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

LEA KENIGSBERG AND NOAH PORCELLI

ABSTRACT. Given f: M — N a homotopy equivalence of compact manifolds with boundary, we
use a construction of Geoghegan and Nicas to define its Reidemeister trace [T] € w{t(LN, N).
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
[T]. 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]:

pC  Hy(LM) ® Hy(LM) — Hy (LM,

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]:
~ LM LM
AT Hy (CM) — Hyg1o <—M N >
which takes a generic family of loops, and for each loop « in the family and s € [0, 1] such that
7(0) = ~(s), contributes the pair of loops (v[o,s];V[[s,17)- See Fig. 1.

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
1
HZ (LM) [5]. Another example is Cohen-Jones’ construction of a unital ring structure [7]:

(1.1) LM™TM A eM~TM oM —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:
LM-TM M M
S BN S N
OLM-TM M M
where 0LM := LM |spr is the space of loops v € LM with v(0) € OM.

(1.2) A

Remark 1.1. Note that A does not define a coring structure in the usual algebraic sense, since
it is not of the form A — AR A for any A. We still refer to A as a coproduct since when M
is a closed oriented manifold, A is a natural generalisation of the Goresky-Hingston coproduct,
which does define a (non-unital) coalgebra structure on Hyypn—1 (LM, M; k) where k is a field. See
Section 0 for an exact statement and proof. It would be interesting to understand the nature of the
algebraic structure that A 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 — Z be a homotopy equivalence of compact manifolds with boundary.
Then f induces equivalences of spectra f : X°LN/N — £*LZ/Z and

LN-TN L7712
I ZENTTN T 3rg 17
See Eq. (10.4). Then the first goal of this paper is to study the failure of the diagram

—TN N
LN gt AN, el LN

ILN-TN N
(13) J{f!/\fdsl lf/\f

£z-T% 1 A7 oLZ . LZ

sigTz NS —— BT A 52

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 := Z\N is an h-cobordism. We then define operations

£z-1z LZ LZ
EL,Er ey AST S B A
b oLz " z "7
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 — 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 =, and
=;. That 1s:
(1.4) AZ o (finIdgi) — (f A f)oAN ~E, — 5.

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

LN
T]: %8t > ¥*=—.
7] -
Viewed as a framed manifold via the Pontryagin-Thom isomorphism, the class [T] is constructed
as in Geoghegan-Nicas [10], and is given by the fixed points of a strong deformation retraction

F:WxI->W.
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See Section 8 for further explanation.
Then by composing with appropriate anti-diagonal maps we obtain classes:
_ LN x LN
[Tdiag]u [Tdiag] :2PS - EOOW'

In Section 4 we define spectral Chas-Sullivan products:

LMfTM
and
—TM

which after passing to homology realize the usual homology-level Chas-Sullivan products. Let
(2]:S— 271207717 - Lz 1% joLz 17

denote the fundamental class of Z.
Then the following theorem says that =, and =; can be interpreted as the Chas-Sullivan product
with [T]:

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

Er > pir(- x [Z], [Taiag]) and Er ~ ([T aiagl, [Z] % ),
where we use the spectral Chas-Sullivan product for Z x Z, inserting the classes [Z], [Taiag] and

[Taiag] 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 < RL be an embedding with normal bundle v; let Dv be the

total space of the unit disc bundle of v, also a compact manifold. Then the coproducts for M and
Dv 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 [T] to any homotopy equivalence f : N — Z.
Combining Theorems 1, 2 and 3 in Section 10, we deduce the main result of our paper:

Theorem 4. Let f: N — 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) AZ o (finldgr) = (f A f)o AN ~ (- x [Z], [Taiag)) — ([T diag). [Z] % -).

We now give the corresponding statement on homology. Let hy : Qﬁr() — H,(-) 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 — Z be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence of closed
oriented manifolds. Then for all x € H,(LN):

AT o fa(x) = (f x fxo AGH(x)

= (=)™ (fi(@) x [M], ha[Taiag)) — (1P "1 (hs[Taiag), [M] % fu(@)).
where we take the Chas-Sullivan product in Z x Z.

(1.8)

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 hy[T] uses
a different homology class; Eq. (1.9) below implies that when 7o = 0, these homology classes agree.
In particular, we expect that in the case o = 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 m2(N) = 0, we can invoke a theorem of Geoghegan and Nicas [10]
which further identifies [T'] with the Dennis trace of the Whitehead torsion of f. More precisely,
let

tr: Ky(Z[m(M)]) > HHy(Z[71(N)])

be the classical Dennis trace. Then after identifying HHq(Z[m1(N)] = H1(LN) (which requires

the w3 = 0 assumption), and projecting away from constant loops, the content of [10, Theorem
7.2] implies that
(1.9) tr(r) = he[T],

where 7 is the Whitehead torsion of f. See Section 8 for more precise statements.

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

Let t7(7T)diag and tr(7) 4, 9 be the images of tr(7) under the antidiagonal maps. Then combining
(1.9) and Corollary 1.4 we obtain:

Corollary 1.7. Let f : N — Z be an orientation-preserving homotopy equivalence of closed
oriented manifolds. Suppose that wo(N) = 0. Then for all x € H,(LN):

A o f () = (f x f)x 0 A%H (2)
= (=)™ U3 (falw) x [M],7(7)diag) — (1P 1S (tr(7) giag, [M] % fi(2)).

1.1. Future work and directions. Let £ — B a be smooth fiber bundle with fiber a smooth
closed manifold M. Suppose we are given a fiberwise homotopy equivalence f : E — M x B over
B. In future work we hope to show that one can build spectral operations in families and define
AEABM =B =B M P and pM*B as morphisms of parametrized spectra. In particular, we

conjecture that an analogue of Theorem 1 holds:

(1.10)

Conjecture 1.8.

(1.11) AGZMofi—f A fo ok, ==F —EF.

=r

We further conjecture that =P — =P can be characterized in terms of multiplication by higher

Reidemeister traces. Namely, let H (M) 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 : H(M) — QWHEWEWM,

and show:
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Conjecture 1.9. There are homotopies of maps of parametrised spectra:
(1.12) BB~ pM*B(. x [M], [RTuaiag]) and EF ~ "B ([RT giag), [M] x -).

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:

QO K[SPOM] —— H(M)

Jou [r

QOCTHH (S2QM) —— QO®PX°(LM /M)

where tr is the Dennis trace on THH due to Békstedt [3], the top horizontal arrow is given by
Waldhausen’s splitting theorem, and the bottom arrow is the equivalence: THH (XTQM) ~ T 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 — Z is a codimension 0 embedding such that the complement
Z\N° 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.

Aloop 7 : I :=[0,1] — M is of Sobolev class H' if v and its weak derivative are of class LZ.
This means that 4/(t) is defined almost everywhere, and the length:

is finite and well defined.
The inclusions:

C*-loops < piecewise C®-loops = H'-loops = C°-loops

are homotopy equivalences. See [13] and references within.
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A constant speed path is a path v such that |y/(t)| is constant where it is defined. For our model
of the free loop space, LM, we take the space of constant speed H' loops. By reparametrising,
this space is homotopy equivalent to the space of all H!-loops. Note that this model depends on
the metric on M, but if g and ¢’ are different metrics on M, there is a canonical homeomorphism
L(M,g) — L(M,g') 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
v,8:[0,1] > M are two constant speed loops, first define

I(v)

1(y) +1(8)
Then the concatenation « * § is given by:
t .
(s if0<t<o
(2.1) arp) =17,
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 v from = to y and a path § from y to z, we write

(2.2) z Ay o 2
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 > 0, we give two models for XX :
(1)
[-1,1]F x X
(O[=1,1]% x X) u ([=1,1]% x {+})

(2)
RY x X
(REA\(=1,1)4) x X) U (RF x {})
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 xq, we further quotient by [—1,1]% x {zo}.
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 — R%, and let v, be the normal bundle (defined to be the orthog-
onal complement of de(T'M)) equipped with the pullback metric. Denote by Dv, and Sv. the
corresponding unit disk and sphere bundles respectively.

Let

(3.1) evo: LM — M,

be the evaluation map sending v — v(0). We use evg to pull back v, to a bundle which, by abuse
of notation, we write as v, — £LM. The Thom space, LM P"< is defined by:

(3.2) LMPve .= Tot(Dv, — LM)/ Tot(Sv, — LM),
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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) LMPYe =~ Tot(v, — LM)/ (Tot(ve — LM)\ Tot(Dve — LM)°)

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

LM;TM = L PR @ve)
3
In Section 3.1 we describe the Goresky-Hingston coproduct as a map of spectra:
o LM . LM
M 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:

A:LMT™™ g1 %

COLM-TM I VARV
where 0LM := LM |55 denotes the space of loops v such that v(0) € OM.

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, v,
and Dv, be as in Section 3.1. We identify Dv, with an e-tubular neighborhood U < R by an
embedding p : Dv, — U. Let w : Dv. — M be the projection and r : U — M the retraction
defined by e oo p~!. Note that we can choose p and € so that 7(u) 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 € U < R¥ are such that U contains the the straight line path between z
and y. Denote by

(3.4) T o Yy

its retraction to M using r.

Definition 3.1. Let (v,7,t) € LMP A S. That is, y € LM, te S' and v € (Dve)yoy- The
unstable coproduct is the map of spaces:

LLM LM
—/\—

Aynst : LMPPe A 81 %
¢ A M "M

sending (v,7,t) to:

( (0= A1) A(0) 8 (1) Lo 7(0), 7(0) o (1) W 7(0)) i v — 0] <e

* otherwise.

(3.5)

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

o LM LM
—_ /\ —_
M M
is obtained from the unstable coproduct by desuspending Aynst L times (see Lemma A.6).

A:LMTM g1 %
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For sufficiently small €, the map A, is a well-defined continuous map. Indeed, first note that
for sufficiently small e, if ||v — ()| < & then the straight-line path connecting v and ~(¢) lives in

U, so the paths v(t) AN ~(0) and ~(0) AN ~(t) are well defined.

Definition 3.2. For equations of the form of (3.5), we call the “if” condition (so ||[v —~(t)| in
the case of (3.5) the incidence condition.

Secondly, we defined A, using coordinates on Tot(Dv, — LM ) x I. To show that it descends
to the quotient LMP¥ A S, we need to check that when either [p~*(v)| = 1, t = 0, or t = 1,
(v,7,t) is sent to the basepoint. Note that v is a normal vector at v(0) and that we chose the
tubular neighborhood U so that (0) is the closest point to v in e(M). This means that when
lp~1(v)| = 1, |[v — y(t)|| = € for every t, hence the first entry in Eq. (3.5) has ||| = 2 and (v,,1)
is sent to the basepoint.

Moreover, when ¢ = 0, the retraction of the straight line path from v to v(0) is the constant
path at (0), since v(0) 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 — RE, and a tubular neighborhood
of e(M). In order to extend the definition of a tubular neighborhood to manifolds with corners,
we consider a small “extension” of M, denoted M¢**, and containing M as a codimension 0
submanifold:

Definition 3.3. Let M be a smooth compact manifold with corners. As a topological manifold,
Me®t s given by
Mt .= M Uapr OM x [0,1].

To equip M*t with a smooth structure we choose a vector field on M which points strictly inwards
at the boundary. Let {¢°}s=0 be the associated flow. Then there is a homeomorphism ® : M®t —
M sending x € M to ¢'(z), and (y,t) € M x [0,1] to ¢~ (y). We equip M** with the pullback
of the smooth structure on M. Note that M contains a copy of M, which is a codimension
0 submanifold with corners. Furthermore the canonical projection map Mt — M is piecewise
smooth.

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

Definition 3.4. Let L > 0 be an integer. A choice of embedding data of rank L is a tuple
(e, p*t (,V,e,\) consisting of:

(i). A smooth embedding e : Mt — RL.

We write ve for the normal bundle of this embedding, defined to be the orthogonal complement
of TM¢*t. Note that e canonically equips both T M and v, with metrics, by pulling back
the Fuclidean metric on RY. Let . : v. — M®®t be the projection map.

(ii). A tubular neighbourhood p®*t : Dov, — RL where Dy denotes the length-2 disc bundle.
More precisely, a smooth embedding, restricting to e on the zero-section. We let U be the
image of p¢*t. We let p be the restriction of p¢®t to the unit disc bundle of v, over M, and
U the image of p. In symbols: p := p**|p,,.|,,» U := Im(p) and U = Im(p°*). From the
choices above we obtain a retraction r : U — M defined to be the composition of (pert)—1
the projection to M, and the natural map Mt — M.

(i11). A real number ¢ > 0.
We require that ¢ is small enough that whenever x,y € M satisfy ||x—yl|| < ¢, the straight-line
path between them [z, y] lies inside U.

