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OBSTRUCTIONS TO HOMOTOPY INVARIANCE OF LOOP COPRODUCT

VIA PARAMETERIZED FIXED-POINT THEORY

LEA KENIGSBERG AND NOAH PORCELLI

Abstract. Given f : M Ñ N a homotopy equivalence of compact manifolds with boundary, we
use a construction of Geoghegan and Nicas to define its Reidemeister trace rT s P πst

1
pLN,Nq.

We realize the Goresky-Hingston coproduct as a map of spectra, and show that the failure of
f to entwine the spectral coproducts can be characterized by Chas-Sullivan multiplication with
rT s. In particular, when f is a simple homotopy equivalence, the spectral coproducts of M and
N agree.
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1. Introduction

Let M be a closed smooth oriented manifold, and LM its free loop space. There are various
structures one can define on the homology of LM . The first to be introduced was the Chas-Sullivan
product [5]:

µCS : H˚pLMq bH˚pLMq Ñ H˚´npLMq,

which, roughly speaking, takes two generic families of loops in M and concatenates them when
their starting points agree.

There is also the Goresky-Hingston coproduct [11]:

∆GH : H˚ pLMq Ñ H̃˚`1´n

ˆ
LM

M
^

LM

M

˙

which takes a generic family of loops, and for each loop γ in the family and s P r0, 1s such that
γp0q “ γpsq, contributes the pair of loops pγ|r0,ss, γ|rs,1sq. See Fig. 1.
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Figure 1. Heuristic picture of the coproduct in the case ˚ “ 1, n “ 2: left
shows a 1-parameter family of loops, right shows the output of the coproduct, a
0-parameter family of pairs of loops.

There are many other structures and constructions of this flavor, all fall under the general
umbrella term of string topology. For instance, there is a Lie bracket on equivariant homology

HS1

˚ pLMq [5]. Another example is Cohen-Jones’ construction of a unital ring structure [7]:

(1.1) LM´TM ^ LM´TM Ñ LM´TM .

This structure recovers the Chas-Sullivan product by taking homology, but also gives operations
in other generalised homology theories.
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The first offering of our paper is a generalization of the Goresky-Hingston coproduct to non-
oriented manifolds with corners, and to a map of spectra:

(1.2) ∆ :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ S1 Ñ Σ8LM

M
^

LM

M
,

where BLM :“ LM |BM is the space of loops γ P LM with γp0q P BM .

Remark 1.1. Note that ∆ does not define a coring structure in the usual algebraic sense, since
it is not of the form A Ñ A b A for any A. We still refer to ∆ as a coproduct since when M

is a closed oriented manifold, ∆ is a natural generalisation of the Goresky-Hingston coproduct,
which does define a (non-unital) coalgebra structure on H˚`n´1pLM,M ; kq where k is a field. See
Section 6 for an exact statement and proof. It would be interesting to understand the nature of the
algebraic structure that ∆ defines.

It was shown in [8], [9] and [12] that the Chas-Sullivan product is preserved by homotopy
equivalences, and by Rivera-Wang [21] that for simply-connected manifolds the Goresky-Hingston
coproduct over Q is preserved by homotopy equivalences.

Motivated by a computation of Naef [18], showing that the Goresky-Hingston coproduct is not
a homotopy invariant in general, the first goal of this paper is to characterize the failure of the
spectral Goresky-Hingston coproduct to be a homotopy invariant.

More precisely, let f : N Ñ Z be a homotopy equivalence of compact manifolds with boundary.
Then f induces equivalences of spectra f : Σ8LN{N Ñ Σ8LZ{Z and

f! :
LN´TN

BLN´TN

»
ÝÑ

LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ
.

See Eq. (10.4). Then the first goal of this paper is to study the failure of the diagram

(1.3)

LN´TN

BLN´TN ^ S1 Σ8 LN
N

^ LN
N

LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ ^ S1 Σ8 LZ
Z

^ LZ
Z

∆N

f!^IdS1 f^f

∆Z

to commute.
As a first step to addressing the general case, we assume that f is a codimension 0 embedding,

and that the complement W :“ ZzN is an h-cobordism. We then define operations

Ξl,Ξr :
LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ
^ S1 Ñ Σ8 LZ

Z
^

LZ

Z
,

in the spirit of parameterized Reidemeister traces, following ideas of Geoghegan-Nicas [10] and
Malkiewich [16]. See Section 8 for further explanation.

The first theorem of this paper is then:

Theorem 1 (Theorem 9). Assume f : N Ñ Z is a codimension 0 embedding such that the
complement is an h-cobordism. Then the failure of diagram (1.3) to commute is given by Ξr and
Ξl. That is:

(1.4) ∆Z ˝ pf! ^ IdS1q ´ pf ^ fq ˝ ∆N » Ξr ´ Ξl.

We next characterize the discrepancy Ξr ´ Ξl in terms of familiar operations and invariants.
To do this, to f we first associate a parameterized fixed-point invariant:

rT s : Σ8S1 Ñ Σ8 LN

N
.

Viewed as a framed manifold via the Pontryagin-Thom isomorphism, the class rT s is constructed
as in Geoghegan-Nicas [10], and is given by the fixed points of a strong deformation retraction
F :W ˆ I Ñ W .
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See Section 8 for further explanation.
Then by composing with appropriate anti-diagonal maps we obtain classes:

rTdiags, rT diags : Σ8S1 Ñ Σ8LN ˆ LN

N ˆN
.

In Section 4 we define spectral Chas-Sullivan products:

(1.5) µr :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ Σ8

`LM Ñ Σ8
`LM,

and

(1.6) µl : Σ
8
`LM ^

LM´TM

BLM´TM
Ñ Σ8

`LM,

which after passing to homology realize the usual homology-level Chas-Sullivan products. Let

rZs : S Ñ Z´TZ{BZ´TZ Ñ LZ´TZ{BLZ´TZ

denote the fundamental class of Z.
Then the following theorem says that Ξr and Ξl can be interpreted as the Chas-Sullivan product

with rT s:

Theorem 2 (Theorem 10). Under the same assumptions as Theorem 1, there are homotopies of
maps of spectra:

Ξr » µrp¨ ˆ rZs, rTdiagsq and Ξl » µlprT diags, rZs ˆ ¨q,

where we use the spectral Chas-Sullivan product for Z ˆ Z, inserting the classes rZs, rTdiags and

rT diags as appropriate.

In order to reduce the general case to the codimension 0 setting we prove the following stability
property:

Theorem 3 (Theorem 5). Let e :M ãÑ RL be an embedding with normal bundle ν; let Dν be the
total space of the unit disc bundle of ν, also a compact manifold. Then the coproducts for M and
Dν agree.

The following corollary is immediate from Theorem 3:

Corollary 1.2. If N and Z are simple homotopy equivalent closed manifolds, then their coproducts
agree.

Remark 1.3. Corollary 1.2 has also been proved in recent work of Naef-Safronov [20]; see also
Remark 1.5.

We may extend the construction of the invariant rT s to any homotopy equivalence f : N Ñ Z.
Combining Theorems 1, 2 and 3 in Section 10, we deduce the main result of our paper:

Theorem 4. Let f : N Ñ Z be a homotopy equivalence of compact manifolds with boundary (of
any dimensions). Then the failure of f to respect the spectral Goresky-Hingston coproduct is given
by:

(1.7) ∆Z ˝ pf! ^ IdS1q ´ pf ^ fq ˝ ∆N » µrp¨ ˆ rZs, rTdiagsq ´ µlprT diags, rZs ˆ ¨q.

We now give the corresponding statement on homology. Let h˚ : Ωfr˚ p¨q Ñ H˚p¨q be the
Hurewicz homomorphism. Using the results of Sections 6 and 7, which show that after taking
homology our spectral constructions agree with their homological counterparts, we obtain the
corresponding homological statement:
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Corollary 1.4. Let f : N Ñ Z be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence of closed
oriented manifolds. Then for all x P HppLNq:

∆GH ˝ f˚pxq ´ pf ˆ fq˚ ˝ ∆GHpxq

“ p´1qnp`nµCSpf˚pxq ˆ rM s, h˚rTdiagsq ´ p´1qp`nµCSph˚rT diags, rM s ˆ f˚pxqq.
(1.8)

where we take the Chas-Sullivan product in Z ˆ Z.

Remark 1.5. A variant of formula (1.7), first conjectured by Naef in [18], has been recently proved
by Naef-Safronov [20] using different methods. Their formula is similar but instead of h˚rT s uses
a different homology class; Eq. (1.9) below implies that when π2 “ 0, these homology classes agree.
In particular, we expect that in the case π2 “ 0, Corollary 1.7 recovers [20, Theorem A].

Another variant of this formula is to appear in upcoming work of Wahl [14], using a differently
defined obstruction class. It is natural to conjecture that all of these obstruction classes agree.

Lastly, when we assume π2pNq “ 0, we can invoke a theorem of Geoghegan and Nicas [10]
which further identifies rT s with the Dennis trace of the Whitehead torsion of f . More precisely,
let

tr : K1pZrπ1pMqsq Ñ HH1pZrπ1pNqsq

be the classical Dennis trace. Then after identifying HH1pZrπ1pNqs – H1pLNq (which requires
the π2 “ 0 assumption), and projecting away from constant loops, the content of [10, Theorem
7.2] implies that

(1.9) trpτq “ h˚rT s,

where τ is the Whitehead torsion of f . See Section 8 for more precise statements.

Remark 1.6. We expect that the condition π2 “ 0 can be removed by lifting the invariants of [10]
to live in topological, rather than ordinary, Hochschild homology. See Conjecture 1.10.

Let trpτqdiag and trpτqdiag be the images of trpτq under the antidiagonal maps. Then combining

(1.9) and Corollary 1.4 we obtain:

Corollary 1.7. Let f : N Ñ Z be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence of closed
oriented manifolds. Suppose that π2pNq “ 0. Then for all x P HppLNq:

∆GH ˝ f˚pxq ´ pf ˆ fq˚ ˝ ∆GHpxq

“ p´1qnp`nµCSpf˚pxq ˆ rM s, trpτqdiagq ´ p´1qp`nµCSptrpτqdiag, rM s ˆ f˚pxqq.
(1.10)

1.1. Future work and directions. Let E Ñ B a be smooth fiber bundle with fiber a smooth
closed manifold M . Suppose we are given a fiberwise homotopy equivalence f : E Ñ M ˆ B over
B. In future work we hope to show that one can build spectral operations in families and define
∆E

fib, ∆
BˆM
fib , ΞBl , Ξ

B
r , µ

MˆB
l and µMˆB

r as morphisms of parametrized spectra. In particular, we
conjecture that an analogue of Theorem 1 holds:

Conjecture 1.8.

(1.11) ∆BˆM
fib ˝ f! ´ f ^ f ˝ ∆E

fib “ ΞBl ´ ΞBr .

We further conjecture that ΞBl ´ ΞBr can be characterized in terms of multiplication by higher
Reidemeister traces. Namely, let HpMq be the stable h-cobordism space of M . Then we expect
that one can extend the constructions of Section 8.2 to define a map:

RT : HpMq Ñ Ω8`1Σ8LM

M
,

and show:
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Conjecture 1.9. There are homotopies of maps of parametrised spectra:

(1.12) ΞBr » µMˆB
r p¨ ˆ rM s, rRTdiagsq and ΞBl » µMˆB

l prRT diags, rM s ˆ ¨q.

Lastly, to further relate these traces to higher Whitehead torsion, we conjecture a natural
generalization of (1.9) of [10]:

Conjecture 1.10. The following diagram commutes up to natural homotopy:

ΩΩ8KrΣ8
`ΩM s HpMq

ΩΩ8THHpΣ8
`ΩMq ΩΩ8Σ8pLM{Mq

Ωtr RT

where tr is the Dennis trace on THH due to Bökstedt [3], the top horizontal arrow is given by
Waldhausen’s splitting theorem, and the bottom arrow is the equivalence: THHpΣ8

`ΩMq » Σ8
`LM.

Combined, these conjectures imply that the failure of the Goresky-Hingston coproduct to com-
mute in families can be measured by (suitably interpreted) multiplication with traces of higher
Whitehead torsions.

1.2. Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we set up conventions and notations. In Section 3 we
define the spectral Goresky-Hingston coproduct. In Section 4 we define a version of the spectral
Chas-Sullivan product. In Sections 6 and 7 we show that these recover the usual definitions after
passing to homology; as an intermediate step, we use models for the string topology operations
built using transversality.

In Section 5 we show that the spectral string topology operations are invariant under replacing
M with the total space of certain disc bundles over M . From this, we deduce simple homotopy
invariance of the coproduct.

In Section 8 we recall and define fixed-point invariants and operations. In Section 9 we prove
Theorem 4 in the special case that N Ñ Z is a codimension 0 embedding such that the complement
ZzN˝ is an h-cobordism. In Section 10 we prove Theorem 4 in general, by using results of Section
5 to reduce to the codimension 0 case.

Appendix A recaps some conventions for signs in stable homotopy theory.

1.3. Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Florian Naef and Nathalie Wahl for helpful con-
versations. Lea would like to thank Mohammed Abouzaid, Roger Casals, Inbar Klang, and Cary
Malkiewich for helpful conversations and support, and the president post doctoral fellowship pro-
gram for professional development and creating excellent work conditions. Noah thanks Ilaria Di
Dedda, and Oscar Randal-Williams for helpful conversations, and is supported by the Engineering
and Physical Sciences Research Council [EP/W015889/1].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Loops. Let M be a smooth Riemannian manifold. In this section we recall from [13] a
convenient model for the free loop space of M .

A loop γ : I :“ r0, 1s Ñ M is of Sobolev class H1 if γ and its weak derivative are of class L2.
This means that γ1ptq is defined almost everywhere, and the length:

lpγq “

ż 1

0

γ1ptq

is finite and well defined.
The inclusions:

C8-loops Ă piecewise C8-loops Ă H1-loops Ă C0-loops

are homotopy equivalences. See [13] and references within.
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A constant speed path is a path γ such that |γ1ptq| is constant where it is defined. For our model
of the free loop space, LM , we take the space of constant speed H1 loops. By reparametrising,
this space is homotopy equivalent to the space of all H1-loops. Note that this model depends on
the metric on M , but if g and g1 are different metrics on M , there is a canonical homeomorphism
LpM, gq Ñ LpM, g1q given by reparametrising all loops.

In our formulas consisting of operations on loops, we always implicitly reparameterise so that
the loops are of constant speed. This makes concatenation strictly associative. More explicitly, if
γ, β : r0, 1s Ñ M are two constant speed loops, first define

σ “
lpγq

lpγq ` lpβq
.

Then the concatenation α ‹ β is given by:

(2.1) α ‹ βptq “

#
γp t

σ
q if 0 ď t ď σ

βp t´σ
1´σ q if σ ď t ď 1.

The same convention is used in [13, Section 1].
For the purpose of readability, we use the following notation for concatenation of paths. Given

a path γ from x to y and a path δ from y to z, we write

(2.2) x
γ

ù y
δ

ù z

for the constant speed concatenation of the two paths.

2.2. Suspensions. We will write many explicit formulas for maps into or out of suspensions of
based spaces so we choose which model for the suspension functor we work with.

Definition 2.1. For L ě 0, we give two models for ΣLX:

(1)

r´1, 1sL ˆX

pBr´1, 1sL ˆXq Y pr´1, 1sL ˆ t˚uq

(2)

RL ˆX

ppRLzp´1, 1qAq ˆXq Y pRL ˆ t˚uq

in both cases based at the point which is the image of the collapsed subspace.
In both cases, if X is equipped with a basepoint x0, we further quotient by r´1, 1sL ˆ tx0u.
We will use these two models interchangeably, noting they are canonically homeomorphic.

3. Spectral Goresky-Hingston coproduct

3.1. Preamble. Let M be a compact smooth manifold, possibly with corners. The main goal of
this section is to define and study a realization of the Goresky-Hingston coproduct as a map of
spectra.

Fix an embedding e : M Ñ RL, and let νe be the normal bundle (defined to be the orthog-
onal complement of depTMq) equipped with the pullback metric. Denote by Dνe and Sνe the
corresponding unit disk and sphere bundles respectively.

Let

(3.1) ev0 : LM Ñ M,

be the evaluation map sending γ ÞÑ γp0q. We use ev0 to pull back νe to a bundle which, by abuse
of notation, we write as νe Ñ LM . The Thom space, LMDνe , is defined by:

(3.2) LMDνe :“ TotpDνe Ñ LMq{TotpSνe Ñ LMq,
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where Tot refers to taking the total space. Similarly to the case of suspensions, this is canonically
homeomorphic to:

(3.3) LMDνe – Totpνe Ñ LMq{ pTotpνe Ñ LMqzTotpDνe Ñ LMq˝q

Let LM´TM be the spectrum given by desuspending this Thom space. That is, it is the
sequential spectrum whose ith space, for i " 0, is given by:

LM´TM
i :“ LMDpRi´L‘νeq.

In Section 3.1 we describe the Goresky-Hingston coproduct as a map of spectra:

∆ : LM´TM ^ S1 Ñ Σ8LM

M
^

LM

M

for a closed smooth manifold. The definition in this case is more transparent and requires less
choices than the general case, but already contains most of the main ideas.

In Sections 3.3 and 3.4 we treat the more general case of smooth compact manifolds with
corners, and define a map:

∆ :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ S1 Ñ Σ8LM

M
^

LM

M
,

where BLM :“ LM |BM denotes the space of loops γ such that γp0q P BM .
We keep track of all the choices involved in the definition, and prove independence of choices in

Lemma 3.13. In Section 5.1 we prove a stability property, from which we deduce simple homotopy
invariance of the coproduct.

3.2. The closed case. In this section M is a smooth closed manifold of dimension n. Let e, νe,
and Dνe be as in Section 3.1. We identify Dνe with an ε-tubular neighborhood U Ă RL by an
embedding ρ : Dνe Ñ U . Let π : Dνe Ñ M be the projection and r : U Ñ M the retraction
defined by e ˝ π ˝ ρ´1. Note that we can choose ρ and ε so that rpuq is always the closest point to
u in M .

Recall from Eq. (2.1) and Eq. (2.2) our conventions and notation for the concatenation of paths.
Moreover, suppose x, y P U Ă RL are such that U contains the the straight line path between x
and y. Denote by

(3.4) x
θ

ù y

its retraction to M using r.

Definition 3.1. Let pv, γ, tq P LMDνe ^ S1. That is, γ P LM , t P S1 and v P pDνeqγp0q. The
unstable coproduct is the map of spaces:

∆unst : LM
Dνe ^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LM

M
^

LM

M

sending pv, γ, tq to:

(3.5)

$
&
%

ˆ
2
ε

pv ´ γptqq , γp0q
γ|r0,ts
ù γptq

θ
ù γp0q, γp0q

θ
ù γptq

γ|rt,1s
ù γp0q

˙
if ‖v ´ γptq‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

where we perform the subtraction in RL.
The (stable) coproduct:

∆ : LM´TM ^ S1 Ñ Σ8LM

M
^

LM

M

is obtained from the unstable coproduct by desuspending ∆unst L times (see Lemma A.6).
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For sufficiently small ε, the map ∆unst is a well-defined continuous map. Indeed, first note that
for sufficiently small ε, if ‖v ´ γptq‖ ď ε then the straight-line path connecting v and γptq lives in

U , so the paths γptq
θ

ù γp0q and γp0q
θ

ù γptq are well defined.

