp 17

and of the 1-morphism given by the composition of the pullbacks of (W, p) and (W', p") to
¢ X pt I'¢". On the other hand, we set [[¢, S, W, g] := F([Z,(, B, 7]). Lemma A.13 provides

a weak equivalence ¢ - T¢ X pt I'¢" under which the 1-morphisms coincide. This implies
0,8, W, 5] = [I€', ', W, o] o [T, 8, W, ]
in FHT(T'), showing that F respects the composition. It remains to prove the following.

Proposition 5.3.9.  The functor F is an equivalence of categories.
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Proof. We prove the claim in the usual three parts. We start by proving that F is essentially
surjective. Let (A,T,L,\) be a FHT-twisting. According to Proposition A.8, there is a
surjective submersion 7 : Y — I'g and a strong equivalence F' : I'™ — A such that To F' = P™,
Let (3,P,1) € sGrbiiv(I'™) correspond to the central super extension F*(L,\) of I'", under
the equivalence of Corollary 5.3.6. Then, (Y,7,P,v) is an object in hy(sGrb, (I')), which
we claim to be an essential preimage of (A,T, L, \) under F. By definition of F, we have
F(Y,m,P,p) = (™, m, F*(L,\)). It remains to prove that (I'", 7, F*(L,\)) = (A,T,L,\) in
FHT(T). Indeed, an isomorphism between them is given by the Lie groupoid Q :=T'" xp I'",
the weak equivalence

S::idXFF:FW XFFW%FW XFA,

constructed via Lemma A.12, and the isomorphism
§*pri F*(L,\) = §* prj(L, )

of central super extensions of ), which is induced from the equality F o pr; oS = pryoS of
functors 2 — A.

Next we show that the functor F is full. Let (Y, 7, P, %) and (Y', 7/, P",¢’) be objects in
sGrb;". (') and let

triv

[Q,8,W,p]: (07, m,L,\) — (D™, ', L', \)

be a morphism between their images in FHT(T'). By definition, S : Q — I'" xp I'™ is a weak
equivalence. By Proposition A.8, there exists a surjective submersion

¢ W — (Fﬂ X7 Fﬂ/)o = was Pltxwl Y/,
and a strong equivalence F': (I'™ xp F”l)w — 2 such that S o F =1). Thus, we have
(2,8, W, p] = [(I7 xp I, 4, F*(W, p)].

Next we consider the weak equivalence H : I — I'™ xp I'™ of Lemma A.13, where 7 is the
projection 7 : Y xp, Y’ — T, and pull back ¢ along H, see Lemma A.7. This yields a
surjective submersion ¢ : Z — Y xp, Y’ and a weak equivalence G : (I7)¢ — (I'™ xp I'™)¥,
Noting that (I'")¢ = I'"™¢, we obtain another equality

(T xp T™) Y, b, F* (W, p)] = [[™¢, H o ,G*F*(W, p)].

The right hand side is the image under F of the 1-morphism (Z,(, B,n), where (B,n) corre-
sponds to the 1-morphism of central super extensions G*F*(W, p) under the equivalence of
Corollary 5.3.6.

Finally, we prove that the functor F is faithful. Let

(Z,¢,B,n),(Z,(,Bi) : (V,m,P,) = (Y, 7, P, 0)
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be morphisms in sGrbf. (I') such that their images under F coincide, i.e.

[T¢, S, W,p] = [Ff,g,W,ﬁ] in FHT(I'). This means that there is a smooth functor G,
a smooth natural transformation x fitting into the diagram

¢ G ¢
r ﬁﬁffjr
\§x<f’ //g/ (5.3.4)
™ xp '™,

and a 2-isomorphism ¢ : G*(W,p) = (W,p) in s€xt(I'C), under the identifications
S*pri(L,\) = G*S*pri(L,\) and S* pri(L/,\) = G*S* pri(L/, \') provided by x. We con-
sider the fibre product W := Z XY xp, ¥V Z with its projection w : W — Ty as the trivial

refinement of itself. By Lemma A.13 we have a weak equivalence I'Y & ¢ X P s T/ Fé, and

R

¢ e— \——1¢ (5.3.5)

NS

™ xp ™

thus, a smooth natural transformation

Now, the diagram in (5.3.4) is a sub-diagram of the one in (5.3.5), and by Remark A.2 (ii),
all functors in both diagrams are weak equivalences. Using Remark A.2 (iii), this implies that
there is also a smooth natural transformation in the complementary sub-diagram,

Fw

= 1¢
G

The pullback of ¢ along wy hence gives a 2-isomorphism in s€xt(I') between WE(W,[J)
and w7 (W, p). Under the equivalence of Corollary 5.3.6, it corresponds to a 2-isomorphism
in sGrbyiy(I'¥) between (B,7) and (B,n). This proves that [Z,¢,B,n] = [Z,(,B,7] in
by (s9rbi, (D). 0

5.4 Moutuou’s Real twistings

In this section, we compare our twistings to the Real twistings of Moutuou, see [Moul2,
Moull], which are defined over Real groupoids. We associate to each Real Lie groupoid a
graded Lie groupoid, and lift this to associate to each Real twisting a graded-equivariant super
2-line bundle.
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We recall that a Real space is a topological space X together with a continuous involution
7:X — X. A Real map between Real spaces is a continuous map that commutes with the
involutions. We will work here in a smooth setting, where X is a smooth manifold and 7 is
smooth, and call this a Real manifold. The notion of a Real vector bundle was introduced
by Atiyah in [Ati66]. A Real vector bundle over a Real manifold (X, 7) is a complex vector
bundle 7 : £ — X in which F is a Real manifold such that m is Real, and, for all z € X, the
involution E, — FE_ ) is anti-linear. A morphism of Real vector bundles is a Real morphism
of vector bundles. We denote the category of Real vector bundles over (X, 7) by RVBdAI(X, 7).
Before we continue with Real twistings, we remark that Real vector bundles are included in
our setting, namely, in Definition 4.2.

