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1 Introduction

1.1 The Johnson-Morita filtration of the mapping class group

LetMg be a closed oriented 2-manifold of genusg andΓ̃g be its mapping class group, that is, the
group of isotopy classes of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms ofMg. Also, letπ = π1(Mg),

and denote byπ(k) thekth term in the lower central series ofπ, i.e.π(1) = π and
π(k+1) = [π, π(k)]. ThenΓ̃g acts on the quotient groupsπ/π(k), and that action yields a
representationρk : Γ̃g → Γkg , whereΓkg < Aut (π/π(k)). With these conventions,ρ1 is the trivial
representation andρ2 is the symplectic representation. The kernels of these representations make
what has been called the ‘Johnson filtration’ ofΓ̃g, because they were studied by Johnson in
[21, 20]. Subsequently they were developed by Morita in a series of papers [30, 31, 32, 33]. In
particular, Morita studied the extensions of Johnson’s homomorphisms tõΓ, and so we refer to
our representations as theJohnson-Moritafiltration of Γ̃.

Our work in this article is motivated by the case whenMg is a Heegaard surface in a 3-manifold
W and elements of̃Γg are ‘gluing maps’ for the Heegaard splitting. One may then studyW by
investigating the image under the mapsρk of the set of all possible gluing maps that yieldW .
Among the many papers which relate to this approach to 3-manifold topology are those of Birman
[2], Birman and Craggs [3], Brendle and Farb [5], Broaddus, Farb and Putman [6], Cochran,
Gerges and Orr [10], Garoufalidis and Levine [14], Johnson [17, 18, 19, 20], Montesinos and
Safont [27], Morita [29], Pitsch [37], [38], and Reidemeister [40]. The papers just referenced
relate to the casesk =1-4 in the infinite sequence of actions ofΓ̃g on the quotient groups of the
lower central series, but the possibility is there to study deeper invariants ofW , obtainable in
principle from deeper quotients of the lower central series. The foundations for such deeper
studies have been laid in the work of Morita[30, 31], who introduced the idea of studying higher
representations via crossed homomorphisms. It was proved by Day [11] that the crossed product
structure discovered by Morita in the casesk = 3 and4 can be generalized to allk, enabling one
in principle to separate out, at each level, the new contributions.

The invariants of 3-manifolds that can be obtained in this way are known to be closely related to
finite type invariants of 3-manifolds [9, 14], although as yet this approach to finite type invariants
opens up many more questions than answers. For example, it isknown that the Rochlin and
Casson invariants of 3-manifolds appear in this setting at levels 3 and 4, respectively. It is also
known that in general there are finitely many linearly independent finite-type invariants of
3-manifolds at each fixed order (or, in our setting, fixed level) k, yet at this moment no more than
one topological invariant has been encountered at any level.
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The simplest non-trivial example of the program mentioned above is the casek = 2. HereΓ̃g acts
onH1(Mg) = π/[π, π]. The information aboutW that is encoded inρ2(φ), whereφ ∈ Diff+(Mg)
is the Heegaard gluing map for a Heegaard splitting ofW of minimum genus, together with the
images underρ2 of the Heegaard gluing maps of all ‘stabilizations’ of the given splitting, is what
we have in mind when we refer to a ‘symplectic Heegaard splitting’.

The purpose of this article is to review the literature on symplectic Heegaard splittings of
3-manifolds and the closely related literature on linked abelian groups, with the goal of describing
what we know, as completely and explicitly and efficiently aspossible, in a form in which we
hope will be useful for future work. At the same time, we will add a few new things that we
learned in the process. That is the broad outline of what the reader can expect to find in the pages
that follow.

This article dates back to 1989. At that time, the first two authors had discussed the first author’s
invariant of Heegaard splittings, in [2], and had succeededin proving three new facts : first, that
the invariant in [2] could be improved in a small way; second,that the improved invariant was
essentially the only invariant of Heegaard splittings thatcould be obtained from a symplectic
Heegaard splitting; and third, that the index of stabilization of a symplectic Heegaard splitting is
one. That work was set aside, in partially completed form, togather dust in a filing cabinet. An
early version of this paper had, however, been shared with the authors of [27] (and was referenced
and acknowledged in [27]). Alas, it took us 18 years to prepare our work for publication! Our
work was resurrected, tentatively, at roughly the time of the conference onGroups of
Diffeomorphismsthat was held in Tokyo September 11-15, 2006. As it turned out, the subject still
seemed to be relevant, and since a conference proceedings was planned, we decided to update it
and complete it, in the hope that it might still be useful to current workers in the area. When that
decision was under discussion, the manuscript was shared with the third author, who contributed
many excellent suggestions, and also answered a question posed by the first author (see§8). Soon
after that, he became a coauthor.