Definition 3.2. For equations of the form of (3.5), we call the “if” condition (so ‖v ´ γptq‖ in
the case of (3.5) the incidence condition.

Secondly, we defined ∆unst using coordinates on TotpDνe Ñ LMqˆI. To show that it descends
to the quotient LMDνe ^ S1, we need to check that when either |ρ´1pvq| “ 1, t “ 0, or t “ 1,
pv, γ, tq is sent to the basepoint. Note that v is a normal vector at γp0q and that we chose the
tubular neighborhood U so that γp0q is the closest point to v in epMq. This means that when
|ρ´1pvq| “ 1, ‖v ´ γptq‖ ě ε for every t, hence the first entry in Eq. (3.5) has ‖¨‖ ě 2 and pv, γ, tq
is sent to the basepoint.

Moreover, when t “ 0, the retraction of the straight line path from v to γp0q is the constant
path at γp0q, since γp0q is the closest point to v in M . This implies that the second argument in
Eq. (3.5) is sent to the base point. The case of t “ 1 is similar.

We treat independence of choices when we deal with the general case in Lemma 3.13.

3.3. Choices. In this section we collect all the choices required for our definition of the coproduct
when M is a manifold with corners.

To define the coproduct we require an embedding e : M Ñ RL, and a tubular neighborhood
of epMq. In order to extend the definition of a tubular neighborhood to manifolds with corners,
we consider a small “extension” of M , denoted M ext, and containing M as a codimension 0
submanifold:

Definition 3.3. Let M be a smooth compact manifold with corners. As a topological manifold,
M ext is given by

M ext :“ M YBM BM ˆ r0, 1s.

To equip M ext with a smooth structure we choose a vector field on M which points strictly inwards
at the boundary. Let tφsusě0 be the associated flow. Then there is a homeomorphism Φ :M ext Ñ
M sending x P M to φ1pxq, and py, tq P M ˆ r0, 1s to φ1´tpyq. We equip M ext with the pullback
of the smooth structure on M . Note that M ext contains a copy of M , which is a codimension
0 submanifold with corners. Furthermore the canonical projection map M ext Ñ M is piecewise
smooth.

The auxiliary data required to define the string coproduct for M is as follows:

Definition 3.4. Let L ě 0 be an integer. A choice of embedding data of rank L is a tuple
pe, ρext, ζ, V, ε, λq consisting of:

(i). A smooth embedding e :M ext
ãÑ RL.

We write νe for the normal bundle of this embedding, defined to be the orthogonal complement
of TM ext. Note that e canonically equips both TM ext and νe with metrics, by pulling back
the Euclidean metric on RL. Let πe : νe Ñ M ext be the projection map.

(ii). A tubular neighbourhood ρext : D2νe ãÑ RL, where D2 denotes the length-2 disc bundle.

More precisely, a smooth embedding, restricting to e on the zero-section. We let Ũ be the
image of ρext. We let ρ be the restriction of ρext to the unit disc bundle of νe over M , and
U the image of ρ. In symbols: ρ :“ ρext|D1νe|M , U :“ Impρq and Ũ “ Impρextq. From the

choices above we obtain a retraction r : Ũ Ñ M defined to be the composition of pρextq´1,
the projection to M ext, and the natural map M ext Ñ M .

(iii). A real number ζ ą 0.
We require that ζ is small enough that whenever x, y P M satisfy ‖x´y‖ ď ζ, the straight-line

path between them rx, ys lies inside Ũ .
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(iv). An inwards-pointing vector field, V , on M .
We write tφsusě0 for the flow of this vector field. We require that V is small enough that
the following condition holds: for each x P M , the length of the path tφspxqusPr0,1s is ď ζ{4.

(v). A real number ε ą 0 sufficiently small such that:
(a). U contains an ε-neighbourhood of M .
(b). The Euclidean distance: d

`
ρpDν|φ1pMqq, ρpDν|BM qq

˘
ě 2ε

(c). If x, y P U and ‖x´ y‖ ď ε, then the straight-line path rx, ys lies in Ũ , and rprx, ysq has
length ď ζ{4.

If this final condition holds, we write θxy (or just θ if the endpoints are clear from context)
for the path rprx, ysq.

(vi). λ ą 0, large enough such that:

λ ¨ dpρpSνe|M q, epMqq ě 2

where Sνe is the unit sphere bundle of νe; note that this distance on the left hand side is at
least ε, by (3.4.va).

We write EDLpMq for the simplicial set whose k-simplices consist of the set of continuously-
varying families of tuples of embedding data, parametrised by the standard k-simplex. There is a
forgetful map EDLpMq Ñ EmbpM ext,RLq to the simplicial set of embeddings M ext

ãÑ RL, which
forgets all the data except the embedding e.

epMq

e
´
MextzM˝

¯
U

Ũ

V

Figure 2. Some choices in the definition of the coproduct: epMq, epM extq, U , Ũ
and V are shown.

Remark 3.5. These conditions are used in Lemma 3.11 to ensure that the map we use to define
the coproduct is well-defined. We indicate how they are used:

‚ In Condition (3.4.ii) we give a precise definition of the tubular neighborhood needed for the
definition of the coproduct. The somewhat cumbersome definition stems from the fact that
we are dealing with manifolds with boundary or corners.

‚ Condition (3.4.iii) is used in Lemma 3.7, which allows us to discard small loops, of length
ă ζ.

‚ The choice of vector field, V in (3.4.iv), and the bounds (3.4.v) are used so that the
coproduct sends loops with starting point in BM to the base point.

‚ The choice of λ in (3.4.vi) is a logistical choice, so we can avoid excessive rescaling. It
used in ensuring that the coproduct descends to the Thom space.

Lemma 3.6. The forgetful map EDLpMq Ñ EmbpM ext,RLq is a trivial Kan fibration and hence
a weak equivalence.

It follows that EDLpMq is pL´ 2n´ 3q-connected.

Proof. We let EDL
i pMq be the simplicial set consisting of tuples consisting of the first i pieces of

data of a choice of embedding data; note that the conditions that each piece of data in Definition
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3.4 must satisfy only involve earlier pieces of data. Then EDL
6 pMq “ EDLpMq and EDL

1 pMq “
EmbpM ext,RLq. There are forgetful maps EDL

i pMq Ñ EDL
i´1pMq; we argue that each of these is

a trivial Kan fibration.
It is standard that EDL

1 pMq is a Kan complex. A standard argument (using the implicit
function theorem) implies the first forgetful map EDL

2 pMq Ñ EDL
1 pMq is a trivial Kan fibra-

tion. For the second forgetful map, note that the condition for ζ holds for sufficiently small ζ;
similarly (3.4.iv) holds for any sufficiently small vector fields V . Similarly for ε (respectively λ),
any sufficiently small (respectively large) choice will satisfy the required conditions. All of these
arguments also work for families over a simplex, implying that each forgetful map is a trivial Kan
fibration. �

3.3.1. Stabilization. There are stabilisation maps:

(3.6) st “ stL,L`1 : EDLpMq Ñ EDL`1pMq

constructed by sending
pe, ρext, ζ, V, ε, λq ÞÑ pe1, ρ1ext, ζ, V, ε, λq.

Here e1 is given by composing e with the standard embedding RL ãÑ R ‘ RL “ RL`1, and ρ1ext is
the composition:

ρ1ext : D2νe1 “ D2 pR ‘ νe1 q Ď r´2, 2s ˆD2νe1 Ñ R ‘ RL “ RL`1,

where the final arrow is inclusion on the first factor and ρext on the last factor. It is clear that
these are compatible with the natural inclusion, stEmb : EmbpM ext,RLq Ñ EmbpM ext,RL`1q,
given by composing with the inclusion RL – t0u ˆ RL ãÑ RL`1. Also note that there are natural
identifications νe1 “ R ‘ νe. It is straightforward to check that this data does indeed define
embedding data.

For L ď L1, we write stL,L
1

: EDLpMq Ñ EDL1

pMq for the composition of L1 ´L stabilisation
maps.

3.4. Coproduct. LetM be a smooth manifold with corners. In this section we define the coprod-
uct as a map of spectra:

∆ :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ S1 Ñ Σ8LM

M
^

LM

M
,

by defining it first unstably as a map of spaces:

(3.7) ∆unst “ ∆Q
unst :

LMDνe

BLMDνe
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LM

M
^

LM

M
,

for a fixed choice of embedding data Q for M .
Before stating the definition of ∆unst and ∆, we define a map

B : LM Ñ LM

which “crushes” small loops to constant loops. More precisely:

Lemma 3.7. Let Q P EDLpMq be embedding data. Note that the embedding e :M Ñ RL induces
a metric on M . Let LMďζ be the subset of LM consisting of loops of length less than ζ. Then
there exists a map:

B “ BQ : LM Ñ LM,

homotopic to the identity (relative to the space of constant loops) and continuously varying in Q,
which sends LMďζ to constant loops.

Proof. Let M Ă LM be the inclusion of constant loops.
Let sγ : LM Ñ r0, 1s be the continuous function defined by

sγ “ max tt |ℓpγr0,tsq ď ζu

where ℓ denotes Riemannian length. Define a homotopy H : LM ˆ r0, 1s Ñ LM to send pγ, τq to
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γp0q
γr0,τsγ s

ù γpτsγq
θ

ù γpsγq
γrsγ,1s

ù γp1q,

noting that the path γpτsγq
θ

ù γpsγq is well-defined, by (3.4.iii). Then H1 is the identity. More-
over, the subset LMďζ is sent by H0 to the subset of constant loops. �

We now proceed with the definition of ∆unst.

Definition 3.8. Fix embedding data Q for M . The unstable coproduct, ∆unst “ ∆Q
unst, is the

map of spaces:

∆unst :
LMDνe

BLMDνe
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LM

M
^

LM

M

defined as follows. Let pv, γ, tq P LMDνe

BLMDνe
^ S1: so t P r0, 1s, γ P LM , and v P Dνe lies in the fibre

over γp0q. Then

(3.8) ∆unstpv, γ, tq “

$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ pv ´ φ1 ˝ γptqq ,

B

ˆ
γp0q

γ|r0,ts
ù γptq

φ
ù φ1 ˝ γptq

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ γptq

φ
ù γptq

γ|rt,1s
ù γp0q

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ γptq‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

Note that we have used Convention (2.1.2) for the target. The path γp0q
θ“θv,γp0q

ù φ1˝γptq is defined

as in Eq. (3.4), and γptq
φ

ù φ1 ˝ γptq denotes the path given by the flow of φ.

See Figure 3 for a picture.

Remark 3.9. The second and third entries in (3.8) each consist of three paths concatenated, but
not all are of equal importance: the paths φ, φ and θ are all “small” and their purpose is to ensure
the start and endpoint of the path are the same, whereas the paths γ|r0,ts and γ|rt,1s are “big” and
are the ones which are “morally” important.

Remark 3.10. When M is closed, for an appropriate choice of embedding data Q, the coproduct
in Definition 3.8 is homotopic to the coproduct in Definition 3.1, by applying Lemma 3.7.

v

φ

θ

pv, γ, tq

γp0q γptq

φ1 ˝ γptq

γBεpvq

ÞÑ

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̋

λ ¨ p q , ,

γ|r0,ts

γ|rt,1s

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

Figure 3. Coproduct: the figure on the left shows a triple pv, γ, tq in the domain
of the coproduct. The figure on the right shows the output.

Lemma 3.11. ∆unst is a well-defined continuous map.



OBSTRUCTIONS TO HOMOTOPY INVARIANCE OF LOOP COPRODUCT VIA PARAMETERIZED FIXED-POINT THEORY13

Proof. We must check that (3.8) sends pv, γ, tq to the basepoint whenever t P t0, 1u, |v| “ 1 or
γp0q P BM . Once this is verified, it is clear that (3.8) defines a continuous map.

If t “ 0 and the incidence condition for ∆unst holds (i.e. ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ γptq‖ ď ε), then the first
loop in (3.8):

B

ˆ
γp0q

γ|r0,ts
ù γp0q

φ
ù φ1 ˝ γp0q

θ
ù γp0q

˙

is a constant loop since the path inside the brackets has length ď ζ, by (3.4.iv) and (3.4.vc).
Similarly if t “ 1 and the incidence condition holds, the second loop in (3.8) is constant for the

same reason.
If |v| “ 1, the first entry in (3.8) lies outside of r´1, 1sL, by (3.4.vi), so (3.8) represents the

basepoint.
If γp0q P BM , then by (3.4.vb), the incidence condition can never hold (noting that ‖v´γp0q‖ ď

ε and using the triangle inequality). �

Definition 3.12. The (stable) string coproduct is the map of spectra

(3.9) ∆ “ ∆Q :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ S1 Ñ Σ8 LM

M
^

LM

M

obtained from the unstable coproduct by applying Lemma A.6 to ∆unst.

Lemma 3.13. The coproduct

∆ :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ S1 Ñ Σ8 LM

M
^

LM

M

is independent of choices.

Proof. Let Q be a fixed choice of embedding data. Note that ∆Q can be alternatively described
on the ith space: ˆ

LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ S1

˙

i

:“
LMDpRi´L‘νeq

BLMDpRi´L‘νeq
^ S1

by using in Eq. (3.8) the stabilized embedding data, stL,ipQq, as defined in Eq. (3.6) and noting
that for e1 (the embedding associated to stL,ipQq), there is a natural identification

LMDpRi´L‘νeq

BLMDpRi´L‘νeq
^ S1 “

LMDνe1

BLMDνe1
^ S1.

Indeed, this follows by noting that the structure maps:

(3.10) Σ

˜
LMDpRi´L‘νeq

BLMDpRi´L‘νeq
^ S1

¸
Ñ

LMDpR1`i´L‘νeq

BLMDpRi`1´L‘νeq
^ S1

send the r´1, 1s variable, corresponding to the first suspension factor on the left hand side, to the
first variable in the R1`i´L on the right hand side, and by the identity in all other factors. Hence
the diagram:

Σ
´

LMDpRi´L‘νeq

BLMDpRi´L‘νeq
^ S1

¯
ΣΣL LM

M
^ LM

M

LMDpR1`i´L‘νeq

BLMDpR1`i´L‘νeq
^ S1 ΣL`1 LM

M
^ LM

M

Σ∆unst

∆unst

commutes. Here the vertical maps are the structure maps, and the bottom horizontal map is ∆unst

as in Eq. (3.8) using the stabilized embedding data. Hence ∆ can be defined on the ith space using
the stabilised embedding data.
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Now, for sufficiently large L the space of choices EDLpMq is connected. Given embedding data
Q,Q1 P EDLpMq, there is a unique up to homotopy path from Q to Q1, giving a (canonical up to
homotopy) equivalence of spectra associated to the embeddings e and e1, as well as a homotopy

between ∆Q and ∆Q1

. The conclusion follows. �

4. Spectral Chas-Sullivan modules

Let M be a compact n-manifold, possibly with corners. The purpose of this section is to
construct a generalization of the Chas-Sullivan product to maps of spectra:

(4.1) µr :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ Σ8

`LM Ñ Σ8
`LM,

and

(4.2) µl : Σ
8
`LM ^

LM´TM

BLM´TM
Ñ Σ8

`LM.

These maps, constructed in the spirit of Cohen and Jones [7], are adapted to the case that M has
boundary and are best suited for our purposes.

Remark 4.1. In general, LM´TM

BLM´TM is a unital ring spectrum, whose multiplication

LM´TM

BLM´TM
^

LM´TM

BLM´TM
Ñ

LM´TM

BLM´TM

realises the Chas-Sullivan product on homology in the case M is closed, see [7]. Although we do not
prove this here, µl and µr equip Σ8

`LM with the structure of a bimodule over this ring spectrum.
In Section 7 we prove that our model for these module maps does recover the definition of the
Chas-Sullivan product given in [13] after passing to homology, up to a sign.

Definition 4.2. Let Q be a choice of embedding data for M . The unstable right product is defined
to be the map of spaces:

(4.3) µr,unst “ µ
Q
r,unst :

LMDνe

BLMDνe
^ LM` Ñ ΣL`LM

sending ppv, γq, δq to
(4.4)$
’’&
’’%

˜
λpv ´ φ1 ˝ δp0qq,

γp0q
γ

ù γp0q
θ

ù φ1 ˝ δp0q
φ

ù δp0q
δ

ù δp0q
φ

ù φ1 ˝ δp0q
θ

ù γp0q

¸
if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ δp0q‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

The unstable left product is defined to be the map of spaces:

(4.5) µl,unst “ µ
Q
l,unst : LM` ^

LMDνe

BLMDνe
Ñ ΣL`LM

sending pδ, pv, γqq to
(4.6)$
’’&
’’%

˜
λpv ´ φ1 ˝ δp0qq,

γp0q
θ

ù φ1 ˝ δp0q
φ

ù δp0q
δ

ù δp0q
φ

ù φ1 ˝ δp0q
θ

ù γp0q
γ

ù γp0q

¸
if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ δp0q‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

The stable left module product

µl : Σ
8
`LM ^

LM´TM

BLM´TM
Ñ Σ8

`LM
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and the stable right product

µr :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ Σ8

`LM Ñ Σ8
`LM,

are obtained from the unstable counterparts via Lemma A.6.

Arguing exactly as in Lemmas 3.11 and 3.13 we see that these are well-defined maps of spectra,
independent of choices up to homotopy.

Definition 4.3. Let

(4.7) Σ8
`LM » Σ8

`M _ Σ8LM

M

be the cannonical splitting induced by the inclusion of constant loops. Then µ̃r,unst is the compo-
sition:

(4.8) µ̃r,unst :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ Σ8LM

M
Ñ

LM´TM

BLM´TM
^ Σ8

`LM
µr,unst

ÝÝÝÝÑ Σ8
`LM Ñ Σ8LM

M

where the first and second arrows are the canonical inclusion and projection respectively, induced
by (4.7).

5. Stability

Let M be a compact manifold, possibly with corners, and let e P EmbpM,RLq. In this section
we prove that the string topology operations from Sections 3 and 4 are invariant under replacing
M with the total space of the disc bundle Dν of the normal bundle ν of e.

Let π : ν Ñ M be the projection, and ι : M ãÑ ν the inclusion of the zero section. In the
folllowing lemma we first identify the domains of the coproducts for M and Dν:

Lemma 5.1. There is a homotopy equivalence of spectra

(5.1) α :
LM´TM

BLM´TM
Ñ

LDν´TDν

BLDν´TDν

Proof. Choose embedding data Q for M extending e. We define a homotopy equivalence of spaces

α : LMDν

BLMDν Ñ LDν
BLDν which induces a homotopy equivalence of spectra as desired, via Lemma A.6.