Proposition 5.4.1. For (X,7) a Real manifold, there is a canonical isomorphism of cate-
gories
RVBAI(X, 1) = VBA(X ) Zs, ¢),

where X |7y is the action groupoid associated to the involution 7: X — X, and ¢ is the
grading induced by the projection X X Zo — Zs.

Proof. An object in VBAI(X)/Za, ¢) = Homyrpai(x)z,,4)((J,1d,id), (J,id,id)) consists accord-
ing to Definition 3.2.3 of a vector bundle W over X together with a linear isomorphism
W, — m such that the composition W, — m — W, is the identity. Put differently,
we have an antilinear map W, — W;) which turns W into a Real vector bundle. It is

straightforward to complete this to the claimed isomorphism. O

Next we continue with twistings, and first recall from [Moul2] that a Real structure on a
Lie groupoid I' is a smooth functor 7: I' — T such that 72 = id holds. A Lie groupoid together
with a Real structure is called a Real Lie groupoid. Moreover, a Real functor between Real
Lie groupoids (T',7) — (I, 7') is a smooth functor F': T' — I such that 7/ o F' = F o 7 holds.
We denote the category of Real Lie groupoids and Real functors by RLieGrpd.

The definition of Real twistings of Moutuou carries out a Real version of Freed-Hopkins-
Teleman’s construction recalled in Section 5.3. We start by giving the following definition,
which is a slight reformulation of [Moul2, Definition 2.5.1]. We recall that a central super
extension of a groupoid I' is a ¢-twisted super extension of I' in the sense of Definition 5.2.1
(for ¢ = 1), and that central super extensions of I' form a category s€xt™!(T") := FM(T, 1),
see Remark 5.3.2.

Definition 5.4.2. A Real central super extension of (I', 7) consists of a central super extension
(L,\) of " together with a Real structure § : L — 7*L on the super line bundle L that is
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compatible with A in the sense that the diagram

Ay v2

Ly @ Ly, Lo,

Bn ®BV2J lﬁﬂq og

Lrin) ® Ly(y) 5L

3 T(y1072)
T(v1),7(7v2)

commutes for all composable v1,79 € T'y. If (L, A\, 38) and (L', N,B’) are Real central
super extensions of (I',7), then an isomorphism (L,\,5) — (L',N,B') is a refinement
n: (L,\) — (L', \) of central super extensions that is compatible with / in the sense that the
diagram

Uit /
_—
L-y L,\/

ﬁwl Jﬁ’w

L.,——1L

L T
Mr(v) ™)

7(v)

commutes for all v € I'y.

We denote the category of Real central super extensions of (I',7) by Rs&xt(I',7). By
construction, it comes equipped with a functor

Rs€xt (T, 7) — sExt™H(T) (5.4.1)

to the category of central super extensions, see Remark 5.3.2; this functor forgets the Real
structure f.

Let (I',7) be a Real Lie groupoid, (Y,p) be a Real manifold, and = : Y — T
be a Real surjective submersion. The covering groupoid I'™ of Definition A.4 attains a
Real structure 77 : I'™ — T'™ given on objects by y +— p(y) and on morphisms by
(y,7,y") = (p(y), 7(7), p(¥')). The projection functor 7: I'" — I' is a Real functor.

Definition 5.4.3. A Real functor F : (I",7') — (T, 7) between Real Lie groupoids is called
Real weak equivalence if there exists a Real surjective submersion 7 : Y — I'g and a Real
strong equivalence S : (I'",7™) — (I, 7') such that F oS & 7.

Remark 5.4.4. In Definition 5.4.3, a Real strong equivalence is an isomorphism in the cate-
gory RLieSrpd. Real weak equivalences between Real Lie groupoids are in particular weak
equivalences between the underlying Lie groupoids; this follows from Proposition A.8.

Definition 5.4.5. A Moutuou Real twisting of a Real groupoid (I',7) consists of another
Real groupoid (A, 7a), a Real weak equivalence F' : (A,77) — (I, 7), and a Real central super
extension (L, A, B) of (A, 75). We denote the set of Moutuou Real twistings by Mou(T', 7).
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Remark 5.4.6. Any Moutuou Real twisting of a Real groupoid (I', 7) has an underlying FHT-
twisting of T’ (see Definition 5.3.3) using the forgetful functor Rs€xt(T, 7) — sExt™H(T") and
Remark 5.4.4.

Remark 5.4.7. Definition 5.4.5 gives — a priori — only a special case of Moutuou’s twistings,
where F' : (A,75) — (T, 7) is allowed to be a Real Morita equivalence [Moul2, Def. 2.4.1,
2.6.3]. In general, Real Morita equivalences, are spans of so-called Real generalized morphisms.

However, if
(A7) E (@w) 5 (T, 7)

is a span of Real generalized morphisms, then one can first replace (£2,w) by another Real Lie
groupoid such that the Real generalized morphisms G and F' become Real weak equivalences in
the sense of Definition 5.4.3 [Moul2, Prop. 2.4.9]. In a second step, if a general Moutuou Real
twisting comes with a Real central super extension (L, A, §) of (A, 7A), then one may pull back
(L, A\, B) along G to obtain one of the more special twistings we defined in Definition 5.4.5. We
believe that — under a suitable notion of isomorphisms between Moutuou twistings, analogous
to Definition 5.3.3 — the two steps outlined above will result in isomorphisms, and show that
every general Moutuou twisting is isomorphic to one defined above.