1.2 Heegaard splittings of 3-manifolds

LetW be a closed, orientable 3-dimensional manifold. AHeegaard surfacein W is a closed,
orientable surfaceM of genusg > 0 embedded inW which dividesW into homeomorphic
handlebodiesN ∪ N̄ , whereN ∩ N̄ = ∂N = ∂N̄ =M . For example, ifW is the 3-sphere

S3 =
{

(x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R4 | x21 + x22 + x23 + x24 = 1
}

,

then the torus

M =

{

(x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ S3 | x21 + x22 = x23 + x24 =
1

2

}

is a Heegaard surface.
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Proposition 1.1. Every closed orientable 3-manifoldW admits Heegaard splittings.

See [41], for example, for a proof. One will also find there related notions of Heegaard splittings
of non-orientable 3-manifolds, of open 3-manifolds such asknot complements, and of
3-manifolds with boundary, and also an excellent introduction to the topic and its many open
problems from the viewpoint of geometric topology.

Since any Heegaard splitting clearly gives rise to others under homeomorphisms ofW , an
equivalence relation is in order.

Definition 1.2. Assume thatW is an oriented 3-manifold, and writeW = N ∪ N̄ = N ′ ∪ N̄ ′.
These two Heegaard splittings will be said to beequivalentif there is a homeomorphism
F : W → W which restricts to homeomorphismsf : N → N ′ andf̄ : N̄ → N̄ ′. Observe that our
particular way of defining equivalent Heegaard splittings involve a choice of the initial
handlebodyN and a choice of an orientation onW . Thegenusof the splittingW = N ∪ N̄ is the
genus ofN . ||

There are 3-manifolds and even prime 3-manifolds which admit more than one equivalence class
of splittings (for example, see [12, 4]), there are also 3-manifolds which admit unique equivalence
classes of splittings of minimal genus (e.g. lens spaces and the 3-torusS1 × S1 × S1), and there
are also 3-manifolds which admit unique equivalence classes of Heegaard splittings of every
genus. A very fundamental example was studied by Waldhausenin [46], who proved:

Theorem 1.3([46]). Any two Heegaard splittings of the same, but arbitrary, genus of the
3-sphereS3 are equivalent.

After that important result became known, other manifolds were investigated. At the present
writing, it seems correct to say that ‘most’ 3-manifolds admit exactly one equivalence class of
minimal genus Heegaard splittings. On the other hand, many examples are known of manifolds
that admit more than one equivalence class of splittings. See, for example, [28], where all the
minimal genus Heegaard splittings of certain Seifert fiber spaces are determined.

If a three-manifold admits a Heegaard splitting of genusg, then it also admits of one genusg′ for
everyg′ > g. To see why this is the case, letNg ∪ N̄g be a Heegaard splitting ofW of genusg,
and letT1 ∪ T̄1 be a Heegaard splitting of the 3-sphereS3 of genus 1. Remove a 3-ball fromW
and a 3-ball fromS3, choosing these 3-balls so that they meet the respective Heegaard surfaces in
discs. Using these 3-balls to form the connected sumW#S3, we obtain a new Heegaard splitting
(Ng#T1) ∪ (N̄g#T̄1) of W ∼= W#S3 of genusg + 1. This process is calledstabilizinga
Heegaard splitting. Note that Theorem 1.3 implies that the equivalence class of the new genus
g + 1 splitting is independent of the choice ofT1 and ofT̄1, as subsets ofS3, since all splittings of
S3 of genus 1, indeed of any genus, are equivalent. Iterating the procedure, we obtain splittings
(Ng#T1# · · ·#T1) ∪ (N̄g#T̄1# · · ·#T̄1) of W of each genusg + k, k > 0.
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Heegaard splittings of genusg andg′ of a 3-manifoldW are said to bestably equivalentif they
have equivalent stabilizations of some genusg + k = g′ + k′. In this regard, we have a classical
result, proved in 1933 by Reidemeister [39] and (simultaneously and independently) by James
Singer [44]:

Theorem 1.4([39], [44]). Any two Heegaard splittings of any closed, orientable 3-manifold W
are stably equivalent.