For pv, γq P LMDν

BLMDν , we define

(5.2) αpv, γq :“ pγvq P
LDν

BLDν

where γv is the loop

(5.3) v
θ

ù γp0q
γ

ù γp0q
θ

ù v

A homotopy inverse to α is given by sending γ to pγp0q, π ˝ γq. Also note that since the space
of embedding data extending e is connected, α is well-defined up to homotopy. �

Remark 5.2. By construction , the map α in Lemma 5.1 is compatible with fundamental classes
(see Definition A.17), in the sense that the following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

(5.4)

S LM´TM

BLM´TM
LM´TM

BLM´TM

S Dν´TDν

BDν´TDν
LDν´TDν

BLDν´TDν

rMs

“

iM

» α

rDνs iDν

where the iM and iDν are induced by the inclusions of constant loops for M and Dν respectively.
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Remark 5.3. In the definition of the coproduct, we do not have to quotient by BLM´TM ; one
would still arrive at a reasonable operation. However if we do not do this, then Lemma 5.1 can’t
hold: the domains of the two coproducts wouldn’t be homotopy equivalent.

For example, if ν is a trivial vector bundle of rank r and M has no boundary, the spectra

LDν´TDν and LDν´TDν

BLDν´TDν differ by a shift of degree r.

5.1. Coproduct.

Theorem 5. There is a homotopy commutative diagram of spectra:

LM´TM

BLM´TM ^ S1 Σ8 LM
M

^ LM
M

LDν´TDν

BLDν´TDν ^ S1 Σ8 LDν
Dν

^ LDν
Dν

∆

α^IdS1

∆

π^π

where α and π ^ π are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. Choose Q “ pe, ρext, ζ, V, ε, λq P EDLpMq embedding data extending e. We define

Q1 “ pe1, ρ1ext, ζ 1, V 1, ε1, λ1q P EDLpDνq

as follows. Let e1 “ ρ. Note that since this is a codimension 0 embedding, its normal bundle is
trivial. We fix a diffeomorphism pDνqext – D2νe, such that the natural map r1 : pDνqext Ñ Dν

is given by projection to the sphere bundle on D2νzDν, and on Dνe|MextzM is a horizontal lift of

the map M ext Ñ M . In particular, this implies r ˝ r1 “ r. Let ρ1ext “ ρext.
We set ζ 1 “ ζ and assume we have chosen ζ ą 0 small enough that (3.4.iii) holds for Dν.

Using the induced metrics on M and νe|M , we let Ṽ be the horizontal lift of V to Dν. Let W
be the tautological vector field on Dν (i.e. its value at a point v is v). Now choose µ ą 0 and let
V 1 “ V ´µW . This is an inwards-pointing vector field on Dν, and for µ ą 0 small enough, (3.4.iv)
holds.

Let ε1 “ ε and λ1 “ λ, and we may choose them so that ε is small enough and λ is large enough
that (3.4.va, vb, vc, vi) all hold.

We show that the following diagram commutes up to homotopy, with vertical arrows homotopy
equivalences, which will imply the desired result, by Lemmas A.5 and A.6.

(5.5)

LMDν

BLMDν ^ S1 ΣL LM
M

^ LM
M

LDν
BLDν ^ S1 ΣL LDν

Dν
^ LDν

Dν

∆
Q
unst

α^IdS1

∆
Q1

unst

π^π

Now consider the incidence conditions for ∆Q
unst and ∆Q1

unst ˝ pα^ IdS1q respectively, for pv, γ, tq P
LMDν

BLMDν ^ S1. These are the conditions ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ γptq‖ ď ε, and ‖v ´ φ1
1 ˝ γvptq‖ ď ε respectively.

If the incidence conditions hold, the two ways around the diagram both have the same final
two components.

We find a homotopy between these two ways around the diagram by linearly interpolating
between V and V 1. Explicitly, this is the homotopy

H : r0, 1su ˆ
LMDν

BLMDν
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LM

M
^

LM

M
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defined so that Hu sends pv, γ, tq to

(5.6)

$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ pv ´ φu1 ˝ γuvptqq ,

B

ˆ
γp0q

γ|r0,ts
ù γptq

φ
ù φ1 ˝ γptq

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ γptq

φ
ù γptq

γ|rt,1s
ù γp0q

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

if ‖v ´ φu1 ˝ γuvptq‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

where φu1 is the time-one flow of the vector field V ´ µuW (so in particular φ11 “ φ1
1). Note the

only difference from (3.8) is that φ is replaced by φu (which agrees with φ on the zero section M).
Arguing as in Lemma 3.11, we see that (5.6) is well-defined.

We assume ε ą 0 is small enough that dpSν,D 1

2

νq ą ε and dpφ
1

2

1 pD1νq, Sνq ą ε. Then if

|v| “ 1, the incidence condition can’t hold: for u ď 1
2
this is because φu1 ˝γuv Ď D 1

2

ν so by the first

condition the incidence condition can’t hold, and for u ě 1
2
by the second condition the incidence

condition can’t hold.
Inspection of (5.6) and (3.8) shows thatH0 and ∆Q

unst agree, and also thatH1 and pπ^π˝∆
Q1

unst˝
pα ^ IdS1q agree.

It is clear that π ^ π is a homotopy equivalence. �

Corollary 5.4. Let M and M 1 be closed manifolds which are simple homotopy equivalent. Then
their string coproducts agree.

More precisely, there is a homotopy commutative diagram of spectra, with vertical arrows ho-
motopy equivalences:

LM´TM

BLM´TM ^ S1 Σ8 LM
M

^ LM
M

LM 1´TM1

BLM 1´TM1 ^ S1 Σ8 LM 1

M 1 ^ LM 1

M 1

∆

» »

∆

This in particular implies homeomorphism invariance of the string coproduct, though this could
have been proved in a different way (for example, by giving a more general definition that did not
make use of the smooth structure on M).

Proof. By [17, Page 7], for L " 0, there are embeddings M,M 1
ãÑ RL with diffeomorphic tubular

neighbourhoods; the result then follows from Theorem 5. �

Alternatively, this corollary follows from Theorem 4, which includes the case when M and M 1

have boundary, and further without assuming M and M 1 even have the same dimension.

5.2. Product. The following lemma is stated for µr, but a similar one holds for µl.

Theorem 6. There is a homotopy commutative diagram of spectra:

(5.7)

LM´TM

BLM´TM ^ Σ8
`LM Σ8

`LM

LDν´TDν

BLDν´TDν ^ Σ8
`LDν Σ8

`LDν

µr

α^ι

µr

π

where α is as in Lemma 5.1.
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Proof. We choose embedding data Q for M extending the embedding e, and use this to define
embedding data Q1 for Dν as in the proof of Theorem 5. We take α to be as in Theorem 5. Then
the following diagram of spaces commutes up to homotopy:

(5.8)

LMDν

BLMDν ^ LM` ΣL`LM

LDν
BLDν ^ LDν ΣL`LDν.

µ
Q
r,unst

α^ι

µ
Q1

r,unst

π

via a homotopy constructed similarly to the one in Theorem 5, interpolating between the different
incidence conditions (and first coordinates) obtained from going the two different ways around
(5.8). �

6. Homological comparisons: coproduct

Let M be a closed oriented manifold of dimension n. In this section we prove that by taking
homology and applying the Thom isomorphism, the spectral coproduct defined in Section 3 recovers
the Goresky- Hingston coproduct as defined in [13]. Note that the homology coproduct currently
existing in the literature only deals with the case that M has no boundary, so that’s the one we
treat in this section.

To do the comparison, in Section 6.2 we give a geometric model for the homology coprod-
uct using transversality. It follows the constructions in [6] which gives a similar description for
the Chas-Sullivan product, and [13] which gives a similar description for the coproduct for some
homology classes.

6.1. Goresky-Hingston coproduct. In this section we recap the definition of the Goresky-
Hingston coproduct, following [19, Section 2.2].

The definition we give here differs only in that, corresponding to the conventions in Section
2.1, we restrict to working with constant speed loops in the domain and codomain. This is un-
problematic since the inclusion of constant speed loops into all loops induces an isomorphism in
homology. That said, it will still be convenient at one stage to consider the space of free loops of

not necessarily constant speed, which we denote by ĄLM .
Assume M is equipped with a Riemannian metric. Let τM P HnpDTM,STMq be the Thom

class determined by the given orientation onM . Let ∆ :M ãÑ MˆM be the diagonal embedding.
We choose a tubular neighbourhood of the diagonal ∆pMq as follows: let σ∆ : DTM Ñ M ˆ M

send

(6.1) v P pDTMqp ÞÑ pp, expppvqq

Let UM “ Impσ∆q. This also identifies the normal bundle of the diagonal ν∆ with TM .
We may push forward the Thom class τM along the diffeomorphism σ∆ : pDTM,STMq Ñ

pUM , BUMq to obtain a cohomology class that we also denote by τM P HnpUM , BUMq. Let eI :
ĄLM ˆ r0, 1s Ñ M ˆ M send pγ, sq to pγp0q, γpsqq. Then let F “ e´1

I p∆pMqq, which we note

contains ĄLM ˆ t0, 1u, and UGH “ e´1
I UM , a neighbourhood of F . Let BUGH “ e´1

I BUM . Let cut :
F Ñ LM ˆ LM be the map which sends pγ, sq to pγ|r0,ss, γ|rs,1sq (reparametrised appropriately).

We pull back τM along the map of pairs eI : pUGH , BUGHq Ñ pUM , BUM q to obtain a class that
we call τGH “ e˚

I τM P HnpUGH , BUGHq.
Let RGH : UGH Ñ F be the retraction which sends pγ, sq to the concatenation

(6.2)

ˆ
γp0q

γ|r0,ss
ù γpsq

θ
ù γp0q

θ
ù γpsq

γ|rs,1s
ù γp0q, s

˙
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We parametrise this loop so that it reaches the middle γp0q at time s (this is unproblematic since
if s “ 0, the first two paths are constant, and similar for s “ 1, and so that the loop has constant
speed on both r0, ss and rs, 1s separately.

Remark 6.1. The paths θ are there to force a self-intersection at time s. Also note that here we
parametrise loops differently to [19], though this is unproblematic since the space of orientation-
preserving homeomorphisms of S1 of Sobolev class H1 preserving 0 is contractible. Similarly they
also concatenate with geodesic paths rather than the θ; again the resulting maps are homotopic.

Definition 6.2. ([19, Definition 2.2]) The Goresky-Hingston coproduct ∆GH (written _TH in
[13]) is defined to be the following composition:

(6.3) H˚pLMq
¨ˆr0,1s
ÝÝÝÝÑ H˚`1 pLM ˆ r0, 1s,LM ˆ t0, 1uq

τGHX¨
ÝÝÝÝÑ H˚`1´npUGH ,LM ˆ t0, 1uq

RGHÝÝÝÑ H˚`1´npF ,LM ˆ t0, 1uq
cut

ÝÝÑ H˚`1´n pLM ˆ LM, pM ˆ LMq Y pLM ˆMqq

Remark 6.3. As in [19], we work with the definitions of the cup and cap products for (co)homology
from [4].

6.2. Coproduct via geometric intersections. In this section we a definition of the Goresky-
Hingston coproduct using transverse intersections.

Let X be a closed oriented manifold and f : X Ñ LM . We define Y “ Y pf,Xq to be the space

(6.4) Y “ tpx, tq P X ˆ r0, 1s | fpxqptq “ fpxqp0q& t ‰ 0u

Here ¨ denotes the closure in X ˆ r0, 1s.

Lemma 6.4. f is homotopic to a map f 1 : X Ñ LM such that Y pf 1, Xq is a transversally cut out
submanifold of X ˆ r0, 1s, with boundary on X ˆ t0, 1u and intersecting it transversally.

Proof. We first show that the intersection of Y with X ˆ r0, ηq can be made smooth, for some
small η ą 0.

Choose a Riemannian metric on M ; this induces one on M ˆ M along with a decomposition
T pM ˆMq|∆pMq – T∆pMq ‘ ν∆, where ν∆ is the normal bundle of the diagonal. Then for η ą 0
small, there are time-dependent sections

(6.5) tαtutPr0,ηq Ď Γ ppX ˆ t0u, pev0q ˝ fq˚T∆pMqq and tβtutPr0,ηq Ď Γ pX ˆ t0u, pev0q ˝ fq˚νq

such that both are identically 0 for t “ 0, and such that for px, tq P X ˆ r0, ηq,

(6.6) fpxqptq “ expfpxqp0qpαtpxq ` βtpxqq

The intersection of Y with X ˆ r0, ηq is then tpx, tq |βtpxq “ 0u; this may not be smooth.
Now let β1 P Γ pX ˆ t0u, pev0q ˝ fq˚νq be a generic section, so its zero set S is transversally cut

out.
Then we may homotope f in Xˆ r0, ηq, without changing ev0 ˝f , so that for px, tq P Xˆ r0, ηq,

we have that
fpxqptq “ expfpxqp0q

`
tβ1pxq

˘

Then the intersection of Y with X ˆ r0, ηq is S ˆ r0, ηq, which is smooth. We may do the same
thing on p1 ´ η, 1s, so that Y X pX ˆ pr0, ηq Y p1 ´ η, 1sqq is smooth; generically perturbing f , we
may then assume Y is smooth everywhere. �

We may assume the conclusion of Lemma 6.4 holds. Then the normal bundle νYĎXˆr0,1s of
Y in X ˆ r0, 1s is canonically identified with the pullback pevI ˝ fq˚ν∆ – pev0 ˝ fq˚TM ; this is
oriented and so we obtain a Thom class

(6.7) τY ĎXˆr0,1s :“ pf ˆ Idr0,1sq
˚τGH “ pev0 ˝ fq˚τM

for νYĎXˆr0,1s.
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We orient Y so that the natural isomorphism

(6.8) T pX ˆ r0, 1sq|Y – νYĎXˆr0,1s ‘ TY

is orientation-preserving (similarly to [13, Proposition 3.7]). We use the following result of Jakob
[15]:

Proposition 6.5. Let B be a space and A Ď B a subspace, such that the pair pB,Aq is homotopy
equivalent to a CW pair. Let x P H˚pB,Aq.

Then x “ f˚pα X rXsq, where

‚ X is a compact oriented i-manifold, for some i.
‚ f : X Ñ B is some map sending BX to A.
‚ α P Hi´ppXq.

We call such a triple pX i, f, αq a geometric representative for x.

Definition 6.6. We define the geometric coproduct to be the map

(6.9) ∆geo : H˚pLMq Ñ H˚`1´npLM ˆ LM, pM ˆ LMq Y pLM ˆMqq

defined as follows.
Let x P HppLMq, and let pX i, f, αq be a geometric representative for x.
Assume that Y “ Y pf,Xq satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 6.4. Let g “ cut ˝pf ˆ Idr0,1sq :

Y Ñ LM ˆ LM ; this sends BY to pLM ˆMq Y pM ˆ LMq.
We define

(6.10) ∆geopxq “ p´1qnpi´pqg˚ pα|Y X rY sq

Remark 6.7. It is not immediate that the definition for ∆ is independent of choices, since the
representation x “ f˚pα X rM sq is not unique. However its failure to be unique is completely
classified by Jakob [15]. Using this, one could show independence of choices directly.

We do not carry this out. Instead, it follows from Proposition 6.8 or Proposition 6.11 that ∆geo

is well-defined.

6.3. From the Goresky-Hingston to the geometric coproduct. In this section, we prove:

Proposition 6.8. ∆geopxq “ ∆GHpxq for all x P H˚pLMq.

This extends [13, Proposition 3.7] in the case x “ f˚rXs for f : X Ñ LM a map from a closed
oriented manifold, and is proved similarly.

Lemma 6.9. Let x P HppLMq, and assume x has geometric representative pX i, f, αq. Then

(6.11) xˆ r0, 1s “
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

pα X rX ˆ r0, 1ssq P Hp`1 pLM ˆ r0, 1s,LM ˆ t0, 1uq

Proof.
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

pα X rX ˆ r0, 1ssq “
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

pα X prXs ˆ r0, 1sqq

“
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

ppα X rXsq ˆ p1 X r0, 1sqq

“ f˚pα X rXsq ˆ pIdr0,1sq˚r0, 1s

“ xˆ r0, 1s

�

Lemma 6.10. Let x P HppLMq, and assume x has geometric representative pX i, f, αq, such that
Y “ Y pf,Xq satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 6.4. Then

(6.12) τGH X pxˆ r0, 1sq “ p´1qnpi´pq
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

pα|Y X rY sq

noting that f ˆ Idr0,1s sends Y to F and sends BY to LM ˆ t0, 1u.
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Proof.

τGH X pxˆ r0, 1sq “ τGH X
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

pα X rX ˆ r0, 1ssq

“
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

´`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘˚
τGH X pα X rX ˆ r0, 1ssq

¯

“
`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘
˚

´´`
f ˆ Idr0,1s

˘˚
τGH Y α

¯
X rX ˆ r0, 1ss

¯

“ pf ˆ Idr0,1sq˚

`
pτY ĎXˆr0,1s Y αq X rX ˆ r0, 1ss

˘

“ p´1qnpi´pqpf ˆ Idr0,1sq˚

`
α X pτY ĎXˆr0,1s X rX ˆ r0, 1ss

˘

“ p´1qnpi´pqpf ˆ Idr0,1sq˚pα|Y X rY sq

The first equality is by Lemma 6.9, the second is by [13, (A.1)], the third by [4, Proposition
VI.5.1.iv], the fourth by (6.7), the fifth by [13, (A.3)] and the sixth by Poincaré duality (see e.g.
[13, Proof of Proposition 3.7]). �

Proof of Proposition 6.8. Let x P H˚pLMq, and pX i, f, αq a geometric representative for x. Note
that f ˆ Idr0,1s sends Y to F Ď UGH , so RGH acts on it by the identity.

∆GHpxq “ pcut ˝RGHq˚pτGH X rxˆ r0, 1ssq

“ p´1qnpi´pqpcut ˝pf ˆ Idr0,1sqq˚pα|Y X rY sq

“ ∆geopxq

where the second equality is by Lemma 6.10, and the others are by definition. �

6.4. From the geometric to the spectral coproduct. In this section, we prove that taking
homology and applying the Thom isomorphism, the spectral coproduct from Section 3 agrees with
the geometric coproduct, up to sign. More precisely:

Proposition 6.11. The following diagram commutes up to a sign of p´1qn:

(6.13)

H˚pLM´TM ^ S1q H˚

`
Σ8 LM

M
^ LM

M

˘

H˚`npLM` ^ S1q H̃˚

`
LM
M

^ LM
M

˘

H˚`n´1pLMq

∆˚

Thom ^IdS1 “

¨ˆr0,1s
∆geo

Corollary 6.12. By Proposition 6.8, it follows that Proposition 6.11 also holds with ∆geo replaced
with ∆GH .

