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LIN-WANG TYPE FORMULA FOR THE HAEFLIGER INVARIANT

KEIICHI SAKAI

Abstract. In this paper we study the Haefliger invariant for long embeddingsR4k−1 ֒→
R

6k in terms of the self-intersections of their projections toR6k−1, under the condition
that the projection is a generic long immersionR4k−1

# R
6k−1. We define the notion of

“crossing changes” of the embeddings at the self-intersections and describe the change of
the isotopy classes under crossing changes using the linking numbers of the double point
sets inR4k−1. This formula is a higher-dimensional analogue to that of X.-S. Lin and Z.
Wang for the order 2 invariant for classical knots. As a consequence, we show that the
Haefliger invariant is of order two in a similar sense to Birman and Lin. We also give an
alternative proof for the result of M. Murai and K. Ohba concerning “unknotting numbers”
of embeddingsR3 ֒→ R6. Our formula enables us to define an invariant for generic long
immersionsR4k−1

# R
6k−1 which are liftable to embeddingsR4k−1 ֒→ R6k . This invariant

corresponds to V. Arnold’s plane curve invariant in Lin–Wang theory, but in general our
invariant does not coincide with order 1 invariant of T. Ekholm.

1. Introduction

A long j-embedding in Rn is an embeddingR j →֒ Rn that is the standard inclusion
outside a compact set. We denote byKn, j the space of longj-embeddings inRn. Similarly,
we denote the space of long immersionsR j

# R
n byIn, j.

In [25] the author constructed, for some pairs (n, j), a cochain mapI : D∗ → Ω∗
DR

(Kn, j)
from a complexD∗ of graphs to the de Rham complex ofKn, j via configuration space

integrals associated with graphs. For other interesting pairs—in particular for (n, j) =
(6k, 4k − 1)—the mapI has not yet been proved to be a cochain map, and it is not clear
whether graph cocycles inD∗ yield closed-forms ofK6k,4k−1. But in [25] we found a
cocycleH ∈ D∗ and a differential formc ∈ Ω0

DR
(K6k,4k−1) such thatH := I(H) + c ∈

Ω
0
DR

(K6k,4k−1) is closed and is equal (up to sign) to theHaefliger invariant that gives a
group isomorphismπ0(K6k,4k−1) � Z. This integral expressionH looks very similar to that
for the finite type invariantv2 of order 2 (theCasson invariant) for classical knots [4, 15].

In this paper, based on the integral expressionH , we show that the Haefliger invariant
indeed behaves similarly tov2. To do this, we studyH( f ) under the condition that its
projectionp ◦ f ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 is a generic immersion, wherep : R6k → R6k−1 denotes the
projection forgetting the last 6k-th coordinate. In contrast to the case of knots inR3, this
is not a generic condition. But it is possible to move the generator ofπ0(K6k,4k−1) by an
isotopy so that the above condition is satisfied (see§3), and hence it is possible for all
the embeddings. A generic immersiong ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 has only (possibly empty) transverse
two-fold self-intersectionA = A1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Am ⊂ R6k−1, where eachAi is a connected,
closed oriented (2k − 1)-dimensional manifold. Ifg = p ◦ f for some f ∈ K6k,4k−1, then
g : g−1(Ai)→ Ai is a trivial double covering and we writeg−1(Ai) = L0

i
( f )⊔L1

i
( f ) ⊂ R4k−1.
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We define the notion of thecrossing changes at the “crossings”Ai, similarly as in the
classical knot theory, and denote byfS ∈ K6k,4k−1 the embedding obtained fromf by
crossing changes atAi, i ∈ S ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}. In Theorem 2.5 we show that the difference
H( f ) − H( fS ) can be described as a signed sum of the linking numberslk(Lǫ

i
( f ), Lǫ

′

j
( f ))

andlk(Lǫ
i
( fS ), Lǫ

′

j
( fS )), ǫ, ǫ′ ∈ {0, 1}, i, j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. This formula is a higher-dimensional

analogue to those forv2 [16, (4.3)], [19, (3.2)], [20, (2.6)], [23].
We define the notion offinite type invariants for K6k,4k−1 in a similar manner to the

Birman–Lin characterization [3], and as a corollary of Theorem 2.5 we see in Theorem 2.9
that the Haefliger invariant isof order 2. In this sense, the Haefliger invariant can be seen as
a higher-dimensional analogue tov2. It seems that, in some aspects, the geometric meaning
of the Haefliger invariant is understood better (see, for example, [14, 5, 17, 28, 29]) than
that of finite type invariants for classical knots. Thus moredetailed studies on the Haefliger
invariant (and other cohomology classes in higher dimensions that can be described by
some integrals) might shed light on the geometric meaning offinite type invariants. It
might be possible that the notion of “finite type invariants”can also be characterized from
the perspective ofmanifold calculus [12] (see also [6, 7, 18, 31]). See Remark 2.10 for
some discussion. As another consequence, we reprove the result of Murai–Ohba [22]
concerning the “unknotting numbers” of long embeddingsR3 →֒ R6.

Similarly to v2, the invariantH is essentially the sum of two integralsI(X), I(Y) over
some configuration spaces, which correspond, respectively, to the graphsX andY (see
Figure 4.1). Our formula in Theorem 2.5 is obtained by clarifying the geometric meaning
of I(X) to some extent; we see in Proposition 5.3 thatI(X) is essentially a signed sum of
the linking numbers ofLǫ

i
’s and can be thought of as a high-dimensional analogue to the

Gauss diagram term in the formulas in [16, 19, 20, 23]. Using our formula, we can define
an invariantE of generic immersionsR4k−1

# R
6k−1 that can be lifted to embeddings

R
4k−1 →֒ R

6k (see Theorem 2.11). In fact,E is the essential part ofI(Y) (see (6.1)).
Our invariantE is a high-dimensional analogue to Lin–Wang invariantα for generic plane
curves [16, Definition 5.4]. The invariantα turns out to be a linear combination of the
Arnold invariants for generic plane curves [1]. One might therefore expect that E would
be a linear combination ofEkholm’s order 1 invariants [10, 11], which look analogous to
the Arnold invariants. Contrary to the expectation, we see in Theorem 2.11 that in general
E is not of order 1. In fact, we see that, whenk = 1, the jump ofE at self-tangency
singularities can be computed using the linking numbers of links that arise as the double
point set of immersionR3

# R
5, and the linking numbers can be arbitrarily large by the

result of Ogasa [21].
This paper is organized as follows. In§2 we fix the notation and state the results. The

main results are Theorems 2.5, 2.9 (proved in§5), and 2.11 (proved in§6). In §3 we
show an explicit computation using Theorem 2.5. We review the graph complexD and our
construction ofH in §4.
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2. Notations and results

The self-intersection A of an immersiong : M # N is A := {q ∈ N |
∣

∣

∣g−1(q)
∣

∣

∣ ≥ 2},
where|S | is the cardinality of a setS . If g ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 is generic, then

∣

∣

∣g−1(q)
∣

∣

∣ = 2 for
anyq ∈ A. Moreover,A is a (2k − 1)-dimensional closed submanifold andg : g−1(A) → A

is a double covering. We callg−1(A) ⊂ R4k−1 the double point set. Suppose thatg is
liftable to f ∈ K6k,4k−1—namelyg = p ◦ f , where in generalp : Rn → Rn−1 is given
by p(x1, . . . , xn) = (x1, . . . , xn−1)—theng : g−1(A) → A is a trivial double covering. Let
Ai ⊂ R6k−1 (i = 1, 2, . . . ) be path components ofA, and we call eachAi a crossing of (the
“knot diagram”p ◦ f of) f . We setg−1(Ai) = L0

i
⊔ L1

i
= L0

i
( f ) ⊔ L1

i
( f ). EachLǫ

i
⊂ R4k−1

is a (2k − 1)-dimensional connected closed submanifold. By convention, f (L1
i
) ⊂ R6k sits

“above” f (L0
i
)—namely ifxǫ = (x1, . . . , x6k−1, xǫ6k

) ∈ f (Lǫ
i
), ǫ = 0, 1 (so p(x0) = p(x1)),

thenx0
6k
< x1

6k
.

Remark 2.1. Any f ∈ K6k,4k−1 can be moved by an isotopy so thatp ◦ f is a generic
immersion; indeed such an isotopy exists for the embeddingSwhich generatesπ0(K6k,4k−1)
(see§3). But the condition forf that p ◦ f is a generic immersion is not generic, and in
general such an isotopy is not “small.”

Remark 2.2. Not all g ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 are regularly homotopic to any liftable immersion, in
contrast to the case of plane curves. Indeed, as shown in [30,§3], g ∈ I5,3 is regularly

homotopic to a liftable immersion if and only if its Smale invariantπ0(I5,3)
�−→ Z is even.

Lemma 2.3 ([10, Lemma 5.1.3], [11, Proposition 3.3]). For any f ∈ K6k,4k−1 as above, the

submanifolds Ai ⊂ R6k and Lǫ
i
⊂ R4k−1 admit natural orientations.

Proof. Given a basis~u = (u1, . . . ,u2k−1) of TxAi (x ∈ Ai), we can choose tangent frames
~v = (v2k, . . . , v4k−1) and~w = (w2k, . . . ,w4k−1) of the two sheets ofp ◦ f meeting atx ∈ Ai

so that (~u,~v) and (~u, ~w) are the positive bases of these two sheets. We say~u represents the
positive orientation ofAi if (~u,~v, ~w) is a positive basis ofR6k−1. Since the codimension of
p ◦ f is even, this definition is independent of the order of the twosheets. We orientLǫ

i
,

ǫ = 0, 1, so thatp ◦ f : Lǫ
i
→ Ai preserves the orientation. �

To simplify the computations, we often movef ∈ K6k,4k−1 to a special position.

