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ABSTRACT. We construct a morphism of spectra from KO((q))/TMF to Σ−20IZTMF, which we
show to be an equivalence and to implement the Anderson self-duality of TMF. This morphism is
then used to define another morphism from TMF to Σ−20IZ(MSpin/MString), which induces a
differential geometric pairing and captures not only the invariant of Bunke and Naumann but also a
finer invariant which detects subtle Anderson dual pairs of elements of π•TMF. Our analysis leads
to conjectures concerning certain self-dual vertex operator superalgebras and some specific torsion
classes in π•TMF.

This paper is written as an article in mathematics, but much of the discussions in it was originally
motivated by a study in heterotic string theory. As such, we have a separate appendix for physicists,
in which the contents of the paper are summarized and translated into a language more amenable
to them. In physics terms, our result allows us to compute the discrete part of the Green-Schwarz
coupling of the B-field in a couple of subtle hitherto-unexplored cases.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The main theme of our paper is the Anderson duality of topological modular forms and its
differential geometric manifestations involving string manifolds. What we will describe can be
considered as a generalization of the simpler case of the Anderson duality of K-theory and its
differential geometric manifestations as realized by the eta invariants on spin manifolds. Therefore
we would like to begin by recalling these concepts in this simpler setting of K-theory before
delving in to the much more interesting but complicated case of topological modular forms.

Physics Remark 1.1. Before proceeding, the authors would like to mention that many of the con-
tents of this paper were originally motivated by a study of properties of heterotic string theory. As
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such, in this section, we sometimes have remarks from physics perspectives. That said, skipping
all these remarks should not cause any problem in the understanding of the rest of the paper, which
is written in the standard mathematical style. A fuller description of the contents for physicists is
provided in Appendix G. ⌟

1.1. Anderson duality and the induced pairings of KO. The Anderson duality IZ is a natural
duality operation in stable homotopy theory. Various important spectra are known to be self-dual:
HZ ≃ IZHZ, KU ≃ IZKU, and KO ≃ Σ4IZKO. When we take the homotopy groups, the
Anderson duality provides non-torsion and torsion pairings, both of which are perfect. We take
the case of

(1.2) ζKO : KO
∼−→ Σ4IZKO

as an example.
We start with a basic lemma whose easy proof will be provided later:

Lemma 1.3 (=Lemma 2.6). For a ring spectrum R and an R-module spectrum M , an R-module
homomorphism ζ : M → Σ−sIZR from M to the Anderson dual of R is specified by an element
ζ ∈ πsIZM , which we denote by the same symbol by a slight abuse of notation.

In our case, then, ζKO is specified by an element ζKO ∈ π−4IZKO. To understand π−4IZKO,
we use the exact sequence

(1.4) 0 → Ext(π−d+3KO,Z) → πd−4IZKO → Hom(π−d+4KO,Z) → 0.

We also need nonzero homotopy groups of KO, which are given by π0KO ≃ Z, π1KO ≃ Z/2,
π2KO ≃ Z/2, π4KO ≃ 2Z. Here, we included a factor of 2 in the last isomorphism to preserve
the graded ring structure of π•KO. From (1.4) for the case d = 0 and π3KO ≃ 0, we see that

(1.5) ζKO ∈ π−4IZKO ≃ Hom(π4KO,Z) ≃ Hom(2Z,Z)

which is given by

(1.6) ζKO =
1

2
· − ∈ Hom(2Z,Z).

The Anderson self-duality (1.2) then gives rise to the non-torsion pairing

⟨−,−⟩ζKO
: πdKO× π−d+4KO → Z(1.7)

giving the perfect pairing between π0KO ≃ Z and π4KO ≃ 2Z, and

(−,−)ζKO
: (πdKO)torsion × (π−d+3KO)torsion → Q/Z(1.8)

giving the perfect pairing between π1KO ≃ Z/2 and π2KO ≃ Z/2.
We can also combine the morphism (1.2) with the Anderson dual of the Atiyah-Bott-Shapiro

orientation ABS : MSpin → KO to have the morphism

(1.9) ζspin = IZABS ◦ ζKO : KO → Σ4IZMSpin,

which in turn induces the pairings

⟨−,−⟩ζspin : πdKO× π−d+4MSpin → Z,(1.10)

(−,−)ζspin : (πdKO)torsion × (π−d+3MSpin)torsion → Q/Z.(1.11)
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Furthermore, KO and MSpin have differential refinements yKO and {MSpin, respectively, so that
we can subsume the two pairings (1.10), (1.11) into a single differential pairing

(1.12) (−,−)
pζspin

: yKO−d × {MSpin−d+3 → R/Z,

which is essentially given by the eta invariant of Atiyah, Patodi and Singer.

1.2. Anderson duality and the induced pairings of TMF. What we aim to achieve in this paper
is to generalize this story to topological modular forms. Topological modular forms come in three
versions, TMF, Tmf and tmf, as explained in the standard textbooks such as [DFHH14, BR21].
Rationally, (π2•TMF)Q ≃ (MF•)Q and (π2•tmf)Q ≃ (mf•)Q are the rings of weakly-holomorphic
modular forms and of modular forms, respectively, but they also contain interesting torsional
information.

The behavior of topological modular forms under the Anderson duality was first found for Tmf
in [Sto11, Sto14] in the form

(1.13) Tmf ≃ Σ−21IZTmf,

and was later reformulated in terms of tmf in [BR21]. Our first main result in this paper is its
reformulation in terms of TMF.

To state it, we need to use the cofiber sequence

(1.14) TMF
Φ−→ KO((q))

CΦ−−→ KO((q))/TMF

where Φ : TMF → KO((q)) is the morphism corresponding to the restriction to the Tate moduli
in the definition of TMF as the global section of a sheaf of spectra over the moduli stack of elliptic
curves, as constructed in [AHR10, HL13]. One of the central results of this paper is

Theorem 1.15 (=Theorem 2.32). We have an equivalence of TMF-module spectra

(1.16) αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF
∼−→ Σ−20IZTMF.

We now want to describe αKO((q))/TMF more explicitly. Using Lemma 1.3, this is done by
describing αKO((q))/TMF as an element of π20KO((q))/TMF.

In order to do so, let us first consider a KO((q))-module morphism

(1.17) αKO((q)) : KO((q)) → Σ−20IZKO((q))

specified by an element

(1.18) αKO((q)) ∈ π20IZKO((q)) ≃ Hom(π−20KO((q)),Z) ≃ Hom(2Z((q)),Z),

which we choose to be

αKO((q)) =
1

2
∆(q) · −

∣∣
q0

∈ Hom(2Z((q)),Z).(1.19)

Here ∆(q) is the modular discriminant and f(q)
∣∣
q0

denotes the constant term of a q-series f(q).

Physics Remark 1.20. There are many ways to motivate why we choose this particular morphism
αKO((q)) in (1.19). One is to say that this works in the end. Another motivation, which was the
original reason why the authors considered it, was that this morphism appeared in the characteri-
zation of the anomaly of heterotic string theories in the authors’ previous study [TY21]. ⌟
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Then

(1.21) IZΦ(αKO((q))) ∈ π20IZTMF

turns out to vanish, which allows us to find a lift

(1.22) αKO((q))/TMF ∈ π20IZKO((q))/TMF

under the long exact sequence of homotopy groups associated to the Anderson dual of the cofiber
sequence (1.14),

(1.23) π20IZKO((q))/TMF
IZCΦ−−−→ π20IZKO((q))

IZΦ−−→ π20IZTMF.

This lift αKO((q))/TMF, which turns out to be unique, gives the TMF-module morphism in Theo-
rem 1.15. It is not immediate that this morphism is actually an equivalence; the detailed construc-
tion of this morphism will be in Sec. 2.1 and the fact that it is an equivalence will be proved in
two distinct ways in Appendices C and D.1

Physics Remark 1.24. As discussed in the authors’ previous work [TY21], the anomaly of het-
erotic string theories is characterized by IZΦ ◦ αKO((q)), whose vanishing (1.21) guarantees that
heterotic string theories are always anomaly-free. The authors then considered the secondary mor-
phism αKO((q))/TMF, which can be naturally defined from this vanishing, in order to describe the
Green-Schwarz couplings of general heterotic string theories. It was a major surprise even to the
authors that the secondary morphism αKO((q))/TMF thus defined gave the Anderson self-duality
(1.16) of TMF. ⌟

As already mentioned for the case of the Anderson dual pairing of KO, the existence of the
Anderson duality (1.16) induces two pairings

⟨−,−⟩αKO((q))/TMF
: πdTMF× π−d−20KO((q))/TMF → Z,(1.25)

(−,−)αKO((q))/TMF
: (πdTMF)torsion × (π−d−21KO((q))/TMF)torsion → Q/Z(1.26)

which are perfect under suitable topologies on the groups involved, after dividing by the torsion
subgroups in the case of (1.25).

Thanks to the detailed data contained in [BR21], we know the structure of the Abelian groups
π•TMF, π•KO((q))/TMF and the pairings between them very explicitly. These pairings asso-
ciated to the Anderson self-duality (1.16) are explicitly tabulated in Appendix E.2 for the conve-
nience of the readers.

The discussions so far are almost purely within homotopy theory, except possibly our moti-
vation behind the choice of our crucial element αKO((q)) in (1.19), as explained in Physics Re-
mark 1.20. We now connect these considerations in homotopy theory to differential geometry of
string manifolds. As we will see, this allows us to compute the pairings of some concrete elements
of π•TMF of negative degree and some explicit torsion classes of string manifolds, manifesting
the Anderson duality of TMF in a differential geometric setting.

1The proof given in Appendix C is based on the tmf self-duality and is rather computational. Another proof given
in Appendix D is more conceptual and is based on the Tmf self-duality (1.13), and was kindly provided by Sanath
Devalapurkar.
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Physics Remark 1.27. These results in pure mathematics were heavily motivated by the study of
branes in heterotic string theories in [KOTY23], and in turn have direct applications in uncovering
the previously unknown features of heterotic string theories. ⌟

For this purpose, we utilize the sigma orientations σstring : MString → TMF and σspin :
MSpin → KO((q)), which were constructed in [AHR10] so that the following diagram com-
mutes:

(1.28)

MString

σstring

��

ι // MSpin

σspin

��
TMF

Φ // KO((q))

,

where MString and MSpin are the Thom spectra for the string and spin manifolds, respectively.
We extend the two rows in the following way:

(1.29)

MString

σstring

��

ι // MSpin

σspin

��

Cι // MSpin/MString

σspin/string

��
TMF

Φ // KO((q))
CΦ // KO((q))/TMF

.

Here, MSpin/MString is defined to be the cofiber of the forgetful morphism ι, and is the Thom
spectrum of the relative spin/string manifolds, whose homotopy groups give bordism groups of
spin manifolds with string-structured boundaries. The morphism σspin/string was then chosen so that
the diagram above commutes. By composing it with (1.16), we have the morphism

(1.30) αspin/string : TMF → Σ−20IZMSpin/MString,

which in turn gives the following more geometric versions of the two pairings (1.25) and (1.26):

⟨−,−⟩αspin/string : πdTMF× π−d−20MSpin/MString → Z,(1.31)

(−,−)αspin/string : (πdTMF)torsion × (π−d−21MSpin/MString)torsion → Q/Z.(1.32)

As was also the case for KO, these two pairings are subsumed in a single differential pairing

(1.33) (−,−)
pαspin/string :

zTMF−d × ¤�MSpin/MString−d−21 → R/Z,

whose properties we can and will explore.

Physics Remark 1.34. The physics interest of this pairing lies in the fact that it provides the Green-
Schwarz couplings for a given string worldsheet theories specified by the element in zTMF−d.
Some more details of the physics significance will be explained in Appendix G. ⌟

As our construction is somewhat involved, we have an Appendix B where the same techniques
are applied to a much simpler setting, with the correspondence given below:

main text TMF KO((q)) MString MSpin

App. B KO KU MSpin MSpinc .

1.3. Applications. We will study the consequences of our pairings induced from the Anderson
self-duality of TMF, from various points of view.
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1.3.1. Determination of the invariants of Bunke and Naumann. The first application is an al-
ternative computation of the invariant btmf of Bunke and Naumann [BN09]. This invariant was
defined in [BN09] for elements x in the kernel of Φ: π4k−1TMF → π4k−1KO((q)) by lifting
them to π4kKO((q))/TMF and taking their rationalization. The rationalization of the pairing
⟨−,−⟩αKO((q))/TMF

pairs them with the rationalization of π−4k−20TMF, which will allow us to
completely determine this invariant. We will also see that the torsion pairing (−,−)αKO((q))/TMF

provides torsion invariants of TMF finer than that given by Bunke and Naumann.
Bunke and Naumann also had a differential geometric version of their invariant, which they

denoted by bgeom, defined on the kernel of π4k−1MString → π4k−1MSpin. We will see that this
invariant can be naturally thought of as part of the differential pairing (1.33).

1.3.2. Other examples of the differential pairing. Another example is the following. The kernel
of Φ : π−31TMF → π−31KO((q)) is known to be Z/2, whose generator we denote by x. The
torsion pairing (1.26) pairs it with torsion elements of π10MSpin/MString. Denoting by ν a
generator of π3MString = Z/24, the element ν3 ∈ π9MString clearly vanishes when sent by ι
to π9MSpin, and therefore can be lifted to a class y in π10MSpin/MString. We will see that the
pairing (x, y)αspin/string is nontrivial if and only if y is a lift of ν3.

1.3.3. Identification of a TMF class coming from a power operation. One more application of
our general result is that it sometimes allows us to identify elements of π•TMF by performing
differential geometric computations of the Anderson-dual pairing. More concretely, we combine
the authors’ previous works [TY21,YY21,Yam21] with the results of this paper to have differential
geometric understandings of the pairing αspin/string. This enables us to understand torsion elements
coming from a power operation on TMF, which had been understood only by spectral sequence
computations in the literature, by differential geometric methods.

The concrete case we study in this paper is the following. Let e8 ∈ π−16TMF be the unique
element whose image by Φ is c4/∆. The H∞-ring structure of TMF allows us to define its square
(e8)

2 as an element of TMF32(BΣ2), where Σ2 is the symmetric group on two points representing
the exchange of two factors of e8. Let f : S1 → BΣ2 be the classifying map of a nontrivial Σ2

bundle over S1, and we let

(1.35) e
(2)
8 := f ∗((e8)

2)/[S1] ∈ TMF31(pt) = π−31TMF,

where [S1] ∈ TMF1(S
1) is the fundamental class with the bounding string structure. This proce-

dure is a power operation called a cup-1 product, as we will see in Remark 4.43, and denoted by
∪1 : π2ℓTMF → π4ℓ+1TMF.

This element e(2)8 is of some physics interest, and it is fairly straightforward to check that it van-
ishes when sent to π−31KO((q)) via Φ. As we already mentioned, the kernel of Φ : π−31TMF →
π−31KO((q)) is Z/2, whose generator we denoted by x above. Then we can ask the question: is
e
(2)
8 zero or x? We will answer this question in two completely distinct methods.

The first method is the following. As e(2)8 is obtained by a power operation in TMF, we can
determine it to be x, using the detailed data provided in [BR21] concerning power operations as
seen in the Adams spectral sequence for π•TMF. This we will do in Sec. 4.4.
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The second method is presented in Sec. 4.5, using the differential version of the pairing (1.32)
above. There, we compute (e

(2)
8 , y)αspin/string for a class y ∈ π10MSpin/MString lifting ν3 and

confirm it to be nonzero, thus showing indeed that e(8)2 is the generator x.
One important caveat is that this differential computation is done modulo a conjecture which is

physically very well-motivated:

Conjecture 1.36. The element e8 lifts to a Borel E8-equivariant twisted element

pe8 ∈ TMF16+τ (BE8),

where τ : BE8 → K(Z, 4) is a map whose homotopy class satisfies [τ ] = 1 ∈ Z ≃ H4(BE8;Z).
Here, we use the fact that we can regard τ as specifying a twist of TMF via the canonical map
K(Z, 4) → BO⟨0, . . . , 4⟩ → BGL1(TMF) as explained in [ABG10].

We note that it appears as Conjecture 4.12 in the main text, where Φ(pe8) ∈ KO((q))16(BE8) is
also given as part of the conjecture.

As described above, the first method is purely homotopy-theoretical, while the second method
uses the differential geometric pairing. Two computations proceed in two totally different ways,
and the eventual consistency of the results is highly nontrivial. To the authors this was one of the
most exciting and satisfying aspects of this work.

Physics Remark 1.37. In addition, these computations determine previously undetermined cou-
plings of heterotic string theory of a very subtle type, known as discrete Green-Schwarz couplings.
For more details, see Appendix G. ⌟

1.4. Vertex operator algebras and TMF. Now we would like to explain the physics behind
Conjecture 1.36 above, and how it leads to our conjectures concerning vertex operator algebras
and TMF classes. The Stolz-Teichner proposal [ST04, ST11] posits that the deformation classes
of two-dimensional N=(0, 1) supersymmetric quantum field theories (SQFTs) determine TMF
classes. Among such SQFTs, two simpler classes of theories are (i) purely left-moving modular-
invariant spin conformal field theories (CFTs) and (ii) purely right-moving modular-invariant su-
perconformal field theories (SCFTs). The TMF classes coming from (ii) were the subject of a
paper [GJF18] and are automatically in πd>0TMF. Our paper concerns the classes coming from
(i), which are in contrast in πd<0TMF.

Mathematically, purely left-moving modular-invariant spin CFTs are believed to be described
by self-dual (or equivalently holomorphic) vertex operator superalgebras (VOSAs), whose central
charge c is necessarily of the form n/2. A slightly generalized form of the Stolz-Teichner proposal
then has the following form, which will be given more fully as Conjecture A.8:

Conjecture 1.38. A holomorphic VOSA V of central charge n/2 containing an affine algebra pgk
should give a class [V] ∈ TMFn+kτ

G (pt), where G is the simply-connected compact Lie group of
type g and τ : BG→ K(Z, 4) is the map in [FSS10, Example 5.1.5] which represents a generator
of H4(BG;Z) ≃ Z. Furthermore, Φ([V]) ∈ KOn

G((q))(pt) can be computed using the theory of
VOSA.2

2In the formulation of this conjecture, we use genuinely G-equivariant TMF with twists, whose theory has not
been adequately developed yet. In the rest of the paper, we only use the Borel-equivariant version of TMF, for which
no issue remains.
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One of the simplest nontrivial VOSA is the one given by the affine algebra (pe8)1 of c = 8,
which should give a class qe8 ∈ TMF16+τ

E8
(pt), whose image in TMF16+τ (BE8) after the com-

pletion is the element pe8 appearing in the conjecture above. Not only that, there is a physics
argument saying that the element e(2)8 above, reformulated physically in the language of SQFTs,
can be continuously deformed to a VOSA based on the affine algebra (pe8)2 of c = 31/2. The
general conjecture stated above then implies that the element e(2)8 ∈ TMF31(pt) should have a
genuinely E8-equivariant lift qe

(2)
8 ∈ TMF31+2τ

E8
(pt) together with its Borel equivariant version

pe
(2)
8 ∈ TMF31+2τ (BE8). Combined, we now have a conjectural description of the generator of
Ker(Φ : π−31TMF → π−31KO((q))) = Z/2 in terms of a VOSA.

1.5. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows:

• In Sec. 2, we define two secondary morphisms αKO((q))/TMF and αspin/string. We also explain
that the former gives the Anderson self-duality of TMF; this is one of the main results of
the paper. We give two versions of its proof, in Appendices C and D, respectively.

• In Sec. 3, we study pairings induced by our secondary morphisms and provide a number
of computations of the pairings, in both torsion and non-torsion cases. Along the way, we
compute the invariant of Bunke and Naumann, and relate it to the differential pairings. We
also see that the Anderson dual pairing of TMF has a differential geometric manifestation.

• In Sec. 4, we define two TMF classes x−d ∈ π−dTMF for d = 31 and d = 28, where x−31

is the element we denoted by e(2)8 in this introduction. They are both in A−d := Ker(Φ :
π−dTMF → π−dKO((q))). We prove three statements independently of each other: i)
that x−31 generates A−31 ≃ Z/2, by performing a computation of the power operation
in the Adams spectral sequence; ii) that x−28 generates A−28 ≃ Z/2, by computing the
Anderson duality pairing differential-geometrically; and iii) that we have x−28 = x−31ν,
using an explicit twisted string bordism. The statements ii) and iii) combined will provide
an alternative, differential-geometric proof of the statement i) which is obtained purely
homotopy-theoretically.

We also have a number of Appendices:

• In Appendix A, we formulate conjectures concerning VOSAs and TMF classes. Among
others, we describe the VOSAs which should be behind x−31 and x−28.

• In Appendix B, we provide a simpler analogue of the study given in the main part of
the paper, where the roles played by MString, MSpin, TMF, and KO((q)) are replaced
by MSpin, MSpinc, KO, KU, respectively. This allows us to obtain the Anderson self-
duality of KO in terms of the Anderson self-duality of KU. We also study various induced
pairings in this setting.

• In Appendix C, we give a proof of our main theorem, Theorem 1.15, in terms of the
Anderson self-duality of tmf. The proof is rather computational but is more explicit.

• In Appendix D, we give another proof of our main theorem, Theorem 1.15, in terms of the
Anderson self-duality of Tmf. The proof is more conceptual, and was provided by Sanath
Devalapurkar.
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• In Appendix E, we summarize the structure of π•TMF as Abelian groups. In particular
we describe the important torsion groups A•, which is the kernel of Φ : π•TMF →
π•KO((q)). We also describe the Anderson self-duality of TMF concretely.

• In Appendix F, we provide and develop necessary backgrounds on differential bordism
groups and their Anderson duals.

• Finally in Appendix G, we give a separate introduction for physicists.

We note that we sometimes refer to the authors’ previous work [TY21]. When we explicitly
refer to the equation numbers and the theorem numbers there, we always refer to the published
version, or equivalently the version 2 on the arXiv, which contains significant improvements in
the exposition compared to the original version 1. That said, familiarities in the details of [TY21]
are not assumed in this paper, and the crucial points of [TY21] are repeated in this article, so that
the readers can understand this paper without reading [TY21].

1.6. Notations and conventions.
• We use notations Z/n := Z/nZ except in the only section written for physicists, Ap-

pendix G, where Zn := Z/nZ is used instead. We denote the p-adic completion of Z
byZ∧

p .
• For a spectrum E, we use the notations E−d and Ed for πdE, depending on the context.

The p-adic completion of E is denoted by E∧
p .

• For a spectrum E, its Anderson dual spectrum is denoted by IZE.
• Given a morphism α : E → Σ−sIZF for two spectra E and F , we denote the associated
Z-valued and Q/Z-valued pairings by

(1.39) ⟨−,−⟩α : πdE × π−d−sF → Z

and

(1.40) (−,−)α : (πdE)torsion × (π−d−s−1F )torsion → Q/Z.

There are also occasions where we use the notations α⟨−,−⟩ and α(−,−) instead of
⟨−,−⟩α and (−,−)α for notational clarity.

Assuming that both E-cohomology and F -homology have differential versions and that
the differential refinement pα : pE → Σ−s

yIZF of α is given, we denote the differential
pairing by

(1.41) (−,−)
pα : pE−d × pF−d−s−1 → R/Z

which subsumes both (1.39) and (1.40) in the sense detailed in Sec. 3.3. We also denote
this differential pairing by pα(−,−).

• For a topological space X , we denote the associated pointed space by X+ := X ⊔ pt.
• We use the formalism of twisted (co)homology developed in [ABG10]. For a topological

space X and an E∞ ring spectrum R, a map τ : X → BGL1(R) specifies a twist. We
denote by R ∧τ X+ the associated R-module Thom spectrum, whose homotopy groups
are the twisted R-homology groups, Rn+τ (X) := πn(R ∧τ X+). Moreover, given an R-
module spectrum E, the associated Thom spectrum is also denoted by E ∧τ X+ := E ∧R
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R ∧τ X+, which represents the twisted E-homology groups, En+τ (X) := πn(E ∧τ X+).
Analogously, we denote the twisted cohomology groups by Rn+τ (X) and En+τ (X).

• We use the notation

(1.42) mf = Z[c4, c6,∆]/(c34 − c26 − 1728∆), MF = mf[∆−1]

for the ring of integral modular forms and the ring of weakly-holomorphic integral mod-
ular forms, respectively. It seems more common in the literature on TMF to use MF
to denote what we denote by mf, but we believe our usage is more consistent, since we
naturally have homomorphisms π2•tmf → mf• and π2•TMF → MF• in our notation.

We typically identity elements of mf and MF with their q-expansions so that we have
an inclusion MFk ↪→ Z((q)) for each even k. We define −

∣∣
q0

to be the constant term of a
q-series.

• We denote the complex Bott element by β ∈ π2KU. When we identify π2nKU ≃ Z, we
always take the sign so that βn maps to 1. We always identify

π8k+4KO ≃ 2Z ⊂ Z,(1.43)

π8kKO ≃ Z,(1.44)

via π4nKO
c
↪−→ π4nKU ≃ Z, where c denotes the complexification, except in Sec. 3.1.2.

The reason for this exceptional convention in Sec. 3.1.2 is explained in Remark 3.21.
• We denote by X ∈ π576tmf the periodicity element. The notation for the Bott element
B ∈ π8tmf follows that of [BR21]. As explained there, there are two elements B and
B̃ = B + ϵ in π8tmf whose modular form image is c4, distinguished by their Adams
filtration: B is in filtration 4, while B + ϵ is in filtration 3.

• We use the following names for the morphisms between spectra, whose descriptions are
given in the main text:

(1.45)

MString

σstring

��

ι // MSpin

σspin

��

Cι // MSpin/MString

σstring/spin

��
TMF

Φ // KO((q))
CΦ // KO((q))/TMF

TMF
ϕ // TMF[B−1]

p

OO

Cϕ // TMF/B∞

ϱ

OO
.

• We often consider the Abelian group

(1.46) A• := ker(Φ : π•TMF → π•KO((q))).

This group equals

(1.47) ΓBπ•TMF = ker(ϕ : π•TMF → π•TMF[B−1])),

the subgroup of B-power torsion elements, as we will recall in Appendix E.
• We often refer to the generator ν of π3S ≃ π3MString ≃ π3TMF ≃ Z/24, given by S3

equipped with the Lie group framing.
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• For a manifold X and a graded R-vector space V •, we denote by Ωd(X;V •) the R-vector
space of differential forms on X with coefficient in V • with total degree d. The subspace
of closed forms are denoted by Ω∗

clo(X;V •). We write Ω∗(X) := Ω∗(X;R).
• We heavily use the language of generalized differential cohomology in the latter half of

the paper, starting from Sec. 3.3 and onwards. We use the axiomatic framework given
in [BS09] and adopt the conventional notations: a differential cohomology refining E is
typically denoted by pE∗, and has structure maps

Ω∗−1(X;E•
R)/im(d)

a // pE∗(X)

R
��

I // E∗(X)

Ω∗
clo(X;E•

R)

.(1.48)

See also Appendix F.

2. SECONDARY MORPHISMS AND THE ANDERSON SELF-DUALITY

2.1. The secondary morphism αKO((q))/TMF. We start with a basic lemma, Lemma 2.6, which
is simple but so fundamental that it will be implicitly used repeatedly below. We need to start with
a couple of definitions to state the lemma.

Definition 2.1. Given two spectra E and F and a morphism α : E → Σ−sIZF , we denote by α∨

the following composition:

α∨ : F → IZ(IZF )
IZα−−→ Σ−sIZE,

where the first arrow is induced by the generator idIZ of [S0, F (IZ, IZ)] ≃ [IZ, IZ] ≃ Z.

Remark 2.2. In this paper we often deal with spectra such as TMF and KO((q)) whose homotopy
groups at fixed degrees are not finitely generated. In such cases we have a canonical morphism
E → IZIZE but not an equivalence E ∼−→ IZIZE. This subtlety requires us to distinguish IZα and
α∨. ⌟

Definition 2.3. Given a ring spectrum R, an R-module spectrum M and a morphism α : M →
Σ−dIZ, the composition

(2.4) M ∧R mult−−→M
α−→ Σ−dIZ

determines two R-module morphisms

mor(α) : M → Σ−dIZR, mor(α)∨ : R → Σ−dIZM.(2.5)

Lemma 2.6. Any R-module morphism

M → Σ−dIZR

is of the form mor(α) for a map α : M → Σ−dIZ, and any R-module morphism

R → Σ−dIZM

is of the form mor(α)∨ for a map α : M → Σ−dIZ.
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Proof. From the definition of the Anderson dual, any such morphism is determined by a morphism
M ∧ R → Σ−dIZ. Due to our assumption that it is an R-module morphism, it can be factored as
in (2.4). □

Remark 2.7. In the following, we simply write mor(α) by α, and mor(α)∨ by α∨. ⌟

To proceed, we need three facts about modular forms and topological modular forms:

Fact 2.8. For all f(q) ∈ (MF2)Q, we have f(q)
∣∣
q0

= 0, where the notation · · ·
∣∣
q0

means the
extraction of the constant term from a series in q.

Fact 2.9. π−21TMF = 0.

Fact 2.10. The morphism π−22TMF → π−22KO((q)) is injective.

Fact 2.8 is a classic result in the theory of modular forms. For a proof, see e.g. [TY21, Lemma
3.14]. Fact 2.9 and Fact 2.10 follow from the properties of the homotopy groups of TMF summa-
rized in Appendix E.

Let us now consider the KO((q))-module morphism αKO((q)) : KO((q)) → Σ−20IZKO((q)).
Due to the Lemma 2.6, its homotopy class is specified by an element in π20IZKO((q)):

Definition 2.11. We define the element αKO((q)) ∈ π20IZKO((q)) via

αKO((q)) =
1

2
∆(q) · −

∣∣
q0

∈ Hom(2Z((q)),Z)

under the isomorphism

π20IZKO((q)) ≃ Hom(π−20KO((q)),Z) ≃ Hom(2Z((q)),Z).

This choice of αKO((q)) was motivated by a string theoretic consideration, see [TY21, Sec. 2 and
Lemma 3.8] for details. The main mathematical result of the authors’ previous work [TY21] was
the following:

Theorem 2.12 (=Theorem 3.17 of [TY21]). The element IZΦ(αKO((q))) ∈ π20IZTMF is zero.