Choose an embedding e : M ãÑ RL for some L " 0 and embedding data for M extending
e. Using the identifications from Definitions A.8, A.10, we see that it suffices to show that the
following diagram commutes:

(6.14)

H̃˚

`
LMDνe ^ S1

˘
H̃˚

`
ΣLLM

M
^ LM

M

˘

H̃˚`n´L

`
LM` ^ S1

˘
H̃˚´L

`
LM
M

^ LM
M

˘

H˚`n´L´1pLMq

p∆unstq˚

τνeX¨ ΦΘ r´1,1sLˆ¨

¨ˆr0,1s
p´1qn¨∆geo
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where Θ and Φ are which we define shortly, inverse to the corresponding maps in the reverse
direction.. Note all vertical maps in (6.14) are isomorphisms.

Lemma 6.13. Let x P H̃˚´L

`
LM
M

^ LM
M

˘
have geometric representative pX i, f, αq, with f : X Ñ

LM ˆ LM sending BX to pLM ˆMq Y pM ˆ LMq. Then

(6.15) r´1, 1sL ˆ x “ p´1qLpi´pqpIdr´1,1sL ˆ fq˚

`
α X rr´1, 1sL ˆXs

˘

Proof.

r´1, 1sL ˆ x “ r´1, 1sL ˆ f˚pα X rXsq

“ pIdr´1,1sL ˆ fq˚

`
r´1, 1sL ˆ pα X rXsq

˘

“ p´1qLpi´pqpIdr´1,1sL ˆ fq˚

`
α X rr´1, 1sL ˆXs

˘

where the final equality is by [13, (A.3)]. �

We now define the map Φ from (6.14). Let x P H̃p

`
ΣL LM

M
^ LM

M

˘
, and let pX i, f, αq be a

geometric representative for x, where f : X Ñ r´1, 1sL ˆ LM ˆ LM sends BX to

(6.16) pBr´1, 1sL ˆ LM ˆ LMq Y r´1, 1sL ˆ ppLM ˆMq Y pM ˆ LMqq

Generically perturbing f if necessary, we may assume that f is transverse to t0u ˆLM ˆLM . Let
Z “ f´1pt0u ˆ LM ˆ LMq.

Z is a smooth submanifold of X with normal bundle νZĎX canonically identified with RL. We
orient Z so that the canonical identification

(6.17) TX |Z – RL ‘ TZ

is orientation-preserving.
Note that f |Z sends Z to LM ˆ LM and BZ to pLM ˆMq Y pM ˆ LMq. We now define

(6.18) Φpxq :“ p´1qLpi´pqpf |Zq˚ pα|Z X rZsq

It follows from the following lemma that the definition for Φpxq is independent of the choice of
geometric representative of x.

Lemma 6.14. Φ is an inverse to r´1, 1sL ˆ ¨.

Proof. Let x P H̃p

`
LM
M

^ LM
M

˘
, and let pX i, f, αq be a geometric representative, where f : X Ñ

LM ˆM sends BX to pLM ˆMq Y pM ˆ LMq. By Lemma 6.13, we have that

(6.19) r´1, 1sL ˆ x “ p´1qLpi´pqpIdr´1,1sL ˆ fq˚

`
α X

“
r´1, 1sL ˆX

‰˘

Applying Φ to the right hand side gives a geometric representative with Z “ t0uˆX – X equipped
with the same orientation, so we find that Φpr´1, 1sL ˆ xq “ x. �

We now define the map Θ from (6.14). Let x P H̃ppLM` ^S1q and let pX i, f, αq be a geometric
representative, with f : X Ñ LM ˆ r0, 1s sending BX to LM ˆ t0, 1u.

Let X̃ “ Totpf˚Dνe Ñ Xq, and let f̃ : X̃ Ñ TotpDνe Ñ LMq ˆ r0, 1s be the map induced by
X .

X̃ is naturally a smooth manifold of dimension i`L´n, and there is a canonical identification

(6.20) T X̃ – f˚νe ‘ TX

We orient X̃ so that this is orientation-preserving. We now define

(6.21) Θpxq :“ p´1qpL´nqpi´pqf̃˚pα X rX̃sq

It follows from the following lemma that the definition for Θpxq is independent of the choice of
geometric representative of x.

Lemma 6.15. Θ is an inverse to τνe X ¨.
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Proof. Let x, as well as a geometric representative pX i, f, αq for x, be as above. Then

τνe X Θpxq “ p´1qpL´nqpi´pqτνe X f̃˚pα X rX̃s

“ p´1qpL´nqpi´pqf̃˚

´
pf̃˚τνe Y αq X rX̃s

¯

“ f̃˚

´
α X pf̃˚τνe X rX̃sq

¯

“ pf̃ |Xq˚pα X rXsq

“ x

noting that the intersection of X̃ with the zero section is exactly X , with the same orientation. �

Proof of Proposition 6.11. Let x P Hp`n´L´1pLMq. We show that the result of going both ways
around (6.14) to the bottom right give the same result when applied to x. Let pX i, f, αq be a
geometric representative for x; we may assume the conclusion of Lemma 6.4 holds. Let Y “
Y pf,Xq, oriented as in (6.8). Then by definition,

(6.22) ∆geopxq “ p´1qnpi´p´n`L`1qg˚pα|Y X rY sq

where g “ cut ˝pf ˆ Idr0,1s.
By Lemma 6.9,

(6.23) xˆ r0, 1s “ pf ˆ Idr0,1sq˚ pαX rX ˆ r0, 1ssq

Let X̃ “ Totpf˚Dνe Ñ Xq, and f̃ : X̃ Ñ TotpDνe Ñ LMq the natural map. We orient X̃ so that
the natural identification

(6.24) T X̃ – f˚νe ‘ TX

is orientation-preserving. Then

(6.25) Θpxˆ r0, 1sq “ p´1qpL´nqpi`1´p´n`Lqpf̃ ˆ Idr0,1sq˚

´
α X rX̃ ˆ r0, 1ss

¯

and so

(6.26) p∆unstq˚pΘpxˆ r0, 1sqq “ p´1qpL´nqpi`1´p´n`Lqp∆unst ˝ pf̃ ˆ Idr0,1sqq˚

´
α X rX̃ ˆ r0, 1ss

¯

We next compute Φp6.26q. Define

(6.27) Y 1 :“
´
∆unst ˝ pf̃ ˆ Idr0,1sq

¯´1

pt0u ˆ LM ˆ LMq Ď X̃ ˆ r0, 1s

Opening up (3.5), we see that

(6.28) Y 1 “
 

pv, x, tq |x P X, v P pDνeqfpxq, t P r0, 1s v “ 0 fpxqptq “ fpxqp0q
(

which is canonically identified with Y as smooth manifolds. Examining the two maps Y, Y 1 Ñ
LM ˆ LM , we see that

Φpp∆unstq˚pΘpxˆ r0, 1sqqq “ p´1qpL´nqpi`1´p´n`Lqp´1qLpL´n`i`1´pqg˚

`
α|Y 1 X rY 1s

˘
(6.29)

“ p´1qnpi´p´n`L`1qg˚

`
α|Y 1 X rY 1s

˘
(6.30)

Note the sign here agrees with that of (6.22). It remains to compare the orientions on Y 1 and Y .
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Consider the following diagram of isomorphisms of vector bundles over Y 1 – Y (all pulled back
appropriately):

(6.31)

νe ‘ TM ‘ TY 1 νe ‘ TM ‘ TY

RL ‘ TY 1 νe ‘ T pX ˆ r0, 1sq

T pX̃ ˆ r0, 1sq νe ‘ TX ‘ R

Y 1–Y

´‘IdTY 1 p6.8q,p6.7q

p6.17q “

“

where isomorphism ´ : νe ‘ TM sends pu, vq to u ´ v. Inspecting (3.5) and (6.1) shows that
the diagram commutes. All isomorphisms except possibly the top horizontal and top left vertical
ones are orientation-preserving; the top left verical one preserves orientation up to p´1qn (since
` : νe ‘ TM Ñ RL is orientation-preserving and TM has rank n) so the diffeomorphism Y 1 – Y

is orientation-preserving up to p´1qn. Therefore

(6.32) rY s “ p´1qnrY 1s

Comparing this with (6.22) and (6.29), the result follows. �

7. Homological comparisons: product

In this section we prove the spectral product we work with in Section 4 recovers the Chas-
Sullivan product by taking homology and applying the Thom isomorphism. A similar result is
shown in [7, Theorem 1(3)], however here we work with different sign conventions/twists.

Let M be a closed oriented manifold of dimensions n. As in Section 6, similar methods can be
applied to the case where M has boundary.

7.1. Chas-Sullivan product. In this section we recap the definition of the Chas-Sullivan product,
following [19, Section 2.2]. Once again we work implicitly with constant-speed loops, but this does
not affect the homology-level product operation.

Assume M is equipped with a Riemannian metric, and let τM ,∆, σM , UM all be as in Section
6.1.

We define UCS “ pev0 ˆ ev0q´1UM Ď LM ˆ LM , and UCS “ pev0 ˆ ev0q´1BUM . We pull
back τM along the map of pairs ev0 ˆ ev0 : pUCS , BUCSq Ñ pUM , BUM q to obtain a class τCS “
pev0 ˆ ev0q˚τM P HnpUCS, BUCSq.

Let RCS : UCS Ñ LM ˆM LM be the retraction which sends pγ, δq to

(7.1)
´
γ, γp0q

θ
ù δp0q

δ
ù δp0q

θ
ù γp0q

¯

and let concat : LM ˆM LM Ñ LM send pγ, δq to the concatenation pγp0q
γ

ù γp0q “ δp0q
δ

ù

δp0qq.

Definition 7.1. ([19, Definition 2.1]) The Chas-Sullivan product µCS (written ^TH in [13]) is
defined to be the following composition:

(7.2) H˚pLMq bH˚pLMq
ˆ
ÝÑ H˚pLM ˆ LMq

τCSX¨
ÝÝÝÝÑ H˚´npUCSq

concat
ÝÝÝÝÑ H˚´npLMq

7.2. Product via geometric intersections. In this section we recap an alternative definition
of the Chas-Sullivan product, using transverse intersections, following [6] (though with slightly
different sign conventions).

Definition 7.2. We define the geometric product to be the map

(7.3) µgeo : H˚pLMq bH˚pLMq Ñ H˚´npLMq
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defined as follows.
Let x P HppLMq and y P HqpLMq. Let pX i, f, αq and pY j , g, βq be geometric representatives

for x and y respectively. Generically perturbing if necessary, we may assume that the maps ev0˝f :
X Ñ M and ev0 ˝ g : Y Ñ M are transverse. We define Z to be the space

(7.4) tpa, bq P X ˆ Y | fpaqp0q “ gpbqp0qu

which is a smooth manifold of dimension i` j´n by assumption. We orient Z so that the natural
isomorphism

(7.5) νM ‘ TZ – TX ‘ TY

is orientation-preserving. Let h : Z Ñ LM send pa, bq to concatpfpaq, gpbqq.
We define

(7.6) µgeopx, yq “ p´1qipj´qq`npi`j´p´qqh˚ ppα Y βq X rZsq

where we pull α and β back to Z in the natural way.

7.3. From the Chas-Sullivan to the geometric product. In this section, we prove:

Proposition 7.3. µCSpx, yq “ µgeopx, yq for all x P HppLMq, y P HqpLMq.

This extends [13, Proposition 3.1] as well as [6], with a similar proof.

Proof. Let pX i, f, αq and pY j , g, βq be geometric representatives for x and y respectively. Then

τCS X px ˆ yq “ τCS X pf˚pα X rXsq ˆ g˚pβ X rY sqq

“ p´1qipj´qqτCS X ppf ˆ gq˚ ppα Y βq X rX ˆ Y sqq

“ p´1qipj´qq`npi`j´p´qqpf ˆ gq˚ ppα Y βq X ppf ˆ gq˚τCS X rX ˆ Y sqq

“ p´1qipj´qq`npi`j´p´qqpf ˆ gq˚ ppα Y βq X rZsq

“ µgeopx, yq

�

7.4. From the geometric to the spectral product. In this section, we prove that taking
homology and applying the Thom isomorphism, the spectral products (on the left or right) from
Section 4 agree with the geometric product, up to sign. More precisely:

Proposition 7.4. The following diagrams commute up to a sign of p´1qn:
(7.7)

H˚

`
LM´TM ^ Σ8

`LM
˘

H˚

`
Σ8

`LM
˘

H˚

`
Σ8

`LM ^ LM´TM
˘

H˚

`
Σ8

`LM
˘

H˚`n pLM ˆ LMq H˚ pLMq H˚`n pLM ˆ LMq H˚ pLMq

H˚ pLMq bH˚`n pLMq H˚ pLMq bH˚`n pLMq

Thom

pµrq˚

“ Thom

pµlq˚

“

ˆ
µgeo

ˆ
µgeo

Corollary 7.5. By Proposition 7.3, it follows that Proposition 7.4 also holds with µgeo replaced
with µCS.

We give the proof for the right-hand diagram; the left-hand case is identical.
Choose an embedding e :M ãÑ RL and embedding data for M extending e; since M is closed,

we may assume the isotopy tφsus is constant. Using the identifications from Definitions A.8, A.10
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and A.11 (choosing sequences puiqi and pviqi with uL “ L and vL “ 0), we see that it suffices to
show that the following diagram commutes:

(7.8)

H̃r

`
LMDνe ^ LM`

˘
H̃r

`
ΣL`LM

˘

Hr`n´L pLM ˆ LMq Hr´L pLMq

Hp pLMq bHq pLMq

τνeX¨

pµr,unstq˚

ΦΘ1 r´1,1sLˆ¨

ˆ
p´1qnµgeo

where p` q “ r ` n ´ L, Φ is as in (6.18) and Θ1 is defined analogously to (6.21).

Proof of Proposition 7.4. Let x P HppLMq and y P HqpLMq; let pX i, f, αq and pY j , g, βq be
geometric representatives for x, y respectively.

Lemma 7.6. xˆ y “ p´1qipj´qqpf ˆ gq˚ ppα Y βq X rX ˆ Y sq

Proof of lemma.

xˆ y “ f˚pα X rXsq ˆ g˚pβ X rY sq

“ pf ˆ gq˚ ppα X rXsq ˆ pβ X rY sqq

“ p´1qipj´qqpf ˆ gq˚ ppα Y βq X rX ˆ Y sq

where the final equality is by [13, (A.3)]. �

We first compute Θ1pxˆ yq:

Θ1pxˆ yq “ p´1qipj´qqΘ1 ppf ˆ gq˚ ppα Y βq X rX ˆ Y sqq

“ p´1qipj´qqp´1qpL´nqpi`j´p´qqpf̃ ˆ gq˚

´
pα Y βq X rX̃ ˆ Y s

¯

where we define X̃ “ Totpf˚Dνe Ñ Xq and f̃ : X̃ Ñ TotpDνe Ñ LMq is the natural map. The
first equality is by Lemma 7.6 and the second by definition of Θ1. Therefore
(7.9)

pµr, unstq˚pΘ1pxˆ yqq “ p´1qipj´qq`pL´nqpi`j´p´qq
´
µr,unst ˝ pf̃ ˆ gq

¯
˚

´
pα Y βq X rX̃ ˆ Y s

¯

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 6.11, we see that

Φ
`
pµr,unstq˚pΘ1px ˆ yqq

˘
“ p´1qLpi`j`L´n´rq`ipj´qq`pL´nqpi`j´p´qqh˚

`
pα Y βq X rZ 1s

˘

“ p´1qipj´qq`npi`j´p´qqh˚

`
pα Y βq X rZ 1s

˘

where Z 1 “
´
µr,unst ˝ pf̃ ˆ gq

¯´1

pt0u ˆ LMq. Z 1 is transversally cut out by assumption, and we

have a canonical identification Z – Z 1 as smooth manifolds. Since the sign here agrees with that
of (7.6), it suffices to compare the orientations on Z and Z 1; by the same argument as in the proof
of Proposition 6.11, their orientations differ by a factor of p´1qn. Therefore rZs “ p´1qnrZ 1s; the
result follows. �

8. Traces and torsion

Given a homotopy equivalence f : N Ñ Z one could ask whether f is a simple homotopy
equivalence. A related question arises when classifying diffeomorphism classes of higher dimen-
sional h-cobordisms. Namely, one could ask whether an h cobordism is smoothly trivial.
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The two questions are sufficiently related, and in order to prove the main results of this paper
we convert the first question into the second. That is, to f we associate a codimension 0 embedding
of manifolds with boundary, P Ă Q, so that the complement of P in Q is an h-cobordism. We then
study the failure of f to be a simple homotopy equivalence by considering instead the triviality of
W . In particular, we will study the whitehead torsion, τpW q, and its image under various trace
maps.

So let W be a smooth h-cobordism of dimension n ě 6; we assume its boundary is partitioned
into two components M and N . In [10] Geoghegan and Nicas study the obstruction to deforming
W to M in a fixed point free manner. They do so by considering the fixed point set of a strong
deformation retraction F : W ˆ I Ñ W . To such a deformation retraction they associate an
algebraic 1-parameter Reidemeister trace:

RpW q P HH1pZrπ1M sq{Zrπ1M s,

and prove the following:

Theorem 7 ([10], Theorem 7.2). Let M be a smooth compact manifold of dimension n ě 5, and
HpMq the space of h-cobordisms on M . Suppose π2pMq “ 0. Then the following diagram com-
mutes:

K1pZrπ1pMqsq Whpπ1pMqq – π0HpMq

HH1pZrπ1M sq HH1pZrπ1M sq{Zrπ1M s.

tr ´RpW q

Here the equivalence Whpπ1pMqq – π0HpMq is given by the s-cobordism theorem; tr is the Dennis
trace map, and the horizontal maps are the natural quotient maps.

In order to prove the main results of this paper we need to consider other geometric incarnations
of the invariant RpW q. In [10] Geoghegan and Nicas further define a geometric 1 parameter
Reidemeister trace, ΘpW q P H1pEF q, where EF is the twisted free loop space defined by:

(8.1) EF :“ tγ : I Ñ W ˆ I ˆW | γp0q “ px, t, xq and γp1q “ py, s, Fspyqq for some x, y, s, tu .

They construct a map:

Ψ : H1pEF q Ñ HH1pZrπ1M sq

and prove:

Theorem 8 ([10], Theorem 1.10). ΨpΘpW qq “ ´RpW q. Moreover, when π2pMq “ 0, ΘpW q
vanishes if and only if RpW q vanishes.

In this section we construct two other variations of the 1 parameter Reidemeister trace. In §8.1
we define a framed bordism class rT s P Ω1pLW,W q, which is used in the statement of our main
Theorem 4. Using the homotopy equivalence r : W Ñ M , this construction gives a well defined
map:

T˚ : π0HpMq Ñ Ω1pLM,Mq.

