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THE E; PAGE OF THE ADAMS SPECTRAL SEQUENCE

DEXTER EDRALIN CHUA

ABsTRACT. In , Baues computed the secondary Steenrod algebra, the
algebra of all secondary cohomology operations. Together with Jibladze, they
showed that this gives an algorithm that computes all Adams d2 differentials
for the sphere .

The goal of this paper is to reinterpret their results in the language of
synthetic spectra in order to achieve stronger computational results. Using this,
we obtain an algorithm that computes hidden extensions on the E3 page that
jump by one filtration, in addition to the do differentials of Baues—Jibladze.
We then implement and run this algorithm for the sphere up to the 140" stem.

Combined with a generalized version of the Leibniz rule, these hidden
extensions allow us to compute many longer differentials with ease. In particular,
we resolve all remaining unknown ds2, d3, d4 and ds differentials of the sphere
up to the 95" stem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the most fundamental problems in homotopy theory is the computation
of stable homotopy groups of spheres. While simple to define, they have proved to
be extremely difficult to compute.



The standard way to compute stable homotopy groups is the Adams spectral
sequence [Ada58|, which seeks to compute the stable homotopy groups of a finite
spectrum X from its cohomology

H*X = P n 1 F(X,Fp).
k

The crucial observation is that H*X is not just a group, but supports the action of
cohomology operations. To capture this action, we define the algebra of all stable
cohomology operations

A=Pr_rEnd(F,).
k

This algebra is known as the Steenrod algebra, and can be described explicitly in
terms of generators and relations. Then H*X is naturally a module over A, and
the Adams spectral sequence takes the form

Ey' = Ext (H*X,F,) = m_s X

Unfortunately, even when X is the sphere, this spectral sequence is highly non-
trivial — the Fs page does not admit a simple description, and the differentials are
hard to compute.

In practice, the first problem does not present a huge obstacle. Using a computer,
one can iteratively construct a minimal free A-resolution of H*X in a fairly efficient
manner. This not only lets us read off the Ext groups; it also lets us compute the
composition product of Ext. Since the Adams spectral sequence is multiplicative,
this lets us apply the Leibniz rule effectively, which massively simplifies the work
involved in computing differentials. Similarly, we can compute Massey products and
apply Moss’ convergence theorem [Mos70| to obtain new differentials.

Equipped with a (practically) full description of the Adams F5 page, much
subsequent work was focused on developing techniques to compute differentials
by hand. In [BJ04], Baues and Jibladze tackled the Adams spectral sequence
from a different approach — they discovered an algorithm that computes all dy
differentials in the Adams spectral sequence of the sphere, thereby obtaining a
computer description of the E3 page.

The key insight of their algorithm is that just as the Adams F, page is controlled
by the Steenrod algebra, the Adams E3 page is controlled by the secondary Steenrod
algebra, the algebra of all secondary cohomology operations.

Recall that secondary cohomology operations are defined by relations between
cohomology operations. For example, the relation 58 = 0 gives rise to a secondary
cohomology operation ®, which is defined on elements x € H*X such that Sz = 0.
To construct the action, represent = as a map £: X — [F,. We then have a sequence

7 B

X %, T, o

$2F,

SF,

where any successive composition is trivial. The secondary cohomology operation is
then defined as the Toda bracket

Pz = (8,8, 7).

Just as 3 detects p, this cohomology operation ® detects p?. For example, it acts
non-trivially on the cohomology of Z/p?.

Thus, to construct the secondary Steenrod algebra, we need to know not only
all cohomology operations, but also homotopies between them. This suggests the
definition

AP = 5 70.4yS* End(F,).
k
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We similarly define the secondary cohomology functor by

HOX = P o BFF(X,Fp).
k

One then sees that the action of A® on HPX lets us recover all secondary
cohomology operations acting on H*X.

While the Steenrod algebra is an actual algebra, A is a priori only a graded
E,-ring. Nevertheless, in [Bau06|, Baues showed that A®) is in fact a differential
graded algebra over Z/p?, and explicitly computed this differential graded algebra.

Equipped with this computation, Baues and Jibladze showed that we can compute
all Adams ds differentials of a spectrum X algorithmically given H(?) X. Together
with a computation of H(2)S, they were able to implement an algorithm to compute
all dy differentials for the sphere. (Unfortunately, their implementation only managed
to reach ¢ = 40, and this theory was considered impractical by most of the broader
computational homotopy theory community. This is, in fact, not true, as our
implementation shows.)

The main thesis of this paper is that knowledge of the secondary Steenrod algebra
in fact gives us “full control” of the Adams E3 page, not just the F3 page as a group.
While the E3 page of the Adams spectral sequence inherits a multiplication from
the Es page, this is not the full picture; the “F5 page product” ought to know about
products up to one filtration higher. For example, it should be able to detect hidden
extensions that jump by one filtration, as well as relations of the form

V3 = 7720 + ne.

This knowledge is extremely useful for computing the Adams spectral sequence.
Consider a hypothetical Adams chart as in Figure [l

FIGURE 1. An example Adams chart with hidden extensions

In this diagram, there are hidden 7 extensions from x to y and from a to b. Using
a generalized version of the Leibniz rule, we can deduce that

ds(hi1z) =“nz” = y.

Similarly, we can divide the differential ds(b) = hic along 7 to learn that dz(a) = c.
Crucially, this lets us relate differentials of different lengths, and in particular
differentials on pages beyond the Fs page.

Main results. The paper has three main results, and is divided into three parts
accordingly.

[[ The n-ary Steenrod algebra. Our first result is to formalize the relationship

between the secondary Steenrod algebra and the Adams Fs5 page using the language

of synthetic spectra |[Pst22] [BHS19, Appendix A|. Recall that for any Adams

type spectrum E, the category Syng of E-based synthetic spectra is a symmetric
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monoidal category that interpolates between Comodg, p and Sp. Specifically, there
is an endomorphism 7 of the unit S such that

Modg, =2 Comodg, g, Mod,-15 = Sp.
Further, there is a synthetic analogue functor v: Sp — Syny such that
CrovX =2EX, 17 'wX=X
under the respective isomorphisms, and the 7-Bockstein spectral sequence
T xCT @ VX = Extp, p(Fy, B X) = Tuu7 v X = 1.X

of v X is exactly the F-based Adams spectral sequence for X, at least up to a sign.
In the language of synthetic spectra, Modc, is the category controlling the Adams
E5 page. Similarly, Moden fully captures information about the Adams E,, 1 page.
In particular, the “E, 1 page product” we alluded to is simply the composition
product in Modcn.
Using this, we reinterpret and extend Baues and Jibladze’s result as

Theorem 1.1. Define the n-ary Steenrod algebra by

A™ = @D 79,y F End(F,).
k

and let E =T,. Then there is a cocontinuous functor

H™: Modcrn — Mod®h,,

that is fully faithful when restricted to the full stable subcategory generated by objects
of the form Ct" @ vX where X is a finite type spectrum.

We will prove this in Part [I| of the paper, as well as compatibility results between
different n’s. Of course, we are mostly interested in the n = 2 case; the higher n
result is not practically useful without a computation of the n-ary Steenrod algebra
itself.

Computing F3 page data. In Part 2] we specialize to the case n = 2, where the
secondary Steenrod algebra A®?) was explicitly computed by Baues. Since A® is
a differential graded algebra over Z/p?, standard homological algebra gives us a
model category presentation of Mod 4(2), which we can use to perform computations
in Modg, 2.

After describing the explicit algorithms to perform these computations, we
implement them at the prime 2 and compute the following data up to the 140"
stem:

(1) all dy differentials;

(2) all Modg,2 products with E3 page indecomposables up to the 39" stem;
and

(3) select Modg,2 Massey products, including the Adams periodicity operator.

The primary purpose of this part is to document the details of the algorithm itself,
and is largely aimed towards an audience interested in implementing the algorithm.
The reader is encouraged to skip this part entirely if they are only interested in the
mathematical underpinnings of the algorithm (and are satisfied with “we have a
model category presentation so we can compute anything”). Those who are interested
in using the results to perform Adams spectral sequence calculations should read
Section |10} which explains how to retrieve and interpret our generated data.

4



[8 Computing Adams differentials. Finally, in Part[3} we use the computer generated
data to compute new Adams differentials. We first formally define our notion of a
hidden extension and prove a generalized version of the Leibniz rule. Using this,
we resolve various unknown differentials in [[WX20b]. In particular, we resolve all
remaining unknown ds, ds, d4 and ds differentials up to the 950 stem.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Christian Nassau, Dan Isaksen, Haynes
Miller, John Rognes, Martin Frankland, Mike Hopkins, Piotr Pstragowski, Robert
Bruner and Robert Burklund for helpful discussions related to this paper.

Part 1. The n-ary Steenrod algebra
2. OVERVIEW
The goal of this part is to construct the comparison functor
H™: Modcrn — Mod®h,,
and show that it is an equivalence on finite type objects.

We begin by introducing the category Modg» in Section [3] After proving basic
categorical properties of the category, we move on to study duals in this category.
The goal is to show that despite not being dualizable, the object C7™ € Modgn» for
m < n still behaves as if it were dualizable under many circumstances. For example,
the natural map to its double dual is an equivalence.

We next introduce the n-ary Steenrod algebra in Section[4] After constructing
A as a graded E;-ring, we show that it in fact strictifies to an algebra over a
suitable quotient of the sphere. In the case n = 2, this recovers Baues’ result that
A®) is a differential graded algebra over Z/p?>. We end by computing the secondary
A(0) as a primer to the full secondary Steenrod algebra introduced in Section

In Section |5, we construct the comparison functor H(™, show that it is an
equivalence on finite type objects, and prove naturality in n.

Our main result implies that the composition product in Modg,» can be computed
as the composition product in Mod 4»). However, this is not quite true for the
composition of bigraded mapping groups [X%* X, Y]; they only agree up to a sign!
This is the infamous discrepancy between the product in the Adams Es page and the
product in Ext [Ada58, p. 196]. We will understand this in Section |§| by carefully
keeping track of the coherence data defining locally bigraded categories. Note that
this is important even when p = 2, since we are now working over Z/4, not Z/2!

Conventions.

Notation 2.1. If C is a spectrally enriched category and X,Y € C, we use C(X,Y)
to denote the mapping space and Fe(X,Y) for the mapping spectrum. Thus,
C(X,Y)=Q%F:(X,Y). We will write Fg, as F.

If C is presentably symmetric monoidal, we write C(X,Y’) for the internal Hom.

Notation 2.2. We always use DX to mean the weak dual of X in the appropriate
category. That is, DX = C(X,1).

Notation 2.3. We write v,: Sp — Modg,» for the functor X — Cm" @ vX.
Notation 2.4. We define bigraded suspension in Syng by
(ZPX)(P) =S X(Z7*7P).

In particular, categorical suspension is 3!, while »¥ = %1%y, This is chosen to
be compatible with the Adams spectral sequence, and differs from [Pst22].
5



3. MODULES OVER C7"

The goal of this section is to construct and understand the category Modc ».
Recall that the Adams d,,, differential is given by the connecting homomorphism
of
O-mtlor 5 o™ — O™l

which can be lifted to Modg» if m < n. In our future arguments, we would like to
manipulate C7™ as if it were dualizable. However, if m < n, then this is not true.
Nevertheless, CT™ is “finite enough” that in the situations of interest, it behaves as
if it were dualizable. Specifically, we shall show that

Theorem 3.1. Let X € Modg.» be such that the underlying object in Syng s
dualizable. Then

(1) If Y € Sp is a filtered colimit of objects in Spép, then the map
DX ® v,Y — Moden (X, v,Y)

is an equivalence.
(2) The map X — DDX is an equivalence.

We will prove these in Theorems [3.10] and [3.16] respectively.

3.1. The category Modc,~». To define Modg,» at all, we have to construct C'7"
as an E.-ring, which does not follow from the definition as the cofiber as 7. To
make it a ring, we need an alternative description of C'7".

Recall that Syny comes with a natural ¢-structure compatible with the symmetric
monoidal structure [Pst22, Propositions 2.16, 2.29]. By |Pst22, Lemma 4.29], we
can write

Ct" = 7.,S.

This immediately gives

Corollary 3.2. There is a sequence of Ex.-1ings

S—--=Cr— .- =0 = Cr? = Cr. O

This allows us to define the categories Modg,», which are symmetric monoidal.
As expected, these come with a natural ¢-structure.

Lemma 3.3. Let (Modcrn)>0 and (Modern)<o be the full subcategories of Modcirn
consisting of modules whose underlying object in Syng, is connective and co-connective
respectively. Then these form a right-complete t-structure compatible with filtered
colimits and the symmetric monoidal structure.

Proof. By |Lurl2, Proposition 1.4.4.11], there is a t-structure whose connective
part is generated by {VnP}PeSpfp7 and standard arguments (e.g. |[Lurl2, Lemma
E

5.3.2.12.3]) show that the connective part is (Modgrn)>o. It follows from the
adjunction that the co-connective objects are those whose underlying object is
co-connective.

The right-completeness and compatibility with filtered colimits follow from the
same properties of the t-structure on Syng. Compatibility with the symmetric
monoidal structure follows from the bar construction model of the tensor product. [

Our original motivation was to study the cofiber sequence
Yo-m+lor 5 orm — ot

whose connecting map is the Adams differential. This cofiber sequence is easy to
construct in Syng, and we can lift it uniquely to one in Modg,» by virtue of
6



Lemma 3.4. For any k € Z, any diagram in (Syng)p, k+n) lifts uniquely to a
diagram in Modgn .

Proof. Tt suffices to prove this for the £ = 0 case, and we have to show that
(Mods_,)jo,n) — (Syng)jo,n) is an equivalence. This follows from the general fact
that given a compatible localization functor on a symmetric monoidal category, the
category of local objects is equivalent to the category of local modules over the
localization of the unit. O

Corollary 3.5. For k <m <n and X € Sp, the object C7™ @ vX has a unique
Ct"-structure. Further, the cofiber sequence

Yo-kormTk ouX —» O ovX — OrF @ vX
has a unique lift to Modgn . O

3.2. Almost dualizable objects. When m < n, the object C7™ € Modgn» is not
dualizable. However, it does have the redeeming quality of being almost dualizable.

Definition 3.6. Let D be a presentably stable symmetric monoidal co-category
with a compatible t-structure. We say X € D is almost dualizable if we can write
X = colim X}, where

(1) X is dualizable; and

(2) X, — X is a k-equivalence (i.e. it is an equivalence after 7<y).

Remark 3.7. In favorable circumstances, one can show that this agrees with the
notion of almost compactness of [Lurl2] Definition 7.2.4.8].

Example 3.8. A spectrum is almost dualizable iff it is finite type, i.e. it is bounded
below and H,.(X;Z) is finite dimensional in each degree.

Lemma 3.9. Let X € Modg,» be almost dualizable and Y € Sp. Suppose Y can
be written as a filtered colimit of objects in Spgp. Then the natural map

DX ®@v,Y — Modg,n (X, v,Y)
s an equivalence.

Proof. First observe that if Y is in fact in Spgp , then 1,Y is dualizable, and the
result holds unconditionally for all X.

Let X = colim X}, as in the definition of almost dualizable. Let X* be the cofiber
of X}, — X. Then X* is k-connected. By |Pst22, Lemma 4.29], we know v, Y is
n-coconnected.

We can write our map as

DX ®@v,Y — limModgrm (Xg, v,Y) = lim(DXy ® 1,Y),

whose fiber is lim(DX* @ v,,Y).

By right-completeness, it suffices to show that DX* ®v,,Y is (n — k)-coconnected.
Since the t-structure is compatible with filtered colimits and v,, preserves filtered
colimits, we may assume Y € Spép. Then DX* ® v,,Y = Modg,(DX*,1,Y), and
the result follows. O

Theorem 3.10. Let X € Modg~. If the underlying object of X is dualizable, then
X is almost dualizable.