Proof. By Fact 2.9, we have π−21TMF = 0. Therefore we have the isomorphism

(2.13) π20IZTMF = Hom(π−20TMF,Z).

Therefore, we only have to show the vanishing of IZΦ(αKO((q))) after rationalization, which takes
values in Hom((MF−10)Q,Q). From Definition 2.11, we only have to show that

(2.14) ∆(q)f(q)
∣∣
q0

= 0

for any f(q) ∈ (MF−10)Q. This follows by recalling that ∆(q) ∈ MF12 and Fact 2.8. □

Define the TMF-module spectrum KO((q))/TMF as the cofiber

TMF
Φ→ KO((q))

CΦ→ KO((q))/TMF.(2.15)

We then have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.16. There is a unique elelemt αKO((q))/TMF ∈ π20IZKO((q))/TMF which satisfies

IZCΦ(αKO((q))/TMF) = αKO((q)).(2.17)
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Proof. The long exact sequence for the homotopy fibration Anderson dual to (2.15) gives

π21IZKO((q))
IZΦ−−→ π21IZTMF → π20IZKO((q))/TMF

IZCΦ−−−→ π20IZKO((q))
IZΦ−−→ π20IZTMF.

(2.18)

From Theorem 2.12 we know that αKO((q)) ∈ π20IZKO((q)) is in the kernel of the last map. Thus
there is a lift. To show the uniqueness, it is enough to show that the first map is surjective.

For this we notice that π21IZTMF ≃ Ext(π−22TMF,Z) because π−21TMF = 0 by Fact 2.9.
Similarly, we have π21IZKO((q)) ≃ Ext(π−22KO((q)),Z). Now the map Φ : π−22TMF →
π−22KO((q)) is injective by Fact 2.10. The morphism

(2.19) Ext(π−22KO((q)),Z) → Ext(π−22TMF,Z)

is then a surjection, and we get the desired result. □

Proposition 2.20. We have

(2.21) π−21KO((q))/TMF = 0

and therefore

(2.22) π20IZKO((q))/TMF ≃ Hom(π−20KO((q))/TMF,Z).

Proof. Consider the exact sequence

(2.23) π−21KO((q)) → π−21KO((q))/TMF → π−22TMF → π−22KO((q)).

Then the statement follows because the first term is zero and the last arrow is injective by Fact 2.10.
□

Proposition 2.24. We have

(2.25) π−20KO((q))/TMF ≃ 2Z((q))/2MF−10.

Proof. We study the exact sequence

(2.26) π−20TMF → π−20KO((q)) → π−20KO((q))/TMF → π−21TMF.

From Fact E.3, the image of the first arrow is 2MF−10 ⊂ π−20KO((q)) ≃ 2Z((q)). From Fact 2.9,
the last term is zero. The statement then follows. □

Proposition 2.27. The element

(2.28) αKO((q))/TMF ∈ π20IZ(KO((q))/TMF) ≃ Hom(π−20KO((q))/TMF,Z)

is given by

(2.29)
2Z((q))/2MF−10 → Z,

[f(q)] 7→ 1

2
∆(q)f(q)

∣∣
q0
.

Proof. This follows from the form of αKO((q)) given in Definition 2.11 and Proposition 2.24. That
this homomorphism is well-defined follows from the fact that elements in MF−10 multiplied by
∆ is in MF2, whose constant term in the q-expansion is always zero by Fact 2.8. □
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2.2. Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms and αKO((q))/TMF. We just defined
the element αKO((q))/TMF. This induces TMF-module homomorphisms

αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF → Σ−20IZTMF,(2.30)

α∨
KO((q))/TMF : TMF → Σ−20IZKO((q))/TMF.(2.31)

One of our main results in this paper is that the morphism αKO((q))/TMF (2.30) is actually an
equivalence:

Theorem 2.32. The secondary morphism is a TMF-module equivalence:

αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF
∼→ Σ−20IZTMF.(2.33)

We give two separate proofs of this theorem, one given by the authors of this paper originally
in the first version of this paper, and another more conceptual version provided by Sanath Devala-
purkar. As they are both somewhat technical, they are given in Appendix C and in Appendix D,
respectively.

In this main part, we give a very brief outline of the proofs and explain along the way that this
equivalence should be thought of as expressing the Anderson self-duality of TMF. Originally,
the Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms was formulated and proved by Stojanoska
[Sto11, Sto14] in terms of Tmf as follows:

Fact 2.34 ( [Sto11, Sto14]). We have a Tmf-module equivalence

αTmf : Tmf ≃ Σ−21IZTmf.(2.35)

This was later reformulated in terms of tmf by [BR21]. Following their notations, let B ∈
π8tmf ⊂ π8TMF be the Bott element, whose modular form image is c4.3 Let X ∈ π576tmf be
the periodicity element, whose modular form images is ∆24. Now, given a ring spectrum R and
an element x ∈ π•R, we define the spectrum R/(x∞) by the cofiber sequence

(2.36) R → R[x−1] → R/(x∞),

and R/(x∞, y∞) := (R/(x∞))/(y∞). The self-duality in terms of tmf is then:

Fact 2.37 ( [BR21]).

αtmf′ : tmf ′ ≃ Σ−20IZtmf, where tmf ′ := tmf/(B∞, X∞).(2.38)

The approach in Appendix C is as follows. We consider TMF/B∞ defined by the cofiber
sequence

(2.39) TMF
ϕ // TMF[B−1]

Cϕ // TMF/B∞ .

It is then fairly straightforward to construct from the morphism αtmf′ in (2.38) a morphism

(2.40) αTMF/B∞ : TMF/B∞ → Σ−20IZTMF

which turns out to be almost an equivalence in the sense that

(2.41) π•TMF/B∞ ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X], π•Σ

−20IZTMF ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]].

3There are two elements B and B + ϵ whose image is c4, where ϵ is of order 2. They are distinguished by their
Adams filtrations.
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for a certain Z[B]-module N ′
•.

We now use the following commutative diagram

TMF
ϕ // TMF[B−1]

p

��

Cϕ // TMF/B∞

ϱ

��
TMF

Φ // KO((q))
CΦ // KO((q))/TMF

,(2.42)

where p is induced by the invertibility of Φ(B) = c4 in π•KO((q)), and ϱ is filled to make the
diagram commute. This diagram allows us to show that

(2.43) π•KO((q))/TMF ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]].

Combined with the fact that we have a morphism αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF → Σ−20IZTMF,
we can conclude that αKO((q))/TMF is indeed an equivalence.

Another proof, provided in Appendix D, is more conceptual and is based on the Tmf version
of the self-duality statement. We will start by establishing the homotopy pullback square

Tmf //

Φ′

��

TMF

Φ
��

KO[[q]] // KO((q))

.(2.44)

This can then be used to show that the following diagram commutes:

Tmf //

≃ αTmf

��

KO[[q]]

≃ αKO((q))/KO[[q]]

��

// KO[[q]]/Tmf

≃
��

Σ−20IZ (KO((q))/KO[[q]])

≃
��

KO((q))/TMF

αKO((q))/TMF

��
Σ−21IZTmf // Σ−20IZ (TMF/tmf) // Σ−20IZTMF

,(2.45)

where αTmf on the left is the Tmf Anderson self-duality and αKO((q))/KO[[q]] in the middle is
constructed from the KO Anderson self-duality. This will allow us to conclude that αKO((q))/TMF

on the right is also an equivalence.

2.3. The secondary morphism αspin/string. We now consider more geometric versions of the mor-
phism αKO((q))/TMF introduced in Sec. 2.1. This will allow us to explore the consequence of the
Anderson self-duality of TMF in a differential geometric setting later in this paper.

We start by recalling that there are sigma orientations σstring and σspin, constructed in [AHR10],
fitting in the following commutative diagram

(2.46)

MString

σstring

��

ι // MSpin

σspin

��

Cι // MSpin/MString

σspin/string

��
TMF

Φ // KO((q))
CΦ // KO((q))/TMF
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where the morphism σspin/string is induced from the commutativity of the left square. Here we
remind the reader that MSpin/MString is the Thom spectrum for the relative spin/string bordism,
so that a compact spin manifold N of dimension d whose boundary M = ∂N is equipped with a
compatible string structure determines a bordism class [N,M ] ∈ πdMSpin/MString.

We now define our geometric morphisms:

Definition 2.47 (αspin and αspin/string). We define two morphisms αspin and αspin/string via the follow-
ing compositions:

αspin : TMF
α∨
KO((q))−−−−−→ Σ−20IZKO((q))

IZσspin−−−→ Σ−20IZMSpin,(2.48)

αspin/string : TMF
α∨
KO((q))/TMF−−−−−−−−→ Σ−20IZKO((q))/TMF(2.49)
IZσspin/string−−−−−−→ Σ−20IZMSpin/MString.

Physics Remark 2.50. Actually, it is possible to define αspin/string directly from the morphism αspin :
TMF → Σ−20IZMSpin, without using KO((q))/TMF, but instead using the uniqueness result
given in the following proposition. This proposition is not logically necessary for the rest of
the paper, but we include it because this alternative way of defining αspin/string is physically more
natural than Definition 2.47. ⌟

Proposition 2.51. The morphism αspin/string in Definition 2.47 is uniquely, up to homotopy, char-
acterized as an MString-module map which fits into the homotopy commutative diagram of
MString-modules,

TMF

αspin/string

��

Φ // KO((q))

αspin

��
Σ−20IZMSpin/MString

IZCι
// Σ−20IZMSpin

(2.52)

Proof. The commutativity of the diagram (2.52) follows directly from the definition of αspin/string.
To show the uniqueness, we use the exact sequence,

(2.53)
[TMF,Σ−21IZMSpin]MString → [TMF,Σ−21IZMString]MString

→ [TMF,Σ−20IZMSpin/MString]MString

where [M,N ]R for two R-modules M,N stands for the Abelian group of R-morphisms from M
to N . It is enough to show that the first map of (2.53) is surjective. We prove a stronger claim that
the composition

(2.54)
[KO((q)),Σ−21IZMSpin]MSpin → [KO((q)),Σ−21IZMSpin]MString

→ [TMF,Σ−21IZMSpin]MString → [TMF,Σ−21IZMString]MString

is already a surjection. For this, we note

(2.55) [TMF,Σ−21IZMString]MString ≃ π21IZTMF ≃ Ext(π−22TMF,Z)

where the last isomorphism follows by π−21TMF = 0, which is Fact 2.9. Similarly, we have

(2.56) [KO((q)),Σ−21IZMSpin]MSpin ≃ π21IZKO((q)) ≃ Ext(π−22KO((q)),Z).
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Then, the surjectivity we are after follows from the injectivity of π−22TMF → π−22KO((q)),
which is Fact 2.10. □

Let us pause here to note that the realification4 of the sigma orientations have explicit expres-
sions in terms of characteristic classes. First, we can express σspin applied to spin manifolds N of
dimension d = 4k as

(2.57) σspin([N ]) =

∫
N

pA(TN)ch(Wit(TN)))

where pA is the A-roof genus, ch is the Chern character, and we define

(2.58) Wit(V ) =
η(q)d

qd/24

⊗
ℓ≥1

⊕
k≥0

qℓkSymkV.

for a real bundle V of dimension d, where η(q) is the Dedekind eta function. This formula also
determines Φ ◦ σstring in view of the commutative diagram (2.46).

The expression (2.57) goes back to [Wit87], where it was found that it defines an integral
modular form when 1

2
p1(N) ∈ H4(N ;Z) vanishes rationally; this observation was one source of

the developments leading to the construction of topological modular forms. Correspondingly, we
have the factorization

(2.59) pA(T )ch(Wit(T )) =
1

2
p1(T )Witt(T )

where T is the universal tangent bundle over MSpin and Witt is a certain characteristic class.
From this information we can find the realified expression for σspin/string:

Proposition 2.60. For [N,M ] ∈ π4k(MSpin/MString), we have

(2.61) (σspin/string)R([N,M ]) =∫
N

cwgN (
pA(TN)ch(Wit(TN)))−

∫
M

H ∧ cwgM (Witt(TM)) mod (MF2k)R.

where cwg is the Chern-Weil construction using the metric g and H is the 3-form satisfying dH =
p1(T )/2 which is part of the string structure on M .

Proof. This is contained in the proof of [BN09, Theorem 4.2]. To give an outline, the factor-
ization (2.59) and the fact that the string structure on M provides a trivialization of p1/2 on M
means that pA(TN)ch(Wit(TN)) defines a relative cohomology class in H4k(N,M ;R), and then
(σspin/string)R([N,M ]) is its pairing with respect to the fundamental class. The equation above is
simply its expression in terms of differential forms. □

These facts will be used to evaluate the pairing induced by αspin/string in the following sections.

3. PAIRINGS INDUCED BY SECONDARY MORPHISMS

Let us move on to the study of the pairing induced by our secondary morphisms on the homo-
topy groups of TMF, KO((q))/TMF and MSpin/MString.

4Rationalization is enough, but we choose to use realification, which is more in line with differential refinements
we use later.
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3.1. Induced non-torsion pairing and the invariant of Bunke and Naumann. We start by
considering the non-torsion part of the pairing and study its relation to the invariant of Bunke and
Naumann. The non-torsion pairing is defined as follows:

Definition 3.1. Given a morphism of spectra α : E → Σ−sIZF and x ∈ πdE, α(x) ∈ πd+sIZF
determines an element αx ∈ Hom(π−d−sF,Z). Using this, we define the pairing

⟨−,−⟩α : πdE × π−d−sF → Z

by
⟨x, y⟩α := αx(y).

The realification αR : ER → Σ−s(IZF )R ≃ Σ−sIRFR induces the pairing

αR : πdER × π−d−sFR → R.(3.2)

The pairing of Definition 3.1 factors through the pairing (3.2) in the following sense: for any
x ∈ πdE and y ∈ π−d−sF with realifications xR ∈ πdER and yR ∈ π−d−sFR, we have the
following equiality in R,

⟨x, y⟩α = αR(xR, yR).(3.3)

We will often describe such a situation by a diagram, which is in this case

πdE

⊗R
��

× π−d−sF
⟨−,−⟩α //

⊗R
��

Z� _

�
πdER × π−d−sFR

αR // R

.(3.4)

In such a case we say that the two pairings are compatible.
Typically, in differential geometric situations, the realified pairing (3.2) has a formula written

in terms of characteristic forms, which makes it easy to compute explicitly. From that point of
view, the important point of the pairing of Definition 3.1 is in its integrality; the fact that αR comes
from α guarantees the integrality of the pairings between elements coming from πdE and π−d−sF .
This often leads us to nontrivial divisibility results, as we will see in various examples below, see
e.g. Remark 3.20.

3.1.1. An example. Let us begin by warming up ourselves by considering the pairings concerning
π−24TMF. Recall that Φ : π−24TMF → π−24KO((q)) is injective, and the image of Φ is gener-
ated over Z by 24/∆ and Jk/∆ for k ≥ 1, where J = c34/∆ is the modular J-function. For more
details, see Appendix E and the references therein.

The pairing of π−24TMF with π4KO((q))/TMF — We first consider

(3.5) α∨
KO((q))/TMF : π−24TMF → π4KO((q))/TMF,

which induces a Z-valued pairing

(3.6) ⟨−,−⟩αKO((q))/TMF
: π−24TMF× π4KO((q))/TMF → Z.

Here we have a short exact sequence

(3.7) 0 → π4KO((q))/Φ(π4TMF) → π4KO((q))/TMF → A3 → 0
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where A3 = Ker(Φ : π3TMF → π3KO((q))) = Z/24. We note that

(3.8) π4(KO((q)))/Φ(π4TMF) ≃ 2Z((q))/2MF2

contains elements whose modular form images are [(2c6/c4)J
−ℓ]. The induced pairing can be

computed using the rationalized form of αKO((q))/TMF given in Remark 2.27. We find

(3.9) ⟨Jk/∆, [(2c6/c4)J
−ℓ]⟩(αKO((q))/TMF)R =


0 (k < ℓ),

1 (k = ℓ),

∈ Z (k > ℓ).

Note that the modular form images of π−24TMF contain n/∆ for n ∈ Z only when 24|n. This
means that the pairing when restricted to π−24TMF× π4KO((q))/Φ(π4TMF) is not perfect by a
factor of 24, which nicely matches with the fact that A3 = Z/24 in the sequence (3.7) above.

The pairing of π−24TMF with π4MSpin/MString — Let us next consider the composition

π−24TMF
αspin/string−−−−−→ π−4IZMSpin/MString → Hom(π4MSpin/MString,Z)(3.10)

which defines the pairing

(3.11) ⟨−,−⟩αspin/string : π−24TMF× π4MSpin/MString → Z.

We compute this pairing after realification using the following formula, which directly follows
from the definition of αspin/string, Proposition 2.27, and Proposition 2.60:

Proposition 3.12. The pairing after the realification,

(αspin/string)R : πdTMFR × π−d−20MSpin/MStringR → R,(3.13)

is nontrivial only if d ≡ 0 (mod 4), and in that case is given by

(αspin/string)R (x, y) =
1

2
·∆ · Φ(x) · (σspin/string)R(y)

∣∣∣
q0

(3.14)

for x ∈ πdTMFR and y ∈ π−d−20MSpin/MStringR. Here we are regarding Φ(x) ∈ π−dKO((q))R ≃
R((q)), and (σspin/string)R(y) ∈ R((q))/(MF(−d−20)/2)R was described in Proposition 2.60 above.

More detailed discussions of this proposition and related matters will be given in Sec. 3.3.2.
Now, the geometry behind the short exact sequence

(3.15) 0 → π4MSpin → π4(MSpin/MString) → π3MString → 0

which is

(3.16) 0 → Z → Z → Z/24 → 0

was studied in [TY21, Appendix D]. There, it was recalled that the generator of π4MSpin = Z
is the K3 surface and π4(MSpin/MString) = Z is generated by [B4, ν], where we put the string
structure on S3 = ∂B4 so that it comes from the generator ν ∈ π3MString = π3S = Z/24.

The essential information in the computation of the pairing (3.11) is that

(3.17)
∫
[B4,ν]

p1
2

= 1,
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from which we conclude by applying the formula in Proposition 2.60 and Proposition 3.12 that

(3.18) ⟨Jk/∆, [B4, ν]⟩(αspin/string)R = Jk · 1

24
E2

∣∣∣
q0
,

where

(3.19) E2(q) = 1− 24
∑
n≥1

σ1(n)q
n

is the quasi-modular Eisenstein series of degree 2. Let us check the integrality of the pairing (3.11)
directly, using its realification (3.18):

• For k = 0, this is guaranteed by the fact that c/∆ ∈ Φ(π−24TMF) if and only if c is a
multiple of 24.

• For k ≥ 1, the only possibly non-integer terms in (3.18) is 1
24
Jk

∣∣
q0

. The integrality of this
number can be shown in the following manner. We use [Bor95, Theorem 12.1], which
says that ΘΛ(q)/∆

k|q0 for the lattice theta function ΘΛ(q) constructed from an even self-
dual lattice Λ of rank 8k is a multiple of 24. Now we apply this to Λ = Λ⊕k

E8, for which
ΘΛ(q) = J(q)k.

Remark 3.20. Conversely, the result above k = 0 can be regarded as obstructing the existence of
c/∆ ∈ Φ(π−24TMF) with c ̸≡ 0 (mod 24) by the integrality of the pairing. This observation
is crucially used in the paper [JFY24] of the second author and Theo Johnson-Freyd to give a
differential geometric, and accordingly physical, explanation of the 576-periodicity of TMF. ⌟

3.1.2. The relation to the invariant b of Bunke and Naumann. The discussion of the pairing in-
duced by π−24TMF and our secondary morphisms can be put in a broader context by considering
the invariant b introduced by Bunke and Naumann in [BN09].5

Remark 3.21. Throughout this Sec. 3.1.2, we use the isomorphism π8k+4KO ≃ Z instead of our
choice π8k+4KO ≃ 2Z in the rest of this paper, to reduce the clutter and also to follow the notation
of [BN09]. ⌟

Let us define Ad to be the kernel of the map Φ : πdTMF → πdKO((q)). We collect basic
information on Ad in Appendix E. We now consider the long exact sequence

(3.22) · · · → πdKO((q))
CΦ→ πdKO((q))/TMF → πd−1TMF → πd−1KO((q)) → · · · .

An element x ∈ Ad−1 can be lifted to x ∈ πdKO((q))/TMF, which is determined up to the
addition of (CΦ)(πdKO((q))). We now assume d = 4ℓ. Then

(3.23) xQ ∈ (πdKO((q))/TMF)Q ≃ Q((q))/(MF2ℓ)Q

is determined up to the addition of (CΦ)(πdKO((q))) ≃ Z((q)). Therefore the following is well-
defined:

5In fact, four invariants, ban, bgeom, btop and btmf were introduced there. Their index theorem shows that they all
agree when the respective domains are appropriately restricted, so we only discuss b := btmf in this section. We will
come back to ban, bgeom and btop when we discuss the differential pairing in Subsubsection 3.3.2.
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Definition 3.24. We define the Bunke-Naumann invariant of x ∈ A4ℓ−1 by the formula

b(x) := [xQ] ∈
Q((q))

(MF2ℓ)Q + Z((q))
.

We are now going to compute the Bunke-Naumann invariants completely. The invariant was
originally determined in a different manner in [BN09]. Recall that MF2ℓ has a Z-basis consisting
of

(3.25) S≥0
2ℓ := {ci4c

j
6∆

k | 4i+ 6j + 12k = 2ℓ, i ≥ 0, j ∈ {0, 1}, k ∈ Z}.

Let us analogously define

(3.26) S<0
2ℓ := {ci4c

j
6∆

k | 4i+ 6j + 12k = 2ℓ, i < 0, j ∈ {0, 1}, k ∈ Z}.

We further let

(3.27) S2ℓ := S<0
2ℓ ∪ S≥0

2ℓ .

Lemma 3.28. [S<0
2ℓ ] forms a Z-basis of Z((q))/MF2ℓ.

Proof. Given ℓ, the element ci4c
j
6∆

k ∈ S2ℓ is uniquely fixed by k ∈ Z, exists for all k ∈ Z, and
has the q-expansion 1qk + · · · . Therefore S2ℓ forms a Z-basis of Z((q)). As S≥0

2ℓ forms a Z-basis
of MF2ℓ, the lemma follows. □

We now introduce a pairing

(3.29) ⟨−,−⟩ : MF−2ℓ−10 × Z((q))/MF2ℓ → Z

given by

(3.30) ⟨f(q), [g(q)]⟩ := ∆(q)f(q)g(q)
∣∣∣
q0
.

This is well-defined thanks to Fact 2.8.

Proposition 3.31. The rationalization of the pairing ⟨−,−⟩ above equals the rationalization of
the pairing

(3.32) ⟨−,−⟩αKO((q))/TMF
: π−4ℓ−20TMF× π4ℓKO((q))/TMF → Z.

Proof. This follows easily from the explicit form of the rationalized version of αKO((q))/TMF,
see (2.29). The absence of the factor 1/2 from (3.30) compared to (2.29) is due to our choice
π8k+4KO ≃ Z in this subsubsection and π8k+4KO ≃ 2Z in the rest of the paper (Remark
3.21). □

We now consider an involution

(3.33) S−2ℓ−10 ∋ ci4c
j
6∆

k 7→ c−1−i
4 c1−j

6 ∆−1−k ∈ S2ℓ

which induces a bijection between S≥0
−2ℓ−10 and S<0

2ℓ . A short computation reveals

(3.34) ⟨ci4c
j
6∆

k, [c−1−i′

4 c1−j′

6 ∆−1−k′ ]⟩ =


0 (k > k′),

1 (k = k′),

∈ Z (k < k′).
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Therefore, S≥0
−2ℓ−10 and [S<0

2ℓ ] form a dual basis for MF−2ℓ−10 and Z((q))/MF2ℓ under our pairing.
Our pairing induces

(3.35) ⟨−,−⟩ : (MF−2ℓ−10)Q × Q((q))

(MF2ℓ)Q + Z((q))
→ Q/Z.

The following lemma is clear from our discussion:

Lemma 3.36. The homomorphisms

Z((q))/MF2ℓ ∋ x 7→ (f 7→ ⟨f, x⟩) ∈
∏
f

Z,

Q((q))

(MF2ℓ)Q + Z((q))
∋ x 7→ (f 7→ ⟨f, x⟩) ∈

∏
f

Q/Z

are isomorphisms of Abelian groups, where f on the right hand side runs over elements of S≥0
−2ℓ−10.

Let us then make the following definition:

Definition 3.37. We call ⟨f, b(x)⟩ for each f ∈ S≥0
−2ℓ−10 as the individual Bunke-Naumann invari-

ant of x ∈ A4ℓ−1. The entirety of ⟨f, b(x)⟩ determines b(x) due to the proposition above.

We see however:

Proposition 3.38. The individual Bunke-Naumann invariant ⟨f, b(x)⟩ is zero unless f = ∆k.

Proof. Let f = ci4c
j
6∆

k with i > 0. Pick a lift x ∈ π4ℓKO((q))/TMF. We now note that f is in
the image of Φ : π−4ℓ−20TMF → π−4ℓ−20KO((q)), see e.g. Fact E.3. We then have ⟨f, x⟩ ∈ Z
from Proposition 3.31 above, from which we conclude ⟨f, b(x)⟩ = ⟨f, [x]⟩ = 0. □

We have an immediate corollary:

Corollary 3.39. b(x) is zero unless x ∈ A24(−1−k)+3, and is uniquely fixed by ⟨∆k, b(x)⟩ if x ∈
A24(−1−k)+3.

We now have a final proposition determining the Bunke-Naumann invariant completely:

Proposition 3.40. For x ∈ A24(−1−k)+3, the homomorphism

A24(−1−k)+3 ∋ x 7→ ⟨∆k, b(x)⟩ ∈ {n/ gcd(24, k)}n∈Z ⊂ Q/Z

is an isomorphism of Abelian groups.

Proof. Lift x to an element x in π24(−1−k)+4KO((q))/TMF. The element gcd(24, k)∆k is a
generator of the image of Φ, and therefore ⟨gcd(24, k)∆k, x⟩ ∈ Z. Therefore ⟨∆k, b(x)⟩ =
n/ gcd(24, k) for some n. The perfectness of the Anderson dual pairing between π24kTMF and
π24(−1−k)+4KO((q))/TMF implies that there should be an element x1 ∈ A24(−1−k)+4 such that
⟨gcd(24, k)∆k, x1⟩ = 1, meaning that ⟨∆k, b(x1)⟩ = 1/ gcd(24, k). Therefore x 7→ ⟨∆k, b(x)⟩
gives an isomorphism. □
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Remark 3.41. Recently a spectrum KOMF, which captures the KO-based invariants and the Bunke-
Naumann invariants of TMF, was introduced and analyzed in great detail in [BE23]. There, it
was also shown that the space of ‘SQFTs defined on cylinders and tori’ has a natural morphism
to KOMF, making a significant step in the understanding of the proposal of Stolz and Teich-
ner [ST04, ST11]. Our analysis in the rest of this article will amply show that physics of SQFT
and heterotic string theory knows even subtler aspects of TMF. ⌟

3.2. Induced torsion pairing. Let us start by introducing a notation.

Definition 3.42. Given a morphism of spectra α : E → Σ−sIZF and a torsion element x ∈ πdE,
consider α(x) ∈ πd+sIZF . Since α(x) is also torsion, we have

α(x) ∈ Hom(π−d−s−1F,Q/Z)/Hom(π−d−s−1F,Q).

Restricted to (π−d−s−1F )torsion we get a well-defined homomorphism

αx : (π−d−s−1F )torsion → Q/Z

We then define
α(−,−) : (πdE)torsion × (π−d−s−1F )torsion → Q/Z

via α(x, y) := αx(y).

We have now successfully determined the Bunke-Naumann invariant. Note that it is a torsion
invariant defined on a subgroup of πdTMF for d = 4ℓ− 1. As such, it also has a description using
the torsion part of the pairing induced by α∨

KO((q))/TMF : πdTMF → πd+20IZKO((q))/TMF,
i.e. as a part of the pairing

(3.43) αKO((q))/TMF(−,−) : (πdTMF)torsion × (π−d−21KO((q))/TMF)torsion → Q/Z.

Note that we have a long exact sequence

(3.44) · · · → π−d−21TMF
Φ−→ π−d−21KO((q))

→ π−d−21KO((q))/TMF →

π−d−22TMF
Φ−→ π−d−22KO((q)) → · · · ,

and therefore there are three types of torsions in π−d−21KO((q))/TMF:
• The first is when −d− 21 ≡ 1 or 2 mod 8, so that π−d−21KO((q)) ≃ Z/2((q)). This is a

torsion already detected in KO.
• The second is when −d − 21 ≡ 0 mod 24, so that π−d−21KO((q)) ≃ Z((q)) but the cok-

ernel of Φ can contain torsion elements. This gave rise to the Bunke-Naumann invariant.
• Finally, the third comes from the lifts of kernels of Φ in π−d−22TMF, which is the most

subtle and is our next topic.
So, let us consider the pairing (3.43) with an additional assumption that x ∈ Ad, i.e. x is in

the kernel of Φ : πdTMF → πdKO((q)). In the proofs of the following propositions we will
repeatedly refer to the following structure morphisms:

(3.45) TMF
Φ // KO((q))

CΦ // KO((q))/TMF
∂ // ΣTMF .

We use the same symbols for the homomorphisms on the homotopy groups induced by them.
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Lemma 3.46. An element x ∈ Ad can be lifted to a torsion element in πd+1KO((q))/TMF unless
d ≡ 3 mod 24.

Proof. The only possible problem is when πd+1KO((q))/TMF contains non-torsion elements,
i.e. when d + 1 = 4ℓ. So let us take x ∈ A4ℓ−1 and assume d = 4ℓ − 1 ̸≡ 3 mod 24. Pick an
arbitrary lift x ∈ π4ℓKO((q))/TMF. As d ̸≡ 3 mod 24, its Bunke-Naumann invariant vanishes,
b(x) = 0. This means that one can find an element y ∈ π4ℓKO((q)) such that the rationalization
of y and x agrees. Then x− (CΦ)(y) ∈ π4ℓKO((q))/TMF is a torsion lift of x. □

Lemma 3.47. Assume d ̸≡ 3,−1 mod 24, and let y ∈ A−d−22. We can then pick its lift
y ∈ (π−d−21KO((q))/TMF)torsion using Lemma 3.46, since −d − 21 ̸≡ 3 mod 24. The value
αKO((q))/TMF(x, y) for x ∈ Ad and y ∈ A−d−22 does not depend on the lift y.