Combining Lemma 8.7, Theorem 7 and Theorem 8 we obtain:

Lemma 8.1. Suppose π2pMq “ 0. Then the following diagram commutes:

K1pZrπ1pMqsq π0HpMq

HH1pZrπ1M sq H1pLM,Mq.

tr h˚˝T˚
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Here h˚ : Ωfr1 pLM,Mq Ñ H1pLM,Mq is the Hurewicz homomorphism. The bottom horizontal
arrow is the composition:

HH1pZrπ1M sq
Ψ

ÝÑ H1pEF q
pµ˝rq˚
ÝÝÝÝÑ H1pLMq

q
ÝÑ H1pLM,Mq,

µ is given in Lemma 8.6, r : W Ñ M is the retraction, Ψ is the isomorphism of [10][§6A], and q
is the projection map.

In Section 8.2 we construct the 1 parameter Reidemeister trace:

TrpW q : ΣS Ñ Σ8LW

W

on spectra. This definition adapts a homotopical construction of the Reidemeister trace to the
1-parameter and relative settings, see for example [16].

The invariant TrpW q is shown to agree with rT s in §9.3. It is also used as a prototype for the
definition of the operations:

Ξl,Ξr : Σ
LW´TW

BLW´TW
Ñ Σ8 LW

W
^

LW

W

constructed in Section 8.3. The maps Ξl and Ξr we used in Theorem 9, and morally speaking
correspond to taking the Chas-Sullivan product by the class rT s, as we prove in Theorem 10.

8.1. The framed bordism invariant.

8.1.1. The definition of rT s. For the rest of this section, we assume that W is embedded as a
codimension 0 submanifold of RL.

Define subsets T̃ , T ˝, T of W ˆ r0, 1s as follows.

T̃ :“ tpx, tq P W ˆ r0, 1s |Ftpxq “ xu

T ˝ :“
!

px, tq P T̃ | t ‰ 0 and x R M
)
,

and let

(8.2) T “ T̄ ˝

be the closure of T ˝ in W ˆ r0, 1s, which we note is compact.

Lemma 8.2. There is a small perturbation of F such that T is a smooth 1-dimensional submanifold
of r0, 1s ˆW , possibly with boundary which must lie on t0u ˆW .

Note this lemma cannot hold for T̃ instead of T , since T̃ always contains pWˆt0uqYpMˆr0, 1sq.

Proof. If we could perturb F arbitrarily, standard transversality results would imply the lemma.
Instead, F is constrained along M ˆ r0, 1s, W ˆ t1u and W ˆ t0u. We first argue that the lemma
holds in some neighbourhood of this region.

T̃ does not intersect W ˆ t1u except along M ˆ t1u. We may perturb F such that for all x
sufficiently close to M , the path tFtpxqutPr0,1s is the embedded geodesic to the closest point in M .

Now any point in px, tq P T̃ such that x is near to M must have x P M .
It follows that now T can only intersect pW ˆ t0, 1uq Y pM ˆ r0, 1sq along W ˆ t0u.
To ensure T is smooth near W ˆ t0u, we consider the vector field V on W , whose value at

p P W is d
ds

|s“0Fsppq. This is constrained so that it points inwards along N and vanishes alongM .
We may generically perturb F such that V intersects the zero section transversally away from M .
We may further perturb F so that for η ą 0 small, for all p P W , the path tFtutPr0,ηq is a geodesic.
Now the intersection of T with W ˆ r0, ηq agrees with S ˆ r0, ηq.

Therefore T is smooth near W ˆ t0u; perturbing generically away from the region on which F
is constrained allows us to obtain the lemma. �
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Let

(8.3) i : T ãÑ W ˆ r0, 1s

be the natural inclusion, and denote the normal bundle by νi.
Let ψ : νi Ñ RL be the isomorphism of vector bundles sending pv, tq in the fibre of νi over

px, sq to

(8.4) ψpv, tq :“ v ´ dFpx,sqpv, tq.

We consider the natural map f : T Ñ LW sending px, tq to the loop F |r0,ts from x to itself.

Note that ψ equips T with a stable framing which therefore defines a class rT s in Ωfr1 pLW,W q.

Lemma 8.3. The space of strong deformation retractions is contractible.

Lemma 8.4. The class rT s P Ωfr1 pLW,W q is independent of choices.

Proof. Let F 1 be another choice of strong deformation retraction as above. Since the space of
such deformation retractions is contractible, there is a 1-parameter family of strong deformation
retractions tF τ :W ˆ I Ñ W uτPr0,1s such that F 0 “ F and F 1 “ F 1. Generically perturbing tF τu

relative to tτ P t0, 1uu similarly to Lemma 8.2, and letting S be the closure of

S˝ :“
 

px, t, τq P W ˆ r0, 1s2 |F τt pxq “ x, t ‰ 0, x R M
(

provides the desired bordism; this can be equipped with a stable framing similarly to (8.4). �

The following classes determined by rT s are used in Theorem 4:

Definition 8.5. We define classes rTdiags, rT diags P Ωfr1 pLpW ˆ W q, pW ˆ W qq to be the images
of rT s under the antidiagonal maps sending γ to pγ, γq and pγ, γq respectively.

8.1.2. Definition of ΘpW q. In this subsection we recall the definition of ΘpW q P H1pEF q appearing
in [10, Section 6].

Let px, tq, py, sq P Wˆr0, 1s be two fixed points of F . We say that px, tq and py, sq are in the same
fixed point set if there is some path γ in W ˆ I from x to y, such that the loop ppr1 ˝ γq ‹ pF ˝ γq´1

is homotopically trivial (where pr1 projects to the first factor of W ˆ r0, 1s). This defines an
equivalence relation on the set of fixed points.

The manifold T , constructed in Eq. (8.2), consists of a union of circles and arcs. Note that
fixed points in the same path component of T are in the same fixed point class. A geometric
intersection invariant in [10] is defined using the submanifold A Ă T consisting only of the union
of those circles of intersections not in the same fixed point class as the fixed points of F0 and F1.

In [10, Page 432] an orientation of A is defined as follows: to an isolated fixed point x of Ft,
one associates an index ipFt, xq, which is the degree of the map:

id ´ Ft : Bǫpxqztxu Ñ RLzt0u.

Here Bǫ is a small neighborhood of x in W ˆ ttu not containing any other fixed point of Ft. The
transversality hypothesis implies that generically ipFt, xq “ ˘1, and both values occur on each
loop. The orientation on each circle of fixed points, S, is given by picking any px, tq for which
ipFt, xq “ 1, and orientating S near px, tq in the direction of increasing time.

Let EF be the twisted loop space defined in Eq. (8.1). Then A is a closed oriented 1-manifold
which includes into EF by constant loops and hence defines a class which we define ΘpW q P H1pEF q
to be.
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8.1.3. Relating rT s and ΘpW q. To compare ΘpW q and rT s we need to consider the following.
Firstly, we need to relate the target of the invariants; the definition of rT s involves the free loop
space LW while ΘpW q concerns the twisted loop space EF . Moreover, ΘpW q consists of a choice
of orientation and defines a class in H1pEF q, while rT s consists of a choice of framing, and defines

a class in Ωfr1 pLW,W q. Secondly, ΘpW q is defined by manually discarding circles of intersections
in the fixed point class of F0 and F1. The analogous procedure in the definition of rT s corresponds
to modding out LW by constant loops.

We show that if π2pW q “ 0, after passing to homology, the two invariants agree. For this to
make sense, we must first relate the groups in which these invariants live.

Lemma 8.6. There exists a homotopy equivalence µ : EF Ñ LW .

Proof. We will construct µ as the composition of several homotopy equivalences. Let ẼF be the
pullback in the diagram:

ẼF PpW q ˆ PpIq

W ˆ I ˆ I W ˆ I ˆ I ˆW

where the bottom horizontal map is given by pw, t, sq ÞÑ pw, t, s, Fspwqq, the right vertical map is

given by pα, βq ÞÑ pαp0q, βp0q, βp1q, αp1qq, and P ¨ denotes the path space. Then ẼF consists of
pairs pα, βq P PpW q ˆ PpIq satisfying Fβp1qpαp0qq “ αp1q

Let γ be a path in EF , so γp0q “ px, t, xq and γp1q “ py, s, Fspyqq. We can decompose γ into
components pγ1, γI , γ2q by projecting into the first, second, and third factors in W ˆ I ˆ W . So
that γ1 is a path from x to y, γ2 is a path from from x to Fspyq, and γI is a path in I from t to s.

Define Γ : EF Ñ ẼF by sending γ to

py
γ
1

ù x
γ2

ù Fspyq, γIq

where we choose the concatenation of y
γ
1

ù x
γ2

ù Fspyq to happen at time equals to 1{2. Then Γ
is a homotopy equivalence admitting an inverse sending pα, βq to pαr0,1{2s, β, αr1{2,1sq (and appro-
priately rescaling).

Note that since PpIq is contractible, ẼF is further homotopy equivalent to ĒF , the pullback of
the diagram:

ĒF PpW q

W ˆ I W ˆW

where the right vertical map is given by γ Ñ pγp0q, γp1qq, and the bottom horizontal map is given
by pw, sq Ñ pw,Fspwqq.

Then ĒF consists of pairs pα, sq where α : r0, 1s Ñ W is such that αp1q “ Fspαp0qq. The
homotopy equivalence is given by the forgetful map sending pα, βq Ñ pα, βp1qq.

We further define

Γ̄ : ĒF Ñ LW ˆ I

by sending pα, sq to:

pαp0q
α

ù Fspαp0qq
F |r0,ss
ù αp0q, sq.
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Then Γ̄ is a homotopy equivalence with inverse given by

pδ, sq ÞÑ pδp0q
δ

ù δp0q
F |r0,ss
ù Fspδp0qq, sq.

Lastly, note that the forgetful map LW ˆ I Ñ LW is a homotopy equivalence. The homotopy
equivalence µ is given by the composition of Γ, Γ̄ and the forgetful map. �

The homotopy equivalence µ from Lemma 8.6 induces a map:

µ˚ : H1pEF q Ñ H1pLW q,

which we can compose with the quotient map:

π : H1pLW q Ñ H1pLW,W q.

To complete the comparison of rT s and ΘpW q, we will need to consider the Hurewicz map

h˚ : Ωfr1 pLW,W q Ñ H1pLW,W q.

In order to define h˚, we must fix conventions for how a stable framing on a manifold induces
an orientation.

Given a stably framed manifold, one consistent choice of orientation is given as follows. Let

rY s P Ωfr1 pLW q be represented by f : Y Ñ LW ; choose an embedding e : Y Ñ RL`1, with normal
bundle νY , and framing φ : Y ˆRL Ñ νY representing the stable framing on Y . Let tv0, v1, ..., vLu
be the standard basis of RL`1 and tv1, ..., vLu a basis for RL. For y P Y , there exists a unique
vector vy P TyY Ă RL`1 such that the matrix pφpy, v1q, ..., φpy, vLq, vyq has determinant 1. We
orient Y so that the positive orientation points in the direction of vy .

Lemma 8.7. Suppose π2pW q “ 0. Then π ˝ µ˚pΘpW qq “ h˚prT sq.

Proof. Both invariants are defined starting with the manifold T . Since in the definition of ΘpW q
we discard the arcs and circles in T zA, we need to consider their contribution to h˚rT s. Note
that for px, tq P T zA, the loop F |r0,tspxq is contractible. Let L0W be the path component of LW
consisting of contractible loops. When π2pW q “ 0, π1pL0W q is isomorphic to π1pW q (by the long
exact sequence associated to the fibration Ω0W Ñ L0W Ñ W ) and is generated by constant loops.
Hence π1pL0W,W q “ 0, and the contributions of T zA die in H1pLW,W q.

By chasing the homotopy equivalence µ we see that µ sends the constant loop at py, s, Fspyqq,
associated to a fixed point py, sq, to the loop Fr0,ss based at y. Hence, up to a question of orientation,
we have the equivalence π ˝ µ˚pΘpW qq “ h˚prT sq. So the last thing to consider is the equivalence
of orientations.

Let x be a fixed point of Ft, such that ipFt, xq “ 1. Let pv1, ..., vLq be the standard basis for RL,
and pv0, v1, ..., vLq be the standard basis for RL ‘ R. This choice of basis induces a trivialization
of T pW ˆ r0, 1sq – RL ‘ R.

Recall the map

Id´ Ft : Bǫpxqztxu Ñ RLzt0u

defining the index ipFt, xq. Note that Id´ Ft extends to Bǫ and we denote its differential at x by
φ. For generic px, tq, φ is a linear isomorphism; we may assume this holds. Note if the degree of
Id ´ Ft equals to one, then φ is orientation preserving, and hence has positive determinant.

Let ψ : RL ‘ R Ñ RL be the map sending pv, sq P T pW ˆ r0, 1sq in the fibre over px, tq
to

(8.5) ψpv, sq :“ v ´ dFpx,tqpv, sq.

Note that kerψ – TT . Let ψ̃ : RL ‘ R Ñ RL ‘ R be the map sending pv, sq in the fibre over px, tq
to

(8.6) ψ̃pv, sq :“ ps, v ´ dFpx,tqpv, sqq.
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Then ψ̃´1 defines an isomorphism RL ‘ R Ñ RL ‘ R sending the final R factor to TT (by the

implicit function theorem). The matrix of ψ̃ is given by
ˆ
φ ˚
0 1

˙

and hence has positive determinant, and the matrix of ψ̃´1 is given by:
ˆ
φ´1 ˚
0 1

˙

where the vector

(8.7) τ :“

ˆ
˚
1

˙
“ ψ̃´1

ˆ
0
1

˙
P TTx,t

is oriented in the direction of increasing time (because its first coordinate is positive). The first

L columns of ψ̃´1 don’t necessarily give a framing of νT , but by performing column operations
(specifically those which don’t change the sign of the determinant), i.e. projecting off of the
subspace spanned by τ , we arrive at a matrix pχ, τq which has positive determinant, and is such
that:

RL
χ

ÝÑ RL ‘ R
ψ

ÝÑ RL

is the identity and hence induces our choice of framing of T . Note that after possibly rescaling by a
positive number, τ defines an orientation of TT , consistent with the Hurewicz isomorphism defined
above. Since τ is oriented in the direction of increasing time, it follows that the two conventions
for orienting T agree. �

8.2. The Reidemeister trace of an h-cobordism. Let W be a smooth h-cobordism of dimen-
sion n. BW consists of two boundary components, which we call M and N . In this section we
define the Reidemeister trace of W as a map of spectra:

Tr : Σ8S1 Ñ Σ8LW

W
and show that it is related to the framed bordism invariant rT s by the Pontrjagin-Thom isomor-
phism in Section 9.3.

We will need to make some choices, as in the definition of the coproduct.

8.2.1. Choices. We choose an extension

W ext :“ M ˆ r0, 1s YM W YN ˆN ˆ r0, 1s

of W as in 3.3.

Definition 8.8. Trace data for W is a tuple R̄ “ pe, ρext, ζ, V, ǫ, λ, F q consisting of:

(i). A smooth embedding e :W ext
ãÑ RL. We write νe for the normal bundle of this embedding,

defined to be the orthogonal complement of TW ext. Note that e canonically equips both
TW ext and νe with metrics, by pulling back the Euclidean metric on RL. Let πe : νe Ñ W ext

be the projection map.
(ii). A tubular neighbourhood ρext : D2νe ãÑ RL. More precisely, ρext is a smooth embedding,

restricting to e on the zero-section. We let Ũ be the image of ρext. We let ρ be the restriction
of ρext to the unit disc bundle of νe over W , and U the image of ρ; this lies in the interior
of Ũ . In symbols: ρ :“ ρext|D1νe|W , U :“ Impρq and Ũ “ Impρextq. From the choices above

we obtain a retraction r : Ũ Ñ W defined to be the composition of pρextq´1, the projection
to W ext, and the natural map W ext Ñ W .

(iii). ζ ą 0 such that ζ is less than half of the injectivity radius of the induced metric on M .
(iv). A vector field V on W ext such that:
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(a). V |W points strictly inwards at N and strictly outwards at M . For simplicity, we require
that for pm, tq P M ˆ p0, 1s, Vpm,tq is a non zero rescaling of Vpm,0q, and similarly for
pn, tq P N ˆ r0, 1s.
We denote the flow of V by tφspxqusě0. A priori this isn’t defined for all time since the
flow can leave along one of the components of BW ext; we define the flow to be constant
in s as soon as it hits this component of BW ext.

(b). Let π : W ext Ñ W be the natural projection. For x P W ext, the length of the path
πptφspxqusPr0,1sq is ď ζ{4.

(v). A real number ε ą 0 sufficiently small such that:
(a). ε ă ζ{8.

(b). Ũ contains an ε-neighbourhood of W .

(c). If x P U , y P epW extq and ‖x´ y‖ ď ε then the straight line path rx, ys lies in Ũ , and
rprx, ysq has length ď ζ{4.

(d). The Euclidean distance: d pφ1pMq, ρpDν|W qqq ě 2ε
(e). The Euclidean distance: d pφ1pNq, ρpDν|N qqq ě 2ε

(vi). λ ą 0, large enough such that:

λ ¨ dpρpSνe|W q, epW extqq ě 2

where Sνe is the unit sphere bundle of νe; note that this distance on the left hand side is at
least ε.

(vii). A strong deformation retraction F :W ˆ r0, 1s Ñ W onto M .

We write TDLpW q for the simplicial set whose k-simplices consist of the set of continuously-varying
families of tuples of trace data, parametrised by the standard k-simplex.

Lemma 8.9. The forgetful map TDLpW q Ñ EmbpM ext,RLq which forgets all the data except the
embedding e is a trivial Kan fibration and hence a weak equivalence.

Proof. This lemma is the same as that of Lemma 3.6, also using the fact that the space of defor-
mation retractions is contractible. �

8.2.2. The definition of the trace.

Definition 8.10. Fix trace data

R̄ “ pe, ρext, ζ, V, ǫ, λ, F q.

Let pv, w, tq P WDνe

BWDνe
^ S1. So t P r0, 1s, w P W , and v P pDνeqw. The unstable Trace, Trunst, is

the composition of the Thom collapse map:

ΣLS1 Ñ
WDνe

BWDνe
^ S1

and the map

WDνe

BWDνe

^ S1 Ñ ΣL
LW

W

defined by:

(8.8) pv, w, tq ÞÑ

$
’’&
’’%

¨
˝

λ pv ´ φ1 ˝ Ftpwqq ,

B

ˆ
w
F |r0,ts
ù Ftpwq

φ
ù φ1 ˝ Ftpwq

θ
ù w

˙
˛
‚ if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ Ftpwq‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

Note that we have used convention (2) for a model of the target.
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Remark 8.11. Unlike the case of the coproduct, the target of φ1 is W ext, hence in order to end
up with loops in W we need to use the natural projection W ext Ñ W . Therefore, in 8.8 the path

Ftpwq
φ

ù φ1 ˝ Ftpwq

is understood to be its projection to W , and the path

φ1 ˝ Ftpwq
θ

ù w

is the retraction of the straight line path rv, π ˝ Ftpwqs to W .

Lemma 8.12. Trunst is a well-defined continuous map.

Proof. Clearly the collapse map is well defined. We must check that (8.8) sends pt, w, vq to the
basepoint whenever t P t0, 1u, |v| “ 1 or w P BW .