Proof. By shifting X, we may assume that X is connective. Let X, be the bar
construction on X as a C'7"-module. Then we can write

m

X = colim X, = colim (co{l})m X.> .
<m
7



Since Xy = (C7™)* ® X is free on a dualizable object, it is dualizable. Further,
when k > m, the cofiber of

colim X, — colim X,
Aop AOP
<m <k

is m~connected [Lurl2l Proposition 1.2.4.5.4], so colion<pm Xe — X is an m-
equivalence. O

3.3. Weak duals in Modg,». Finally, we compute the weak dual of C7™ €
Modg,n, and show that the natural map C7™ — DDCT™ is an equivalence. We
begin by computing the (strong) dual in Synp.

Lemma 3.11. In Synp, the dual of 7: £%71S — S is ¥%17: § — £OIS,
Thus, we have
DCr™ =y~ brtlom,

Proof. For the first part, the map 7 is constructed by starting with the following
diagram in Spép :
Sfl

i

SO

|

* —— S

—
—
applying v to get

and then taking the induced map S%~! = S~ — S. Since v is symmetric
monoidal and the dual of the first diagram is a suspension of the original diagram,
the result follows.

The second part follows immediately from the first. O

If X € Modg,n, then its weak dual is defined to be Mode.~(X,C7™). The
key to understanding the weak dual is the observation that C'7" is not just a free
Ct™module, but a cofree one as well.

Let F 4U: Modg,» = Syng be the free-forgetful adjunction. Since U preserves
all colimits, it has a right adjoint C.

Lemma 3.12. We have
Cs=x~trHorn,

Proof. Since UC' is right adjoint to UF, we find that
UC(X)=DCm" ®X.
So the result follows from Corollary O
Remark 3.13. In fact, one can show that ¢ = X—Lnt+lp,
Corollary 3.14. There is a natural equivalence of functors
UD = xb"""1pU.
Proof. This follows from the more general relation
UModg,(X,CY) =Syng(UX,Y),
whose proof is formal abstract nonsense using the projection formula
UFZeX)2ZUX. O

Corollary 3.15. In Modg.n, if m < n, then DCT™ = X0m=—nCrm, O
8




Theorem 3.16. Let X € Modg,» be such that UX is dualizable. Then the natural
map X — DDX is an equivalence.

Proof. Since the equivalence UD = X"~ DU preserves the co-evaluation map,
this follows from the conservativity of U. O

4. THE n-ARY STEENROD ALGEBRA

4.1. Constructing the n-ary Steenrod algebra. Let n € [0, oc]. Informally, we
can define the n-ary Steenrod algebra as

A = P 70,0 5" End(F,).
k

While this is easy to write down as a graded spectrum, the E;-ring structure
requires performing a categorical dance.

Definition 4.1. The category of graded spectra is Sp®" = Sp”, where Z is viewed
as a discrete abelian group. This is a symmetric monoidal category under Day
convolution.

We give this a t-structure by declaring the connective part to be Spéo.

Definition 4.2. We define the bigraded spheres S** € Sp®" to be S in degree b
and 0 elsewhere. We define [k]: Sp® — Sp&" to be S** @ (—).

The first step in constructing A™ as an E;-ring in SpZ is to construct the
E;-ring that is End(F,) in every degree. This follows from the functoriality of Day
convolution.

Lemma 4.3 (|[Nik16, Corollary 3.8]). Let f: C — C’ be symmetric monoidal and D
a presentably symmetric monoidal category. Then

(1) f*: D¢ — DC is lax symmetric monoidal; and

(2) fu: D€ — D is symmetric monoidal,
where f* is the restriction functor and f, is the left adjoint to f*. O

In our case, we have symmetric monoidal functors

2 A
{0} = Z — {0}
which result in four functors between Sp® and Sp:
U Xe = Xp.
(14X )o = X and vanishes in non-zero degrees.
(A*X), = X for all n.
AXe =, X,..
Then A*End(F,) is the Eq-ring that is End(F,) in every degree. We next need
to apply the shift 2%,

Lemma 4.4. There is a cocontinuous Eqi-monoidal functor ®: Sp® — Sp®" that
sends {Xi} to {SF Xy}

Proof. By |Lurl2, Proposition 4.8.1.10], such a functor is equivalent to an Ei-
monoidal functor Z — Sp8°, which we choose to send k to S¥*. Then ® is the
unique cocontinuous functor extending this, and must be of the given form. O

Definition 4.5. We define (™ : Sp — Sp&" by &) = Tlo,n) PA™.

This is a lax Ej-monoidal functor and @YX = (&) X)[—1].
9



Definition 4.6. The n-ary Steenrod algebra is the E;-ring in Sp®" given by
A™ = (™ End(F,).
The n-ary cohomology functor

#™): Sp — Mod®l,,

is given by
HMW(X) = oM F(X,F,).

The following lemmas are immediate from definition:
Lemma 4.7. H") sends sums to products and H™ (LX) = H™ (X)[1]. O
Lemma 4.8. Let 7 € 11 1.A™ be the identity map in SEnd(F,). Then there is an

isomorphism of rings
Tu A = A[7] /T,
where A is the ordinary Steenrod algebra. Further, as an 7T*7*.,4(")—m0dule, we have
Tu M (X) = H*(X)[1] /7"

Thus, we have
HOD(X) = A"V @ 1) HM(X). O

Remark 4.9. A(>®) is a shift algebra in the sense of [PV19], and H(>®)(X) is a
periodic A(>)-module.

This lets us apply the results of [PV19, Section 4]. In particular, H(™ (X) is a
potential (n — 1)-stage, and there is an obstruction theory for the space of possible
values of H(™ (X) given H*(X). In many cases of interest (e.g. the sphere), this
space is connected, so any A(™-module with the right homotopy groups must be

HM(X).

Remark 4.10. It follows from the descriptions of the homotopy groups that if
A — B — C induces a short exact sequence on cohomology, then H(™(A) —
H™(B) — H™(C) is a cofiber sequence.

In order to connect Mod 4(») to Modc,n», we will need an alternative description
of Mod 4(n). Recall the Py construction from [Lur09, Definition 5.5.8.8], and write

PSP(C) for the stabilization of Pg(C). By [Lurl6, Remark C.1.5.9], PZSlD (C) is the
full subcategory of Fun(C°P, Sp) of (finite) product-preserving functors.

Definition 4.11. We let Free 4») be the full subcategory of Mod 4 consisting of
finite direct sums of modules of the form A [K].

Lemma 4.12. There is an equivalence of categories
P;p(FreeA(n)) = MOdA(n)
with inverse given by the spectral Yoneda embedding.

Proof. The inclusion of Free 4(») gives a cocontinuous map
F: Pg(FreeA(n)) — MOdA(n) .

We claim this is fully faithful with essential image given by (Mod 4 )>0. By [Lur09,
Proposition 5.5.8.22], we need to show that the inclusion of Free 4 is fully faithful
with image given by compact projective generators. The first part is clear and the
second follows from |Lurl2, Corollary 7.1.4.14].
Since Mod 4(») is the stabilization of its connective part, the stabilization Fof F
is an equivalence of categories.
10



Let G and G be the right adjoints to F and F respectively. By combining
|[Lur09, Corollary 5.2.6.5, Proposition 5.5.8.10], we know G is given by the Yoneda
embedding.

For the spectral version, note that we must have 0@ = @, since both are right
adjoints to F' = FE?;’. By |Lurl2, Corollary 1.4.2.23], any two left exact functors
Mod 4y — Ps(Free 4)) that agree after applying Q°° must in fact agree. So G
must be the spectral Yoneda embedding. O

Remark 4.13. Given a presheaf X : FreeJof(n) — Sp, the underlying A-module
of X is given by

Xy, = X(A™[k]).
Iface WO’gA(n) = Ay, then its action on X is given by applying the presheaf to

a: AW — AM™,

This is all standard; the less-obvious part is the action of 7. Informally, we expect
this to be given by X acting on 7: SA™[1] — A™. However, Z.AM[1] is not
an object in Free 4»y. Nevertheless, the map 7 is represented by a commutative
diagram

A1) — *
« — A,

Applying X to this diagram then gives a map XX — X[—1], which is the action of
T.

The category Free 4(») in turn admits a more direct definition in terms of Eilenberg—
Maclane spectra.

Definition 4.14. Let My, be the full subcategory of Sp consisting of finite sums
of shifts of Fp,.

Lemma 4.15. The n-ary cohomology functor gives an equivalence of categories
hpMp, = Freei’f(n).

Under the isomorphism Mod 4(n) = ng(hn./\/lf;};), the n-ary cohomology H™ X of a
spectrum X corresponds to the presheaf

M = 110,y F (X, M).
This is an immediate consequence of the following more general lemmas:
Lemma 4.16. Let X € Sp and M € M]Fp. Then the natural map
H™: Sp(X, M) — Mod gy (H™ (M), 1™ (X))
18 n-truncation.

Proof. Since H(™) preserves shifts and direct sums, we may assume M = A, Then
the right-hand side is

Mod 4y (A™, H™ (X)) = Sp# (1S, H™ (X)) = Sp(S, *H™ (X))
= Sp(S7T[O,n)F(X7 Fp)) = Tﬁnsp(Xv FP)
[l

We end with a lemma on the naturality of this isomorphism.
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Lemma 4.17. Let m < n. Under the isomorphism Mod 4(n) = PZSp(hnME’), the
forgetful functor Mod 4(m) — Mod g(ny corresponds to restriction along h, Mg® —
B MSP '

m ]Fp i
Proof. Tt suffices to show that they have the same left adjoint. By construction, the
left adjoint to restriction along hn/\/@? — hm/\/l%i is the unique stable cocontinuous

functor PSP (hy MgP) — PSP (hy MEP) that extends the map hy MgP — fy, MY
Since A™ @ 4(ny (—) also fits this description, we are done. O

Remark 4.18. The equivalence Mod 4(n) = ng(hn/\/l%i’) lets us directly construct

the category of modules over A without constructing A itself. A version of
this was studied by [BG20| using the language of model categories. They were then
able to prove directly that it encodes information about the Adams E, 11 page.

4.2. Strictifying the n-ary Steenrod algebra. A priori, the algebra A" is a
ring over S. In the n =1 case, we know it is in fact a ring over F,, which is much
easier to work with. In the n = 2 case, Baues [Bau06} Section 5] showed that A(?)
is a ring over Z/p?, which also allows us to employ homological algebra machinery
to perform computations. In general, A is a ring over a suitable truncation of
the sphere.

Definition 4.19. For E an Adams type homology theory and n > 1, define the

truncation functor

T<En = (—)ani Sp>o = Sp>o

by
2. X = XE, = Fsyn (S, CT" @ vX).

Lemma 4.20. The functor X — an is lax symmetric monoidal and natural in
n. Moreover, there is a natural transformation of lax symmetric monoidal functors
X — an. On homotopy groups, this kills elements whose image in the E-based
Adams spectral sequence has t-coordinate at least n. O

Remark 4.21. The definition of 7Z, makes sense for non-connective spectra as
well, but the effect on negative homotopy groups is more subtle.

Example 4.22. S = F,, S2, = Z/p? and 7.8%, = Z/8[n]/n?.
By construction, we know that

Lemma 4.23. F(C7"™,—): Modg,» — Sp lifts to a lax symmetric monoidal functor
Modgrn — MOdS]Fp . [l
<n

Theorem 4.24. A™ lifts to an E-algebra in Modép .

<n
Proof. By |BHS20, Construction C.17|, there is a symmetric monoidal functor
Z — Syng that sends n to S%=7. Call this functor S®~°.
Consider the composite
Sp Syng, E Syn%P ®&' Syn%p A Mod%, . Fler= Sp” 2, Sp”.
All the functors are lax symmetric monoidal, and the last two maps naturally lift to
Modgfp . So it suffices to show that A is the image of End(F,) under this map.

<n
Let this composite be F,gc,n». We consider the variations Fy and F, defined as
follows:

e F, is obtained by replacing the fourth and fifth maps of F,gc,~» with

Syn%p PGS Sp”.

12



e [y is obtained by replacing the first map of F,, with Y : Sp — SynFP (recall
that Y = 7~ !v is the spectral Yoneda embedding).

We then have natural transformations

F, —— Fygcm

|

Fy

of lax symmetric monoidal functors. It suffices to show that
(2) F,End(F,) = 7>0Fy End(F,); and
(3) Fugcr End(F,) = 7« F, End([F,).

The last two can be checked on homotopy groups. To prove the first, note that on
T-invertible spectra, F (S, —) is canonically equivalent to 771 : Syny, — Sp as a lax

symmetric monoidal functor. Further, S®~* is constructed so that after 7-inversion,
it is the symmetric monoidal functor that is constantly the unit. So we are done. [

4.3. The secondary A(0). Before we move on, it is prudent to give some intuition
for what A looks like. In Section we are going to give a full description
of A®). However, this description is fairly complex and it is easy to get lost in
the details. To provide a simpler example, we instead look at the secondary .A(0),
defined by

A(0)? = D 70,1 =" Endz (F,).
kez
To compute this, we use the following explicit presentation of F, € Mody:

Z{x1}
Fp = lp
Z{xo}
Then Endg(F,) is given by
Z{xy @ x5}
J(p,—p)
Endz(Fp) =F, ® F), = Z{xo ® xf, 11 @ x7}
[
Z{xo ® x7}.

As is well-known, 7, Endz(F,) = F,{1, 5}, with explicit representatives given by
l=zy®@a;—z1Q2], [=u1u0R].

By definition, .A(0)(® is the sum of truncations

k=0 k=1 k=2
Z{z1 ® x5} Z{z1 @ 21} ® Fp{wo @ 25 — 21 @ a7} Fp{wo ® a7}
lp l(zuo) J
Z{xy @ xf — 11 @ =7} Z{xo ® 7} 0

13



In A(0)®, we let 1 and 3 be the corresponding classes in cohomological degree 0,
and define the following classes in cohomological degree 1:

o =21 ®xh, T=xoRx)— T x].

Thus, po is the null-homotopy of p, while 7 detects the copy of 1 in cohomological
degree 1. We can then write A(0)) as the chain complex

Z{pio, poB} ® Fp{r, 78} ltol =0, d(uo) =p

A(0)® = ,
() Jd 7] =1, d(r)=0.
Z{1, 8}
As for the algebra structure, 7 acts centrally, while we have the crucial relation
Bro = poB + 7.

This relation encodes the fact that 5 detects p.

We now have a full description of .A(O)(z). However, this is a differential graded
algebra over Z, instead of the promised Z/p?. To remedy this, observe that as a
chain complex, A(O)(g) is in fact equivalent to one over [F,, — we can simply quotient
out the pg factors and end up with A(0) in cohomological degrees 0 and 1. However,
this quotienting does not respect the algebra relation Sug = uoB + 7. Nevertheless,
since pr = 0, we can quotient out pug, and get our final presentation

Fp{po, noB} ® Fp{r, 73}
A(O)(Q) = ld )

Z/p*{1, 5}

Equipped with a presentation of A(0)®), we can now compute the secondary
cohomology of various Z-modules. The simplest Z-module is, of course, Z itself.
Tracing through the definitions gives the following presentation of the secondary
cohomology of Z:

lto| =0, d(po) = p,
|7|=1, d(r)=0.

o Fp{/ff()} D FP{T} ‘MO‘ =0, d(:uO) =D,
- [ =1, =0
Z/p*®

The only non-trivial A(0)(® action is given by

Bro =T
Alternatively, this can be described as A(0)?) /(A(0)) ).

Remark 4.25. While there is a ring map k — .,4(0)(2)7 this does not map to the
literal center of A(0)(?). Instead, there is a chain homotopy between the left and
right multiplication maps.

More interestingly, we can look at two-cell complexes. The first example we can
look at is Z/p. Since this has cells in degrees 0 and 1, as a chain complex, we have

HO(Z/p) = k{a} @ k{b}, la|=0, [b]=1.

However, there is a non-trivial A(0)) action given by Ba = b. This distinguishes
it from H(Z @ Z[1]), which has the same underlying chain complex but with
Ba = 0. Of course, this difference already manifests itself on the level of ordinary
cohomology, without having to go to the secondary level.