Proof. Let y and y′ be two lifts. Then y − y′ = (CΦ)(z) for a z ∈ π−d−21KO((q)). Here z is
itself a torsion element. This is because a non-torsion element in π−d−21KO((q)) can map to a
torsion element only when Φ : π−d−21TMF → π−d−21KO((q)) maps a primitive element to a non-
primitive element, which happens only when −d− 21 ≡ 0 mod 24. Now that we established that
z is torsion, we can use the naturality of the pairing to conclude that αKO((q))/TMF(x, (CΦ)(z)) =
αspin(Φ(x), z) = 0. □

This allows us to make the following definition:

Definition 3.48. We define
((−,−)) : Ad × A−d−22 → Q/Z

for d ̸≡ 3,−1 mod 24 via
((x, y)) = αKO((q))/TMF(x, y),

where y is a lift of y ∈ A−d−22 in (π−d−21KO((q))/TMF)torsion using Lemma 3.46. This is well-
defined thanks to Lemma 3.47.

Proposition 3.49. The pairing ((−,−)) is a perfect Pontryagin pairing between Ad and A−d−22

for d ̸≡ 3,−1 mod 24.

Proof. From our main Theorem 2.32, we know that αKO((q))/TMF gives the isomorphism

(3.50) (π−d−21KO((q))/TMF)torsion ≃ Hom((πdTMF)torsion,Q/Z).

Therefore, for any nonzero x ∈ Ad, there is an element z ∈ π−d−21KO((q))/TMF for which
αKO((q))/TMF(x, z) is nonzero. Letting y = ∂(z) ∈ A−d−22, we see that ((x, y)) is nonzero.
Therefore, the map Ad → Hom(A−d−22,Q/Z) induced by ((−,−)) is injective. In particular,
|Ad| ≤ |A−d−22|. Exchanging the role of d and −d − 22, we obtain an inequality in the opposite
direction, showing that |Ad| = |A−d−22| and that the pairing ((−,−)) is perfect. □

Remark 3.51. The explicit form of this pairing can be found by using the information in [BR21].
We can work at each prime. There is no p-torsions in Ad for p ≥ 5, so what matters is p = 2 and
p = 3.

At prime 2, it was shown in [BR21, Theorem 10.29 and Table 1] that the Anderson duality
induces a perfect pairing

(3.52) ΘN170−d ×ΘNd → Q/Z,
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where ΘNd ⊂ πdtmf is the subset of all B-power-torsion elements whose degree d satisfies
0 ≤ d < 192 and d ̸= 24k + 3. This gives a perfect pairing at prime 2 between A−192ℓ−22−d =
M−ℓ−1ΘN170−d and A192ℓ+d = M ℓΘN where M ∈ π192tmf is the periodicity element at prime
2.

At prime 3, it was shown in [BR21, Theorem 13.25] that the Anderson self-duality induces a
perfect pairing

(3.53) ΘN50−• ×ΘN• → Q/Z

where ΘN• is the B-power-torsion subgroup of elements whose degree d satisfies 0 ≤ d < 72.
This gives a perfect pairing at prime 3 between A−72ℓ−22−d = H−ℓ−1ΘN50−d and A72ℓ+d =
HℓΘN where H ∈ π72tmf is the periodicity element at prime 3. ⌟

The pairing just determined can be used to perform some computations of αspin/string. Recall that
Definition 3.42 gives us the pairing

(3.54) αspin/string(−,−) : (π−d−22TMF)torsion × (πd+1MSpin/MString)torsion → Q/Z,

where we switched the role of d and −d − 22 with respect to (3.43) for convenience. We then
have the following:

Proposition 3.55. Take x ∈ A−d−22. Suppose a string manifold Y of dimension d is spin
null bordant, i.e. there is a spin manifold Z with ∂Z = Y . We then have a class [Z, Y ] ∈
πd+1MSpin/MString. When d ̸≡ 3,−1 mod 24, we have

αspin/string(x, [Z, Y ]) = ((x, y)),

where y = σstring([Y ]) ∈ Ad ⊂ πdTMF.

Proof. The image y of [Z, Y ] in πd+1KO((q))/TMF lifts y. Therefore, αspin/string(x, [Z, Y ]) =
αKO((q))/TMF(x, y) = ((x, y)). □

Remark 3.56. Concretely, at prime 2, take (x, y) = (ν6κ/M, ν3), (ην6κ/M, ϵ), (νν6κ/M, ν2)
for d = 9, 8, 6, respectively. Here we follow the notations of [BR21]; in particular, ν ∈ π3S
and ϵ ∈ π8S are the group manifolds of SU(2) and SU(3) with Lie group framing, and they
generate Ad and A−d−22, respectively, see [BR21, Table 10.1]. Therefore αspin/string(x,−) detects
the relative bordism classes lifting y.

At prime 3, take (x, y) = (β4/H, β), where β ∈ π10S is the Sp(2) with Lie group framing.
Again they generate A−32 and A10, see [BR21, Sec. 13.6]. Therefore αspin/string(β

4/H,−) detects
the relative bordism classes lifting β. ⌟

3.3. Induced differential pairing. Actually, the pairings discussed above are parts of the differ-
ential pairing which we now introduce. For the background materials on differentia (co)homology
theories, see Appendix F.

3.3.1. General theory. In the general setting of Definitions 3.1 and 3.42 where we have a mor-
phism of spectra α : E → Σ−sIZF and an integer d, suppose that

(1) A differential extension pF • of the F -homology in the sense of [Yam23] is given.
(2) A differential extension pE• of E-cohomology and a differential refinement pα : pE−d →

(yIZF )
−d−s of α : E → Σ−sIZF are given.
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Then, using the pairing (F.17) we get the following differential pairing,

pα : pE−d × pF−d−s−1 → R/Z.(3.57)

The differential pairing is related to topological pairings discussed earlier as follows. First, by
Lemma F.20 and Lemma F.21, we get the following compatibility with R-valued pairing.

Lemma 3.58. In the following diagram,

E−d−1
R

a
��

× (F−d−s−1)R
αR // R

mod Z
��

pE−d

R

��

× pF−d−s−1

R

OO

pα // R/Z

E−d
R × (FR)−d−s

αR //

a

OO

R

mod Z

OO
,(3.59)

three pairings are compatible, i.e., for any element x ∈ E−d−1
R and py ∈ pF−d−s−1 we have

pα(a(x), py) = αR(x,R(py)) (mod Z),(3.60)

and for any element px ∈ pE−d and y ∈ (FR)−d−s we have

pα(px, a(y)) = αR(R(px), y) (mod Z).(3.61)

Next, we discuss the relation with the torsion pairing α : (πdE)torsion×(π−d−s−1F )torsion → Q/Z
in Definition 3.42. Note that any torsion element x ∈ (πdE)torsion can be lifted to an element
px ∈ pE−d with trivial curvature, R(px) = 0 ∈ E−d

R . Conversely, if an element px ∈ pE−d satisfies
R(px) = 0, then the topological class is torsion, I(px) ∈ (πdE)torsion.

Lemma 3.62. Let px ∈ pE−d lift a torsion element x := I(px) ∈ (πdE)torsion, further satisfying
R(px) = 0 ∈ E−d

R . Let py ∈ pF−d−s−1 lift a torsion element y := I(py) ∈ (π−d−s−1F )torsion. Then we
have

pα(px, py) = α(x, y).

Proof. We recall the definition of α. A torsion element x ∈ (πdE)torsion maps to a torsion el-
ement α(x) ∈ (πd+sIZF )torsion ⊂ (IR/ZF )

−d−s−1/H−d−s−1(F ;R). We chose a lift α̃(x) ∈
(IR/ZF )

−d−s−1 of α(x) and defined

α(x, y) := ⟨α̃(x), y⟩IR/Z ,(3.63)

where the right hand side uses the pairing in the top row of the diagram

(IR/ZF )
n−1

ιflat
��

× πn−1F
⟨·,·⟩IR/Z // R/Z

(yIZF )
n × pF n−1

I

OO

⟨·,·⟩
xIZ // R/Z,

(3.64)
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where the reader should refer to (F.19) for ιflat. The right hand side of (3.63) does not depend on
the lift exactly because y is torsion. By Lemma F.20, the two pairings in the diagram (3.64) are
compatible so that we have

α(x, y) =
〈
α̃(x), y

〉
IR/Z

=
〈
ιflat

(
α̃(x)

)
, py
〉

xIZ
= pα(px, py).(3.65)

Here the last equation used the assumption R(px) = 0, which implies that the lift px is taken to lie
in the image of ιflat. This completes the proof. □

We also consider the following variant of the differential pairing. We still assume the condition
(1) in the beginning of this subsubsection. Instead of assuming (2), we now assume the following.

(3) H−d−s−1(F ;R) = 0.

This condition (3) and the axiom of generalized differential cohomology imply that the forgetful
map gives an isomorphism

I : (yIZF )
−d−s ≃ (IZF )

−d−s = πd+s(IZF ).(3.66)

Thus the differential pairing in (3.57) reduces to the following pairing, which we still call as the
differential pairing,

pα : πdE × pF−d−s−1 → R/Z.(3.67)

3.3.2. The differential pairing associated to αspin/string and the invariants of Bunke and Naumann.
In this subsubsection we apply the general theory of differential pairing above to the case α =
αspin/string : TMF → Σ−20IZMSpin/MString, and explain its relation with the invariants ban, bgeom

and btop of Bunke and Naumann [BN09].
In this case we have E = TMF, F = MSpin/MString and s = 20. For the condition

(1) on the differential extension of MSpin/MString-homology, we use the relative differential

spin/string bordism groups ¤�MSpin/MString∗, which are explained in detail in Appendix F.2.

Roughly speaking, a typical element in ¤�MSpin/MStringn is represented by a relative differential
spin/string-cycle of dimension n, consisting of data (Nn,Mn−1, g

spin
N , gstring

M ), where N is a com-
pact n-dimensional manifold with boundary ∂N = M , gspin

N is a differential spin structure on N
and gstring

M is a differential string structure on M which lifts gspin
N |M .

The differential pairing (3.57) in this case becomes6

pαspin/string : zTMF−d × ¤�MSpin/MString−d−21 → R/Z.(3.68)

First we investigate the easy parts of pairing where we can lift the values to R, using the com-
patibility in Lemma 3.58. We focus on the case d = 4k − 1 for some integer k. In this case the

6For the definition of the differential extension of TMF, we use the multiplicative extension with S1-integration,
which uniquely exists by the result of [BS09].
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upper half of the diagram (3.59) becomes nontrivial and takes the form

TMF−4k
R ≃ (MF2k)R

a

��

× π−4k−20MSpin/MString
(αspin/string)R // R

mod Z
��

zTMF−(4k−1) × ¤�MSpin/MString−4k−20

I

OO

pαspin/string // R/Z,

(3.69)

We have the following formula for the differential pairings whose first variable comes from
(MF2k)R. Recall the map σspin/string : MSpin/MString → KO((q))/TMF, whose realification
takes the form

(σspin/string)R : π4ℓMSpin/MString → π4ℓ(KO((q))/TMF)R ≃ R((q))
(MF2ℓ)R

.(3.70)

Proposition 3.71 (The easy part7 of the pairing for d ≡ −1 (mod 4)). Let k be an integer.
For each f(q) ∈ (MF2k)R ≃ TMF−4k

R and a differential spin/string cycle (N,M, gspin
N , gstring

M ) of
dimension (−4k − 20), we have

pαspin/string

(
a(f), [N,M, gspin

N , gstring
M ]

)
=

1

2
∆(q)f(q)(σspin/string)R([N,M ])

∣∣∣
q0

(mod Z).(3.72)

Proof. This is the direct consequence of the compatibility of the pairing in Lemma 3.58 for the
diagram (3.59) and the definition of αspin/string. □

Now we explain the relation with the invariants ban, bgeom and btop of Bunke and Naumann.
These invariants are defined on

(3.73) Astring
4ℓ−1 := ker(ι : π4ℓ−1MString → π4ℓ−1MSpin)

as

ban, bgeom, btop : Astring
4ℓ−1 →

(π4ℓko[[q]])Q
(mf2ℓ)Q + π4ℓko[[q]]

≃ Q[[q]]

(mf2ℓ)Q + κ4ℓZ[[q]]
(3.74)

where

(3.75) κ4ℓ =

{
1 if 4ℓ = 0 mod 8,
2 if 4ℓ = 4 mod 8.

They are defined by three different ways: ban is given in terms of eta invariants on string manifolds
Md with [Md] ∈ Astring

4ℓ−1, b
geom is given by taking a spin-null bordism N4ℓ of M4ℓ−1 and integrat-

ing characteristic forms, and btop is given by a homotopy-theoretic construction. Recall also the
invariant btmf which we studied in Sec. 3.1.2, which was defined instead on

(3.76) A4ℓ−1 = ker(Φ: π4ℓ−1TMF → π4ℓ−1KO((q))).

One of the main results of [BN09] was the following equalities,

ban = bgeom = btop = btmf ◦ σstring,(3.77)

7We have the exact sequence TMF−4k
R

a−→ zTMF−(4k−1) I−→ TMF−(4k−1). This means that, for a fixed integer k,
the formula in Proposition 3.71 gives the whole information of pαspin/string if and only if π4k−1TMF = 0.
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where we already discussed btmf in Sec. 3.1.2.8

Here we would like to make some comments on b := ban = bgeom = btop defined on Astring
4ℓ−1. We

begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.78. For [N,M ] ∈ π4ℓ(MSpin/MString), we have

(3.79) (σspin/string)R([N,M ]) ∈ R[[q]]/(mf2ℓ)R ⊂ R((q))/(MF2ℓ)R

and we have

b([M ]) = (σspin/string)R([N,M ]) mod κ4ℓZ[[q]].(3.80)

Proof. The first statement follows by the factorization

(3.81) MSpin/MString → ko[[q]]/tmf → KO((q))/TMF

of σspin/string. The equation (3.80) then follows by the fact that the definition of btop in [BN09, Sec-
tion 4.1] is exactly the same as the definition of our (σspin/string)R mod κ4ℓZ[[q]] given in Proposi-
tion 2.60. □

The combination of Proposition 3.71 and Lemma 3.78 allows us to write some parts of the
differential pairing in terms of Bunke-Naumann invariants, as follows. Note that we cannot replace
(σspin/string)R([N,M ]) with b([M ]) in the formula (3.72) for general f ∈ (MF2k)R. However this
replacement is well-defined when f ∈ κ4kMF2k. On the other hand, the R/Z-valued pairing
is trivial when f is in the image of π4kTMF → κ4kMF2k because we have the following exact
sequence

TMF−4k → TMF−4k
R

a−→ zTMF−(4k−1).(3.82)

Thus we get the following proposition, which geometrizes the combination of Definition 3.37 and
Proposition 3.38:

Proposition 3.83. The pairing pαspin/string for d = 4k − 1 restricts to a pairing

pαspin/string : coker (π4kTMF → κ4kMF2k)× π−4k−20MSpin/MString → R/Z,

and it is given in terms of the Bunke-Naumann invariant as

pαspin/string([f ], [N,M ]) =
1

2
∆(q)f(q)b([M ])

∣∣
q0
.

Remark 3.84. This differential-geometric expression of the Bunke-Naumann invariant, which uses
(3.80) and Proposition (2.60), and then restricted to −4k − 20 = 4, i.e. for three-dimensional
string manifolds M , was originally found independently by [Red09] alongside with [BN09]. Its
interpretation via a TQFT for geometric string structure was recently given in [FL22]. ⌟

8Note that in Sec. 3.1.2 and in [BN09], the isomorphism π8k+4KO ≃ Z was used instead of π8k+4KO ≃ 2Z.
This accounts for the appearance of κ4ℓ in this section.
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3.3.3. The differential pairings in terms of the differential pushforwards. Now we move on to the
more difficult parts of the differential pairings. We give a general formula in Proposition 3.100,
and explain a conjectural relation with eta invariants for spin manifolds with string boundaries.

The special feature of our setting is that the pairing induced by αspin/string comes from combining
the composition

TMF ∧ (MSpin/MString)
id∧σspin/string−−−−−−−→ TMF ∧ (KO((q))/TMF)

multi−−→ KO((q))/TMF,(3.85)

and the element αKO((q))/TMF ∈ π−20IZKO((q))/TMF. For such a transformation, we can apply
the result of [Yam21] to understand the pairing in terms of differential pushforwards.

At the topological level in general, given a map of spectra of the form E ∧MS → F , we get
the topological pushforward map for each closed S-manifold (Nn, g

S
N) of dimension n as

pN∗ : E•(N) → F •−n.(3.86)

This is a slight generalization, explained e.g. in [YY21, Section 6.1], of the more familiar case of
pushforwards associated to multiplicative genera. Here we use the relative version of the push-
forward. Given a map of spectra of the form E ∧ MS/MS ′ → F , for each compact relative
S/S ′-manifold (Nn,Mn−1, g

S
N , g

S′
M), we get the topological pushforward map as

p(N,M)
∗ : E•(N) → F •−n.(3.87)

The definition is given by the straightforward generalization of the case without boundaries using
the relative Pontryagin-Thom construction.9 We are interested in the case (3.85). Given a compact
relative spin/string manifold (Nn,Mn−1) we get

p(N,M)
∗ : TMF•(N) → (KO((q))/TMF)•−n.(3.88)

There is a theory on the differential refinement of the pushforward map, explained e.g., in [Yam21,
Appendix A] for the case without boundary. This is also easily generalized to relative versions.
Given a relative differential spin/string cycle (Nn,Mn−1, g

spin
N , gstring

M ) of dimension n (or more

generally an element in ¤�MSpin/MStringn), we get the differential pushforward map,

pp(N,M)
∗ : zTMF•(N) → ( ¤�KO((q))/TMF)•−n.(3.89)

Note that the pushforward maps (3.88) and (3.89) depend on the relative (differential) spin/string
structures, but we omit the reference to them from the notation for brevity.

Remark 3.90. The reader should have in mind the analogy to the case of the multiplicative genus
ABS: MSpin → KO. The topological pushforward map in this case is defined for closed spin
manifolds Nn of dimension n and given by the KO∗-valued index of twisted spin Dirac operators,

pN∗ = IndN : KO•(N) → KO•−n.(3.91)

9We outline the argument as follows. Given a compact manifold Nn with boundary M , we choose an embedding
to Rk−1 × R≥0 preserving the boundary, for a k ≫ 0. The relative S/S ′-structure on (N,M) equips the normal
bundle ν with a S-structure, as well as a lift to S ′-structure on the restriction ν|M to the boundary. Thus we obtain
the relative Thom class θ ∈ (MS/MS ′)k−n(Thom(ν)/Thom(ν|M )) in a tautological way. Now we can follow the
usual procedure: given an element in E•(N), multiply it with θ using E ∧ (MS/MS ′) → F to obtain an element in
F •+k−n(Thom(ν)/Thom(ν|M )), push forward to the one-point compactification of Rk and use the suspension to
get an element in F •−n.
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The differential pushforward is defined for closed differential spin manifold (Nn, g
spin
N ) as

ppN∗ : yKO•(N) → yKO•−n.(3.92)

In particular when n ≡ 3 mod 4, we have yKO−n ≃ R/κn+1Z and the differential pushforward is
given by reduced eta invariants of twisted spin Dirac operators, which is the real version of the
work [FL09]. ⌟

Remark 3.93. A straightforward generalization of Remark 3.90 above allows us to understand the
differential pushforward refining the multiplicative genus σspin : MSpin → KO((q)). For each
closed differential spin manifold (Nn, g

spin
N ) we have the map

ppN∗ : yKO((q))d(N) → yKO((q))d−n.(3.94)

In the case where d ≡ 0 (mod 8) and n ≡ 3 (mod 4), we represent each element in yKO((q))d(N)
as a formal power series V of real vector bundles with connections over N . Then we have

ppN∗ ([V ]) = η(Wit(TN)⊗ V ) (mod Z((q))) ∈ yKO((q))d−n ≃ R((q))/κn+1Z((q)),(3.95)

where η(Wit(TN)⊗V ) is the reduced eta invariant of twisted Dirac operator with twist given by
formal power series of vector bundles Wit(TN)⊗ V , where Wit was defined in (2.58). ⌟

Lemma 3.96. We have a canonical isomorphism

( ¤�KO((q))/TMF)21 ≃ R((q))
(MF−10)R + 2Z((q))

.(3.97)

Proof. This follows from the exact sequence in the axiom of differential cohomology,

(KO((q))/TMF)20 → (KO((q))/TMF)20R
a−→ ( ¤�KO((q))/TMF)21

I−→ (KO((q))/TMF)21.

The first term was determined in Proposition 2.24, while the last term is shown to be zero thanks
to Proposition 2.20. Then, the cokernel of the first map is canonically identified with the right
hand side of (3.97). □

Thus, given a relative differential spin/string cycle (N−d−21,M−d−22, g
spin
N , gstring

M ) of dimension
n = −d− 21, the differential pushforward (3.89) becomes

pp(N,M)
∗ : zTMF−d(N) → R((q))

(MF−10)R + 2Z((q))
.(3.98)

Further, the map

R((q))
(MF−10)R + 2Z((q))

→ R/Z, [f(q)] 7→ 1

2
∆(q)f(q)

∣∣∣
q0

(mod Z).(3.99)

is well-defined thanks to Fact 2.8. In terms of these maps, we can express the differential pairing
(3.68) as follows.



ANDERSON SELF-DUALITY OF TMF AND ITS DIFFERENTIAL MANIFESTATIONS 33

Proposition 3.100. For each px ∈ zTMF−d and [N,M, gspin
N , gstring

M ] ∈ ¤�MSpin/MString−d−21, we
have

pαspin/string

(
px, [N,M, gspin

N , gstring
M ]

)
=

1

2
∆(q) ·

(
pp(N,M)
∗ ◦ (pN)∗(x)

) ∣∣∣
q0

(mod Z),

i.e., the left hand side is the image of px under the composition,

zTMF−d (pN )∗−−−→ zTMF−d(N)
pp
(N,M)
∗−−−−→ R((q))

(MF−10)R + 2Z((q))

1
2
∆(q)·(−)

∣∣
q0−−−−−−−→ R/Z.

Here the first arrow is the pullback along pN : N → pt.

Proof. The proof is a straightforward generalization of the main result in [Yam21], to the case
of relative bordisms, by noting the fact that the element αKO((q))/TMF ∈ π20IZKO((q))/TMF =
Hom(π−20KO((q))/TMF,Z) is given by the formula corresponding to (3.99). □

Thus, to understand the differential pairing (3.68), we are left to understand the differential
pushforward (3.98). Again let us start from easier cases. We can understand the differential
pushforward pp(N,M) for M = ∅ by the following commutative diagram,

zTMFd(N)
pp(N,∅)

//

pΦ
��

¤�KO((q))/TMFd−n

yKO((q))d(N)
ppN
KO((q)) // yKO((q))d−n

yCΦ

OO

,(3.101)

Here ppNKO((q)) is the differential pushforward in yKO((q)) for differential spin manifolds explained
in Remark 3.93. Using the formula (3.95), we see that the differential pairing in the case d ≡ 0
(mod 8) and M = ∅ is given in terms of eta invariants as follows.

Proposition 3.102. Let k be an integer. For each px ∈ zTMF−8k and

(3.103) [N,∅, gspin
N ] ∈ ¤�MSpin/MString−8k−21,

we have

pαspin/string

(
px, [N,∅, gspin

N ]
)
=

1

2
∆(q)Φ(I(px))η(Wit(TN))

∣∣∣∣
q0

(mod Z),(3.104)

Here Φ(I(px)) is the image of px under the composition

zTMF−8k I−→ π8kTMF
Φ−→ π8kKO((q)) ≃ Z((q)).(3.105)

In particular the value of the pairing (3.104) only depends on the image of px in MF4k.

The differential pushforward in (3.98) in the presence of nontrivial boundary should be de-
fined so that it generalize the formula in terms of eta invariants in the boundaryless case. It
is natural to expect that we have a formula in terms of eta invariants of Dirac operators with
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boundary. By the work of Dai and Freed [DF94], for differential spin manifolds with spin bound-
ary (N8ℓ+3,M8ℓ+2, g

spin
N , gspin

M ), the reduced eta invariants of the Dirac operators with the Atiyah-
Patodi-Singer boundary condition are canonically defined as elements in the Pfaffian line associ-
ated to (M, gspin

M ),

exp
(√

−1π · η(N8ℓ+3,M8ℓ+2, g
spin
N , gspin

M )
)
∈ Pf(M, gspin

M ),(3.106)

The Pfaffian line does not admit a canonical trivialization in general, so we cannot talk about the
reduced eta invariants as an element in R/Z in this case.

The parallel story is true for the Witten genus version of the eta invariant appearing in the
formula in (3.95). The reduced Witten-eta invariant is defined as an element

exp
(√

−1π · η
(
Wit(N8ℓ+3,M8ℓ+2, g

spin
N , gspin

M )
))

∈ Pf(Wit(M, gspin
M )),(3.107)

where Pf(Wit(M, gspin
M )) is the Witten genus version of Pfaffian lines, a formal power series of

complex lines. However, we conjecture that differential string structure on the boundary solves
the problem:

Conjecture 3.108. For each closed differential spin manifold (M8ℓ+2, g
spin
M ) of dimension 8ℓ + 2,

a lift of gspin
M to a differential string structure gstring

M gives a trivialization of Pf(Wit(M, gspin
M )) up

to multiplications of exp(i(MF4ℓ+2)R), which makes the fractional reduced eta invariant a well-
defined element

η
(
Wit(N8ℓ+3,M8ℓ+2, g

spin
N , gstring

M )
)
∈ R((q))

(MF4ℓ+2)R + 2Z((q))
.

In terms of this, the differential pushforward (3.98) for d = 8k and elements px ∈ zTMFd is given
by the formula

pp(N,M)((pN)∗(px)) =
1

2
Φ(I(px))η

(
Wit(N,M, gspin

N , gstring
M )

)
∈ R((q))

(MF−10)R + 2Z((q))
.

Assuming Conjecture 3.108, by Proposition 3.100 we get the following formula for the differ-
ential pairing for the case d ≡ 0 (mod 8).

Corollary 3.109 (of Conjecture 3.108). Let d = 8k for an integer k. For each px ∈ zTMF−d and

[N,M, gspin
N , gstring

M ] ∈ ¤�MSpin/MString−d−21, we then have

pαspin/string

(
px, [N,M, gspin

N , gstring
M ]

)
=

1

2
∆(q)Φ(I(px))η

(
Wit(N,M, gspin

N , gstring
M )

)∣∣∣∣
q0
.

4. ON TWO TMF CLASSES OF STRING-THEORETICAL INTEREST

In this section we employ our differential-geometric pairing and other techniques to identify
certain TMF classes of string-theoretical interest. These classes play an essential role in the
formulation of the conjecture relating TMF classes and vertex operators algebras given in Ap-
pendix A. To explain the TMF classes we study, let us start by recalling a standard mathematical
way to construct TMF classes. Take a string manifold M of dimension d. This determines a class
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[M ] ∈ πdMString, and we can form σstring([M ]) ∈ πdTMF, where σstring : MString → TMF is
the string orientation.

A more general construction we use is the following:

Construction 4.1. Suppose we have an element u ∈ TMFk+t(BG), where t : BG → K(Z, 4)
is a map specifying a twist of TMF via the composition with K(Z, 4) → BGL1(MString) →
BGL1(TMF); for twists of TMF, see [ABG10]. We start from a manifold M of dimension
n equipped with a G-bundle whose classifying map is f : M → BG. We assume that a string
structure twisted by f ∗(t) := f ◦ t : M → K(Z, 4) is given on M ; see Appendix F.1 for the
definition of twisted (differential) string structure. This determines the fundamental class [M ] ∈
MStringn+f∗(t)(M), which then gives, via σstring, the fundamental class [M ] ∈ TMFn+f∗(t)(M)
which we denote by the same symbol by a slight abuse of notation. The pull-back f ∗(u) ∈
TMFk+f∗(t)(M) can now be paired against it, defining a class f ∗(u)/[M ] ∈ TMFk−n(pt). ⌟

Physics Remark 4.2. This construction is ubiquitous in heterotic string theory, for which the class
u ∈ TMFk+t(BG) for k = 32 represents the left-moving current algebra theory withG symmetry.
Then, M is the n-dimensional internal space, f : M → BG is the gauge field, and f ∗(u)/[M ]
is the TMF class corresponding to the worldsheet theory for the compactification on this internal
manifold and the gauge field. ⌟

In this section we consider two elements of this type, x−d ∈ π−dTMF for d = 31 and 28:
• For x−31, we take an element a ∈ TMF32(BΣ2) where Σ2 is a symmetric group on two

points, pull it back to S1 via a map µ : S1 → Σ2, and take the slant product. The element
a is a lift of the element (e8)2 ∈ TMF32(pt), where e8 is the unique element specified by
its modular form image c4/∆, and the Σ2 action on a exchanges the two factors of e8.

• For x−28, we start from a physically well-motivated conjecture, which we make precise
as Conjecture 4.12, that e8 lifts to pe8 ∈ TMF16+τ (BE8) where τ : BE8 → K(Z, 4) is
the map in [FSS10, Example 5.1.5] which represents a generator of H4(BE8;Z) ≃ Z.
Then, we consider pe8pe′8 ∈ TMF32+τ+τ ′(B(E8 × E8)), where primes are used to refer to
the second factor of E8. We pull it back to S4 via a map f : S4 → E8 × E8, and take the
slant product to define x−28.

We will see that each of x−d for d = 31 and 28 is the generator of the kernel A−d ≃ Z/2
of Φ : π−dTMF → π−dKO((q)). The methods to be used are completely different, however:
for x−31 we use its construction as a power operation in TMF to study it in the Adams spectral
sequence, and for x−28 we use the differential-geometric Anderson dual pairing we discussed in
the previous section.