Indeed, if t “ 0 and the incidence condition holds then the second component simplifies to

Bpw
φ

ù φ1pwq
θ

ù wq

which is a constant loop since each of the paths has length less than ζ
4
by (8.8.iv) and (8.8.vc).

When t “ 1, F1pwq is in M , and by (8.8.vd) the incidence condition can not hold so (8.8)
represents the basepoint.

Similarly, if w P BW , then by (8.8.vd) and (8.8.ve) the incidence condition can not hold so (8.8)
represents the basepoint.

Lastly, if |v| “ 1, the first entry in (8.8) lies outside of the cube, by (8.8.vi), so (8.8) represents
the basepoint.

�

Definition 8.13. The (stable) Trace:

Tr : Σ8S1 Ñ Σ8LW

W

is defined to be the L-times desuspension of

Trunst : Σ
LS1 Ñ ΣL

LW

W

for some trace data R̄.

The proof of Lemma 3.13 carries over word by word to give:

Lemma 8.14. The stable Trace is well defined and is independent of choices up to homotopy.

Similarly to Definition 8.5, we define:

Definition 8.15. We define Trdiag and Trdiag : Σ
8S1 Ñ Σ8 LpWˆW q

WˆW to be given by the map Tr

composed with the antidiagonals LW
W

Ñ LpWˆW q
WˆW sending γ to pγ, γq and pγ, γq respectively.

8.3. The operations Ξl and Ξr. In the previous section we defined the trace map:

Tr : Σ8S1 Ñ Σ8 LW

W
.

In this section we will upgrade the construction and define maps:

Ξl,Ξr :
LW´TW

BLW´TW
^ S1 Ñ Σ8LW

W
^

LW

W
.

It will prove more useful for the following sections to consider the situation of a cobordism with
a filling. This is, let M Ď P be a codimension 0 submanifold with corners, with j : M ãÑ P

an embedding which is a homotopy equivalence, and such that BM and BP are disjoint. Let
M˝ “ MzBM be the interior of M and W “ P zM˝, a cobordism from BM to BP . We assume
that W is an h-cobordism.
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Precomposing j by the diffeomorphism Φ of Definition 3.3, we obtain an embeddingM ext
ãÑ P .

Note that this defines a collar neighborhood BM ˆ r0, 1s Ñ P by restricting this embedding to
M extzM˝, and a smooth structure on:

W ext :“ W YBM BM ˆ r0, 1s YBN BN ˆ r0, 1s.

Definition 8.16. A choice of trace data for pM,P, jq is a pair pQ,F q where Q P EDLpP q is
embedding data for P and F : P ˆ I Ñ P is a deformation retraction onto M . We require that:

pQ,F q|W :“ pe|W ext , ρext|D2ν|Wext
, ζ, V |W ext , ε, λ, F q

consists of trace data for W .

We write TDLpM
j

ãÝÑ P q for the simplicial set whose k-simplices consist of the set of continuously-
varying families of tuples of trace data, parametrised by the standard k-simplex.

Definition 8.17. Fix a choice of trace data R̄ P TDLpM
j

ãÝÑ P q. We define

Ξl,unst :
LPDνe

BLPDνe
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LP

P
^

LP

P

to send pv, γ, sq to:

(8.9)$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ pv ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0qq ,

B

ˆ
γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

φ̄
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

F̄ |r0,ss
ù γp0q

γ
ù γp0q

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

and similarly,

Ξr,unst :
LPDνe

BLPDνe
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LP

P
^

LP

P
sends pv, γ, sq to
(8.10)$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ pv ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0qq ,

B

ˆ
γp0q

γ
ù γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù γp0q

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

Lemma 8.18. Ξl,unst and Ξr,unst are well-defined continuous maps.

Proof. We prove that (8.9) sends pv, γ, sq to the basepoint if s P t0, 1u, γp0q P BP or |v| “ 1; the
case of (8.10) is identical.

If s “ 0, the second entry in (8.9) is constant, and so (8.9) represents the basepoint.
If s “ 1 and γp0q P W then since F1pγp0qq P M by (8.8.vd) the incidence condition can not

hold. If γp0q P M, then the second entry of (8.9) represents the basepoint.
The case of |v| “ 1 and γp0q P BP is the same as in Lemma 8.12. �

Definition 8.19. The stable operations:

Ξl,Ξr :
LP´TP

BLP´TP
^ S1 Ñ Σ8LP

P

are defined to be the L-times desuspension of Ξl,unst and Ξr,unst.
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By a proof similar to that of Lemma 3.13, Ξl and Ξr are independent of choices.

9. Codimension 0 coproduct defect

Let j : M Ď P be a codimension 0 embedding such that the complement W :“ P zM˝ is
an h-cobordism (in particular, j is a homotopy equivalence). Let F : W ˆ I Ñ W be a strong
deformation retraction onto BM , which we extend by the identity on M to a strong deformation
retraction F : P ˆ I Ñ P .

Let rT s the associated framed bordism invariant, defined as in Section 8.1. In this section
we compare the coproducts on M and P and relate the difference to the diagonal Chas-Sullivan
product with rT s. We do so by first relating the difference to the operations Ξl and Ξr in Section
9.1 (Theorem 9), and then relating Ξl and Ξr to the diagonal Chas-Sullivan product with rT s in
Section 9.2 (Theorem 10).

9.1. Coproduct defect is given by Ξr ´ Ξl. For the rest of this section fix a tuple pQ,F q P

TDLpM
j

ãÝÑ P q. We assume that j extends to an embedding jext :M ext
ãÑ P such that jextpM extq

and BP are disjoint. We require that Q P EDLpP q is a choice of embedding data, such that

(9.1) Q|M :“ pe|Mext , ρext|D2ν|Mext
, ζ, V |M , ε, λq consists of embedding data for M.

For convenience, we write νP for νe|P , and similarly for νM . Let F : P ˆI Ñ P be the deformation
retraction. Then F1 induces a map of spaces:

F 1 :
LPDνP

BLPDνP
Ñ

LMDνM

BLMDνM

by sending

(9.2) F 1pv, γq “

#
pv, F1 ˝ γq if γp0q P M

˚ otherwise

By passing to spectra, we get a map that we also call F 1:

F 1 :
LP´TP

BLP´TP
Ñ

LM´TM

BLM´TM

Lemma 9.1. F 1 is an equivalence of spectra.

Proof. We prove this at the level of spaces. We define an explicit homotopy inverse

G :
LMDνM

BLMDνM
Ñ

LPDνP

BLPDνP

as follows. Choose a collar neighbourhood C : BM ˆ I Ñ M sending BM ˆ t1u to BM , and choose
a map g1 : BM ˆ I Ñ W YC which is given by C|BMˆt0u on BM ˆ t0u and sends BM ˆ t1u to BP ,
along with a homotopy tgtutPr0,1s from g0 “ C to g1 relative to BM ˆ t0u. This exists since P zM˝

is an h-cobordism: we essentially have chosen a homotopy inverse (rel boundary) to F1.
Now define

Gpv, γq “

$
&
%

pv, γq if γp0q P MzCˆ
ṽ, g1px, tq

gpx,tq
ù g0px, tq “ γp0q

γ
ù γp0q

gpx,tq
ù g1px, tq

˙
if γp0q “ Cpx, tq

where ṽ is given by parallel transporting v along the path tgτ px, tquτPr0,1s.

We show by explicit construction of a homotopy that G ˝ F 1 » IdP ; the other direction is
similar. We do this by concatenating two homotopies

H,H 1 :
LPDνP

BLPDνP
ˆ r0, 1s Ñ

LPDνP

BLPDνP
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For s P r0, 1s, we define Hspv, γq to be
#

pv, Fs ˝ γq if γp0q P MzC´
ṽs, g1px, tq

g
ù g0px, tq

Fs˝γ
ù g0px, tq

g
ù g1px, tq

¯
if γp0q P W Y C

We choose a map δ : pW YCq ˆ r0, 1sτ ˆ r0, 1st Ñ W YC, which we think of as a family of paths
tδyτ uτPr0,1s,yPWYC , such that:

‚ δpy, τ, 0q “ y for all y, τ .
‚ δpy, 1, tq “ y for all y, t.
‚ δpy, 0, ¨q is the path

y
F

ù F1pyq “ Cpx, tq
g

ù g1px, tq

for all y, where px, tq P BM ˆ r0, 1s is determined by F1pyq “ Cpx, tq (noting if y P W then
t “ 1, and this path is constant).

‚ δpy, τ, tq “ y for all y P CpBM ˆ t0uq.
‚ δpy, τ, 1q “ y for all y P BP and all τ .

These constraints specify δ on
`
pW Y Cq ˆ Br0, 1s2

˘
Y
`
CpBM ˆ t0uq ˆ r0, 1s2

˘
(and are compatible

with each other on overlaps). SinceWˆr0, 1s2 deformation retracts to this subspace, we can indeed
choose such a δ.

We define H 1
spv, γq to be

(9.3)

$
&
%

pv, γq if γp0q P MzCˆ
ṽs, δ

γp0q
s p1q

δ
γp0q
s

ù γp0q
γ

ù γp0q
δγp0q
s

ù δ
γp0q
s p1q

˙
otherwise.

where ṽs denotes v parallel transported along the path δ
γp0q
s .

Then H1 “ G ˝ F 1, H0 “ H 1
1 and H 1

0 is the identity. �

The main result of this section is that Ξr and Ξl together determine the failure for the coprod-
ucts for M and P to agree:

Theorem 9. There is a homotopy

(9.4) ∆P ´ pj ^ jq ˝ ∆M ˝ F 1 » Ξr ´ Ξl

between maps of spectra LP´TP

BLP´TP ^ S1 Ñ Σ8 LP
P

^ LP
P

.

To prove Theorem 9, we start by defining a map Λ whose boundary will give rise to the required
homotopy.

Definition 9.2. For the fixed choice of pQ,F q, we define a map of spaces:

Λ :
LPDν

BLPDν
ˆ r0, 1s2s,t Ñ ΣL

LP

P
^

LP

P

which sends pv, γ, s, tq to
(9.5)$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ pv ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γptqq ,

B

ˆ
γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

Fs˝γ|r0,ts
ù Fs ˝ γptq

φ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γptq

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γptq

φ
ù Fs ˝ γptq

Fs˝γ|rt,1s
ù Fs ˝ γp1q

F |r0,ss
ù γp1q

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γptq‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

Lemma 9.3. Λ is well-defined. Furthermore if both s, t P t0, 1u, then Λ sends pv, γ, s, tq to the
basepoint.
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Bεpvq

θ

φ

F |r0,ss

γ

γp0q

v

γptq

pv, γ, s, tq

ÞÑ B

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ ¨ p q , ,

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

Figure 4. The operation Λ: the figure on the left shows a tuple pv, γ, s, tq in the
domain of Λ, the one on the right shows the output.

Proof. For (9.5) to be well-defined, it must send pv, γ, s, tq to the basepoint whenever |v| “ 1 or
γp0q P BP ; this holds by the same argument as in Lemma 3.11.

Suppose s “ 0 and t “ 0 (or 1). Then if the incidence condition holds, the second (or third,
respectively) entry in (9.5) must be constant, by (3.4.iv) and (3.4.vc).

Suppose s “ 1. Then Fs ˝ γptq P M . If γp0q P W , then by (8.8.ve) the incidence condition can
not hold. If γp0q P M then since F |M is the identity, the paths F |r0,ss and F |r0,ss appearing in
(9.5) are constant. Then if t “ 0, the second entry of (9.5) is constant by the same argument as in
Lemma 3.11; similarly if t “ 1 the third entry of (9.5) is constant. �

We next analyse the restriction of Λ to each of the four sides of the square r0, 1s2s,t. The
restriction of Λ to the subspace s “ 0 is denoted by:

Λ|ts“0u :“ Λ|pv,γ,0,tq :
LPDν

BLPDν
ˆ r0, 1st Ñ ΣL

LP

P
^

LP

P

The other sides of the square are denoted in a similar manner. By Lemma 9.3, Λ|ts“0u, as well as

the restriction of Λ to the other sides of the square, descend to maps from LPDν

BLPDν ^ S1.

Lemma 9.4. Λ|ts“0u “ ∆P .

Proof. Since F0 is the identity on P , this follows by comparing (3.8) and (9.5). �

Lemma 9.5. There is a homotopy Λ|tt“0u » Ξr,unst, relative to the subspace ts P t0, 1u, t “ 0u.
Similarly there is a homotopy Λ|tt“1u » Ξl,unst, relative to the subspace ts P t0, 1u, t “ 1u.

Proof. We first construct the homotopy Λ|tt“0u » Ξl. We define a homotopy

H : r0, 1sτ ˆ
LPDν

BLPDν
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LP

P
^

LP

P

by

(9.6) Hτ pγ, sq “

#
pλ pv ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0qq , αs,γ,τ , βs,γ,τq if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

where

αs,γ,τ “ B

ˆ
γp0q

F |r0,τss
ù Fτs ˝ γp0q

Fτs˝γ
ù Fτs ˝ γp0q

F |rτs,ss
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

θ
ù γp0q

˙

βs,γ,τ “ B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù γp0q

˙
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This is well-defined by the same argument as in Lemma 9.3. Inspection of (9.5), (8.9) and (9.6)
shows that H0 “ Ξr,unst and H1 “ Λ|tt“0u, so H is the required homotopy.

The other case is similar; explicitly, a homotopy

H 1 : r0, 1sτ ˆ
LPDν

BLPDν
^ S1 Ñ ΣL

LP

P
^

LP

P

between Λ|tt“1u and Ξl,unst is given by

(9.7) H 1
τ pγ, sq “

#
pλ pv ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0qq , α̃s,γ,τ , β̃s,γ,τq if ‖v ´ φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

where

α̃s,γ,τ “ B

ˆ
γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

θ
ù γp0q

˙

β̃s,γ,τ “ B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù φ1 ˝ Fs ˝ γp0q

φ
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

F |rτs,ss
ù Fτs ˝ γp0q

Fτs˝γ
ù Fτs ˝ γp0q

F |r0,τss
ù γp0q

˙

�

Lastly, we prove the following:

Lemma 9.6. Λ|ts“1u “ pj ^ jq ˝ ∆M ˝ F 1.

Proof. Note that F1 ˝ γptq P M . Hence, if γp0q P W , by (8.8.vd), the incidence condition can not
hold. If γp0q P M then F 1pv, γq “ pv, γq, and by our choice Eq. (9.1), the equality holds on the
nose. �

Proof of Theorem 9. Passing to suspension spectra (and desuspending L times), Theorem 9 follows
from Lemmas 9.4, 9.6 and 9.5, by using the homotopy Λ. �

9.2. Characterizing Ξl and Ξr. In this section we relate the Chas-Sullivan product and the
framed bordism invariant rT s (defined in Section 8.1) with the operations Ξl and Ξr (defined in
Section 8.3).

Theorem 10. Let M Ď P be a codimension 0 submanifold with corners, such that the complement
W :“ P zM˝ is an h-cobordism. Assume that there exists a codimension 0 embedding e : P Ñ RL.

We let:

‚ rP s : S Ñ LP´TP

BLP´TP be the composition:

(9.8) S Ñ
P´TP

BP´TP
Ñ

LP´TP

BLP´TP

where the first arrow is the fundamental class (as in Appendix A.6), and the last arrow is
given by inclusion of constant loops.

‚ Trdiag, T rdiag : Σ8S1 Ñ LpPˆP q
PˆP be the maps from Definition 8.15 applied to the h-

cobordism W , composed with the map induced by the inclusion W ãÑ P .
‚ µ̃PˆP

r be the version of the product on P ˆ P considered in (4.8).

Then Ξr :
LP´TP

BLP´TP ^ S1 Ñ Σ8 LP
P

^ LP
P

is homotopic to the following composition:

(9.9)

LP´TP

BLP´TP
^ S1 »

ÝÑ
LP´TP

BLP´TP
^ S ^ Σ8S1 Id^rP s^Trdiag

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ
LP´TP

BLP´TP
^

LP´TP

BLP´TP
^ Σ8 LpP ˆ P q

P ˆ P

»
ÝÑ

LpP ˆ P q´T pPˆP q

BLpP ˆ P q´T pPˆP q
^ Σ8LpP ˆ P q

P ˆ P

µ̃PˆP
rÝÝÝÝÑ Σ8LpP ˆ P q

P ˆ P
ÝÑ Σ8LP

P
^

LP

P
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Similarly on the left, Ξl :
LP´TP

BLP´TP ^ S1 Ñ Σ8 LP
P

^ LP
P

is homotopic to the following composition:

(9.10)
LP´TP

BLP´TP
^ S1 »

ÝÑ S ^
LP´TP

BLP´TP
^ Σ8S1 swap

ÝÝÝÑ Σ8S1 ^ S ^
LP´TP

BLP´TP

Trdiag^rP s^Id
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ

Σ8LpP ˆ P q

P ˆ P
^

LpP ˆ P q´T pPˆP q

BLpP ˆ P q´T pPˆP q

µ̃
PˆP

lÝÝÝÝÑ Σ8LpP ˆ P q

P ˆ P
ÝÑ Σ8LP

P
^

LP

P

Definition 9.7. We write µr pp¨ ˆ rP sq, rTdiagsq for the composition (9.9) and µl
`
rT diags, rP s ˆ ¨

˘

for the composition (9.10).

Remark 9.8. As suggested in the notation in Definition 9.7, the compositions (9.9) and (9.10) are
the appropriate spectral-level analogues of taking the cross product with the fundamental class rP s
and then taking the Chas-Sullivan product with the classes Trdiag and Trdiag in πst1 , and indeed
this is exactly what these maps do on any generalised homology theory.

Remark 9.9. The assumption that P embeds as a codimension 0 submaniold of RL is not neces-
sary, but is sufficient to prove Theorem 4.

The proof of Theorem 10 constitutes the rest of this subsection. We show the statement for
the right product; the left case is identical. We first make convenient choices of trace data.

9.2.1. Convenient data. We first choose collars for M and P and trace data so that certain condi-
tions, detailed in Lemma 9.10, hold. More precisely let:

CP : BP ˆ r0, 1s Ñ W

be a collar neighbourhood of BP , sending BP ˆ t1u to BP . We write CP also for its image, and CinP
for the smaller collar neighbourhood CP pBP ˆ r 1

2
, 1sq.

Similarly, let CM : BM ˆ r0, 1s Ñ W , a collar neighbourhood of BM , sending BM ˆ t0u to BM .
We write CM also for its image; we assume this is disjoint from CP .

M W

P

CM
CP

C
in
P

Figure 5. Collars.

Lemma 9.10. We can choose trace data pQ,F q P TDLpM
j

ãÝÑ P q, as well as collars CP and CM
as above, so that the following conditions hold:

(i). If x P CP , there is a (necessarily unique) s` “ s`pxq P r0, 1s such that Fr0,s`spxq Ď CP is a
straight line in the collar direction, and F |ps`,1spxq Ď P zCP .

(ii). Whenever x P CM , the path F pxq lies in CM and is a straight line in the collar direction.