7
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(iv). An inwards-pointing vector field, V., on M.
We write {¢s}s=o0 for the flow of this vector field. We require that V is small enough that
the following condition holds: for each x € M, the length of the path {¢s(x)}sefo,1] s < (/4.
(v). A real number e > 0 sufficiently small such that:
(a). U contains an e-neighbourhood of M.
(b). The Buclidean distance: d (p(Dv|s, (ar))s p(DV|om))) = 2¢
(c). Ifx,y € U and ||z —y| < e, then the straight-line path [z, y] lies in U, and r([x,y]) has
length < (/4.
If this final condition holds, we write 64, (or just 6 if the endpoints are clear from context)
for the path r([x,y]).
(vi). XA > 0, large enough such that:

A d(p(sye|M)7 G(M)) =2
where Sv, is the unit sphere bundle of v.; note that this distance on the left hand side is at
least , by (3.4.va).
We write EDY(M) 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 EDY (M) — Emb(M®** RL) to the simplicial set of embeddings M*t — R, which
forgets all the data except the embedding e.

\

Al

Je w” V&

/

FIGURE 2. Some choices in the definition of the coproduct: e(M), e(M*t), U, U/
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:

o In Condition (3.4.i1) 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.

o Condition (3.4.iii) is used in Lemma 5.7, which allows us to discard small loops, of length
<.

e The choice of vector field, V in (5.4.w), and the bounds (3.4.v) are used so that the
coproduct sends loops with starting point in M to the base point.

e The choice of X in (5.4.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 EDY(M) — Emb(M*!,RL) is a trivial Kan fibration and hence
a weak equivalence.

It follows that ED* (M) is (L — 2n — 3)-connected.

Proof. We let EDL (M) 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 EDg (M) = ED*(M) and ED¥ (M) =
Emb(M¢*t RL). There are forgetful maps EDY (M) — ED} | (M); we argue that each of these is
a trivial Kan fibration.

It is standard that ED¥(M) is a Kan complex. A standard argument (using the implicit
function theorem) implies the first forgetful map EDL (M) — ED¥(M) is a trivial Kan fibra-
tion. For the second forgetful map, note that the condition for ¢ holds for sufficiently small (;
similarly (3.4.iv) holds for any sufficiently small vector fields V. Similarly for e (respectively A),
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. O

3.3.1. Stabilization. There are stabilisation maps:
(3.6) st = stt Lt EDY (M) — EDLTY (M)
constructed by sending
(67 pext7 C, V’ E, A) = (el’ plezt7 C, V’ E, A)'
Here €’ is given by composing e with the standard embedding R” <> R @R = RE+1 ) and p'e*t is
the composition:

P Dove = Dy (R®ver) S [~2,2] x Dover — ROREY = REFL,

where the final arrow is inclusion on the first factor and p®** on the last factor. It is clear that

these are compatible with the natural inclusion, stgy, : Emb(Me** RLY) — Emb(Met, RE+L),
given by composing with the inclusion R =~ {0} x R* <> R+, Also note that there are natural
identifications ver = R @ v,. It is straightforward to check that this data does indeed define
embedding data.

For L < L/, we write st™L" : ED™(M) — ED™ (M) for the composition of L' — L stabilisation
maps.

3.4. Coproduct. Let M be a smooth manifold with corners. In this section we define the coprod-
uct as a map of spectra:
M-T™™ M M
IR TP L N
OLM-TM M M
by defining it first unstably as a map of spaces:
LMPre LM LM
: Aynst = A2 i = A S >0l T
(3 7) t unst oL MDve NS M A M’
for a fixed choice of embedding data @ for M.

Before stating the definition of A,,s; and A, we define a map
B:LM — LM
which “crushes” small loops to constant loops. More precisely:
Lemma 3.7. Let Q € EDY(M) be embedding data. Note that the embedding e : M — RE induces
a metric on M. Let LM< be the subset of LM consisting of loops of length less than (. Then
there exists a map:
B=DBY: LM — LM,
homotopic to the identity (relative to the space of constant loops) and continuously varying in Q,
which sends LM<S to constant loops.

Proof. Let M < LM be the inclusion of constant loops.
Let s : LM — [0, 1] be the continuous function defined by

sy = max {t [((v0,4) < ¢}
where ¢ denotes Riemannian length. Define a homotopy H : LM x [0,1] — LM to send (y,7) to
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Y[0,75~] ) Vs~,1]
Y(0) ol y(Tsy) o y(sy) e (1)),
noting that the path ~(7s.,) o v(sy) is well-defined, by (3.4.iii). Then H; is the identity. More-
over, the subset LM<¢ is sent by Hy to the subset of constant loops. |

We now proceed with the definition of A, s¢.

Definition 3.8. Fiz embedding data Q for M. The unstable coproduct, Ay,e = A9 . is the
map of spaces:
LMPve LM LM
Y ASt Rl AT
oL " MM

defined as follows. Let (v,7,t) € % A St sote0,1],v7€ LM, and v € Du, lies in the fibre
over v(0). Then

AunsiE :

)\(U - ¢1 o V(t)) )
B <7(0) e () o 1 0 y(t) oo 7(0)) ; iflv—e1ov@)] <e

B (7(0) Lo 1 0(t) o (1) 7(0))

* otherwise.

(38) Aunst(vv v, t) =

0=0,, .
Note that we have used Convention (2.1.2) for the target. The path v(0) 3" ¢y 0~(t) is defined
as in Eq. (3.4), and ~(t) wes @1 07(t) denotes the path given by the flow of ¢.

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 ¢, ¢ and 0 are all “small” and their purpose is to ensure
the start and endpoint of the path are the same, whereas the paths y|[o 4 and |1 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.

Y[,

Yie,1]

FIGURE 3. Coproduct: the figure on the left shows a triple (v,~,t) in the domain
of the coproduct. The figure on the right shows the output.

Lemma 3.11. Ay, is a well-defined continuous map.
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Proof. We must check that (3.8) sends (v,7,t) to the basepoint whenever ¢t € {0,1}, |v| = 1 or
~v(0) € M. Once this is verified, it is clear that (3.8) defines a continuous map.

If t = 0 and the incidence condition for A, holds (i.e. |Jv — ¢1 0 y(¢)]| < €), then the first
loop in (3.8):

B (v<o> U (0) Lo gy 09(0) o 7(0)>

is a constant loop since the path inside the brackets has length < ¢, by (3.4.iv) and (3.4.vc).

Similarly if ¢ = 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 [—1,1]¥, by (3.4.vi), so (3.8) represents the
basepoint.

If v(0) € dM, then by (3.4.vb), the incidence condition can never hold (noting that ||v—~(0)| <
¢ and using the triangle inequality). O

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

LM-TM LM LM
Q. 1,y M
ST AS b)) % A %

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

(3.9) A=A

Lemma 3.13. The coproduct

M—TM
A - ASl T A

COLMTM M "M
is independent of choices.

Proof. Let @ be a fixed choice of embedding data. Note that A? can be alternatively described
on the i*" space:

LM-TM EMD(RFL®Ve)
OLM-TM ;  OLMDPR®R™T®ve)
by using in Eq. (3.8) the stabilized embedding data, st™¢(Q), as defined in Eq. (3.6) and noting
that for ¢’ (the embedding associated to st{(Q)), there is a natural identification
LMDPER Tev.) ) L MDve
OLMDPE Tav) P T AL MDve
Indeed, this follows by noting that the structure maps:

. ( EMD(RFL@VC) Sl) EMD(]R1+1'—L@I/G)

A St

Sl

(310) aﬁMDGRi?L@Ve) A - aEMD(Ri+1—L®V€) N
send the [—1, 1] variable, corresponding to the first suspension factor on the left hand side, to the
first variable in the R'**~% on the right hand side, and by the identity in all other factors. Hence
the diagram:

p®RI~L@ue) SAuns
(z:M ) 51) ¢ EELEAJ/\[4 A LM

OLMDE ~Lav, M
LMPE T T ave) g1 Aupst LALLM | LM
OLMP®F L) M M

commutes. Here the vertical maps are the structure maps, and the bottom horizontal map is Ay st
as in Eq. (3.8) using the stabilized embedding data. Hence A can be defined on the i*" space using
the stabilised embedding data.
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Now, for sufficiently large L the space of choices ED¥ (M) is connected. Given embedding data
Q, Q' € EDY (M), there is a unique up to homotopy path from @ to @', giving a (canonical up to
homotopy) equivalence of spectra associated to the embeddings e and €', as well as a homotopy
between AQ and A?". The conclusion follows. 0

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:

LMfTM
. 0 ee]
(41) /LT'W/\E-}—EM;’E-}—LM?
and
LMfTM
(4.2) s BELM A ALNTM XTLM.
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, % is a unital ring spectrum, whose multiplication

EM_TM EM_TM ﬁM—Tﬁi

OLM-TM " LM-TM T GLM-T™
realises the Chas-Sullivan product on homology in the case M is closed, see [7]. Although we do not
prove this here, p and p, equip XL 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:

£ArPve
(43) Hrunst = /Lgunst : m ANLM, — ZiﬁM

sending ((v,7),0) to
(4.4)
Av = ¢106(0)), .
( 5 0 [ 5 ¢ 0 ifllv—0106(0)] <e
7(0) > 5(0) v @1 0 6(0) > 6(0) v 6(0) vy 0 6(0) > 7(0)
#* otherwise.
The unstable left product is defined to be the map of spaces:

LMD

(4.5) Wunst = st LMo A Srapov ~ SELM
sending (9, (v,7)) to
(4.6)
Ao — ¢1 06(0)),
( 9 s ) o= 61000)] <2
Y(0) v ¢1 0 6(0) > 5(0) v 6(0) v h1 0 6(0) v ¥(0) > ¥(0)
* otherwise.

The stable left module product
LMfTM

l[LlEfLM/\ W

— EfﬁM
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and the stable right product
[,M_TM
e o™

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

ASPLM — SPLM,

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
M
(4.7) SYLM ~XTM v EOOLW

be the cannonical splitting induced by the inclusion of constant loops. Then f[iy ynst 15 the compo-
sition:

3 LM~TM LLM LM TTM » Brunst <o o LM
(48) /Lnunstlm/\ W_)WAE+EM—)E+EM_)E W
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 € Emb(M, RL). 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 Dv of the normal bundle v of e.

Let m : v — M be the projection, and ¢ : M — v the inclusion of the zero section. In the
folllowing lemma we first identify the domains of the coproducts for M and Duv:

Lemma 5.1. There is a homotopy equivalence of spectra

' EM_TM EDI/—TDV
O OLM-TM T LDy -TDv

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

(5.1)

a: % — aﬁﬁ%’jy which induces a homotopy equivalence of spectra as desired, via Lemma A.G.
For (v,v) € %, we define

LDv
5.2 = (Y
(52) av,7) 1= (w) € S
where 7, is the loop

0 0

(5.3) v (0) W y(0) o v

A homotopy inverse to « is given by sending vy to (7(0), 7 o). Also note that since the space
of embedding data extending e is connected, « is well-defined up to homotopy. g

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

[M] LM-TM M LM-TM
oLM—TM oLM—TM

(5.4) J |- |-

[Dv]  p,=Tpv Pv  pp,~TDv
o0Dy—TDv oLDy—TDv

Dv

where the i™ and iP" are induced by the inclusions of constant loops for M and Dv respectively.
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Remark 5.3. In the definition of the coproduct, we do not have to quotient by LM ~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 v is a trivial vector bundle of rank v and M has no boundary, the spectra

LDv-TPv and % differ by a shift of degree r.

5.1. Coproduct.

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

LM~TM 1 A wLM . LM
W/\S — X ™M NTM

M
la/\ldsl ‘n'/\ﬂ'T

LDy~ TPV o0 LDy A LDv

1 A
oLDy-TDv N S by Dv Dv

where o and ™ A w are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. Choose Q = (e, p®*,(,V,e,\) € ED*(M) embedding data extending e. We define
Ql = (6/7 plemt’ C” V/’ E/’ A/) € EDL(DV)

as follows. Let ¢/ = p. Note that since this is a codimension 0 embedding, its normal bundle is
trivial. We fix a diffeomorphism (Dv)*** =~ Dy, such that the natural map ' : (Dv)*“* — Dv
is given by projection to the sphere bundle on Da1\Dv, and on Dv,|pseat\ps is a horizontal lift of
the map M — M. In particular, this implies 7 o 7’ = 7. Let p/®®! = p&t,

We set ¢’ = ¢ and assume we have chosen ¢ > 0 small enough that (3.4.iii) holds for Dv.

Using the induced metrics on M and v,|ps, we let V be the horizontal lift of V to Dv. Let W
be the tautological vector field on Dv (i.e. its value at a point v is v). Now choose p > 0 and let
V' =V —uW. This is an inwards-pointing vector field on Dv, and for > 0 small enough, (3.4.iv)
holds.

Let ¢/ = ¢ and X = ), and we may choose them so that ¢ is small enough and X is large enough
that (3.4.va, vb, ve, 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.