14



On the other hand, Z/p? and Z @ Z[1] do have the same ordinary cohomology
groups. We can compute that H(?) (Z/p?) is again k{a} @ k{b}, but now the A(0)?
action is given by

Ba = pb.
Since pb is null-homotopic, this is not visible on the level of ordinary cohomology.
Instead, this is detected by the secondary cohomology operation associated to the
equation 3 = 0. Indeed, we can compute

(B,8,a) =0-a+pB-pob=r1b

with no indeterminacy.

5. THE COMPARISON FUNCTOR

Set 2 =IF,. In this section, we will construct the comparison functor

H™: Modg,n — ModF,,,

and show that it has the desired properties. The constructions will work when n = co
as well, in which case we set Modg» to be Syn]Fp7 the category of hypercomplete
synthetic spectra, and C7™ ® (—) is the hypercompletion functor.

5.1. Constructing the comparison functor. The comparison functor will be
a natural extension of the n-ary cohomology functor H(™: Sp — ModoAp(n) along
Vp: Sp — Modg,». To construct this functor, we use the isomorphism
Mod 4n) 2 PSP (hn MEP).
By Lemma the n-ary cohomology functor can then be described by
H(X) (M) = 710,y F(X, M).

To extend %™ along the map v, we need to express Tio,n) (X, M) in terms of
v, X. This follows from the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a homotopy F,-module. Then vM = 1>0F(—, M). Thus,
for any X € Sp, we have

Fsyn, (X, vM) = 150F(X,M).

Further, the functor CT" @ (=) exhibits Frode,n (VnX, vn M) as the n-truncation of
Fsyn, (vX,vM).

Proof. By construction, vM is the sheafification of 75>9F (—, M). Thus, we have
to show that 7>oF(—, M) is already a sheaf. By [Pst22, Theorem 2.8], we have to
show that if A — B — C' is a cofiber sequence in Sp]JFcf with the second map being
an (F,).-surjection, then
TZ()F(C,M) — TZ()F(B,M) — TZ()F(A,M)
is a fiber sequenceﬂ Since this is a fiber sequence before applying 7>, it suffices to
show that
[B,M]—[A,M] =0
is exact. Since I, is Adams type, this is given by
Hom]pp((IFp)*B, M,) — Hom]Fp((IFp)*A,M*) — 0.

Since (Fp)+A — (F,).B splits, the result follows.
To prove the second part, note that v preserves filtered colimits, so it suffices to
prove this when X is finite, which follows from Yoneda’s lemma.

1|Pst22, Theorem 2.8] states this for presheaves of spaces instead of spectra. However, the
proof reduces it to the case of spectra and proves it for spectra.
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The last part follows from the construction of 7 (for n = co, use that vM is

already hypercomplete). O
Corollary 5.2. The composite
v cre(—
Mg, Sp Syng, il Modgrn

identifies the image with hy, Mg, .
This allows us to define the comparison functor as follows:

Definition 5.3. We define (™ : Modg,n — ng(hn./\/l%;’)‘)p =~ Mod®?

A DY

H(n) (X>(M) = FMOdc-rn (X7 VnM)

It is easy to see that (™) preserves the two suspension functors (but see Section@
for crucial details), and a little diagram chase shows that #(™) sends 7 to 7.

For the rest of the section, we will use H(™) to refer to this extended functor on
Modg~ instead of the n-ary cohomology functor.

Remark 5.4. A useful property of the comparison functor H(™ is that it is
cocontinuous, unlike the n-ary cohomology functor. The trade-off is that v, is, of
course, not cocontinuous.

5.2. Fully faithfulness of the comparison functor. We shall show that #(™
is fully faithful when restricted to the full subcategory of finite type objects.

Recall that a spectrum X is finite type if it is bounded below and H,(X;Z) is
finite dimensional in each degree. In other words, it is a bounded below spectrum
built with finitely many cells in each degree. We let Sp’* C Sp be the full subcategory
of finite type spectra. By Kiinneth’s formula, this is closed under tensor products.
Definition 5.5. Let ModétTn C Modg,» be the full stable subcategory generated
by {VﬂP}PGSpf”'

n . . t o
Theorem 5.6. H"™) restricts to a fully faithful functor ModéT,L — Modjn).
fact, for any X € Modg,» and Y € ModétTn, the map

H™ . Modgrn (X,Y) — Mod g (K™Y, 1™ X)

s an equivalence.

In

The proof requires some auxiliary lemmas, which we will prove after proving the
main theorem.

Proof. Let C C Modg,n» be the full subcategory of Modg» consisting of spectra Y
such that for any X € Mod¢,n, the map

Ftode,n (X,Y) = Fyod ) (H™MY, HMX)

acm

is an equivalence. Then C is stable and is closed under limits preserved by H (™)
(that is, limits that are sent to colimits in Mod 4()).
By the spectral Yoneda lemma, Mg, C C.

Next, we show that if P € Sp’*, then v, (F, ® P) € C. Indeed, we can write
F,® P =P,
where k; — oco. By Corollary we have
vn(Fp @ P) = v S5 F, = [[vaZHF,.
Since H(™ is cocontinuous, it preserves direct sums. Thus, we have
HO ][ vnZhF, = HW PS5 F, = [[ H v B4 F, = P HM v, S5 F,.
16



So the direct product is preserved by H(™) and v, (F, ® P) eC.
Finally, if P € Sp’*, then by Lemma its Adams spectral sequence converges.
That is, we have
v, P = l'glyn(CB'(Fp) ® P).

By Lemma [5.10] this limit is preserved by H(™. So v, P € C. O
We now prove the various lemmas used in the proof.
Lemma 5.7. Let X be k-connective. Then m, v X = mqpvn X =0 when a < k.

Proof. We first prove the vX version. By [Pst22, Theorem 4.58], this is true for
b < 0. For b > 0, the long exact sequence from [Pst22, Proposition 4.57] gives
Ext’y V(F,, HoX) — map-10X — mapv X — Ext T (F,, H.X).
So the result follows from the vertical vanishing line of Ext.
As for the v, version, the n < oo case follows from the cofiber sequence
Yoy X Ty X —— O @ vX.

When n = oo, since X is connective, we have v, X = VXI/)\. Since XZ/,\ is also
k-connective, the result follows. O

Corollary 5.8. Let {X;}ien be a sequence of spectra such that X; is k;-connective
and k; — oo. Then

Dx. =[x v (@Xi) = DX, = [[raX.

Proof. The first part is standard. The equality v, (P X;) = @ v, X; follows from
v, preserving finite coproducts and filtered colimits, hence infinite coproducts. To

show that
@VnXi = HVnXi>

we use the fact that Modg,» is generated by shifts of {v, P} Pespl? under colimits.
Fp

So it suffices to show that

[VnR @ VnXZ} o = [l/nP, H VnXZ} o

Since v, P is compact, this is equivalent to showing that

@ [V P v X;])5™ = H [V Povn X357

Since v, P is dualizable and v, DP ® v, X; = v,(DP ® X;), we may assume that
P =S. So we have to show that

@ '/T*,*VnXi = H ’/T*,*VnXi

This follows from the previous vanishing line. O

Lemma 5.9. If X is any bounded below spectrum, then v, X is v,[F,-nilpotent
complete in Modc,~. That is,

v, P = l'glyn(C’B'(Fp) ® P).

Proof. If n < oo, this is [BHS19, Lemma A.12], since limits in Mod g« are computed
in Syng .

If n = oo, then by [Pst22, Propositions 5.4, 5.6], we have v, X = vXp,. Since
X is bounded below, by [Bou79, Theorem 6.6], we know that X, = X]If‘\p, the
F,-nilpotent completion of X. By [BHS19, Proposition A.11], we know that Z/Xﬁ\p
is V), = v [Fp-nilpotent complete. (I
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Lemma 5.10. Let P € Sp’t. Then H("") preserves the limit
v P > LiLnVn(CB'(IFp) ® P).

Proof. Sifted colimits in ng(hn/\/l%‘;) are evaluated pointwise, so we evaluate both
sides on v, M € h, Mp,. The left-hand side is

(H v, P) (v M) = 110,00 F (P, M),
while right-hand side is given by
ligFModcTn (vnCB*(F,) @ P,v, M) = ligT[O)n)F(C’B'(]Fp) ® P, M)
= ligr[o)n)F(P, F(CB*(F,), M)).

Since M is an Fp-module, the augmented simplicial object F'(CB®*(F,), M) - M
has extra degeneracies. So we are done. O

5.3. Naturality of the comparison functor. Our ultimate goal is to use the
comparison functor to compute the Adams differential, which is the long exact
sequence associated to the cofiber sequence

) »O-korm=k _ crm 5 Crt.
More precisely, we want to look at the long exact sequence induced by applying the
functor [X, (=) ®crn Y]K/’I’:)dm" to the cofiber sequence, where X,Y ¢ Modétrn.

Since C17™ ®crn Y is not in Modng when m < n, we cannot simply apply The-
orem [5.6] to translate this to the world of A-modules. Nevertheless, Theorem
tells us we can instead apply [D(—) @crn X, Y]jjoq,. . to the sequence (f) to obtain
the same result.

Thus, we are motivated to compute (™ (DCT™ @crn X) in terms of H(™ (X).

Theorem 5.11. Let m < n. Then there is a natural transformation of A" -modules
n: A @ 4o HMX = HO(DCT™ @0 X)

which is an equivalence on the stable subcategory generated by {v,Y }yesp. Moreover,
when X is of the form X%v,Y, the cofiber sequence induced by (f) corresponds to
the cofiber sequence induced by

k

Nkik p(m—k) _T__, A(m) A

Remark 5.12. We expect the compatibility property to hold unconditionally.
However, a proof eludes us.

The first part naturally breaks into two lemmas.
Lemma 5.13. Let m < n. Then there is a natural equivalence of A modules
HM(DCT™ @cpn X) = H™(CT™ @07n X).

Note that on the left-hand side, we are using the tensor product in Modgn,
whereas on the right, we are using the base change functor Mod¢cr» — Modgrm.

Proof. By Lemma [£.17] we can write the right-hand side as the presheaf
H(CT™ @crn X) (M) = Fatodg,m (CT™ @crn X, OT™ @cpn vy M)
= FModg,n (X, CT™ @cpn vy M)
= FMode,n (DCT™ @cyn X, v M)
=H"M(DCT™ @crn X) (v M),

where the third equality uses Theorem O
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Lemma 5.14. There is a natural transformation of A" -modules
A @ gy HX = HI(CT™ @0pn X)
that is an equivalence on the stable subcategory generated by {v,Y }yesp-

Proof. Taking the dual of C7" — C7™ gives a map DCT™ — DC7™ = C1™. Since
H(™ is contravariant, this gives a map of A™-modules

H X fH(n)(DCTm Qcrn X) H(m)(CTm R X).

The desired natural transformation is then the adjoint to this map.
One then observes that this is an equivalence when X = v,,Y’, where both sides
are the m-ary cohomology of Y. O

Proof of Theorem[5.11] The first part follows from Lemmas [5.13] and As
for the second part, tracing through the proof shows that the reduction map
C1™ — C7% always corresponds to the natural projection A — A®) The map
k. R0—kCrm=k _ C'r™ requires more work.

For brevity, we drop the subscripts in the tensor products. Then we have a
commutative diagram

Shik g(m—k) @ (M x T Am) gy AR gy X

Ik g

HO)(SOF DT @ X) —Ts HW(DOT™ @ X) —— H®(DOTF @ X)

where the dashed vertical arrow is induced by the universal property of a cofiber
sequence. Our goal is to show that the dashed vertical arrow is in fact n when
X =vY.

In this case, 1 is an equivalence, and the leftmost column is the k-connective
cover of the middle column. Thus, there is a unique choice of the dashed arrow that
makes the left-hand square commutes. So it suffices to show that n also makes the
left-hand square commute [

The trick is that we know H(™ (D(—) ® X) sends the map

k. x0—korm — orm
to
Tki Zk‘,kA(m) N A(m)

The maps labelled 7% in the diagram above are related to these 7% maps by the
restriction maps C7™ — C7™ % and A™ — A=) which H(™) is also known to
preserve. So in the diagram

k

Sk A @ HOVX —y SRE AR @ (X T A0 g () X

X X X
HO) (204 DOT™ @ X) —s HO(S0F DOk @ X) T HO(DOT™ © X),

we know both the large rectangle and the left square commute. Moreover, the left-
hand square exhibits the middle column as the (m — 1)-truncation of the leftmost
column, and the rightmost column is (m — 1)-truncated. So the right-hand square
must commute as well, and we are done. O

2We are trying to show that selecting the dashed map to be 1 gives a map of cofiber sequences,
which is a priori stronger than showing that the two squares commute. In this special case, our
argument shows that the latter is in fact sufficient.

19



6. LOCALLY BIGRADED CATEGORIES

Famously, the product of the Adams E> page differs from the (usual) product
of the Ext groups by a sign [Ada58| p. 196]. The goal of this section is to explain
where this sign comes from. Even at the prime 2, the sign is now important, since
the secondary Steenrod algebra is an algebra over Z/4, not Z/2.

The main issue at hand is that Modc,» and Mod 4 have two suspension
functors X0 and £%!. To define the composition product, we need to choose
natural equivalences yabya'bt’ o ata’b+d’ iy g suitably coherent fashion. While
the map H™ : Modg,n — Mod A preserves each suspension functor individually,
it does mot preserve this coherence data.

In this section, our goal is to develop a framework to keep track of these coherence
data. In Section [6.1} we warm up on the case where there is only one suspension
functor, which is relatively straightforward. In Section we follow the template
of Section to study the bigraded case. In general, it is difficult to show that a
functor preserves the coherence data. However, we will show that this is automatic
if one of the suspensions is the categorical suspension and the “obvious” coherence
data is used.

In Section we explain how these choices affect sign rules in the presence of a
symmetric monoidal structure. This motivates us to impose a non-obvious choice of
coherence data on Modc,n, which (" then fails to preserve.

6.1. Locally graded categories.

Definition 6.1. A locally graded category is a category C with an automorphism
[1]: C —C.

Example 6.2. The category Sp of spectra is a locally graded category with auto-
morphism given by X[1] = XX.

Example 6.3. The category Ab, of graded abelian groups is a locally graded
category with automorphism given by (X[1]), = X,—1.

The structure of a locally graded category gives rise to graded mapping spaces.
Let C be a locally graded category and X,Y € C. We can then define

(X, Y] = [X[1],Y],

where [t] is the ¢-fold composition of [1] (using the inverse if negative).
The graded mapping spaces inherit a composition operation

(X, Y] x [V, Z]® — [X, Z]'*5.
To define this, given f € [X,Y]! and g € [Y, Z]*, we shift f to get a map
fls]: X[t][s] = X[t + s] = Y],

and then compose with g: Y[s] = Z to get a map X[t + s] — Z. Crucially, this
involves identifying X[t][s] = X[t + s]. This is easy, since both are given by iterating
the functor [1] (¢t 4+ s) many times. One might have to be a bit careful when ¢ or s
is negative, but it turns out not to be a problem.

Nevertheless, it is worth keeping track of these identifications “properly”, which
will be crucial in the bigraded case. To do so, we define locally graded categories in
an “unbiased” way. That is, we provide functors [t]: C — C for every t € Z, together
with a coherent choice of equivalences [t] o [s] 2 [t + s]. In other words, we want an
Ei-map Z — Aut(C).

Definition 6.4. The category of locally graded categories is CatPZ.
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To reconcile the two definitions, let S* be the simplicial set given by identifying
the endpoints of A'. Then there is an inclusion map S* < BZ selecting 1 € Z.
One can check that the induced map Cat®Z — CatS’ is fully faithful with essential
image given by those where S* selects an automorphism of the category. This then
recovers our original definition of a locally graded category. Further, this lets us
describe a morphism of locally graded categories as a functor F': C — D together
with a natural equivalence F[l]¢ = [1]pF.

6.2. Locally bigraded categories. A locally bigraded category is one where there
are two compatible shift operators. There is now no obvious biased definition, so
we head straight to the unbiased one, and then reverse-engineer the biased one
afterwards.

Definition 6.5. The category of locally bigraded categories is Cat®Z*B%_ Given a
locally bigraded category, we write the action of (a,b) € Z x Z as $%°.