Definition 2.4 (see Figure 2.1). We say an embeddingf ∈ K6k,4k−1 is almost planar if

(i) the compositep ◦ f : R4k−1
# R

6k−1 is a generic immersion,
(ii) f (R4k−1) ⊂ R6k−1 × [0, δ] for a smallδ > 0, and
(iii) f (R4k−1 \⋃i N(L1

i
)) ⊂ R6k−1 × {0}, whereN(Lǫ

i
) ⊂ R4k−1 are closed tubular neighbor-

hoods ofLǫ
i

in R4k−1 such thatN(Lǫ
i
) ∩ N(Lǫ

′

j
) = ∅ if ( i, ǫ) , ( j, ǫ′).

x6k

× f (L1
i
)

Ai = f (L0
i
) R

6k−1

f (R4k−1) •

Figure 2.1. An almost planar embedding

If f ∈ K6k,4k−1 is such thatp ◦ f ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 is generic, then we can transformf to be
almost planar without changingp ◦ f , by an isotopy in thex6k-direction. Notice that iff is
almost planar, then the crossingsAi are equal tof (L0

i
).
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Suppose thatf is almost planar and that the self-intersection ofp◦ f hasm components.
ForS ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}, let fS ∈ K6k,4k−1 be defined by

fS (x) :=















ι( f (x)) x ∈ N(L1
i
), i ∈ S ,

f (x) otherwise,

whereι : R6k → R6k is given byι(x1, . . . , x6k) = (x1, . . . , x6k−1,−x6k). We say fS is an
embedding obtained fromf by crossing changes at the crossings{Ai}i∈S . Notice thatp◦ f =

p ◦ fS and

Lǫi ( fS ) =















Lǫ+1
i

( f ) i ∈ S ,

Lǫ
i
( f ) i < S ;

hereǫ is understood to be inZ/2 = {0, 1} and 1+ 1 = 0.
LetH : K6k,4k−1→ Z be the Haefliger invariant (see§4 for our construction). Our main

theorem describes the differenceH( f ) −H( fS ) using the linking numbers ofLǫ
i
’s.

Theorem 2.5. Let f ∈ K6k,4k−1 be such that p ◦ f is a generic immersion and has the

nonempty self-intersection A = A1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Am. Then for any S ⊂ {1, . . . ,m},
H( f ) −H( fS )

=
1
4

(
∑

(i,ǫ)<( j,ǫ′)

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫi ( f ), Lǫ

′

j ( f )) −
∑

(i,ǫ)<( j,ǫ′)

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫi ( fS ), Lǫ

′

j ( fS ))
)

(2.1)

=
1
2

∑

(i,ǫ)<( j,ǫ′),
(exactly one of i, j)∈S

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫi ( f ), Lǫ

′

j ( f )),(2.2)

where lk stands for the linking number, and we write (i, ǫ) < ( j, ǫ′) if i < j or if i = j, ǫ = 0,

ǫ′ = 1.

(2.2) follows from (2.1); ifi, j < S , thenlk(Lǫ
i
( f ), Lǫ

′

j
( f )) = lk(Lǫ

i
( fS ), Lǫ

′

j
( fS )) is con-

tained in both sums in (2.1) with the same sign (−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
and cancels out. Ifi, j ∈ S , then

lk(Lǫ
i
( f ), Lǫ

′

j
( f )) = lk(Lǫ+1

i
( fS ), Lǫ

′
+1

j
( fS )) is contained in both sums with the same sign

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
and cancels out. Ifi ∈ S and j < S , thenlk(Lǫ

i
( f ), Lǫ

′

j
( f )) is contained in the first

sum with sign (−1)ǫ+ǫ
′

while lk(Lǫ
i
( f ), Lǫ

′

j
( f )) = lk(Lǫ+1

i
( fS ), Lǫ

′

j
( fS )) is contained in the

second sum with the opposite sign (−1)ǫ+1+ǫ′ .

Remark 2.6. The formula in Theorem 2.5 is similar to Lin and Wang’s formula for the
Casson invariantv2 [16]; given a diagram off ∈ K3,1, let fS ∈ K3,1 be obtained by changing
the crossingsci, i ∈ S . Then a slight generalization of [16, (4.3)] can be written as

(2.3) v2( f ) − v2( fS ) =
1
4

〈

,G( f )
〉

− 1
4

〈

,G( fS )
〉

,

whereG( f ) is theGauss diagram of (the diagram of)f and
〈

,G( f )
〉

is the sum of

ε1ε2 for all the subdiagrams ofG( f ) of the shape
� � � �

"

1

"

2

(εi = ±1 are the signs of
the corresponding crossings of the diagrams). This kind of pairing appears elsewhere, for
example, in [23]. ChoosingS that yields a “descending diagram”fS (and hencefS is triv-
ial), and computing the right-hand side of (2.3), we reprovethe Polyak–Viro formula [23,
Theorem 1.A]. Regarding the pairing as the sum of the linkingnumbers of “0-dimensional
Hopf links S 0 ⊔ S 0 →֒ R1” determined by the crossings of the diagrams, we can say that
Theorem 2.5 is a higher-dimensional analogue to (2.3) and tothe Polyak–Viro formula.
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Theorem 2.5 together with the result of Ogasa [21] gives an alternative proof for the
following result of Murai–Ohba [22], which states that the “unknotting number” of any
nontrivial embeddingf ∈ K6,3 is 1 (see§6.4 for the proof).

Corollary 2.7 ([22]). Any nontrivial f ∈ K6,3 can be unknotted by a crossing change at a

single crossing. Namely, f is isotopic to some f ′, with f ′{1} isotopic to the trivial inclusion.

The proof is outlined as follows: Given any two-component link L ⊂ R3, by a result of
Ogasa [21] we can findf0 : R3 →֒ R6 such that it is isotopic to the trivial inclusion and its
projectionp ◦ f : R3

# R
5 hasL as its double point set. By Theorem 2.5 the embedding

f1 obtained by the crossing change alongL satisfiesH( f1) = −lk(L). This means that any
f ∈ K6,3 with arbitraryH( f ) can be obtained by a single crossing change fromf0. See§6.4
for details. In [22] an explicit way to unknot the generator of π0(K6,3) (and its connected
sums) by a single crossing change is given.

Below we introduce the notion offinite type invariants for K6k,4k−1. As a consequence
of Theorem 2.5, we prove in§5 thatH is an invariant of order 2.

Definition 2.8. Let u : K6k,4k−1 → R be a function, and letA = {Ai}1≤i≤s+1 be a (sub)set of
crossings ofp ◦ f , wheref ∈ K6k,4k−1 is almost planar. Define

Vs+1(u)( f ) :=
∑

S⊂{1,...,s+1}
(−1)|S |u( fS ).

An isotopy invariantu is said to beof order s if Vs+1(u) = 0.

Theorem 2.9. The Haefliger invariant is of order 2.

Remark 2.10. Our Definition 2.8 of “finite type invariants” is modeled after [3] and is
similar to those in [13, 33]. Finite type invariants can alsoin some cases be characterized
as the functions that factor through stages of theTaylor tower [12]. Volić uses Bott–Taubes
integrals to prove in [32, Theorem 4.5] thatR-valued invariants of orderk factor through
the 2k-th stage of the homology Taylor tower forK3,1. In [6] it is proved thatv2 : K3,1→ Z
factors through the third stage of the homotopy Taylor towerfor K3,1. Budney, Conant,
Koytcheff, and Sinha [7] show that the (k+1)-st stage of the homotopy tower defines order
k invariants, and based on spectral sequence calculations conjecture any additive invariant
of orderk factors through this tower.

In general, the equivalence between these two characterizations of finiteness, Birman–
Lin and Goodwillie–Weiss, is not known. Theorem 2.9 together with a result of Munson
[18] proves the equivalence forK6k,4k−1.

In §6 we define an invariant for genericliftable immersionR4k−1
# R

6k−1 and discuss
some of its properties.

Theorem 2.11. Let g ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 be a liftable generic immersion—namely, g = p ◦ f for

some f ∈ K6k,4k−1. Choose a lift f ∈ K6k,4k−1 and define

(2.4) E(g) := H( f ) − 1
4

∑

(i,ǫ)<( j,ǫ′)

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫi , L

ǫ′

j ).

Then E is independent of the choice of f and is invariant of generic immersions. E varies

at the strata of non-generic immersions as described in Lemmas 6.4, 6.5, and 6.7. In the

case k = 1, the invariant E is not of order 1 in the sense of Ekholm [10, 11].

E is an invariant of generic immersions because the linking numbers are constant unless
the isotopy class of the self-intersection ofp ◦ f changes. ThatE is well defined follows
from our formula in Theorem 2.5. See§6.1.
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Remark 2.12. The invariantE is a high-dimensional analogue to the Lin–Wang invariant
α [16, Definition 5.4] for generic plane curves; letg ∈ I2,1 be a generic plane curve, and
let f ∈ K3,1 be its lift—namely,g = p ◦ f . Then (2.3) implies that

α(g) := v2( f ) − 1
4

〈

,G( f )
〉

is independent of the choicef . The invariantα is in fact equal to a linear combination
of the Arnold invariantsJ± andSt of a plane curve [1]. On the other hand Ekholm [10,
§6.1], [11,§4] defined invariants for generic immersionsMnm−1

# Nn(m+1)−1 that behave
similarly to the Arnold invariants (for us,m = 2, n = 2k). One may thus expect thatE

might be a linear combination of Ekholm invariants, but Theorem 2.11 says that in general
it is not the case.