Furthermore, we will show, again assuming Conjecture 4.12, that both a and pe8pe′8 can be lifted
to a single element ã ∈ TMF32+ã(BG̃) where G̃ = (E8 × E8) ⋊ Σ2. Together with a twisted
string bordism we explicitly describe, this will allow us to derive x−28 = x−31ν, where ν is a
generator of π3TMF. It is known that the generators of A−31 and A−28 are similarly related by the
multiplication by ν [BR21, Table 10.1]. Therefore, the three statements, i) x−31 generates A−31,
ii) x−28 generates A−28, and iii) x−28 = x−31ν are related in such a way that if any two of them
are proved, the last one automatically follows. We emphasize that we prove the three statements
i), ii) and iii) independently. See Table 1 for a summary of the information presented so far.
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ã ∈ TMF32+τ̃ (B((E8 × E8)⋊ Σ2))
↙ ↘

a ∈ TMF32(BΣ2) pe8pe′8 ∈ TMF32+τ+τ ′(B(E8 × E8))
↘ ↙
(e8)

2 ∈ TMF32(pt)

class u M G generator of method of determination
x−31 a S1 Σ2 A−31 power operation in Adams S.S.
x−28 pe8pe′8 S4 E8 × E8 A−28 differential Anderson pairing

TABLE 1. Basic information on the two TMF classes x−31 and x−28 we study,
where u,M,G refer to Construction 4.1. The entries depending on Conjecture 4.12
are shaded . We will also prove x−28 = x−31ν.

Physics Remark 4.3. The classes x−31 and x−28 represent, under the Stolz-Teichner proposal, the
worldsheet superconformal field theory for the angular parts of the non-supersymmetric 7- and
4-branes recently discussed in [KOTY23], respectively. The desire to understand these branes,
and in particular to compute their Green-Schwarz couplings, was a major part of the motivation
to study these two classes in TMF, and more broadly to develop the mathematical results in this
paper. ⌟

The rest of this section is organized as follows.

• In Sec. 4.1, we introduce the class x−31 ∈ π−31TMF, using a class a ∈ TMF32(BΣ2)
and M = S1 in the construction above. We show that x−31 is in the kernel A−31 of
Φ : π−31TMF → π−31KO((q)), and state that x−31 is in fact the generator ofA−31 ≃ Z/2,
whose proof we postpone until Sec. 4.4.

• In Sec. 4.2, we introduce a class x−28 ∈ π−28TMF. This will be done by starting from a
class pe8pe′8 ∈ TMF32+τ+τ ′(B(E8×E8)) andM = S4 in the construction above, using Con-
jecture 4.12. We show that x−28 is in the kernel A−28 of Φ : π−28TMF → π−28KO((q)),
and state that x−28 is in fact the generator of A−28 ≃ Z/2, whose proof we postpone until
Sec. 4.5.

• In Sec. 4.3, we show that x−28 = x−31ν, again assuming Conjecture 4.12. This will be
done by lifting both of a and pe8pe′8 to a single element ã ∈ TMF32+ã(B((E8 ×E8)⋊Σ2))
and by considering an explicit twisted string bordism relating them.

• In Sec. 4.4, we prove that x−31 generates A−31 by studying the behavior of a power oper-
ation in TMF in the Adams spectral sequence.

• In Sec. 4.5, we prove that x−28 generates A−28 by computing the differential-geometric
pairing of x−28 against the generator ν2 of the Pontryagin dual A6 of A−28.

Remark 4.4. The contents of Sections 4.2, 4.3 and 4.5 are ‘contaminated’ by Conjecture 4.12,
while the contents of Sections 4.1 and 4.4 are not. We also emphasize that the main results of
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Sections 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 are derived completely independently of each other, and these three sub-
sections can be read independently. See Figure 1 on the logical relationship among the subsections
of this section and Conjecture 4.12. ⌟

Conjecture 4.12
↓

Definition of x−31

(Sec. 4.1)
+

Definition of x−28

(Sec. 4.2)
→ x−28 = x−31ν

(Sec. 4.3)
↓ ↓

x−31 generates A−31 ≃ Z/2
(Sec. 4.4)

x−28 generates A−28 ≃ Z/2
(Sec. 4.5)

FIGURE 1. Logical relationship among subsections of this section. Those which
depend on Conjecture 4.12 are shaded. Furthermore, the main statements of Sec-
tions 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 are such that if any two of them are proved, the last one
automatically follows.

4.1. The class x−31 ∈ π−31TMF. Our first class is given by a power operation applied on the
following element e8:

Definition 4.5. The class e8 ∈ π−16TMF is the unique class specified by the condition that its
image Φ(e8) ∈ π−16KO((q)) is given by c4/∆.

Recall that given an element x ∈ KO8n(pt) specified in terms of a vector space V via x = [V ],
its square x2 ∈ KO16n(pt) can be canonically lifted to a Σ2-equivariant element a ∈ KO16n(BΣ2),
where Σ2 is the symmetric group acting on two points, exchanging two factors of V in x2 =
[V ⊗ V ]. As explained in [BR21, Sec. 11.1] and as we review in Sec. 4.4, this process can be
defined for any E∞ ring spectrum E, defining an operation

(4.6) P2 : E
n(pt) → E2n+nρ(BΣ2),

where ρ is the twist specified by the composition BΣ2 → BO → BGL1S → BGL1E, where
the first map classifies the defining representation of Σ2. We let µ : S1 → BΣ2 be the classifying
map of the Möbius bundle. Since the pullback of 2ρ to S1 is trivial, we get a power operation

(4.7) µ∗ ◦ P2 : E
n(pt) → E2n(S1)

when n is even. We now apply this construction when E = TMF and n = 16. In this case P2 in
fact sends TMF16(pt) to TMF32+16ρ(BΣ2) = TMF32(BΣ2), since ρ is of order 8 inBGL1TMF.

Definition 4.8. We let a = P2(e8) ∈ TMF32(BΣ2) as above, canonically lifting the class (e8)2 ∈
TMF32(pt) and equipping it with an action of Σ2 exchanging two factors. We then define

x−31 := µ∗(a)/[S1] ∈ π−31TMF,

where we equip S1 with the trivial string structure.

We note the following:
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Proposition 4.9. x−31 is in the kernel A−31 of Φ : π−31TMF → π−31KO((q)).

Proof. The image Φ(x−31) can be obtained by performing the construction of Definition 4.8
against Φ(e8) = c4/∆ ∈ π−16KO((q)) ≃ Z((q)). Let V :=

⊕
n≥−1 Vnq

n be a real vector
space representing c4/∆ and let P → S1 be the nontrivial Σ2 bundle over S1. Then we have

(4.10) Φ(x−31) = indexS1 V ⊗2 ×Σ2 (P → S1)

where indexS1(E) is the mod-2 index of the real bundle E on S1 with trivial spin structure and
Σ2 acts on V ⊗2 by exchanging two factors.

The expression (4.10) can be seen to vanish by a direct computation. Another method to see its
vanishing is as follows. Note that the leading term in (4.10) is (indexS1 R⊗2×Σ2 (P → S1))q−2 =
0q−2 and therefore the pole of Φ(x−31) can be at most of order 1. Now, the image Φ(π−31TMF) ⊂
π−31KO((q)) ≃ Z/2((q)) is known to be generated by η(c4/∆)2Jk for k ≥ 0, see Appendix E.
Therefore any nontrivial element in Φ(π−31TMF) has a pole at least of order 2. This means that
Φ(x−31) is actually zero. □

According to the data gathered in Appendix E, we have A−31 ≃ Z/2. In fact, as will be proved
in Sec. 4.4,

Theorem 4.11. x−31 is the generator of A−31 ≃ Z/2,

The proof is based on the fact that the definition of the element x−31 in Definition 4.8 is an ex-
ample of power operations in TMF described in [BR21, Chapter 11.1]. This allows us to compute
it using the data provided there concerning power operations in the Adams spectral sequence.

4.2. The class x−28 ∈ π−28TMF. Our second element is in π−28TMF. To describe its construc-
tion, we need to start with a conjecture, which we put in a much wider context in Appendix A:

Conjecture 4.12. The class e8 ∈ π−16TMF lifts to a Borel E8-equivariant element

(4.13) pe8 ∈ TMF16+τ (BE8)

where τ : BE8 → K(Z, 4) is the map in [FSS10, Example 5.1.5] which represents a generator of
H4(BE8;Z) ≃ Z. Furthermore, Φ(pe8) ∈ KO16((q))(BE8) is given10 in terms of the Atiyah-Segal
completion c : KO16

E8
((q))(pt) → KO16((q))(BE8) via

(4.16) Φ(pe8) = c(η(q)−16χ(E8)1)

where χ(E8)1 is the unique integrable representation of the affine Lie algebra (e8)1 regarded as an
element of q−1/3KO0

e8
((q))(pt), so that

(4.17) χ(E8)1 = q−1/3(1 + e8q + · · · ).
10Here we use the fact that the composition

K(Z, 4) → BGL1(MString) → BGL1(MSpin)(4.14)

has a preferred nullhomotopy so that the composition K(Z, 4) → BGL1(TMF) → BGL1(KO((q))) also does.
This means that we have a canonical map

Φ: TMFn+t(X) → KO((q))n(X)(4.15)

for any map t : X → K(Z, 4).
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Remark 4.18. Below, we put shaded backgrounds on the statements and proofs which depend on
Conjecture 4.12. ⌟

Consider the tangent bundle TS4 of S4 and fix an orientation. Its structure group uniquely lifts
to Spin(4) ≃ SU(2)× SU(2). Let f : S4 → BSU(2)× BSU(2) be its classifying map, and let
c2 and c′2 be the generators ofH4(BSU(2)×BSU(2);Z) ≃ Z⊕Z. We use the convention so that∫
S4 f

∗(c2) = +1 and
∫
S4 f

∗(c′2) = −1. Recall that (SU(2)×E7)/{±1} ⊂ E8 and use it to define
a homomorphism SU(2) → E8. With this we can regard f as a map f : S4 → BE8 ×BE8.

Definition 4.19. Let us use f to pull-back pe8pe′8 ∈ TMF32+τ+τ ′(BE8 × BE8), where the prime is
added to distinguish two factors. The resulting pull back is an element

f ∗(pe8pe′8) ∈ TMF32+f∗(τ+τ ′)(S4) = TMF32(S4)

where we used f ∗(τ + τ ′) = f ∗(c2) + f(c′2) = 0. We then define

x−28 := f ∗(pe8pe′8)/[S
4] ∈ π−28TMF.

Remark 4.20. Our convention is that the string structure on M twisted by t : M → K(Z, 4) is a
nullhomotopy between 1

2
p1(TM) and t. The generator [τ ] = 1 ∈ Z ≃ H4(BE8;Z) is chosen so

that it pulls back to 1
2
p1 of H4(BSpin(16);Z). This then implies that under the homomorphism

SU(2) → E8 determined by a root, [τ ] pulls back to −c2 of H4(BSU(2);Z). It is a good exercise
for the reader to compute the rationalized image of pe8pe′8 under αspin ◦ Φ in (IZMSpin)12(BE8 ×
BE8)Q using the data given in Conjecture 4.12. We have

(4.21) αspin ◦ Φ(pe8pe′8)Q = (
p1
2

− τ − τ ′)
1

48

(
p2 − 3(

p1
2
)2 + 2p1(τ + τ ′)− 8(τ 2 − ττ ′ + τ ′2)

)
which indeed vanishes when sent to (IZMString)12+τ+τ ′(BE8 ×BE8)Q. This is a modern math-
ematical rephrasing of the fundamental discovery of Green and Schwarz in [GS84] of the pertur-
bative anomaly cancellation of E8 × E8 heterotic string theory. ⌟

Proposition 4.22. x−28 is in the kernel A−28 of Φ : π−28TMF → π−28KO((q)).

Proof. We have

(4.23) Φ(x−28) = f ∗(Φ(pe8)Φ(pe
′
8))/[S

4] = 0q−2 + 0q−1 + · · · .
Now, the image of Φ in π−28KO((q)) is generated by (c4c6/∆)Jk for k ≥ 0, see Appendix E.
These generators have nonzero poles at least of order 1, and therefore Φ(x−28) = 0. □

According to the data gathered in Appendix E, the subgroup A−28 is Z/2. In fact, we will show
in Sec. 4.5 that:
Theorem 4.24. x−28 is the generator of A−28 ≃ Z/2.

This will be proved by computing the pairing of x−28 against its Anderson dual element ν2 ∈
A6 ≃ Z/2 in a differential geometric manner, i.e. by showing the following:

Proposition 4.25. We have αspin/string(x−28, y) = 1/2, where y ∈ π7MSpin/MString is a class
lifting ν2 ∈ π6MString.

Note that Proposition 4.25 immediately implies Theorem 4.24 because of Proposition 3.49 and
Proposition 3.55.
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4.3. Relation between x−31 and x−28. The two classes x−31 and x−28 we introduced are related
in the following way. Note that both x−31 and x−28 are defined by pulling back lifts of (e8)2 ∈
π−32TMF, in one case to TMF32(BΣ2) and in the other case to TMF32+τ+τ ′(BE8 × BE8), and
then taking the slant product. The maps µ : S1 → BΣ2 and f : S4 → B(E8 × E8) can be both
thought of as maps µ : S1 → BG̃ and f : S4 → BG̃ where G̃ = (E8 × E8) ⋊ Σ2. Recall
we are assuming Conjecture 4.12 on the existence of a canonical lift pe8 ∈ TMF16+τ (BE8). The
exterior product pe8pe′8 ∈ TMF32+τ+τ ′(BE8 × BE8) is invariant under the Σ2-action, and it lifts
canonically to an element a ∈ TMF32+τ̃ (BG̃) as before, where τ̃ lifts τ + τ ′. Note that the trivial
string structures on S1 and S4 are actually (G̃, τ̃)-twisted string structures because both µ∗(τ̃) and
f ∗(τ̃) are trivial. Summarizing the consideration above, we have:

Proposition 4.26. We have (G̃, τ̃)-twisted string bordism classes

(4.27) [S1, µ] ∈ MString1+τ̃ (BG̃), [S4, f ] ∈ MString4+τ̃ (BG̃)

such that

(4.28) x−31 = a/[S1, µ], x−28 = a/[S4, f ].

Regarding the classes [S1, µ] and [S4, f ] in (4.27), we have

Proposition 4.29. The twisted string bordism classes [S1, µ]× ν and [S4, f ] in MString4+τ̃ (BG̃)
are equal, where ν is the standard generator of MString3(pt) ≃ Z/24.

With this proposition, which will be proved later in this subsection, it is easy to see the following
proposition relating x−31 and x−28:
Proposition 4.30. x−31ν = x−28 ∈ π−28TMF.
Proof. Combine Proposition 4.26, Proposition 4.29, and the compatibility of the slant product with
the multiplication. □

Remark 4.31. This proposition is compatible with Theorem 4.11 and Theorem 4.24. Indeed,
according to [BR21, Table 10.1], A−31 and A−28 are both Z/2 and are generated by the elements
ν6κ/M and νν6κ/M , respectively. ⌟

Remark 4.32. The explicit bordism proving Proposition 4.29 presented below was found during
the collaboration which led to [KOTY23]; the authors thank J. Kaidi, K. Ohmori and K. Yonekura
for allowing the authors to present it here. We also note that a different indirect proof was recently
given in [Deb23, Remark 2.34], which used the fact that the natural map from the bordism group of
(E8×E8, τ+τ

′)-twisted string manifolds to that of (G̃, τ̃)-twisted string manifolds is a surjection
when the dimension is four. In the same paper [Deb23], the (G̃, τ̃)-twisted string bordism groups
for dimensions up to eleven were studied in detail. ⌟

Proof of Proposition 4.29. A string manifold representing the generator ν ∈ π3TMF ≃ Z/24 is
given by a round S3 equipped with the 3-form H1, which is a part of the data of the differential
string manifold, given by

∫
S3 H1 = 1. Our aim is then to establish a bordism between (S1, µ) ×

(S3, H1) and (S4, f) in the category of string manifolds equipped with a map to BG̃, where G̃ =

B((E8 × E8)⋊ Σ2), with the twist of the string structure specified by a map τ̃ : BG̃ → K(Z, 4).
Here
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n1
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n3

x3

m1

y1

E8

×
E8

E8

×
E8

FIGURE 2. The G̃-bundle X(x1, n1;x2, n2;x3, n3|y1,m1). We start from two E8

principal bundles on S3 × [0, 1], depicted with different colors, which are trivial
except within balls around finite number of points, depicted by blobs. The charac-
teristic numbers

∫
B
cw∇(τ) or

∫
B
cw∇(τ

′) at each ball are given by ni and mi. We
then glue two ends of the segment [0, 1] by exchanging the two E8 factors.

• τ̃ : BG̃→ K(Z, 4) is the map obtained by lifting the composition

BE8 ×BE8
τ×τ ′−−→ K(Z, 4)×K(Z, 4) +−→ K(Z, 4)(4.33)

to the homotopy orbit (BE8 ×BE8)×Σ2 EΣ2 ≃ BG̃. Here, in the first arrow, both τ and
τ ′ refer to the same map which we have denoted τ so far, but here we use τ ′ to distinguish
the two factors.

• µ : S1 → BG̃ is obtained from the nontrivial Σ2 bundle classified by µ : S1 → BΣ2 by
the inclusion Σ2 ↪→ G̃, and

• f : S4 → BG̃ is obtained from the classifying map f : S4 → BSO(4) which can be
uniquely lifted to f : S4 → BSpin(4) ≃ B(SU(2) × SU(2)) ↪→ B(E8 × E8) ↪→ BG̃.
We fix the isomorphism Spin(4) ≃ SU(2)× SU(2) so that

∫
S4 τ = +1,

∫
S4 τ

′ = −1. We
have

∫
S4(τ + τ ′) = 0.

Let us now consider the following (G̃, τ̃)-twisted string manifolds. We start from [−π, π]×S3.
We pick a point p ∈ S3. For x1, x2, · · · , xk ∈ (−π, π) and a sequence of integers n1, n2, · · · , nk,
let us denote by P (x1, n1;x2, n2; . . .) an E8 bundle with connection ∇ over [−π, π] × S3 such
that the E8 curvature is supported on the interior of non-overlapping balls Bi around (xi, p) so
that

∫
Bi

cw∇(τ) = ni. We now consider an E8 × E8 bundle over [−π, π] × S3 given by the fiber
product of P (x1, n1; . . .) and P (y1,m1; . . .).

We now make it into a G̃-bundle with connection over a spin manifold S1 × S3 by identifying
the two ends of [−π, π] while exchanging two E8 fibers. Let us denote the resulting G̃-bundle
over S1 × S3 by X(x1, n1; . . . , |y1,m1; . . .). See Fig. 2 for a drawing.

There are two choices of spin structure; we pick a bounding one. The only obstruction to equip
it with a (G̃, τ̃)-twisted differential string structure is [τ̃ ] ∈ H4(S1 × S3;Z) ≃ Z, where [τ̃ ] is∑
ni+

∑
mj times the generator. Assuming that

∑
ni+

∑
mj = 0, then, we can choose a (G̃, τ̃)-

twisted string structure, whose data include a 3-form H satisfying dH = cw∇(τ̃). Since H3(S1 ×
S3;Z) ≃ Z, the data of the 3-form H is sufficient to specify the (G̃, τ̃)-twisted differential string
structure on the G̃ bundleX(x1, n1; . . . , |y1,m1; . . .) over S1×S3 up to isomorphism. This allows
us to denote the resulting (G̃, τ̃)-twisted string manifold by (X(x1, n1; . . . , |y1,m1; . . .), H).
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(S4, f)#

−π π

∼bord

−π π

+1

−1

0

X(0, 1|0,−1)

∼bord

−π π

+1

0

−1
a

X(0, 1|a,−1)

∼bord

−π π

+1

0

−1
a

X(a,−1, 0, 1|)

∼bord

−π π

= (S1, µ)× (S3, H1)

FIGURE 3. The bordism from (S4, f) to (S1, µ) × (S3, H1). We follow the con-
vention of Fig. 2 for the drawing. In the unshaded region and in the shaded region,
we have

∫
S3 H = 0 and

∫
S3 H = 1, respectively.

Let us move on to the construction of the bordism between (S1, µ)× (S3, H1) and (S4, f). We
note that (S1, µ) × (S3, H1) is (X(|), H1) where we abuse the notation to denote the pullback of
H1 ∈ Ω3(S3) by the same symbol. The following discussion of the bordism is drawn also as a
sequence of figures in Fig. 3, which might be of some help to some of the readers.

We first note that (X(|), 0) is null bordant. We pick a small ball around (0, p) ∈ S1 × S3 and
glue (S4, f) there. The result is (X(0,+1|0,−1), 0). This means that

(4.34) (S4, f) ∼bord (S4, f)#(X(|), 0) ∼bord (X(0,+1|0,−1), 0),

where we denote the bordism relation by ∼bord.
X(0,+1|0,−1) can be continuously deformed to X(0,+1|a,−1) for 0 < a < π. The solution

to dH = cw∇(τ̃) is now deformed so that

(4.35)
∫
x×S3

H =

{
1 (ϵ < x < a− ϵ),

0 (otherwise).

We can now let a ‘move from x = +π to x = −π’. Due to the exchange of two E8 factors, we
now have (X(a,−1; 0, 1|), H) where −π < a < 0 and the solution to dH = cw∇(τ̃) is given by

(4.36)
∫
x×S3

H =

{
0 (−a+ ϵ < x < −ϵ),
1 (otherwise).
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As the final step, we can continuously deform X(a,−1; 0, 1|) to X(|), where the solution to
dH = τ̃ now satisfies

∫
x×S3 H = 1 for every x. This shows

(4.37) (X(0,+1|0,−1), 0) ∼bord (X(|), H1).

This completes the proof. □

4.4. Determination of x−31. Here we provide the proof of Theorem 4.11, i.e. we prove x−31 is
the generator of A−31. This is done using the Adams spectral sequence and examining the power
operation there.

First let us describe the details of the power operation used in defining x−31 in Definition 4.8.
We use the following form of the operations. Let E be an E∞ ring spectrum. The data of E∞-
structure includes the following refinement of the multiplication map,

ξ2 : EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (E ∧ E) → E.(4.38)

Thus an element x ∈ πnE represented by a map x : ΣnS → E induces a map

EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (Σ
nS ∧ ΣnS) x∧x−−→ EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (E ∧ E) ξ2−→ E.(4.39)

This defines a map

P2 : πnE → E0(EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (Σ
nS ∧ ΣnS)).(4.40)

EΣ2 ∧Σ2 (Σ
nS ∧ ΣnS) is understood as a virtual spherical fibration of rank 2n over BΣ2. So in

general the codomain of the map (4.40) is understood as an E-cohomology of BΣ2 with twisted
coefficient, whose twist is given by nρ, where ρ is specified by the composition BΣ2 → BO →
BGL1S → BGL1E, such that the first map classifies the defining representation of Σ2.

Denote the map classifying the Möbius bundle S̃1 → S1 by µ : S1 → BΣ2. The composition
with (4.40) gives the map

µ ◦ P2 : πnE → E0(S̃1
+ ∧Σ2 (Σ

nS ∧ ΣnS)),(4.41)

Note that if n is even, the spherical bundle S̃1
+ ∧Σ2 (Σ

nS ∧ ΣnS) over S1 is trivial. Thus we get

∪1 : πnE
µ◦P2−−−→ E0(S̃1

+ ∧Σ2 (Σ
nS ∧ ΣnS)) ≃ E−2n(S1)

∫
S1−−→ π2n+1E, n : even.(4.42)

In other words, the trivialization of the spherical bundle over S1 gives a nontrivial element in
π2n+1(EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (Σ

nS∧ΣnS)) coming from π2n+1(S̃1
+ ∧Σ2 (Σ

nS∧ΣnS)), and the operation ∪1

is the composition of (4.40) and this element.

Remark 4.43. The notation ∪1 is justified by the fact that the element in π2n+1(EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (Σ
nS∧

ΣnS) above maps to the generator of H2n+1(EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (Σ
nS∧ΣnS);Z/2) ≃ Z/2 under the mod

two Hurewicz map, see [BR21, Remark 11.7]. As explained there, this notation is potentially
ambiguous since the Hurewicz map is not injective in this case. We make a particular choice of
the element ∪1 ∈ π2n+1(EΣ2+ ∧Σ2 (Σ

nS∧ΣnS)) by the above procedure, but it turns out that the
result of this subsection still holds if we use other elements with the same Hurewicz image. ⌟
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We are interested in the case of E = TMF and n = −16,

∪1 : π−16TMF → π−31TMF.(4.44)

Definition 4.8 says that

x−31 := ∪1(e8).(4.45)

In this subsection, we compute the result of this power operation using the Adams spectral
sequence. Recall that the Adams spectral sequences are given in terms of HF2, whose power
operation is the Steenrod operations. These operations induce the operations in the spectral se-
quences. For an E∞-ring spectrum E, the power operations on E and the Steenrod operations on
the Adams spectral sequence for E are known to be compatible [BR21, Theorem 11.13]. We ap-
ply this to E = tmf and use the computation of Steenrod operations given in [BR21] to compute
the right hand side of (4.45).

Since we are interested in detecting Z/2-torsion, we take 2-adic completion in the rest of this
subsection. In order to use the computation of [BR21], we first need to pass from TMF∧

2 to tmf∧2 .

Lemma 4.46. We have

∪1(e8) ·M2 = ∪1(e8M)

in (TMF∧
2 )2·192−31, where M ∈ π192TMF∧

2 is the periodicity element.

Proof. In the general setting, the map (4.40) satisfies the Cartan formula,

P2(xy) = P2(x)P2(y).(4.47)

This implies ∪1(xy) = ∪1(x) · y2 + x2 · ∪1(y). Thus it is enough to show that ∪1(M) = 0. But
this is immediate since π2·192−1tmf∧2 is zero. □

The element e8M ∈ π192−16=176TMF∧
2 is the image of B7 ∈ π176tmf∧2 in the notation of

[BR21]. Since the map tmf → TMF is an E∞-map, we are left to compute ∪1(B7).

Proof of Theorem 4.11. We use the notations of [BR21]. The element B7 is detected by δω3
2 ∈

E31,207
2 in the E2-page of Adams spectral sequence of tmf, where δ ∈ E7,39

2 and ω2 ∈ E8,56
2 .

Recall that the Steenrod operations on Es,t
2 = ExtA(2)(F2,F2) are the maps

Sqi : Es,t
2 → E

(s+i),2t
2 ,(4.48)

which are nontrivial only for 0 ≤ i ≤ s. The total Steenrod operation

Sq = Sqs + Sqs−1 + · · ·Sq0(4.49)

satisfies the Cartan formula Sq(xy) = Sq(x)Sq(y).
By [BR21, Theorem 11.13], the operation ∪1 is compatible with the corresponding operation

in the Adams spectral sequence. We see that the element ∪1(B7) is detected by the element
Sq31−1(δω3

2) ∈ E61,414
2 up to higher filtration. The result of Steenrod operations was given in
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[BR21, Theorem 1.20] as

Sqi(δ) =


h0e0ω2 (i = 6),

h2βω2 (i = 5),

0 otherwise,

(4.50)

Sqi(ω2) =

{
ω2
2 (i = 8),

0 otherwise.
(4.51)

By the Cartan formula we get

Sq30(δω3
2) = h0e0ω

7
2.(4.52)

We can see that this element detects the generator

(4.53) ν6κM ∈ ker (π161+192tmf∧2 → π161+192ko[[q]]
∧
2 ) = Z/2,

by e.g. using the relation h2d0 = h0e0, rewriting h0e0ω7
2 = h2ω

3
2d0ω

4
2 and then using the fact

that h2ω3
2 , d0 and ω4

2 detect ν6, κ and M , respectively. Thus we see that ∪1(B7) = ν6κM + x
with some element x ∈ π161+192tmf detected by an element with higher Adams filtration. But
we already know that ∪1(B7) is in the kernel of π161+192tmf → π161+192ko[[q]] by Proposition
4.9, and also ν6κM is in the kernel by the results in [BR21]. Moreover, any nontrivial element
in π161+192tmf detected by an element with Adams filtration higher than h0e0ω7

2 is not B-power
torsion, so its image in π161+192ko[[q]] is nontrivial. Thus we get x = 0 so that

∪1(B7) = ν6κM.(4.54)

This completes the proof of the claim on x−31. □

4.5. Determination of x−28. In this section, we prove Proposition 4.25, i.e. we compute the
pairing αspin/string(x−28, y) for a class y ∈ π7MSpin/MString lifting ν2 ∈ π6MString and confirm
it to be nonzero. This is done to prove Theorem 4.24, which says that x−28 is the generator of
A−28 ≃ Z/2. This proof is independent of the result in Subsection 4.4.

Our demonstration of Proposition 4.25 is based on the following general consideration. Let
x ∈ π−dTMF be a torsion element and [N,M ] ∈ πd−21MSpin/MString be given by a string
manifold M which is a boundary of a spin manifold N . We choose compatible differential string
structure and differential spin structure on N and M respectively.

Assume that there is a group G and a twist t : BG → K(Z, 4) such that x lifts to a possibly-
non-torsion element px ∈ TMFd+t(BG) and M is null-bordant in MStringd−22+t(BG), i.e. there
is a manifold Ñ with a twisted differential string structure given in terms of a G-bundle P → N ′

with a connection ∇ such that (P,∇) is trivial around M = ∂N ′. In particular, N ′ is equipped
with a 3-form H ∈ Ω3(N ′) which satisfies dH = p1(TN

′)/2 − cw∇(t), where cw∇(t) denotes
the closed 4-form obtained by the Chern-Weil construction. We now form a closed spin manifold
Ñ = N ′ ⊔ N . We extend the G-bundle P with connection ∇ trivially on N and denote the
resulting bundle and connection on Ñ by the same symbols.

Recall that the rationalization of αspin(px) is given by

(4.55) X :=
1

2
∆(q)ch(U) pA(T )ch(Wit(T ))

∣∣∣
q0
.
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where U = Φ(px) ∈ KO((q))d(BG). Here, T is the universal bundle over BSpin which pulls
back to the tangent bundle by the classifying map of a spin manifold, and Wit(V ) for a real vector
bundle was defined in (2.58). For more details, see [TY21, Sec. 2.2.4].