We then have bigraded mapping spaces
[X,Y]*? = [2*°X,Y].
As in the single-graded case, we have a fully faithful embedding CatBZ*B%
1 1
Cat® *¥ whose essential image is given by the elements where S* x S1 selects
automorphisms.

From this, we see that a local bigrading is given by two automorphisms ©° and
Y01 together with an equivalence

1,050,1 . s0,1571,0
DI Ve T D

which we call the swapping homotopy.
Given this data, we define X%° = (£1.0)a(x01). Then the identifications
yabya’bt’ o yata’btb' a6 given by

E(L,bzal,b/ o Za,OZO,bza/,OEO,b,
o~ Ea,OEa',OszzO,b’

! !

o Za+a ,020,b+b

~ Za+a',b+b'

In this chain, the second identification applies the swap map a’b many times, and
the rest are by definition.

Informally, a morphism of locally bigraded categories is a functor that commutes
with the two shifts and preserves the swapping homotopy. In practice, while it is
easy to check that a functor is compatible with the shifts, it is difficult to show that
it preserves the swapping homotopy — we have to write down a 3-morphism to
show that a certain cube commutes.

Since we need the identification $@0xe " o yata’ b+ ¢ define composition of
bigraded mapping spaces, a functor that fails to preserve this identification will
fail to preserve compositions between bigraded mapping spaces. Indeed, this is the
source of mismatch between the product in Ext and the product in the Adams FEs
page.

Fortunately for us, in all cases of interest, the bigrading is of a special form —
one of the shifts is given by categorical suspension. This can be chosen functorially,
which will relieve much of our pains.

To state this formally, let Cat®™ C Cat be the category of stable co-categories
and exact functors.

Lemma 6.6. The projection (Cat®™)% — Cat®™ has a section X: Cat®™ — (Cat™)%
that selects the categorical suspension functor of each stable co-category.
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This argument is due to Piotr Pstragowski.

Proof. We have to produce an automorphism of 1 € Fun(Cat®™, Cat®). Under the
Grothendieck construction, the identity functor is classified by the coCartesian
fibration gy Cat™ — Cat®™, where Sp” is the category of finite spectra. The
desired automorphism is then given by precomposition with 3: Sp* — Sp“. O

Given any stable category C and an automorphism X!, there is a local bigrading
where 210 is the categorical suspension and the swapping homotopy is the natural
transformation witnessing the exactness of %!, This construction can be made
functorial as follows:

Definition 6.7. Let X: Cat®™ — (Cat®*)BZ be the suspension functor of Lemma
Applying (—)B% to this gives a functor

ZBZ: (Catex)BZ N (CatEX)BZXBZ'

If ¥%1: C — C is an automorphism of a stable category, we call the image under
Y BZ the canonical local bigrading generated by £%:1.

The key point is that if F': C — D is a morphism between locally graded stable
categories, then it is automatically a functor between the canonical locally bigraded
categories. This absolves the need to consider 3-morphisms.

Example 6.8. Let A be a graded algebra over Z and Mod 4 be the oco-category
of graded modules over A. This has a shift functor [1]: Mods — Mody4 given by
shifting the internal grading.

Recall that Mod 4 is presented by the category Ch(A) of chain complexes over A.
Then the categorical suspension functor Ch(A) is given by shifting cohomological
degrees, while the internal shift [1] is given by shifting internal degrees. As functors
between 1-categories, these commute on the nose, and this gives the canonical
bigrading.

If we give both Modc,» and Mod 4») the canonical local bigrading, then H™)
will be a morphism of locally bigraded categories, and everything will be nice.
Example suggests we should indeed give Mod 4 the canonical local bigrading,
since this is what we get when computing with the model structure. In the next
section, we will explain why we should not give Modc» the canonical local bigrading.

6.3. Sign rules. Often, the local bigrading comes from a symmetric monoidal
structure. Let C be a symmetric monoidal category, and choose S0, S%! € Pic(C).
We can then define bigraded spheres

Sa,b _ (SI,O)®a ® (S0’1)®b,
and thus bigraded suspension functors
Ea,b _ Sa,b ® (_)

To formally define a local bigrading, we choose the two shift maps to be 30 and
Y91, and choose the swapping homotopy to be the one induced by the symmetric
monoidal structure. We call this the symmetric monoidal bigrading.

Lemma 6.9. Suppose S0 = X1¢. Then the symmetric monoidal bigrading agrees
with the canonical local bigrading generated by 1.

Proof. We have to show that for any X,Y € C, the following diagram commutes
naturally:

DXQY) —— XY

! !

YIoXeoY 2% Xeor1ieY.
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Then taking X = S%!, the top map is the canonical bigrading, while the bottom
map is the symmetric monoidal bigrading.

To show this, we show that the two diagonal compositions X(X®Y) - X@X1QY
are both equal to a third map

(X RY)=-XX®1Y) - XeX1IeY.
For the composite through the bottom-left, consider the diagram
XYy — 13XQY — x — Y1 X QY

S e [

XR1IQY — + — X RX1IQY.

Here the left triangle commutes canonically by the definition of a symmetric monoidal
category, while the rest of the diagram is a map of cofiber sequences obtained by
applying the natural transformation (-) @ X ® Y - X ® (—) ® Y to the cofiber
sequence 1 — x — 1.

This diagram gives two commutative diagrams of the form

XQY — «

| |

x — 5 X RX1QY,

one via the top cofiber sequence and the other via the bottom one, which correspond
to two maps X(X ®Y) - X ® ¥1 ® Y. The one via the top sequence is the
bottom-left composite, while the one via the bottom sequence is the map g. Since
the diagram of cofiber sequences commutes, it follows that these two maps agree.
The top-right composite follows from a similar argument. Start with 1 — % — X1
and tensor with Y on the right to get the commutative diagram of cofiber sequences

Y * XY

l l

1Y —— x —— ¥1QY

Next we tensor this whole diagram with X on the left to get
XY * XYY

| |

XR1QY — x — 3 X RY1QY

Then the map through the top sequence is the top-right composite, while the one
via the bottom sequence is g. O

Remark 6.10. The proof that the diagram commutes is, of course, entirely formal.
In fact, it does not use that the tensor product preserves colimits; it only involves
the colimit comparison map. Once one decides to prove the result in this generality,
there is only one possible proof to write down.

One checks that
Lemma 6.11. Suppose the composite
SQ,O o~ SI,O ® SI,O £> SI,O ® SI,O o~ SZ,O

is multiplication by o € End(S*Y) and the corresponding one for S%! is 3
End(S%%). If we use the symmetric monoidal structure to identify gota’b+b’
S0 ® S then the composite

Sa+a/,b+b' ) Sa,b ® Sa',b’ o, Sa’,b/ ® Sa,b o Sa+a’,b+b’

R m
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s multiplication by aaalﬁbb/. O

Note that when we identify geta’b+d’ o gab @ §a'V we have to move S0
over S%, but the swap map ¢ immediately moves it back. When determining sign
rules of bigraded homotopy groups, the first move uses the homotopy from the
definition of the bigrading, and the second uses the symmetric monoidal structure.
For the symmetric monoidal bigrading, these agree, so they cancel out. If the two
homotopies differ by (—1), then we pick up an extra sign of (fl)abu”’/b.

Lemma 6.12. For Syng, the multiples for SH=1 and S'° are both —1.

Proof. The former is a general property of categorical suspension. The latter follows
from the fact that v: Spi? — Syny is symmetric monoidal and v§! = S10. O

Under the canonical bigrading, we get a sign rule of (—1)ea +a'b+a’

, which is
bizarre; a more natural sign rule is (—1)““/7 which depends only on the stem and
not the filtration. For example, under the sign rule of (—1)a +a'b+ab" "both hy and
7 multiplications anti-commute with elements in odd stems. To fix the sign rule, we

insert a sign:

Definition 6.13 (|[Pst22, Remark 4.10]). Viewing Syny as a category of sheaves
over Spép , the Adams bigrading on Syny is generated by

(EYX)(P)=X(27'P),  (BMTIX)(P) = ZX(P),
where the swap map is given by (—1) times the canonical bigrading.

This then results in a sign rule of (—1)®’.

If we used the canonical bigrading on Syn, (hence Mod¢,» ), then since the functor
H™: Modgrn — Mod‘;ﬁn) is exact, it is a map of locally bigraded categories, hence
preserves the bigraded composition product. Since we decide to use the Adams
bigrading on Syny instead, under the functor H ™) composition products differ by

a sign of (—1)(-0)(atd) — (_1)s't,

Part 2. Computing F3 page data
7. OVERVIEW

Following Baues, we write A = A1) and B = A®). The objective of this part is
to understand how to do computations in Modg,2 via the fully faithful embedding
Mod/! , — Mody .

These computations will then be used to compute the Adams spectral sequence in
Part B

We start with Section 8] where we seek to understand Modp via a model category
presentation. After describing the differential graded algebra B and studying some
B-modules in depth, we learn how to construct a cofibrant replacement of H(® X
by lifting a free A-resolution of H*X.

In Section [9 we take this cofibrant replacement and use it to compute the data
we sought, namely do differentials, Modc,2 products and Modc,2 Massey products.
The d differentials are computed as the obstruction to lifting an Ext class over A to
an Ext class over B, while the Modg,2 products and Massey products are obtained
by lifting chain maps and chain homotopies over A to ones over B. Note that our
algorithm to compute dy differentials ends up being identical to that of [BJ04], but
our proofs are independent (apart from the computation of B itself).

Finally, in Section we discuss our implementation of the algorithm. We will
give an overview of the resulting dataset and provide instructions to reproducing
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the data. We then discuss the performance characteristics of our implementation to
understand how the run time grows with the stem.

8. THE CATEGORY OF SECONDARY STEENROD MODULES

8.1. The secondary Steenrod algebra. In this section, we explicitly describe
the secondary Steenrod algebra as a differential graded algebra at the prime 2. This
was originally computed by Baues in [Bau06]. To make use of his computations, we
need to reconcile our definition with his.

Theorem 8.1. B is equivalent to the secondary Steenrod algebra of [Bau06).
Proof. By Morita theory, B is uniquely characterized by the fact that

Freep =2 hg/\/l%;.

This was shown for Baues’ secondary Steenrod algebra in [Bau06, Theorem 5.5.6]
and ours in Lemma [4.15] g

Since B is a differential graded algebra, it admits multiple presentations as chain
complexes. Baues’ original presentation was large and unwieldy. In [Nas12|, Nassau
discovered a smaller and simpler presentation of the secondary Steenrod algebra,
which is what we shall regurgitate here.

Recall that the homotopy groups of B are given by

B = Alr]/T2.

In particular, they are concentrated in cohomological degrees 0 and 1. Thus, we
can represent B as a 2-term chain complex

The structure of being a differential graded algebra means By is a ring, B; is a
By-By-bimodule, and dB is a bimodule homomorphism such that

(dBa)b = a(dPb) for all a,b € B;.

One should think of By as an enlargement of A so that certain products are
not literally zero. For example, if we want the secondary cohomology operation
(B, B, —) to ever be non-zero, the product S8 cannot vanish in By; it must be killed
by a non-trivial homotopy in By. The By-By-bimodule structure on B; then encodes
various Massey product information.

By definition, B; and By fit in a long exact sequence

dP B
B() > ’/T()B =A——0.

0 —— mB=A{r} B
Our model of B admits the following crucial simplifying property:
Lemma 8.2. The long exact sequence splits as
By =kern® @ A{7}, |7|=1.

Further, this splitting is compatible with the right Bo-action and the left ker 8-
action. [l

Under this splitting, the left action of By on By necessarily takes the form
a-(r,p) = (ar, A(zxB(a),r) + 75 (a)p)
for some function
A: A@ ker P — A{r}.
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One should think of this function A as carrying the “Massey product information”
in B. For example, if a,b,c € A are such that ab = bc = 0 and b, ¢ € By are lifts of
b, ¢ respectively, then A(a,bé) € (a,b, c).

Example 8.3. In the secondary .A4(0) that we computed in Section we had
By =7/4{1, 8} and
A(B,p) =T.

Remark 8.4. All the non-trivial information in 5 is contained in the function A.
When choosing By, we are mostly just trying to fatten A enough to make room
for the non-trivial A. In Baues’ original model, it was simply taken to be the free
Z/4-algebra on {Sq" },>0-

Remark 8.5. One can show that if r € ker 75 is in the center of By, then A(—,r) is
a derivation on A. When r = 2, the derivation A(—,2) is the Kirstensen derivation
that sends Sq™ — Sq™ 1.

In the rest of the section, we will describe the ring By and the function A. We
start with By, which is in fact a Hopf algebra. As in the ordinary case, its dual
admits a nice “geometric” description — it is the Hopf algebra representing power

series of the form . kLol
fa) =3 &a® + 37 2+
k>0 0<k<l

under composition mod 4. This gives a natural inclusion A, < (Bp)., whose dual
defines our projection 78: By — mB.
Explicitly, the Hopf algebra (Bp), is given by
(Bo)x = Z/A[§k, 2850 | 0 < k < 1,60 = 1]

with the coproduct
j k l
Abn = Z & 0 +2 Z Sy wbn 1 ® &k

itj=n 0<k<l
k k
Abnm =nm @1+ & 482 4 ® &
E>0
ok ol ok ol
+ Z (gnfkgmfl + gmfk nfl) ® Sk,l'
0<k<l

That is, (Bo)« is the sub-Hopf algebra of Z/4[&, &,1] generated by the & and 2&j ;.
The ring By is then given by Hom((By)«,Z/4). It is generated by the following
elements:

Definition 8.6. Define Sq(R) and Y, to be dual to ¢% and 2&;; under the
monomial basisF]

It is easy to check that
Lemma 8.7. Y}, Sq(R) is dual to ¢y, under the monomial basis. Further,
78(Yi.0) = 0 and 7°(Sq(R)) = Sq(R). O

Lemma 8.8.
YV e =2Y, ., =0. O

Remark 8.9. Since 2Y, , =0, we prefer to think of the Sq(R) in Yj ¢ Sq(R) as an
element of A instead of By. Similarly, there is a left action of A on the Y, . Sq(x)
terms.

30ur indexing differs slightly from Nassau’s.
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To describe the rest of the multiplication, we let 7 : A, ® A — A be the
contraction operator. In the Milnor basis, we have

(€™, Sa(S)) = Sa(S — R),
where Sq(S — R) is zero if any entry is negative.

Lemma 8.10. Ifa € A, then
k l
Vi =Y Vi W& € a),

i,7>0
where we set
Y, k>
Yi, = Lk >, 0
2Sq(Ag+1) 1=k

Here Ay is the sequence that is 1 in the & position and 0 elsewhere.
It remains to determine the multiplication between the Sq(R). Recall the following
definition in the multiplication of A under the Milnor basis:

Definition 8.11. Let X = (x;;) be a matrix indexed on the non-negative integers.
Define

Ti(X):ZQJIij, sj(X):Zg;ij, tn(X) = > aij,

i+j=n
R(X) = (r(X),r2(X),...), S(X)=(s1(X),...), T(X)=(t(X),...),

It th
X)==—= Z.
b( ) Hl'ij! 1;[ Tno *°° Lon ©
Theorem 8.12 (|Mil58, Theorem 4b]). We have
Sq(R)Sa(S) = Y b(X)Sq(T(X)). O

R(X)=R
5(x)=5
Dualizing the secondary coproduct formula gives

Theorem 8.13.

Sa(R)Sa(8) =Y D" Yasknsr €L €2, Sa(R)) W(rr1, 5a(S))

k>00<m<n

+ 3 b(X)Sq(T(X)).

R(X)=R
S(X)=S
O
This completes the description of By. It remains to describe the function A.
Lemma 8.14. We have
A(a7 2) = 1(517 (l),
A0, Yie) = Y Zk+i,l+j_[(£z‘2k£g2‘£va)a
1,50
A(a,78q(R)) = A(a, ) Sq(R),
where
Zi s = 0 k<, 0
' Sq(Ar +Ay) k>4
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8.2. Periodic B-modules. Equipped with a description of B, we can now describe
the category Modg. This admits the expected model category presentation.