In order to compare Moutuou Real twistings to super 2-line bundles, we first associate to
each Real Lie groupoid a graded Lie groupoid, via the following construction. First of all, we
recall that a strict action of a finite group G on a Lie groupoid I" consists of smooth functors
g« : I' = T, for each g € G, such that 1, = idr and (hg). = h.gs for all g,h € G. The semi-
direct product I' x G has the manifold of objects I'g and the manifold of morphisms I'y x G, with
s(7,9) = g5 ' (s(7)) and t(y,9) := t(7), and composition (d,h) o (v,9) := (3 o (h(7)), hg).
Now let (I',7) be a Real groupoid. We regard 7 as a Zg-action on I', and consider the
corresponding semidirect product I' X, Zs, which we equip with a grading ¢, by projection
to the second factor. We denote this graded Lie groupoid by Gr(I',7). Likewise, to a Real
functor F: (I',7) — (I",7') we assign the smooth functor I' x; Zy — I' %,/ Zsy, defined on
objects by x — F(x) and on morphisms by (v, g) — (F(7), g). This functor is even w.r.t. the
gradings ¢, and ¢... We have the following result.

Lemma 5.4.8. The assignment (I',7) — Gr(I',7) := (' X, Za, ¢;) extends to a faithful
functor
Gr : RLieGrpd — GrLlieGrpd,

and it sends Real weak equivalences to even weak equivalences.
Proof. Let (A,7p) and (I',7) be Real Lie groupoids and F : (A,75) — (I',7) a Real weak
equivalence. Thus, there exists a Real surjective submersion 7 : ¥ — I'y and a Real strong

equivalence S : (I'",7™) — (A, 7a) such that F oS = 7. Since functors send isomorphisms
to isomorphisms, our functor sends Real strong equivalences to even strong equivalences.
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Moreover, it is straightforward to show that the image of 7 : I'" — T,
(T™ Xpr Zoy prn) — (U X7 Lo, &), (5.4.2)

is a weak equivalence. Via the 2-out-of-3 property of weak equivalences, this shows that the
image of F' is a weak equivalence. O

Remark 5.4.9. The functor Gr is not essentially surjective. Indeed, consider the group homo-
morphism Zy4 — Zo,x — = mod 2 which defines a graded Lie groupoid (BZ4, mod 2). Since
the group extension

0 Zo Zy Zo 0 (5.4.3)

is non-split, Z,4 is not a semidirect product.

Remark 5.4.10. 1f (I', 7) is a Real Lie groupoid, then the underlying groupoid can be obtained
from the associated graded Lie groupoid as the kernel of its grading,

' = Gr(T, 7).
In particular, there is an even functor (I', 1) — Gr(T', 7).

Remark 5.4.11. Regarding a Real manifold (X, 7) as a Real Lie groupoid (Xg;s, 74is) with only
identity morphisms, the graded Lie groupoid Gr(Xy;s, 74is) coincides with the graded action
groupoid Gr(X,7) = X /(Z9,id) associated to (X, 7) considered in Example 3.1.2 (d).

Next, we compare Real central super extensions and super 2-line bundles. Let (I',7) be
a Real Lie groupoid and (L, A, 3) a Real central super extension of (I',7). We construct a
super 2-line bundle over the associated graded Lie groupoid Gr(I', 7). The underlying super
2-line bundle over (I x, Z3)o = I'g is J, the trivial one. We define a super line bundle over

(T % Z3)1 by setting
- L if =+1

LT(’Y) if r=-—1

It corresponds to the required I-isomorphism P: s*J =3 — J = (£*7)? over (I x, Zs);. Next
we construct the 2-isomorphism ¢, which corresponds to a super line bundle isomorphism A
over (I' x; Zg)a, fibre-wise

!

(A8) ), (v.2) * Lyay - © Ly ary = Liyo(wy),aat)-

Considering the four possible signs of z and z’ separately, ;\5 is defined in the following ways:

>"‘/1 Y2

o L, ®Ly, Ly oy, r=+1, 2" =+1

Ar(n),
© Ly @ Loy —— Lo(y,0m() z=-1, 2’ =+1
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S B, ®id Ar(71),7(v2)

® Loy ® Lryy) = Lr(30) ® Lr(p) = Lr(yi) z=+1, 2’ =-1
-_— ﬁ~711 ®id >‘“/1 T (72)
® Lopn) ® Litry) = Ly ® Loy Lyt z=-12"=-1

One checks that these pieces patch together to an isomorphism of super line bundles over
(T" %7 Zg)2, using the compatibility of A\ with the grading and the Real structure 5. Further,
one deduces the associativity property of 5\5 from the associativity condition of A. This
finalizes the construction of a super 2-line bundle (J, P, ) over Gr(I', 7). We find the following
result.

Theorem 5.4.12. The assignment described above extends to an essentially injective and
faithful functor
Rs&xt (T, 7) — s2LBAES (Gr(T, 7))

triv

from the category of Real central super extensions of (I',T) to the category of trivial super
2-line bundles over Gr(I',T) with refinements as morphisms.

Proof. Let 6: (L, \,8) — (L', N, 8') be an isomorphism of Real central super extensions. We
construct a refinement (R,7) : (J,L,\g) — (J,L’, N'3). The refinement R: J — J of super 2-
line bundles over (I'x;Zsy)o = I'y is taken to be the identity morphism of J. The 2-isomorphism
7 is then defined fibrewise over (v, x) € (I' x; Z2)1 as

- ~ 671 L. — L if =+1
N D=L ongm=4 T BT (5.4.5)
HT(V) : LT(V) — L7y if x=-—1.

The compatibility of 8§ with A\, \" and 3, 8’ ensures that this yields a refinement (R, 7). One
checks that the assignment is functorial.

It is clear that the functor is faithful, so it remains to show that it is essentially injective.
Let (L, A, 8), (L', N, B") be Real central super extensions of (I',7) such that there exists an
isomorphism 7 : (J, L, 5\5) — (9,1, ):/5/). We construct an isomorphism (L, \, 8) — (L', X, 3)
as follows. The isomorphism L — L’ over I'; is obtained by pulling back the isomor-
phism 7 : L — L' over (T X, Z2); along the inclusion ¢ : Ty — (I %, Zg)1, noting that
(U{IN/)-Y = i}(%l) = L, by definition and similar for L'. The compatibility of vin with A\, X is
then encoded in the pullback of the compatibility diagram of 1 with Ag, N'g along the inclu-
sion ¢g : 'y — (I' X7 Za)2. It remains to check that ¢jn is compatible with the Real structures.
Here we use that the Real structures on L, L’ are essentially encoded in 5\5, N . In detail, we
recover the Real structure on L from /N\B (and the symmetric braiding) as follows.