Remark 1.5. We distinguish two types of candidates for inequivalent minimum genus Heegaard
splittings of a 3-manifold. The first (we call itordinary) is always present: two splittings which
differ in the choice of ordering of the two handlebodies, i.e. N ∪ N̄ in one case and̄N ∪N in the
other. Two ordinary Heegaard splittings may or may not be equivalent. The second areall
examples which are not ordinary, e.g. the ‘horizontal’ and ‘vertical’ Heegaard splittingsof certain
Seifert fibered spaces [28]. In view of the fact that Theorem 1.4 was proved in 1933, it seems
remarkable that the following situation exists, as we writein 2008:

• The only examples of inequivalent minimal genus Heegaard splittings of genusg of the
same 3-manifold which can be proved to require more than one stabilization before they
become equivalent are ordinary examples;

• The discovery of the first ordinary examples which can be proved to require more than one
stabilization was made in 2008 [15].

• While non-ordinary examples have been known for some time, at this writing there is no
known pair which do not not become equivalent after a single stabilization. For example,
the inequivalent minimal genus Heegaard splittings of Seifert fiber spaces which were
studied in [28] were proved in [42] to become equivalent after a single stabilization.

Note that ordinary examples can be ruled out by a small changein the definition of equivalence,
although we have chosen not to do so, because the situation asregards ordinary examples is still
far from being understood.||

Keeping Remark 1.5 in mind, we have several classical problems about Heegaard splittings:

• How many stabilizations are needed before two inequivalentHeegaard splittings of a
3-manifold become equivalent, as they must because of Theorem 1.4? Is there a uniform
bound, which is independent of the choice ofW and of the Heegaard surface∂N = ∂N̄ in
W?

• Can we usestabilizedHeegaard splittings to find topological invariants of 3-manifolds?
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An example of a 3-manifold invariant which was discovered with the help of Heegaard splittings
is Casson’s invariant [1].

A Heegaard splitting of a 3-manifoldW is said to haveminimal genus(or simply to beminimal)
if there do not exist splittings ofW which have smaller genus. Our second problem involves
Heegaard splittings which are not stabilized. Since it can happen that a Heegaard splitting of a
3-manifoldW is non-minimal in genus, but is not the stabilization of a Heegaard splitting of
smaller genus (a complication which we wish to avoid), we assume from now on that wherever
we considerunstabilizedHeegaard splittings, we assume the genus to be minimal over all
Heegaard splittings of the particular manifold. This brings us to another problem:

• Can we find invariants ofunstableHeegaard splittings, and so reach a better understanding
of the classification of Heegaard splittings?

Surprisingly, such invariants are very hard to come by, and little is known.

1.3 Symplectic Heegaard splittings

We begin by setting up notation that will be used throughout this paper. We will use a standard
model for a symplectic space and for the symplectic groupSp(2g,Z). LetNg be a handlebody.
ThenH1(∂Ng) is a free abelian group of rank2g. Thinking of it as a vector space, the free abelian
groupH1(Ng;Z) is a subspace. We choose as basis elements for the former the ordered array of
homology classes of the loopsa1, . . . , ag, b1, . . . , bg which are depicted in Figure 1. With our
choices, the images of theai under the inclusion map∂Ng → Ng are a basis forH1(Ng;Z). The

21a

b

a

b

a

b1 2 g

g

Figure 1: Curves representing a canonical basis forH1(∂Ng)

algebraic intersection pairing(·, ·) defines a symplectic form onH1(∂Ng;Z), making it into a
symplectic space. The matrix of intersection numbers for our canonical basis is

J =

(

0g Ig
−Ig 0g

)

, where0g andIg are theg × g zero and identity matrices.

Definition 1.6. Sp(2g,Z) is the group of all2g×2g matricesH =

(

R P
S Q

)

overZ which satisfy

Ĥ J H = J (1)
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whereĤ denotes the transpose ofH. HenceH ∈ Sp(2g,Z) if and only if itsg × g blocks
R,P,S,Q satisfy

R̂S, P̂Q,RP̂ andSQ̂ are symmetric, and̂RQ− ŜP = RQ̂ − PŜ = I. (2)

Note thatH ∈ Sp(2g,Z) if and only if Ĥ ∈ Sp(2g,Z). ‖
Lemma 1.7. The groupΓg (i.e. the image of the mapping class group underρ2) coincides with
Sp(2g,Z).

Proof. The fact that elements ofΓg satisfy the constraints in (2) comes from the fact that
topological mappings preserve algebraic intersection numbers. The fact thateverysymplectic
matrix is in the image ofρ2 can be proven by combining the classical fact thatSp(2g,Z) is
generated by symplectic transvections with the fact that every such symplectic transvection is the
image of a Dehn twist. This fact was used by Humphries, in his famous paper [16], to find a lower
bound on the number of Dehn twists needed to generate the mapping class group. He used the
known fact thatΓg cannot be generated by fewer than2g + 1 transvections.