Q
£MPY 1 Adnst. WLLM . LM
223w NS » XVSE A Sy

(5:5) la/\ldsl , MWT

A
LDy 1 unst L LDv LDv
oDy s b Dv " Dv

Q/

Now consider the incidence conditions for Afmt and A7, ., o (a A Idgr) respectively, for (v,7,t) €

% A St. These are the conditions [Jv — ¢1 0 ¥(t)|| < &, and ||[v — ¢} 0 v, (t)|| < € 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’. Explicitly, this is the homotopy

Dv

H:[0.1], x =
[0: 1w > 577750 MM
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defined so that H,, sends (v,~,t) to

AV =0 o yun(t)),
B (7(0) W (1) Lo 1 0 (t) o v(0)> o=t ovu(t)] < e

B (7(0) Lo g 0y (t) Lo (1) ! 7(0))

* otherwise.

where ¢% is the time-one flow of the vector field V — puW (so in particular ¢} = ¢}). Note the
only difference from (3.8) is that ¢ is replaced by ¢“ (which agrees with ¢ on the zero section M).

Arguing as in Lemma 3.11, we see that (5.6) is well-defined.

We assume & > 0 is small enough that d(Sv,D1v) > ¢ and d(¢1% (D1v),Sv) > e. Then if
|v| = 1, the incidence condition can’t hold: for u < % this is because ¢} 0y, S Dyvso by the first
condition the incidence condition can’t hold, and for u > % by the second condition the incidence
condition can’t hold.

Inspection of (5.6) and (3.8) shows that Hy and A9
(a A Idg1) agree.

It is clear that m A 7 is a homotopy equivalence. O

. agree, and also that H; and (ﬂAWoAg,;StO

Corollary 5.4. Let M and M’ 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 1 A 0 LM
WAS — X BV

Y i 1A w LM . LM
aearr A S 2 vl v

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’ < R with diffeomorphic tubular
neighbourhoods; the result then follows from Theorem 5. O

Alternatively, this corollary follows from Theorem 4, which includes the case when M and M’
have boundary, and further without assuming M and M’ even have the same dimension.

5.2. Product. The following lemma is stated for u,., but a similar one holds for ;.

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

Lv/Mle\f 0 js ©
BLM-TM A E+£M _— E+£M

(5.7) lm {

LDy~ TPV [s%) Hr o]
oLDy-TDv A\ Z+EDV —_— Z+,CDV

where « is as in Lemma 5.1.



18 LEA KENIGSBERG AND NOAH PORCELLI

Proof. We choose embedding data @) for M extending the embedding e, and use this to define
embedding data Q' for Dv as in the proof of Theorem 5. We take « to be as in Theorem 5. Then
the following diagram of spaces commutes up to homotopy:

Q
LMPY Hriunst L
LMDV AN £M+ —_— Z+£M

(5-8) lcw , WT

LDuv Moy unst L
5o A LDy ——— ¥ LDv.

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). g

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 LM.

Assume M is equipped with a Riemannian metric. Let 73y € H*(DTM,STM) be the Thom
class determined by the given orientation on M. Let A : M — M x M be the diagonal embedding.
We choose a tubular neighbourhood of the diagonal A(M) as follows: let oa : DTM — M x M
send

(6.1) ve (DTM), — (p,exp,(v))

Let Ups = Im(oa). This also identifies the normal bundle of the diagonal va with TM.

We may push forward the Thom class 7); along the diffeomorphism oa : (DTM,STM) —
(U, @Upr) to obtain a cohomology class that we also denote by 7ar € H™(Uns, dUps). Let e :
LM % [0,1] = M x M send (v,s) to (y(0),7(s)). Then let F = e;'(A(M)), which we note
contains LM x {0,1}, and Ugpy = e;lUM, a neighbourhood of F. Let 0Ugy = e;laUM. Let cut :
F — LM x LM be the map which sends (7, s) to (7¥|[o,s],V|[s,1]) (reparametrised appropriately).

We pull back 7ps along the map of pairs ey : (Ugn, dUcn) — (Unr, dUps) to obtain a class that
we call TGH = 677‘]\/[ € Hn(UGH, 6UGH).

Let Rgr : Ugr — F be the retraction which sends (7, s) to the concatenation

(6.2) <v(0) U051 1 (5) L (0) o (s) L (), )
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We parametrise this loop so that it reaches the middle v(0) 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 [0, s] and [s, 1] separately.

Remark 6.1. The paths 6 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 S' of Sobolev class H' preserving 0 is contractible. Similarly they
also concatenate with geodesic paths rather than the 0; again the resulting maps are homotopic.

Definition 6.2. ([19, Definition 2.2]) The Goresky-Hingston coproduct A“H (written vy in
[13]) is defined to be the following composition:

6.3) Ho(cM) 2 g, (oM % [0,1], £M x {0,1}) Z85%% Hy oo (Ugs, LM x {0,1})

Lot He n(F LM x {0,1}) < Hyy_p (LM x LM, (M x LM) U (LM x M))

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 — LM. We define Y = Y (f, X) to be the space

(6.4) Y ={(z,t) e X x [0,1]| f(z)(t) = f(2)(0) &t # 0}

Here - denotes the closure in X x [0, 1].

Lemma 6.4. f is homotopic to a map ' : X — LM such that Y (f', X) is a transversally cut out
submanifold of X x [0,1], with boundary on X x {0,1} and intersecting it transversally.

Proof. We first show that the intersection of Y with X x [0,n) can be made smooth, for some
small n > 0.

Choose a Riemannian metric on M; this induces one on M x M along with a decomposition
T(M x M)|ay = TA(M) @ va, where va is the normal bundle of the diagonal. Then for n > 0
small, there are time-dependent sections

(6.5) {aus}teo,n =T ((X x {0}, (evo) o f)*TA(M)) and {Bi}tefo,y < T (X x {0}, (evo) o f)*v)
such that both are identically 0 for ¢ = 0, and such that for (z,t) € X x [0,7),

(6.6) f(@)(t) = exp (o) (e (x) + Bi(x))
The intersection of Y with X x [0,7) is then {(x,t) | B:(z) = 0}; this may not be smooth.

Now let 5/ € T' (X x {0}, (evo) o f)*v) be a generic section, so its zero set S is transversally cut
out.

Then we may homotope f in X x [0,7), without changing evg o f, so that for (x,t) € X x [0,7),
we have that

f(@)(t) = exp (o) (E5'(2))

Then the intersection of Y with X x [0,7n) is S x [0,7), which is smooth. We may do the same
thing on (1 —n,1], so that Y n (X x ([0,7) u (1 —n,1])) is smooth; generically perturbing f, we
may then assume Y is smooth everywhere. 0

We may assume the conclusion of Lemma 6.4 holds. Then the normal bundle vycx(o,1) of
Y in X x [0,1] is canonically identified with the pullback (evy o f)*va = (evg o f)*TM; this is
oriented and so we obtain a Thom class

(6.7) TYgXx[O,l] = (f X Id[o,l])*TGH = (evo @) f)*TM

for VycXx [0,1]-
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We orient Y so that the natural isomorphism
(6.8) T(X x[0,1])ly = vycxxpo®@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 S B a subspace, such that the pair (B, A) is homotopy

equivalent to a CW pair. Let x € Hy(B, A).
Then x = fi(a n [X]), where

e X is a compact oriented i-manifold, for some i.
o f: X — B is some map sending 0X to A.
e ae H™P(X).
We call such a triple (X?, f,a) a geometric representative for x.
Definition 6.6. We define the geometric coproduct to be the map
(6.9) A9 Ho(LM) > Hyy1-n(LM x LM, (M x LM) v (LM x M))

defined as follows.

Let x € Hy(LM), and let (X?, f, ) be a geometric representative for x.

Assume that Y = Y (f, X) satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 6.4. Let g = cuto(f x Idjg 1) :
Y — LM x LM this sends 0Y to (LM x M) u (M x LM).

We define

(6.10) A% (z) = (=1)""P gy (aly n [Y])

Remark 6.7. It is not immediate that the definition for A is independent of choices, since the
representation © = fx(a 0 [M]) 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 A9¢°
is well-defined.

6.3. From the Goresky-Hingston to the geometric coproduct. In this section, we prove:
Proposition 6.8. A%°(x) = AYH(z) for all x € Hy(LM).

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

Lemma 6.9. Let x € H,(LM), and assume x has geometric representative (X*, f,a). Then
(6.11) x x [0,1] = (f x Idjo ), (a0 [X x [0,1]]) € Hpyr (LM x [0,1], LM x {0,1})
Proof.
(f % Idio.), (0 [X % [0,1]]) = (f % Tdgoy), (o~ ([X] % [0,11))

— (f % ), (0 [X]) % (12 0,1]))

= fela n [X]) x (Id[o,l])*[oa 1]

=z x [0,1]

O

Lemma 6.10. Let z € H,(LM), and assume x has geometric representative (X, f,«), such that
Y =Y(f,X) satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 6.4. Then

(6.12) om0 (z x [0,1]) = (=1)"P) (f x Idp 1), (aly n [Y])
noting that f x Idjy 1y sends Y to F and sends 0Y to LM x {0,1}.
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Proof.
Ter N (z % [0,1]) = 7am 0 (f X Id[oﬁl])* (an[X x[0,1]])
= (f x Idpy), ((f x Idjo1)" man 0 (o0 [X x [0, 1]]))
= (f x Idp ), (((f x Idpo.1))* o ua) A [X x [0, 1]])

= (f x Id[O,l])* ((TYgXx[o,l] ua)n [X x [0, 1]])

= (_1)n(i_p) (f Id[o,l])* (a N (TYgXx[o,l] N [X x [0, 1]])

= (=1)"P(f x Idpo1p)s(aly A [Y])
The first equality is by Lemma 6.9, the second is by [13, (A.1)], the third by [4, Proposition
VIL.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]). O

Proof of Proposition 6.8. Let x € Hy(LM), and (X', f,a) a geometric representative for x. Note
that f x Idjo 1) sends Y to F < Ugn, so Rgm acts on it by the identity.

AH (2) = (cut oRg )« (am 0 [z x [0,1]])
= (=" P (cut o(f x Idp 1))« (aly 0 [Y])
= A°(x)
where the second equality is by Lemma 6.10, and the others are by definition. O

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 (—1)™:

Ho(LM-TM 5 §1) 25, p, (50 LM\ L))

J{Thom Aldg1 l:

(6.13) Hyon(LM, A SY) Hy (5% A 51
X[O,l]]\ V
H*Jrnfl(‘cM)

Corollary 6.12. By Proposition 6.8, it follows that Proposition 6.11 also holds with A9¢° replaced
with AGH

Choose an embedding e : M < R’ 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:

B, (LMDve p g1) Conetds fr Loy cuy

@T lneﬁ' [-1.1]* T l

(6.14) Hin 1 (CMy A SY) Hoop (S A £M)

M M
x[O,l]T (_1)'A/

H*+n—L—1(£M)
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where © and ® 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 € Hy_ 1. (% A %) have geometric representative (X*, f, ), with f: X —
LM x LM sending 0X to (LM x M) u (M x LM). Then
(6.15) [-1,1]5 x 2 = (=) 0P (I 130 x f) (o n [[-1,1]5 x X])
Proof.
[-1,1)F x

3

[-1,1]% x fula n [X])
= (Idi1 30 % fa ([=1,1]7 x (@ 0 [X]))
= (_1)L(i_p)(ld[,1_’1]L X f)s (a N~ [[-1, 1]L X X])
where the final equality is by [13, (A.3)]. O

We now define the map @ from (6.14). Let = € H, (SEEM A EMY and let (XP, f, ) be a
geometric representative for z, where f : X — [—1,1]Y x LM x LM sends 0X to

(6.16) (O[—1,1]% x LM x LM) U [-1,1]F x (LM x M) U (M x LM))

Generically perturbing f if necessary, we may assume that f is transverse to {0} x LM x LM . Let
Z = f71({0} x LM x LM).

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

(6.17) TX|z=RFE®TZ

is orientation-preserving.
Note that f|z sends Z to LM x LM and 0Z to (LM x M) v (M x LM). We now define

(6.18) ®(z) = (1) (f|2)s (alz 0 [2])
It follows from the following lemma that the definition for ®(x) is independent of the choice of
geometric representative of x.

Lemma 6.14. ® is an inverse to [—1,1]% x -.

Proof. Let x € ﬁp (M A M), and let (X%, f,a) be a geometric representative, where f : X —

M M
LM x M sends 0X to (LM x M) u (M x LM). By Lemma 6.13, we have that
(6.19) [1,1]% x 2z = (=1)*P)(Idp_y e x fe (e n [[-1,1]5 x X])
Applying ® to the right hand side gives a geometric representative with Z = {0} x X =~ X equipped
with the same orientation, so we find that ®([—1, 1] x x) = . O

We now define the map © from (6.14). Let z € H,(LM, A S') and let (X, f, @) be a geometric
representative, with f: X — LM x [0,1] sending 0X to LM x {0,1}.

Let X = Tot(f*Dv. — X), and let f : X — Tot(Dv, — LM) x [0,1] be the map induced by
X.