As αstring(px) vanishes, we know that X factorizes as

(4.56) X =

(
p1(T )

2
− f ∗(t)

)
Y,

where f : Ñ → BG is the classifying map for P . Finally, define V ∈ KOd(Ñ) via

(4.57) V := ∆(q)f ∗(U)⊗Wit(TÑ ⊕ R)
∣∣∣
q0
.

Proposition 4.58. Let d ≡ 4 (mod 8). Under these assumptions, we have

(4.59) αspin/string(x, [N,M ]) =
1

2
η(V )−

∫
N ′
H ∧ cw(Y ) (mod Z)

where η is the reduced eta invariant and cw(Y ) ∈ Ω∗
clo(N

′) is the characteristic form obtained by
applying Chen-Weil construction to Y with respect to the differential spin structure on N ′.

Proof. Consider the following diagram,

TMFd × {MSpin/MStringd−21

i∗
��

pαspin/string // R/Z

TMFd+t(BG)

Φ

��

i∗

OO

× ( ¤�MSpin/MString) ∧t BG+)d−21

pαspin/string // R/Z

KO((q))d(BG) × ( ¤�MSpin ∧BG+)d−21

pαspin //

j

OO

R/Z

(4.60)

where we fix an inclusion i : pt → BG. The horizontal arrows are the differential pairings
introduced in Subsection 3.3.11 The second column consists of differential bordism groups, which
are explained in Appendix F below. The differential spin/string structure on (N,M) and the
differential spin structure and the G-connection determine the classes

(4.61) [N,M ]diff ∈ ( ¤�MSpin/MString)d−20, [Ñ , P,∇]diff ∈ ( ¤�MSpin ∧BG+)d−20.

Here and below in this proof, we do not include the reference to the differential spin/string struc-
tures in notations for brevity.

11The middle horizontal arrow is associated to

αspin/string : TMF ∧t BG+ → Σ−21IZ (MSpin/MString) ∧t BG+) ,

and the bottom horizontal arrow is associated to

αspin : KO((q)) ∧BG+ → Σ−21IZ (MSpin/MString) ∧BG+) .

All of them satisfy the conditions (1) and (3) in Subsubsection 3.3.1, so the differential pairing is reduced to the form
(3.67).
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We then have

αspin/string(x, [N,M ]) = pαspin/string(x, [N,M ]diff) = pαspin/string(px, i∗[N,M ]diff),(4.62)

where the first equality was discussed in Sec. 3.3.1 and the second equality follows from the
functoriality of the pairing pαspin/string applied to the first and second rows of (4.60). We have

i∗[N,M ]diff + [N ′,M, P,∇]diff = j[Ñ , P,∇]diff in ( ¤�(MSpin/MString) ∧t BG+)d−20. Thus we
have

pαspin/string(px, i∗[N,M ]diff) = pαspin/string(px, j[Ñ , P,∇]diff)− pαspin/string(px, [N ′,M, P,∇]diff)(4.63)

= pαspin(Φ(px), [Ñ , P,∇]diff) + pαspin/string(px, [N
′,M, P,∇]diff),(4.64)

where on the second equation we used the functoriality of the pairing in the second and third rows
of (4.60).

For the first term of (4.64), from the form of αspin given in Definition 2.11, we can apply the
result of [Yam21] to get the formula of the differential pairing pαspin in terms of the pushforward
in differential KO((q)) ∧ BG+ as we did in Subsubsection 3.3.2. By the formula (3.95) for the
pushforward, we get

pαspin(Φ(px), [Ñ , P,∇]diff) =
1

2
η(V ) (mod Z).(4.65)

For the second term of (4.64), note that the element [N ′,M, P,∇]diff maps to zero in the
topological group MSpin/MStringd−20+t(BG). Explicitly, we use the following (G, t)-twisted
MSpin/MString-bordism from ∅ to (N ′,M, P,∇). The underlying manifold with corners (more
precisely, ⟨2⟩-manifold in the sense of [Jän68], also recalled in [YY21, Section 2.3]) is W :=
(N ′ × [0, 1])/ ∼, where the quotient is taken by the relation (m, t) ∼ (m, t′) for each m ∈ M
and t, t′ ∈ [0, 1]. In the notation of [YY21, Section 2.3], the ⟨2⟩-manifold structure on W is given
by the decomposition of the boundary ∂0W = N ′ × {0}, ∂1W = N ′ × {1} along the corner
∂01W = ∂0W ∩ ∂1W = M , see Fig. 4. We have the quotient map π : W → N ′. We equip
W with the pullback G-bundle with connection π∗(P,∇). The triple (W,∂0W,π

∗(P,∇)) gives a
differential twisted MSpin/MString-null bordism of (N ′,M, P,∇) ≃ ∂1(W,∂0W,π

∗(P,∇)).

0 1

N ′ = ∂0W

M = ∂01W

N ′ = ∂1W
W

FIGURE 4. The null bordism W of N ′ = ∂1W (drawn in red). This W is obtained
by first considering N ′ × [0, 1] and collapsing M × [0, 1] where M = ∂N ′ into M .
We have a differential twisted string structure onN ′ = ∂0W (drawn in blue) lifting
the differential spin structure on W restricted there.
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We have the exact sequence for differential homology (F.9),

(4.66)
Hd−20((MSpin/MString) ∧BG+;R)

a−→ ( ¤�MSpin/MString) ∧t BG+)d−21

I−→ MSpin/MStringd−21+t(BG) → 0.

It is convenient to view the first term as

(4.67)

Hd−20((MSpin/MString) ∧BG+;R)

≃ HomR(H
d−20((MSpin/MString) ∧BG+;R),R)

≃ HomR

(
((H•(BG;R)⊗R ker(H∗(MSpin;R) → H∗(MString;R)))d−20 ,R

)
,

where for the second isomorphism we used the assumption that d is even. We have

a (cw([W,∂0W,π
∗(P,∇)])) = [N ′,M, P,∇]diff,(4.68)

where cw([W,∂0W,π
∗(P,∇)]) is the homomorphism in (4.67) which evaluates characteristic

polynomials on (W,π∗(P,∇)), explicitly given by the integration of the relative closed form
(F.14).

Lemma 3.58 in this case implies the compatibility of the two pairings in the following diagram,

(4.69)

TMFd+t(BG)

αR
spin/string
��

× ( ¤�MSpin/MString) ∧t BG+)d−21

αspin/string// R/Z

Hd−20((MSpin/MString) ∧BG+;R) × Hd−20((MSpin/MString) ∧BG+;R)
⟨·,·⟩
//

a

OO

R.

mod Z

OO

Thus we have

αspin/string(px, [N
′,M, P,∇]diff) =

〈
αR

spin/string(px), cw([W,∂0W,π
∗(P,∇)])

〉
=

∫
W

cw(X)−
∫
∂0W≃N ′

H ∧ cw(Y ) (mod Z)

= −
∫
N ′
H ∧ cw(Y ),

(4.70)

where the first equality uses the formula (F.14) and the last equality follows from the fact that W
has the cylindrical structure. Combining (4.64), (4.65) and (4.70), we get the desired result. This
completes the proof of Proposition 4.58. □

With this we can proceed to the computation of our pairing:
Proof of Proposition 4.25. The element x−28 was obtained by pulling back an element

(4.71) pe8pe′8 ∈ TMF32+τ+τ ′(BE8 ×BE8)

using the map

(4.72) S4 → SU(2)× SU(2) → E8 × E8.

Using

(4.73) SU(2)× E7 ↠ [SU(2)× E7]/{±1} ↪→ E8,
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we can regard the pulled-back class as an element of TMF32+τ+τ ′(BE7 ×BE7 × S4). Therefore,
x−28 can be lifted to an element px−28 of TMF28+τ+τ ′(BE7 ×BE7).

Its image Φ(px−28) in KO28((q))(BE7×BE7) can be computed by the KO-theory pushforward
starting from (4.16) and (4.17) in Conjecture 4.12. The result is

(4.74) Φ(px−28) = c(η(q)−28q−28/24(1 + (A− A′)q + · · · ))
where A = H28 and A′ = H28 are the smallest nontrivial irreducible quaternionic representations
of two factors of E7 and c : KO28

E7×E7
((q))(pt) → KO28((q))(BE7 × BE7) is the Atiyah-Segal

completion map.
αspin(px−28) can be computed from the q-expansion given in (4.74), and is given after rational-

ization by

(4.75) αspin(px−28) = (
p1(T )

2
− τ − τ ′)

1

2
(τ − τ ′).

Let us move on to the analysis of ν2 ∈ π6MString. Let us focus on ν ∈ π3MString first. As
ν is a boundary of B4, we can take [B4, ν] ∈ π4MSpin/MString. Next we consider B4 equipped
with an SU(2) bundle P → B4 supported away from the boundary such that

∫
B4 c2(P ) = −1. We

can pick a 3-form H satisfying dH = p1(TN
′)/2 + c2(P ) on B4. For simplicity we pick a metric

which makes B4 into a completely round hemisphere and S3 = ∂B4 a completely round sphere.
This in particular makes

∫
S3 H = 1 on the boundary. These data give B4 a (SU(2),−c2)-twisted

string structure. We can further regard it as an E7-twisted string structure via SU(2) → E7, under
which τ : BE7 → K(Z, 4) pulls back to −c2 : BSU(2) → K(Z, 4). This gives an (E7, τ)-twisted
string null bordism of ν.

With these information we deal with ν2 ∈ π6MString itself. Its spin null bordism is given by
N = B4ν, and consider [N, ν2] ∈ π7MSpin/MString. We also need to use N ′ = B4ν equipped
with the E7-twisted string structure constructed as above on the side of B4. Then Ñ = N ′ ⊔N is
S4 × S3 which is equipped with an E7 bundle P → Ñ which is pulled back from an E7 bundle
P → S4 such that

∫
S4 τ(P ) = 1. The class V ∈ KO28(S4 × S3) as defined in (4.57) is pulled

back from V ∈ KO28(S4) which is given by P ×E7 A.
We can finally invoke Proposition 4.58. The first term on the right hand side of (4.59) is

(4.76)
1

2
ηÑ(V ) =

1

2
indS4(V )ηS3 = 0.

Here the first equality uses the product formula of η on a product manifold and the second equality
uses the fact that η of round S3 is zero.

In contrast, the second term of (4.59) is

(4.77)
∫
B4×S3

H
1

2
τ =

1

2

∫
B4

τ

∫
S3

H =
1

2
.

We therefore conclude that

(4.78) αspin/string(x, ν
2) =

1

2
.

This is what we wanted to determine. □
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APPENDIX A. CONJECTURES ON VERTEX OPERATOR ALGEBRAS AND TMF

A.1. Generalities. The Stolz-Teichner proposal [ST04, ST11] says the following:

Proposal A.1. Let SQFTn be the ‘space’ of 2d unitary spin N=(0, 1) supersymmetric quantum
field theories (SQFT) with degree n ∈ Z. The sequence {SQFT•} forms an Ω-spectrum, and
agrees with TMF, the spectrum of topological modular forms.

Before proceeding, we need some comments:

• The adjective ‘spin’ in the statement stresses the condition that the SQFT in question is
formulated in the category of spin manifolds.

• With suitable regularity assumptions, unitary quantum field theories defined on spacetimes
with Lorentzian signature are believed to be in one-to-one correspondence with reflection
positive quantum field theories defined on spacetimes with Euclidean signature. With this
expectation, we always consider unitary Lorentzian theories or equivalently reflection-
positive Euclidean theories in this paper.

• The degree specifies the anomaly of an SQFT. This point requires a more detailed remark
given below.

We take the point of view that an anomalous d-dimensional QFT is a boundary theory of a
(d+1)-dimensional invertible theory. In view of the conjecture by Freed and Hopkins of the clas-
sification of possibly non-topological invertible QFT [FH16], the spectrum Σ4IZMSpin should
classify the deformation classes of invertible three-dimensional spin QFTs. Then, a theory of
degree n is by definition a boundary theory of the three-dimensional invertible phase whose de-
formation class is specified by

n ∈ Z ≃ (IZMSpin)4(pt).(A.2)

We note here that a three-dimensional invertible theory whose deformation class corresponds to
the generator 1 ∈ Z ≃ (IZMSpin)4(pt) was given as an element of the differential Anderson dual
of the spin bordism group in [YY21, Example 4.69].

Moreover, there is a map

Z×BO⟨0, . . . , 4⟩ → Σ4IZMSpin(A.3)

which exhibits the left hand side as a connective cover of the right hand side [TY21, Proposition
C.5]. This means that the space Z×BO⟨0, . . . , 4⟩, which mathematically classifies the degree and
the twist of TMF, can be used as a classifying space of the anomaly of SQFTs in our context.

We now consider a family of SQFTs with symmetry G. In view of the comments above, an
anomaly of such a theory is specified by a map

(n, k) : BG→ Z×BO⟨0, · · · , 4⟩.(A.4)

Mathematically, we expect to have a genuinely equivariant version of TMF twisted by a map of
the form (A.4), although the theory of twisted genuinely-equivariant topological modular forms
has not been adequately developed yet. In this appendix we assume the existence of such a theory,
together with an appropriate generalization of the Atiyah-Segal completion map c, such that we
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have the following commuting square:

(A.5)

TMFd+k
G (pt)

c

��

Φ // KOd+k̃
G (pt)

c

��

TMFd+k(BG)
Φ // KOd+k̃((q))(BG)

,

where k̃ is the composition of k and the natural projection BO⟨0, 1, 2, 3, 4⟩ → BO⟨0, 1, 2⟩.
With this caveat, we have the following generalized version of the Stolz-Teichner proposal [JF20,
TY21]:

Proposal A.6. The deformation classes of 2d unitary spin N=(0, 1) supersymmetric quantum
field theories with symmetry group G, whose anomaly is specified by the element (n, k) : BG →
Z×BO⟨0, · · · , 4⟩, form the group TMFn+k

G (pt).

A subclass of 2d quantum field theories is given by 2d superconformal field theories (CFTs),
which have commuting actions of two Virasoro algebras. Two copies of Virasoro algebras are
distinguished by calling them as left-moving and right-moving,12 respectively, We denote their
central charges by cL and cR. In this case the degree n ∈ (IZΩ

spin)4(pt) ≃ Z is known to be given
by n = 2(cL − cR). In a unitary theory, the central charges cL,R are non-negative, and when cL
(or cR) is zero, the left-moving (or the right-moving) side is empty. The theories where cL > 0,
cR = 0 are known as purely left-moving and those for which cL = 0, cR > 0 are known as purely
right-moving.

CFTs can be considered either in the category of oriented manifolds or in the category of spin
manifolds. Physicists often call the former bosonic CFTs, and the latter spin (or fermionic) CFTs.

For a CFT to be N=(0, 1) supersymmetric, the action of the right-moving Virasoro algebra has
to be extended to the action of the super-Virasoro algebra, while the left-moving Virasoro algebra
does not have to be extended. This in particular means that a purely left-moving not-necessarily-
supersymmetric CFT is actually N=(0, 1) supersymmetric, where the action of the right-moving
super Virasoro algebra is trivial.

Therefore, as tractable subcases of the Stolz-Teichner proposal, we can consider either a purely
right-moving supersymmetric spin CFT, or a purely left-moving spin CFT which is not necessarily
supersymmetric. The former was the topic of [GJF18], and the aim of this appendix is to discuss
the latter.

A vertex operator algebra (VOA) axiomatizes the properties of subalgebras of left-moving op-
erators of a bosonic CFT. For a spin CFT, subalgebras of left-moving operators form a vertex
operator superalgebra (VOSA) instead. Here the adjective ‘super’ means that the grading is in 1

2
Z,

and we do not require that it has a super-Virasoro subalgebra. We are mainly interested in unitary

12On a two-dimensional flat spacetime with Lorentzian signature, operators depending on t + x but not on t − x

are called left-moving and those depending on t−x but not on t+x are called right-moving. After the Wick rotation
to put it on a two-dimensional flat spacetime with Euclidean signature, one set of operators become holomorphic,
depending on z = x + iy but not on z̄, and the other set of operators become anti-holomorphic, depending on z̄ but
not on z.
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quantum field theories, and therefore all VOAs and VOSAs of our interest should carry a unitary
structure, for whose details we refer the reader e.g. to [CKLW15, Sec. 5] and [CGH23, Sec. 3].

The entirety of operators of a purely left-moving spin CFT T forms a VOSA, which we denote
by V(T ). If T has a symmetry G which is a simply-connected simple compact Lie group, the

deformation class of the anomaly is specified by an element in (ĨZΩspin)4(BG) = H4(BG;Z) ≃
Z, which is usually called its level. Then V(T ) should contain the affine Lie algebra VOA gk at
level k as a subalgebra.

It is not yet known exactly which properties of a VOSA V guarantees that it arises as V(T ) for
some T . A strong candidate for such a condition is that the VOSA in question is self-dual (or
equivalently holomorphic) in the sense of the VOA theory, i.e. that any reasonable representation
is the direct sum of copies of V itself [Zhu96]. The most optimistic formulation is then

Proposal A.7. A self-dual unitary VOSA V containing the affine Lie algebra VOA gk comes from
a unique purely left-moving unitary spin CFT T with G symmetry at level k, so that V = V(T ).

A.2. VOA and TMF classes.

A.2.1. Self-dual VOSAs. Let us recall some of the structures associated to self-dual VOSAs. For
details, we refer the reader to a recent paper [HM23]. One unfortunate situation for us is that, in
most of the mathematical literature on VOAs and VOSAs, the unitarity condition is not imposed
and a different set of ‘regularity conditions’ are used instead, see e.g. [HM23, Sec.2.3]. In this
appendix we tacitly assume that these regularity conditions follow from the unitarity condition.

The underlying vector space of a VOSA V = V(T ) is the Hilbert space of the theory T on S1

with trivial spin structure. The Hilbert space of the theory T on S1 with nontrivial spin structure
defines a canonically Z/2-twisted module of V, which we denote by W. V itself has a decom-
position V = V0 ⊕ V1 so that V0 has integer gradings and is an ordinary VOA, whereas V1 has
half-integer gradings. When V1 is empty, V is actually a self-dual VOA, and W ≃ V. Otherwise,
W is either irreducible or a sum of two irreducibles as a representation of V0. Then V0, V1, and
the irreducible components of W generate the representation category M(V0) of V0, and there-
fore V0 is rational in the sense of the VOA theory. M(V0) is known to have a natural structure as
a modular tensor category.

A basic series of examples of such VOSAs are given by Clifford super VOAs V(n), see
e.g. [KW94, DMC14]. They are VOSAs constructed from Rn with positive inner product, gener-
alizing the construction of the Clifford algebra Cliff(n) from the same starting point. It has central
charge n/2 and V(n)0 is equal to the affine Lie VOA so(n)1 for n ≥ 5. We denote its canoni-
cally Z/2-twisted module by W(n), whose highest weight vectors form the Clifford module for
Cliff(n).

Given a self-dual VOSA V, its central charge is of the form c = n/2. The unitarity implies a
certain reality condition on the underlying vector space of V and W, extending the reality con-
dition for a unitary VOA given in [CKLW15]. The reality condition on V was recently detailed
in [CGH23]. To state the reality condition on W expected from physics, let 8i be the smallest
multiple of eight above or equal to n. Then V ⊗ V(8i − n) is a VOSA with c = 4i, and its
canonical Z/2-twisted module W⊗W(8i−n) should be a complexification of a real Z/2-graded
vector space with an action of Cliff(8i− n).
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Let us now describe how the symmetries of VOA enter the story. When V contains gk, there
should be an action ofG (the compact simply-connected group corresponding to g) on W⊗W(8i−
n), compatible with the Z/2-grading, the real structure, and the action of Cliff(8i−n). This means
that each graded piece of W naturally determines an element of KOn

G(pt). The grading is provided
by L0 − c/24 = L0 − n/48, and the eigenvalues of L0 on W is of the form n/16 + Z. Then, W
naturally determines an element [W] ∈ qn/24KOn

G((q))(pt).
Combining the considerations thus far, we can now formulate the following conjecture:

Conjecture A.8. Let V be a unitary self-dual VOSA whose central charge is c = n/2 such that
it contains the affine Lie VOA gk. Let W be its canonically Z/2-twisted module. Then there is a
class [V] ∈ TMFn+kτ

G (pt),13 such that its image Φ([V]) ∈ KOn
G((q))(pt) is given by

Φ([V]) = η(q)−n[W] ∈ KOn
G((q))(pt).

It is known that we can start from a (possibly odd) self-dual lattice L and form a self-dual
VOSA V(L). V(L) is unitary when L is positive definite, and V(L) is VOA when L is even. If L
contains a root lattice Λg for a simple Lie algebra g, V(L) contains an affine Lie VOA g1 at level
1 as a subalgebra. This level corresponds to the generator τ of H4(BG;Z) ≃ Z. Combined with
the conjecture above, we now have a plethora of TMF classes associated to unimodular lattices.

For example, the root lattice of E8 is the unique even self-dual lattice of rank 8, and there are
two even self-dual lattices of rank 16, one is E8 × E8 and another containing the root lattice of
D16. We denote the corresponding VOAs by VE8 , VE8×E8 , VD16 , respectively.

Combining these analyses, we have the following conjecture:

Conjecture A.9 (= genuine equivariant version of Conjecture 4.12). The class e8 ∈ π−16TMF,
specified by its image Φ(e8) = c4/∆ ∈ π−16KO((q)), lifts to an element

qe8 = [VE8 ] ∈ TMF16+τ
E8

(pt),

such that its image in KO16
E8
((q))(pt) is given by

Φ(qe8) = η(q)−16χ(E8)1

where χ(E8)1 is the unique integrable representation of the affine Lie algebra (e8)1 regarded as an
element of q1/3KO0

e8
((q))(pt), so that

χ(E8)1 = q−1/3(1 + e8q + · · · ).

A.2.2. VOA and TMF classes in the range c ≤ 16. Self-dual VOAs of central charges c ≤ 16
were classified by [DM02] without the unitarity assumption. In general, the central charge c of a
self-dual VOA is a multiple of eight, and it was found in [DM02] that all such VOAs with c ≤ 16
are actually lattice VOAs associated to even self-dual lattices of rank 8 and 16.

Self-dual VOSAs with central charge c ≤ 24 were recently rigorously classified in [HM23].14

In the subrange c ≤ 16 they are given by the products of the basic self-dual VOSAs tabulated in
Table 2.

13Mathematically, for each integer k we have a preferred choice of the map kτ : BG → K(Z, 4) [FSS10, Example
5.1.5] representing k times the generator τ of H4(BG,Z) ≃ Z. This allows us to talk about TMFn+kτ

G .
14See also a physics-level discussion up to c ≤ 16 in [BSLTZ23] and up to c < 23 in [Ray23].
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name c affine Lie sub VOA in π−2cKO((q)) comment
V(1) c = 1/2 none 0 Clifford VOSA
VE8 c = 8 (e8)1 c4/∆ VOA
VD12 c = 12 (d12)1 24/∆ VOSA of [DMC14]
VE7×E7 c = 14 (e7)1 ⊕ (e7)1 0
VA15 c = 15 (a15)1 0
VE8,2 c = 31/2 (e8)2 0
VD8×D8 c = 16 (d8)1 ⊕ (d8)1 0
VD16 c = 16 (d16)1 (c4/∆)2 VOA

TABLE 2. List of holomorphic non-product super VOAs with c ≤ 16.

These basic VOSAs V should give rise to classes [V] ∈ TMF2c+τ
G (pt) which can be reduced to

[V] ∈ π−2cTMF. By passing to KO((q)) via Φ, we also have elements Φ([V]) in KO2c
G ((q))(pt)

and in π−2cKO((q))(pt). Φ([V]) as an element in KO2c+k̃
G ((q))(pt) can be found using Conjec-

ture A.8. It turns out to be non-zero when c > 1/2, where we take G to be the simply-connected
simple group for the affine subalgebra gk. As an element in KO2c((q))(pt), however, Φ([V]) is
often zero. For such a V, [V] ∈ π−2cTMF is in the kernel A−2c of Φ : π−2cTMF → π−2cKO((q)).

It is tantalizing that the values c = 14, 15, 31/2 and 32 we see in Table 2 are exactly where the
kernel A−2c of Φ : π−2cTMF → π−2cKO((q)) is nontrivial in the range 0 ≤ 2c ≤ 32, according
the data gathered in Appendix E. The kernel is isomorphic to Z/2, Z/2, Z/2 and Z/3, respectively.

There are physics reasons to believe that the elements x−31 ∈ π−31TMF and x−28 ∈ π−28TMF
defined in Definitions 4.8 and 4.19 agree with the classes [VE8,2] and [VE7×E7 ]. One indication is
the following. The construction of x−31 and x−28, given in our Definitions just referred to, starts
from e8 ∈ π−16TMF, which can be lifted to pe8 ∈ TMF16+τ

E8
(pt) by Conjecture 4.12. This then

implies that x−31 can be lifted to TMF31+2τ
E8

(pt) and that x−28 can be lifted to TMF28+τ+τ ′

E7×E7
(pt),

respectively.
Now, our Theorem 4.11 in the main text says that x−31 and x−28 are indeed the generators of

the kernel A−2c of Φ : π−2cTMF → π−2cKO((q)) at c = 31/2 and c = 14, respectively. These
circumstantial pieces of evidence strongly suggest the following general conjecture:

Conjecture A.10. The generator of the kernel A−2c of Φ : π−2cTMF → π−2cKO((q)) at c = 32,
c = 31/2, c = 15 and c = 14, isomorphic to Z/3, Z/2, Z/2, Z/2 respectively, comes from the
corresponding self-dual VOSA V given in Table 2. In particular, the generator of the kernel can
be lifted to TMF2c+t

G (pt) for an appropriate choice of G and t : BG → K(Z, 4), whose image
in KO2c

G ((q))(pt) is nonzero and is given by the class determined by η(q)−2c[W], where W is the
canonically Z/2-twisted module of V.

We note that a physics piece of evidence that VD16 generates A−32 = Z/3 was given in [TZ24].
We also note that the list of self-dual VOAs in the wider range up to c ≤ 24 is given in [HM23] and
[Ray23]. It would be interesting to compare this list against the TMF classes in the corresponding
range.
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APPENDIX B. AN ANALOGUE FOR SPIN/SPINc MANIFOLDS AND KO-THEORY

In the main part of this paper, we constructed a morphism

αstring/spin : TMF → Σ−20IZMString/MSpin,(B.1)

related it to the Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms, and studied the induced
pairings between π•TMF and π•MString/MSpin. In this section, we explain an analogous story
for much simpler settings. We construct a morphism

γspinc/spin : KO → Σ−2IZMSpinc/MSpin,(B.2)

relate it to the Anderson self-duality of KO-theory, and study the induced pairings between π•KO
and π•MSpinc/MSpin. This section is logically independent from the main part of the paper, but
we recommend the reader to refer to this section because it illustrates our basic strategy in a much
simpler manner.

In this section, we use the following notations for morphisms between spectra appearing in the
commutative diagram in the (∞, 1)-category of MSpin-module spectra,

MSpin

ABSspin

��

ι′ // MSpinc

ABSspinc

��

Cι′ // MSpinc/MSpin

ABSspinc/spin

��
KO

c // KU
R // KU/KO

.(B.3)

where each row is a homotopy fiber sequence, the bottom horizontal arrow is the complexification,
the left and middle vertical arrows are Atiyah-Bott-Shapiro orientations, and the right vertical
arrow is the morphism canonically induced on the homotopy cofibers. Here, we denoted the
structure morphism Cc in (B.3) by R because the complexification c : KO → KU is a part of the
ηcR-cofiber sequence [BG10]

Σ1KO
·η−→ KO

c−→ KU
R−→ Σ2KO,(B.4)

where R := r ◦ β−1 is the composition of the realification morphism r : KU → KO and the Bott
periodicity of KU, so that we have the equivalence KU/KO ≃ Σ2KO. Our convention is to denote
the Bott element of KU by β ∈ π2KU. We could have denoted KU/KO in (B.3) equivalently by
Σ2KO, but in order to make clear the analogy to KO((q))/TMF in the main part of the paper, we
intentionally denoted it by KU/KO.

B.1. Secondary morphisms and the Anderson self-duality of KO. Our starting point is the
MSpinc-module morphism γspinc : KU → Σ−2IZMSpinc, where we equip KU with the MSpinc-
module structure using the Atiyah-Bott-Shapiro orientation. Due to our basic Lemma 2.6, it is
specified by an element in π2IZKU:

Definition B.5. We let γKU ∈ π2IZKU to be the Anderson duality element of K-theory shifted by
the Bott periodicity. In other words, via the isomorphism π2IZKU ≃ Hom(π−2K,Z) ≃ Hom(Z ·
β−1,Z), the element γKU corresponds to the isomorphism sending β−1 to 1.

We now use the homotopy fiber sequence

IZKU/KO
IZR−−→ IZKU

IZc−→ IZKO.(B.6)
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We then have the following proposition:

Proposition B.7. The morphism IZR induces an isomorphism

IZR : π2IZKU/KO ≃ π2IZKU.(B.8)

We define γKU/KO ∈ π2IZKU/KO to be the element which maps to γKU under the isomorphism
above.

Proof. The long exact sequence for the homotopy fibration (B.6) gives

π3IZKO → π2IZKU/KO
IZR−−→ π2IZKU → π2IZKO.(B.9)

Since Ext(π−4KO,Z), π−3KO and π−2KO are all zero, the first and the last terms of (B.9) are
zero. Thus the middle arrow is an isomorphism, as desired. □

We apply Definition 2.3 for R = KO, M = KU/KO and α = γKU/KO. Following the conven-
tion in Remark 2.7, we get morphisms

γKU/KO : KU/KO → Σ−2IZKO,(B.10)

γ∨KU/KO : KO → Σ−2IZKU/KO.(B.11)

Definition B.12 (γspinc/spin). We define an MSpin-module morphism γspinc/spin to be the following
composition,

γspinc/spin : KO
γ∨
KU/KO−−−−→ Σ−2IZKU/KO

IZABSspinc/spin−−−−−−−−→ Σ−2IZMSpinc/MSpin.(B.13)

where ABSspinc/spin is given in (B.3).

We also use the MSpinc-module morphism γspinc given by the following composition.

γspinc : KU
γ∨
KU−−→ Σ−2IZKU

IZABScspin−−−−−→ Σ−2IZMSpinc.(B.14)

The following diagram commutes.