Ly= L(v,l)

L, ~1) ® L(r(y),-1)

>~

= Lia,—1) @ Lr(4),1) © Liid,—1)

= Lia,—1) © Lia,~1) © Liz(y),1)
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The compatibility of :7n with the Real structures then follows from the compatibility of n
with Ag, N'g. This shows that ¢jn : (L, A, 8) — (L', X, ') is an isomorphism of Real central
super extensions. |

In combination with our Theorem 5.2.7, we obtain the following result.
Corollary 5.4.13. There is a canonical essentially injective and faithful functor
Rs€xt(T, 7) — FM(Gr(T, 7))

from the category of Real central super extensions to the category of Freed-Moore’s twisted
groupotd extensions.

Next, we compare Moutuou’s Real twistings to ours: we associate to each Moutuou
Real twisting of a Real groupoid (T', 7) a super 2-line bundle over the associated graded Lie
groupoid Gr(I', 7) = (I' x;Zs, ¢;) as follows. Let (A, 7a, F, L, \, B) be a Real twisting of (T, 7).
According to Theorem 5.4.12, the Real central super extension (L, A, 3) of (A, 75) gives rise
to a super 2-line bundle

(9,L,Ag) € s2LBAI(A X, Zo, ¢, ). (5.4.6)

Combining Lemma 5.4.8 with Theorem 3.3.2, the Real weak equivalence F': (A, 75) — (I', 7)
induces an equivalence of bicategories s2LBdI(A %, Zg, ¢r,) = s2LBdAUL X, Za, ¢7). The
image (£, P, ) of (J,L, 5\5) under this equivalence is a super 2-line bundle over (I X, Za, ¢ ).
Thus, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.4.14. FEvery Moutuou Real twisting in the sense of Definition 5.4.5 over a Real
groupoid (', T) gives rise to a super 2-line bundle over the corresponding graded Lie groupoid
Gr(T,7), in such a way that the diagram

Mou(T', 7) —————— ho(s2LBdl(Gr (T, 7)))

| |

ho(FHT(T')) ——+ ho(s26BdL(T))

commutes. Here, the left vertical arrow is described in Remark 5.4.6, the right vertical arrow is
pullback along the even functor (I',1) — Gr(I',7) of Remark 5.4.10, and the lower horizontal
arrow is induced from Theorem 5.3.5.

Remark 5.4.15. We have not attempted to construct a full bicategory of Moutuou’s Real
twistings here; we expect that a proper formulation of this bicategory of Real twistings would
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allow us to extend the previous construction to a functor. We note that there is a notion
of equivalence among such twistings defined in [Moul2, Definition 2.6.4], which we have not
included in our comparison since it is rather intricate.

5.5 Chern-Simons twistings

In this section we review, based on [FHLT10, Section 4], how Chern-Simons theory gives rise
to equivariant twistings and a corresponding theory of twisted equivariant vector bundles,
and we show that both fit into our general setting.

Let G be a compact Lie group. For maps G¥ — G! between products of G with itself we
use a self-explaining notation that combines projections, multiplication, and inversion; e.g.,
P1234-1 " G® — G? denotes the map (g1,...,95) — (gl,gggg,gzl). Moreover, the pullback
along such a map will be denoted by p”{’2_3’4,1(...) = (...)1,234-1. The following definition is
[CIM™T05, Def. 5.1].

Definition 5.5.1. A multiplicative bundle gerbe over G is a bundle gerbe G over G together
with a 1-isomorphism
X:91®92 — G512

over G x G, and a 2-isomorphism

K1,2®id
51®G2® 53— G12®§

id@ﬂ@,{ /9 = lﬂﬁa,s

91 & 92-3 ﬁ 91-2-3
1,2:3

over G x G x G that satisfies an evident Pentagon axiom over G*.

Definition 5.5.2. Let (9,%K,60) and (9',X’,0") be multiplicative bundle gerbes over G. A
1-morphism (G,%,0) — (§',X’',0") consists of a 1-morphism B: § — § over G and a 2-
isomorphism

G1® Gy ——— 1y
son| 7|

Bi.2

over G x G, satisfying an evident compatibility condition with 6, ¢ over G3. If
(B,£),(B,€) : (S,%,0) — (§,K,0) are 1-morphisms, then a 2-morphism (B,£) = (B, )
consists of a 2-morphism o : B = B satisfying an evident compatibility condition with £ and

éover G x @G.

It is straightforward to show that multiplicative bundle gerbes, together with the 1-
morphisms and 2-morphisms form a bicategory MultGrb(G).
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Multiplicative bundle gerbes over G are classified up to isomorphism by H*(BG,Z)
[CIM™05, Proposition 5.2]. The procedure (G,X,0) — G of forgetting the multiplicative
structure realizes in cohomology the “transgression” homomorphism

HY(BG,Z) — H*(G, 7). (5.5.1)

In other words, a bundle gerbe over G is multiplicative if and only if its “Dixmier-Douady-
class” in H3(G, Z) lies in the image of that homomorphism.

The transgression homomorphism (5.5.1) factors in fact through the G-equivariant coho-
mology of G, H%(G, Z), where G acts on itself by conjugation. We describe in the following
how this factorization is realized on the level of geometric objects. We consider a multipli-
cative bundle gerbe (G,X,0) over G. As G acts on itself via conjugation, we may form the
action groupoid G//G. A bundle gerbe over G//G (see Definition 3.2.1 and Remark 3.2.7) can
now be constructed as follows. The underlying bundle gerbe over G is §. The 1-isomorphism
Py over G x G is defined by the composition

" id®g<1,2 % id®g<17-;-1*1,1
92— 91 ® 51 ® G ————— G] ® G1.2

91 ® 91011 ® 91— G911

where the unlabel arrows are given by duality /symmetry in the bicategory of bundle gerbes.
The 2-isomorphism 1y over G is induced from 6 and diagram (3.2.3) commutes because of
the pentagon axiom required in Definition 5.5.1. We find the following.