3. Example

Using Theorem 2.5, we showH(S) = ±1 for Haefliger’s generatorS of π0(K6k,4k−1) �
Z [14]. Fix α, β > 0 so that 2β < α. Consider theBorromean ring X ⊔ Y ⊔ Z ⊂ R6k, where

X := ∂{(0,y, z) ∈ (R2k)×3 | |y| ≤ α, |z| ≤ β} ≈ S 4k−1,

Y := ∂{(x,0, z) ∈ (R2k)×3 | |z| ≤ α, |x| ≤ β} ≈ S 4k−1,

Z := ∂{(x,y,0) ∈ (R2k)×3 | |x| ≤ α, |y| ≤ β} ≈ S 4k−1

(see Figure 3.1), and smooth their corners to get smooth (4k − 1)-spheres (denoted by
X, Y, Z again).S is defined as the connected-sumS := X♯Y♯Z♯ f0, where f0 : R4k−1 ⊂ R6k

Z

X

Y

A1

A2

p(X)

p(Y)

XL1
1

L0
2

L1
6

L0
5

x

y

z

the standard inclusion ofR4k−1

sum
connected

p(Z)

A6

A5

y

z

Figure 3.1. Haefliger’s generatorS and the self-intersection ofp ◦ S

is (isotopic to) the standard inclusion.
Let n := (1, . . . , 1) ∈ R6k, and consider the projectionp : R6k → (Rn)⊥, instead of

R
6k → R6k−1× {0}. Thenp ◦S is generic, as seen in Figure 3.1. To detectp(X)∩ p(Y), find

(0,y, z) ∈ X andt ∈ R satisfying (0,y, z) + tn ∈ Y. In fact, p(X) ∩ p(Y) = A1 ⊔ A2 has
two components, and the double point setLǫ

i
⊂ R4k−1 satisfyingAi = p(S(L0

i
)) = p(S(L1

i
))

(i = 1, 2) is given as follows: putn′ := (1, . . . , 1) ∈ R2k andβ′ := β/
√

2k; then

L0
1 = {(−β′n′,0, z) ∈ Y |

∣

∣

∣z + β′n′
∣

∣

∣ = β}, L1
1 = {(0, β′n′, z) ∈ X | |z| = β},

L0
2 = {(0,−β′n′, z) ∈ X | |z| = β}, L1

2 = {(β′n′,0, z) ∈ Y |
∣

∣

∣z − β′n′
∣

∣

∣ = β}
(in the computation we use 2β < α). By symmetry we see thatp(Y) ∩ p(Z) = A3 ⊔ A4 has
two components, and the double point sets satisfyingAi = p(S(L0

i
)) = p(S(L1

i
)) (i = 3, 4)

are given as

L0
3 = {(x,−β′n′,0) ∈ Z |

∣

∣

∣x + β′n′
∣

∣

∣ = β}, L1
3 = {(x,0, β′n′) ∈ Y | |x| = β},

L0
4 = {(x,0,−β′n′) ∈ Y | |x| = β}, L1

4 = {(x, β′n′,0) ∈ Z |
∣

∣

∣x − β′n′
∣

∣

∣ = β}.
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Similarly, p(Z) ∩ p(X) = A5 ⊔ A6 satisfiesAi = p(S(L0
i
)) = p(S(L1

i
)) (i = 5, 6), where

L0
5 = {(0,y,−β′n′) ∈ X |

∣

∣

∣y + β′n′
∣

∣

∣ = β}, L1
5 = {(β′n′,y,0) ∈ Z | |y| = β},

L0
6 = {(−β′n′,y,0) ∈ Z | |y| = β}, L1

6 = {(0,y, β′n′) ∈ X |
∣

∣

∣y − β′n′
∣

∣

∣ = β}.

If we take the connected-sum in the construction ofS suitably, then there are no self-
intersection ofp ◦ S other thanA1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ A6. The corner smoothing does not cause any
trouble; for example, any (0,y,−β′n′) ∈ L0

5 satisfies|y| ≤ 2β < α andL0
5 does not touch

the corner. AllLǫ
i

areS 2k−1 and they form six disjoint Hopf links

L1
1 ⊔ L1

6, L0
2 ⊔ L0

5 ⊂ X, L0
1 ⊔ L0

4, L1
2 ⊔ L1

3 ⊂ Y, L0
3 ⊔ L0

6, L1
4 ⊔ L1

5 ⊂ Z,

all of whose linking numbers are by symmetry equal to each other. Since we can unknotS
by the crossing change atA1, by (2.2)

H(S) =
1
2

((−1)1+1lk(L1
1, L

1
6) + (−1)0+0lk(L0

1, L
0
4)) = ±1

2
(1+ 1) = ±1.

4. A review of an integral expression of the Haefliger invariant

4.1. Graph complex and configuration space integral. Here we briefly recall the
cochain complexD∗ = D∗

n, j of oriented graphs and the linear mapI : D∗ → Ω∗
DR

(Kn, j)
that the author defined in [25] generalizing those in [8, 9, 33]. The mapI is a cochain map
under some conditions onn, j and graphs. See [25, 26] for details.

By a graph we mean a graph with two types of vertices (calledi- ande-vertices) and
two types of edges (calledη- andθ-edges). The sets of i- and e-vertices,η- andθ-edges of
a graphΓ are denoted by, respectively,Vi(Γ), Ve(Γ), Eη(Γ), andEθ(Γ). We give the weights
j, n, j − 1, andn − 1 to the elements ofVi(Γ), Ve(Γ), Eη(Γ), andEθ(Γ). An orientation of a
graph is a choice of ordering of the weighted setVi(Γ)⊔Ve(Γ)⊔Eη(Γ)⊔Eθ(Γ) together with
the orientations of edges, modulo even permutations. Reversingη- andθ-edges changes the
sign of orientation of graphs by (−1)j and (−1)n, respectively. Figure 4.1 shows examples
of graphs; i- and e-vertices are depicted by• and◦, respectively, andη- andθ-edges are
depicted by solid and dotted arrows, respectively (Figure 4.1 shows graphs for evenn and
the orientation of theθ-edges are omitted). The numbers assigned to vertices and edges

1 2
1 2

3

(1)

(2) (3)

(4) (1) (2)

(3)

Figure 4.1. GraphsX andY

indicate the ordering. Denote byDp,q the vector space spanned by oriented graphs oforder

p and ofdegree q, where

ord(Γ) := |Eθ(Γ)| − |Ee(Γ)| , deg(Γ) := 2 |Eθ(Γ)| − 3 |Ee(Γ)| − |Ei(Γ)| .

For an oriented graphΓ consider theconfiguration space

C◦
Γ

:= {( f ;x;y) ∈ Kn, j × Conf◦|Vi (Γ)|(R
j) × Conf◦|Ve(Γ)|(R

n) | f (xi) , y j (∀i, j)},
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where Conf◦m(M) := M×m \⋃i< j{xi , x j} stands for the usual configuration space. To each

η-edge
−→
i j andθ-edge−→st, we assign thegeneralized Gauss maps

ϕ
η
i j

: C◦
Γ
→ S j−1, ( f ;x;y) 7→

x j − xi
∣

∣

∣x j − xi

∣

∣

∣

,

ϕθst : C◦
Γ
→ S n−1, ( f ;x;y) 7→ zt − zs

|zt − zs|
,

where

zs :=















f (xs) if s is an i-vertex,

ys if s is an e-vertex.

Choose a representative of the orientation ofΓ so thatθ-edges follow afterη-edges. Let
ϕΓ : C◦

Γ
→ (S j−1)×|Eη(Γ)| × (S n−1)×|Eθ (Γ)| be the product of all these Gauss maps assigned to

the edges ofΓ. The product is taken in the order of the orientation ofΓ. Let volS N−1 ∈
Ω

N−1
DR

(S N−1) (N = n, j) be a unit volume form ofS N−1 that is (anti-)invariant under the
action ofO(N) fixing the poles{±eN } ⊂ S N−1, whereeN := (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ RN . Define
ωΓ ∈ Ω∗DR

(C◦
Γ
) by

ωΓ := ϕ∗
Γ
(vol

×|Eη(Γ)|
S j−1 × vol×|Eθ(Γ)|

S j−1 ),

where volS a−1 × volS b−1 is the product of volume forms pulled back onS a−1 × S b−1 by the
projections. IntegratingωΓ along the fibers of the natural projections

πΓ : C◦
Γ
→ Kn, j

(whose fibers are subspaces of usual configuration spaces), we obtain

I(Γ) := πΓ∗ωΓ ∈ Ω∗DR(Kn, j).

I(Γ) is independent of the representative of the orientation ofΓ. The degree ofI(Γ) can be
given using ord(Γ), deg(Γ), and the first betti number ofΓ (thought of as a 1-dimensional
cell complex); see [25,§3].

Remark 4.1. The above integrals converge since we may replaceC◦
Γ

with its (fiberwise)
Fulton–MacPherson compactification (see [27]) denoted byCΓ, over which the generalized
Gauss maps are smoothly extended. Thus we obtain a linear mapI : D∗ → Ω∗

DR
(Kn, j).