Theorem 8.15. Let A be a Z-graded differential graded algebra and dgMod 4 the
1-category of differential graded modules over A. Then there is a model structure on

dgMod 4 where

(1) fibrations are epimorphisms;

(2) weak equivalences are homology isomorphisms; and

(3) if j: M — N is a cofibration of graded Z-chain complezes, then A® j: A®
M — A® N is a cofibration.

Further, this model category presents Mod 4, where we view A as a graded Ei-ring

in Mody.

Proof. If A is cofibrant as a chain complex over Z, then this is [Lurl2, Theorem
4.3.3.17]. Otherwise, let A’ be a cofibrant replacement of A in Alg(Ch(Z)). By [SS00,
Theorem 3.1], we know A’ is cofibrant as an Z-chain complex. By [Shi07, Corollary
3.4], the base change adjunction dgMod 4, = dgMod 4, is a Quillen equivalence. So
we are done. O

The goal of this section is to understand B-modules of the form %) X. Instead
of computing H(? X directly, our strategy is to start with H*X and use obstruction
theory to classify B-modules that look like potential candidates for H(? X.

Recall from Lemma that H® X and H*X are related by the equations

ToHPX = H* X, 7,HAPX = (rgHP X)[r]/7>.
Definition 8.16. A B-module M is periodic if
.M = woM|[7] /7>
as a m,B-module. We say M is a lift of the A-module moM.

We should think of the category of periodic B-modules as the secondary version
of the heart of Mod 4. In particular, it is a 2-category.

Theorem 8.17. Let M be an A-module. Then the obstruction to lifting M to a
periodic B-module lies in Extiil (M, M).
If the obstruction vanishes, then the set of lifts is a torsor over Extit’1 (M, M).

Proof. This follows from (the proof of) [PV19, Theorem 4.9]. O

This obstruction theory has a natural interpretation. One can think of the
ordinary cohomology groups H*X as encoding how one builds X out of spheres,
except we only remember maps up to filtration 1. The secondary cohomology group
then seeks to remember these attaching maps up to filtration 2. If the attaching
maps of M supported dy differentials, then it would be impossible to lift to a periodic
B-module, and this obstruction is captured in Exti{l(M , M). If these obstructions
vanish, then the set of ways to lift the filtration 1 maps to include filtration 2
information is then a torsor over Exti{l (M, M).

In our case, if M is the cohomology of a spectrum, then we know a lift exists,
namely the secondary cohomology of said spectrum. For many spectra of interest,
the group Exti{l (M, M) is trivial, so there is exactly one lift. Thus, any lift one
can write down will work. When the group is non-trivial, one can show that if
two lifts differ by y € Ext%' (M, M), then the d differentials of the lifts differ by
multiplication-by-x (e.g. this follows from inspecting the ds algorithm we present
later). To find the right lift, one will have to manually compute a small number of
dg’S.
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In Section [8.3] we will describe an explicit procedure to lift an .A-module by lifting
its minimal free resolution. In this section, we will instead focus on understanding a
few key examples of periodic B-modules.

Notation 8.18. Let M be a periodic B-module. Then M can be represented by a
2-term chain complex. That is, it is zero outside of cohomological degrees 0 and 1.
We will write this chain complex as

We write 7™ : My — moM for the natural projection map.

When manipulating periodic B-modules, we often make use of the following
property, which we have already seen for B itself:

Lemma 8.19. Let M be a periodic B-module. If a € By and m € My, then
(dBa)m = a(d™m).
Proof. am = 0 for degree reasons, and apply the Leibniz rule. O

We start with the simplest secondary Steenrod module, namely the secondary
cohomology of the sphere. This is the natural analogue of k = IF),.

Definition 8.20. We define k = H()(S).

Lemma 8.21. We have
Z[p{po} & Z/p{t}
k — ltol =0, d(po) = p,
B ld Corl=1, d(r)=0.
Z/p*
The B action is given by
B/J’O =T,
where B € By is any representative of 8 € moB = A (as usual, § = Sq' when p = 2).

For degree reasons, there are no other possible non-trivial actions.

Note that pg is the null-homotopy of p, and the action encodes the fact that 3
detects p.

Proof. Since Exti{l(k, k) = 0, any periodic B-module lifting k£ must be a model of
k. Thus, the only work is to check that we described a valid B-module structure,
which is straightforward. O

The other family of periodic B-modules we are interested in is the cohomology of
Eilenberg—Maclane spectra, i.e. free B-modules.

Definition 8.22. A free B-module is a direct sum of internal degree shifts of B.

Note that we consider the choice of generators part of the structure of a free
B-module.
Recall that B; admits a splitting

By = ker® @ moB{7}.
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Thus, every free module M also comes with a standarcﬂ splitting
M, = kern™ @ oM {r}.

We refer to these two components as the ker 7 component and the 7 component
respectively. Of course, we also have such a splitting in the case of k by our explicit
description.

We now turn to homomorphisms between periodic B-modules. Since we are going
to take free resolutions of periodic B-modules, we are only interested in B-module
homomorphisms out of free modules. One immediately sees that

Lemma 8.23. Let M be a free B-module and N any B-module. Then the natural
map
[M, N]g — [moM,moN] 4

s a bijection. O

In other words, given a map moM — moN, there is a unique lift to a map M — N
up to homotopy. While we do not get a well-defined chain map M — N, we can fix
some choices once and for all. We fix sections

O’BZ A= 7T(]B — B(]

ok k = mok — ko.
of 78 and 7¥ as functions between sets. These naturally extend to sections for free
modules as well.

With these choices, if we have a map f: moM — moN where N is either free or
k, then we get a standard lift to a chain map f: M — N, which we can depict as

MlLNl

e

M() L} N().

Given chain maps f, g, a homotopy between them is a By-module map h: My —

N7 such that
fo—go=d"h,

i.e. a lift of the difference along d™ E| In practice, to specify a homotopy, we don’t
have to specify all of h. Since d”V is injective when restricted to the ker 7 component
of Ni, this component of h must be equal to fo — go itself. The freedom in choosing
the homotopy lies in the 7 component. Thus, given our choices, we can thus identify
a homotopy with a map My — moN{7}, which necessarily factors through = to
give a map moM — moN{7}.

Remark 8.24. In general, the space of homotopies is canonically a torsor over
Hom 4 (mo M, moN{7}). After making all our choices, we have found a basepoint for
this space, namely the homotopy with trivial 7 component. We can then identify
the space of homotopies with Hom 4(mo M, 1o N{7}) itself.

4We shall use “standard” to refer something that results from a concrete but non-canonical
choice we have made.

5The definition of a chain map requires fi — g1 = hd™ as well. However, if M is free, then this
is automatic. Indeed, any element in M; is of the form am, where a € B; and m € My. Then

hd™ (am) = h(d®(a)m) = d®(a)h(m) = ad" (h(m)) = a(fo — go)(m) = (f1 — g1)(am).

Here the last equality uses the fact that f and g are maps of B-modules, while the third equality
uses the crucial relation a(dm) = (da)m. This will be a common theme in our future manipulations,
where the (—)1 version of the equation we have to satisfy follows formally from the (—)g version
when the source is free. The proof is largely similar and we will not comment further.
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8.3. Free resolutions. We are now ready to construct a free resolution of a periodic
B-module M, which will give us a cofibrant replacement of M in dgModg.

We start by taking a free resolution P®* — oM of moM. As usual, each P*) is a
free A-module with a fixed choice of generators.

The previous section gives us a lift of this to a sequence of free B-modules

a3

J=6) p@ 0%, pa) 0, po) _e , ar

such that the composites of successive maps are homotopic to zero. This alone does
not let us assemble this into a cofibrant replacement in dgModz. What we need is
a suitable choice of null-homotopy of each composite dF~1 k),

Definition 8.25 (|[BJ04) Definition 3.1]). A secondary chain complex is a sequence

83 o2 o

pP®) P2 P pP0)

of periodic B-modules together with specified null-homotopies of 9~ 9®) such
that all three-fold Massey products (9¢=2), 9(*=1) 9(k)} vanish.

Writing each module out as a 2-term chain complex itself, we can expand this to
a diagram

8(3) 8(2) 8(1)
L P1(3) 1 P1(2) 1 Pl(l) 1 PI(O)

The condition of being a secondary chain complex is then

Aol = o d),
ool = deIR®, T = R,
— s 5—2
BN = ol B,

These say, respectively, that

e Each 9 is a chain map;
e 1) is a null-homotopy of 9¢~1Da(); and
e The bracket (9(*=2), 9(*=1) 9(*)) vanishes.

Note that when the source is free, the equations d0; = 0yd and 0,01 = hd are
implied by the others by B-linearity.
Having chosen such homotopies, we can now define
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Definition 8.26. Let P*® be a secondary chain complex. Then the total chain
complex Tot(P*®) is the chain comple)ﬂ

) a® a8 d®
—n® 5 —n® _pH
R B

One readily checks that the conditions of being a secondary chain complex
translate to the totalization being a chain complex, and that the natural B-module
structure gives it a structure of a differential graded module over B.

Theorem 8.27. If each P%) is cofibrant, then so is Tot(P*®).

PP @ PP PP @ PV P @ P

Proof. Let F, Tot(P*) be the subcomplex consisting of the P(*) terms with k < s.
Then Tot(P*®) = colim F, Tot(P*®). So it suffices to show that F,_; Tot(P®) —
F; Tot(P*) is a cofibration. But this fits in the pushout diagram

Sl @ Pt) —— F, ; Tot(P*)
l l
D*® P) —— F, Tot(P*)
and the left-hand map is a cofibration. So we are done. O
Filtering by cohomological degree gives a spectral sequence
Lemma 8.28. If P® is a secondary chain complex, then there is a spectral sequence
EPY = HP(1,P*) = mptq Tot(P*). O
In particular,

Corollary 8.29. If P* — moM is a free resolution and P®* — M a lift to a secondary
chain complex, then the induced map Tot(P®) — M is a weak equivalence. O

This leaves the question of how one can construct the secondary chain complex
in the first place. We start with the sequence

o) ()

J=26) p@ P 2 pO) e ap

and our goal is to choose homotopies inductively to satisfy
IR = ps=Dpl),

To simplify notation, we assume M; admits a splitting into a ker 7 component and
a 7 component as well; the argument goes through with slight modifications in the
general case.

The first potential non-zero homotopy is h("), which we can choose arbitrarily,
since the equation it has to satisfy takes values in the zero group. Inductively,
assume we have made valid choices of h(®) for k < s.

6There are many possible choices of sign when forming the total chain complex. The choice of
sign here is motivated by two concerns:

e The inclusion map P(® < Tot(P*®) should be given by the obvious inclusion. This
precludes the last differential from being (8(()1) _d(o)), which is a more common sign
convention

e Applying A®p (—) to the total chain complex should yield the same complex as A®p (—)
applied to the secondary chain complex. This requires the top-left entry to be 853) instead
of —a%.

Of course, these choices are immaterial, but we believe our choice of signs makes it slightly easier
to reason about various factors.
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As previously discussed, the ker 7 component of h(®) is forced to be 88871)8(()5),

and we have the freedom to choose the 7 component, which we call h(Ts).
Let g be a generator of P(*), and write

5(3)9 = Z Oéigh

where 0 is the differential of P* and {g;} is a set of generators of P!
then write the 7 component of the equation as

9 Dng =3 (a'hl D (gi) + A (o', 000 Vgi) ) =ty

Thus, we want to choose hgs)g to be a lift of ¢, along 9(5=2),

s=1)  We can

Lemma 8.30. For any valid choice of h*) for k < s, the equation can be solved.
Thus, we can choose the homotopies iteratively.

Proof. By exactness, we need to check that 5(3_3)159 = 0. Informally, this follows
from the Toda bracket manipulation

=3 (gls=2) gls=1) §lo)y = (9ls=3) gls=3) Hls=1g(s) — ¢

In more detail, we can identify ¢3¢, as the 7 component of 6§873)h(5_1)8(gs).
It is convenient to temporarily pick an arbitrary (and immaterial) value for hf), SO

that h(*) is a null-homotopy of )9~ Then we have
s—3 s— s Ss— s—1 s Ss— s s s—3 s—2 s
Al = ps=2 gl Dl = pl=2 g p) = ol=3 gls =2 p(s)

The 7 component of the right-hand side is 0¢~39¢~2p) | which vanishes for any
choice of h(TS). So we are done. O

In practice, we are rarely provided with a description of M itself, but just the
Steenrod module M = moM. In this case, the strategy is to lift the chain complex
P(®) itself, without the augmentation to M. The above argument applies for most
of the chain complex, except at the very beginning, where the chain complex is no
longer exact.

Thus, we need to carefully choose h(Tz) such that the lift h(TS) can be made. This
is not always possible, and one checks that the obstruction to doing so lives in
Ext%" (M, M). If we manage to choose such an h? | we can perform the rest of the
inductive procedure and obtain a secondary chain complex P°®. Finally, the spectral
sequence implies that Tot(P*) is a lift of M to a periodic B-module.

In general, different choices of h(TQ) will lead to different lifts of M, and one can
check directly that the set of choices is a torsor over Extil(M , M). In practice, we
often work in the case where there is a unique lift, and further, for degree reasons,

any choice of h(TQ) allows for a lift. Then we simply choose h(TZ) =0.

Remark 8.31. When implementing this algorithm, the most expensive steps are
evaluating 8(()8_2)8(()3_1), and then applying A to it. Both of these steps are fully
parallelizable with no data dependencies, so can be computed in a scalable and
distributed fashion. Note that the composite 85> 0{* ™" will be used again when
computing products, and should not be discarded after applying A.

9. COMPUTING THE ADAMS E3 PAGE

Now that we can compute cofibrant replacements, we can, in theory, calculate
anything we want in ModgTz. In this section, we will describe in detail the procedure
for computing various useful sets of data. To simplify the presentation, we shall
focus on obtaining data useful for computing the Adams spectral sequence for 7, ..X.

33



The general case of computing [X, Y] is not too much more difficult, but involves
slightly more linear algebraﬂ

In this section, we will assume that the free A-resolution P®* — H* X is a minimal
resolution, i.e. P®* ®4 k has trivial differential. In this case, Hom_4(P*, k) also has
trivial differential, so an element in Ext%'(H*X, k) is exactly a map P**) — k[t].
Thus, a choice of generators of each P(*) also grants Extj{t(H *X, k) an Fp-vector
space basis.

Remark 9.1. This section is better seen as a technical documentation of the
algorithm rather than a piece of mathematical exposition. Most of the content
involves explicitly writing out large formulas that have to be satisfied and then
observing that we can indeed iteratively make choices to satisfy these equations.

9.1. Computing ds. We begin by computing the dy differential in the Adams
spectral sequence of X.

Lemma 9.2. We can read off the ds differential of X from a minimal free resolution
of HPX.

Proof. Recall that the d, differential is given by the connecting homomorphism of
the cofiber sequence

Yo-loreuvX 5 0P eovX - CrovX

in SynFP. More precisely, it is obtained by applying 7, . to the connecting homo-
morphism of this cofiber sequence.

By Lemma [3:4] the cofiber sequence lifts uniquely to a sequence in Modc,2, and
then the dy differential is induced by applying [CT2, *]Kﬁch , to the connecting
homomorphism. ’

By Theorem this is equivalent to applying [’H(Q)X , —]** to the sequence

YE[1] = k — k.

This connecting homomorphism can be computed as in the proof of the snake lemma,
i.e. as the obstruction to lifting a map % (¥ X — k along the projection k — k.
Explicitly, let P* — H() X be a minimal free secondary resolution lifting P® —
H*X. An element in Ext'(H* X, k) is represented by a map z: P(®) — k[t], which
lifts to a map Z: P(*) — k[t] using the section ¢¥ we have chosen.
We can try to make this into a map of chain complexes

2 1
Po(s+ ) @Pl(s+ ) 0
6és+2) d(s+1)
—RGHD gD

0 =z
pt) ¢ ) % K [¢]

8(()5+1) d(s)
_RGHD g d*
(0 o)
—_—

where o and z; are the components of Z. The minimality of the resolution ensures

P @ peY ko]

that xoaé”” is literally zero as a map of modules, so the bottom square commutes

"While it is true that [X,Y] =7« DX ®Y when X is finite, this trick is not so useful in practice,
since we lose the composition product structure under this transformation.