Proposition 5.5.3. The assignment (G,K,0) — (G, Px, ) extends to a functor
MultGrb(G) — 9rb(G/G) C s2LBAI(G )/ G)

between the bicategory of multiplicative bundle gerbes over G and the bicategory of bundle
gerbes over the action groupoid G J/G.

Proof. Let (B,€) : (9,%,0) = (9',X’,0") be a 1-morphism of multiplicative bundle gerbes. It
is tedious but straightforward to construct a 2-isomorphism 7 : Py 0 s*B = t*B o Py from
the 2-isomorphism £ and deduce the coherence property of n from the one of £&. Given a
2-morphism « : (B,§) = (@,f), it is also straightforward to show that « is compatible with
n and 7). Functoriality follows from a standard pasting diagram argument. O

Remark 5.5.4. If G is finite, and, correspondingly, G is the trivial bundle gerbe, then Pro-
position 5.5.3 reproduces a construction outlined in [FHLT10, Equation (4.5)], using that a
1-isomorphism between trivial bundle gerbes is precisely a line bundle.

The (G, Py, vp)-twisted vector bundles (in the sense of Definition 4.2) play an important
role in Chern-Simons theory, as we review next, following [FHLT10, Section 4]. For the rest
of the section, we let G be a finite group. Then, H3(G,Z) = 0, so every bundle gerbe over G
is trivial. Let (X, 0) be a multiplicative structure on the trivial bundle gerbe over G. As an
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isomorphism between trivial bundle gerbes, we may identify X with a line bundle over G x G,
and @ with a line bundle isomorphism over G2. Using (X, #), the category VBdI(G) of complex
vector bundles over G can be equipped with a monoidal structure by twisted convolution: if
W, W' are vector bundles, then

(W ® W/)g = @ j{hﬁ' QR W, ® W;L/, (5.5.2)
hh'—=g

and the associator is defined using € in a straightforward way. This yields a (C-linear) ten-
sor category that we denote by VBAI(G)®™9) . The Drinfel’d centre Z(VBAI(G)®*0) is a
modular tensor category; via the Reshetikhin-Turaev construction it determines an extended
topological quantum field theory, with the given modular tensor category as its value on the
circle.

The category Z(VBdI(G)29) can also be described in terms of the G-equivariant struc-
ture (Pg,1p) obtained from (X,#), see [FHLT10, Proposition 4.9]. To recall this, we view
Py as a line bundle over G x G, and 1y as a line bundle isomorphism over G3. Then, the
objects in Z(VBAI(G)®XH) are vector bundles W over G together with an isomorphism
o: Wi — Woq9-1 ® (Px)12 over G x G satisfying a compatibility condition with vy, cf.
[FHLT10, Equation 4.9]. Put differently, W: J — J is a 1-morphism of trivial bundle gerbes
and ¢ is a 2-isomorphism s*W = t*W o Py and hence the pair (W, ¢) is precisely an object
in VBAIPx¥0) (G /G, 1) in the sense of Definition 4.2. A similar construction applies to the
morphisms, and yields the following result.

Proposition 5.5.5. There is an equivalence of categories
Z(VBAI(G)2ED) = vBAIOPxve) (G Q)

between the Drinfel’d centre Z(VBAI(G)2K) and the category of (I, Py, 1bg)-twisted vector
bundles over (G)|G).

5.6 Freed’s twisted invertible algebra bundles

We show in Theorem 5.6.6 below that Freed’s twisted invertible algebra bundles [Frel2], for
a subclass of their involved double covers, are the same as graded-equivariant super 2-line
bundles. The following definition is a smooth version of [Frel2, Def. 1.95].

Definition 5.6.1. A double cover of a Lie groupoid I is a triple w = (T, ¢, ) consisting of
a graded Lie groupoid (T', ¢) and a weak equivalence 7w : T" — T'.

Next we recall the definitions of Freed’s twisted invertible algebra bundles following
[Frel2, Defs. 1.59 and 1.99].
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Definition 5.6.2. Let w = (I',$,7) be a double cover of a Lie groupoid I'. An w-twisted
invertible algebra bundle over I is a triple A = (A, B, \) consisting of the following data:

e a central simple super algebra bundle A over Ty,
e an invertible super bimodule bundle B over T'; whose fibre over v € T is an A%X;—As(v)—
bimodule, and

e an invertible even intertwiner \ over fg that is fibre-wise over (v1,72) € fg an intertwiner
$(v1072) .
of At(wl) - As(+,) bimodules

)"Yl,’yz : B?ysl(ﬂyz) ®A$(w2) B’Yz - B'YIO'Y27 (5'6'1)

t(v2)

such that the following diagram of intertwiners is commutative for all (y1,72,73) € I's:

(B’(él(’m) ®A¢3(72) B’Yz)qﬁ(%) ®A¢_5('YS) B’YB — Bgl(vz).(b(%) ®A¢3(72°ws) (B?YZ(%) ®A¢_>(w3) B’B)

t(v2) t(v3) t(v2073) t(v3)
A203) ®idl Jid Az
¢(73) _ P(12073) o (5.6.2)
B“/lo“/z ®A¢(w3) B’Y3 B’Yl ®A¢>(w2°w3) B’Yzo'ya
t(v3) t(v2073)
)"chm‘ ‘/@073

B’Yl 0Y2073

Here, we have employed our notation (5.2.1) saying that ()‘ZB means complex conjugation
when ¢ = —1 and no operation otherwise. For the sake of readability, we will omit writing
out the algebra in relative tensor products in the following. We remark that — despite of
the terminology — a twisted invertible algebra bundle over I' makes no contact with I" or the
functor  : I' — I'. Next we recall the morphisms, following [Fre12, Def. 1.62 (i)].