By the generalized Stokes’ theorem,dI(Γ) is a linear combination of integrals along the
codimension 1 boundary faces of the fibers ofπΓ, which are subspaces of compactified
configuration spaces (Remark 4.1). The boundary faces of thecompactifications are strat-
ified according to the “complexity of collisions of points.”The strata in which exactly two
points collide are calledprincipal. The author proved in [25] that, if the volume forms are
(anti-)invariant, many such integrals along the non-principal boundary faces cancel out or
vanish; the large part of the proof follows the arguments in [8, 9, 33]. Thus if we define the
coboundary maps δ : Dp,q → Dp,q+1 as the signed sum of graphs obtained by collapsing
two vertices together with the edges between them (see [25,§2.3] for signs), the mapI
becomes a cochain map. More precisely, the following holds.

Theorem 4.2 ([25, Theorem 1.2]). The map I is a cochain map if

• restricted to the subcomplex of tree graphs and n, j are of same parity, or

• restricted to the subcomplex of graphs of betti number not greater than 1 and both

n, j are odd.
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Conjecturally, the mapI would always be a cochain map and a quasi-isomorphism. In
fact,D∗ looks very similar to the graph complexes given in [2] that compute the rational
homology and homotopy ofKn, j in the stable dimensions. The mapI yields many non-
zero cohomology classes even in the non-stable dimensions and in some dimensions not
necessarily satisfying the condition in Theorem 4.2; for example,H3

DR
(K5,2) , 0. See

[26, 33].

4.2. The Haefliger invariant. Let X, Y ∈ D2,0 be graphs in Figure 4.1, and denoteC4,0 :=
CX andC3,1 := CY . We note thatC4,0 = K6k,4k−1 × Conf◦4(R4k−1) andC3,1 ⊂ K6k,4k−1 ×
Conf◦3(R4k−1) × R6k. In fact, H := X/2+ Y/6 ∈ D2,0 is a cocycle andI(H) is a 0-form of
K6k,4k−1. Unfortunately, Theorem 4.2 might fail for (n, j) = (6k, 4k−1); at present, it is not
known whether the integral along the “anomalous boundary face” Σ3,1 ⊂ ∂C3,1 (where all
the four pointsf (x1), f (x2), f (x3), andx4 collapse to a single point) vanishes or not. In
[25] we add a correction termc (defined below) toI(H) to kill the anomalous contribution
and get a closed-formH := I(H) + c.

The correction termc is defined as follows. The interior IntΣ3,1 of Σ3,1 can be described
by the following pullback square:

IntΣ3,1
//

��

B

ρ

��

R
4k−1 × K6k,4k−1

D
// Inj6k,4k−1

Let us explain the spaces and maps in the above diagram. Inj6k,4k−1 is the space of linear,
injective mapsR4k−1 →֒ R6k. The spaceB is defined as

B := {(λ; (x1,x2,x3);x4) ∈ Inj6k,4k−1 × Conf◦3(R4k−1) × R6k |
λ(xi) , x4, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3}/R1

+
⋉ R

4k−1,

whereR1
+
⋉ R

4k−1 acts diagonally on Conf◦3(R4k−1)×R6k as the positive scalings and trans-
lations alongλ(R4k−1). The mapρ is the natural projection, andD is the differential

D(x; f ) := (df x : TxR
4k−1
= R

4k−1 →֒ R6k
= T f (x)R

6k).

For i = 1, 2, 3, the map

ψi : B→ S 6k−1, [ι; (x1,x2,x3);x4] 7→ x4 − ι(xi)
|x4 − ι(xi)|

is well defined. Putψ := ψ1 × ψ2 × ψ3 : B→ (S 6k−1)×3 and consider

ω := ψ∗vol×3
S 6k−1 ∈ Ω18k−3

DR (B).

We can see thatρ∗ω ∈ Ω4k
DR

(Inj6k,4k−1) is closed [25, Lemma 5.22]. Inj6k,4k−1 is homeomor-
phic to the Stiefel manifoldV6k,4k−1 of (4k−1)-frames inR6k, and henceH4k

DR
(Inj6k,4k−1) = 0.

Therefore, we can findµ ∈ Ω4k−1
DR

(Inj6k,4k−1) such that

ρ∗ω = dµ.

The correction termc : K6k,4k−1→ R is defined by

c( f ) :=
1
6

∫

R4k−1
(df )∗µ ∈ R,

wheredf : R4k−1→ Inj6k,4k−1 is defined by the differentialx 7→ df x.
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Let C4,0( f ) andC3,1( f ) be the fibers ofπX : C4,0 → K6k,4k−1 andπY : C3,1 → K6k,4k−1

over f . These fibers are finite-dimensional configuration spaces with dimC4,0( f ) = degωX

and dimC3,1( f ) = degωY . H( f ) is calculated as

H( f ) =
1
2

∫

C4,0( f )
ωX +

1
6

∫

C3,1( f )
ωY + c( f ).

Theorem 4.3 ([25]). If volS N−1 (N = 6k, 4k − 1) are (anti-)invariant, then the 0-form

H := I(H)+c : K6k,4k−1→ R is closed and induces a group isomorphism π0(K6k,4k−1) � Z.

In particular,H is a Z-valued invariant.

In [25] Theorem 4.3 is proved by evaluatingH over a generator ofπ0(K6k,4k−1) given
by the spinning construction [5, 24]. The computation in§3 gives an alternative proof.

To simplify the computations below, we will take the (anti-)invariant volume forms
volS N−1 (N = 6k, 4k − 1) so that their supports are contained in small neighborhoods of the
poles±eN := (0, . . . , 0,±1) ∈ RN . We call such a volume form aDirac-type volume form.
The following allows us to use such volume forms.

Proposition 4.4 ([25, Propositions 3.5, 3.6]). The invariantH is independent of the choice

of the (anti-)invariant volume forms volS N−1 , N = 6k, 4k − 1.

5. Proofs of Theorems 2.5and 2.9

It is well known that thelinking number of closed oriented submanifoldsM2k−1 ⊔
N2k−1 ⊂ R4k−1 is an isotopy invariant and can be defined as

lk(M,N) :=
∫

M×N

ϕ∗volS 4k−2 ,

whereϕ : M × N → S 4k−2 is the generalized Gauss map given by

ϕ(x, y) :=
y − x

|y − x| .

If M,N are in generic positions, thenp(M ⊔ N) is generically immersed inR4k−2 and the
pairs (x, y) ∈ M ×N such thatp(ϕ(x, y)) = 0 ∈ R4k−2 form a 0-dimensional submanifold of
M ×N. If, moreover, volS 4k−2 is Dirac-type (see the paragraph before Proposition 4.4), then

lk(M,N) =
∑

(x,y)∈(p◦ϕ)−1(0)

∫

a neighborhood
of (x,y)

ϕ∗volS 4k−2

=
1
2

∑

(x,y)∈(p◦ϕ)−1(0)

degϕ| a neighborhood
of (x,y)

(5.1)

and each degϕ = ±1. This is because the integrandϕ∗volS 4k−2 is zero outside neighbor-
hoods of such pairs, and the integral of volS 4k−2 over one component of supp(volS 4k−2) is
1/2. This interpretation gives us the following, which we use in §6.

Lemma 5.1. Let M1, M2 and N1,N2 be (2k − 1)-dimensional disjoint oriented subman-

ifolds of R4k−1. If the connected-sums M1♯M2 and N1♯N2 are taken in R4k−1 so that
∣

∣

∣p(Mi) ∩ p(N j)
∣

∣

∣ (i, j = 1, 2) do not increase, then
∑

i, j=1,2

lk(Mi,N j) = lk(M1♯M2,N1♯N2).

For a single oriented submanifoldL2k−1 ⊂ R4k−1 a similar formula to (5.1) does not give
rise to an isotopy invariant, but ifL is almost planar, then such a function can be computed
by counting (x, y) ∈ Conf◦2(L) with p(ϕ(x, y)) = 0.
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Definition 5.2. Let L2k−1 ⊂ R4k−1 be a generic closed oriented submanifold such that
p(L) ⊂ R4k−2 is a generically immersed manifold. Define thewrithe w(L) of L by

w(L) =
∑

(x,y)∈(p◦ϕ)−1(0)

∫

a neighborhood
of (x,y)

ϕ∗volS 4k−2

=
1
2

∑

(x,y)∈(p◦ϕ)−1(0)

degϕ| a neighborhood
of (x,y)

.

(5.2)

For an almost planarf ∈ K6k,4k−1, denote byf δ the embedding obtained by a scaling
in the x6k-direction so thatf δ(R4k−1) ⊂ R6k−1 × [0, δ] (we often abbreviatef δ as f ). Lǫ

i
’s

remain unchanged for anyδ. We computeI(X)( f δ), I(Y)( f δ) andc( f δ) in the limit δ→ 0.

Proposition 5.3 (cf. [16, Proposition 4.3]). Suppose volS N−1 (N = 6k, 4k − 1) are Dirac-

type. If f ∈ K6k,4k−1 is almost planar and generic so that lk(Lǫ
i
, Lǫ

′

j
) and w(Lǫ

i
) can be

calculated by (5.1)and (5.2), then

lim
δ→0

I(X)( f δ) =
1
2

∑

(i,ǫ)<( j,ǫ′)

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫi , L

ǫ′

j ) +
1
4

∑

i,ǫ

w(Lǫi ).