X is naturally a smooth manifold of dimension i + L —n, and there is a canonical identification

(6.20) TX =~ f*r. ®@TX
We orient X so that this is orientation-preserving. We now define
(6.21) O(z) := (1) E=MEP £ (0 A [X])

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

Lemma 6.15. O is an inverse to 7, N -.
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Proof. Let x, as well as a geometric representative (X?, f,a) for o, be as above. Then

A O@) = (—1)EMEPr, A fu(an [X]
= () EEDf((Frr, v a) 0 [K])
Fo (@0 (P70, A [XD)
(Flx)s(e A [X])

Tv

e

noting that the intersection of X with the zero section is exactly X, with the same orientation. [J

Proof of Proposition 6.11. Let © € Hpip—r—1(LM). We show that the result of going both ways
around (6.14) to the bottom right give the same result when applied to z. Let (X*, f,a) be a
geometric representative for x; we may assume the conclusion of Lemma 6.4 holds. Let Y =
Y (f, X), oriented as in (6.8). Then by definition,

(6.22) A% (z) = (=1)"P g (aly 0 [Y])
where g = cut o(f x Id[o 1]

By Lemma 6.9,
(6.23) % [0,1] = ( x Idgo1))s (@~ [X x [0,1]])

Let X = Tot(f*Dv, — X), and f : X — Tot(Dv, — LM) the natural map. We orient X so that
the natural identification

(6.24) TX ~ f*u. ®@TX

is orientation-preserving. Then

(6.25) O(x x [0,1]) = (1) F=mEH=P=m D) (f o Tdgg 1)) (a A [X x[o, 1]])

and so

(6:26) (Aunst)a (O x [0,11)) = (~1)F=IOHPEDN (A o (F x Tdgo ) (a1 [X % [0,1]))

We next compute ®(6.26). Define

(6.27) Y = (Aunst o (f x Id[oyl]))_l ({0} x LM x £LM) < X x [0,1]

Opening up (3.5), we see that
(6.28) Y = {(v,x,t) |re X, ve (Due)f(m), te[0,1]v=0f(x)(t) = f(a:)(())}

which is canonically identified with ¥ as smooth manifolds. Examining the two maps Y,Y’ —
LM x LM, we see that

(629)  ®((Aunst)«(O(z x [0,1]))) = (~1)FmWEHmpmnt D) () EE=nt i 1=0) g (aly  [Y'])
(630) _ (71)n(ifpfn+L+1)g* (04|Y’ A [Y/])

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

Ve ®TM@TY' Y=Y8 v @TM®TY
l_@d”' J(@g),(@.?)
(6.31) RE@TY’ ve @ T(X x [0,1])

l«m) l=

T(X x[0,1]) ————— v.®TX DR

where isomorphism — : v, @ TM sends (u,v) 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 (—1)" (since
+: v ® TM — R is orientation-preserving and TM has rank n) so the diffeomorphism Y’ =Y
is orientation-preserving up to (—1)"™. Therefore

(6.32) [Y]=(=1)"[Y]
Comparing this with (6.22) and (6.29), the result follows. O

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 757, A, opr, Ups all be as in Section
6.1.

We define Ucs = (evg x evg) Uy S LM x LM, and Ucs = (evg x evg) LoUy. We pull
back 7js along the map of pairs evg x evg : (Ucs, 0Ucs) — (Unm, 0Un) to obtain a class 7o¢g =
(evg x evo)*tar € H"(Ucs, 0Ucs).

Let Ros : Uos — LM xp; LM be the retraction which sends (v, d) to

(7.1) (7:7(0) % 5(0) % 5(0) P 1(0))
and let concat : LM x5y LM — LM send (7, 6) to the concatenation (7(0) v 4(0) = §(0) v
5(0)).

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

(7.2) Ho(LM) @ Hy(LM) 25 Hy (LM x LM) Z952% H,_ (Ues) <2 H, . (LM)

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) w9 Hy(LM) Q@ Hyo (LM) — Hy—, (LM)



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

defined as follows.

Let x € Hy(LM) and y € Hy(LM). Let (X%, f,a) and (Y7, g,3) be geometric representatives
for x and y respectively. Generically perturbing if necessary, we may assume that the maps evgo f :
X —> M and evgog:Y — M are transverse. We define Z to be the space

(7.4) {(a,0) e X x Y[ f(a)(0) = g(0)(0)}

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

(7.5) v @TZ~TX®TY

is orientation-preserving. Let h: Z — LM send (a,b) to concat(f(a), g(b)).
We define

(7.6) pI% (@, y) = (~1)"UT TP b (00w B) (1 [2])

where we pull a and B 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. pu%(z,y) = p9%°(z,y) for all z € H,(LM),y € Hy(LM).

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

Proof. Let (X%, f,a) and (Y7, g, 3) be geometric representatives for # and y respectively. Then
Tos N (z xy) =105 0 (fe(an [X]) x g«(B A [Y]))
= (1" 705 0 ((f x 9)s (0 0 B) N [X x Y]))
(—1)/ I Fn PO (f x g)s ((@u B) A ((F x 9)*1es 0 [X x Y]))
(—1)/ U= (f ) (00w B) N [2])
W (z,y)

O

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 (—1)™:

(7.7)
H (CM-TM x 2oy Yo g (52 o) Hy (S2LM A LM-TM) Y% (52 207)
lThom l= lThom l=
Hiin (LM x LM) H, (LM) Hin (LM x LM) H, (LM)
Hiy (LM) ® Hir (LM) Hiy (LM) ® Hypn (M)

Corollary 7.5. By Proposition 7.3, it follows that Proposition 7.4 also holds with u9¢° replaced
with p©s

We give the proof for the right-hand diagram; the left-hand case is identical.
Choose an embedding e : M <> R” and embedding data for M extending e; since M is closed,
we may assume the isotopy {¢s}s is constant. Using the identifications from Definitions A.8, A.10
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and A.11 (choosing sequences (u;); and (v;); with uy, = L and vy, = 0), we see that it suffices to
show that the following diagram commutes:

Hy (EMPve A LM 225, (58 20

@’T yuem- [-1.13" T l

(7.8) Hyynr (LM x LM) H,_p (LM)
XT (=D poee
H,(LM)® H, (LM)
where p+q=r+n— L, ® is as in (6.18) and ©' is defined analogously to (6.21).

Proof of Proposition 7./. Let * € H,(LM) and y € H,(LM); let (X%, f,a) and (Y7,g,83) be
geometric representatives for x,y respectively.

Lemma 7.6. 2 x y = (—1)'U~9(f x g)4 (U B) n [X x Y])
Proof of lemma.
zxy = fulan[X]) x gx(Bn[Y])
= (f x9)« ((an [X]) x (B [Y])
= (=1)"TD(f x g)s (@ U B) N [X x Y])
where the final equality is by [13, (A.3)]. O

We first compute ©'(z x y):
6/(x x y) = (~1)U=06' ((f x g)s (a0 B) 0 [X x Y1)
= (~1)/07D () EmEHD (f x g), (@ U B) A [X x Y])

where we define X = Tot(f*Dv, — X) and f : X — Tot(Dv, — LM) is the natural map. The
first equality is by Lemma 7.6 and the second by definition of ©’. Therefore
(7.9)

(s umst) o (6 (z x ) = (<) 0+ EET70 (o (Fxg)) (a0 B) n [X xY])
Similarly to the proof of Proposition 6.11, we see that
© ((prunst)s (0 (x x y))) = (~1)FEFIHEmn=DHG=OHE=W @m0 b, (00U §) A [27])
= (—1)U—Fnlti—p=ap ((auB)n[2)

~ —1
where Z’ = (ununst o(f x g)) ({0} x LM). Z’ is transversally cut out by assumption, and we

have a canonical identification Z =~ Z’ as smooth manifolds. Since the sign here agrees with that
of (7.6), it suffices to compare the orientations on Z and Z’; by the same argument as in the proof
of Proposition 6.11, their orientations differ by a factor of (—1)™. Therefore [Z] = (—1)"[Z']; the
result follows. O

8. TRACES AND TORSION

Given a homotopy equivalence f : N — 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 i 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 < @, so that the complement of P in () 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, 7(WW), and its image under various trace
maps.

So let W be a smooth h-cobordism of dimension n > 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 x I — W. To such a deformation retraction they associate an
algebraic 1-parameter Reidemeister trace:

R(W) e HH1(Z|m M])/Z][m1 M],
and prove the following:

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

K1(Z[m (M)]) —— Wh(m(M)) = moH(M)

ltr l—R(W)

HHl(Z[’ITlM]) e HHl(Z[ﬂ'lM])/Z[WlM]

Here the equivalence Wh(mi(M)) = moH (M) 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 R(W). In [10] Geoghegan and Nicas further define a geometric 1 parameter
Reidemeister trace, ©(W) € Hy(Ep), where Er is the twisted free loop space defined by:

(81) Ep:={y:I->WxIxW]|~0)=(z,t,x) and v(1) = (y, s, Fs(y)) for some x,y,s,t}.
They construct a map:
v . Hl(EF) — HHl(Z[wlM])

and prove:

Theorem 8 ([10], Theorem 1.10). ¥(O(W)) = —R(W). Moreover, when me(M) = 0, ©(W)
vanishes if and only if R(W) vanishes.

In this section we construct two other variations of the 1 parameter Reidemeister trace. In §8.1
we define a framed bordism class [T] € Q1 (LW, W), which is used in the statement of our main
Theorem 4. Using the homotopy equivalence r : W — M, this construction gives a well defined
map:

Ty moH(M) — Q1 (LM, M).

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

Lemma 8.1. Suppose ma(M) = 0. Then the following diagram commutes:

K1 (Z[m (M)]) ——— moH(M)

ltr lh* oTy

HHl(Z[TflM]) E— Hl([,M,M)
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Here hy - Q{T(EM,M) — Hy(LM, M) is the Hurewicz homomorphism. The bottom horizontal
arrow is the composition:

HHy(Z[mM]) % Hy(Bp) Y% 1 (LM) % Hy (LM, M),

w is gien in Lemma 8.6, r : W — M s the retraction, U is the isomorphism of [10][§6A], and q
is the projection map.

In Section 8.2 we construct the 1 parameter Reidemeister trace:

LW
Tr(W):3S —» X°=——
(W) g

on spectra. This definition adapts a homotopical construction of the Reidemeister trace to the
1-parameter and relative settings, see for example [10].
The invariant Tr(W) is shown to agree with [T] in §9.3. Tt is also used as a prototype for the
definition of the operations:
—-TW
El,ET:Eiﬁw HEOOE—WAE—W
LW -TW w W
constructed in Section 8.3. The maps =; and =, we used in Theorem 9, and morally speaking
correspond to taking the Chas-Sullivan product by the class [T'], as we prove in Theorem 10.

8.1. The framed bordism invariant.

8.1.1. The definition of [T']. For the rest of this section, we assume that W is embedded as a
codimension 0 submanifold of RE.
Define subsets T, T°, T of W x [0, 1] as follows.

T :={(z,t) e W x [0,1]| Fy(z) = z}
T° := {(x,t)eTU#O andxgéM},
and let
(8.2) T=7°
be the closure of T° in W x [0, 1], 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 [0,1] x W, possibly with boundary which must lie on {0} x W.

Note this lemma cannot hold for T instead of T, since T always contains (W x {0})u (M x [0, 1]).

Proof. If we could perturb F arbitrarily, standard transversality results would imply the lemma.
Instead, F' is constrained along M x [0,1], W x {1} and W x {0}. We first argue that the lemma
holds in some neighbourhood of this region.

T does not intersect W x {1} except along M x {1}. We may perturb F such that for all z
sufficiently close to M, the path {F}(2)}sefo,1] is the embedded geodesic to the closest point in M.
Now any point in (x,t) € T such that z is near to M must have x € M.

It follows that now T can only intersect (W x {0,1}) u (M x [0, 1]) along W x {0}.

To ensure T is smooth near W x {0}, we consider the vector field V' on W, whose value at
peWis % |s=0Fs(p). This is constrained so that it points inwards along N and vanishes along M.
We may generically perturb F' such that V intersects the zero section transversally away from M.
We may further perturb F' so that for > 0 small, for all p € W, the path {F}}cpo,,) is a geodesic.
Now the intersection of T" with W x [0,n) agrees with S x [0,7).

Therefore T is smooth near W x {0}; perturbing generically away from the region on which F
is constrained allows us to obtain the lemma. 0
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Let
(8.3) 1: T — W x[0,1]

be the natural inclusion, and denote the normal bundle by v;.
Let ¢ : v; — R be the isomorphism of vector bundles sending (v,t) in the fibre of v; over
(z,s) to

(8.4) Y(v,t) = v —dF 4 5 (v,t).

We consider the natural map f : T — LW sending (x,t) to the loop F|j from x to itself.
Note that ¢ equips T’ with a stable framing which therefore defines a class [T] in QI" (LW, W).

Lemma 8.3. The space of strong deformation retractions is contractible.
Lemma 8.4. The class [T] € Q" (LW, W) is independent of choices.