Definition 5.6.3. Let w = (I',¢,7) be a double cover of I', and let A = (A,B,)\) and
A= (A, B, N) be w-twisted invertible algebra bundles over I'. A 1-morphism A — A’ is
a pair (C,u) consisting of an invertible super bimodule bundle C over [y, whose fibre over
z €Ty is an Al -A,-bimodule, and of an invertible even intertwiner p that is fibrewise over

v € T'; an intertwiner of A’ i%)—As(ﬁ/)—bimodules

Hy  CY ® By = Bl @ Cy (5.6.3)
such that the following diagram of intertwiners is commutative for all (y;,72) € Iy
Bonon) o gitn) o g M S e o i) o g Y e
Ct('YlO’}Q) ® B’YI ® B'\/Q E— B Y1 ® Ct(’}/2) ® Bfm —_— B ol ® 84/2 ® CS('YZ)
id®)\ﬂ,l,.yzl JM{IM@M (5.6.4)
CQ;('YIO'YZ) ® B B/ ® C
t(y1072) 71072 Hyp oy Y1072 s(y1072)

— 59 —



We remark that morphisms are only defined between twisted invertible algebra bundles
with the same double cover w. Finally, we recall the definition of 2-morphisms from [Frel2,
Def. 1.62 (ii)].

Definition 5.6.4. Let (C',u') and (C?,4?) be 1-morphisms between w-twisted invertible
algebras A and A’. A 2-morphism (C',u') = (C?,4?) is an invertible even intertwiner v of
Al -A,-bimodules,

vp: CL— C2 (5.6.5)

such that the following diagram of intertwiners is commutative for all v € I

~ 1

"
¢ eB,—B,ec!

ui?@id\{ J/id ®Vq () (5.6.6)

C2;¢>(v) ® B, u—3> B, ©C?

s(v)

€0) 5(7)

Freed remarks that w-twisted invertible algebra bundles over I" form a bigroupoid, which
we denote by Fr(I')* in order to reflect the terminology appropriately. Let us first note the
following result, which translates one-to-one between Freed’s and our setting.

Lemma 5.6.5. Letw = (f, gz~5,7r) be a double cover of a Lie groupoid I'. There is a canonical
equivalence of 2-groupoids
Fr(T)* 2 cs-sAlgBdIP(T, ¢)* (5.6.7)

between Freed’s w-twisted invertible algebra bundles and the maximal sub-2-groupoid of the

bicategory of central simple super algebra bundles over (T, <;~5)

Proof. The equivalence is a straightforward comparison of the Definitions 5.6.2 to 5.6.4 with
Definitions 3.2.1, 3.2.3 and 3.2.4. We only note that, on the level of 1-morphisms, the com-
parison inverts the map p in Definition 5.6.3 to get the map 7 from Definition 3.2.3, and vice
versa. O

The equivalence of Lemma 5.6.5 does not properly reflect the meaning of twisted invertible
algebra bundles, as they are meant to represent twistings on I' and not twistings on T'. In
order to resolve this, we will restrict to double covers w = (f‘, qz~5,7r), where ¢ = ¢ o, for a
grading ¢ on I'. We will call double covers of this kind ¢-induced double covers.

We assume that (T, ¢) is a graded Lie groupoid and w = (f, (5, m) is a ¢-induced double
cover of I'. We are then in position to construct a 2-functor

Fr(T) = cs-sAlgBAIPY(T, ¢)* — s2LBAI(T, ¢) = s2LBdI(T, ¢), (5.6.8)

where the first equivalence is Lemma 5.6.5, the arrow is the inclusion of central simple super
algebra bundles into super 2-line bundles, and the second equivalence is Theorem 3.3.2. Since
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the right hand side in (5.6.8) is independent of the double cover, the 2-functor (5.6.8) extends
to the disjoint union over all ¢-induced double covers of (T, ¢).

Theorem 5.6.6. Let (I',¢) be a graded Lie groupoid. Then, the 2-functor

[[Fr@)® — s2£BAlT, ¢),

where the disjoint union goes over all ¢p-induced double covers of (I',¢), is essentially surjec-
tive.

Proof. Let (£,P,1) be a super 2-line bundle over (', ¢). Then, £ has some surjective sub-
mersion 7 : Y — T'y. The corresponding covering groupoid I'" (see Definition A.4) has a
natural grading <;~5 = ¢om, where 7 : I'™ — I', and m : I'™ — I is a weak equivalence.
Thus, w := (I'",w, <;~5) is a ¢-induced double cover. The pullback 7*£ is canonically isomor-
phic to a central simple super algebra bundle A. Transferring the equivariant structure along
this isomorphism produces a central simple algebra bundle (A, P, v’) over (I'", QNS), which, via
Lemma 5.6.5, is a w-twisted invertible algebra bundle. Since the equivalence of Theorem 3.3.2,
which is used in the definition of (5.6.8), is established by pullback along the weak equivalence
m, and 7L = A, it follows that (A, P’ ¢’) is indeed an essential preimage of (£, P, ). O

We expect that, if one enlarges the definitions above by allowing for non-invertible mor-
phisms and morphisms between twisted invertible algebra bundles for different double covers,
then Theorem 5.6.6 lifts to an equivalence of bicategories.

5.7 Distler-Freed-Moore twistings

In this section, we want to relate the twistings introduced by Distler, Freed, and Moore to
graded-equivariant super 2-line bundles [DFM11, DEM10]; we will use a version described in
the slides [Fre09]. The following is a smooth version of that definition.