KO
γspinc/spin //

c

��

Σ−2IZMSpinc/MSpin

IZCι′

��
KU

γspinc // Σ−2IZMSpinc

.(B.15)

B.1.1. Anderson self-duality of the ηcR-cofiber sequence in terms of γKU/KO. This subsubsection
corresponds to Subsection 2.2 in the main part. In this toy model, it is very straightforward to
relate the secondary morphism γKU/KO with the Anderson self-duality of KO:

Proposition B.16. Under the identification KU/KO ≃ Σ2KO explained below (B.3), the element
γKU/KO ∈ π2IZKU/KO ≃ π4IZKO coincides with the Anderson self-duality element of KO. In
particular, the morphisms

γKU/KO : KU/KO → Σ−2IZKO, γ∨KU/KO : KO → Σ−2IZKU/KO(B.17)

are equivalences of KO-modules.
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Proof. The self-duality element of KO is the generator of π4IZKO ≃ Z, which is unique up to a
sign. Our definition of γKU/KO in Proposition B.7 is clearly equivalent to that. □

Moreover, it is clear from the construction in the last subsubsection that γKU/KO and γK show
the Anderson self-duality of the ηcR-cofiber sequence (B.4) as follows.

Proposition B.18. We have a commutative diagram

KO
c //

≃ γ∨
KU/KO

��

KU
R //

≃ γKU

��

KU/KO ≃ Σ2KO

≃ γKU/KO

��
Σ−4KO ≃ Σ−2IZKU/KO

IZR // Σ−2IZKU
IZc // Σ−2IZKO

(B.19)

where the rows are ηcR-cofiber sequence [BG10] and its Anderson dual, and the vertical arrows
are equivalences.

B.2. Pairings induced by secondary morphisms. This subsection corresponds to Section 3 in
the main body of the paper. We study of the pairings induced by our secondary morphisms on
the homotopy groups of KO, KU/KO and MSpinc/MSpin. Of course our secondary morphism
is a re-interpretation of the familiar Anderson self-duality of KO by Proposition B.16, but our
interpretation naturally connects it with the relative bordisms in an interesting way. Here we
record the information of bordism groups which are relevant for us in this section in Table 3.
There, all the S1’s appearing in the table are equipped with the nonbounding spin structure.15

n
∂−→ πn(MSpin)

ι′−→ πn(MSpinc)
Cι′−→ πn(MSpinc/MSpin)

4 −→ Z · [K3]
(16,−2)−→ Z · [CP2]

⊕Z · [(CP1)×2]
−→ Z/2 · [8CP2♯(CP1)×2,∅]

⊕Z · [CP2,∅]
3 −→ 0 −→ 0 −→ Z/2 · [D2 × S1, (S1)×2]

2
≃−→ Z/2 · [(S1)×2]

0−→ Z · [CP1]
×2−→ Z · [D2, S1]

1 −→ Z/2 · [S1] −→ 0 −→ 0
0 −→ Z −→ Z −→ 0

TABLE 3. Homotopy groups of MSpinc, MSpin and MSpinc/MSpin.

15Most of the data there are either well-known or easy to determine. For example, the map ι′ : π4(MSpin) →
π4(MSpinc) can be found by tabulating the characteristic numbers:

[K3] [CP2] [(CP1)×2]
p1

24 − (c1)
2

8 −2 0 −1

(c1)
2 0 1 8

.
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B.2.1. Induced non-torsion pairing. Applying Definition 3.1 to γKU/KO and γspinc/spin, we get the
non-torsion pairings

⟨−,−⟩γKU/KO
: π−dKO× πd−2KU/KO → Z,(B.20)

⟨−,−⟩γspinc/spin : π−dKO× πd−2MSpinc/MSpin → Z.(B.21)

The result of the pairing (B.20) is simply as follows.

Proposition B.22. The pairing (B.20) is nontrivial only for d ≡ 0 (mod 4). For those cases, we
have π−dKO ≃ Z and πd−2KU/KO ≃ Z, and the pairing is a perfect pairing Z× Z → Z.

We can prove Proposition B.22 easily by definition. We can also resort to Proposition B.16.
Next let us consider the pairing (B.21). As it is the composition of ABSspinc/spin and the pair-

ing (B.20), we can understand the result from that aspect. But here we give an example of a
rather direct computation of the pairing, which is in the spirit of the main body of the paper, c.f.,
Subsubection 3.1.1.

Example B.23 (The pairing with π2MSpinc/MSpin). Let us consider d = 4 case. We refer to
Table 3 to see π2MSpinc/MSpin = Z · [D2, S1]. In contrast, if we denote a generator of π−4KO ≃
Z by A, the complexification c : π−4KO → π−4KU maps A to ±2β−2, where β ∈ π2KU is the
complex Bott element. Let us fix the sign of A so that it satisfies c(A) = 2β−2. Then we claim
that

⟨A, [D2, S1]⟩γspinc/spin = 1.(B.24)

This can be proved by the following compatibility of the pairings:

π−4KO

c

��

× π2MSpinc/MSpin
⟨−,−⟩γspinc/spin// Z

π−4KU × π2MSpinc
⟨−,−⟩γspinc //

Cι′

OO

ABSspinc

��

Z

π−4KU × π2KU
⟨−,−⟩γKU // Z

.(B.25)

We compute

2⟨A, [D2, S1]⟩γspinc/spin =
〈
A,Cι′

(
[CP1]

)〉
γspinc/spin

(B.26)

=
〈
c(A), [CP1]

〉
γspinc

(B.27)

= 2
〈
β−2,ABSspinc([CP1])

〉
γKU

= 2
〈
β−2, β

〉
γKU

= 2,(B.28)

verifying (B.24).

B.2.2. Induced torsion pairings. Now we discuss the torsion pairings. Applying Definition 3.42
to γKU/KO and γspinc/spin, we get the torsion pairings

(−,−)γKU/KO
: (π−dKO)torsion × (πd−3KU/KO)torsion → Q/Z,(B.29)

(−,−)γspinc/spin : (π−dKO)torsion × (πd−3MSpinc/MSpin)torsion → Q/Z.(B.30)

The result of the pairing (B.29) is simply as follows.
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Proposition B.31. The pairing (B.29) is nontrivial only for d ≡ −1,−2 (mod 8). For those
cases, we have (π−dKO)torsion ≃ Z/2 and (πd−2KU/KO)torsion ≃ Z/2, and the pairings are the
perfect pairing Z/2× Z/2 → 1

2
Z/Z ⊂ Q/Z.

Again, Proposition B.31 directly follows from Proposition B.16. But here, we want to point
out that it relies on the knowledge of the Anderson self-duality of KO. It is quite nontrivial to
compute the result of the torsion pairing directly from the definition of γKU/KO and that of torsion
pairings. This is exactly analogous to the challenges we faced in the main part of the paper,
especially in Section 4. Our strategy is to compute the geometric pairing (B.30) instead. We do it
by refining the pairings to differential pairings explained in the next section. More concretely, we
will establish Proposition B.31 by proving the following two propositions using the differential
pairing:

Proposition B.32. The torsion pairing (B.30) for d = 7 gives

(ηB−1, [8CP2♯(CP1)×2,∅])γspinc/spin =
1

2
.(B.33)

Proposition B.34. The torsion pairing (B.30) for d = 6 gives

(η2B−1, [D2 × S1, (S1)×2])γspinc/spin =
1

2
.(B.35)

Here we denote the real Bott element by B ∈ π8KO and let η be the generator of π1KO ≃ Z/2,
so that π−7KO = Z/2 · ηB−1 and π−6KO = Z/2 · η2B−1. Please also refer to Table 3 for the
elements of relative Spinc/Spin bordism groups.

B.2.3. Induced differential pairing. In Subsection 3.3 we explained the Anderson duality non-
torsion/torsion pairings are combined and refined to the differential pairing between differential
cohomology and homology. Applying the general theory explained there to γspinc/spin here, we get
the differential pairing

pγspinc/spin : yKOd × ¤�MSpinc/MSpind−3 → R/Z.(B.36)

It is related to the non-torsion pairing via Lemma 3.58 and to the torsion pairing via Lemma 3.62.
The morphism γspinc : KU → Σ−2IZMSpinc also induces the corresponding differential pairing.
They are compatible in the following way:

yKOd

c

��

× ¤�MSpinc/MSpind−3

pγspinc/spin // R/Z

yKUd × ◊�MSpinc
d−3

pγspinc //

Cι′

OO

R/Z

.(B.37)

At this point, we can prove Proposition B.32 as follows.

Proof of Proposition B.32. We use the compatibility (B.37) for d = 7. Following the axiom of
differential cohomology, we have

yKO7 I≃ KO7(pt) = Z · ηB−1/(2ηB−1) ≃ Z/2,(B.38)

yKU7 a≃ KU6(pt)⊗ R/Z = (R · β−3)/(Z · β−3) ≃ R/Z.(B.39)
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We claim that the differential refinement of the complexification map is the injection, i.e., given
by

c : yKO7 → yKU7, ηB−1 7→ 1

2
β−3.(B.40)

This is because of the following. Multiplying by the real periodicity element B ∈ π8KO ≃
yKO−8 which induces the periodicities in yKO and yKU, it is enough to show the corresponding
claim for c : yKO−1 ≃ Zη/(2η) → yKU−1 ≃ Rβ/(Zβ). We use the fact that elements in yKU−1

and yKO1 is realized by the differential integration, or equivalently the differential pushforward.
For a general account, see [Yam21] for example. They can be regarded as pairings between
differential generalized cohomology and differential bordism homology, and in our case consist
of the following compatibility diagram.

yKON

c

��

× ÷MSpinn

ι′

��

∫
yKO
(−) (−)

// yKON−n

c

��
yKUN × ◊�MSpinc

n

∫
yKU
(−) (−)

// yKUN−n

(B.41)

We appply this to N = 0 and n = 1. In this case the upper row reduces to the topological
KO-integration, which is ∫

yKO

(S1,periodic)

1
yKO = η ∈ Z · η

2 · η
= yKO−1(B.42)

On the other hand, in the lower row, the element ι′(S1, periodic) ∈ {MSpinc
n is S1 equipped

with the spinc-structure whose U(1)-connection has holonomy −1. The yKU−1 ≃ R/Z-valued
integration takes this holonomy, so that∫

pK

ι′(S1,periodic)

1
yKU =

1

2
β ∈ R · β

Z · β
= yKU−1.(B.43)

The compatibility in (B.41) and the fact that c(1
yKO) = 1

yKU implies that c(η) = 1
2
β, verifying

(B.40).
Now we use the compatibility of the various Anderson duality pairings to compute the left hand

side of (B.33). We compute

(B.44)

⟨ηB−1, [8CP2♯(CP1)×2,∅]⟩γspinc/spin

= ⟨ηB−1, [8CP2♯(CP1)×2,∅]diff⟩pγspinc/spin by Lemma 3.62

= ⟨1
2
β−3, [8CP2♯(CP1)×2]diff⟩pγspinc by (B.37)

=
1

2
⟨β−3, [8CP2♯(CP1)×2]diff⟩(γspinc )R by Lemma 3.58

=
1

2
mod 1,
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where the last equality follows from the fact that ABS: π4MSpinc → π4KU sends both [CP2] and
[(CP1)×2] to β2 and the definition of γKU. This completes the proof of Proposition B.32. □

Now we are left to prove Proposition B.34. Here we give a proof which uses a simplified
version of the geometric trick used in the proof of Proposition 4.58. We use the following variant
of the differential pairing (B.36).16 If G is a compact Lie group and a map τ : BG→ BO⟨0, 1, 2⟩
specifies a twist of G-equivariant KO-theory, we get the differential pairing

KOd+τ
G ×

(
( ¤�MSpinc/MSpin) ∧τ BG+

)
d−3

→ R/Z(B.45)

provided that we have KO
(d−1)+τ
R (BG) = 0. This condition is satisfied if d is even. We use this

refinement to prove Proposition B.34 below.
For our purposes, we pick G = U(1) and choose τ : BU(1) → BO⟨0, 1, 2⟩ so that the homo-

topy class

(B.46) [τ ] ∈ [BU(1), BO⟨0, 1, 2⟩] ≃ H2(BU(1);Z/2) ≃ Z/2

is the unique nontrivial element. This classifies the extension 0 → Z/2 → U(1)
(−)2−−→ U(1) → 0.

We can use τ to twist both KO and KU, and similarly both MSpin and MSpinc. In particular,
we have a canonical equivalence

(B.47) f : MSpinc ∼−→ MSpin ∧τ BU(1)+,

i.e. a (U(1), τ)-twisted spin structure is equivalent to a spinc structure. We will also need the
morphism

(B.48) ι′ := ι′ ∧τ idBU(1)+ : MSpin ∧τ BU(1)+ → MSpinc ∧τ BU(1)+.

By fixing a null-homotopy 2τ ∼ 0, we can choose an element V ∈ KUτ
U(1)(pt) such that

KU0
U(1)(pt) ≃ KU2τ

U(1)(pt) = Z[V 2, V −2] and KUτ
U(1)(pt) = V · KU0

U(1)(pt). By an explicit
computation using Clifford modules, one finds that there exists an element W2n−1 ∈ KO−2+τ

U(1) (pt)
for each n ≥ 1 such that

(B.49) c(Wm) = β(V m − V −m).

so that we have

(B.50) KO−2+τ
U(1) (pt) =

⊕
n≥1

ZW2n−1.

We fix an inclusion i : pt → BU(1), with which we have i∗ : KOd+τ
U(1)(pt) → KOd(pt). We find

that

(B.51) i∗W2n−1 = η2

for all n ≥ 1. After these preparations, we can proceed to the proof.

16See footnote 11 for details. Here we are allowed to use genuine twisted equivariant KO, not the Borel equivariant
one. The pairing factors through the Atiyah-Segal completion KOd+τ

G → KOd+τ (BG). In the main text we could
not use the genuine twisted equivariant TMF since it has not been established currently, but we would have preferred
to use the genuine one, if one were available. See also footnote 2.
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Proof of Proposition B.34. We apply the pairing (B.45) for d = 6, G = U(1). We have the
following compatibility between differential pairings.

yKO6 ≃ KO6 × ¤�MSpinc/MSpin3

pγspinc/spin //

i∗
��

R/Z

KO6+τ
U(1)

i∗

OO

c

��

×
(
( ¤�MSpinc/MSpin) ∧τ BU(1)+

)
3

pγspinc/spin // R/Z

KU6+τ
U(1) × ( ¤�MSpinc ∧τ BU(1)+)3

pγspinc //

Cι′

OO

R/Z

(B.52)

Recall we use a relative spinc/spin manifold (D2, S1). By using f (B.47), we have a relative
{(U(1), τ)-twisted spin} / spin manifold f(D2, S1). By further applying ι′ (B.48), we have a
relative {(U(1), τ)-twisted spinc}/ spin manifold ι′ ◦ f(D2, S1). We can now glue the orientation
reversal of ι′ ◦ f(D2, S1) and the original (D2, S1) to have an S2 equipped a (U(1), τ)-twisted
spinc structure. We denote its bordism class by [S2, PS2 ] ∈ π2(MSpinc ∧τ BU(1)+), where PS2

symbolically stands for the entire data involved. We can perform this construction at the level of
differential relative cycles. We typically denote by [−]diff the corresponding element in differential
bordism homology groups.

From this observation, we have the following equality in
(
( ¤�MSpinc/MSpin) ∧τ BU(1)+

)
2
,

i∗[D
2, S1]diff = Cι′([S2, PS2 ]diff) + ι′ ◦ f([D2, S1]diff).(B.53)

With this, we can evaluate the pairing as follows:

⟨η2B−1, [D2 × S1, (S1)×2]⟩γspinc/spin(B.54)

= ⟨η2B−1, [D2 × S1, (S1)×2]diff⟩pγspinc/spin by Lemma 3.62(B.55)

= ⟨W1B
−1, Cι′(Xdiff)⟩pγspinc/spin + ⟨W1B

−1, Ydiff⟩pγspinc/spin by (B.51)(B.56)

where

Xdiff = [S2, PS2 ]diff × [S1]diff ∈ ¤�MSpinc ∧τ BU(1)+3,(B.57)

Ydiff = ι′ ◦ f([D2, S1]diff)× [S1]diff ∈
(
( ¤�MSpinc/MSpin) ∧τ BU(1)+

)
3
.(B.58)

The proof concludes by showing that the first term of (B.56) is 1/2 and that the second term of
(B.56) is 0.

As for the first term, we have

⟨W1B
−1, Cι′(Xdiff)⟩pγspinc/spin = ⟨c(W1B

−1), Xdiff⟩pγspinc by (B.52)(B.59)

= ⟨(V − V −1)β−3, Xdiff⟩pγspinc by (B.49).(B.60)

The pairing (B.60) is computed in terms of the differential pushforward as the eta invariant of a
Dirac operator on the (Spinc×U(1))/(Z/2)-bundle tensored with the vector bundle associated to
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V − V −1 on Xdiff [Yam21]. This can be evaluated using the product formula for the eta invariants
as

⟨(V − V −1)β−3, Xdiff⟩pγspinc = η((S2, PS2 ,∇S2)× S1) mod Z(B.61)

= −ind((S2, PS2 ,∇S2)) · η(S1) mod Z(B.62)

= −1 · 1
2

mod Z.(B.63)

As for the second term, we actually have

Ydiff = 0 ∈
(
( ¤�MSpinc/MSpin) ∧τ BU(1)+

)
3
.(B.64)

This can be deduced from the following general lemma about differential (co)homology.

Lemma B.65. Let pE∗ be a generalized differential homology theory which is a module over a
generalized multiplicative differential homology theory pF ∗, with a multiplication map of the form

− · − : pFm(pt)× pEn(Z) → pEn+m(Z)(B.66)

for a manifold Z. Let us take elements pe ∈ pEn(Z) and pf ∈ pFm(pt), and suppose that I(pe) = 0

and I( pf) ∈ πmF is a torsion element. Then pf · pe = 0.
Here we use the notation for structure maps of differential homology as in [Yam23],

Ωn+1(Z; (ER)•)/im(∂)
a // pEn(Z)

I //

R
��

En(Z) // 0

Ωclo
n (Z; (ER)•)

,(B.67)

where the horizontal sequence is exact. For pF the input is pt and it becomes

πm+1FR
a // pFm(pt)

I //

R
��

πmF //

⊗Rzz

0

πmFR ,

(B.68)

where the triangle commutes.

Proof. Take a differential current η ∈ Ωn+1(Z;V
E
• )/im(∂) so that a(η) = pe. In this setting, we

have the following equation in pEn+m(X),

pf · pe = a
(
R( pf) · η

)
.(B.69)

Here the multiplication on the right hand side is the map

(B.70) πmFR × Ωn+1(Z; (ER)•) → Ωn+m+1(Z; (ER)•)

induced by the multiplication πmFR × π∗ER → π∗+mER on the coefficient. The proof of (B.69)
is exactly analogous to the corresponding well-known statement for differential cohomology. In
particular, when I( pf) ∈ πmF is a torsion element, by the commutativity of the triangle in (B.68)
we have R( pf) = 0 so that pf · pe = a (0 · η) = 0. □



64 YUJI TACHIKAWA AND MAYUKO YAMASHITA

We apply this general lemma to our setting, where we set E = (MSpinc/MSpin) ∧ BU(1)+,
F = MSpin, pe = ι′ ◦ f([D2, S1]diff) and pf = [S1]diff. We have

I(ι′ ◦ f([D2, S1]diff)) = [D2, S1, PD2 ] = 0 ∈ (MSpinc/MSpin)2+τ (BU(1))(B.71)

by the same reason as the corresponding statement in the proof of Proposition 4.58 (in particular
see Figure 4). Since we know that I([S1]diff) = η ∈ π1MSpin is a torsion element, we can apply
the lemma above and get (B.64) as desired. In particular, the second term in (B.56) is zero.

As already explained above, this concludes the proof of this proposition. □

APPENDIX C. A COMPUTATIONAL PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Here we provide a proof of our main theorem 2.32, that the secondary morphism

αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF → Σ−20IZTMF(C.1)

is an equivalence. As we will see, this equivalence describes a type of the Anderson self-duality
of the spectrum TMF. Originally the Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms was
formulated and proved in terms of Tmf in the form Tmf ≃ Σ−21IZTmf by [Sto11, Sto14]. This
was expressed in terms of tmf in [BR21, Chapter 10 and 13]. We recall the necessary results,
based on [BR21], and reformulate the self-duality in terms of TMF. This will lead us to (C.1).

First we introduce notations. We always use tensor product over Z so that we use the notation
⊗ := ⊗Z. For an E∞ ring spectrum R, an element x ∈ πd(R) and an R-module spectrum M , we
define the R-module spectrum M [x−1] by

M [x−1] := hocolim
(
M

x·−→ Σ−dM
x·−→ Σ−2dM

x·−→ · · ·
)
.(C.2)

Denote by M/x∞ the homotopy cofiber of the structure map M →M [x−1]. We have the relation
π•(M [x−1]) = π•(M)[x−1], and an exact sequence

0 → π•(M)/x∞ → π•(M/x∞) → Γxπ•−1(M) → 0,(C.3)

where Γxπ•−1(M) denotes the x-power torsion submodule of π•−1(M), and M/x∞ for an ele-
ment x ∈ R in an ordinary graded ring R and an R-module M is defined just as M/x∞ :=
coker (M → M[x−1]). For a pair of elements x, y ∈ π•(R), we iterate the above construction to
define

R[x−1, y−1] := (R[x−1])[y−1], R/(x∞, y∞) := (R/x∞)/y∞.(C.4)

It is known that R/(x∞, y∞) ≃ R/(y∞, x∞).
We turn to TMF and tmf. Let B ∈ π8tmf be a class introduced in [BR21] whose image by

Φ is Φ(B) = c4.17 Let X ∈ π576tmf denote the element whose image in mf is ∆24. X is the
periodicity element of TMF = tmf[X−1]. We use TMF/B∞ defined by the cofiber sequence

(C.5) TMF
ϕ // TMF[B−1]

Cϕ // TMF/B∞ .

17There are two elements in π8tmf , B and B̃ := B + ϵ, whose image by Φ is c4. B and B̃ are distinguished by
their Adams filtrations.
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We also define

tmf ′ := tmf/(B∞, X∞)(C.6)

which fits in the cofiber sequence

(C.7) tmf/B∞ ρ−→ (tmf/B∞)[X−1] ≃ TMF/B∞ Cρ−→ (tmf/B∞)/X∞ ≃ tmf ′.

Fact C.8 ( [BR21, Proposition 10.12 and Proposition 13.21]). We have a tmf-module equivalence

αtmf′ : tmf ′ ≃ Σ−20IZtmf,(C.9)

which is specified by the element

αtmf′ ∈ π20(IZtmf ′) ≃ Hom(π−20tmf ′,Z) ≃ Hom(Z,Z).(C.10)

Here we use π−21tmf ′ = 0 and π−20tmf ′ ≃ Z, with the generator whose modular form image is
2c6/(c4∆); see [BR21, p.382] and [BR21, p.590] for the 2 and 3-completed results, respectively.

For our purposes, we need to understand the Z[X]-module structure of the homotopy groups
involved in the Anderson duality given above. For this purpose, we use the following two facts:

Fact C.11 ( [BR21, Definition 10.4, Definition 13.15 and Lemma 13.16]). Let N• ⊂ π•tmf be
the Z[B]-submodule generated by elements of degree less than 576. We then have

(C.12) π•tmf ≃ N• ⊗ Z[X],

as Z[B,X]-modules, where the isomorphism is given by the multiplication. With this N , we have
we have

(C.13) π•TMF ≃ N• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]

as Z[B,X]-modules.

Fact C.14 ( [BR21, Lemma10.16 and Lemma 13.23]). There exists a unique, up to isomorphism,
Z[B]-module extension

0 → N•/B
∞ → N ′

• → ΓBN•−1 → 0(C.15)

such that we have a commutative diagram of Z[B,X]-modules,

0 // (π•tmf)/B∞ //

≃(C.12)
��

π•(tmf/B∞) //

≃
��

ΓBπ•−1tmf

≃(C.12)
��

// 0

0 // N•/B
∞ ⊗ Z[X] // N ′

• ⊗ Z[X] // ΓBN•−1 ⊗ Z[X] // 0.

(C.16)

Here the upper row is the exact sequence (C.3) and the lower row is the exact sequence obtained
by tensoring the flat Z-module Z[X] to (C.15). With this N ′, we have canonical isomorphisms of
Z[B,X]-modules,

π•(tmf/B∞) ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X],(C.17)

π•(TMF/B∞) ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X],(C.18)

π•tmf ′ ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]/Z[X].(C.19)
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We are going to define a TMF-module map αTMF/B∞ : TMF/B∞ → Σ−20IZTMF. We start
with a lemma:

Lemma C.20. There is an isomorphism

(C.21) π20(IZ(TMF/B∞)) ≃ Hom(π−20(TMF/B∞),Z).

Proof. This follows from π−21TMF/B∞ = 0, which in turn follows from the long exact sequence
of the homotopy groups associated to the cofiber sequence above:

(C.22) π−21TMF[B−1]
Cϕ−→ π−21TMF/B∞ δ−→ π−22TMF

ϕ−→ π−22TMF[B−1].

Indeed, π−21TMF[B−1] is zero, since π−21TMF is purely of B-power torsion. Furthermore, the
kernel of the morphism ϕ on the right is A−22 from Proposition E.10, which is trivial. Therefore,
π−21TMF/B∞ = 0. □

Definition C.23. We define

αTMF/B∞ : TMF/B∞ → Σ−20IZTMF

in terms of αTMF/B∞ ∈ π20IZ(TMF/B∞) using the isomorphism (C.21) via

(C.24)
αTMF/B∞ : (TMF/B∞)−20 ↪→ (MF/c∞4 )−10 → Z,

[ϕ(q)] 7→ 1

2
∆(q)ϕ(q)

∣∣
q0
.

Remark C.25. Note that MF/c∞4 is the cokernel of the map MF → MF[c−1
4 ]. Then the well-

definedness of the formula (C.24) follows by the fact that ∆(q)f(q)|q0 = 0 for all f ∈ MF−10,
thanks to Fact 2.8. ⌟

Proposition C.26. The following diagram commutes:

(C.27)

TMF/B∞
αTMF/B∞

//

Cρ
��

Σ−20IZTMF

��
tmf ′

αtmf′

∼
// Σ−20IZtmf

where Cρ is the morphism given in (C.7).

Proof. We need to show that the element αtmf′ ∈ π−20IZtmf ′ is sent to αTMF/B∞ ∈ π−20IZTMF/B∞

via IZCρ. This follows by the characterization of αtmf′ in Fact C.8 and the fact that the formula
(C.24) maps 2c6/(c4∆) ∈ (MF/c∞4 )−10 to 1 ∈ Z. □

We have TMF ≃ tmf[X−1] = hocolim
(
tmf

X·−→ Σ−576tmf
X·−→ · · ·

)
. Taking the Anderson

dual, we get a canonical identification

IZTMF ≃ holim
(
· · · X·−→ Σ2×576IZtmf

X·−→ Σ576IZtmf
X·−→ IZtmf

)
.(C.28)
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Proposition C.29. The commutative diagram (C.27), the isomorphisms (C.18) and (C.19) com-
bine and naturally extend to form the following commutative diagram of Z[X]-modules,

N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]

mod Z[X]

��

� � / N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]]

mod Z[[X]]

��

π•TMF/B∞
≃
(C.18)

ii

αTMF/B∞
//

Cρ
��

π•Σ
−20IZTMF

��

≃
55

π•tmf ′

≃
(C.19)

uu

αtmf′

≃
// π•Σ

−20IZtmf
≃

))
N ′

• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]/Z[X] N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]/Z[X]

where the upper trapezium is also commutative as a diagram of Z[X−1, X]-modules.

Proof. We already know the commutaivity of the left, middle and bottom trapezium. The isomor-
phism π•Σ

−20IZTMF ≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]] is induced by the sequence (C.28) as follows. Since

(C.28) satisfies the Mittag-Leffler condition, we have

π•Σ
−20IZTMF ≃ lim

(
· · · X·−→ Σ2×576−20π•IZtmf

X·−→ π•Σ
576−20IZtmf

X·−→ π•Σ
−20IZtmf

)(C.30)

≃ lim
(
· · · X·−→ N ′

•−576 ⊗ Z[X−1, X]/Z[X]
X·−→ N ′

• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]/Z[X]
)

(C.31)

≃ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X].(C.32)

Then the commutativity of the right trapezium in the diagram is automatic. Then we are left
to prove that the upper trapezium is commutative as a diagram of Z[X−1, X]-modules. But
this follows by the fact that the inclusion N ′

• ⊗ Z[X−1, X] ↪→ N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]] is the unique

Z[X−1, X]-module homomorphism between the two modules which lifts the isomorphism N ′ ⊗
Z[X−1, X]/Z[X] ≃ N ′ ⊗ Z[X−1, X]]/Z[[X]]. □

Consider now the commutative diagram of fiber sequences of TMF-modules

TMF
ϕ // TMF[B−1]

p

��

Cϕ // TMF/B∞

ϱ

��
TMF

Φ // KO((q))
CΦ // KO((q))/TMF

(C.33)

where p is induced by the invertibility of Φ(B) = c4 in π•KO((q)) and we fix a TMF-module
morphism ϱ to make the diagram commute.
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Proposition C.34. The following diagram commutes:

(C.35)

TMF/B∞
αTMF/B∞

//

ϱ

��

Σ−20IZTMF

KO((q))/TMF
αKO((q))/TMF // Σ−20IZTMF

Proof. We need to show that the element αKO((q))/TMF ∈ π−20IZKO((q))/TMF is sent to αTMF/B∞

via IZϱ. This follows by comparing (2.29) and (C.24). □

Our aim was to show that the second row of the diagram (C.35) is an equivalence. We already
know π•(TMF/B∞) ≃ N ′

•⊗Z[X−1, X] and π•Σ−20IZTMF ≃ N ′
•⊗Z[X−1, X]]. What we need

to do then is to show that the effect of ϱ on the homotopy group is the X-adic completion.