Proof. Let F’ 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 {7 : W x I — W}y such that F% = F and F! = F'. Generically perturbing {F"}

relative to {7 € {0,1}} similarly to Lemma 8.2, and letting S be the closure of
S = {(z,t,7) e W x [0,1)° | F] (z) =z, t # 0, x ¢ M}

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

The following classes determined by [T'] are used in Theorem 4:

Definition 8.5. We define classes [Taiagl, [Taiag] € X" (L(W x W), (W x W) to be the images
of [T] under the antidiagonal maps sending v to (v,75) and (7,7) respectively.

8.1.2. Definition of ©(W). In this subsection we recall the definition of ©(W) € H; (EF) appearing
in [10, Section 6].

Let (z,t), (y, s) € Wx[0, 1] be two fixed points of F'. We say that (z,t) and (y, s) are in the same
fized point set if there is some path v in W x I from z to y, such that the loop (pry o) * (Fo~y)~!
is homotopically trivial (where pri projects to the first factor of W x [0,1]). 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 7" are in the same fixed point class. A geometric
intersection invariant in [10] is defined using the submanifold A — T consisting only of the union
of those circles of intersections not in the same fixed point class as the fixed points of Fy and Fj.

In [10, Page 432] an orientation of A is defined as follows: to an isolated fixed point = of F},
one associates an index i(F}, z), which is the degree of the map:

id — Fy : Bo(z)\{z} — R\{0}.

Here B. is a small neighborhood of  in W x {t} not containing any other fixed point of F;. The
transversality hypothesis implies that generically i(F;,z) = +1, and both values occur on each
loop. The orientation on each circle of fixed points, S, is given by picking any (z,t) for which
i(F, x) = 1, and orientating S near (z,t) in the direction of increasing time.

Let Er be the twisted loop space defined in Eq. (8.1). Then A is a closed oriented 1-manifold
which includes into Ep by constant loops and hence defines a class which we define ©(W) € Hy(EF)
to be.
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8.1.3. Relating [T] and ©(W). To compare ©(W) and [T] we need to consider the following.
Firstly, we need to relate the target of the invariants; the definition of [T'] involves the free loop
space LW while ©(W) concerns the twisted loop space Er. Moreover, ©(W) consists of a choice
of orientation and defines a class in Hy(EF), while [T] consists of a choice of framing, and defines
a class in Q{T(EVV, W). Secondly, ©(W) is defined by manually discarding circles of intersections
in the fixed point class of Fy and F;. The analogous procedure in the definition of [T'] corresponds
to modding out LW by constant loops.

We show that if w9 (W) = 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 p: Ep — LW.

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

Ep ———— P(W) x P(I)

! |

WxIx] —— WxIxIxW

where the bottom horizontal map is given by (w,t,s) — (w,t, s, Fs(w)), the right vertical map is
given by (a, 8) — (a(0),3(0), (1), (1)), and P- denotes the path space. Then Ep consists of
pairs (o, 3) € P(W) x P(I) satistying Fj(1)(a(0)) = a(1)

Let v be a path in Ep, so v(0) = (x,¢,2) and (1) = (v, s, F5(y)). We can decompose = into
components (y1,77,72) by projecting into the first, second, and third factors in W x I x W. So
that v, is a path from x to y, 72 is a path from from z to Fs(y), and 7y is a path in I from ¢ to s.

Define I' : Ep — Ep by sending 7 to

(y o o B> Fy(y),r)

where we choose the concatenation of 3 v z ¥ F,(y) to happen at time equals to 1/2. Then T'
is a homotopy equivalence admitting an inverse sending (a, #) to (@[o,1/2], 3, a[1/2,1]) (and appro-
priately rescaling).

Note that since P(I) is contractible, Ep is further homotopy equivalent to Ep, the pullback of
the diagram:

! |

WxI —— WxW

where the right vertical map is given by v — (7(0),~v(1)), and the bottom horizontal map is given
by (w, 5) — (w, Fy(1)).
Then Ep consists of pairs («,s) where o : [0,1] — W is such that a(l) = Fs(«(0)). The
homotopy equivalence is given by the forgetful map sending («, 8) — («, 5(1)).
We further define
1:‘ : EF — LW x I
by sending (a, s) to:

(0(0) % Fy(a(0)) 85 (0), 5).
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Then I is a homotopy equivalence with inverse given by

5 Flo,s]

(6,5) = (8(0) > 6(0) 5" Fy(8(0)), 5).
Lastly, note that the forgetful map LW x I — LW is a homotopy equivalence. The homotopy
equivalence p is given by the composition of I', I and the forgetful map. |

The homotopy equivalence i from Lemma 8.6 induces a map:
ps + Hi(Ep) — Hi(LW),
which we can compose with the quotient map:
m: Hi(LW) — Hy (LW, W).
To complete the comparison of [T] and ©(W), we will need to consider the Hurewicz map
hs : QI (LW, W) — H\ (LW, W).

In order to define hy, 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
[Y]e Q{T(EW) be represented by f : Y — LW; choose an embedding e : Y — RE*! with normal
bundle vy, and framing ¢ : Y x RY — vy representing the stable framing on Y. Let {vg, v1, ..., vr}
be the standard basis of RF*T! and {vi,...,ur} a basis for RL. For y € Y, there exists a unique
vector vy € T,Y < RL*! such that the matrix (¢(y,v1), ..., (y,vr), v,) has determinant 1. We
orient Y so that the positive orientation points in the direction of v,.

Lemma 8.7. Suppose ma(W) = 0. Then 7o uy(0(W)) = hy([T]).

Proof. Both invariants are defined starting with the manifold T'. Since in the definition of (W)
we discard the arcs and circles in T\ A, we need to consider their contribution to h«[T]. Note
that for (x,t) € T\A, the loop F|[o () is contractible. Let Lo be the path component of LW
consisting of contractible loops. When 7o (W) = 0, 71 (LoW) is isomorphic to 71 (W) (by the long
exact sequence associated to the fibration QoW — LoW — W) and is generated by constant loops.
Hence 71 (LoW, W) = 0, and the contributions of T\ A die in Hy (LW, W).

By chasing the homotopy equivalence 1 we see that u sends the constant loop at (y, s, Fs(y)),
associated to a fixed point (y, s), to the loop Fy, 4 based at y. Hence, up to a question of orientation,
we have the equivalence 7o py (O(W)) = hy([T]). So the last thing to consider is the equivalence
of orientations.

Let « be a fixed point of F}, such that i(Fy, x) = 1. Let (v1, ..., vr) be the standard basis for R,
and (vg,v1,...,vr) be the standard basis for R* @ R. This choice of basis induces a trivialization
of T(W x [0,1]) = RF ® R.

Recall the map

Id — F; : B.(x)\{z} — RX\{0}
defining the index i(F, ). Note that Id — F; extends to B. and we denote its differential at = by
¢. For generic (x,t), ¢ is a linear isomorphism; we may assume this holds. Note if the degree of
Id — F; equals to one, then ¢ is orientation preserving, and hence has positive determinant.
Let ¢ : RE@R — RE be the map sending (v,s) € T(W x [0,1]) in the fibre over (z,t)
to

(8.5) Y(v,8) i= v —dF 44 (v, s).

Note that ker¢p = TT. Let ¢ : RE®R — RL®R be the map sending (v, 8) in the fibre over (z,t)
to

(8.6) Y(v,8) := (8,0 — dF (5 4)(v, 5)).
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Then ¢! defines an isomorphism RZ @ R — RY @ R sending the final R factor to 7T (by the
implicit function theorem). The matrix of ¢ is given by

(o)

and hence has positive determinant, and the matrix of 15_1 is given by:

ot x
0 1
where the vector

(8.7) 7= (’;) =41 (?) € TTuy

is oriented in the direction of increasing time (because its first coordinate is positive). The first
L columns of )~ don’t necessarily give a framing of vy, 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 7, we arrive at a matrix (x,7) which has positive determinant, and is such
that:
RY % REQR Y RE

is the identity and hence induces our choice of framing of T'. Note that after possibly rescaling by a
positive number, 7 defines an orientation of 7T, consistent with the Hurewicz isomorphism defined
above. Since 7 is oriented in the direction of increasing time, it follows that the two conventions
for orienting T' agree. 0

8.2. The Reidemeister trace of an h-cobordism. Let W be a smooth h-cobordism of dimen-
sion n. 0W 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:

LW
W
and show that it is related to the framed bordism invariant [T'] by the Pontrjagin-Thom isomor-
phism in Section 9.3.
We will need to make some choices, as in the definition of the coproduct.

Tr:%*S" - %%

8.2.1. Choices. We choose an extension
Wt := M x [0,1] uy W un xN x [0,1]
of W as in 3.3.

Definition 8.8. Trace data for W is a tuple R = (e, p*™*,(, V, e, \, F) consisting of:

(i). A smooth embedding e : W «— RL. We write v, for the normal bundle of this embedding,
defined to be the orthogonal complement of TWe. Note that e canonically equips both
TWe*t and v, with metrics, by pulling back the Euclidean metric on RY. Let 7, : ve — Wet
be the projection map.

(ii). A tubular neighbourhood p*t : Dov, < RE. More precisely, p°

=t js a smooth embedding,

restricting to e on the zero-section. We let U be the image of p°t. We let p be the restriction
of p®t to the unit disc bundle of ve over W, and U the image of p; this lies in the interior
of U. In symbols: p := P! Dyvelw > U == Im(p) and U = Im(p°®t). From the choices above
we obtain a retraction r: U — W defined to be the composition of (p°®*)~1, the projection
to Wet and the natural map Wt — W.

(iii). ¢ > 0 such that ¢ is less than half of the injectivity radius of the induced metric on M.

(iv). A vector field V. on Wt 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 (m,t) € M x (0,1], Vim,s) is a non zero rescaling of Vi, o), and similarly for
(n,t) e N x [0,1].
We denote the flow of V by {¢s(x)}s=0. A priori this isn’t defined for all time since the
flow can leave along one of the components of OW et we define the flow to be constant
in s as soon as it hits this component of W%,
(b). Let w : We — W be the natural projection. For x € W the length of the path
W({QSS(:E)}SE[O,I]) is < (/4.
(v). A real number € > 0 sufficiently small such that:
(a). € < (/8.
(b). U contains an e-neighbourhood of W.
(c). IfreU, yee(W) and ||z — y|| < e then the straight line path [x,y] lies in U, and
r([x,y]) has length < (/4.
(d). The Fuclidean distance: d(¢1(M), p(Dv|w))) = 2¢
(e). The Euclidean distance: d(¢1(N), p(Dv|n))) = 2¢
(vi). XA > 0, large enough such that:

A= d(p(Svelw),e(We)) > 2

where Sve is the unit sphere bundle of v.; note that this distance on the left hand side is at
least .
(vii). A strong deformation retraction F: W x [0,1] - W onto M.

We write TD (W) 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 TD*(W) — Emb (M, RE) 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. Fiz trace data
R= (eu pewt7 G Ve A, F)

Let (v,w,t) € OVVZ/I;U; ASY Sotel0,1],weW, and v e (Dv,.),. The unstable Trace, Trynst, is

the composition of the Thom collapse map:

W Dve
»lgt D St
and the map
W Dve 1 L LW
7D A S by W
defined by:

A (v — @10 Fy(w)), .
(8.8)  (v,w,t)— < \ B <w Fliog Fi(w) > ¢y 0 Fy(w) v w> iflv—¢10F(w)] <e
® 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 ¢1 is W, hence in order to end
up with loops in W we need to use the natural projection We** — W. Therefore, in 8.8 the path

Fy(w) %> ¢1 0 Fy(w)
is understood to be its projection to W, and the path
6
@1 0 Fr(w) v w
is the retraction of the straight line path [v, 7 o Fy(w)] to W.
Lemma 8.12. T'ry,s is a well-defined continuous map.

Proof. Clearly the collapse map is well defined. We must check that (8.8) sends (¢,w,v) to the
basepoint whenever ¢ € {0,1}, |v| =1 or w € 0W.

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

B(w +% ¢y (w) o w)

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

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

Similarly, if w € W, 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.

O
Definition 8.13. The (stable) Trace:
LW
Tr:%*8" —» %=
" W
is defined to be the L-times desuspension of
LW

Trunst : B8 — ELW
for some trace data R.
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 T'rgiqq and deg HDIESIC RN E“% to be given by the map Tr

/;VI‘//V _, LW xW)

W sending v to (v,7) and (7,7) respectively.

composed with the antidiagonals

8.3. The operations =; and =,. In the previous section we defined the trace map:

LW
W
In this section we will upgrade the construction and define maps:
—-TW

LWV /\SlaEC’OE—W A E—W
OLW—TW w w
It will prove more useful for the following sections to consider the situation of a cobordism with
a filling. This is, let M < P be a codimension 0 submanifold with corners, with j : M — P
an embedding which is a homotopy equivalence, and such that ¢M and 0P are disjoint. Let
M° = M\@M be the interior of M and W = P\M?®°, a cobordism from 0M to 0P. We assume
that W is an h-cobordism.