Proof. A configuration~ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξ4) ∈ C4,0( f ) can non-trivially contribute toI(X) only
if ~ξ ∈ ϕ−1

X
(supp(vol×2

S 6k−1 × volS 4k−2)). Since volS N−1 are Dirac-type, such a~ξ must be in a
neighborhood ofϕ−1

X
(±e6k,±e6k,±e4k−1), whereeN := (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ S N−1.

If δ is sufficiently close to 0, then no vectors tangent tof (R4k−1) point supp(volS 6k−1).
Thus ~ξ can be inϕ−1

X
(supp(vol×2

S 6k−1 × volS 4k−2)) in the limit δ → 0 only if (ξ1, ξ2) ∈
N(Lǫ

i
) × N(Lǫ+1

i
) and (ξ3, ξ4) ∈ N(Lǫ

′

j
) × N(Lǫ

′
+1

j
) for somei, j, possiblyi = j (recall that

N(Lǫ
i
) ⊂ R4k−1 are closed disjoint tubular neighborhoods ofLǫ

i
). For (s, t) = (1, 2), (4, 3),

and anyξt ∈ N(Lǫ
i
), we always findξs ∈ N(Lǫ+1

i
) such thatp( f (ξs) − f (ξt)) is close to0.

Therefore, finding such a~ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξ4) ∈ ϕ−1
X

(±e6k,±e6k,±e4k−1) is equivalent to finding
(ξ2, ξ3) satisfyingp(ϕη23(ξ2, ξ3)) = 0. By our assumption onf , the set of such~ξ ’s is a
0-dimensional submanifold ofC4,0( f ), each component of whose neighborhood is mapped
homeomorphically into a component of supp(vol×2

S 6k−1 × volS 4k−2) via ϕX. The integral ofωX

over such a component is±(1/2)3, where the sign is the local degree ofϕX at ~ξ—that is,
the determinant of the JacobianJ(ϕX)~ξ. The sum of these degrees would amount to linking
numbers by (5.1).

To compute degϕX at each~ξ ∈ ϕ−1
X

(±e6k,±e6k,±e4k−1), we recall from [10, 11] the
local model for two-fold self-intersection. Letg ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 be a generic immersion,
and letq = g(p1) = g(p2) be a transverse two-fold self-intersection point. In somelocal
coordinates centered atp1, p2, andq, g is given by

g(x1, . . . , x4k−1) = (x1, . . . , x2k−1, x2k, . . . , x4k−1, 0, . . . ,0) nearp1,

g(y1, . . . , y4k−1) = (y1, . . . , y2k−1, 0, . . . ,0, y2k, . . . , y4k−1) nearp2.

Now consider a configuration~ξ ∈ C4,0( f ) such that

(5.3)















ξ1 ∈ L1
i
, ξ2 ∈ L0

i
, ξ3 ∈ L0

j
andξ4 ∈ L1

j
,

ϕX(~ξ) = (−e6k,−e6k, e4k−1)

(Figure 5.1, left). Suppose that (ξ2, ξ3) is a positive crossing—that is, degϕη23|(ξ2,ξ3) = +1.
Then we can choose some local coordinatesx, y, andz centered atξ1, ξ2, andξ4 such
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�

N(f(L

1

i

))3f(x

1

)

�

N(f(L

0

i

))3f(x

2

)

�

�

f(x

3

)2N(f(L

1

j

))

f(x

4

)2N(f(L

0

j

))

�

� �

�

N(f(L

1

i

))3f(x

4

)

N(f(L

0

i

))3f(x

3

)

f(x

1

)2N(f(L

0

j

))

f(x

2

)2N(f(L

1

j

))

Figure 5.1. Two configurations with the same contributions to
lk(L0

i
, L1

j
); the left shows a neighborhood of~ξ satisfying (5.3), and the

right shows a neighborhood of~ξ′ satisfying (5.4).

thatξ3 = (0, . . . , 0, 1) in they-coordinate (the same coordinate as forξ2), and we can also
choose local coordinates inR6k in which f is given by

f (x) = (x1, . . . , x2k−1, x2k, . . . , x4k−1, 0, . . . , 0, 1) nearξ1,

f (y) = (y1, . . . , y2k−1, 0, . . . ,0, y2k, . . . , y4k−1, 0) nearξ2,

and

f (y) = (0, . . . ,0, y1,. . . , y2k−1, y2k, . . . , y4k−2, y4k−1, 0, 1) nearξ3,

f (z) = (z1, . . . , z2k−1,0, . . . ,0, z2k, . . . , z4k−2, 1, z4k−1, 0) nearξ4.

Then by Lemma 2.3, as oriented manifolds,Lǫ∗’s are given by

• L1
i
∩ (x-coordinate)= +R2k−1 × {0}2k,

• L0
i
∩ (y-coordinate)= +R2k−1 × {0}2k,

• L1
j
∩ (y-coordinate)= {0}2k−1 × (−R2k−1) × {1}, and

• L0
j
∩ (z-coordinate)= {0}2k−1 × (−R2k−1) × {0}

(see Figure 5.2). Using this local model, we can compute the JacobianJ(ϕX)~ξ of

the x-sheet

x

1

;:::;x

2k�1

x

2k

;:::;x

4k�2

x

4k�1

L

0

i

the y-sheet

y

1

;:::;y

2k�1

y

2k

;:::;y

4k�2

y

4k�1

L

1

i

L

1

j

�

1

�

2

�

3

the z-sheet

z

1

;:::;z

2k�1

z

2k

;:::;z

4k�2

z

4k�1

�

4

L

0

j

Figure 5.2. Local picture ofL0
i
∪ L1

i
∪ L0

j
∪ L1

j

ϕX : N(L1
i ) × N(L0

i ) × N(L1
j) × N(L0

j)→ S 6k−1 × S 6k−1 × S 4k−2

at ~ξ explicitly. Let ei := (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0) be theith unit vector. With respect to the
natural positive basise1, . . . , e16k−4 of T~ξConf4(R4k−1) � T~ξR

16k−4 and the natural positive
bases of the tangent spaces of spheres

e1, . . . , e6k−1 ∈ T−e6k
S 6k−1 and e1, . . . , e4k−2 ∈ Te4k−1S 4k−2,

following the “outward normal first” convention,J(ϕX)~ξ is given as in Appendix A and its
determinant is−1.

A local model for a negative crossing (ξ2, ξ3) (namely, degϕη23|(ξ2,ξ3) = −1) is obtained
from the above model by reversing the orientation of thez-sheet, and, in this case,J(ϕX)~ξ =

+1. Thus the integral ofωX over a neighborhood of~ξ satisfying (5.3) with degϕη23|(ξ2,ξ3) =
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±1 is ∓(1/2)3, and by (5.1) their sum is equal to−lk(L0
i
, L1

j
)/4. By symmetry ofX, the

configurations near~ξ′ satisfying

(5.4)















ξ′1 ∈ L0
j
, ξ′2 ∈ L1

j
, ξ′3 ∈ L1

i
andξ′4 ∈ L0

i
,

ϕX(~ξ) = (e6k, e6k,−e4k−1)

(see Figure 5.1, right) also contribute toI(X)( f ) by −lk(L0
i
, L1

j
)/4. Thus a linkL0

i
⊔ L1

j

contributes toI(X)( f ) by−lk(L0
i
, L1

j
)/2.

A similar computation shows thatL0
i

andL0
j
contribute toI(X)( f ) by+lk(L0

i
, L0

j
)/2; we

have the same Jacobian matrix as above, but in this caseϕθ34(~ξ) = e6k and (e1, . . . , e6k−1)
represent the negative orientation ofTe6k

S 6k−1 and the sign of the degree changes. This
observation shows that, in general, the linkLǫ

i
⊔ Lǫ

′

j
, (i, ǫ) , ( j, ǫ′), contributes toI(X)( f )

by (−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫ

i
, Lǫ

′

j
)/2.

In the case (i, ǫ) = ( j, ǫ′), if f is generic so thatw(Lǫ
i
) can be calculated by (5.2), then

the same computation as above shows that the configurations in N(Lǫ+1
i

)×N(Lǫ
i
)×N(Lǫ

i
)×

N(Lǫ+1
i

) contributes toI(X)( f ) by+w(Lǫ
i
)/4 (no sign appears in this case sinceǫ = ǫ′). �

Lemma 5.4. Let f ∈ K6k,4k−1 be almost planar, and suppose that volS 6k−1 is Dirac-type.

Then

lim
δ→0

I(Y)( f δ) = lim
δ→0

I(Y)( f δS ) and lim
δ→0

c( f δ) = lim
δ→0

c( f δS ).

Proof. The functionc : K6k,4k−1 → R is defined and continuous on the space of immer-
sions, becausec( f ) is determined by the differential of f (see§4.2). Thusc( f δ) con-
tinuously depends onδ including δ = 0 (then f and fS collapse down to an immersion
f 0
= f 0

S
= p ◦ f ), and hence limδ→0 c( f ) = c(p ◦ f ) = limδ→0 c( fS ).