Lemma 1.8. LetΛg be the subgroup of matrices inΓg which are induced by topological
mappings of∂Ng which extend to homeomorphisms ofNg (the so-called handlebody subgroup).
ThenΛg coincides with the subgroup of all elements inΓg with a g × g block of zeros in the upper
right corner.

Proof. By our choice of a basis forH1(∂Ng;Z), a topologically induced automorphism of
H1(∂Ng;Z) extends to an automorphism ofH1(Ng;Z) only if it preserves the kernel of the
inclusion-induced homomorphismH1(∂Ng) → H1(Ng), i.e. the subgroup generated by
b1, . . . , bg. Sufficiency is proved by finding generators for the groupΛg, given in [34], and
showing that each comes from a topological mapping on∂Ng which extends to a
homeomorphism ofNg. Explicit lifts are given in [2].

In § 1.2, we saw that every closed orientable 3-manifold admits Heegaard splittings. Let us now
choose coordinates to make this more explicit. LetN = Ng be a standard model for an oriented
handlebody of genusg, and letN̄ = φ(N) be a copy ofN , whereφ is a fixed
orientation-reversing homeomorphism. (Note that representative diffeomorphisms are always
required to be orientation-preserving.) Choosing any elementh̃ ∈ Diff+(∂Ng), we may then
construct a 3-manifoldW as the disjoint union ofNg andN̄g, glued together by the rule
φ ◦ h̃(x) = x, x ∈ ∂Ng. To stress the role of̃h we will write W = Ng ∪φ◦h̃ N̄g. With these

conventions, if we choosẽh to be the identity map, the manifoldW will be the connect sum ofg
copies ofS2 × S1. The mapping class group̃Γg now meansπ0Diff+(∂Ng).

Now let Λ̃ = Λ̃g denote the subgroup of̃Γg consisting of mapping classes which have a
representative which extends to a homeomorphism ofNg. Note that every map of∂Ng which is
isotopic to the identity extends, hence if one representative extends then so does every other
representative, sõΛg is well-defined.
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Proposition 1.9. Equivalence classes of genusg Heegaard splittings of 3-manifolds are in 1-1
correspondence with double cosets in the sequence of groupsΓ̃g mod Λ̃g.

Proof. Each Heegaard splitting of a 3-manifold determines a (non-unique)h̃ ∈ Γ̃g for someg,
and each̃h ∈ Γ̃g determines a 3-manifoldW = Ng ∪φ◦h̃ N̄g. SupposeNg ∪φ◦h̃ N̄g and

N ′
g ∪φ◦h̃′ N̄g

′ are equivalent splittings of a 3-manifoldW . Then there is an equivalenceF which
restricts to equivalencesf, f̄ onNg, N̄g and then tof0 = f |∂Ng

, f̄0 = f̄ |∂N̄g
. There is thus a

commutative diagram

∂Ng
h̃−−−→ ∂Ng

φ−−−→ ∂N̄g




y

f0





y
f̄0

∂Ng
h̃′−−−→ ∂Ng

φ−−−→ ∂N̄g

Thenh̃′f0 = φ−1f̄0φh̃, henceh̃′ ∈ Λ̃h̃Λ̃. Conversely, ifh̃′ ∈ Λ̃h̃Λ̃ thenh̃′f0 = φ−1f̄0φh̃ for some
f0, φ

−1f̄0φ ∈ Λ̃. Let f, φ−1f̄φ be an extension off0, φ−1f0φ toNg. DefineF |Ng
= f ,

F |N̄g
= f̄ .

For convenience, we will not distinguish between the diffeomorphismh̃ and the mapping class it
determines iñΓg.

Corollary 1.10. LetW = Ng ∪φ◦h̃ N̄g and letW ′ = Ng′ ∪φ◦h̃′ N̄g′. Let s̃ be any choice of gluing
map for a genus 1 splitting ofS3. ThenW is homeomorphic toW ′ if and only if there are integers
k, k′ with g + k = g′ + k′ so thath̃#ks̃ is in the same double coset ofΓ̃g+k mod Λ̃g+k as h̃′#k′ s̃.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 1.11. LetW be a closed, orientable 3-dimensional manifold which is defined by any
Heegaard splitting of genusg with Heegaard gluing map̃h. Then invariants of the stable double
coset of̃h in Γ̃g are topological invariants of the 3-manifoldW .