Tr:2®8t - 1%

=, = .
ey IRl
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Precomposing j by the diffeomorphism ® of Definition 3.3, we obtain an embedding M¢*! < P.
Note that this defines a collar neighborhood dM x [0,1] — P by restricting this embedding to
M\ M°, and a smooth structure on:

Wet .= W uapn OM x [0,1] ugn ON x [0,1].

Definition 8.16. A choice of trace data for (M, P,j) is a pair (Q,F) where Q € EDL(P) is
embedding data for P and F': P x I — P is a deformation retraction onto M. We require that:

(Qa F)|W = (6|We“a pezt|D2lI|Wem ) Ca V|W€“7€7 )\a F)
consists of trace data for W.

We write TD* (M J, P) 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-simplez.

Definition 8.17. Fiz a choice of trace data R € T D (M A P). We define

_ LpPve . L LP [P
ul7un5t.m/\s - ?/\?

to send (v,7,s) to:

(8.9)
A(v— ¢1 0 Fs 07(0)),

b (WO) B Fy09(0) %o 610 F07(0) o v<0>> , if llo — 10 Fo1(0)]] <<

0 ) Flo,s
B (7(0) o 1 0 Fy 079(0) o Fy 07(0) 857 4(0) W 7(0))
* otherwise.

and similarly,
— LpPre 1 L LP LP
ununst.m/\s - ?/\?
sends (v,7,s) to
(8.10)
A(v—¢1 0 Fy07(0)),

B (10 %20 W 090 % 10 Fe0a0) 2 90) s |1 g0 b ano) <

0 $ Flpo,s)
B (10 % 610 F09(0) - F09(0) )
% otherwise.
Lemma 8.18. Z; ynst and Z; ynst are well-defined continuous maps.

Proof. We prove that (8.9) sends (v,7, s) to the basepoint if s € {0,1}, v(0) € 0P 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 v(0) € W then since Fi(y(0)) € M by (8.8.vd) the incidence condition can not
hold. If «(0) € M, then the second entry of (8.9) represents the basepoint.

The case of |v| = 1 and 7(0) € 0P is the same as in Lemma 8.12. O

Definition 8.19. The stable operations:

p-TP P
ﬁi ASt EOOL_
oLp-TP P

are defined to be the L-times desuspension of 2 ynst and Zr ynst-

=, = .
PP
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By a proof similar to that of Lemma 3.13, Z; and Z,. are independent of choices.

9. CODIMENSION 0 COPRODUCT DEFECT

Let j : M < P be a codimension 0 embedding such that the complement W := P\M?® is
an h-cobordism (in particular, j is a homotopy equivalence). Let F : W x I — W be a strong
deformation retraction onto dM, which we extend by the identity on M to a strong deformation
retraction F': P x I — P.

Let [T] 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 [T']. We do so by first relating the difference to the operations Z; and =, in Section
9.1 (Theorem 9), and then relating =; and =, to the diagonal Chas-Sullivan product with [T] in
Section 9.2 (Theorem 10).

9.1. Coproduct defect is given by Z, — =Z;. For the rest of this section fix a tuple (Q, F) €

TDE(M N P). We assume that j extends to an embedding j*** : M*** — P such that j***(Met)
and 0P are disjoint. We require that Q € ED*(P) is a choice of embedding data, such that

(9.1) Q|m = (e|Mm,pe””t|D2,j|Mm ,C, Vi, e, A) consists of embedding data for M.

For convenience, we write vp for ve|p, and similarly for vy;. Let F: Px I — P be the deformation
retraction. Then Fj induces a map of spaces:

—  LPPv LMPvM

By 5rppve ~ 3z
by sending
_ (v,Fioq)  if4(0)e M
9.2 Fi(v,y) =
(9:2) 1(v,7) {* otherwise

By passing to spectra, we get a map that we also call F:
_ LPfTP EMfTM
Fy: —
Y oLP-TP T oLM-TM

Lemma 9.1. F; is an equivalence of spectra.

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

LMDy Lpbve
LMDy T QLPDvr
as follows. Choose a collar neighbourhood C : dM x I — M sending M x {1} to dM, and choose
amap g1 : OM x I — W u C which is given by Claprx 10y on dM x {0} and sends dM x {1} to dP,
along with a homotopy {g:}cfo,1] from go = C to gi relative to M x {0}. This exists since P\M°

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

G

; ) (v,7) - if v(0) e M\C
(W—@mm%%mpm$mW%M®ﬁWF%ﬁ

where ¥ is given by parallel transporting v along the path {g-(x,t)},e[0,1]-
We show by explicit construction of a homotopy that G o F'y ~ Idp; the other direction is
similar. We do this by concatenating two homotopies
LPPve LPDPve

HH o x[0,1] >
s ooy < 0= Srpp
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For s € [0, 1], we define H;(v,7) to be

(v, Fs07) ) if v(0) e M\C
('Dsugl(xvt) o 90(557 t) Ly 90(‘T7 t) o gl(xvt)) if ’7(0) ewWucl

We choose a map 6 : (W u C) x [0,1], x [0,1]; = W u C, which we think of as a family of paths
{6¥} re[0,1],yew o, such that:
e §(y,7,0) =y for all y, 7.
0(y,1,t) =y for all y,t.
e 0(y,0,-) is the path

Y o Fl(y) = O(:E,t) v gl(:Z?,t)
for all y, where (z,t) € M x [0,1] is determined by Fi(y) = C(x,t) (noting if y € W then
t =1, and this path is constant).
8(y,7,t) =y for all y e C(0M x {0}).
0(y,7,1) =y for all y € P and all 7.
These constraints specify § on (W U C) x 9[0,1]%) U (C(6M x {0}) x [0,1]?) (and are compatible
with each other on overlaps). Since W x [0, 1]? deformation retracts to this subspace, we can indeed

choose such a .
We define H.(v,) to be

(v,7) if v(0) e M\C

9.3 57(0) ()
(©:3) (55,53“))(1) %0 7(0) I ~(0) s 53<0>(1)) otherwise.
where 05 denotes v parallel transported along the path (53(0).
Then Hy = G o F1, Hy = H| and H{ is the identity. O

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

Theorem 9. There is a homotopy
(9.4) AP —(jAj)oAM o F ~E, -5

£p=TP 1 wLP , LP
between maps of spectra Frp=—rr A ST —> LF A S

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

Definition 9.2. For the fized choice of (Q,F), we define a map of spaces:

LPPY LP LP

AT 2 AL
L S pDv x [0,1]5, — ¥ 7P

A

which sends (v,7,s,t) to
(9.5)

)‘(U_QSIOFSO/Y(t))a
6

F‘ .8 FSO'Y‘ ,t o)
B <V(0) w5 Fy0q(0) T Fy 0 q(t) v g1 o Fy o (1) v 7(0)) | ifllv—droFaon(t)] <e

b Fso|, f\ s
B (7(0) o 10 Fyon(t) v Fyon(t) "W Fyony(1) W v<1>>

* otherwise.

Lemma 9.3. A is well-defined. Furthermore if both s,t € {0,1}, then A sends (v,7,s,t) to the
basepoint.
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(U7 rYa S’ t)

FIGURE 4. The operation A: the figure on the left shows a tuple (v,7, s,t) in the
domain of A, the one on the right shows the output.

Proof. For (9.5) to be well-defined, it must send (v,~, s,t) to the basepoint whenever |v| = 1 or
~(0) € 0P; 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 Fso~v(t) € M. If v(0) € W, then by (8.8.ve) the incidence condition can
not hold. If v(0) € M then since F|ys is the identity, the paths Fj 4 and F|[O,s] appearing in
(9.5) are constant. Then if ¢ = 0, the second entry of (9.5) is constant by the same argument as in
Lemma 3.11; similarly if ¢ = 1 the third entry of (9.5) is constant. O

We next analyse the restriction of A to each of the four sides of the square [0,1]%,. The
restriction of A to the subspace s = 0 is denoted by:

LPDPY LP LP
A|{s:0} = A|(v,v,0,t) : W X [07 1]t - EL? N ?

The other sides of the square are denoted in a similar manner. By Lemma 9.3, A|{s:0}, as well as

the restriction of A to the other sides of the square, descend to maps from % A St
Lemma 9.4. Al(;_oy = A”.
Proof. Since Fj is the identity on P, this follows by comparing (3.8) and (9.5). O

Lemma 9.5. There is a homotopy Alg—oy =~ Er unst, relative to the subspace {s € {0,1},¢ = 0}.
Similarly there is a homotopy Alg—1y =~ Ziunst, relative to the subspace {s € {0,1},t = 1}.
Proof. We first construct the homotopy Al—gy ~ Z;. We define a homotopy
Lpbr LP LP
H: 1| X —= RN 3 ey il
[O,]xaEPDU/\S 7 p
by

A (v —=¢10F; 07(0)), sy, Bsirr) i o= o Fson(0) <&

% otherwise.

(96)  Hy(v,s) = {

where

Qs = B (m) U F L 04(0) 257 Fry 09(0) TS F, 04(0) o 610 Fy 07(0) o 7(0)>

Bunr = B (7(0) Lo by 0 Fy0y(0) v Fy 0y(0) 025 7(0))
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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 Hy = Z, yns and Hy = A|{t:0}, so H is the required homotopy.

The other case is similar; explicitly, a homotopy
LPPv LP LP

1 _, yL&C
azpor MY Y AP

H' :[0,1], x
between A|g—1; and Zp unst is given by

A (v=¢10F;09(0)),&sr7,Bsrr) i o= 10 Fsor(0)] <e
* otherwise.

(07)  Hi(y.s) = {

where

Flio,s

Gorr = B (7(0) U1 B, 04(0) & 0 B 09(0) o 7(0)>

Bans =B (7(0) Lo d1 0 By 0y(0) oo Fyoy(0) 5T By 04(0) TS By 04(0) TS 7(0))
O
Lastly, we prove the following:
Lemma 9.6. Al,_1y = (j A j) o AM o F.

Proof. Note that Fy o y(t) € M. Hence, if 4(0) € W, by (8.8.vd), the incidence condition can not
hold. If v(0) € M then F1(v,7) = (v,7), and by our choice Eq. (9.1), the equality holds on the
nose. O

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 A. ]

9.2. Characterizing =Z; and =,. In this section we relate the Chas-Sullivan product and the
framed bordism invariant [T'] (defined in Section 8.1) with the operations =; and =, (defined in
Section 8.3).

Theorem 10. Let M < P be a codimension 0 submanifold with corners, such that the complement
W := P\M° is an h-cobordism. Assume that there exists a codimension 0 embedding e : P — RE.
We let:

e [P]:S— % be the composition:

PfTP EPfTP

op-TF T oLP-TP
where the first arrow is the fundamental class (as in Appendix A.6), and the last arrow is
gwen by inclusion of constant loops.

. Trdiag,ﬂdmg : Yest - % be the maps from Definition 8.15 applied to the h-
cobordism W, composed with the map induced by the inclusion W — P.

o i*P be the version of the product on P x P considered in (4.8).
_ —TP
Then =, : (fg)ﬁ A St

(9.8) S -

— E"O% A % is homotopic to the following composition:

(9.9)
Lp-TP | ~ LP7TF o1 TAA[PIATrgia, LP™TF Lp-Tr o L(P x P)
orp—TP O 7 Fppre NSAETS ocp—1P " orp-TP " PxP
~ L(Px P)~TFxP) Eooﬁ(PXP) iy EwE(PXP)_)ZooL_P/\E_P

T OL(Px P)yT@xP) N T TPy p PxP P P
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Stmilarly on the left, = : % ASt— EOOLTP A EL is homotopic to the following composition:

P
Lp~TP 1 =~ Lp-TF 0ol SWapP oo ol LPTT Ty n[PIn1d

EOOE(P x P)  L(Px P)~T(PxP)  gpxr EOOE(P x P) LP LP
PxP " 3L(P x P)TPxP) PxP P P

Definition 9.7. We write yu, ((- x [P]), [Tuiag]) for the composition (9.9) and p ([Tdiag], [P] x *)
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 [P]
and then taking the Chas-Sullivan product with the classes Trgiqq and ﬂdiag mn wft, 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 RY is not neces-
sary, but is sufficient to prove Theorem /.

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:aPX[O,l]HW

be a collar neighbourhood of 0P, sending P x {1} to dP. We write Cp also for its image, and Ci%'
for the smaller collar neighbourhood Cp (0P x [4,1]).

Similarly, let Cas : dM x [0,1] — W, a collar neighbourhood of dM, sending 0M x {0} to M.
We write Cjs also for its image; we assume this is disjoint from Cp.

FIGURE 5. Collars.

Lemma 9.10. We can choose trace data (Q,F) e TDY(M <% P), as well as collars Cp and Cyy
as above, so that the following conditions hold:

(i). If x € Cp, there is a (necessarily unique) s* = s*(x) € [0,1] such that Fig 4+1(x) S Cp is a

straight line in the collar direction, and F|+ 11(z) € P\Cp.