Lemma C.36. There is an isomorphism N•[B
−1] ⊗ Z[X−1, X]] ≃ π•KO((q)) of Z[X−1, X]-

modules which makes the following diagram commute:

π•TMF[B−1]
p // π•KO((q))

N•[B
−1]⊗ Z[X−1, X] �

� /

≃ (C.13)

OO

N•[B
−1]⊗ Z[X−1, X]]

≃

OO

.(C.37)

Proof. We note first that, for each degree d, the middle vertical arrow p in (C.33) induces the
inclusion of π0TMF = Z[J ]-modules,

p : πdTMF[B−1]
≃−→


ck4 · πdKO[J, J−1], d = 8k, 8k + 1, 8k + 2,

ck−1
4 c6 · πdKO[J, J−1], d = 8k + 4,

0 otherwise

(C.38)

↪→ πdKO((q)).

Indeed, the injectivity of p : πdTMF[B−1] → πdKO((q)) follows from Proposition E.10, and the
statement about the image is verified by the fact that p is a π0TMF[B−1] ≃ Z[J, J−1]-module
map and the fact that the generators ck4 or ck−1

4 c6 of the modules of the right hand side are con-
tained in the image. The statement then follows by noticing that, at each fixed degree, the X-adic
completion is the J−1-adic completion. □

Proposition C.39. There is an isomorphism N ′
•⊗Z[X−1, X] ≃ π•KO((q))/TMF of Z[X−1, X]-

modules which makes the following diagram commute:

π•TMF/B∞ ϱ // π•KO((q))/TMF

N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]

≃ (C.18)

OO

� � / N ′
• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]]

≃

OO

.(C.40)
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Proof. We have the commutative diagram of long exact sequences,

· · · // πdTMF
ϕ // πdTMF[B−1]

Cϕ //

p

��

πdTMF/B∞ //

ϱ

��

πd−1TMF // · · ·

· · · // πdTMF
Φ // πdKO((q))

CΦ // πdKO((q))/TMF // πd−1TMF // · · ·

.(C.41)

We know π•TMF ≃ N•⊗Z[X], π•TMF[B−1] ≃ N•[B
−1]⊗Z[X−1, X], π•(TMF/B∞) ≃ N ′

•⊗
Z[X−1, X] and π•KO((q)) ≃ N•[B

−1]⊗Z[X−1, X]] from previous propositions. Combining, we
get an isomorphism π•KO((q))/TMF ≃ N ′

• ⊗ Z[X−1, X]] with the desired property. □

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem C.42 (=Theorem 2.32). The morphism

αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF → Σ−20IZTMF

is an equivalence of TMF-modules.

Proof. This immediately follows by combining Proposition C.29, Proposition C.34 and Proposi-
tion C.39. □

APPENDIX D. A MORE CONCEPTUAL PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Here we provide another proof of our main theorem 2.32, that the secondary morphism

αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF → Σ−20IZTMF(D.1)

is an equivalence. This section was kindly provided by Sanath Devalapurkar.
Recall that originally the Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms was formulated

and proved by Stojanoska [Sto11, Sto14] in terms of Tmf as follows.

Fact D.2 ( [Sto11, Sto14]). We have a Tmf-module equivalence

αTmf : Tmf ≃ Σ−21IZTmf.(D.3)

This equivalence is given by the multiplication by a generator of

π21IZTmf ≃ Hom(π−21Tmf,Z) ≃ Z,(D.4)

where we use π−21Tmf ≃ Z and π−22Tmf = 0. We also denote this generator by αTmf .

Remark D.5. αTmf is determined only up to a sign at this point. This ambiguity will be fixed along
the way. ⌟

We are going to relate this self-duality of Tmf with our secondary morphism αKO((q))/TMF. The
following lemma follows from the construction of Tmf in [HL13]:

Lemma D.6. We have a homotopy pullback square

Tmf //

Φ′

��

TMF

Φ
��

KO[[q]] // KO((q))

.(D.7)
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Proof. We follow [HL13]. Let Mell be the moduli stack of smooth elliptic curves and Mell be
its compactification which classifies elliptic curves with possible nodal singularities. The formal
neighborhood of the complement of Mell in Mell is the moduli stack of the Tate curves MTate ≃
[Spf(Z[[q]])//Z/2], see [HL13, Subsection 3.5]. We have presheaves Osmooth and OTate of elliptic
spectra on Mell and MTate, respectively. The structure presheaf O on Mell is by definition the
homotopy pullback of the presheaves Osmooth and OTate over ∆−1OTate, see [HL13, Section 5].
We have Tmf := Γ(Mell;O), TMF := Γ(Mell;Osmooth) and KO[[q]] ≃ Γ(MTate;OTate), and
the diagram (D.7) is the homotopy pullback square induced on the global sections. □

Denoting the cofiber of KO[[q]] → KO((q)) by KO((q))/KO[[q]], Lemma D.6 implies that we
have a fiber sequence

Σ−1 (KO((q))/KO[[q]]) → Tmf → TMF.(D.8)

Note that KO((q))/KO[[q]] is naturally equipped with a KO[[q]]-module structure.

Lemma D.9. Let αKO((q))/KO[[q]] ∈ π20 (KO((q))/KO[[q]]) ≃ Hom (π20KO((q))/π20KO[[q]],Z)
be the element specified as follows:

(D.10)
αKO((q))/KO[[q]] : π20KO((q))/π20KO[[q]] ≃ 2Z((q))/2Z[[q]] → Z,

ϕ 7→ 1

2
∆ϕ|q0 .

Let us also denote by

αKO((q))/KO[[q]] : KO[[q]] → Σ−20IZ (KO((q))/KO[[q]])(D.11)

the KO[[q]]-module morphism given by the multiplication by the above element. This (D.11) is an
equivalence of KO[[q]]-modules.

Proof. This follows by the Anderson self-duality of KO and the Bott periodicity. □

Lemma D.12. We can choose the so far undetermined sign of αTmf so that the following diagram
commutes:

Tmf //

≃ αTmf

��

KO[[q]]

≃ αKO((q))/KO[[q]]

��

// KO((q))/TMF

αKO((q))/TMF

��
Σ−21IZTmf // Σ−20IZ (KO((q))/KO[[q]]) // Σ−20IZTMF

.(D.13)

Proof. First we show the commutativity of the square on the left of (D.13). Recall that the vertical
arrows are Tmf and KO[[q]]-module homomorphisms induced by the elements

(D.14) αTmf ∈ π21IZTmf ≃ Hom(π−21Tmf,Z)

and

(D.15) αKO((q))/KO[[q]] ∈ π20IZ (KO((q))/KO[[q]]) ≃ Hom(π−20 (KO((q))/KO[[q]]) ,Z),
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respectively. By the explicit formulas for those homomorphisms, it is enough to show that the
following diagram can be made to commute by choosing the sign of αTmf :

π−20 (KO((q))/KO[[q]])

1
2
∆·−|q0 **

∂ // π−21Tmf ≃ Z
αTmf

��
Z

,(D.16)

where the horizontal arrow is a part of the exact sequence

π−20TMF → π−20KO((q))/KO[[q]]
∂−→ π−21Tmf → π−21TMF = 0.(D.17)

Recall that ∆ϕ|q0 = 0 for ϕ ∈ MF−10 from Fact 2.8. Therefore the diagonal arrow in (D.16) de-
fines a map from coker (π−20TMF → π−20KO((q))/KO[[q]]) ≃ π−21Tmf. Then, by the fact that
π−21Tmf ≃ Z and that the diagonal map is a surjection, the induced map should be a generator in
Hom(π−21Tmf,Z), which indeed characterizes the element αTmf as desired.

Next we show the commutativity of the square on the right of (D.13). But this follows directly
from the agreement of the formulas for αKO((q))/TMF in Proposition 2.27 and for αKO((q))/KO[[q]] in
Lemma D.9. This completes the proof. □

We can now give the proof to the main theorem:

Theorem D.18 (=Theorem 2.32). The secondary morphism

αKO((q))/TMF : KO((q))/TMF → Σ−20IZTMF(D.19)

is an equivalence.

Proof. We examine the commutative diagram given in Lemma D.12. The upper row is a fiber
sequence by Lemma D.6 and the lower row is the Anderson dual of the fiber sequence (D.8), and
in particular is also a fiber sequence. The vertical arrow on the left is an equivalence by Fact D.2,
and the middle vertical arrow is also an equivalence by Lemma D.9. Therefore the vertical arrow
on the right is also an equivalence. □

APPENDIX E. THE STRUCTURE OF π•TMF AND ITS ANDERSON SELF-DUALITY

Here we provide a summary of the structure of π•TMF as Abelian groups, which we mainly
take from [DFHH14, BR21]. We also discuss how the Anderson self-duality affects them.

E.1. π•TMF as Abelian groups. We start with a definition.

Definition E.1. We let Ad, Ud be the kernel and the image of Φ : πdTMF → πdKO((q)), so that
we have the short exact sequence

(E.2) 0 → Ad → πdTMF → Ud → 0.

The image Ud of Φ can be nonzero only when d = 4k, d = 8k + 1 or d = 8k + 2. Let us first
discuss the image when d = 4k. We first recall that the composition π4kTMF → π4kKO((q)) →
π4kKU((q)) is factored by π4kTMF → MF2k, where MF2k → π4kKU((q)) ≃ Z((q)) is given by
the q-expansion. Then we have:
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Fact E.3 (= [Hop02], Proposition 4.6). The image of the ring homomorphism Φ : π4•TMF →
MF2• has a Z-basis given by

(E.4) ai,j,kc
i
4c

j
6∆

k, i ≥ 0; j = 0, 1; k ∈ Z

where

(E.5) ai,j,k =


24/ gcd(24, k) if i = j = 0,

2 if j = 1,

1 otherwise.

Remark E.6. The factor 2 when j = 1 in (E.5) is due to the multiplication by 2 in π8k+4KO ≃
Z → π8k+4KU ≃ Z and is not very surprising. The nontrivial information is therefore mainly in
the i = j = 0 case. ⌟

Let us next discuss the images of Φ when d = 8k+1 or d = 8k+2. In [TYY23] the following
statement was proved, which was an easy corollary of the information contained in [BR21]:

Fact E.7 (= [TYY23], Sec. 4.1). The image of Φ : πdTMF → πdKO((q)) when d = 8k + 1 and
8k + 2 is contained in ηMF4k and η2MF4k, respectively, where η ∈ π1KO is the generator.

Furthermore, the cokernel of Φ as a homomorphism into ηMF4k and η2MF4k is spanned by
[η∆8t+i] with i = 2, 3, 5, 6, 7 and [η2∆8t+j] with j = 3, 6, 7.

Remark E.8. Complimentarily, η∆8t+pı is hit by Φ if and only if pı = 0, 1, 4 and η2∆8t+pȷ is hit if
and only if pȷ = 0, 1, 2, 4, 5, exhibiting the duality between the cokernel and the kernel of Φ under
i+ pȷ = pı+ j = 7. This is a manifestation of the Anderson duality given below. ⌟

Let us move on to the description of Ad:

Proposition E.9. Ad are torsion.

Proof. All non-torsion elements of π•TMF have a nonzero image in MF•/2. □

Proposition E.10. The subgroup Ad = Ker(Φ) ⊂ π•TMF agrees with the subgroup ΓBπ•TMF
of B-power-torsion elements.

Proof. Let x be annihilated by Bk. Then Φ(Bkx) = Φ(B)kΦ(x) = 0. As Φ(B) = c4 is invertible,
we find Φ(x) = 0. Therefore ΓBπ•TMF ⊂ KerΦ. The structure of π•TMF/ΓBπ•TMF was
explicitly given for p = 2 and p = 3 in Theorem 9.26 and Theorem 13.18 of [BR21]. By inspec-
tion, all the generators there can be seen to map to nonzero elements in π•KO((q)), completing
the proof. □

Proposition E.11. The short exact sequence (E.2) splits.

Proof. As Ad are all torsion, the short exact sequence (E.2) can only possibly be non-split when
πdKO((q)) is torsion, i.e. when d = 8k + 1 or d = 8k + 2. In these degrees all nonzero elements
of πdKO((q)) have order 2, so what matters is the p = 2 case. That the sequence splits at this
prime is [BR21, Theorem 9.26]. □
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d −11 −10 −9 −8 −7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
Ad

Ad

d −11 −12 −13 −14 −15 −16 −17 −18 −19 −20 −21 −22

d 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Ad 8 2 2 2
Ad 2 2 2
d −23 −24 −25 −26 −27 −28 −29 −30 −31 −32 −33 −34

d 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
Ad 2 2 2 8 2 2
Ad 2 2 2 8 2 2 8
d −35 −36 −37 −38 −39 −40 −41 −42 −43 −44 −45 −46

d 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36
Ad 4 2 2 2 2 2
Ad 2 2 2 2 2
d −47 −48 −49 −50 −51 −52 −53 −54 −55 −56 −57 −58

d 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
Ad 2 4 2 2 2 2
Ad 2 4 2 2 2 2 4
d −59 −60 −61 −62 −63 −64 −65 −66 −67 −68 −69 −70

d 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60
Ad 8 2 2 4 2 2 4
Ad 2 2 4 2 2 4
d −71 −72 −73 −74 −75 −76 −77 −78 −79 −80 −81 −82

d 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72
Ad 2× 2 2 2 2
Ad 2× 2 2 2 2 8
d −83 −84 −85 −86 −87 −88 −89 −90 −91 −92 −93 −94

d 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 81 82 83 84 85
Ad 2 2 2
Ad 2 2
d −95 −96 −97 −98 −99 −100 −101 −102 −103 −104 −105 −106 −107

TABLE 4. 2-primary components of Ad = KerΦ = ΓBπdTMF. It is 192-periodic
and Ad and A−d−22 are Pontryagin dual if d ̸= 24k+3 and 24k−1. We abbreviate
Z/n simply as n, and Z/2×Z/2 as 2× 2. The blank entries denote trivial groups.
The entries for d = 24k + 3 are shaded; the entries for d = 24k − 1 are always
empty.
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d −11 −10 −9 −8 −7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
Ad

Ad

d −11 −12 −13 −14 −15 −16 −17 −18 −19 −20 −21 −22

d 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Ad 3 3
Ad 3
d −23 −24 −25 −26 −27 −28 −29 −30 −31 −32 −33 −34

d 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
Ad 3 3
Ad 3 3 3
d −35 −36 −37 −38 −39 −40 −41 −42 −43 −44 −45 −46 −47

TABLE 5. 3-primary components of Ad = KerΦ = ΓBπdTMF. It is 72-periodic
and Ad and A−d−22 are Pontryagin dual unless d = 24k + 3 or d = 24k − 1. We
abbreviate Z/n simply as n. The blank entries denote trivial groups. The entries
for d = 24k + 3 are shaded; the entries for d = 24k − 1 are always empty.

The combination of Definition E.1, the short exact sequence (E.2), Facts E.3 and E.7 and Propo-
sition E.11 determines πdTMF as abstract Abelian groups, once Ad is given. We tabulate this
important group Ad in Table 4 and Table 5, for p = 2 and p = 3, respectively, taking informa-
tion from Figure 10.1 (for p = 2) and Lemma 13.17 (for p = 3) of [BR21]. The 2-primary and
3-primary components of Ad have periodicity 192 and 72 respectively, and we arranged them to
make its duality manifest. For more details including the generators and the structure as a graded
ring, the readers should consult the original descriptions in [BR21].

E.2. Pairings on π•TMF induced by the Anderson self-duality. Let us start by recalling the
case of the Anderson self-duality of KO, which has the form ζ : KO → Σ4IZKO. In this case the
Z-valued pairing is

(E.12) πdKO× π4−dKO → Z

and the Q/Z-valued pairing is

(E.13) (πdKO)torsion × (π3−dKO)torsion → Q/Z.

Using the 8-periodicity of KO, we see that these provide perfect pairings

(E.14) π0KO× π4KO → Z

and

(E.15) π1KO× π2KO → Z/2

on the nonzero entries of π•KO, which are

(E.16) π0KO ≃ Z, π1KO ≃ Z/2, π2KO ≃ Z/2, π4KO ≃ 2Z.
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In the case of the Anderson self-duality of TMF, the situation is more intricate, because we
have a pairing between π•TMF and π•KO((q))/TMF, where the latter is the X-adic comple-
tion of π•(TMF/B∞), with X being the periodicity element in π576TMF. We decompose these
homotopy groups as follows.

First, for π•(TMF), we have

(E.17) 0 // A• // π•(TMF) // U• // 0 ,

where

(E.18) A• = ker ϕ = ker Φ, U• = image ϕ = image Φ

for the morphisms ϕ and Φ

(E.19) ϕ : π•TMF → (π•TMF)[B−1], Φ : π•TMF → πKO((q)),

as discussed in Proposition E.10. The sequence (E.17) always splits according to Proposition E.11.
Second, for π•TMF/B∞ and π•KO((q))/TMF, we have

(E.20)

0 // C• //

��

π•(TMF/B∞) //

��

A•−1
// 0

0 // C• // π•(KO((q))/TMF) // A•−1
// 0

,

where

(E.21) C• = coker ϕ, C• = coker Φ

as discussed in Proposition C.39. In (E.20), the second row is the X-adic completion of the first
row, as we saw in Appendix C. We also recall that these two sequences in (E.20) split unless • ≡ 4
mod 24, as we saw in Sec. 3.1.2.

More explicitly, the Abelian groups appearing above are all π0TMF = Z[J ]-modules where J
is the unique inverse image of c34/∆. Concretely, as Z[J ]-modules,

• Ad were given in Tables 4 and 5, where J acts trivially.
• For d = 4ℓ,

– Ud is of the form adZ[J ]+JZ[J ] ⊂ Z[J ] for an integer ad. This integer ad is 1 unless
d = 24k, for which ad = 24/ gcd(24, k). This follows from (E.5) in Proposition E.3.

– Cd is Z[J, J−1]/Ud and Cd is its completion in πd(KO((q))/TMF).
• For d = 8ℓ+ 1 or 8ℓ+ 2,

– Ud = Z/2[J ],
– Cd = Z/2[J, J−1]/Ud and Cd is its completion in πd(KO((q))/TMF).

This leads to the following four-way decomposition of the Anderson duality pairings, as was
found by [BR21] for tmf. The perfectness of the pairing between Ud and C−d−20 below is with
respect to the J-adic topology on Ud and the J−1-adic topology on C−d−20.

• First, there is a Z-valued pairing for d ≡ 0 mod 4

(E.22) Ud × C−d−20 → Z,
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which can be detected at the level of their images in πdKO((q)); the rationalized expres-
sion of the pairing was given in Proposition 2.27. This Z-pairing is

– perfect when d ̸≡ 0 and 4 mod 24,
– not perfect when d ≡ 0 mod 24, in which case C−d−20 is a nontrivial subgroup of
π−d−20(TMF/B∞) and the sequence (E.20) does not split, and

– not perfect when d ≡ 4 mod 24, in which case C−d−20 contains torsion, because of
the factor 24/ gcd(24, k) in the i = j = 0 case of (E.5).

In the last two cases, the perfectness is restored by taking into account the third pairing
(E.24) given below.

• Second, there is the perfect Z/2-valued pairing for d ≡ 1 and 2 mod 8,

(E.23) Ud × C−d−21 → Z/2,

see also Remark E.8. This pairing can also be detected by their images in πdKO((q)).
• Third, there is a perfect pairing

(E.24) Ad × (C−d−21)torsion → Q/Z

when d ≡ 3 mod 24, associated to the fact that the homomorphism π−d−21TMF →
MF(−d−21)/2 has a nontrivial cokernel precisely in these degrees. This pairing also ac-
counts for the non-perfectness of the first pairing (E.22) given above, and is detected by
the invariants of Bunke and Naumann.

• Fourth and finally, there is a perfect pairing

(E.25) Ad × A−d−22 → Q/Z

when d ̸≡ 3,−1 mod 24. This pairing is tabulated in Tables 4 and 5. We note that
the method to determine the pairings between concrete elements from the information
in [BR21] is outlined in Remark 3.51.

APPENDIX F. ON THE DIFFERENTIAL BORDISM GROUPS AND THEIR ANDERSON DUALS

In this section we summarize the notions of differential bordism groups and differential An-
derson duality pairings, which are used throughout the paper. We use a model of differential
extension of Anderson dual cohomology groups given in [Yam23], which extends the construc-
tion of [YY21]. In that paper, the model of a differential extension yIZE

• of IZE• for a spectrum
E is defined provided that a differential extension pE• of E-homology is given. Since we need
to deal with IZMString and their twisted versions, we start from introducing the corresponding
differential homology groups.

F.1. Twisted differential string structures. We first review the notion of twisted differential
string structures here. Our presentation is essentially based on [SSS09, FSS10] which were in
turn based on [Wal09], in terms of ∞-sheaves of ∞-groupoids on the category of manifolds,
i.e. ∞-stacks. See also a recent discussion in [Deb23].
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We start from the untwisted case. Differential principal String(d)-bundles are classified by the
∞-stack BString(d)∇ defined as the ∞-pullback

(F.1)

BString(d)∇ //

��

Ω3

a

��
BSpin(d)∇

{p1/2 // B3U(1)∇

,

where

• BSpin(d)∇ is the ∞-stack of principal Spin(d)-bundles with connections, i.e., for each
manifold X , BSpin(d)∇(X) is the groupoid of principal Spin(d)-bundles with connec-
tions over X .

• B3U(1)∇ is the ∞-stack of circle 3-bundles with connections, which is a model of fourth
differential ordinary cohomology in the sense that we have π0(B3U(1)∇(X)) = pH4(X;Z).
B3U(1)∇ is obtained by the homotopy sheafification of the nerve of the presheaf of
cochain complexes

X 7→ (C∞(X;U(1))
d log−−→ Ω1(X)

d−→ Ω2(X)
d−→ Ω3(X)).(F.2)

• The map zp1/2 : BSpin(d)∇ → B3U(1)∇ is the canonical differential refinement of the
first Pontryagin class p1/2 ∈ H4(BSpin;Z), which was obtained by the ∞-Chern-Weil
theory [FSS10].

• The map a : Ω3 → B3U(1)∇ is induced by the obvious inclusion in terms of (F.2), which
induces the structure map a : Ω3 → pH4(−;Z) in differential cohomology.

A differential string structure on a manifold is a differential string structure on its tangent bundle.
Unwinding the definition, the data specifying a differential string structure on a manifold M
consists of

• a differential spin structure gspin, i.e., a spin structure with connection, on its tangent bun-
dle,

• a 3-form H ∈ Ω3(M) and
• an isomorphism i : zp1/2(g

spin) ≃ a(H) in B3U(1)∇(M).

In particular, the last condition implies that,

• mapping by the forgetful map B3U(1)∇(M) → B3U(1)(M), we have a string structure
in the topological sense,

• mapping by the curvature map R : B3U(1)∇(M) → Ω4
clo(M), we have cwgspin(p1/2) =

dH in Ω4
clo(M), where cwgspin is the Chern-Weil construction with respect to the spin con-

nection.

This gives the physical explanation of the differential string structure used in the Appendix G for
physicists.

Now we turn to twisted differential string structures. In particular we use the twists coming from
principal G-bundles with connections, which we call (G, τ)-twisted differential string structures.
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We fix a compact Lie group G and a map τ : BG → K(Z, 4). We define the ∞-stack of (G, τ)-
twisted differential principal String(d)-bundles as the following ∞-pullback

BString(d)∇ ×τ BG∇ //

��

Ω3

a

��
BSpin(d)∇ ×BG∇

{p1/2−pτ
// B3U(1)∇

,(F.3)

where pτ : BG∇ → B3U(1)∇ is the canonical differential refinement of τ obtained by the ∞-
Chern-Weil theory [FSS10].

A (G, τ)-twisted differential string structure on a manifold M is a (G, τ)-twisted differential
principal String(d)-bundle whose underlying GL(d)-bundle is identified with the frame bundle
of the tangent bundle. Unwinding the definitions, the data specifying a (G, τ)-twisted differential
string structure on a manifold M consists of

• a differential spin structure gspin,
• a principal G-bundle with connection (P,∇) on M ,
• a 3-form H ∈ Ω3(M) and
• an isomorphism i : zp1/2(g)− pτ(P,∇) ≃ a(H) in B3U(1)∇(M).

In particular, the last condition implies that,

• mapping by the forgetful map B3U(1)∇(M) → B3U(1)(M), we have a τ(P )-twisted
string structure in the topological sense,

• mapping by the curvature map R : B3U(1)∇(M) → Ω4
clo(M), we have cwgspin(p1/2) −

cw∇(τ) = dH in Ω4
clo(M).

F.2. Differential bordism groups. Our model of the differential extension of the Anderson duals
to bordism homologies are based on differential bordism groups. Our discussions here are based
on [YY21], where the case of tangential structures given by sequences of Lie groups (such as
Spin, SO) are treated in detail. In this paper we need the following generalizations.

• We need to treat differential string structures and their twisted versions.
• Moreover, we need to treat relative differential bordism groups, namely the differential

version of MSpin/MString.

We first explain the non-relative non-twisted case where we allow the tangential structure B to
be either coming from Lie groups or string structure. The differential tangential B-bordism group
{MTBn = {MTBn(pt) is constructed in terms of differential stable tangential B-cycles, as follows.
An n-dimensional differential stable tangential B-cycle over X is a pair (M, g), consisting of
an n-dimensional closed manifold M and a differential stable B-structure g (i.e., equipped with
connection in the case of B given by Lie groups, and the string case recalled in Subsection F.1).

We use the Bordism Picard groupoid hBordB∇
n defined in [YY21, Definition 3.8]. The objects

are differential stable tangential B-cycles (M, g) of dimension n, and the morphisms are bordism
classes [W, gW ] of bordisms of differential stable tangential B-cycles.

A differential stable tangential B-structure g on a manifold M defines a homomorphism,

cwg : H
•(MTB;R) → Ω•

clo(M ; Ori(M)),(F.4)
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where Ori(M) is the orientation line bundle ofM and Ω•
clo denotes the group of closed differential

forms. The homomorphism (F.4) is given by the Chern-Weil construction in the case where B is
given by Lie groups as in [YY21, Definition 4.4], and in the string case it is just the Chern-Weil
construction by the underlying differential spin structure.

An object (M, g) in hBordB∇
n gives an element

cw(M, g) ∈ Hn(MTB;R) ≃ HomR(H
n(MTB;R),R),(F.5)

by

cw(M, g)(ω) :=

∫
M

cwg(ω)(F.6)

for ω ∈ Hn(MTB;R). Similarly, for a morphism [W, gW ] in hBordB∇
n , we get a well-defined

element

cw[W, gW ] ∈ Hn+1(MTB;R) ≃ HomR(H
n+1(MTB;R),R).(F.7)

Definition F.8 (of {MTBn). Let n be an integer.

(1) We set
{MTBn := {(M, g, η)}/ ∼,

where (M, g) is an object in hBordB∇
n and η ∈ Hn+1(MTB;R). The relation ∼ is the

equivalence relation generated by the relations

(M−, g−, η) ∼ (M+, g+, η − cw[W, gW ])

for each morphism [W, gW ] : (M−, g−) → (M+, g+) in hBordB∇
n .

(2) We define maps R, I and a by

R : {MTBn → Hn(MTB;R), [M, g, η] 7→ cw(M, g),

I : {MTBn → πnMTB, [M, g, η] 7→ [M, g],

a : Hn+1(MTB;R)→ {MTBn, η 7→ [∅, η].

We can extend the above definition to that of {MTB•(X) for manifolds X , and verify that the
data ({MTB•, R, I, a) gives a differential MTB-homology in the sense of [Yam23]. In particular
the axiom of differential homology includes the exactness of the following sequence,

MTBn+1
ch−→ Hn+1(MTB;R) a−→ {MTBn

I−→MTBn → 0.(F.9)

We have a canonical symmetric monoidal functor

hBordB∇
n →

(
Hn+1(MTB;R) a−→ {MTBn,

)
,(F.10)

where the right hand side is the Picard groupoid associated to the morphism of abelian groups,
which maps objects as (M, g) 7→ [M, g, 0] and morphisms as [W, gW ] 7→ cw[W, gW ]. Using this
functor we regard an object in hBordB∇

n as an element in {MTBn and use the notation [M, g] :=
[M, g, 0].

Now we explain the variations mentioned above. The definition of corresponding differential
bordism groups are given by suitable modifications as follows.
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• ¤�(MString ∧τ BG+)n with τ : BG → K(Z, 4), which classifies the (G, τ)-twisted differ-
ential string manifolds. This is a differential homology version of the MString-module
Thom spectrum, which we denote by MString ∧τ BG+, associated to the map BG τ−→
K(Z, 4) → BGL1MString.

In this case, a differential cycle is a pair (M, g), where g is a (G, τ)-twisted differential
string structure on M . Explicitly, g consists of data g = (gspin, (P,∇), H, i) described in
Subsection F.1. On realification the twist becomes trivial, and we have the isomorphism
MStringn+τ (BG;R) ≃ Hn(MString ∧ BG+;R). The Chern-Weil construction in this
case is the map

(F.11) cwg = cwgspin ⊗ cw∇ : H∗(MString ∧BG+;R)
≃ H∗(BString;R)⊗R H

∗(BG;R) → Ω∗
clo(M),

The rest of the construction works by replacingH(MTB;R) withH(MString∧BG+;R).
• ¤�((MSpin/MString) ∧τ BG+)n with a map τ : BG → K(Z, 4), which classifies the rel-

ative (G, τ)-twisted differential string/spin manifolds. This is a differential homology
version of the homotopy cofiber of the map MString ∧τ BG+ → MSpin ∧ BG+ which
we denote by (MSpin/MString) ∧τ BG+.

In this case, a relative differential cycle consists of data (N,M, gspin
N , gτ -string

M , (P,∇)),
where N is a compact n-dimensional manifold with boundary ∂N =M , (P,∇) is a prin-
cipal G-bundle with connection on N , gspin

N is a differential spin structure on N and gτ -string
M

is a (G, τ)-twisted differential string structure (Subsection F.1) on M whose underlying
differential spin structure and G-bundle with connection are identified with gspin

N |M and
(P,∇)|M , respectively.