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 1.1, Proposition 1.9, and Corollary 1.10.

We pass to the action of̃Γg onπ1(∂Ng)/[π1(∂Ng), π1(∂Ng)], i.e. to the representation
ρ2 : Γ̃g → Γg. What information might we expect to detect about Heegaard splittings from the
imageρ2(h̃) of our gluing map̃h in Γg?

Definition 1.12. A stabilization of indexk ofH is the image ofH ∈ Γg under the embedding
Γg → Γg+k defined by borderingR,P,S,Q according to the rule

R 7→ 0k ⊕R, P 7→ Ik ⊕P, S 7→ −Ik ⊕ S, Q 7→ 0k ⊕Q.
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This is a particular way of taking the direct sum ofH ∈ Γg with the matrixJ ∈ Γ1, which is the
image underρ2 of a Heegaard gluing map that definesS2.

DefineH,H′ ∈ Γg to beequivalent(H ≃ H′) if H′ ∈ ΛgHΛ andstably equivalent(H ≃s H′) if
H andH′ have equivalent stabilizations for some indexk > 0. Equivalence classes are then
double cosets inΓg mod Λg and stable equivalence classes are double cosets inΓg+k modulo
Λg+k.

A stabilizedsymplectic Heegaard splitting is the union of all stabilizations of the double coset
ΛgHΛg. ‖

This brings us to the main topic of this article. Choose anyh̃ ∈ Γ̃g and use it to construct a
3-manifoldW as above. LetH be the symplectic matrix that is induced by the action of
h = ρ2(h̃).

Definition 1.13. A symplectic Heegaard splittingof the 3-manifoldW = Ng ∪φ◦h̃ N̄g is the
double cosetΛgHΛg ⊂ Sp(2g,Z), together with the double cosets of all stabilizations ofH. A
symplectic Heegaard splitting isminimal if it is not the stabilization of a symplectic Heegaard
splitting of lower genus which is in the same double coset.‖

1.4 Survey of the literature

The earliest investigation of Heegaard splittings were theproofs, by Singer [44] and Reidemeister
[39] that all Heegaard splittings of an arbitrary 3-manifold are stably equivalent. Shortly after the
publication of [39] Reidemeister asked about invariants of3-manifolds that can be determined
from a Heegaard splittings. His invariants are given in the paper [40]. He proves by an example
(the Lens spaces) that the invariants he discovered distinguish manifolds which have the same
fundamental groupπ1(W ), and so are independent of the rank and torsion coefficients of W .
Reidemeister’s invariants are determined from the action of a Heegaard gluing map onH1(W ;Z).
We will explain exactly what he proved at the end of§6.4.

Essentially simultaneously and independently of Reidemeister’s work, Seifert [43] introduced the
concept of a linking form on a 3-manifold whose homology group has a torsion subgroupT , and
studied the special case whenT has no 2-torsion, obtaining a complete set of invariants forlinked
abelian groups in this special case. His very new idea was that linking numbers could be defined
not just in homology spheres, but also in 3-manifolds whoseZ-homology group has torsion. Let
W be a closed, oriented 3-manifold and suppose that the torsion subgroupT of H1(W ;Z) is
non-trivial. Leta, b be simple closed curves inW which represent elements ofT of orderα, β
respectively. Sinceαa, βb are homologous to zero they bound surfacesA,B ⊂W . LetA · b
denote the algebraic intersection number ofA with b, similarly defineB · a. Thelinking number
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λ(a, b) of a with b is the natural number

λ(a, b) =
1

α
A · b = 1

β
a · B.

Seifert’s invariants are defined in terms of an array of integer determinants associated to the
p-primary cyclic summands ofT . The invariant depends upon whether each determinant in the
array is or is not a quadratic residue modpk. His work is, however, restricted to the case when
there is no 2-torsion. In the appendix to [43], and also at theend of [40], both Seifert and
Reidemeister noted that their invariants are in fact closely related, although neither makes that
precise. Both [40] and [43] are, at this writing very well known but it takes some work to pin
down the precise relationship so that one can move comfortably between them. See§6.4.

In [7] Burger reduced the problem of classifying linkedp-groups (p > 2) to the classification of
symmetric bilinear forms overZpn . His procedure, together with Minkowski’s work on quadratic
forms [26] gives a complete set of invariants for the casep = 2, but they are inconveniently
cumbersome. Our contribution here is to reduce Burger’s invariants to a simple and useful set.
Most of what we do is probably obtainable from Burger’s work together with the work of
O’Meara [36]; however, our presentation is unified and part of a systematic study, hence it may be
more useful than the two references [7] and [36]. We note thatKawauchi and Kojima [22]also
studied linked abelian groups with 2-torsion. They obtained a solution of the problem which is
similar to ours, however, their goal was different and the intersection between their paper and ours
is small.