(i1). Whenever z € Cpr, the path F(x) lies in Car and is a straight line in the collar direction.
(i1i). For all x € Cpr, the path F(x) has length < %.

(iv). For all x € Cp, F|[o,s+1(x) has length < %

(v). V=0 on P\(M uCy uCh)

(vi). d(P\Cp,C%) > ¢

Proof. We first choose e and p** any embeddings as in Definition 3.4, and then ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small. Next, choose disjoint collar neighbourhoods of the boundaries Cy; and Cp, which are small
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enough that the straight lines in each collar neighbourhood all have length < (/4; this ensures (iv)
and (iii) hold.

Choose a vector field V' on P which points into M along 0M and into P on 0P, and which
satisfies (v), and scale V' down to be sufficiently small.

Specifying a smooth strong deformation retraction F : Px[0,1] — P is the same as a smoothly-
varying family of paths {F;(x)}se[0,1) for © € P. We first choose any smooth strong deformation
retraction F, then modify F by preconcatenating (and reparametrising appropriately) the paths
{F¢ () }1e[0,1] With a straight line in the collar direction for all x € Cp and postcomposing similarly
for all x € Cp; this ensures that (i) and (ii) hold.

We now choose € > 0 sufficiently small that (vi) holds. O

Given F satisfying the conditions in Lemma 9.10, let T = T'(F') be the framed manifold defined
as in Section 8.1 and f : T — LP the natural map sending (x,t) to the loop F'|jg 4 from 2 to itself.

Let [T] € QI"(LP/P) be the associated framed bordism class.

Lemma 9.11. We can choose (Q, F) € TDL(M 4, P) such that the conditions in Lemma 9.10
hold, and additionally T has no boundary.

Proof. Consider the vector field V' on W, where V'(p) = “|,_oF(p). Zeroes of this vector field
in W\OM biject with points in 0T'. Since the relative Euler characteristic x(W, dM) vanishes, we
can choose F so that this vector field has no zeros; furthermore this is compatible with the proof
of Lemma 9.10. O

We assume we have chosen (Q, F') so that the conclusion of Lemma 9.11 also holds. We consider
the following composition, which is the composition (9.9) on (3L)*" spaces (see Appendix A.5):

LP  1co  swLql 1APLunsiA(Traiag)unce £P - LP - p
(9.11) aLP/\ES’/\ES’ 8£PA0£PAE+£(PXP)

PXxP
Kr unst 3L 3L LP LP
where [P]ynst and (T'Tgiag)unst are maps of spaces representing the maps of spectra [P] and T7rgjaq
respectively, as in Appendix A.5.
To prove Theorem 10, it suffices to show that (9.11) is homotopic to the map sending (v, u, v, t)
(so vy e LPu,ve[-1,1]F and t € ST) to

(912) (ua’UaEr,unst(’%t))

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 =,.

Lemma 9.13. Let (v,s) € &5 A S'. If 4(0) lies in M, Cay or C, then Epunst(7y, ) is given by
the basepoint.

In particular, if Erunst(7y,s) isnt the basepoint, then by (9.10.v) and (9.10.7), V wvanishes at
Fs 07(0).

Proof. If v(0) € M, the final term in (8.10) is constant.

If 4(0) € Cas, then by (9.10.ii) and (9.10.iii), the final term of (8.10) is again constant.

Now suppose 7(0) € C&#'. If s < s*((0)), then by (9.10.iv), the final term of (8.10) is constant.
If instead s = sT(7(0)), by (9.10.vi), the incidence condition for (8.10) can’t hold. O
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Lemma 9.14. For A > 0 large enough, for any (v, s) € aﬁﬁ—l; A SY i Bpunst (7, 8) is not equal to

the basepoint, then (v(0),s) € oy (Dv;).

Proof. Same as Lemma 9.17. O

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

Corollary 9.15. For (v,s) € aﬁﬁ—l; A S, we have that =, ynst(7, 8) is equal to

A(v(0) = Fs 07(0)),
B<7(0)“L7(0) T B, 07(0) o ) if (4(0), 5) € o (Dvy)

(0
B(y(O)vfwaSoy Flogr >

* otherwise.

(9.13)

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

9.2.3. Proof.

Proof of Theorem 10. Using Lemma 9.18, Lemma 3.7, Lemma 9.13 to remove instances of ¢ and
then plugging in the definitions, we see that (9.11) is homotopic to the map which sends (v, u, z, s)
(soye LP, u,x€[—1,1]F and s € [0,1]) to

(9.14)
A((0) — =),
AMu — z),
Az — Fy(2)), fueP,zeP, |z—Fy(z)| <e
% 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 Au, by a homotopy which replaces (u — x) with
(u— 7z) at time 7 € [0, 1], both in the second entry and in the incidence condition.

The the third entry can be replaced by A(y(0) — Fs o v(0)), by a homotopy which at time 7
replaces (z — Fs(x)) with z,(z,y) — Fs(2-(2,y)) where {z,(x,y)}, 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 —A\z via a similar argument to the second entry. The
resulting map then differs from (9.13) only by applying the linear transformation (_ IO dy IgL)
to the first two entries; this matrix has positive determinant so is homotopic to the identity in
O(2L). O
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9.3. T and Tr. In this section, we show that [T] € Qf" (57%) corresponds to Tr = Tr(W) €

it (%) 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 <> R%, which (by rescaling if necessary), we may assume
the image of e lies in (—1,1)”. Since this is a codimension 0 embedding, no extra data is required.

For T', we take

e The embedding

(9.15) T <5 P x[0,1) <<% (—1,1)F x (—1,1)
e ¢, : v; = R is the isomorphism of vector bundles sending (v,t) in the fibre of v; over
(z,$) to
(916) U)(U, t) = /L(’U - dF(z,s)(vvt))a

where p > 0 is large.
e 0, : Dy; —> P x [0,1] to send (v,t), lying in the fibre of Dv; over (z,s) € T, to (z,s) + x -
(v,t), where x > 0 is small.
Lemma 9.16. For x > 0 sufficiently small, oy is an embedding, with image lying outside of
(CM uCp) X [0, 1].
For x > 0 fized and p > 0 sufficiently large, 1, satisfies (A.14).
Proof. The first statement follows from the inverse function theorem and the fact that i(T) lies
outside (Cas U Cp) % [0, 1]. The second statement is clear. O

For the rest of the section, we fix x, x> 0 as in Lemma 9.16. We assume the maps [P]ynst and
[T]unst appearing in (9.11) are taken with respect to these choices of data.

Lemma 9.17. For A > 0 large enough, if Tr(vy,s) is not the basepoint, then (v, s) € oy (Dv;).

Proof. Let S = {(x,s) € P x [0,1] | [|x — Fs(z)|| < eP\oy(Dvy). Since S is compact, for A > 0 large
enough, whenever (7(0), s) doesn’t lie in S, the first term of (8.8) has large norm. O

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

Az — Fy(z))
0,s if (x, Dy;
(9.17) Trunst(x,s) = B (:Z? F\‘,\[A;;] Fy(z) R x) if (x,s) € O'X( v;)
* otherwise.

Using the chosen Pontrjagin-Thom data for T' (and assuming that A = p/x, which we can do by
increasing A or p as necessary) and opening up the definition of v, we have that

M(x — —dF, r—=Y,5— t
((z—y) F(‘yt)( Yy ) if (z,s) € oy (Dv;)
(0.18) [T Junse () = y =y
. otherwise.

Here (y,t) € T is the fibre in which 03! (x, 5) lives, assuming the incidence condition holds.
Lemma 9.18. Tr and [T'] 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 A sufficiently large), and in the second entry

we can take a homotopy of the form {z;(z,y) Floy Fs(z:(x,y)) s zr(z,y)}r, where {z,(z,y)},

follows the straight line between = and y, and also applying Lemma 3.7. O



44 LEA KENIGSBERG AND NOAH PORCELLI

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

N1z

(10.1) LN LZ

M—sp

where the vertical arrows, ¢/ and %, are the inclusions of the zero sections, and in particular are
simple homotopy equivalences.

Let vny and vz be the normal bundles of the embeddings N, Z < R respectively, so M =
Tot(Dvy) and P = Tot(Dvyz).

Lemma 10.1. For L sufficiently large, the complement W := P\M?® is an h-cobordism.

Proof. We first argue that the inclusions 0M, 0P — W induce isomorphisms on 7.

(102) 0P ~ TOt(Syz) UTot( ) TOt(Dyzbz)

Svzloz

Since the fibres of the sphere bundle Svy; are high-dimensional spheres, by the long exact se-
quence of a fibration we see that the projections Tot(Svz) — Z and Tot(Svz|sz) — 0Z induce
isomorphisms on 7. Therefore by Seifert-van Kampen, we find that

(10.3) T (0P) = m1(Z) %y 07 M 0Z =~ mZ

It follows that the inclusion 0P — P induces an isomorphism on 7. Exactly the same argument
shows that the inclusion 0M — 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 dM, 0P — W induce isomorphisms on ;.

Now by excision and using the above isomorphisms on m;, the relative homology group with
universal local coefficients Hy (W, 0M;Z[m1]) = Hy«(P, M;Z[m1]) = 0 vanishes. Using Alexander
duality, we see also that H, (W, 0P;Z[m1]) also vanishes. It follows that W is an h-cobordism. O

The inclusion j : M — P now satisfies the conditions of Section 9. Choose a strong deformation
retraction F: W x [0,1] — W and extend it by the identity to F : P x [0,1] — P; let F'; be as in
(9.2).

We next define a map

—TN -TZ
(10.4) fi: il — N — =4 7>
OLN-TN oLZ-Tz

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

LN-TN _fh o £z7TZ

OLN-TN o0LZ-TZ
(10.5) JQN laz
LM—TM LP—TP

OLM-TM S5 OLP-TP

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

LN-TN 2, pN~I*T2 L, pgm12

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:

(£5)

Hyin(LN) =225 g, 0 (£2)

lThom lThom

Ho(CN-TNYy Y% g o 7-77)

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*Dvz; — Dvy 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 Fib™ for a vector bundle
7w : E — B; in general it should be unambiguous what the endpoints are.

Let 7,:Y, 17 be as in Eq. (10.1). Let A’ be a homotopy from hj, = joi¥ to b} =1%o f: N — P,
and let h = F} o b/, a homotopy between ¢V, Fy ot? o f : N — M.

Let 2 € N, and choose a vector v € (f*Dvz), = (Dvz)s(z). Let u = Fi(v) € P = Dvy. u does
not necessarily live in the fibre over z; it instead lives in the fibre over 7V o Fy(v). We parallel
transport along a natural path between these two points.

Consider the path in N:

wNoFoh!(x)

N pTe
™" oFyokib 7TNOF1OLZOf($) o WNOFlojOLN(x):‘T

(10.6) 5% 7N o Fy(v)
where the first path in the concatenation is 7V o Fi composed with a fibre line path of the disc
bundle M — N. We define Ati(v) to be the image of Fj(v) under the parallel transport map along
the path §”*; this lives in the fibre over x by construction, and assuming we parallel transport
along a metric-compatible connection, if [v| = 1 then | Ati(v)| = 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:

LNT*Dvz A, pNDex

3 g

EZDI/Z a? LZ F LM
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We define a homotopy {Hj}efo,1] : LNI*Dvz _, 5@—]\1\4/[ as follows. Choose (vy,v) € LNI*Dvz and
te[0,1].
We first define u;"” € P to be the image of v along the parallel transport map along the path
in Z:
7wZoh! |1 110
fon(0) ™ ST 12 o b o (0)
Note uy"” = v. We also define a path 6,7 in N:

N 4w TNOF oW ov(0) N -4

aNoF (v) " i aNoF 0170 foy(0) el ner(©) aNoFyoh}oy(0) " BEPT aNom (tuy™)
where ¢ - u; denotes u; rescaled by t. Let w;"” € M be the image of Fi(v) under the parallel
transport along the path ¢;7; note that w]"" = F(v) since 6;"7 consists of a path concatenated
with its inverse. By inspection of (10.6) we see that 557 = §%7(9); from this we also see that
’LUS”Y = Ati,y(o) (v)

We define Hy(v, ) to be the following loop:
hi 0 7(0) W3 hy 09(0) wor Fi(t- ) o w]”
where the last two paths are the reverses of the first two paths.

Then since w]"" = Fy(v) and hy = Fy 017 o f, we see that Hy(v,7) = (v, F1 oaZ o fory).

Similarly, since 55" = 6%, 0-ug’” = 7Zu"” and hg = .V, we see that Hy = o'V o Ati.