81f the resolution is not minimal, then we get a non-trivial map PSSJA) — ki [t] representing a
null-homotopy of x08é5+1), and we have to adjust the upcoming argument accordingly.
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On the other hand, the top square need not commute. Again, minimality ensures
the P1(8+1) component of the map is automatically fine, and the P0(5+2)

is the map

component

—z1h512) Pésﬁ) — kq[t].
The commutativity of the bottom square ensures this is in the kernel of d¥, so it fac-
tors through m1k[t] = k[t + 1]. Concretely, this map is given by —zh{*™: plt)
k[t + 1], which represents an element in Extf4+2’t+1(H*X, k).
This obstruction is exactly the connecting homomorphism of the cofiber sequence
Yk[1] = k — k. Hence da(x) = 2h? in the Adams spectral sequence. O

When working with synthetic spectra, computing the E3 page is more than
computing the dy differential, which is the connecting homomorphism of

YOrlor@uX - Cr?P@uvX —» CrovX.

Instead, we want to compute 7. .C7? @ vX. Since we have already computed the
connecting homomorphism, it remains to solve the extension problem. Fortunately,
this is reasonably straightforward — multiplication by p is detected by hy.

To state our result, we recall the carrying cocycle [Isa02):

Notation 9.3. The carrying cocycle x +y of o is defined by
0" (2) +o*(y) = o (z +y) + plz +y)

for z,y € F,. This naturally extends to a function V x V — V for any F,-vector
space V with a basis.

Theorem 9.4. Fiz a minimal free resolution, hence a basis of Ext*'(H* X, k) for
every s,t. For every element v € Ext>'(H*X, k) such that dy(x) = 0, there is a
standard lift [x] € 7. .C1? ® vX with the property that

[z +y] = [2] + [y] + Tho(z +y),
This completely specifies the additive structure of m, .C72 ® v.X.

Proof. Let x be an element that survives the E5 page. Then the argument above
describes a lift of z to an element in [7—[(2))(7 k]*t, or equivalently, ;s CT? @ VX ®.
We call this element [z], which is a well-defined lift once we fixed every choice we
have made so far.

This is, of course, not the only lift. If y € Extf:l’tH(H*X, k), then we can add

it to the 7 component of the map PO(SH) — k; [t] that we originally picked to be
zero. It would still be a chain map, and this represents [z] 4+ Ty.

The failure of [—] to be additive arises from the fact that the sum of two standard
lifts need not be a standard lift, since o is not linear. To prove the additive relation
claimed, we have to show that if z: P(*) — k[t] is any map, then the chain map
P* — Kklt] given by pZ is homotopic to Thoz. This is a straightforward computation,
with the homotopy being given by pozo. Ultimately, this boils down to the relation

Bro = T. a

9.2. Computing products. We now turn to computing composition products in
Modg,2. To simplify matters, we shall only consider the case of computing the
7. C7% action on 7, .CT? @ vX.

Let P* — H® X be a minimal free resolution of H? X, and let Q* — k be a
minimal free resolution of k. From the previous section, we know that an element
f € m—ssC7? @ vX is represented by a chain map Tot(P*) — 2°k[t], which we
can lift to a map Tot(P*®) — X* Tot(Q®)[t] since the source is cofibrant.
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Now an element in 7y s o C7? is represented by a chain map Tot(Q®) — Zsllk[t’}.
To compute the product with f, we simply compose this with the lifted chain map
Tot(P*) — X° Tot(Q*)[t] and read off the composite.

Most of the hard work is in actually writing down the lift of f to 3 Tot(Q*®)[t].
To simplify notation slightly, we shift X so that t = 0. We begin by computing a
lift of f over the ordinary Steenrod algebra, i.e. a lift to a map f: P* — %°Q°. Our
standard splittings then let us lift this to a diagram

By construction, each of these squares commute up to homotopy, and again our job
is to find a suitable homotopy H that induces a chain map on Tot(—). To do so, we
write down the induced map on the total chain complex:

<f0(s+k) 0
HG+R) gtk
Pés-i—k) ® Pl(s+k—1) 1

aés+k) ds+k=1)
_p(s+k) ,5§s+k*1>

<f[§s+k1) 0

HtE=1)  platk=2)

+k—1 +k—2 1 k—1
P(S ) P Pl(s ) (() )

A e o

6(()") 4k=1)
k—1
_pF) 73{ )

® ng72)

0

Expanding the matrices gives the equations
d(k)f1(8+k) — fés+k)d(8+k)
H(5+k)d(s+k) _ fl(s+k71)8£s+k) o a§k)fl(s+k)
J0=1) gls+k) fés+k71)8(()s+k) _ a(()k)fés+k)
8§k*1)H(s+k) + H(s+k—1)8(()s+k) _ f1(8+k*2)h(s+k) _ h(k)f(§8+k)
As usual, the first two are implied by the remaining via B-linearity, and the third

equation simply says H*) is a homotopy between 0% f(*) and fk=19*)  The
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main equation of content is the last one. We can interpret this as follows — there
are two natural null-homotopies of f(Tk=2)g(s+k—1)g(s+k).
e we can use the null-homotopy of dG+tE=1a(+k) and compose it with
f(s+k72); or
e we can homotope to d*~D9k) f(s+k) and apply the null-homotopy of
9k=1) 5(k)
The equation asserts that these two null-homotopies agree.
Regardless of how we are supposed to interpret this equation, our job is to choose
the 7 part of H so that the equation is satisfied.
Let ¢ be a generator of P55 Write

ag)=> a'gi, Flg)=>_ Ay
Then the 7 part of the last equation says
Hk=1) f(s+0) g
+3 (aiH‘l(_erkfl)gi A (ai, <f(§s+k—1)aés+k) _ 8(()/c)f(§s+k)> gi>)
= FeHBpeg - 3 (3 4+ A (57,00 0fPg;) )

We again solve this inductively. The first homotopy is H*+1). Its equation takes
values in the zero group, so it always holds. Changing the 7 part modifies f by a
r-multiple. If we want to set f = [f], then we choose the 7 part of H**1) to vanish.

As for the second homotopy H*2) we have chosen the target of the chain
map to be a resolution of k, and we always choose minimal resolutions. So 9!
is surjective in positive internal degree. The only term in the equation that is in
internal degree zero is the f' (S'*'k_Q)hSHk) g term. Requiring this to vanish is exactly
the requirement that f survives the Adams do. (Note that in ﬁjh(TQ)gj, the h? is
the homotopy of the free resolution of k, which is zero for degree reasons)

Afterwards, exactness implies that the lift can always be performed. To see this,
as in the case of constructing a free resolution, we have to check that 8§k_2) applied
to the last equation is always satisfied. Instead of painstakingly tracking through
each of the terms, it suffices to observe that by induction, the equations desired
always hold after applying the differential in Tot(Q*). Since the first three equations

F=2) st kill the last equation.

always hold, we know that 8;
Once we have performed this lift, given any class z € Ext® " (k, k) that survives
the dy differential, we can compute the product [z]f by composing the chain maps.

We then end up with

3 ./ s 3/
(2?1H(a+5 +1) xlfl( + ))

PéerS'Jrl) ® Pl(erS') I [t']

1 b

’ ’_ T f(5+5,> 0
Pés+s ) @ Pl(ers 1) ( 0Jo ) ]ko[t/]

One has to be extremely careful here, as o fés+s,) need not be the standard lift of
af; one has to use the formula p = Thg to express the result in terms of [z f].

The interesting part is, of course, the z1 HT¢'+1) term. Note that this term lives
in the kernel of d¥. Indeed, by the commutativity of the diagram, digy HsTs'+D) =
o fésﬂ,)@ésﬂ), but 8(()8+1) only hits decomposables by minimality, which is then
killed by z¢. The 7 component of z1 H®+s'+1) is xH£S+S/+1), so the product [z]f is
given by whatever x fy represents plus T(J:H£5+S/+1)).
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In a very imprecise manner, this suggests that H£S+S *D encodes the hidden
extension part of the product. Of course, “the hidden extension part” only makes
sense after choosing the standard lifts [—]; it is not a homotopically meaningful
concept.

9.3. Massey products. We finally turn to Massey products, which requires lifting
chain homotopies. This actually contains two kinds of information. Firstly, we
get to compute hidden extensions in Massey products that jump by one filtration,
which is always useful. But we also get to compute Massey products of the form
(x, Ty, z) when zy and yz are not zero in the F5 page but are hit by a differential.
This is exactly the F3 page Massey product as described in Moss’ convergence
theorem |[Mos70]. While these are extremely easy to compute in the E5 page, our
synthetic approach gives us the answer up to mod 72 instead of mod 7, which is
extra information one can capitalize on. (It also provides a very useful test case for
the algorithm, since we can verify the answers by hand)

This is more involved than the previous cases, and is largely unpleasant. In
particular, we apologize in advance for the overwhelming number of objects called
h.

We begin with a general remark on chain homotopies, which is rather important.
Suppose we have a chain map between (ordinary) chain complexes over A of the
form

Null-homotopies of this chain map consist of maps H(+F) . Plstk) 5 QU+ gatis-
fying the equation
Y1)y (s+k) +H(s+k—1)a(s+k) _ f(s-i-k).

The first possible non-zero map is 7=, A useful trick is that if these are minimal
resolutions and Q® resolves k, then we can always choose #(*~1) = 0. Indeed, since
f is null and the resolution is minimal, f(*) can only hit positive degree elements.
Since W) is surjective in positive internal degree, the lifting problem for H(*) can
always be solved. Subsequent lifting problems can then be solved by exactness.

On the other hand, this is not true in general, and in particular not true when
working in the secondary setting.

Indeed, over the ordinary Steenrod algebra, the set of null-homotopies is a torsor
over the appropriate Ext group, which acts by modifying #*~1). While we can
always choose H(*~1) = 0, this should not be thought of as having a special status.

In the secondary setting, it is no longer a torsor over the full Ext group; we can
only add elements that survive the Adams dy. Then the homotopy with H~D =0
need not be a valid basepoint of this torsor. Part of our job when lifting chain
homotopies is to find a choice of H(~1,
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Let P* — H® X and Q°* — k be minimal free resolutions. Suppose we have a
chain map between them of the form

fés+k+1) 0
H(5+k+1) f1(5+k)

Pés+k+1) @ Pl(s+k) ( Q(()k+1) @ ng)

8c()s+k+1) d(s+k) 8[()k+1) dF)
s+k (s+k) 3 (k)
_p(stk+1) —815 (fés+k) 0 _pk+1) -8y
H+R fl(s+k—1)
(k) (k—1)
Qo ©

that is null-homotopic. Then the induced map on A ®z (—) is also null-homotopic
and admits null-homotopies, say HtF) : Plstk) 5 QU+1)  These lift to maps

AL 0 (s+k) (s+k—1) (k1) (k)
B e o opk 2@y @
1

Pés+k) @ Pl(s+k—1)

Expanding the definition of a chain homotopy gives the equations
d(k)n(s—i-k) _ 8(()k+1)7_[(()s+k) + ,H((Js+k71)a[()s+k) . f(§5+k)
a;k)n(s—i-k) _ n(s—i—k—l)aéerk) + h(k+1)HéS+k) . H§S+k72)h(s+k) _ H(S+k).

The first equation simply states that 1 witnesses the equation OH + HJI ~ f, and
the second is some complex compatibility condition that we have to solve iteratively.

Note that the equation for n**#*) takes values in ngfl). Thus, it is automatically
satisfied for both k = —1 and k = 0. The k = 1 step is the only step where it might
be impossible, and all higher k& can be solved by exactness.

When k = 1, since 91) is surjective in positive internal degrees, we can only fail
to lift in internal degree 0. We shall now analyze which terms can contribute to the
T part.

e In 77(5)8(()3“), the only possible contribution comes from the fy part of 7.
The idea is that minimality ensures Jy introduces an algebra element of
positive degree. On the other hand, when multiplying with a homotopy, the
A function shows up, and lowers degree by 1. So as long as two Jy’s show
up, we are clear.

e The h(Q)H(()SH) term cannot contribute. Indeed, 'H(()SH) takes values in Q(()Z),
whose generator of lowest degree is 2. While h(?) can lower degree by 1, we
still have 2 —1 > 0.

e The H{*"Vh(+D and HE+D terms can contribute.

Our goal is then to choose ’Hgs_l) appropriately so that the right-hand side
vanishes in degree 0. This has a very natural interpretation. In degree 0, The map
fo is necessarily p times some Ext class, and one checks that the term 77(3)8(()5“)
picks out hg times said Ext class. The term H*Y is the 7 part of f itself. So these
two terms combined give us the 7 part of f after normalizing the degree 0 part to
exactly 0. The equation then tells us H%s_l) should be the class whose ds kills the
7 part of f, witnessing the fact that f is indeed null.

In general, finding this 7-[5871) is low-dimensional linear algebra, and is relatively
easy. While the equation it has to satisfy comes from the k = 1 case, it ends up not
depending on the k = —1 and k£ = 0 data, so it can be computed before we start
the lifting process.

Once we manage to lift chain homotopies, computing Massey products becomes
relatively straightforward. Unfortunately, the sign conventions surrounding Massey
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products are rather confusing and not well-documented in the literature. Instead of
tackling this problem, we are content with computing Massey products up to a sign.

10. THE COMPUTER IMPLEMENTATION

10.1. The generated data. We ran our algorithm on the sphere at the prime 2 up
to the 140" stem. The output of the algorithm is available at [Chu22, d2-data.zip],
and the contents of each file are described in Table[l} In the table, the first three
sets of files are the data generated by the new algorithm, while the rest are auxiliary
data to assist the user in interpreting the data.

TABLE 1. List of data files

Filename Description
d2 do differentials.
product_a The product of all elements with [a]l. We have computed

products with all indecomposables up to the 39*" stem, and
the names are listed in Table [2] Note that these products
include the twist of (—1)*'".

massey_a_b The Massey product <-, [b]l, [a]l> up to a sign. The only
exception is massey_P, which contains the Adams periodicity
operator (—, [h], [hs]).

change_of_basis  Translation between our basis and the basis of the Bruner—
Rognes dataset |[BR22|.

filtration_one All (E» page) filtration one products. This is useful for
identifying elements by hand.

charts.pdf Adams charts displaying the E5 and F3 pages. When a
bidegree has more than one basis element, they are ordered
bottom-to-top, left-to-right.

clean_charts.pdf The same charts as above but without hs products.

differentials.gz Differentials in our minimal resolution. This contains infor-
mation to uniquely identify all of our basis elements and
lifts, but is most likely not of much use to humans.

In all files, the results are expressed in terms of our Ey page basis. We adopt the
following naming conventions:

(1) x_(n, s, i) is the i*! basis element in filtration s of the n'! stem.

(2) We use [—] to denote the standard lift to Modg,2 as in Theorem Note
again that [a + 0] # [a] + [b] in general.

(3) If an element is in a known degree (e.g. it is the value of a product), we will
write an element in vector form under our basis, e.g. as [1,0]. We shall not
put an extra pair of brackets around the vector to denote the secondary lift.
It should be clear from context whether we mean the E5 page element or
its secondary lift.

(4) We use 7 to denote multiplication by 7 (our files are UTF-8 encoded).