The above observation also implies that limδ→0 I(Y)( f δ) exists, becauseI(Y)( f δ) =
6H( f δ) − 3I(X)( f δ) − 6c( f δ) and the limit of the right-hand side exists by Proposi-
tion 5.3, the existence of limc( f δ), and the fact thatH is an isotopy invariant. To
compute limδ→0 I(Y)( f δ), we may assume thatδ < 1. Choose open neighborhoods
f (N(L0

i
)) ⊂ U ′

i
⊂ V ′

i
in R6k−1 (we are assumingf is almost planar) so thatU ′

i
⊂ V ′

i
,

V ′
i
∩ V ′

j
= ∅ (i , j), and f (N(L1

i
)) ⊂ Ui := U ′

i
× [−1, 1] (Figure 5.3). LetC(1)

3,1( f ) be the

Ui

Vi

f (N(L1
i
))

f (N(L0
i
))

C
(1)
3,1

C
(2)
3,1

C
(3)
3,1

Figure 5.3. The places in whichx4 is (~x ∈ C
(l)
3,1, l = 1, 2, 3)

subspace ofC3,1( f ) consisting of~x ∈ C3,1( f ) with x4 ∈ Vi := V ′
i
× [−1, 1] for somei ∈ S .

Now we compare the integrals ofωY overC(1)
3,1( f ) andC

(1)
3,1( fS ). Since volS 6k−1 is Dirac-type,

we only need to consider the set of~x ’s with x1,x2,x3 ∈ f −1(Vi) for the samei as forx4,
sinceωY vanishes on other~x ’s. The local diffeomorphismΦ : C

(1)
3,1( f )→ C

(1)
3,1( fS ),

Φ((x1,x2,x3);x4) := ((x1,x2,x3); ι(x4)),
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reverses the orientation, whileΦ∗ωY = −ωY sinceψθ
j
◦Φ = ι ◦ψθ

j
and fS = ι ◦ f on f −1(Vi)

(i ∈ S ) andι∗volS 6k−1 = −volS 6k−1 (because volS 6k−1 is anti-invariant). Thus the integrations
of ωY overC(1)

3,1( f ) andC
(1)
3,1( fS ) are equal to each other.

Next, consider the subspaceC
(2)
3,1( f ) of C3,1( f ) consisting of~x with x4 ∈ R6k−1 × [−1, 1]

butx4 < Vi for any i ∈ S . Since volS 6k−1 is Dirac-type and sincex4 < Vi for any i ∈ S ,
~x ∈ C

(2)
3,1( f ) can non-trivially contribute toI(Y) only if x j ( j = 1, 2, 3) is not contained in

any L1
i

(i ∈ S ). Since f = fS outsideL1
i

(i ∈ S ), there is no difference betweenωY ’s on
C

(2)
3,1( f ) andC

(2)
3,1( fS ), and the integrals ofωY overC(2)

3,1( f ) andC
(2)
3,1( fS ) are also the same.

Finally, consider the subspaceC
(3)
3,1( f ) of C3,1( f ) consisting of~x with x4 < R

6k−1 ×
[−1, 1]. If δ > 0 is small enough, then under the diffeomorphismC

(3)
3,1( f ) → C

(3)
3,1( fS ) given

by ~x 7→ ~x, the differences between the vectorsψθ
i
(~x) (i = 1, 2, 3) are small. This is because

f differs from fS only nearN(L1
i
) and the difference is small relative to|x4|. Thus the

difference between the integrals ofωY overC(3)
3,1( f ) andC

(3)
3,1( fS ) converges to 0 in the limit

δ→ 0. �

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Any f with p ◦ f generic can be transformed by an ambient isotopy
of R4k−1 so that f satisfies the condition in Proposition 5.3 without changingthe isotopy
class of

⋃

Lǫ
i
. Thus we may assume thatf satisfies the condition in Proposition 5.3. Notice

H( f ) −H( fS ) =
I(X)( f ) − I(X)( fS )

2
+

I(Y)( f ) − I(Y)( fS )
6

+ (c( f ) − c( fS )).

The left-hand side does not depend onδ. In the limit δ → 0 (p ◦ f remains unchanged),
the first term of the right-hand side is computed in Proposition 5.3 and gives the right-hand
side of (2.1). The second and the third terms converge to zeroby Lemma 5.4. �

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Choose three componentsA1, A2, A3 out ofA = A1⊔· · ·⊔Am, m ≥ 3.
Let WT (H)( f ) := H( fT ) −H( fT∪{1}) for anyT ⊂ {2, 3}. Then by (2.2),

2WT (H)( f ) =
∑

j,1;ǫ,ǫ′=0,1

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫ1( fT ), Lǫ

′

j ( fT )).

BecauseLǫ
j
( fT ) = Lǫ+1

i
( f ) if j ∈ T andLǫ

j
( fT ) = Lǫ

j
( f ) otherwise,

2W∅(H)( f ) =
∑

ǫ,ǫ′

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
(lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

2 ) + lk(Lǫ1, L
ǫ′

3 )) +
∑

j≥4;ǫ,ǫ′
(−1)ǫ+ǫ

′
lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

j ),

2W{2}(H)( f ) =
∑

ǫ,ǫ′

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
(−lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

2 ) + lk(Lǫ1, L
ǫ′

3 )) +
∑

j≥4;ǫ,ǫ′
(−1)ǫ+ǫ

′
lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

j ),

2W{3}(H)( f ) =
∑

ǫ,ǫ′

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
(lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

2 ) − lk(Lǫ1, L
ǫ′

3 )) +
∑

j≥4;ǫ,ǫ′
(−1)ǫ+ǫ

′
lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

j ),

2W{2,3}(H)( f ) =
∑

ǫ,ǫ′

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
(−lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

2 ) − lk(Lǫ1, L
ǫ′

3 )) +
∑

j≥4;ǫ,ǫ′
(−1)ǫ+ǫ

′
lk(Lǫ1, L

ǫ′

j ).

Substituting them intoV3(H)( f ) =
∑

T⊂{2,3}(−1)|T |WT (H)( f ), we obtainV3(H)( f ) = 0. �

6. Proof of Theorem 2.11

6.1. Well-definedness and invariance of E. Supposeg ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 is generic and
liftable, and let f , f ′ ∈ K6k,4k−1 be lifts of g. We can transformf ′ by an isotopy in the
x6k-direction (without changingp ◦ f ′) so that f ′ = fS for some index setS of the self-
intersection ofg. Then (2.1) implies thatE(g) does not depend on the choice off .
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Let gt ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 (t ∈ [0, 1]) be a generic regular homotopy with eachgt liftable.
We show that, for anyt0 ∈ [0, 1], gt can be lifted to an isotopyft ∈ K6k,4k−1—namely,
gt = p ◦ ft—in an open neighborhood oft0. Let ft0 be a lift ofgt0. Then ft0 can be written
as ft0 = (gt0, h) by using someh : R4k−1→ R. DefineGt : Conf◦2(R4k−1)→ R6k−1 by

Gt(x,y) := gt(x) − gt(y).

The first projection Conf◦2(R4k−1)→ R4k−1 restricts to a diffeomorphismG−1
t (0) � g−1

t (At),
whereAt is the self-intersection ofgt. Sincegt is a generic regular homotopy,G−1

t (0)
gives an isotopy of a closed submanifold of Conf◦

2(R4k−1). Becauseft0 ∈ K6k,4k−1, there
exists an open neighborhoodW of G−1

t0
(0) such thath(x) , h(y) for any (x,y) ∈ W. The

compactness ofG−1
t (0) (for anyt) implies that there existsǫ > 0 such thatG−1

t (0) ⊂ W for
|t − t0| < ǫ. Then ft := (gt, h) : R4k−1→ R6k is inK6k,4k−1 for |t − t0| < ǫ and is a lift ofgt.

BecauseH( ft) is constant and the linking part of (2.4) is invariant unless the double
point set varies,E(gt) is also constant. Thus for anyt0 there existsǫ > 0 such thatE(gt) is
constant on (t0 − ǫ, t0 + ǫ), and henceE(gt) is constant on [0, 1].

Remark 6.1. By Proposition 5.3 and (2.4), for a generic liftableg ∈ I6k−1,4k−1,

(6.1) E(g) = lim
δ→0

(1
6

I(Y)( f δ) + c( f δ) +
1
8

∑

i,ǫ

w(Lǫi )
)

.

This gives a geometric interpretation ofI(Y) (added byc and the writhes), and is a higher-
dimensional analogue to [16, Definition 5.4].

6.2. Local models of non-generic self-intersections. As explained in [10, 11], the set of
generic immersionsg : R4k−1

# R
6k−1 is an open dense subspace ofI6k−1,4k−1 and the com-

plement is a stratified hypersurface. To characterize an invariant of generic immersions,
we must study its jumps at non-generic strata. The codimension 1 strata (inI6k−1,4k−1)
consist of immersions with a single generic self-tangency point or a single generic triple
point [11, Lemma 3.4]. The local picture of theversal deformation [10, §5.3], [11,§3.2]
of an immersion with a self-tangency or a triple point is given in [10, 11].

Proposition 6.2 ([11, Lemma 3.5]). Let g0 ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 be an immersion with a single

generic self-tangency point. Then the versal deformation gt of g0 is constant far from the

self-tangency point, and in some local coordinates near the self-tangency point, gt is given

by

gt(x) = (x1, . . . , x2k, x2k+1, . . . , x4k−1, 0, 0, . . . ,0),

gt(y) = (y1, . . . , y2k, 0, . . . , 0, Q(y1, . . . , y2k) + t, y2k+1, . . . , y4k−1),

where Q is a non-degenerate quadratic form on 2k variables.

We say a self-tangency pointdefinite (resp.indefinite) if the quadratic formQ is definite
(resp. indefinite).