Invariants of Heegaard splittings, rather than of the manifold itself, were first studied in the
context of symplectic Heegaard splittings, in [2]. Later, the work in [2] was further investigated in
[27], from a slightly different perspective, with two motivations behind their work. The first is
that they thought that linking forms in 3-manifold might give more information than intersection
forms on a Heegaard surface, but that is not the case. Second,they thought that, because a finite
abelian group can be decomposed as a direct sum of cyclic groups of prime power order, whereas
in [2] the decomposition was as a direct sum of a (in general smaller) set of cyclic groups which
are not of prime power order, that perhaps there were invariants of unstabilized Heegaard
splittings that were missed in [2]. The main result in [27] isthat, with one small exception in the
case when there is 2-torsion, the Heegaard splitting invariants in [2] cannot be improved.

See [23] for an invariant of Heegaard splittings which is related in an interesting way to our work
in this paper. The relationship will be discussed in§8 of this paper.

1.5 Six problems about symplectic Heegaard splittings

In this article we will consider six problems about symplectic Heegaard splittings, giving
complete solutions for the first five and a partial solution for the sixth:
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Problem 1: Find a complete set of invariants for stabilized symplecticHeegaard splittings.
The full solution is in Corollary 5.16, which asserts the well-known result that a complete set of
invariants are the rank ofH1(W ;Z), its torsion coefficients, and the complete set of linking
invariants.

Problem 2: Knowing the invariants which are given in the solution to Problem 1 above, the next
step is to learn how to compute them. Problem 2 asks for a constructive procedure for computing
the invariants in Problem 1 for particularH ∈ Γ. The easy part of this, i.e. the computation of
invariants which determineH1(W ;Z), is given in Theorem 2.4. The hard part is in the analysis of
the linking invariants associated to the torsion subgroup of H1(W ;Z). See§6.2 for the case when
p is odd and§6.3 for the case where there is 2-torsion.

Problem 3: Determine whether there is a bound on the stabilization index of a symplectic
Heegaard splitting. We will prove that there is a uniform bound, and it is 1. See Corollary 5.22.

Problem 4: Find a complete set of invariants which characterize minimal (unstabilized)
symplectic Heegaard splittings and learn how to compute them. In Theorem 7.5 we will prove
that the only invariant is a strengthened form of the invariant which was discovered in [2], using
very different methods. Example 7.14 shows that we have, indeed, found an invariant which is
stronger than the one in [2].

Problem 5: Count the number of equivalence classes of minimal (unstabilized) symplectic
Heegaard splittings. The answer is given in Theorem 7.7.

Problem 6: This problem asks for a normal form which allows one to choosea unique
representative for the collection of matrices in an unstabilized double coset inΓg (modΛg). We
were only able to give a partial solution to this problem. In§7.5 we explain the difficulty.

In §8 we go a little bit beyond the main goal of this paper, and consider whether the work in§3 of
this paper can be generalized to the higher order terms in theJohnson-Morita filtration. As we
shall see, the approach generalizes, but it does not yield anything new.

2 Symplectic matrices : a partial normalization

Our task in this section is the proof of Theorem 2.4, which gives a partial solution to Problem 2
and tells us how to recognize when a symplectic Heegaard splitting is stabilized.

2.1 Preliminaries

We follow the notation that we set up§1. Let h̃ be the gluing map for a Heegaard splitting of a
3-manifoldW . We wish to study the double cosetΛghΛg ⊂ Γ. For that it will be helpful to learn
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a little bit more about the subgroupΛg. Recall that, by Lemma 1.8, the groupΛg is the subgroup
of elements inΓg with a g × g block of zeros in the upper right corner.

Lemma 2.1. The groupΛg is the semi-direct product of its normal subgroup

Ω =

{(

I 0
Z I

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

Z symmetric

}

and its subgroupΣ =

{(A 0

0 Â−1

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

A unimodular

}

.

Proof. Since a general matrix( A 0
C D ) ∈ Λg is symplectic, it follows from (2) that̂AD = I, hence

Â = D−1, soA ∈ GL(g,Z). Since
(A 0

0 A−1

)

∈ Λg, it follows that the most general matrix inΛg
has the form:

(

A 0
C A−1

)

=

(

A 0
0 A−1

)(

I 0
Z 0

)

=

( I 0

Â−1ZA−1 I

)(A 0

0 Â−1

)

,

with Z = AC. But then (by (2) again)Z must be symmetric. A simple calculation reveals that the
conjugate of any element inΩ by an element inΛ is in Ω. The semi-direct product structure
follows from the fact that bothΣ andΩ embed naturally inΛ, and that they generateΛ.