10.2. Generating the data. The code used for the calculation is available at
[Chu+22|, and the latest version of this software is available at https://github)
com/SpectralSequences/sseq. This is a monorepo, and we will work in the ext/
subdirectory throughout. This repository comes with a reasonable amount of
documentation, and the README in ext/ contains instructions for accessing said
documentation.
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TABLE 2. Names of products

n s class name n s class name
0 1 [1] h_0 30 12 [1] P~2d_0
1 1 [1] h_1 31 4 [1] h_0"3h_5
3 1 [1] h_2 31 5 [0,1] n

7 1 1] h_3 31 8 [1,1] d_0e_0
8 3 [ c_0 32 2 1 h_1h_5
9 5 [1] Ph_1 32 4 1] d_1
11 5 [1] Ph_2 32 6 1] Dh_1h_3
14 4 [1] d_o0 32 15 1] P~3c_0
15 2 [1] h_Oh_4 33 4 1] P

16 2 [1] h_ih 4 33 17 1) P~4h_1
16 7 [1] Pc_0 34 2 1) h_2h_5
17 9 [1] P~2h_1 34 8 1] e_0"2
18 2 [1] h_2n 4 35 17 [1] P~4h_2
19 3 [1] c_1 36 6 [1] t

19 9 [1] P~2h_2 37 5 1] X
20 4 1) g 37 8 [0,1] e_0g
22 8 [1] P4_0 38 2 1] h_3h_5
23 4 [1] h_4c_0 38 4 [1,0] e_1
23 9 [1,1] h_0~2i 38 16 [1] P~3d_0
24 11 [1] P~2c_0 39 4 1] h_5c_0
25 13 [1] P~3h_1 39 9 [1 Dh_1d_0
27 13 [1] P~3h_2 39 12 [1] Pd_0e_0
30 2 [1] h_4-~2 39 17 [1,1] h_0"2P-2i
30 6 [1] Dh_2°2

The commands used to generate the data are packaged into a script, which is
available at [Chu22), script.sh|. This should be run in the ext/ directory of the
repository. The save files for the computations are at [Chu22, S_2_milnor.tar].

To assist the reader in further exploring the resolution, we illustrate the full
interactive session that generates the data we need in Figure 2] Assuming Rust
is installed, running the commands as indicated in any subdirectory of ext/ will
compute the do differentials for S, the product with g as well as the Adams
periodicity operatorﬂ This guide is written for the version in |[Chu+22| but should
work with future versions with little modifications.

10.3. Runtime performance. We ran the program on a computational server of
the Harvard University Mathematics Department. It has two Xeon E5-2690 v2
CPUs (10 cores/20 threads each) and 125 GiB of memory. Using all 40 threads
of the machine, computing the secondary resolution up to the 140" stem took 3.3
hours and 7.8 GiB of memorym

9As mentioned in the documentation, when resolving to larger stems, one ought to supply the
--release, --features concurrent and --no-default-features flags after cargo run for much
improved performance.

LOwWe will mostly focus on analyzing the performance of computing the secondary resolution
itself. For the products, computing the ho product generally takes twice as long as computing the
resolution, while computing (—, [h1], [Ro]) took 2.6x as long. The time taken decreases rapidly as
the stem of the multiplicand increases. For example, if we want to compute the product with [g],
to stay within the range, we would only multiply [g] with elements up to the 120*® stem, and we
only need to lift the chain map for 120 stems, as opposed to 140 for hg.
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$ cargo run --example secondary > d2
Module (default: S_2): S_2

Module save directory (optional): S_2_milnor
Max n (default: 30): 40

Max s (default: 15): 20

$ cargo run --example secondary_product > product_g
Module (default: S_2): S_2
Module save directory (optional): S_2_milnor
Max n (default: 30): 40
Max s (default: 15): 20
Name of product: g
n of Ext class g: 20
s of Ext class g: 4
Input ext class: [1]

$ cargo run --example secondary_massey > massey_P
We are going to compute <-, b, a> for all (-), where a is an
element in Ext(M, k) and b and (-) are elements in Ext(k, k).
Module (default: S_2): S_2
Module save directory (optional): S_2_milnor
Max n (default: 30): 40
Max s (default: 15): 20
n of a: 7
s of a: 1
Name of Ext part of a: h_3
Input Ext class h_3: [1]
Name of 7 part of a:
n of b: 0
s of b: 4
Name of Ext part of b: h_074
Input Ext class h_0"4: [1]
Name of 7 part of b:

FIGURE 2. Interactive session to generate the dataset. The grey
text is the computer’s prompt and the black text is the user’s input.

To understand the asymptotic complexity of the algorithm, recall that for each
generator, to compute h(Ts) g, we have to solve the equation

B pe)g = Z (aih‘(rsfl)gi 1A (ai, 6(()5—1)8(()3—2)gi>) )

We break this up into two steps — we first compute A (ai, 8(()871)8?72)

gi), and
then solve the rest of the lifting problem. The first step is fully parallelizable,
as there are no dependencies between different generators, while the second step
requires the value of h&“” gi, so must be computed in some specific order.

In practice, the second step is much faster than the first step even after paral-
lelization. Moreover, the cost of the second step is exactly the cost of computing a
single product; if it takes too long, we have bigger problems to deal with.

Thus, we shall focus on the cost of the first step. Our objective is to understand
how this grows with the stem. There are two separate questions we can ask:
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FI1GURE 3. Time taken by the slowest generator in each stem

(1) What is the maximum time it takes to perform the first step for a single
generator?
(2) How much time does it take in total to compute up to a stem?

The first question is relevant in a situation where we have an extremely large
number of cores/machines that can parallelize the computation, in which case the
bottleneck is the slowest generator. The second question is relevant where we have
a fixed, small(ish) number of cores that will be saturated throughout the process.

To answer these questions, we timed the computation for each generator and
generated three charts:

(1) Figure [3|shows the time taken by the slowest generator in each stem.
(2) Figure [4]shows the time taken to compute up to each stem.
(3) Figure 5| shows the time taken by the slowest generator in each bidegree.

Again, these figures only include the time taken by the first part, and measure CPU
time as opposed to wall time (so the actual time needed to compute up to a stem is
around 5 of the time indicated).

The most obvious feature that stands out is that the time tends to grow expo-
nentially in stem (the time axis uses a log scale). Fitting a simple linear regression
on the datapoints beyond the 50" stem, we see that the maximum time increases
by a factor of 3 every 10 stems, while the cumulative time increases by a factor of
3.85 every 10 stems. For comparison, the cumulative time of Nassau’s algorithm
for computing the minimal resolution increases by a factor of 2.8 every 10 stems
[Nas01, Abbildung 2.13].

From the scatter plot, we see that for each stem, the slowest bidegrees are the ones
with the lowest filtrations, except for a few exceptions in very low filtrations. This
is expected, since the Adams vanishing line suggests there will be more and lower
degree generators in low filtrations, hence the resolution is larger in these bidegrees.
This also explains the irregularities one observes in the graphs. In Figure [3] the
dips coincide with the stems where there are no low filtration elements. Conversely,
the jumps in the cumulative time occur in stems near 2", where there is a higher
density of low filtration elements.
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10.4. Future work. There are a few obvious improvements one can make to the

dataset:

(1)

(2)

Compute further into more stems. This mostly requires more computational
power. The “secondary” part of the process is fully parallelizable, and the
code supports distributing the work across multiple machines.

Compute all products by indecomposables, not just the indecomposables
up to the 39*" stem. The remaining products are extremely fast to compute,
since the cost depends on the stem of the multiplicand, which now only goes
up to at most 100. The main bottleneck is enumerating the indecomposables,
which has been done manually so far. To push the product computation
further, we ought to automate the process of finding all indecomposables.
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(3) Compute more Massey products. However, computing all potential Massey
products seems prohibitively expensive.

(4) Have a dataset expressed in terms of “human names” of the classes. The
main blocker is in coming up with a reasonable database of names.

(5) Have a program to propagate differentials back and forth using the Leibniz
rules and all available products.

Part 3. Computation of Adams differentials
11. OVERVIEW

The goal of this part is to use the computer calculations of Part 2] to compute
differentials in the Adams spectral sequence.

The computer algorithm automatically gives us all ds differentials. To compute
longer differentials, we introduce the notion of a hidden extension on the Ej page.
Essentially by definition, hidden extensions on the E3 page can be read off from the
computer calculated Modc,2 composition products. Equipped with these hidden
extensions, a generalized Leibniz rule then lets us relate differentials of different
lengths.

After introducing this machinery in Section we proceed to perform two sets
of computations.

In Section we compute the first 35 stems of the Adams spectral sequence. Of
course, all of these results are well-known; the goal is to illustrate the techniques in
more familiar territory.

In Section we resolve previously unknown differentials in the Adams spectral
sequence. In particular, we compute all unknown ds, ds3, ds and ds differentials up
to the 951 stem listed in [[WX20b|. Since this section builds upon the results of
[IWX20b]|, we assume the reader is already familiar with [IWX20b].

12. DIFFERENTIALS AND HIDDEN EXTENSIONS

The arguments of this section are quite generally applicable, and we shall present
them in more generality than are needed for our calculations. In this section, we
work in Syny, for some fixed Adams type spectrum E, and X and Y will be arbitrary
synthetic spectra, not necessarily of the form v(—). To streamline the presentation,
we shall adopt the following conventions:

e “The Adams spectral sequence of X” will mean “the T7-Bockstein spectral
sequence of X with the change of sign” (recall that for any spectrum X,
the 7-Bockstein spectral sequence of v X agrees with the Adams spectral
sequence of X up to a sign [BHS19, Theorem A.1]).

e We will write X/7% for C7% @ X.

e We will omit all suspensions X%? in Syn; they can be inferred from context
if necessary.

Notation 12.1. Define maps ry,, 7 m, Om, On,m by the cofiber sequences

X —7 ox I x/em O x

m Tn,m 5nm
Xm0 xypn Lumy xppm Sy xpnem,

Note that 7 will always denote a map X/7"~™ — X/7r™, as opposed to the
endomorphism of X /7™ of the same name. In particular, 7 is non-zero on X/7.

Notation 12.2. If z € 7, ., X/7™ and y € 7, ., X/7" are such that r, yx = 7, Y,
we say # =y mod 7. Note in particular that 2 and y may live in different groups.
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One immediately sees that

Lemma 12.3. For any n,k > m, we have a commutative diagram

X —7 s x oy xen X
X — X ey Xm0 X
| S -
X — T X Ty Xk % x

R

T )
X/rtk Tt X/rt L X/TF ERLILEN X/rtk,

The following are standard properties of Bockstein spectral sequences, whose
proofs are left to the reader.

Lemma 12.4. Let x € 7, . X/7.

(1) For any representative of diy1(x) on the Ey page, there is a lift of x to
[z] € Ty . X/TF such that 6p[x] = —dg41(x) mod 7.

(2) If 78z = 0, then x is the target of a djy1 differential.

(3) If 6z = 782y for some y € m. . X, then x survives to the Ej page, and
y = —di(x) mod 7. O

We now define hidden extensions. Classically, they are defined for classes on
the F., page in terms of multiplication in homotopy groups. For our purposes, we
need to generalize this to potentially non-surviving classes. Such a notion was first
introduced by Cooley in his thesis [Coo79, pp. 18-21], together with a version of
Theorem [CooT9, Theorem 1.24]. While we believe our definition agrees with
Cooley’s, we shall make no attempts to compare them.

Fix a map of synthetic spectra a: X — Y.

Definition 12.5. Let = € 7, .X/7 and y € 7, .Y /7. Suppose z survives to the E,
page and s < r — 1. We say there is a hidden a-extension by s from z to y on the
E,. page if there is a lift {z} of z to m, . X/7"~! and {y} of y to m..Y/7"717* such
that
afz} = *{y}.

Alternatively, this says a{z} is 7°-divisible, and a 7% division of a{z} is equal to y
mod 7.

We say this hidden extension is maximal if a{x} is not 77! divisible. This is
automatic if r = s + 2. In case r = oo and a{z} is 7° divisible for all s (e.g. it is
zero), we say there is a maximal hidden extension by oo to 0.

In particular, a hidden extension by 0 is a regular, non-hidden extension.

Remark 12.6. The jump s is redundant information given z, y and «, and we
omit it when no confusion can arise.

Remark 12.7. After fixing an {z}, the value of y is well-defined up to images of
da,...,dsy1, and we shall consider y as an element in this quotient. It is, however,
inaccurate to say it is well-defined on the Eio page; it may not survive that long.

Of course, different lifts {z} give different values of y, and in general they can
belong to different filtrations. However, this is not an issue when s = 1; there is
a hidden extension by 1 iff az = 0 on the E5 page, and the indeterminacy in y is
exactly a-multiples of classes in the bidegree right above z on the F5 page.
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Remark 12.8. Let s+ 1 < g < r. If there is a hidden a-extension by s from z to
y on the E, page, then there is a hidden a-extension from z to y on the E; page.
The converse holds if there is no indeterminacy (and = survives long enough).

Theorem 12.9 (Generalized Leibniz rule). Let z € W*’*X/T survive to the E,. page.
Fiz a representative of d.(x) on the Es page. Then there is a differential from a
mazximal a-extension of x on the E, page to a mazimal a-extension of d,.(x) on the
FEo page.

Proof. Pick alift {z} of x to m. . X /77! such that 6,_1{z} is a lift of —d,.(x). Then
we have

oz} =71y, ad,_1{x} =712
for some y and z whose reduction mod 7 are maximal hidden a-extensions of z and
—d,(z) respectively. Then

Op_r_1y = 0p_17 y = b6p_r0{z} = ad,_{z} = Téz.

So

T—?—26

(rr—2_11y) =T rp1y =T T2, O

Remark 12.10. There are also differentials between non-maximal extensions, but
they all vanish since they are pre-empted by shorter differentials.

We end the section with a result that identifies hidden extensions with differentials
in the cofiber, which can be useful if we want to compute longer hidden extensions
by hand. Define Ca, 1y, d, by the cofiber sequence

X 2,y oy 0q 2oy X,

Theorem 12.11. Letx € . . X/7 be such that dj4+1(x) = 0. Suppose T € m, . Ca/T
is such that 0, = x, and suppose y € m, .Y /T is such that Loy = dg+1T on the Ej
page. Then there is a hidden o extension from x to y on the Eyio page.

Proof. Consider the cofiber sequences

da

X @ Yy —= — Ca X
k 5
ST —— Skt K gk 2N g p
Taking the tensor product of these cofiber sequences gives

Y/rk+1 LN Ca/7k+1 ELEEN X/rhHl

J/Tk-#l,k J/""k-f—l,k J/"'k-f—l,k

Y/k SN Ca/TF L TN X/rk

lékdrl,k l5k+1,k J/ék+l,k

Y/T fo Cajt 2 X/

Since di41Z = 1oy on the Ej, page, we can pick a lift {Z} € 7, .Ca of Z such that

Ok+1.4{ZT} = —tay.
By |[MayO01, Section 6] (see also [AM17, Lemma 9.3.2]), there is an {z} € X/7**!
such that
resirir} = 0a{7}, ofz} =T1hy.
The first condition tells us
{z} =0,{Z} =00 =2 mod 7.

So {x} is a lift of x to X/7%*! and the result follows. O
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13. COMPUTATION OF OLD DIFFERENTIALS

To illustrate how one can make use of the computer-generated data, we compute
all differentials in the Adams spectral sequence up to the 35" stem at the prime 2
and resolve most hidden extension. The resulting Adams charts are displayed in
Figures |§| to |8 (the dashed hidden extensions in the E., page are those we do not
prove). Many of the arguments can be simplified if we are willing to use other tools,
but we restrict ourselves to “straightforward” manipulations using the computer
data.

Conventions. We assume the reader is familiar with the names of classes in
the homotopy groups of spheres and the classical Adam FEs page, as well as the
translation between the two. For convenience, we label the relevant Fs page names
in the Adams charts as well.

We adopt the following naming conventions:

(1) If @ € .S is an element in the classical homotopy groups of the sphere, we
use the same name to denote the corresponding element in the homotopy
groups of the synthetic sphere. By this we mean an element in , ,S whose
T inversion gives the original class «, and has maximum Adams filtration
amongst such elements. While this is potentially ambiguous, the ambiguity
is irrelevant in all cases of interest in this section.

To avoid any confusion, we shall never refer to the classical homotopy
groups of the sphere in this section. All such names always refer to the
synthetic version.

(2) If a € Ext 4(FF2,F2) is a permanent cycle, we use {a} to denote any lift of a
to 74 «S. Again the ambiguities end up being irrelevant.

(3) If a € Exta(Fa,F2) survives the dp differential, we use [a] to denote the
specific lift to W*’*CTQ constructed in Theorem using the minimal res-
olution generated by our program. Of course, the precise choice of lift is
irrelevant; what matters is that [a] refers to the same lift throughout the
whole dataset.