(iii). For all x P CM , the path F pxq has length ď ζ
4
.

(iv). For all x P CP , F |r0,s`spxq has length ď ζ
4

(v). V “ 0 on P zpM Y CM Y CinP q
(vi). dpP zCP , C

in
P q ą ε

Proof. We first choose e and ρext any embeddings as in Definition 3.4, and then ζ ą 0 sufficiently
small. Next, choose disjoint collar neighbourhoods of the boundaries CM and CP , which are small
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enough that the straight lines in each collar neighbourhood all have length ď ζ{4; this ensures (iv)
and (iii) hold.

Choose a vector field V on P which points into M along BM and into P on BP , and which
satisfies (v), and scale V down to be sufficiently small.

Specifying a smooth strong deformation retraction F : Pˆr0, 1s Ñ P is the same as a smoothly-
varying family of paths tFtpxqutPr0,1s for x P P . We first choose any smooth strong deformation
retraction F , then modify F by preconcatenating (and reparametrising appropriately) the paths
tFtpxqutPr0,1s with a straight line in the collar direction for all x P CP and postcomposing similarly
for all x P CP ; this ensures that (i) and (ii) hold.

We now choose ε ą 0 sufficiently small that (vi) holds. �

Given F satisfying the conditions in Lemma 9.10, let T “ T pF q be the framed manifold defined
as in Section 8.1 and f : T Ñ LP the natural map sending px, tq to the loop F |r0,ts from x to itself.

Let rT s P Ωfr1 pLP {P q be the associated framed bordism class.

Lemma 9.11. We can choose pQ,F q P TDLpM
j

ãÝÑ P q such that the conditions in Lemma 9.10
hold, and additionally T has no boundary.

Proof. Consider the vector field V 1 on W , where V 1ppq “ d
ds

|s“0Fsppq. Zeroes of this vector field
in W zBM biject with points in BT . Since the relative Euler characteristic χpW, BMq vanishes, we
can choose F so that this vector field has no zeros; furthermore this is compatible with the proof
of Lemma 9.10. �

We assume we have chosen pQ,F q so that the conclusion of Lemma 9.11 also holds. We consider
the following composition, which is the composition (9.9) on p3Lqth spaces (see Appendix A.5):

(9.11)
LP

BLP
^ ΣLS0 ^ ΣLS1 Id^rP sunst^pTrdiagqunst

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ
LP

BLP
^

LP

BLP
^ ΣL`LpP ˆ P q

µ
PˆP
r,unst

ÝÝÝÝÑ Σ3L
` LP ˆ LP Ñ Σ3LLP

P
^

LP

P

where rP sunst and pTrdiagqunst are maps of spaces representing the maps of spectra rP s and Trdiag
respectively, as in Appendix A.5.

To prove Theorem 10, it suffices to show that (9.11) is homotopic to the map sending pγ, u, v, tq
(so γ P LP, u, v P r´1, 1sL and t P S1) to

(9.12) pu, v,Ξr,unstpγ, tqq

Remark 9.12. Though the first map in (9.11) may depend on the choice of vector field in the
proof of Lemma 9.11 (which isn’t necessarily unique up to homotopy), the total composition does
not.

9.2.2. Simplifying Ξr.

Lemma 9.13. Let pγ, sq P LP
BLP ^ S1. If γp0q lies in M , CM or CinP , then Ξr,unstpγ, sq is given by

the basepoint.
In particular, if Ξr,unstpγ, sq isn’t the basepoint, then by (9.10.v) and (9.10.i), V vanishes at

Fs ˝ γp0q.

Proof. If γp0q P M , the final term in (8.10) is constant.
If γp0q P CM , then by (9.10.ii) and (9.10.iii), the final term of (8.10) is again constant.
Now suppose γp0q P CinP . If s ď s`pγp0qq, then by (9.10.iv), the final term of (8.10) is constant.

If instead s ě s`pγp0qq, by (9.10.vi), the incidence condition for (8.10) can’t hold. �
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Lemma 9.14. For λ ą 0 large enough, for any pγ, sq P LP
BLP ^ S1, if Ξr,unstpγ, sq is not equal to

the basepoint, then pγp0q, sq P σχpDνiq.

Proof. Same as Lemma 9.17. �

We now assume we have made choices such that λ satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 9.14. By
Lemmas 9.13 and 9.14, we can write an alternative formula for Ξr,unst with respect to these choices
of data:

Corollary 9.15. For pγ, sq P LP
BLP ^ S1, we have that Ξr,unstpγ, sq is equal to

(9.13)

$
’’’’’’&
’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

λ pγp0q ´ Fs ˝ γp0qq ,

B

ˆ
γp0q

γ
ù γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
γp0q

θ
ù Fs ˝ γp0q

F |r0,ss
ù γp0q

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‚

if pγp0q, sq P σχpDνiq

˚ otherwise.

Note that (9.13) is the equation (8.10), with the incidence condition replaced by that of (9.17),
and with all instances of φ removed.

9.2.3. Proof.

Proof of Theorem 10. Using Lemma 9.18, Lemma 3.7, Lemma 9.13 to remove instances of φ and
then plugging in the definitions, we see that (9.11) is homotopic to the map which sends pγ, u, x, sq
(so γ P LP , u, x P r´1, 1sL and s P r0, 1s) to:
(9.14)$
’’’’’’’’’’’&
’’’’’’’’’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̊
˚̋

λpγp0q ´ xq,

λpu´ xq,

λpx ´ Fspxqq,

B

ˆ
γp0q

γ
ù γp0q

θ
ù x

F |r0,ss
ù F1pxq

θ
ù x

θ
ù γp0q

˙
,

B

ˆ
u

θ
ù x

θ
ù Fspxq

F |r0,ss
ù x

θ
ù u

˙

˛
‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‹‚

if u P P, x P P, ‖x´ Fspxq‖ ď ε

and ‖pγp0q, uq ´ px, xq‖ ď ε

˚ otherwise.

Note that the first two conditions of the incidence condition of (9.14) are implied by the final two,
implying they are redundant and we may therefore drop them.

We argue that this map is homotopic to (9.12). The final terms are homotopic via a homotopy
similar to the one between the final terms described in the proof of Lemma 9.18.

Then the second entry may be replaced with λu, by a homotopy which replaces pu ´ xq with
pu´ τxq at time τ P r0, 1s, both in the second entry and in the incidence condition.

The the third entry can be replaced by λpγp0q ´ Fs ˝ γp0qq, by a homotopy which at time τ
replaces px´ Fspxqq with zτ px, yq ´ Fspzτ px, yqq where tzτ px, yquτ is a straight-line path between
x and y, both in the third entry and in the incidence condition.

Then the first entry can be replaced with ´λx via a similar argument to the second entry. The

resulting map then differs from (9.13) only by applying the linear transformation

ˆ
0 IdL

´IdL 0

˙

to the first two entries; this matrix has positive determinant so is homotopic to the identity in
Op2Lq. �
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9.3. T and Tr. In this section, we show that rT s P Ωfr1
`
LW
W

˘
corresponds to Tr “ TrpW q P

πst1
`
LW
W

˘
under the Pontrjagin-Thom correspondence. We work with the same choices of trace

data as in the previous section.
We consider Pontrjagin-Thom data (see Appendix A.6) for P and T as follows.
For P , we take the embedding e : P ãÑ RL, which (by rescaling if necessary), we may assume

the image of e lies in p´1, 1qL. Since this is a codimension 0 embedding, no extra data is required.
For T , we take

‚ The embedding

(9.15) T
i

ãÝÑ P ˆ r0, 1q
eˆId

ãÝÝÝÑ p´1, 1qL ˆ p´1, 1q

‚ ψµ : νi Ñ RL is the isomorphism of vector bundles sending pv, tq in the fibre of νi over
px, sq to

(9.16) ψpv, tq :“ µpv ´ dFpx,sqpv, tqq,

where µ ą 0 is large.
‚ σχ : Dνi Ñ P ˆ r0, 1s to send pv, tq, lying in the fibre of Dνi over px, sq P T , to px, sq ` χ ¨

pv, tq, where χ ą 0 is small.

Lemma 9.16. For χ ą 0 sufficiently small, σχ is an embedding, with image lying outside of
pCM Y CP q ˆ r0, 1s.

For χ ą 0 fixed and µ ą 0 sufficiently large, ψµ satisfies (A.14).

Proof. The first statement follows from the inverse function theorem and the fact that ipT q lies
outside pCM Y CP q ˆ r0, 1s. The second statement is clear. �

For the rest of the section, we fix χ, µ ą 0 as in Lemma 9.16. We assume the maps rP sunst and
rT sunst appearing in (9.11) are taken with respect to these choices of data.

Lemma 9.17. For λ ą 0 large enough, if Trpγ, sq is not the basepoint, then pγ, sq P σχpDνiq.

Proof. Let S “ tpx, sq P P ˆ r0, 1s | ‖x´Fspxq‖ ď εuzσχpDν˝
i q. Since S is compact, for λ ą 0 large

enough, whenever pγp0q, sq doesn’t lie in S, the first term of (8.8) has large norm. �

Choosing λ ą 0 large enough that Lemma 9.17 holds and using (9.10.v) and Lemma 9.16, we
have:

(9.17) Trunstpx, sq “

$
’’&
’’%

¨
˝

λpx ´ Fspxqq

B

ˆ
x
F |r0,ss
ù Fspxq

θ
ù x

˙
˛
‚ if px, sq P σχpDνiq

˚ otherwise.

Using the chosen Pontrjagin-Thom data for T (and assuming that λ “ µ{χ, which we can do by
increasing λ or µ as necessary) and opening up the definition of ψµ, we have that

(9.18) rT sunstpx, sq “

$
’’&
’’%

˜
λppx ´ yq ´ dFpy,tqpx´ y, s´ tqq

y
F |r0,ss
ù y

¸
if px, sq P σχpDνiq

˚ otherwise.

Here py, tq P T is the fibre in which σ´1
χ px, sq lives, assuming the incidence condition holds.

Lemma 9.18. Tr and rT s are homotopic.

Proof. Comparing (9.18) and (9.17), we see that they are homotopic, since the first entries agree
up to first order (so they are homotopic if we take λ sufficiently large), and in the second entry

we can take a homotopy of the form tzτ px, yq
F |r0,ss
ù Fspzτ px, yqq

θ
ù zτ px, yquτ , where tzτ px, yquτ

follows the straight line between x and y, and also applying Lemma 3.7. �
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10. Proof of Theorem 4

In this section we prove Theorem 4 using the results of the previous sections. We first reduce to
the case where the homotopy equivalence is a codimension 0 embedding of manifolds with corners,
and then appeal to results of Section 9.

Let f : N Ñ Z be a homotopy equivalence of compact manifolds as in Theorem 4. Embed Z
into RL for some large L. Let P be the unit disc bundle of the normal bundle, which we embed
as a submanifold of RL extending the embedding of Z. Composing f with the inclusion of the
zero section Z ãÑ P gives a map N Ñ P . This is not an embedding, but we can choose a generic
perturbation to an embedding N ãÑ P Ă RL. Let M be the unit disc bundle of N , which we can
assume embeds as a submanifold of P extending the embedding of N . Let j : M ãÑ P be the
inclusion. Note j is a codimension 0 embedding. Then there is a homotopy commutative diagram:

(10.1)

N Z

M P

f

ιN ιZ

j

where the vertical arrows, ιN and ιZ , are the inclusions of the zero sections, and in particular are
simple homotopy equivalences.

Let νN and νZ be the normal bundles of the embeddings N,Z ãÑ RL respectively, so M –
TotpDνN q and P – TotpDνZq.

Lemma 10.1. For L sufficiently large, the complement W :“ P zM˝ is an h-cobordism.

Proof. We first argue that the inclusions BM, BP ãÑ W induce isomorphisms on π1.

(10.2) BP – TotpSνZq YTotpSνZ |BZq TotpDνZ |BZq

Since the fibres of the sphere bundle SνZ are high-dimensional spheres, by the long exact se-
quence of a fibration we see that the projections TotpSνZq Ñ Z and TotpSνZ |BZq Ñ BZ induce
isomorphisms on π1. Therefore by Seifert-van Kampen, we find that

(10.3) π1pBP q – π1pZq ˚π1BZ π1BZ – π1Z

It follows that the inclusion BP ãÑ P induces an isomorphism on π1. Exactly the same argument
shows that the inclusion BM ãÑ M » P does too.

Since the handle dimension of M is at most the dimension of N and thus bounded above
independently of L, for L sufficiently large any loop in P can be generically perturbed away
from the skeleton of some handle decomposition of M , and therefore can be homotoped to live in
W . Similarly given any loops in W which are homotopic in P , the homotopy can be generically
perturbed away from the same skeleton, and therefore can be homotoped to live in W . It follows
that BM, BP ãÑ W induce isomorphisms on π1.

Now by excision and using the above isomorphisms on π1, the relative homology group with
universal local coefficients H˚pW, BM ;Zrπ1sq – H˚pP,M ;Zrπ1sq “ 0 vanishes. Using Alexander
duality, we see also that H˚pW, BP ;Zrπ1sq also vanishes. It follows that W is an h-cobordism. �

The inclusion j :M ãÑ P now satisfies the conditions of Section 9. Choose a strong deformation
retraction F :W ˆ r0, 1s Ñ W and extend it by the identity to F : P ˆ r0, 1s Ñ P ; let F 1 be as in
(9.2).

We next define a map

(10.4) f! :
LN´TN

BLN´TN
Ñ

LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ
,

and give an alternative characterisation of it in the case that N and Z have no boundary.
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Since F 1 and αZ are homotopy equivalences, we may choose a map f! such that the following
diagram commutes up to homotopy, and this choice is well-defined up to homotopy:

(10.5)

LN´TN

BLN´TN
LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ

LM´TM

BLM´TM
LP´TP

BLP´TP

f!

αN αZ

F 1

Proposition 10.2. Suppose that N and Z are both closed manifolds. Then f! is homotopic to the
following composition:

LN´TN »
ÝÑ LN´f˚TZ f

ÝÑ LZ´TZ

where the first map is given by Atiyah’s equivalence [2] between ´TN and ´f˚TZ, as stable
spherical fibrations.

In particular, if N and Z are oriented and f is orientation-preserving, then the following
diagram commutes:

H˚`npLNq H˚`npLZq

H˚pLN´TN q H˚pLZ´TZq

pLfq˚

Thom Thom

pf!q˚

Proof. We first recap (a version of) the construction of the equivalence of stable spherical fibrations
´TN » ´f˚TZ from [2]. We construct this as a map Ati : f˚DνZ Ñ DνN of fibre bundles over
N , sending boundaries to boundaries, that is a fibrewise homotopy equivalence of pairs. We make
use of the fact that using the vector bundle structure, between any two points in the same fibre
of the disc bundle of a vector bundle, there is a canonical path given by taking the convex hull
of these two points; we call this a fibre line path and write these paths Fibπ for a vector bundle
π : E Ñ B; in general it should be unambiguous what the endpoints are.

Let j, ιN , ιZ be as in Eq. (10.1). Let h1 be a homotopy from h1
0 “ j ˝ ιN to h1

1 “ ιZ ˝f : N Ñ P ,
and let h “ F1 ˝ h1, a homotopy between ιN , F1 ˝ ιZ ˝ f : N Ñ M .

Let x P N , and choose a vector v P pf˚DνZqx “ pDνZqfpxq. Let u “ F1pvq P P – DνN . u does

not necessarily live in the fibre over x; it instead lives in the fibre over πN ˝ F1pvq. We parallel
transport along a natural path between these two points.

Consider the path in N :

(10.6) δv,x : πN ˝ F1pvq
πN˝F1˝FibπZ

ù πN ˝ F1 ˝ ιZ ˝ fpxq
πN˝F1˝h1pxq

ù πN ˝ F1 ˝ j ˝ ιN pxq “ x

where the first path in the concatenation is πN ˝ F1 composed with a fibre line path of the disc
bundle M Ñ N . We define Atipvq to be the image of F1pvq under the parallel transport map along
the path δv,x; this lives in the fibre over x by construction, and assuming we parallel transport
along a metric-compatible connection, if |v| “ 1 then |Atipvq| “ 1, so this induces a well-defined
map of spherical fibrations.

It suffices to show that the following diagram commutes up to homotopy, which we do by
writing down an explicit homotopy:

LNf˚DνZ LNDνN

LZDνZ LZ
BLZ

LM
BLM

Ati

f
αN

αZ F 1
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We define a homotopy tHtutPr0,1s : LNf˚DνZ Ñ LM
BLM as follows. Choose pγ, vq P LNf˚DνZ and

t P r0, 1s.
We first define uv,γt P P to be the image of v along the parallel transport map along the path

in Z:

f ˝ γp0q
πZ˝h1|rt,1s˝γp0q

ù πZ ˝ h1
t ˝ γp0q

Note uv,γ1 “ v. We also define a path δv,γt in N :

πN˝F1pvq
πN˝F1˝FibπZ

ù πN˝F1˝ιZ˝f˝γp0q
πN˝F1˝h1|rt,1s˝γp0q

ù πN˝F1˝h1
t˝γp0q

πN˝F1˝FibπZ

ù πN˝F1pt¨uv,γt q

where t ¨ ut denotes ut rescaled by t. Let wv,γt P M be the image of F1pvq under the parallel
transport along the path δv,γt ; note that wv,γ1 “ F1pvq since δv,γ1 consists of a path concatenated

with its inverse. By inspection of (10.6) we see that δv,γ0 “ δv,γp0q; from this we also see that
w
v,γ
0 “ Atiγp0qpvq.
We define Htpv, γq to be the following loop:

w
v,γ
t

FibπN

ù F1pt ¨ uv,γt q
F1˝FibπZ

ù ht ˝ γp0q
ht˝γ
ù ht ˝ γp0q ù F1pt ¨ uv,γt q ù w

v,γ
t

where the last two paths are the reverses of the first two paths.

Then since wγ,v1 “ F1pvq and h1 “ F1 ˝ ιZ ˝ f , we see that H1pv, γq “ pv, F1 ˝ αZ ˝ f ˝ γq.
Similarly, since δv,x0 “ δv,x, 0 ¨ uγ,v0 “ πZu

γ,v
0 and h0 “ ιN , we see that H0 “ αN ˝ Ati.

�

Proof of Theorem 4. Now consider the following diagram.

(10.7)

LN´TN

BLN´TN ^ S1 Σ8 LN
N

^ LN
N

LM´TM

BLM´TM ^ S1 Σ8 LM
M

^ LM
M

LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ ^ S1 Σ8 LZ
Z

^ LZ
Z

LP´TP

BLP´TP ^ S1 Σ8 LP
P

^ LP
P

∆N

f!^IdS1

αN ^IdS1

f^f

ιN^ιN

∆M

j^j

αZ^IdS1

∆Z

ιZ^ιZ

∆P

F 1^IdS1

where αN , αZ are the homotopy equivalences from Lemma 5.1. The back cube is the square (1.3)
whose failure to homotopy commute we wish to determine.