In several places in this article it will be necessary to passbetween the two canonical ways of
decomposing a finite abelian groupT into cyclic summands. We record here the following
well-known theorem:

Theorem 2.2(The fundamental theorem for finitely generated abelian groups). LetG be a finitely
generated abelian group. Then the following hold:

(i) G is a direct sum ofr infinite cyclic groups and a finite abelian groupT . The groupT is a
direct sum oft finite cyclic subgroupsT (1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ T (t), whereT (i) has orderτi. Eachτi
dividesτi+1, 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1. The integersr, t, τ1, . . . , τt are a complete set of invariants of the
isomorphism class ofG.

Let p1, . . . , pk be the prime divisors ofτt. Then each integerτi, 1 ≤ i ≤ t has a
decomposition as a product of primes:

τi = p
ei,1
1 p

ei,2
2 · · · pei,kk , 0 6 e1,d 6 e2,d 6 · · · 6 et,d, for each 1 ≤ d ≤ k. (3)

(ii) T is also a direct sum ofp-primary groupsT (p1)⊕ · · · ⊕ T (pk). Here eachT (pd)
decomposes in a unique way as a direct sum of cyclic groups, each of which has order a
power ofpd. Focusing on one such primepd, 1 ≤ d ≤ k, the groupT (pd) is a sum of cyclic
groups of ordersp

e1,d
d , p

e2,d
d , . . . , p

et,d
d , where the powersei,d that occur are not necessarily

distinct. That is, we have:

e1,d = e2,d = · · · = et1,d < et1+1,d = · · · = et2,d < · · · < etr+1,d = etr+2,d = · · · = etr+1,d.
(4)
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(iii) Let yi be a generator of the cyclic group of orderτi in (i) above. Letgi,d be a generator of
the cyclic group of orderp

ei,d
d in (ii) above. Note that there may be more than one group with

this order. Then the generatorsgi,d andyi, where1 ≤ i ≤ t and1 ≤ d ≤ k are related by:

gi,d =

(

τi

(p
ei,d
d )

)

yi = (p
ei,1
1 p

ei,2
2 · · · pei,d−1

d−1 p
ei,d+1

d+1 · · · pei,kk )yi. (5)

The following corollary to statement (i) of Theorem 2.2 allows us to transform a presentation
matrix for a finitely generated abelian group into a particularly simple form.

Corollary 2.3 (Smith normal form, see, e.g., [34, Theorem II.9]). LetP be anyg × g integer
matrix. Then there existU ,V ∈ GL(g,Z) so thatUPV = Diag(1, . . . , 1, τ1, . . . , τt, 0, . . . , 0),
where theτi are nonnegative integers which are different from 1 and satisfyingτi|τi+1 for all
1 ≤ i < g. The diagonal matrix is called the Smith normal formofP. Additionally, the Smith
normal form of a matrix is unique, so that in particular the torsion free rankr (the number of
zeros in the diagonal) and the torsion rankt are unique. The number of1′s is the index of
stabilization of the symplectic Heegaard splitting, whichcan vary.

2.2 A partial normal form

Theorem 2.4.Let

H = ρ2(h̃) =

(

R P
S Q

)

(6)

be the symplectic matrix associated to a given Heegaard splitting of a 3-manifoldW , whereh̃ is
the Heegaard gluing map. Then:

(i) Theg-dimensional matrixP is a relation matrix forH = H1(W ;Z). This is true,
independent of the choice ofH in its double coset moduloΛg. Different choices correspond
to different choices of basis forH.

(ii) The double cosetΛgHΛg has a representative:

H′ =

















0 0 0 I 0 0
0 R(2) 0 0 P(2) 0
0 0 I 0 0 0
−I 0 0 0 0 0
0 S(2) 0 0 Q(2) 0
0 0 0 0 0 I

















, (7)
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whereP(2) = Diag‘(τ1, . . . , τt) with theτi positive integers satisfyingτi|τi+1 for 1 ≤ i < t.
In this representation the submatrix

H(2) =

(

R(2) P(2)

S(2) Q(2)

)

(8)

is symplectic.