Definition 5.7.1. Let I' be a Lie groupoid and w = (f, (5, m) a double cover of I in the sense
of Definition 5.6.1. A DFM w-twisting of T is a triple 7 = (d, L, \) consisting of a locally
constant function d : Ty — Z, a super line bundle L over I'y, and an isomorphism of super
line bundles over T', which fibre-wise over (g, f) € I'y reads

Agof  LID @ Ly = Loy, (5.7.1)

The map d is subject to the condition that do s = dot, i.e, d(s(f)) = d(t(f)) for all f € Iy,
and the isomorphism \ is required to be associative over I's.

We add the following notion of morphisms between DFM w-twistings. A morphism of
DFM w-twistings 7 — 7’ is a morphism of ¢-twisted super extensions of I' in the sense of
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Definition 5.2.4, and it is required that the maps d and d’ coincide. We denote the category
of DFM w-twistings of I' by DFM®“(T"). By comparison of definitions, we find the following.

Lemma 5.7.2. Let I' be a Lie groupoid and w = (f,({ﬁ,ﬂ) a double cover of I'. There is an
equivalence of categories

DFM(T)¥ = C®(T", Z) 4is x FM(T, ¢),

where C"X’(f‘, Z) denotes the set of smooth maps d : Lo — Z such that dos=dot.

Next we exhibit the relation to super 2-line bundles, and consider first the functor
C®(T, Z) gis — cs-sAlgBAIPY(T, ¢)*

defined in the following way. The function d will select a Morita equivalence class of central
simple super algebras, i.e., an element in the Brauer-Wall group BW¢ = Zs = {0,1}. We
shall fix representatives: Ay := C for the neutral element, and A; := C ® Cu (where u is odd
and u? = 1) for the non-trivial element. Then, we assign to d the central simple super algebra
bundle A% := Ty X Ag mod 2. In order to equip A% with a (f, QNS)—equivariant structure (P, )
in the sense of Definition 3.2.1, we note that there are canonical super algebra isomorphisms
Ag = Ap (just complex conjugation) and A; = Ay, given by z @ yu — T ® yu. Thus, we
have a bundle isomorphism p : A% — A9. The required 1-isomorphism P : s* A% — (t*A%)?
is defined to be the identity on connected components with ¢ = 1, and to be induced by the
isomorphism p over connected components with ¢ = —1, under the assignment of invertible
bimodules to algebra isomorphisms via the framing. The 2-isomorphism 1) is the identity
(using that p? = id).
Second, we consider the functor

FM(L, ¢) — s2LBAl (T, ¢) C cs-sAlgBdIP(T, ¢)*

triv

of Theorem 5.2.7. Together with the symmetric monoidal structure on super 2-line bundles,
see also Remark 3.2.12, we obtain a functor

C®(T, Z) gis x FM(T, ¢) — cs-sAlgBAIP{(T, ¢)* x cs-sAlgBdIP (T, )™
& cs-sAlgBAIPY(T, )%, (5.7.2)

We assume now that (I',¢) is a graded Lie groupoid and w = (I, ¢, 7) is a ¢-induced
double cover of I', see Section 5.6. Combining Lemma 5.7.2, Theorem 3.3.2, and the func-
tor (5.7.2), we obtain a functor DEM(I")* — s2LBdI(T, ¢).

Theorem 5.7.3. The functor
[[DFM(T)* — s2£BAUT, ),

where the disjoint union goes over all ¢p-induced double covers of (I',¢), is essentially surjec-
tive.
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Proof. Let (£,P,1) be a super 2-line bundle over (I", ¢). We first extract the map d. On each
connected component ¢ of I'y, £ has some Morita class d. € BW¢ = Zs in the Brauer-Wall
group of C, see [KLWa, §3.1]. We regard this as a smooth map d : I'g — Zs C Z. The
isomorphism P : s*£ — t*£? implies that d(s(y)) = d(t(y)). We let A~ be the central
simple algebra bundle over (I', ¢) that corresponds to —d via the construction above. Then,
L= L&A is a super 2-line bundle over (T, ¢) with trivial Morita class, i.e., a super bundle
gerbe [KLWa, Prop. 3.2.4]. As in the proof of Theorem 5.6.6 we then construct a ¢-induced
double cover w = (I'™, T, <;~5) from the surjective submersion of £’, so that the pullback 7*£’ is
trivializable. By Theorem 5.2.7, it can then be identified with a ¢-twisted super extension of
. O

Remark 5.7.4. Our functor (5.7.2) above may be used, together with Lemmas 5.6.5 and 5.7.2,
to obtain a functor
DFM(T")¥ — Fr(I")“

that relates Distler-Freed-Moore’s twistings directly to Freed’s invertible algebra bundles.

A Appendix: Lie groupoids and weak equivalences

Lie groupoids, smooth functors, and smooth natural transformations form a strict 2-category
LieGrpdf*”. The 1-isomorphisms in this 2-category are called strong equivalences. There
is also a bicategory LieGrpd whose objects are Lie groupoids, whose 1-morphisms are
smooth anafunctors, and whose 2-morphisms are smooth anafunctor transformations, see,
e.g. [SP11, NW13, Lil4]. This bicategory LieSrpd is equivalent to the bicategory of differ-
entiable stacks [Pro96]. Smooth anafunctors are also known as bibundles, Hilsum-Skandalis
maps, or generalized morphisms; the precise notion is not of relevance for this article. Inver-
tible smooth anafunctors establish Morita equivalences between Lie groupoids.

Every smooth functor induces a smooth anafunctor, this way making up a functor
LieSrpdf“" — LieGrpd

that is the identity on the level of objects, and fully faithful on 2-morphism level. A smooth
functor is called a weak equivalence if and only if its induced smooth anafunctor is invertible,
see [Met, Def. 58/Prop. 60] or [Lerl0, Lem. 3.34], and hence a Morita equivalence. The
following definition characterizes them precisely.