In this case, the corresponding bordism Picard groupoid involves manifolds with cor-
ners, for which we use the notion of ⟨k⟩-manifolds [Jän68], also recalled in [YY21,
Subsection 2.3]. The construction is similar to the relative bordism Picard groupoid
hBordG∇

n (X, Y ) in [YY21].
The realification of ((MSpin/MString) ∧τ BG+)

n is computed by the homotopy fiber
long exact sequence. The result is

((MSpin/MString) ∧τ BG+)
n
R

≃ ker
(
Hn(MSpin ∧BG+;R) → Hom(MSpin/MStringn+τ (BG),R)

)
(F.12)

=
(p1
2

− τ
)
Hn−4(MSpin ∧BG+;R)

In terms of the identification (F.12), the Chern-Weil construction with respect to a relative
differential cycle (N,M, gspin

N , gτ -string
M , P,∇) takes the form

cw(g
spin
N ,g

τ -string
M ,∇) :

(p1
2

− τ
)
H∗−4(MSpin ∧BG+;R) → Ω∗

clo(N,M),(F.13)

where Ω∗
clo(N,M) is the group of relative closed differential forms, consisting of pairs

(ω, η) ∈ Ω∗(N) ⊕ Ω∗−1(M) with ω = dη. The map (F.13) maps an element ψ =
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p1
2
− τ

)
ψ̃ to the relative closed differential form(

cwg
spin
N ,∇(ψ), H ∧ cwg

τ -string
M

(ψ̃)
)
.(F.14)

Here H ∈ Ω3(M) is the 3-form in the data of gτ -string
M .

F.3. Differential Anderson duals to bordism groups. Applying the definition of the differential
extension (yIZE)

n given in [Yam23, Definition 5.3] to our differential bordism homology theories
in the last subsection, we obtain the following model. Let E be one of the bordism spectra MTB,
MString ∧τ BG+ and (MSpin/MString) ∧τ BG+ in the last subsection. We have

(yIZE)
n = (yIZE)

n(pt) := {(ω, h)},(F.15)

where

• ω ∈ Hn(E;R), regarded as a characteristic polynomial for differential E-manifolds,
• h : pEn−1 → R/Z is a group homomorphism,

for which the following diagram commutes.

Hn(E;R)
a //

⟨−,ω⟩
��

pEn−1

h

��
R mod Z // R/Z

.(F.16)

Here a is one of the structure map in Definition F.8 (2). In particular, we have a canonical pairing,

⟨·, ·⟩
xIZ
: (yIZE)

n × pEn−1 → R/Z,(F.17)

which induces the differential pairing in Subsection 3.3.
In terms of Definition F.8, we can make the above definition more explicit: given any mor-

phism [W, gW ] ∈ HomhBord•n−1
((M−, g−), (M+, g+)) in the differential bordism Picard groupoid

in question, we have the following compatibility condition,

h(M+, g+)− h(M−, g−) ≡
∫
W

cwgW (ω) (mod Z).(F.18)

One feature of the model (yIZE)
n is that we have the following commutative diagram with exact

rows,18

0 // (IR/ZE)
n−1 ιflat // (yIZE)

n R //

I

��

Hn(E;R)

Hn−1(E;R) // (IR/ZE)
n−1 // (IZE)

n // Hn(E;R) // (IR/ZE)
n,

(F.19)

where the bottom sequence is the homotopy fiber exact sequence. The middle arrow ιflat of the
first row maps h̃ ∈ (IR/ZE)

n−1 = Hom(πn−1E,R/Z) to (0, h̃ ◦ I). The last arrow R of the first

18In the language of differential cohomology, this inclusion comes from the fact that the flat part (the kernel of the
curvature homomorphism) of (yIZE)∗+1 is identified with “IZE with R/Z-coefficient”, which is IR/ZE.



82 YUJI TACHIKAWA AND MAYUKO YAMASHITA

row maps (ω, h) to ω. By the commutativity of (F.19), we get the following relation between the
differential pairing (F.17) and the topological pairings.

Lemma F.20. In the following diagram,

(IR/ZE)
n−1

ιflat
��

× πn−1E
⟨·,·⟩IR/Z // R/Z

(yIZE)
n

R

��

× pEn−1

I

OO

⟨·,·⟩
xIZ // R/Z

Hn(E;R) × Hn(E;R)
⟨·,·⟩HR //

a

OO

R

mod Z

OO
,

the three pairings are compatible, in the sense that we have

⟨x, I(y)⟩IR/Z = ⟨ιflat(x), y⟩xIZ
,

⟨z, a(w)⟩
xIZ
≡ ⟨R(z), w⟩

yHR (mod Z),

for any x ∈ (IR/ZE)
n−1, y ∈ pEn−1, z ∈ (yIZE)

n and w ∈ Hn(E;R).

Similarly, we also have the following compatibility.

Lemma F.21. In the following diagram,

Hn−1(E;R)
a
��

× Hn−1(E;R)
⟨·,·⟩HR // R

mod Z
��

(yIZE)
n × pEn−1

R

OO

⟨·,·⟩
xIZ // R/Z

the two pairings are compatible.

APPENDIX G. A ROUGH PHYSICS TRANSLATION

We will provide the physics translation of salient points of this paper in this appendix. More
applications written in the style of physics will be given elsewhere.

In a previous paper [TY21], the authors showed the vanishing of all anomalies, both global
and local, of any heterotic compactifications using arbitrary internal worldsheet CFTs. This was
done by translating this question using the Stolz-Teichner proposal to a property of TMF, the
topological modular forms. This proposal says that, among others, a two-dimensional N=(0, 1)-
supersymmetric conformal field theory T with a Lie group symmetry G with level k gives a class
[T ] ∈ TMF

2(cL−cR)+kτ
G (pt) of the group of the twisted equivariant topological modular forms.19

This allowed an application of various techniques of algebraic topology to study this question.
In this sequel, we find that a refinement of the method employed in [TY21] allows us to de-

termine the Green-Schwarz coupling of the B-field, in such a way that we know not only the
standard local part given by B ∧ Xd−2 where Xd−2 is a gauge-invariant (d − 2)-form, but also

19In the untwisted case, we have TMFn(pt) = TMF−n(pt) = π−nTMF. In the mathematical part of this paper,
we used the notation π−nTMF most often.
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the discrete part responsible for canceling the global anomalies of the fermions. We will also ex-
plain that the computation can often be done effectively using the Anderson self-duality of TMF.
As examples, we find that certain heterotic backgrounds recently considered in [KOTY23] have
nonzero discrete ‘gravitational’ theta angles.

G.1. Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation from a modern perspective.

G.1.1. Traditional account. The standard textbook account of the Green-Schwarz anomaly can-
cellation goes as follows. Suppose that a set of d-dimensional fermions has an anomaly described
by an anomaly polynomial Pd+2, a gauge-invariant differential form of degree d + 2 constructed
from the gauge and gravitational curvatures. Suppose further that Pd+2 admits a factorization of
the form

(G.1) Pd+2 = (
p1(R)

2
−
∑
i

kiτ(Fi))Xd−2

where p1(R) is the first Pontryagin class of the gravitational curvature, ki are integers, and τ(Fi)
are the instanton densities of the i-th gauge group.

To cancel this anomaly, we introduce a B-field such that its invariant gauge field strength H
satisfies

(G.2) dH =
p1(R)

2
−
∑
i

kiτ(Fi),

and a spacetime coupling

(G.3) 2πi

∫
BXd−2.

The standard argument then shows that the B-field with this property has an anomaly which
cancels the factorized anomaly given in (G.1).

This description is not perfectly satisfactory, however, because of a couple of reasons. One
is that we know that there can be global anomalies of fermions not captured by an anomaly
polynomial. We therefore need a way to characterize which global fermion anomalies can be
cancelled by a Green-Schwarz mechanism, and if so, how. Another is to ensure the well-defined-
ness of the coupling (G.3). It requires us to understand the integrality properties of Xd−2. The
way to resolve these points has not been explicitly discussed in the literature to the authors’
knowledge, but the necessary ingredients for this task can be found scattered in literature, see
e.g. [WWW17, KOT19, HTY20, Yon20].20

Very briefly and schematically, the way the perturbative cancellation is generalized is as follows.
The anomaly polynomial vanished when restricted on manifolds satisfying (G.2). This meant that
the anomaly polynomial Pd+2 contained a factor of 1

2
p1(R) −

∑
i kiτ(Fi) as in (G.1). From this,

a non-vanishing factor Xd−2 can be derived by dividing Pd+2 by 1
2
p1(R) −

∑
i kiτ(Fi), and the

resulting quotient Xd−2 was the main ingredient of the Green-Schwarz coupling (G.3).
In the previous paper [TY21], it was shown that the anomaly including the global part vanished

when restricted on manifolds satisfying (G.2). Using algebraic topology, we can make sense of
the phrase ‘dividing the anomaly by 1

2
p1(R)−

∑
i kiτ(Fi)’ so that it applies to global anomalies.

20For other related approaches to discrete Green-Schwarz terms, see e.g. [GEHO+17, LY22, DOS22].
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We can furthermore show that the resulting quotient gives the Green-Schwarz coupling, again
including the subtle global part. Let us give an outline of how this is actually achieved, leaving a
more detailed account to be presented elsewhere.21

G.1.2. Modern account. We first discuss the case when there are only gravitational anomalies.
The anomaly of a d-dimensional fermion system Ψ is given by a spin invertible phase I in (d+1)
dimensions. The deformation class [I] of such invertible phases takes values in (IZΩ

spin)d+2(pt),
the Anderson dual to the spin bordism group [FH16]. For a leisurely account for this mathematical
object for physicists explaining its necessity, the readers are referred to [LOT20, Sec. 2].

The invertible theory I then assigns:

• a one-dimensional Hilbert space HI(Md) for a closed d-dimensional spin manifold Md

with metric,
• and a unitary transformation ZI(Nd+1) : HI(Md) → HI(M

′
d) for a (d + 1)-dimensional

spin manifold Nd+1 with metric such that ∂Nd+1 consists of an incoming boundary Md

and an outgoing boundary M ′
d.

In particular, for an empty boundary Md = ∅, we have HI(∅) = C. Then for Nd+1 with a single
outgoing boundary, we have a Hartle-Hawking wavefunction ZI(Nd+1) ∈ HI(∂Md), and for Nd

without boundary, we have the partition function ZI(Nd+1) ∈ U(1).
With the help of the bulk invertible phase I, we can now formulate the partition function of the

fermion system Ψ on Md as ZΨ(Md) ∈ HI(Md). Although HI(Md) is one dimensional, there is
no canonical basis vector, therefore we cannot convert ZΨ(M) into a number.

We now consider extending the structure of the spacetime by introducing the B-field such that
its gauge invariant field strength H satisfies

(G.4) dH =
p1(R)

2
.

This is an expression at the level of differential forms, but it can be refined to include discrete
topological data. The entirety of such data is known as the differential string structure [SSS09,
FSS10], which is reviewed mathematically in Appendix F.1. We denote a string manifold by MH

where M is a spin manifold and H symbolically denotes the B-field. We sometimes drop the
superscript H when it can be understood from the context.

In many cases of interest to physicists, we often need to consider fermion systems coupled to
gauge fields with gauge group G. In such cases, the deformation class of the fermion anomaly
is specified by an element [I] ∈ (IZΩ

spin)d+2(BG). For brevity let us assume G is a simply-
connected simple Lie group. The B-field in such cases satisfies the relation

(G.5) dH =
p1(R)

2
− kτ(F )

21Before proceeding, the authors thank Kazuya Yonekura for his help in formulating this presentation. The authors
also thank N. Kawazumi for pointing out after the seminar by YM on [TY21] that the vanishing of the anomaly as
formulated in algebraic topology as a morphism should provide us with a nonzero secondary morphism and asking
for its physics interpretation. This eventually led to the realization by the authors, during a collaboration leading
to [KOTY23], that the secondary morphism has a natural interpretation as encoding the Green-Schwarz coupling in
the language of algebraic topology.
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where k is an integer and τ(F ) is the instanton number density of the G gauge field F . Mathemat-
ically, such a structure is known as a (G, kτ)-twisted string structure, where kτ is now regarded
as an element of H4(BG;Z).

Suppose now that this anomaly spin invertible theory I can be trivialized when restricted on
string manifolds. At the level of the deformation class, this means that the image of [I] in
(IZΩ

string)d+2+kτ (BG) vanishes. This implies, among others, that the anomaly polynomial Pd+2 of
I vanishes when the condition (G.5) is satisfied. This in turn means that the anomaly polynomial
factorizes as Pd+2 = (p1

2
− kτ)Xd−2.

That I is trivialized means that the one-dimensional Hilbert spaces HI(M
H
d ) have canonical

basis vectors v(MH
d ) and that the evolution by a string manifold WH

d+1 preserves these canonical
basis vectors. This latter condition can be phrased using Xd−2 as

(G.6) v(M̃H
d ) = exp(−2πi

∫
Wd+1

HXd−2)ZI(Wd+1)v(M
H
d )

where MH
d and M̃H

d are incoming and outgoing boundaries of NH
d+1. As a degenerate situation,

when WH
d+1 has no boundary, we have

(G.7) ZI(Wd+1) = exp(2πi

∫
Wd+1

HXd−2)

which indeed has the variation given by Pd+2 = (1
2
p1(R)− kτ(F ))Xd−2 thanks to (G.5).

With such basis vectors we can make sense of partition functions of Ψ on string manifolds MH
d

as numbers via the formula

(G.8) ⟨v(MH
d ), ZΨ(Md)⟩.

This can be considered as the partition function of the fermion system Ψ and a fixed chosen B-
field background.

We can also discuss the action of the B-field in isolation in the following sense. For this
purpose we need to assume that the string manifold MH

d has a bulk extension Nd+1 given as a
spin manifold such that Md = ∂Nd+1. Note that we do not require that Nd+1 is equipped with the
string structure, and only require that Nd+1 is a spin manifold. After all, the B-field in isolation
is supposed to have an anomaly as a theory on spin manifolds which cancels that of the fermions,
and therefore needs to be formulated on the boundary of a spin manifold. With this caveat, we
can rewrite (G.8) as

(G.9) ⟨v(MH
d ), ZΨ(Md)⟩ = ⟨v(MH

d ), ZI(Nd+1)⟩⟨ZI(Nd+1), ZΨ(Md)⟩

and call the factor

(G.10) e−Stop[H] := ⟨v(MH
d ), ZI(Nd+1)⟩

as the topological part of the B-field action in the Euclidean signature; the part

(G.11) ⟨ZI(Nd+1), ZΨ(Md)⟩

is then the fermion partition function which now depends on the choice of the bulk Nd+1.
This formalism allows us to determine not only the traditional continuous part but also the dis-

crete part of the Green-Schwarz coupling. Let us first see that it encodes the standard continuous
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part of the Green-Schwarz coupling given in (G.3). For this, take MH0
d and MH1

d defined on the
same spin manifoldMd, such that theB-fields are different by a globally-defined 2-formB so that
H1 −H0 = dB. A string bordism WH

d+1 between MH0
d and MH1

d is given by Wd+1 =Md × [0, 1]
with H = H0 + d(sB), where s ∈ [0, 1]. Then the relation (G.6) together with (G.10) indeed
shows that

(G.12) e−Stop[H1]/e−Stop[H0] = exp(−2πi

∫
Wd+1

HXd−2) = exp(−2πi

∫
Md

BXd−2).

G.1.3. Relative bordism groups and relative invertible phases: We now recognize that the topo-
logical part of the B-field action (G.10) is based on a somewhat unfamiliar type of invertible
phases, which assigns a complex number not to a closed manifold Nd+1 with a structure S (such
as orientation, spin structure, etc.) but to a manifold Nd+1 with boundary Md = ∂Nd+1 such that
the boundary Md is equipped with a structure S ′ related to but different from S. Such invertible
phases have actually appeared implicitly as the action of a boundary theory for a given anomalous
theory obtained by a group extension method in [WWW17,Tac17,KOT19], and the approach here
is similar.

In our case S is the spin structure and S ′ is the string structure. Then, S-manifolds whose
boundaries are S ′-manifolds have corresponding bordism groups, known as relative bordism
groups, which we denote by Ω

S/S′

d+1 (pt). Then an S-manifold Nd+1 whose boundary Md = ∂Nd+1

is equipped with an S ′ structure gives a class [Nd+1,Md] ∈ Ω
S/S′

d+1 (pt).
These groups Ω

S/S′

• (−) are generalized cohomology theories, and represented by a spectrum
MS/MS ′ which is defined by the cofiber sequence

(G.13) MS ′ →MS →MS/MS ′

where MS, MS ′ are Thom spectra representing the S- and S ′- bordism groups, respectively
[Sto68, p.25–26]. In particular, MSd(pt) = ΩS

d (pt) and (MS/MS ′)d(pt) = ΩS/S′
(pt). The

deformation classes of invertible phases defined on such (d + 1)-dimensional manifolds with d-
dimensional boundaries are then classified by its Anderson dual.

The sequence (G.13) leads to the following long exact sequence

(G.14) · · · → (IZMS)d+1(pt)
(4)→ (IZMS ′)d+1(pt)

(3)→ (IZ(MS/MS ′))d+2(pt)
(1)→

(IZMS)d+2(pt)
(2)→ (IZMS ′)d+2(pt) → · · ·

where each of the steps can be given the following physics interpretations:

• The step (1) means that an invertible phase defined onNd+1 with S structure whose bound-
ary Md has S ′ structure tautologically defines an invertible phase on closed manifolds
Nd+1 with S structure.

• The step (2) reinterprets an S-invertible phase as an S ′-invertible phase. That the com-
position (2) ◦ (1) vanishes means that the middle term (IZ(MS/MS ′))d+2(pt) is for the
anomalies of S structure such that it becomes trivial when restricted on S ′ structure.
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• The step (3) modifies an invertible phase defined on Nd+1 with S structure whose bound-
ary Md has S ′ structure by adding an S ′-invertible phase purely supported on its boundary
Md with S ′ structure.

• The step (4) reinterprets an S-invertible phase as an S ′-invertible phase. That the com-
position (3) ◦ (4) vanishes means that the modification of an invertible phase given by
the middle term (IZ(MS/MS ′))d+2(pt) by an S-invertible phase purely supported on its
boundary does not change it. This is as it should be, since the boundary is null-bordant as
S manifolds by definition.

Note that the torsion part of (IZMS ′)d+1(pt) is dual to the torsion part of (MS ′)d(pt) =
ΩS′

d (pt), i.e. they are the discrete gravitational theta angles detecting S ′-bordism classes. When S
is spin structure and S ′ is string structure, they are discrete gravitational theta angle detecting tor-
sion string bordism classes. The discussion above means that the B-field topological coupling de-
scribed by (IZ(MSpin/MString))d+2(pt) includes the information of such discrete gravitational
theta angles.

G.2. Green-Schwarz couplings for general heterotic compactifications. After all these prepa-
rations, we are finally in a position to explain what the mathematical content of this paper allows
us to do in physics terms.

G.2.1. Summary of the authors’ previous work. In a previous paper [TY21], we considered gen-
eral compactifications of heterotic string theory to d dimensional spacetimes using an arbitrary
worldsheet conformal theory T of central charge (cL, cR) = (26 − d, 15 − 3

2
d), and showed that

both the perturbative anomaly and the global anomaly vanished, irrespective of the choice of T .
This was done as follows.

First, the anomaly I of spacetime fermions was computed. This was done first by enumerating
the massless spacetime fermions from the data of T , and then summing over their individual
contributions to the anomaly. This process was formulated in [TY21] in the three steps given
below:

• We first form the deformation class [T ] of T , which takes values in TMF22+d(pt) using
the Stolz-Teichner proposal.

• We then apply the standard homomorphism Φ : TMF22+d(pt) → KO22+d((q))(pt). This
physically corresponds to taking the right-moving ground states of T in the R-sector, from
which the spacetime massless fermion spectra can be easily read off.

• Finally, the massless fermion spectra are converted to the anomaly by a further application
of a certain homomorphism αspin : KO22+d((q))(pt) → (IZΩ

spin)d+2(pt). This encodes
the anomalies of both spin-1/2 fermions and gravitinos in a single formula.

Then the anomaly I ∈ (IZΩ
spin)d+2(pt) is given as the composition αspin(Φ([T ])). The main point

of [TY21] was that this anomaly vanished when restricted on string manifolds, thereby showing
the absence of all anomalies of heterotic string theories, compactified using arbitrary worldsheet
CFTs.

G.2.2. Green-Schwarz couplings and Anderson self-duality of TMF. The next question for us
is to determine the Green-Schwarz coupling responsible for the cancellation of the anomalies.
According to the general discussion in Sec. G.1, it is given by an element in the middle term
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(IZΩ
spin/string)d+2(pt) of (G.14), which should map to αspin(Φ([T ])) under the arrow (1). That

there is at least an element satisfying this condition is guaranteed by the fact that αspin(Φ([T ]))
is sent to zero by the arrow (2). But this condition alone does not uniquely determine it. One of
the main results in this paper is that there is a unique choice of such elements αspin/string([T ]) ∈
(IZΩ

spin/string)d+2(pt) compatible with successive compactifications. This is Proposition 2.51, and
determines the Green-Schwarz coupling of the compactification using the worldsheet CFT T , not
only in its differential form part, but also the discrete global part.

How do we actually compute the Green-Schwarz coupling αspin/string([T ]) for a given T ? For
example, which discrete gravitational theta angle is induced by which worldsheet CFT? This can
be given a fairly complete answer using the Anderson self-duality of TMF. A particularly nice
subcase is the following.

The Anderson self-duality of TMF is known to imply the following [BR21]. Let An be the
kernel of Φ : TMFn(pt) → KOn((q))(pt).22 Physically this operation Φ corresponds to the
extraction of the ordinary elliptic genus originally introduced by Witten [Wit87] or its mod-2
version discussed in [TYY23]. Therefore the elements inAn correspond to SQFTs whose ordinary
or mod-2 elliptic genera vanish, and are necessarily very subtle. These elements are known to be
necessarily torsion. Furthermore, when n ̸≡ −3 or 1 mod 24, An and A22−n are known to be
naturally Pontryagin dual, i.e. there is a perfect pairing An × A22−n → U(1).

Let us now suppose that we choose the worldsheet CFT T such that [T ] ∈ A22+d for a com-
pactification to d dimensions. Such [T ] is necessarily torsion, and therefore there is no term of
the form B ∧ Xd−2 in the Green-Schwarz coupling. However, the discrete part of the Green-
Schwarz coupling can be nonvanishing. For example, let MH

d to be a string manifold, such that
it is null as a spin manifold. We can then pick an auxiliary bulk spin manifold Nd+1 such that
∂Nd+1 = Md. What is the Green-Schwarz coupling of this d-dimensional compactification on
this spacetime? More mathematically, what is the value of the invertible phase αspin/string([T ]) on
the class determined by [Nd+1,M

H
d ] ∈ Ωspin/string

d+1 (pt), assuming that it is torsion?
Our main result, Theorem 2.32 combined with Proposition 3.49, is that it is given by the pairing

we quoted above. By an abuse of notation, let us denote the N=(0, 1) sigma model on MH
d also

as MH
d . Then it determines a class [MH

d ] ∈ TMF−d(pt), which vanishes when sent by Φ to
KO−d((q))(pt), since Md is null-bordant as spin manifolds. Therefore [MH

d ] ∈ A−d. Then,
our analysis shows that the value of the invertible phase is given by the natural pairing between
[T ] ∈ A22+d and [MH

d ] ∈ A−d, when d ̸= 24k + 3. In other words, the compactification using T
has a discrete gravitational theta angle detecting the string bordism class [MH

d ].

G.3. Examples. The ranges of immediate interest to string theorists are 0 ≤ d ≤ 10. The groups
A−d are known to be nonzero only when d = 3, d = 6, d = 8, d = 9 and d = 10, respectively,
and given by

(G.15) A−3 = Z24, A−6 = Z2, A−8 = Z2, A−9 = Z2, A−10 = Z3.

Their generators are known to be given respectively by the group manifold of SU(2), SU(2)2,
SU(3), SU(2)3 and Sp(2) equipped with its natural H flux, cf. [Hop02].23

22In the main part of the paper, we use the notation A−n := An instead.
23U(3) and U(1)× SU(3) are also known to be bordant to SU(2)3.



ANDERSON SELF-DUALITY OF TMF AND ITS DIFFERENTIAL MANIFESTATIONS 89

The case d = 3 shows a somewhat different behavior because it does not satisfy d ̸= 24k + 3;
but this case was essentially already discussed in [Tac21] and [TY21, Sec. 3.2]. In this paper we
discuss the case d = 9 and d = 6 in detail, and make some conjectures in Appendix A concerning
d = 10 and d = 8.

G.3.1. d = 9. As the first example, A31 and A−9 are both Z2 and are dual to each other. A−9 ⊂
TMF−9(pt) is known to be generated by the N=(0, 1) sigma model on ν×ν×ν, where ν = (S3)H

is a round S3 equipped with the unit H flux on it. We showed in Sec. 4.4 that the generator of A31

corresponds to the fibration of the E8×E8 worldsheet current algebra over the spacetime S1 with
anti-periodic spin structure such that twoE8 factors are interchanged when we go around S1. This
means that this 9-dimensional compactification has a non-zero gravitational theta angle detecting
ν3. We note that this fibration over S1 describes the angular part of the non-supersymmetric
7-brane recently discussed in [KOTY23].

G.3.2. d = 6. As another example, A28 and A−6 are both Z2 and are dual to each other. A−6

is known to be generated by ν × ν. Our general argument then implies that the worldsheet CFT
realizing the generator of A28 = Z2 has a nonzero discrete gravitational theta angle detecting this
configuration.

Let us now describe this generator of A28 in more concrete terms. Take S4, and regard its
tangent bundle as an SU(2)× SU(2) bundle. This can be further embedded into E8 ×E8, which
can be used to fiber the E8 × E8 current algebra over the N=(0, 1) sigma model on S4. This
specifies a worldsheet theory T for this particular compactification to six dimensions. We note
that this fibration over S4 describes the angular part of the non-supersymmetric 4-brane recently
discussed in [KOTY23].

We will show that this theory T is the generator of A28 = Z2 by computing the Green-Schwarz
coupling on MH

6 = ν × ν and showing it to be −1 ∈ U(1). This will be done as follows.
According to (G.10), the Green-Schwarz coupling is given by

(G.16) e−Stop[H] = ⟨v(MH
6 ), ZI(N7)⟩

where I is the anomaly theory of the massless fermions contained in this 6-dimensional compact-
ification. As SU(2)× SU(2) breaks E8 ×E8 down to E7 ×E7, the massless fermions transform
under E7 × E7. A standard computation reveals that there is one symplectic-Majorana Weyl
fermions in 56 of one E7 on one chirality, and another symplectic-Majorana Weyl fermions in 56
of another E7 of the other chirality. The anomaly polynomial is

(G.17)
1

2
(
p1
2

− τ − τ ′)(τ − τ ′)

where τ , τ ′ are the instanton number density for the two E7 factors.
We take N7 = S3×B4, where the E7×E7 gauge fields are trivial. We also use another copy of

the same space, N ′
7 = S3 × B4, this time adding an instanton of one of the two E7’s at the center

of B4, solving dH = p1
2
− τ − τ ′ = −τ . This gives a unit H flux on S3 = ∂B4. Using (G.6), we

find that

(G.18) v(MH
6 ) = exp

(
−2πi

∫
N ′

7

H

2
(
p1
2

− τ − τ ′)
)
ZI(N

′
7)
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where ZI(N
′
7) ∈ HI(M6) is the Hartle-Hawking wavefunction associated to the spin manifold

N ′
7 equipped with the E7 bundle. Then the pairing (G.16) is

e−Stop[H] = exp
(
−2πi

∫
N ′

7

H

2
(
p1
2

− τ − τ ′)
)
⟨ZI(N7), ZI(N

′
7)⟩(G.19)

= exp
(
−2πi

∫
N ′

7

H

2
(
p1
2

− τ − τ ′)
)
ZI(N7 ∪M6 N

′
7).(G.20)

The first factor on the right hand side of (G.20) is

(G.21) exp
(
−2πi

∫
N ′

7

H

2
(
p1
2

− τ − τ ′)
)
= exp

(
−2πi

1

2

∫
S3

H

∫
B4

(−τ)
)
= −1.

The second factor on the right hand side of (G.20) is the exponentiated η invariant of the sym-
plectic Majorana Weyl fermions in 56 of E7 on N7 ∪M6 N

′
7 = S3 × S4 where S4 has a unit

instanton of E7. The eta invariant on the product space Modd ×M ′
even satisfies η(Modd ×M ′

even) =
η(Modd)index(M

′
even) and the eta invariant on the round S3 is 0. Therefore

(G.22) ZA(N7 ∪N ′
7) = +1.

Combining, we find that

(G.23) e−Stop[H] = −1,

which is what we wanted to show. A mathematically rigorous version of this computation is
provided in Sec. 4.5, which uses the techniques of differential bordism groups and their Anderson
duals developed in [YY21, Yam21, Yam23] and recalled in Appendix F.

G.3.3. Comments. We saw above that the non-trivial string bordism class ν3 in 9 dimensions,
leading to a class in A−9 is detected by the E8 × E8 heterotic string on S1 with antiperiodic spin
structure with the exchange of twoE8 factors, which gives the generator ofA31. Similarly, we saw
that the non-trivial string bordism class ν2 in 6 dimensions, leading to a class in A−6, is detected
by the E8 × E8 heterotic string on S4 where the SU(2)× SU(2) curvature of the tangent bundle
is embedded into E8 × E8, which gives the generator of A28.

We note that these are the angular parts of the two of the exotic heterotic brane configurations
recently discussed in [KOTY23]. There, it was shown that the worldsheet CFTs corresponding to
these configurations can be continuously deformed to purely left-moving fermionic CFTs based
on the (e8)2 affine algebra and the (e7)1 × (e7)1 affine algebra, with central charges c = 31/2 and
c = 14, respectively. Using the Stolz-Teichner proposal, our finding translates to the statement
that these two purely left-moving fermionic CFTs give rise to the generators ofA31 ⊂ TMF31(pt)
and A28 ⊂ TMF28(pt), respectively. The relation between purely left-moving fermionic CFTs
and the TMF classes are discussed more fully in Appendix A.

We also note that another exotic heterotic brane configuration in 8 dimensions is also discussed
in [KOTY23]. We have some physics evidence that it gives the generator of A30 and detects the
generator of A−8. The details will be discussed elsewhere; here it will suffice to mention that this
configuration can be continuously deformed to the purely left-moving fermionic CFT based on
the affine Lie algebra su(16)1 of central charge c = 15. This therefore should be the generator of
A30 ⊂ TMF30(pt).
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