N z
Fib™ FyoFib™
wf”y A Fl (t . u’g”y) EROV e

O
Proof of Theorem 4. Now consider the following diagram.
LN-TN 1 av LN . LN
aNTN NS D
oy Aldg1 N AN
\ f/\f
LM-T™M 1 aM LM . LM
finldg searTr A S U5 A G
(10.7) T
-TZ AZ ) o
F1 /\Idsl N
aZAIdsl
L£p-TF 1 AP LP . LP
22pTF NS EPES A S
where oV, aZ 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 [T] € Q{"(LP, P) be the framed bordism fized-point invariant associated
to the inclusion j : M < P, as in Section 9. We also write [T] : £*S* — EwL—ZZ for the
corresponding stable homotopy class under the Pontrjagin-Thom isomorphism.

As in Section 9.2, we let [Taiag] and [T diag] be given by [T composed with the two antidiagonal
maps.

A proof similar to Lemma 5 shows that the class [T] € QI"(£Z, Z) only depends on the
homotopy equivalence f: N — 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) AP —(j ng)oAMoFy =~ pp((- x [P]), [Taiag]) — tu([Taiag, [P] % )
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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:

r7-T7 A gl ot (-x[2],[Taiag]) 2001172 A LZ

oLz-TZz Z
(109) laz/\ldsl 71_Z/\ﬂ_ZT

Lp~Tr g1 wf* P (-x[P],[Taiag)) SOLP  LP

oLP-TF N DA

where the horizontal maps are defined as in Theorem 10. _
A similar diagram commutes with the top and bottom horizontal arrows replaced by pf*? ([T diag ), [Z] %
) and P ([Taiag), [Z] x ) respectively.

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

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

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

L(MXM))

Proposition 10.5. Let M be a closed oriented manifold. Let T € 5" (=57

Then the following diagram commutes up to a factor of (—1)™P:

r(x[M],T
Hyi1on (LM-TM A S1) (b (ML)

J{Thom /\Idsl

(1010) gp+1 (EM+ N Sl)
-X[O,I]T
OS5 (-x[M],hyeT ~
Hy(LM) il Hys1-n (57 A 51)

Similarly, the following diagram commutes up to a factor of (—1)P:

Hyor o (EMTV g1y ORI sy ey
lThom Ald
(10.11) Hyor (LM, A SY) ‘
~><[0,1]T
H,(£M) 1S (e [M] ) Flyor o (EM A LML)

Proof. Consider the following diagram:
(10.12)

Hyo1on(CM~TM A SY) — =4 Hoo (LM AS A sty 208y ((LM—TM)“2 A LM-TM A 51)

JThom lThom lThom

Hp+1(£M+ A\ Sl) —> Hp+1 L‘,M+ AS A EOOSl p+1+n (EwEM/\2 EDOSI)

.x[(],l]T x[0 1]T V 'X[O’lﬂ
— x[M]

H,(LM) = Hyon (LM x LM)
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All of (10.12) commutes except the top right trapezium, which commutes up to a factor of (—1)P",
coming from commuting « € H,(LM) past the Thom class of the second copy of —T'M. Also
consider:

(10.13)

A2 A T _ A2 TMXM
Hyio ((ﬁM—TM) R Sl)ld LING AN ((,CM ™M) LS\Z/\[/IXXAZ/\[/I)) p Hyprn (ZOC L(J\z/y;ﬂzf))

JThmn | ehonn |-

cs
Hp+1_n(zooLM$2 A Eoosl) Tdnldrg Hyii-p (EooﬁMfr\Q A £(M><M)> H AT M Hyi1n (LS\J/\[4><M)>

M x M x M
-x[o,l]T :T :T
XhygT ~ a2 L(MxM) BSOM L(Mx M)
iy (EM x £M) —"T oy [l (L0137 4 20250 iy (55552

(10.13) commutes; for the top right square this uses Corollary 7.5 applied to M x M (which is
even-dimensional).
Then the concatenation of (10.12) and (10.13), followed by the natural collapse map

-~ (L(M x M) . LM\
(10.14) H%Tmmr)”ﬂ«mﬁ
has outer square given by (10.10), so (10.10) commutes up to a factor of (—1)"?.

Consider the following diagram, analagous to (10.12):
(10.15)

Hyiron (EM-TM) =5 Hoy (S A LM-TM 5 S peion ((£M7T) 2 2 1)

lThom JThom l’[‘hom

MIAIdAT
ENAREN

Hyi1 (LMo A SY) —=— Hypq (S A LMy A EPSY) Hpi14n (SPLMP2 A £*SY)
~><[0,1]T ~><[0,1]T [M]x-x[0,1] ~><[O,1]T
H,(LM) = H,(LM) Sl Hyon (LM x LM)

All of (10.15) commutes except the top right trapezium, which commutes up to a factor of (—1)",

coming from commuting [M] € H,(LM) past the Thom class of the second copy of —T'M. Also
consider:
(10.16)

Hyoro ((CMTM)2 0 80) S990 gy (59780 (LM-TM)2) 20 g (50 £GE0  (£g-T0) )

J{Thom J{Thom lThom

Hyiin (SPLME A S28Y) —20 s [, 0 (581 A £MR?) —M s 1, 0 (SGEE0 A £02?)

X [0,1]T y’ =T

Hyyn (LM x LM) PaT Hyirim (ﬁgy;;ﬁ A cMﬁ)

All of (10.16) commutes except the bottom left triangle, which commutes up to a sign of (—1)P*".
Then the diagram obtained by concatenating (10.15) (10.16), composing with maps g1/ ** and
uS s 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 (—1)?. O
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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 € H,(LN):

(10.17) (“1)"ACH o f,(x) — (~1)"(f X f)s 0 A%H (z)
= (=1)"" (@ x [M], ha[Tuiagl) — (=1)"1® (hs[Taiag, [M] x )
Multiplying through by (—1)"™ then gives the result. O

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 ¥ on the left when considering the structure maps of spectrum,
whereas loc. cit. applies - A S* 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 { X, }nso for n sufficiently
large, along with structure maps o, : XX, — X, 41-

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

A homotopy between two maps X — Y consists of homotopies between the corresponding maps
X, =Y, 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 € Z, the functor ¥ from spectra to itself sends a spectrum X = {Xp, 05} nso to
{Xn+k, afﬁrk}n»o, 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 — Y and n € Z, there is a map of spectran- f : X — Y well-defined up to homotopy.
Similarly if ¢ > 1, then the set of homotopy classes of maps of based spaces f : ¥ X — Y is
naturally an abelian group, and there is a map of spaces n - f : ¥ — 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 it" space 'S0 =~ [-1,1]*/0[—1, 1]".

In this paper, we always work in the homotopy category of spectra. For n < n’, we sometimes
write affn, as shorthand for Uff,_l 0...0 E”/*"Uff : E”/*"Xn — X,r. 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 — Y be maps betweem two suspension spectra, and n > 0 large enough
that f, and g, are defined. Then f and g are homotopic if and only if f, and g, are homotopic
as maps of spaces.

Lemma A.6. Let X and Y be suspension spectra, and n > 0 large enough that X,, and Y, are
defined. Then for any map g : X, — Y, there is a (unique up to homotopy) map of spectra
f:+ X =Y whose associated map f, : X, = Yy is g.
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Proof. Since all 0% and oY are homotopy equivalences, we may choose maps f; : X; — Y; such
that the following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

Zi—nX” Eling Ei—nYn

| |
X; fi Y,
These are compatible with the structure maps up to homotopy, by construction. O

Definition A.7. Let X be a spectrum and S a space. The spectrum X A S has it space (X A S); :=
X A S and structure maps o XS = U;X Aldg.

A.2. Homology.

Definition A.8. Let X be a suspension spectrum. We define its homology to be
(A1) Hy(X) i= Hyyi(X)
for some i » 0. We identify these groups for different choices of i as follows: for i <i', we use

the isomorphism

g
[-11]"
————

. ~ g 7 O'X
s Hyrw (570 x,) )

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

and i’ < i" gives (A.2) for i <i”.

A.3. Thom spectra. Let £ — B be a vector bundle of rank r. We assume that either B is a
finite CW complex or that F = f*E’ where £/ — B’ is a vector bundle over a finite CW complex
and f: B — B’

If F is equipped with a metric, we write DE for its unit disc bundle, SE for its unit sphere
bundle and BP¥ for the Thom space DE/SE. This is canonically homeomorphic to the quotient
space E/(E\DE"®); we use these two models for the Thom space interchangeably.

Definition A.9. The Thom spectrum B~F of —E is the suspension spectrum defined as follows.
Choose an embedding e : E < R of vector bundles, for some L » 0. If B is not finite CW,
we assume this embedding is obtained by choosing an embedding E' — RY and pulling back.
Let v, be the orthogonal complement of E in RE. Then for i > L the it" space of B~F is
defined to be

) Tot(DR™ @) - B)

-BEy. ._ pP®R"Fov.) _
(A.3) (B™")i:=B Tot SR ® o) = B)

The structure maps

(A4) EBD(RFL®Ve) N BD(R1+i7L®Ve)

send the [—1,1]-coordinate from X to the first coordinate in R** =L : more precisely, (t, (u,v,b))
is sent to ((t,u),v,b), where t € [-1,1],be B, ue R=L and v e (Dv,)s.

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 7z € H"(BF).

Definition A.10. The Thom isomorphism is the isomorphism

(A.5) Thom : Hy_,.(B~F) - H.(B)
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given by

~ DR L@,
(AG) TRi—L®V€ N —: H*7T+’L' (B ( ®v ))

where Tri-Lgy,, 5 a Thom class for the vector bundle R~ @ v,, which we orient so that the
canonical isomorphiam

(A7) RLprv.@ E =R Rl =R
1S 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
II1.4].

Definition A.11. Let X, Y be suspension spectra. Choose sequences of monnegative integers
@ = (u;); and U = (v;); (which we only require to be defined for sufficiently large i » 0) such that

o i and U are both monotonically increasing and unbounded.
o u; +v; =1 for all i.

We define the smash product X A'Y as follows. The i'" space is

(A.8) (XAY)i=Xy,, AY,,
and the structure maps are as follows.

Ifuivy = u; + 1 (50 viy1 = v;), XY is the composition

X
(A.9) S(XAY)i =X, AYy TG X A Y = (X AY)i
Ifvisr = v, + 1 (s0 ujy1 = u;), oY is the composition
swap (—-1)“i-Idrno¥

(A10) (X AY) = DXu, A Yy, 2%, X, A T, Xupr AV = (X A V)i

Remark A.12. The definition of smash product above depends on the choice of sequences i and
U; however the resulting spectra for different choices are canonically identified up to homotopy
equivalence, see [1, Theorem II1.4.2].

Remark A.13. Let X,Y,Z be suspension spectra. Let f : X; A Y; — Z;j; be a map of spaces.
We may choose sequences i,V as in Definition A.11 with ui+; =i and viy; = j and apply Lemma
A.0 to obtain a well-defined map of spectra X A'Y — Z.

Lemma A.14. Let X be a spectrum. Then there is a homotopy equivalence of spectra
(A.11) f:XAS—>X

Proof. Let (u;)i, (v;); be sequences as in Definition A.11. We define f on i*" spaces to be the
composition

(71)“1'1’1' -UX

(A.12) (X AS) =X, AXvis0 T, swix A 80 > nviX,, X;

This is a map of spectra. g
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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 1 : R @ TX — R*. The equivalence relation is generated by
the following relations:
e ) : REF®TX — R are equivalent if they are homotopic (through isomorphisms of
vector bundles).
o 1 is equivalent to Idr @ : R F@TX — R,

Let A € B be a CW subcomplex of a CW complex, and X* a compact manifold, possibly with
boundary, equipped with a stable framing. Let f: X — B be a map sending 0X to A.

Definition A.16. Pontrjagin-Thom data of rank L for the data above consists of a tuple (i,0,):
(1) i: X — (=1,1)F is an embedding. Write v; for the normal bundle of this embedding.
(2) o: Dv; — [—1,1]F is a tubular neighbourhood of the embedding i.
(3) ¥ :v; — RETF is an isomorphism of vector bundles such that the following composition is
a representative for the stable framing on X :

. -

(A.13) REF@TX 2O ), oTX = RE
and such that

(A.14) [¥(v)] = |v]

for all v e v;.

Given Pontrjagin-Thom data as above, we construct a map of spectra LS — E“% as follows.
This map is defined on (L — k)*" spaces to be the composition, which we call [X ]yt

2L g0 Collapse XPw W, Lk X 2Ry EL—kE
0X Dvi X A
Here the first map Collapse sends p € [—1, 1]% to o~ 1(p) if p € Im(p) and to the basepoint otherwise,
and the second map v sends (v, x) (where z € X and v € (Dv;)s) to (¢(v), ).
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.

(A.15)

Definition A.17. Let M be a compact manifold, possibly with boundary of corners. Its stable
homotopy fundamental class is the map [M]:S — % constructed as follows.

Leti: M — (=1,1)% be an embedding, and o A map of spaces [M]uns: is defined to be the
map $LS0 — % sending © € [—1,1]F to o= (2) if v € Im(o), and = otherwise. The map of
spectra [M] is then induced by Lemma A.6.

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