Proposition 6.3 ([11, Lemma 3.6]). Let g0 ∈ I6k−1,4k−1 be an immersion with a single

generic triple point. Then the versal deformation gt of g0 is constant far from the triple

point, and in some local coordinates near the triple point, gt is given by

gt(x) = (x1, . . . , x2k−1, x2k, x2k+1, . . . , x4k−1, 0, 0, . . . , 0),

gt(y) = (y1, . . . , y2k−1, 0, 0, . . . ,0, y2k, y2k+1, . . . , y4k−1),

gt(z) = (0, . . . , 0, z2k, z1, . . . , z2k−1, z2k − t, z2k+1, . . . , z4k−1).
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6.3. The jump of E at a non-generic liftable immersion. Suppose thatg0 ∈ I6k−1,4k−1

is liftable and has a single generic self-tangency point or asingle generic triple point, and
let gt be its versal deformation.

We show thatgt is liftable for |t| small. Let f0 = (g0, h) be a lift ofg0 and ft := (gt, h) ∈
I6k−1,4k−1. Similarly to the argument in§6.1, choose an open neighborhoodW of G−1

0 (0)
such thath(x) , h(y) for any (x,y) ∈ W. Then there existsǫ > 0 such thatG−1

t (0) ⊂ W

for |t| < ǫ; this follows from the explicit description of the change ofthe multiple point set
of gt (see below). Thusft ∈ K6k,4k−1 for |t| < ǫ and is a lift ofgt.

By the definition (2.4) of the invariantE, its jumpE(gt)− E(g−t) (t , 0) is described by
the change of linking numbers ofLǫ

i
’s becauseH( ft) remains unchanged.

6.3.1. Definite self-tangencies. First, we study the jump ofE at a positive definite self-
tangency point (the argument needs no change for the negative definite case). It is clear
from Proposition 6.2 that in some local coordinate near the tangency point, the double
point set is given by

K0
= {(x1, . . . , x2k,0

2k−1) ∈ R4k−1 | x2
1 + · · · + x2

2k = −t} in thex-sheet,

K1
= {(y1, . . . , y2k,0

2k−1) ∈ R4k−1 | y2
1 + · · · + y2

2k = −t} in they-sheet,

which is empty whent > 0 and the trivial link whent < 0. This linkK0 ⊔ K1 is separated
from the other links since eachKǫ is contained in a small open set that intersects no other
components of the double point set. Thus we have the following.

Lemma 6.4. If g0 has a definite self-tangency point, then E(gt) = E(g−t).

6.3.2. Indefinite self-tangencies. Next, suppose thatg0 is liftable and has an indefinite
self-tangency point. Let 0< λ < 2k be the index ofQ. By Proposition 6.2, in some local
coordinates the double point set ofgt near the self-tangency point is given as follows:

{(x1, . . . , x2k,0
2k−1) ∈ R4k−1 | x2

1 + · · · + x2
λ − x2

λ+1 − · · · − x2
2k = t} in thex-sheet,

{(y1, . . . , y2k,0
2k−1) ∈ R4k−1 | y2

1 + · · · + y2
λ − y2

λ+1 − · · · − y2
2k = t} in they-sheet.

The versal deformation transforms the double point set by a surgery that replacesS λ−1 ×
D2k−λ with Dλ × S 2k−(λ+1) (see Figure 6.1). If 1< λ < 2k − 1, then this surgery transforms

x1

x2, . . . , x2k

t > 0

x1

x2, . . . , x2k

t < 0

T 0S0
i

S0
j

Figure 6.1. The double point set near a self-tangency point of indexone

a single component in a small neighborhood of the self-tangency point and changes no
linking numbers with other components. ThusE(gt) = E(g−t).

If λ = 1, then in each sheet the double point set has two components whent > 0: in the
x-sheet

S0
i :=
{

x1 = (x2
2 + · · · + x2

2k + t)1/2
}

andS0
j :=
{

x1 = −(x2
2 + · · · + x2

2k + t)1/2
}

,
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and in they-sheet

S1
i :=
{

y1 = (y2
2 + · · · + y2

2k + t)1/2
}

andS1
j :=
{

y1 = −(y2
2 + · · · + y2

2k + t)1/2
}

(Figure 6.1, left). Here we chooseft so that it maps thex-sheet “below” they-sheet. In
thex-sheet, whent < 0,S0

i
⊔ S0

j
is joined into a single component

T 0 := {x2
1 − t = x2

2 + · · · + x2
2k}

(Figure 6.1, right). Similarly, in they-sheetS1
i
⊔ S1

j
is joined into a single component

T 1 := {y2
1 − t = y2

2 + · · · + y2
2k
} whent < 0.

Let Lǫ∗ (∗ = i, j; ǫ = 0, 1) be the components of the double point set that containsSǫ∗
whent > 0, and letKǫ be the component of the double point set containingT ǫ whent < 0.

Case 1. Consider the caseAi , A j. Here the number of the components of the self-
intersection decreases by 1 whent changes fromt > 0 to−t.

In this case, two componentsLǫ
i
⊔ Lǫ

j
of the double point set ofgt, t > 0, are joined into

a connected double point setKǫ
= Lǫ

i
♯Lǫ

j
of g−t (ǫ = 0, 1). Other componentsLǫm (m , i, j;

ǫ = 0, 1) are unchanged. The jump of the sum of linking numbers is thus
∑

(p,ǫ)<(q,ǫ′)

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫp(gt), L

ǫ′

q (gt)) −
∑

(p,ǫ)<(q,ǫ′)

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫp(g−t), L

ǫ′

q (g−t))

=

(

lk(L0
i , L

0
j) + lk(L1

i , L
1
j) −

∑

p,q=i, j

lk(L0
p, L

1
q) +

∑

p=i, j; m,i, j,
ǫ,ǫ′=0,1

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Lǫp, L

ǫ′

m)
)

−
(

−lk(K0,K1) +
∑

m,i, j; ǫ,ǫ′=0,1

(−1)ǫ+ǫ
′
lk(Kǫ , Lǫ

′

m)
)

.

The connected-sumsKǫ
= Lǫ

i
♯Lǫ

j
are taken near the tangency point, and by a small isotopy

we may assume thatLǫ∗ (∗ = i, j; ǫ = 0, 1) satisfy the condition in Lemma 5.1. Thus by
Lemma 5.1

∑

p,q=i, j

lk(L0
p, L

1
q) = lk(K0,K1), lk(Lǫi , L

ǫ′

m) + lk(Lǫj, L
ǫ′

m) = lk(Kǫ , Lǫ
′

m).

By the above three equations, we have

E(gt) − E(g−t) = ±
lk(L0

i
, L0

j
) + lk(L1

i
, L1

j
)

4
.

Case 2. Consider the case when the versal deformation does not change the number of
the components of the self-intersection—namely,k > 1 andAi = A j. SinceLǫ

i
= Lǫ

j
turns

into Kǫ and other componentsLǫm (m , i; ǫ = 0, 1) are unchanged,E(gt) = E(g−t) follows
from the same argument as in the case 1< λ < 2k − 1.

Case 3. Whenk = 1 and a negative self-tangency occurs att = 0 in Ai = A j (namely,
two arcs get tangent to each other with opposite velocity vectors; by Lemma 2.3 no positive
self-tangency occurs), the number of the components of the self-intersection increases by
1 whent changes fromt > 0 to−t. This case is similar to Case 1.

The caseλ = 2k − 1 is similar, and we have the following.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that g0 has an indefinite self-tangency point. If the index of Q is

1 or 2k − 1, and if the versal deformation changes the number of the components of self-

intersection, then

E(gt) − E(g−t) = ±
lk(L0

i
, L0

j
) + lk(L1

i
, L1

j
)

4
,
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S1
j

S1
i

S0
i

S1
p

t −t
t

S0
jS0

p

x1,...,x2k−1

x2k+1,...,x4k−1

x2k

highest

y1,··· ,y2k−1 z1,··· ,z2k−1

y2k

y2k+1,...,y4k−1 z2k+1,...,z4k−1

z2k

middle lowest

Figure 6.2. Double point sets near the triple point

where L0
i
⊔ L1

i
= g−1

t (Ai) and L0
j
⊔ L1

j
= g−1

t (A j) are the double point set corresponding to

Ai and A j, the distinct components of the self-intersection of gt that are joined into a single

component after the versal deformation. Otherwise, E(gt) = E(g−t).

6.3.3. Triple points. Supposeg0 is liftable and has a triple point. By Proposition 6.3, in
some local coordinates, the double point set near the triplepoint in thex-sheet is given by

S1
i := {(x1, . . . , x2k−1,0,0, . . . ,0)} = +R

2k−1 × {0}2k,

S1
j := {(0, . . . ,0, t, x2k+1, . . . , x4k−1)} = {0}2k−1 × {t} × (+R2k−1)

as oriented manifolds (see Figure 6.2). The orientations are direct consequences of
Lemma 2.3. Similarly, the double point set in they-sheet is given by

S1
p := {(0, . . . , 0, − t, y2k+1, . . . , y4k−1)} = {0}2k−1 × {−t} × (−R2k−1),

S0
i := {(y1, . . . , y2k−1,0, 0, . . . , 0)} = +R

2k−1 × {0}2k,

and in thez-sheet by

S0
j := {(z1, . . . , z2k−1, t, 0, . . . , 0)} = +R

2k−1 × {t} × {0}2k−1,

S0
p := {(0, . . . ,0, 0, z2k+1, . . . , x4k−1)} = {0}2k × (−R2k−1).