The top and bottom squares in (10.7) homotopy commute by Theorem 5. The left square
homotopy commutes by construction. The right square homotopy commutes by homotopy com-
mutativity of (10.1).

Definition 10.3. Let rT s P Ωfr1 pLP, P q be the framed bordism fixed-point invariant associated
to the inclusion j : M ãÑ P , as in Section 9. We also write rT s : Σ8S1 Ñ Σ8 LZ

Z
for the

corresponding stable homotopy class under the Pontrjagin-Thom isomorphism.
As in Section 9.2, we let rTdiags and rT diags be given by rT s composed with the two antidiagonal

maps.

A proof similar to Lemma 5 shows that the class rT s P Ωfr1 pLZ,Zq only depends on the
homotopy equivalence f : N Ñ Z, and none of the auxiliary choices.

The front square of (10.7) does not necessarily commute, but its failure to commute is deter-
mined by Theorems 9 and 10, which together imply that there is a homotopy:

(10.8) ∆P ´ pj ^ jq ˝ ∆M ˝ F 1 » µrpp¨ ˆ rP sq, rTdiagsq ´ µlprT diags, rP s ˆ ¨q
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where the maps on the right are as in Section 9.2.

Lemma 10.4. The following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

(10.9)

LZ´TZ

BLZ´TZ ^ S1 Σ8 LZ
Z

^ LZ
Z

LP´TP

BLP´TP ^ S1 Σ8 LP
P

^ LP
P

αZ^IdS1

µZˆZ
r p¨ˆrZs,rTdiagsq

µPˆP
r p¨ˆrP s,rTdiagsq

πZ^πZ

where the horizontal maps are defined as in Theorem 10.
A similar diagram commutes with the top and bottom horizontal arrows replaced by µZˆZ

l prT diags, rZsˆ

¨q and µPˆP
l prT diags, rZs ˆ ¨q respectively.

Proof. Follows from homotopy commutativity of (5.4) and Theorem 6. �

Theorem 4 then follows from the homotopy commutativity of four of the squares in (10.7),
along with (10.8) and Lemma 10.4. �

10.1. Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let f : N Ñ Z be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence
of closed oriented manifolds.

Proposition 10.5. Let M be a closed oriented manifold. Let τ P πst1 pLpMˆMq
MˆM q.

Then the following diagram commutes up to a factor of p´1qnp:

(10.10)

Hp`1´n

`
LM´TM ^ S1

˘
Hp`1´n

`
Σ8 LM

M
^ LM

M

˘

H̃p`1

`
LM` ^ S1

˘

HppLMq H̃p`1´n

`
LM
M

^ LM
M

˘

Thom ^IdS1

pµrp¨ˆrMs,τqq˚

“

¨ˆr0,1s

µCSp¨ˆrMs,h˚τq

Similarly, the following diagram commutes up to a factor of p´1qp:

(10.11)

Hp`1´n

`
LM´TM ^ S1

˘
Hp`1´n

`
Σ8 LM

M
^ LM

M

˘

H̃p`1

`
LM` ^ S1

˘

HppLMq H̃p`1´n

`
LM
M

^ LM
M

˘

Thom ^IdS1

pµlpτ,rMsˆ¨qq˚

“

¨ˆr0,1s

µCSph˚τ,rMsˆ¨q

Proof. Consider the following diagram:
(10.12)

Hp`1´npLM´TM ^ S1q Hp`1´npLM´TM ^ S ^ Σ8S1q Hp`1

´`
LM´TM

˘^2
^ LM´TM ^ S1

¯

H̃p`1pLM` ^ S1q Hp`1pLM` ^ S ^ Σ8S1q Hp`1`n

`
Σ8LM^2

` ^ Σ8S1
˘

HppLMq HppLMq Hp`npLM ˆ LMq

Thom

»

Thom

Id^rMs^Id

Thom

»

¨ˆr0,1s

“

¨ˆr0,1s

¨ˆrMs

¨ˆrMsˆr0,1s
¨ˆr0,1s
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All of (10.12) commutes except the top right trapezium, which commutes up to a factor of p´1qpn,
coming from commuting x P HppLMq past the Thom class of the second copy of ´TM . Also
consider:

(10.13)

Hp`1

´`
LM´TM

˘^2
^ S1

¯
Hp`1´n

´`
LM´TM

˘^2
^ LpMˆMq

MˆM

¯
Hp`1´n

´
Σ8 LpMˆMq

MˆM

¯

Hp`1´npΣ8LM^2
` ^ Σ8S1q Hp`1´n

´
Σ8LM^2

` ^ LpMˆMq
MˆM

¯
H̃p`1´n

´
LpMˆMq
MˆM

¯

Hp`npLM ˆ LMq H̃p`1`n

´
LM^2

` ^ LpMˆMq
MˆM

¯
H̃p`1´n

´
LpMˆMq
MˆM

¯

Thom

Id^Id^τ

Thom

µMˆM
r

“

Id^Id^τ µCS
MˆM

¨ˆr0,1s

¨ˆh˚τ

“

µCS
MˆM

“

(10.13) commutes; for the top right square this uses Corollary 7.5 applied to M ˆ M (which is
even-dimensional).

Then the concatenation of (10.12) and (10.13), followed by the natural collapse map

(10.14) H̃˚

ˆ
LpM ˆMq

M ˆM

˙
Ñ H̃˚

˜ˆ
LM

M

˙^2
¸

has outer square given by (10.10), so (10.10) commutes up to a factor of p´1qnp.
Consider the following diagram, analagous to (10.12):

(10.15)

Hp`1´n

`
LM´TM

˘
Hp`1´n

`
S ^ LM´TM ^ S1

˘
Hp`1´n

´`
LM´TM

˘^2
^ S1

¯

H̃p`1

`
LM` ^ S1

˘
Hp`1

`
S ^ LM` ^ Σ8S1

˘
Hp`1`n

`
Σ8LM^2

` ^ Σ8S1
˘

HppLMq HppLMq Hp`npLM ˆ LMq

Thom

»

Thom

rMs^Id^Id

Thom

»

¨ˆr0,1s

“

¨ˆr0,1s
rMsˆ¨ˆr0,1s

rMsˆ¨

¨ˆr0,1s

All of (10.15) commutes except the top right trapezium, which commutes up to a factor of p´1qn,
coming from commuting rM s P HnpLMq past the Thom class of the second copy of ´TM . Also
consider:
(10.16)

Hp`1´n

´`
LM´TM

˘^2
^ S1

¯
Hp`1

´
Σ8S1 ^

`
LM´TM

˘^2
¯

Hp`1

´
Σ8 LpMˆMq

MˆM ^
`
LM´TM

˘^2
¯

Hp`1`n

`
Σ8LM^2

` ^ Σ8S1
˘

H̃p`1

`
Σ8S1 ^ LM^2

`

˘
H̃p`1

´
LpMˆMq
MˆM ^ LM^2

`

¯

Hp`n pLM ˆ LMq H̃p`1`n

´
LpMˆMq
MˆM ^ LM^2

`

¯

Thom

Swap

Thom

τ^Id

Thom

Swap τ^Id

¨ˆr0,1s

h˚τˆ¨

r0,1sˆ¨
“

All of (10.16) commutes except the bottom left triangle, which commutes up to a sign of p´1qp`n.

Then the diagram obtained by concatenating (10.15) (10.16), composing with maps µMˆM
l and

µCSMˆM similarly to (10.13) and then composing with the natural collapse map (10.14), has outer
square given by (10.11), so (10.11) commutes up to a factor of p´1qp. �
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Proof of Corollary 1.4. Combining Proposition 10.2, Corollary 6.12, Proposition 10.5 and plugging
these into Theorem 4, we find that for x P HppLNq:

(10.17) p´1qn∆GH ˝ f˚pxq ´ p´1qnpf ˆ fq˚ ˝ ∆GHpxq

“ p´1qnpµCSpxˆ rM s, h˚rTdiagsq ´ p´1qpµCSph˚rT diags, rM s ˆ ¨q

Multiplying through by p´1qn then gives the result. �

Appendix A. Conventions for stable homotopy theory

We work with spectra throughout this paper. We work with the sign conventions of [1], mir-
rored: for example, we apply Σ on the left when considering the structure maps of spectrum,
whereas loc. cit. applies ¨^S1 on the right. In this section, we recap the properties and definitions
that we need: all results here are standard, but it will be convenient to have a self-contained
treatment of all the sign and order conventions we require.

A.1. Spectra.

Remark A.1. When the spaces in the spectra are not of finite type, the definition given below does
not necessarily include all morphisms of spectra considered in [1]. However all morphisms that we
need in this paper are of this form, so the definition given below is sufficient for our purposes.

Definition A.2. A spectrum X consists of a sequence of based spaces tXnun"0 for n sufficiently
large, along with structure maps σXn : ΣXn Ñ Xn`1.

A map of spectra f : X Ñ Y consists of based maps fn : Xn Ñ Yn for sufficiently large n,
compatible with the structure maps.

A homotopy between two maps X Ñ Y consists of homotopies between the corresponding maps
Xn Ñ Yn for sufficiently large n, compatible with the structure maps up to homotopy.

We consider two spectra or maps of spectra the same if they agree for sufficiently large n.
For k P Z, the functor Σk from spectra to itself sends a spectrum X “ tXn, σ

X
n un"0 to

tXn`k, σ
X
n`kun"0, and acts similarly on maps of spectra.

The homotopy category of spectra is enriched in abelian groups, and as such, given a map of
spectra f : X Ñ Y and n P Z, there is a map of spectra n ¨f : X Ñ Y well-defined up to homotopy.
Similarly if i ě 1, then the set of homotopy classes of maps of based spaces f : ΣjX Ñ Y is
naturally an abelian group, and there is a map of spaces n ¨ f : Σi Ñ Y , well-defined up to
homotopy.

Definition A.3. A suspension spectrum is one in which all structure maps are homotopy equiv-
alences.

Example A.4. The sphere spectrum S has ith space ΣiS0 – r´1, 1si{Br´1, 1si.

In this paper, we always work in the homotopy category of spectra. For n ď n1, we sometimes
write σXnn1 as shorthand for σXn1´1 ˝ . . . ˝ Σn

1´nσXn : Σn
1´nXn Ñ Xn1 . All spectra that we consider

are suspension spectra.
The advantage of working with suspension spectra is that we have the following lemmas:

Lemma A.5. Let f, g : X Ñ Y be maps betweem two suspension spectra, and n " 0 large enough
that fn and gn are defined. Then f and g are homotopic if and only if fn and gn are homotopic
as maps of spaces.

Lemma A.6. Let X and Y be suspension spectra, and n " 0 large enough that Xn and Yn are
defined. Then for any map g : Xn Ñ Yn there is a (unique up to homotopy) map of spectra
f : X Ñ Y whose associated map fn : Xn Ñ Yn is g.
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Proof. Since all σX and σY are homotopy equivalences, we may choose maps fi : Xi Ñ Yi such
that the following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

Σi´nXn Σi´nYn

Xi Yi

Σi´ng

σX
ni σY

ni

fi

These are compatible with the structure maps up to homotopy, by construction. �

Definition A.7. Let X be a spectrum and S a space. The spectrum X^S has ith space pX^Sqi :“
Xi ^ S and structure maps σX^S

i :“ σXi ^ IdS.

A.2. Homology.

Definition A.8. Let X be a suspension spectrum. We define its homology to be

(A.1) H˚pXq :“ H̃˚`ipXiq

for some i " 0. We identify these groups for different choices of i as follows: for i ď i1, we use
the isomorphism

(A.2) H̃˚`ipXiq
r´1,1si

1´iˆ¨
ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ H̃˚`i1 pΣ

i1´iXiq
H̃˚pσX q

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ H̃˚`i1 pXi1 q

These isomorphisms are compatible with each other in the sense that composing (A.2) for i ď i1

and i1 ď i2 gives (A.2) for i ď i2.

A.3. Thom spectra. Let E Ñ B be a vector bundle of rank r. We assume that either B is a
finite CW complex or that E “ f˚E1 where E1 Ñ B1 is a vector bundle over a finite CW complex
and f : B Ñ B1.

If E is equipped with a metric, we write DE for its unit disc bundle, SE for its unit sphere
bundle and BDE for the Thom space DE{SE. This is canonically homeomorphic to the quotient
space E{pEzDE˝q; we use these two models for the Thom space interchangeably.

Definition A.9. The Thom spectrum B´E of ´E is the suspension spectrum defined as follows.
Choose an embedding e : E ãÑ RL of vector bundles, for some L " 0. If B is not finite CW,

we assume this embedding is obtained by choosing an embedding E1
ãÑ RL and pulling back.

Let νe be the orthogonal complement of E in RL. Then for i ě L the ith space of B´E is
defined to be

(A.3) pB´Eqi :“ BDpRi´L‘νeq “
TotpDpRi-L ‘ νeq Ñ Bq

TotpSpRi-L ‘ νeq Ñ Bq

The structure maps

(A.4) ΣBDpRi´L‘νeq Ñ BDpR1`i´L‘νeq

send the r´1, 1s-coordinate from Σ to the first coordinate in R1`i´L: more precisely, pt, pu, v, bqq
is sent to ppt, uq, v, bq, where t P r´1, 1s, b P B, u P Ri´L and v P pDνeqb.

This definition depended on a choice of embedding e. For different choices of e, there is a
natural identification between the resulting spectra.

A.4. Thom isomorphism. We work in the same setting as Section A.3. Assume also that E is
oriented, with corresponding Thom class τE P H̃rpBEq.

Definition A.10. The Thom isomorphism is the isomorphism

(A.5) Thom : H˚´rpB´Eq Ñ H˚pBq
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given by

(A.6) τRi´L‘νe X ´ : H̃˚´r`i

´
BDpRi´L‘νeq

¯

where τRi´L‘νe is a Thom class for the vector bundle Ri´L ‘ νe, which we orient so that the
canonical isomorphiam

(A.7) Ri´L ‘ νe ‘ E – Ri´L ‘ RL “ Ri

is orientation-preserving.

This map is independent of choices, in the sense that it is compatible with the maps (A.4) for
different choices of i.

A.5. Smash product. We recap the construction of the smash product of spectra from [1, Section
III.4].

Definition A.11. Let X, Y be suspension spectra. Choose sequences of nonnegative integers
~u “ puiqi and ~v “ pviqi (which we only require to be defined for sufficiently large i " 0) such that

‚ ~u and ~v are both monotonically increasing and unbounded.
‚ ui ` vi “ i for all i.

We define the smash product X ^ Y as follows. The ith space is

(A.8) pX ^ Y qi “ Xui
^ Yvi

and the structure maps are as follows.
If ui`1 “ ui ` 1 (so vi`1 “ vi), σ

X^Y
i is the composition

(A.9) ΣpX ^ Y qi “ ΣXui
^ Yvi

σX^Id
ÝÝÝÝÑ Xui`1

^ Yvi`1
“ pX ^ Y qi`1

If vi`1 “ vi ` 1 (so ui`1 “ ui), σ
X^Y
i is the composition

(A.10) ΣpX ^ Y qi “ ΣXui
^ Yvi

swap
ÝÝÝÑ Xui

^ ΣYvi
p´1qui ¨Id^σY

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ Xui`1
^ Yvi`1

“ pX ^ Y qi`1

Remark A.12. The definition of smash product above depends on the choice of sequences ~u and
~v; however the resulting spectra for different choices are canonically identified up to homotopy
equivalence, see [1, Theorem III.4.2].

Remark A.13. Let X,Y, Z be suspension spectra. Let f : Xi ^ Yj Ñ Zi`j be a map of spaces.
We may choose sequences ~u,~v as in Definition A.11 with ui`j “ i and vi`j “ j and apply Lemma
A.6 to obtain a well-defined map of spectra X ^ Y Ñ Z.

Lemma A.14. Let X be a spectrum. Then there is a homotopy equivalence of spectra

(A.11) f : X ^ S Ñ X

Proof. Let puiqi, pviqi be sequences as in Definition A.11. We define f on ith spaces to be the
composition

(A.12) pX ^ Sqi “ Xui
^ ΣviS0 swap

ÝÝÝÑ ΣviXui
^ S0 – ΣviXui

p´1quivi ¨σX

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ Xi

This is a map of spectra. �
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A.6. Pontrjagin-Thom theory. In this section, we record a concrete model for the Pontrjagin-
Thom construction, for use in later sections.

Definition A.15. A stable framing on a manifold X consists of an equivalence class of isomor-
phisms of vector bundles over X ψ : Ri´k ‘ TX Ñ Ri. The equivalence relation is generated by
the following relations:

‚ ψ, ψ1 : Ri´k ‘ TX Ñ Ri are equivalent if they are homotopic (through isomorphisms of
vector bundles).

‚ ψ is equivalent to IdR ‘ ψ : R1`i´k ‘ TX Ñ R1`i.

Let A Ď B be a CW subcomplex of a CW complex, and Xk a compact manifold, possibly with
boundary, equipped with a stable framing. Let f : X Ñ B be a map sending BX to A.

Definition A.16. Pontrjagin-Thom data of rank L for the data above consists of a tuple pi, σ, ψq:

(1) i : X ãÑ p´1, 1qL is an embedding. Write νi for the normal bundle of this embedding.
(2) σ : Dνi ãÑ r´1, 1sL is a tubular neighbourhood of the embedding i.
(3) ψ : νi Ñ RL´k is an isomorphism of vector bundles such that the following composition is

a representative for the stable framing on X:

(A.13) RL´k ‘ TX
ψ´1‘Id

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ νi ‘ TX
“

ÝÑ RL

and such that

(A.14) |ψpvq| ě |v|

for all v P νi.

Given Pontrjagin-Thom data as above, we construct a map of spectra ΣkS Ñ Σ8 B
A

as follows.

This map is defined on pL ´ kqth spaces to be the composition, which we call rXsunst:

(A.15) ΣLS0 Collapse
ÝÝÝÝÝÑ

XDνi

BXDνi

ψ
ÝÑ ΣL´k X

BX

ΣL´kf
ÝÝÝÝÑ ΣL´kB

A

Here the first map Collapse sends p P r´1, 1sL to σ´1ppq if p P Imppq and to the basepoint otherwise,
and the second map ψ sends pv, xq (where x P X and v P pDνiqxq to pψpvq, xq.

Standard arguments (e.g. [22, Section IV]) show that Pontrjagin-Thom data always exists,
and that the induced map of spectra is independent of the choice of Pontrjagin-Thom data up to
homotopy.

Definition A.17. Let M be a compact manifold, possibly with boundary of corners. Its stable

homotopy fundamental class is the map rM s : S Ñ M´TM

BM´TM constructed as follows.

Let i : M ãÑ p´1, 1qL be an embedding, and σ A map of spaces rM sunst is defined to be the

map ΣLS0 Ñ MDνi

BMDνi
sending x P r´1, 1sL to σ´1pxq if x P Impσq, and ˚ otherwise. The map of

spectra rM s is then induced by Lemma A.6.

This map of spectra is independent of choices up to homotopy.
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