Note that in general, [a + b] # [a] + [b]. Instead, there is a correction
term as specified in Theorem

13.1. Differentials in stems 0 to 28. We first look at the differentials in the first
28 stems, which are relatively straightforward.

Lemma 13.1. We have
d3(hoha) = hodo.
Proof. In the computer data, we see that
[do][hoha] = Tk.
Since [dp] detects k, this means there is a hidden k-extension from hohs to k. So

this follows from dividing the differential do(k) = hod3. O

Corollary 13.2. We have 6hy = 202.

Proof. We know that mi4,3S is spanned by 262 and 7k as an Fe-module. Since
Shy = 202 mod 7, we know that 6hy = 202 + atk for some a € Fy. By computer
calculation, 2202 = 72k. So we get

Shohy = 220% + a2k = (a + 1)72k,

Since d3(hohys) = hody, this expression must also equal 79%. So we must have a = 0,
as desired. O
48



AT

32

28

24

20

16

12

= © ™
I — — ®© ~ =

FI1GURE 6. The Fs page of the classical Adams spectral sequence



o s
T

ARl h
o«
32

A\ |
_——
£ «4 )
A R &
I
;\ ,

Py
=
o1 .
20

P
o r
16

12

Phy

Phy
8

o] e}
N —

[aN]
—

F1GURrE 7. The differentials of the classical Adams spectral sequence

50



&
=

Phy
7/
/
/
v

= N
\\\\\ 2\ ae)
— o o, oo e
0
B % N
—
a

Phy
/.
24

A\

haco

o

P2hy
o«
€1

16

P?hy
Pcy ’/

12

Phy

Phy
I /

hy

ha

hy

= © ™
I — — ®© ~ =

FicURrE 8. The FE page of the classical Adams spectral sequence

51



Remark 13.3. One can prove these two results in the opposite order. First, using
the fact that 720~2 = 202 = 0, we learn that we must have dhs = 202. Then
5h0h4 = 220'2 = 72K. So d3(hoh4) = hodo.

Corollary 13.4. hihyg, hohy and cohy are permanent.

Proof. We have d(h1hy) = néhy = n20% = 0 since 27 = 0. The others follow
similarly with vo = 0 and 2¢ = 0. O

Remark 13.5. This is the same proof as the Moss’ convergence theorem proof,
constructing [h1hy] as (02,2, 1). When applying Moss’ convergence theorem, one has
to verify that the product vanishes in homotopy and work out indeterminacies. In
the synthetic proof, this translates to keeping track of higher 7-divisible terms that
can show up in the products and §. In particular, knowing the full value of § instead
of just the Adams differential is often extremely useful for future computations.

Lemma 13.6. g is permanent.

Proof. If g supported a differential, then so would Pg = d3, since P acts injectively
on all potential targets with no indeterminacy. But d3 is permanent. O

13.2. Hidden extensions in stems 0 to 28.

Lemma 13.7. We have

v+ 7720 = TTNE.
Proof. The computer data gives

[ho]® = [hiha],  []?[ha] = [ATha] + Thico. O

Lemma 13.8. deg = n’k. Thus, Tn’k = 0.
Proof. Since da(eg) = h3dy, the only other possibility is deg = 7%k + 7{Pco}. This
would imply that

™%k = 7*{Pcy}.
Multiplying by 7 gives

20{Pcy} = ™’k = 12%vk = 0,

which is a contradiction. ]

Remark 13.9. One can similarly show that § fo = 2vk.

Lemma 13.10. We have
V3k = m2n{Pdy}.

Note that this hidden extension jumps by 2 filtrations, and we are able to compute
this by iterating hidden extensions by 1.
Proof. Since v3 = n?c + Tne, multiplying by x gives
V3K = 1720/1 + Tnek.
By computer calculation, we know that
ek = 7{Pdp}.

So it remains to show that the first term vanishes. Since the 23' stem is non-
T-torsion, it suffices to show that 7n?cx = 0. But we have already seen that
™%k = Tdeg = 0. So we are done. O
Corollary 13.11. We have

22vk = m2n{Pdy}, nk = T*{Pdo}.
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Proof. The first follows from the identity
22k = v’k
The second follows from 7° = 22v. (]
Lemma 13.12. We have
o{Ph,} = n*k + 7{Pco}.

Thus, in the (classical) stable homotopy groups of spheres, there is a hidden o
extension from Phy to Pcy.

Proof. This follows from the computer data, since there are no higher filtration
terms. m

13.3. Stems 29 to 35.
Lemma 13.13. dg(h8h5) = hoAh% and d4(hgh5) = hopzdo.

Proof. To compute d3(h3hs), the obvious approach of starting with da(h2hs) = h3h3
and then computing a hidden 2 extension does not work, since hoAh3 is in the
indeterminacy. Instead, we start with da(hohs) = hZh3 and compute a hidden 22
extension. Indeed, computer calculation gives

[hol[R5hi] = [hohi]
[hollhghi] = TlhoAh3).

So there is a hidden 22 extension from hZh3 to hoAh3 with no indeterminacy, and
the ds follows. The dj is similar. O

Lemma 13.14. d3(dpeg) = hjAh3 and dy(doeo + hihs) = P?dy.

Proof. We have

§(doeg) = Kbeg = 1> K2,
which computer calculation tells us is 7hiAh3 mod 72. The next differential follows
from hg-division in a purely classical manner, since hodgeg = 0 on the F3 page. [

Remark 13.15. Here it is important for us to precisely identify the value of deq.
A simple hidden extension argument would not work since hjAh% = doPcy is in the
indeterminacy.

Corollary 13.16. d3(Ah3) = hid3.

Proof. The source and target have hidden 7 extensions to dpeg and h3Ah3 respec-
tively. O

Corollary 13.17. We have
Shs = 2{h3}.

Proof. From our calculations, 739 3S = Fy and is generated by Q{hﬁ} [l
Corollary 13.18. hihs and p are permanent and ds(hahs) = hop.

Proof. The first follows from 21 = 0. The rest follow from the hidden v extension
from h3 to p. O

To prove that the remaining elements are permanent, we have to look beyond
what our charts in Figures [6] to [§| cover. The reader can instead refer to Isaksen’s
charts at [IWX20a].

Lemma 13.19. dy and Ahihs are permanent.
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Proof. These elements can only hit hi3hs, and it is easy to check that Phihs
cannot be hit by an element of filtration at least 8. O

Lemma 13.20. hghshs is permanent.

Proof. Since [hg][hop] = 0, we know hghohs does not hit hyAhihs. So the only
potential targets are h1 P3¢y and P*h;. We again rule this out by Adams periodicity.
We have

Phohohs = hoPhahs.
Since Plhop] = 0 with no indeterminacy in Modg, 2, we know that d4(Phohs) = 0.

So the shortest differential Phohs can support hits h; Pcy or P?h;, both of which
preclude a differential on hgPhsohs. U

14. COMPUTATION OF NEW DIFFERENTIALS

We now turn to the computation of new differentials. These differentials are
listed in Table [B] with the proofs indicated in the last column. Many of these new
differentials are easy consequences of the generalized Leibniz rule using hidden 2, 7,
v and o extensions, which are listed in Tables [4] to[7]] We shall not provide further
explanation for these differentials. The remainder of the differentials require extra
arguments, and are explained in Section [T4.1}

Throughout the section, we shall use the names of [IWX20b|. The identifications
of their classes in our basis are listed in Table [§ with brief justifications. We
encourage the reader to refer to the charts at [TWX20a] when reading this section.

Remark 14.1. Some of these new differentials have been independently computed
in unpublished work of Burklund—Isaksen—Xu. Specifically, they have computed
the differentials on A2gs, h1A%gy, hiAh3he, o57, A2Mhy and A2Mh3. Their
arguments are similar to ours, except they had to compute hidden extensions by
hand.

14.1. Computation of new differentials.
Lemma 14.2. d3(hlhe) = A%hoh?.

Proof. As in Lemma [13.13} we start with da(h3he) = h§h2, and observe that there
is a hidden 22 extension from hSh2 to A%hgh3. Indeed, we have

hol[Sh2] = (WERZ] + 7(ha Aw + Ah3)
[hollhhs] = 0. O
Lemma 14.3. d3(hogBi) = hoA%dgeq + Ahyedg.
Proof. First, hggB, is ho-divisible with
hogBa = haeqBa, da(eoBa) = hoMdoeo.

There is a hidden v-extension from hgMdyeg to Ahlegg with indeterminacy
hoA2dgeg. So we know that

dg(hogB4) = Ahle%g—i—?hoAQdoeo.

To determine the indeterminacy, we consider further v-multiplication. There is a
hidden v-extension from hogBa to hoA%m. Thus, we find that

hgdg(hogB4) = dg(h0A2m) = hg(hoAQdoeo).

Since haAhjelg = 0, the result follows. O
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Remark 14.4. Our calculations have uncovered two incorrect ds’s in [TWX20b).
Write 7, for the 7 in [[IWX20b|, which is 72 in Syngp.

[IWX20b, Lemma 5.21] claims that d3(hogBs) = A%hodoeo (note that doBs =
hogBy4 in the classical Adams spectral sequence). Their argument neglects the
possibility that in the motivic Adams spectral sequence, dg(Tfnngg,) = A?hodgey +
73 Ahye3g, which would make A%hgdgeg 7,,-divisible in the E,-page. Indeed, our
argument shows this is exactly what happens.

[TWX20b, Lemma 5.26] claims that d3(Mhodok) = PA2hgdgeg. This is a clerical
error; in mmf, there is a dy hitting Ahyd2e3 + 73, PAh1dg?, so in the E3 page we
have Ahid3e} = 72, PAhidg?®. Since 72 hoMdok has trivial image in mmf, its d3
must be Ahyd3e3 + 73 PAhydg?.

Lemma 14.5. dg(AShlhg) = Ahle%g

Proof. We first show that dz(A3h;hs3) is non-zero. This is the argument of [TWX20b),
Lemma 5.20]. Since Phy - A3hihs supports a dy, we know A3hjhs supports a
differential of length at most d4. The target bidegree of the dy is zero and computer
calculation shows it does not support a ds, so it must support a ds.

Next, we observe that there is a hidden v-extension by 1 from A%h;hs to 0. So
d3(A3h1h3) must be killed by ho. This leaves hoAZ2dgeq as the only possibility. O

Lemma 14.6. dg(h1A%g>) = 0.

Proof. We have to show that §(h1A%gs) = 0 mod 7°. To do so, we use the E, page
relation hiA2gy = hyAZe;.
Since d3(A%e;) = h3A%n, we can write

§(A%e) = 2 {A*n} + 77 n{ M Ahido} + 773 {Ah1g°}.
We shall show that all terms are trivial mod 7° after multiplication by o.

(1) Since vo = 0, the first term vanishes completely.
(2) By computer calculation, we know

[hs][M Ahydo] = Thizer11.

Note that hSxg 11 is itself a hg multiple, hence is in the indeterminacy. The
only term in the bidegree above hg;vgl,u is hnggl’ll. So we get

(T{MAhldo} = ?Thgl’g;l,ll + ?7’2h5$91711 mod 7'37

where the coefficients are potentially different. However, the left-hand side
is permanent, while the terms on the right support differentials. So the
coefficients must in fact vanish.
(3) Since hidden o-extensions by 1 vanish identically at bidegree (85,17), we
know that
o{Ah1g®} =0 mod 72 O

Lemma 14.7. d3(l‘9478) = h11'92,10~
Proof. This follows from [IWX20bl Remark 5.2] since da(z94,8) = 0. O

14.2. Tables. This section contains the following tables:

e Table [3] contains all the newly computed differentials and their proofs. The
grey rows consist of old differentials we include for reference.

e Tables [ to [7] contain the hidden extensions that we use to compute the
differentials. The first four columns are lifted straight out of computer-
generated data, while the last two columns identify the names of the classes.

e Table [§] gives the identification between the names in [IWX20b] and our
basis, together with a brief justification for each. We omit cases where the
group is one-dimensional.

55



Table 3: Newly computed differentials

n s r source target proof
63 8 3  hihe A%hoh3 Lemma [14.2]
69 8 2 D} 0 -
69 8 3 D} haMg 2 division
69 10 2 PA+A) hohoMg -
80 14 3 hogB4 h0A2d060 + Ahlegg Lemma [14.3
80 14 3 A3hihg Ahlegg Lemma [14.5
8 17 2 M d()j h,() M 1)(1(]6(] -
87 17 2 Alhidy egm -
88 18 3  A3hid Ahydied 1 multiplication
88 18 3 hoMdyj Ahq d%e% + hQPAQdoeo v multiplication
92 12 5 A2g, 0 1 division
93 9 5 hiAh3he h3A%g, [TWX20b)|
93 10 6 h3Ah3hs MAhZe 2 multiplication
93 13 6  hiA2g, 0 Lemma [14.6]
94 8 2 94,8 0 -
94 8 3 Z94,8 hlmgg’lo Lemmam
94 15 3 A2Mm Mdye? 2 division
94 17 3 Mdom MPAR3d, n division
9% T 2 T95,7 hoToy,sg -
95 16 4 A*Mh3? MPAhRZe 1 multiplication
95 19 2 295,19,0 ]\IPAIZ%(Z() -
Table 4: Selected hidden 2-extensions

n s source target name of source name of target

69 8 [1,0] [1] Dj P(A+ A

92 14 [0,1,0] [1] h3A%gs M Ah3eq

93 18 [1] [1,0] Mdge? M PAR3dy

94 15 1] 1] A2Mh,y Mdym

Table 5: Selected hidden 7 extensions

n s source target name of source name of target

86 19 [1] [0,1,1] egm Ahld%e%
91 17 [0,07 1] [O, 1] Mdyl + hg$91711 MPAhidg
93 18 1] [0,1] Mdoe(% MPAh(Q)eO
94 17 (1] (1,0] Mdym T95,19,0

Table 6: Selected hidden v extensions

n s source target name of source name of target

76 15 [1] [1, 1, 1] hoMdgyeq hQAQdoeo + Ahle%g
80 14 [1, 0] [O, 1] hogB4 hoAzm

80 14 (0,1 [0.0] A3hyhs 0

84 19 [1 1] [07 0, 1] hoM Pdyeq Ahld%e% + hoPA2d060

)
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[Ada58]

[AM17]

[Bau06]

[BG20|

[BHS19]

[BHS20]

Table 7: Selected hidden o extensions

n 8§ source target name of source  name of target

84 15 [1, 1] [1,0,0] MAhldo h8I91,11
85 17 [1,0,0] [0,0] x85,17,0 0
86 17 [0, 1, 1] [0, 0} r85,17,1 T T85,17,2 0

Table 8: Identification of classes

n s class name identification
62 10 [1,0,0] h1Az hq-divisible
62 10 0,1,0] A?h3 h1-torsion
68 12 [1,0] hoha Mg ha-divisible
69 8 [1,0] Dj ho-torsion
79 17 [1, 0, O] ho A2d060 ho—diViSible
79 17 [0,1,1] Ahietg ho-torsion
80 14 [0,1] A3hyihg ho-torsion
80 14 [1,0] hog By ho-divisible
83 16 [0,1] hoA2%m ho-divisible
84 15 [1,1] MAhqdy ho-torsion
84 19 [1,1] hoM Pdyeq ha-divisible
85 17 [?7,1,0] Mdyj do-divisible
87 21 [0, ]., 0] hoPA2d0€0 ho—diViSible
87 21 [0,1,1] Ahid3e? ho-torsion
91 17 [1, O, 0] hgl‘gl)ll ho—diViSible
91 17 [1,0,1] Mdyt dy-divisible
92 14 [0,1,0] h2A2g, ho-divisible
92 19 [1,1] e0g>m g-divisible
93 20 [1,0] MPAR2d, hi-divisible
94 9 [1, O7 0] h0$94’8 ho—diViSible
94 20 [0,1] MPAR3ey+?3g9 ho-non-torsion
95 7 [7, 1] Z95,7 non—hﬁ—divisible
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