Here, without loss of generality, we assume that the liftft of gt maps thex-sheet (in
Proposition 6.3) to the “highest position,” they-sheet to the “middle” and thez-sheet to
the “lowest.” The following holds by the above descriptions.

Lemma 6.6 (see [10, Remark 6.2.3]). The versal deformation changes three crossing S1
i
⊔

S1
j
, S0

i
⊔S1

p, and S0
j
⊔S0

p, changing their linking numbers or writhes by the common value

±1 (the signs are same for all the three crossings).

Let Lǫ∗ (∗ ∈ {i, j, p}, ǫ ∈ {0, 1}) be the component of the double point set containingSǫ∗.
Case 1. If all the six componentsLǫ∗ are different, then by Lemma 6.6 the versal defor-

mation changes (−1)1+1lk(L1
i
, L1

j
)+ (−1)0+1lk(L0

i
, L1

p)+ (−1)0+0lk(L0
j
, L0

p) by±(1−1+1) =
±1. Other linking numbers do not change. ThusE(gt) − E(g−t) = ±1/4.

Case 2. If Lǫ
i
= Lǫ

j
, Lǫp (ǫ = 0, 1), then the crossing change atS0

i
⊔ S1

p andS0
j
⊔ S0

p

changes (−1)0+1lk(L0
i
, L1

p)+ (−1)0+0lk(L0
i
, L0

p) by±1∓1 = 0. Other linking numbers do not
change, and the change ofw(L1

i
) (by±1) arising from the crossing change atS1

i
⊔ S1

j
does

not changeE. ThusE(gt) = E(g−t).
Case 3. If Lǫp = Lǫ

i
, Lǫ

j
(ǫ = 0, 1), then the versal deformation changeslk(L1

i
, L1

j
) −

lk(L1
i
, L0

i
) + lk(L0

i
, L0

j
) by±(1− 1+ 1) = ±1, andE(gt) − E(g−t) = ±1/4.

Case 4. The caseLǫ
j
= Lǫp , Lǫ

i
is similar to the Case 2 by symmetry, andE(gt) = E(g−t).

Case 5. If Lǫ
i
= Lǫ

j
= Lǫp, then the versal deformation changes−lk(L0

i
, L1

p) by ±1, and

the changes ofw(L1
i
), w(L0

j
) do not affectE. Thus in this caseE(gt) − E(g−t) = ±1/4.
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Putting them all together, we obtain the following.

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that g0 has a triple point. Then E(gt) = E(g−t) if Lǫ
i
= Lǫ

j
, Lǫp or

Lǫ
j
= Lǫp , Lǫ

i
, ǫ = 0, 1 (in Figure 6.2). Otherwise, E(gt) − E(g−t) = ±1/4.

6.4. The case k = 1. Forg ∈ K5,3 the invariantE is essentially the Smale invariant;

Proposition 6.8 ([10, 30]). If g ∈ K5,3 (also regarded as g ∈ K6,3 by composingR5 →֒ R6),

thenH(g) = E(g) = −Ω(g)/12, where Ω : π0(I5,3)
�−→ Z is the Smale invariant.

Proof. H = E follows from (2.4), sinceg has no self-intersection. As explained in [10],
there exists a “Seifert surface” forg—that is, an embeddingV4 →֒ R5 that restricts to
g : ∂V = R3 →֒ R5—andΩ(g) = 3σ(V)/2, whereσ denotes the signature. [30, Corol-
lary 2.4] states thatH(g) = −σ(V)/8 (eF = 0 for g ∈ K5,3). �

Remark 6.9. If g ∈ K5,3, thenE(g) = I(Y)(g)/6+ c(g) by (6.1). ThusΩ(g) = −2I(Y)(g)−
12c(g).

The double point set of genericg ∈ I5,3 is a classical link. A result of Ogasa [21]
characterizes which link can be realized as a double point set of an immersionR3

# R
5.

Theorem 6.10 (A special case of [21, Theorem 1.1]). For any link L ⊂ S 3, there exist

embeddings gǫ : S 3 →֒ R5 (ǫ = 0, 1) such that (gǫ)−1(g0(S 3) ∩ g1(S 3)) (ǫ = 0, 1) are

isotopic to the given L. Moreover, we can choose gǫ to be isotopic to the natural inclusion.

Using this, we show the second half of Theorem 2.11 and Corollary 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.11, the second half. We show that an arbitrarily large jump ofE at a
single indefinite self-tangency can occur. Any linear combination of Ekholm invariantsJ
andSt cannot satisfy this property, because their jumps are bounded [10].

For any two-component linkL = K1 ∪ K2 in S 3, choosegǫ : S 3 →֒ R5, ǫ = 0, 1 as in
Theorem 6.10. Taking a suitable connected-sum of the standard inclusion f0 : R3 →֒ R5

with g0 andg1, we obtaing := f0♯g
0♯g1 ∈ I5,3, which satisfies the following conditions:

(i) The self-intersectionA = A1⊔ A2 of g satisfiesg−1(Ai) = K0
i
∪ K1

i
with eachKǫ

1 ∪ Kǫ
2

included in thegǫ-part (gǫ)−1(A) and isotopic to the given linkL.
(ii) A lift of g exists and can be obtained by liftingg1-part intoR5×R+ and lettingg0-part

remain insideR5 × {0}.
K0

1 ∪ K0
2 is separated fromK1

1 ∪ K1
2, by (i) above. Takeqi ∈ Ai and pǫ

i
∈ Kǫ

i
so that

gǫ(pǫ
i
) = qi. Choose pathsγǫ : [0, 1] → R3 \ (gǫ)−1(A) from pǫ1 to pǫ2 in thegǫ-part. Then

C := g(γ0([0, 1]) ∪ γ1([0, 1])) is a circle inR5, which can be seen as the image of a trivial
knot. ThusC bounds an embedded 2-diskD in R5 whose interior transversely intersects
g at finitely many points outsideKǫ

i
(Figure 6.3). There is a homotopy that transformsg

only nearγ0([0, 1]) so thatg(γ0([0, 1])) gets close tog(γ1([0, 1])) alongD and eventually
D does not intersectg in its interior. During this homotopy a number of non-generic self-
intersections may appear, butA1 ⊔ A2 remains unchanged. Thus we getg′ ∈ I5,3, g′ ≃ g,
for which IntD ∩ g′ = ∅ and we can choose a local coordinate ofR5 around the tubular
neighborhood ofD so that

(1) a tubular neighborhood ofg′(γ0([0, 1])) in R3 corresponds to{(x1, x2, x3, 0, 0) | x2
1 +

x2
3 < r, |x2| ≤ 1} (r > 0 small),

(2) a tubular neighborhood ofg′(γ1([0, 1])) in R3 corresponds to{(x1, x2, 0, x2
1−x2

2+1, x5) |
x2

1 + x2
5 < r, |x2| ≤ 1}, and

(3) D corresponds to{(0, x2, 0, x4, 0) | 0 ≤ x4 ≤ 1− x2
2}
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A1

A2

g1(S 3)g0(S 3)

γ0 γ1

D

q1

q2

Figure 6.3. The self-intersection ofg in the proof of Theorem 2.11

g(γ0([0, 1]))

D

g(γ1([0, 1]))

x2

x1

x4

g0(R3)

g1(R3)

A1

A2

Figure 6.4. A neighborhood ofD in x1x2x4-plane

(see Figure 6.4). This coordinate coincides with that in Proposition 6.2, and there exists
a regular homotopy ofg′ inside this coordinate in which an indefinite self-tangencybe-
tweenA1 and A2 occurs. By Lemma 6.5,E jumps by±(lk(K0

1,K
0
2) + lk(K1

1 ,K
1
2))/4 =

±lk(K1,K2)/2 at this self-tangency. This jump can be arbitrarily large,sinceL = K1 ⊔ K2

is arbitrary. �

Proof of Corollary 2.7. The immersiong constructed in the proof of Theorem 2.11 can be
lifted to f ∈ K6,3 by lifting theg1-part intoR5 ×R+. Sincegǫ ’s are isotopic to the standard
embedding, we see thatH( f ) = 0. Changing the crossing atA1, by (2.2) we have

0−H( f{1}) =
1
2

(lk(K0
1,K

0
2) − lk(K0

1 ,K
1
2) − lk(K1

1,K
0
2) + lk(K1

1 ,K
1
2))

= lk(K1,K2).

Here we use the fact thatK0
i

and K1
j

are separated and thatKǫ
1 ⊔ Kǫ

2 is isotopic to the

given link L = K1 ⊔ K2. This means that an embeddingR3 →֒ R6 with arbitrary Haefliger
invariant can be obtained by a single crossing change from the trivial embedding. �
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Appendix A. The Jacobian in the proof of Proposition 5.3

The Jacobian matrixJ(ϕX) at~ξ in the proof of Proposition 5.3 is given by

−















































































































































































































I2k−1 −I2k−1

I2k

−I2k

−I2k−1

I2k−1

I2k−1 0

t
0 1

t
0 0

−I2k−1 0

t
0 0

t
0 −1

I2k−1 −I2k−1

I2k−1| 0 −I2k−1| 0















































































































































































































whereIN is the (N × N)-identity matrix and0 ∈ R2k−1 is the zero vector. The rows corre-
spond to the bases ofT(e6k−1,e6k−1,e4k−1)(S 6k−1× S 6k−1× S 4k−2) and the columns correspond to
the natural basis ofT~ξConf4(R4k−1) � T~ξR

16k−4. Its determinant is−1.
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