Definition A.1. A smooth functor F' : I' — A between Lie groupoids is called a weak
equivalence if both of the following conditions are satisfied:

e [ is smoothly essentially surjective: the map
§0DPTy, :FOFOXt Al —)A() (Al)

is a surjective submersion.
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e Fis smoothly fully faithful: the commutative square

I' il Ay

(s,wl l(s,w (A.2)

o xTog————A0xA
0 X Lo 7% % 0 0

is a pullback diagram in the category of smooth manifolds.

Remark A.2. The following facts follow immediately from the fact that weak equivalences
become 1-isomorphisms in a bicategory:

(i) If T,7" : A — T are smooth functors, and there is a smooth natural transformation
T = T', then T is a weak equivalence if and only if 7" is a weak equivalence.

(ii) Weak equivalences satisfy the 2-out-of-3 property: if 7: @ — A and F' : A — T are
smooth functors, and any two of the three smooth functors T', F', and F o T are weak
equivalences, then so is the third.

(iii) If F, F’ : Q — A are smooth functors, T : A — T" is a weak equivalence, then there is a
smooth natural transformation T o F' = T o F” if and only if there is a smooth natural
transformation F = F'.

Proposition A.3 ([NS11, Theorem 2.16]). Suppose F : I' — A is a weak equivalence
between Lie groupoids. Let X be a 2-stack on the site of smooth manifolds. Then, the functor

F*: X(A) — X(T) (A.3)

is an equivalence of bicategories.

Next we discuss the notion of a covering groupoid and provide some results we use in the
main text.

Definition A.4. Let I' be a Lie groupoid and 7 : Y — I'g be a surjective submersion. The
covering groupoid I'™ has objects I'j := Y and morphisms I'T := Y _x, I'y ;x . Y, and its
structural maps are defined by

s(y2,vsy1) =y Uy y) ==v2 . (Y3723, ¥2) © (Y2, M2, 91) == (3,723 © Y12, Y1)
The projection functor P™ :T'" — T'is given by Py := m and P;(y2,7,y1) := 7.

Ezample A.5. Let M be a smooth manifold and 7 : Y — M a surjective submersion. Then,
C(m) := MF, is the usual Cech groupoid.

Lemma A.6. Let I' be a Lie groupoid. If w:Y — I'g is a surjective submersion, then the
projection functor P™ : I'™ — I is a weak equivalence. Moreover, if ( : Z — Y is a further
surjective submersion, then the evident functor T™¢ — T'™ is a weak equivalence.
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Proof. The first statement can be checked directly. The second statement follows from Re-
mark A.2 (ii). O

Lemma A.7. Let A : I' — Q be smooth functor, and let m : Y — Qg be a surjective
submersion. Then, there exists a surjective submersion  : Z — Ty and a functor A : T¢ — Q7
such that the diagram

18 strictly commutative. Moreover, if A is a weak equivalence, then A is a weak equivalence.

Proof. The surjective submersion ( is the pullback of m along Ag, i.e., we have a pullback
diagram

This defines A on the level of objects, and it is straightforward to complete its definition. [

Coverings groupoids are important because weak equivalences can be inverted on covering
groupoids; see, e.g. [NS11, Proposition 5.7].

Proposition A.8. A smooth functor T : A — T' is a weak equivalence if and only if there
exists a surjective submersion m : Y — T'g and a strong equivalence S : A — T'" such that
T=P"oS.

Finally, we discuss fibre products of Lie groupoids.

Definition A.9. Let T': A — I" and 77 : A’ — T be smooth functors of Lie groupoids
for which either ¢ o prp, : A 7,%s 1 — Tg or soprp, : A} %4 I'y = I'y is a surjective
submersion. The fibre product A xp A" is the Lie groupoid whose objects are tuples (p, ¢,p’),
where p € A,p’ € A are objects and ¢ : T(p) — T'(p') is an isomorphism. Morphisms
(p, &,0) = (¢,9,q") are pairs (o, 3) where « : p — g and 8 : p’ — ¢ are morphisms such that
the following diagram commutes.

T(«)
—T(q)
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Composition is given componentwise. Put differently, the smooth manifold of objects is
Ao px, T1,xp A and the smooth manifold of morphisms is Ay 7% 't ;X v A].

Remark A.10. The fibre product of Lie groupoids is a 2-pullback in the bicategory LieGrpd/™”,
see [MMO3, Section 5.3] and [Lil4, Remark 1.18] for further references.

Remark A.11. The following elementary consequence of these definitions is [Lil4, Proposition
1.26]. For a weak equivalence T': A — T" and a smooth functor F': A’ — T', their fibre product
A xp A exists. Moreover, the projection A xr A’ — A’ is a weak equivalence.

Lemma A.12. LetT:A—T, T :N —-T,5:Q— A and S": Q — N weak equivalences
of Lie groupoids. Then, there is a weak equivalence

Sl XFS:Q/XFQ%A/XFA. (A4)
Proof. Combine Remark A.10, Remark A.11, and Remark A.2. O

Fibre products of surjective submersions and fibre products of Lie groupoids are compat-
ible in the following way.

Lemma A.13. Let I' be a Lie groupoid and let # : Y — Ty and ©" : Y/ — Ty be surjective
submersions. Let Z :=Y xp,Y' be the fibre product, and let ¢ : Z — Ty be the projection to
the base. Then, there is a canonical weak equivalence TS — I'™ xp '™ such that the diagram

¢ T xp 7
w7
r

1s strictly commutative.

Proof. We construct a functor F : I'C — I'" xp I'™. To an object (y,9) € Y xp, Y’ we assign
the object F(y,y') := (y,y',id(y)) of I'™ xp I'™. To a morphism (y1,},,7,y2,v,) in T¢ we
assign the morphism ((y1,7,v2), (¥1,7,v5)). This is well-defined, smooth, functorial, and the
diagram is obviously commutative. Since the vertical arrows are weak equivalences, the 2-out-
of-3 property of weak equivalences (Remark A.2 (ii)) shows that F' is a weak equivalence. [
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