(iii) Thet× t matrixP(2) is a relation matrix for the torsion subgroupT ofH, which is a direct
sum of cyclic groups of ordersτ1, . . . , τt. The numberr of zeros in the lower part of the
diagonal ofP (1) = Diag(1, . . . , 1, τ1, . . . , τt, 0, . . . 0) is the free rank ofH and the number
of 1′s is the index of stabilization of the splitting. In particular, a symplectic Heegaard
splitting with defining matrixH ∈ Sp(2g,Z) is unstabilized precisely when the diagonal
matrixP(1) contains no unit entries.

(iv) We may further assume that every entryqij ∈ Q(2) and every entryrij ∈ R(2) is constrained
as follows. Assume thati ≤ j. Then:

0 ≤ qji < τj , qij = (τj/τi)qji, and 0 ≤ rij < τi, rji = (τj/τi)rij.

Proof. Proof of (i).Apply the Mayer-Vietoris sequence to the decomposition of the 3-manifold
W that arises through the Heegaard splittingNg ∪φ◦h̃ N̄g.

Proof of (ii). The proof is a fun exercise in manipulating symplectic matrices, but without lots of
care the proof will not be very efficient.

In view of Lemma 2.1, the most general element in the double coset ofH =
(R P

S Q
)

has the form

M =

(

I 0
Z1 I

)(U 0

0 Û−1

)(

R P
S Q

)(

V̂−1 0
0 V

)(

I 0
Z2 I

)

=

(

∗ UPV
∗ ∗

)

(9)

whereU ,V are arbitrary matrices in GL(2,Z).

ChooseU ,V ∈ GL(t,Z) so that

P(1) = (I ⊕ U ⊕ I)(P)(I ⊕ V ⊕ I) = Diag(1, 1, . . . , 1, τ1, τ2, . . . , τt, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ GL(g,Z).

By Corollary 2.3, this is always possible. LetP(2) = Diag(τ1, τ2, . . . , τt) ∈ GL(t,Z). Using (9).
we have shown thatH is in the same double coset as

H(1) =

(

R(1) P(1)

S(1) Q(1)

)

=

















R11 R12 R13 I 0 0
R21 R22 R23 0 P(2) 0
R31 R32 R33 0 0 0
S11 S12 S13 Q11 Q12 Q13

S21 S22 S23 Q21 Q22 Q23

S31 S32 S33 Q31 Q32 Q33

















(10)
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This is the first step in our partial normal form.

It will be convenient to writeH(1) in several different ways in block form. The first one is the
block decomposition in (10). In each of the other cases, given below, the main decomposition is
into squareg × g blocks, and these blocks will not be further decomposed (although much later
they will be modified):

H(1) =









A11 A12 B11 0
A21 A22 0 0
C11 C12 D11 D12

C21 C22 D21 D22









=

(

A B
C D

)

(11)

where

A11 =

(

R11 R12

R21 R(2)

)

, B11 =

(

I 0
0 P(2)

)

, C11 =
(

S11 S12

S21 S(2)

)

, . . .

A12 =

(

R13

R23

)

, A21 =
(

R31 R32

)

, A22 = (R33) , . . .

In general, the blocksRij ,Aij, . . . arenotsquare, howeverR(2),S(2),P(2),Q(2) are squaret× t
matrices.

NowH(1) ∈ Γg, hence itsg × g block satisfy the conditions (1) and (2). Working with the
decomposition ofH(1) into the block form given in (10), one sees that because of thespecial form
of B =

( B11 0
0 0

)

, the2(g − r)× 2(g − r) matrix
(A11 B11

C11 D11

)

alsosatisfies (1) and (2), now with
respect to its(g − r)× (g − r) block. From there it follows (using Definition 1.6) that the matrix
given in (10) is in the groupΓ2(g−r). One may then verify without difficulty that the augmented
matrix

M(2) =









A11 0 B11 0
0 I 0 0
C11 0 D11 0
0 0 0 I









=

















R11 R12 0 I 0 0
R21 R(2) 0 0 P(2) 0
0 0 I 0 0 0
S11 S12 0 Q11 Q12 0
S21 S(2) 0 Q21 Q(2) 0
0 0 0 0 0 I

















, (12)

which has dimension2g again,alsosatisfies the conditions (1) and (2), now with respect to its
g × g block, and soH(2) is in Γg.

We will need further information aboutH(1) andM(2). Returning to (10), and using the right
decomposition ofH(1), we now verify that conditions (1) and (2) imply the following relations
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between the subblocks:

Q13 = Q23 = R31 = R32 = 0 (13)

P(2)Q21 = Q̂12 (14)

R12P(2) = R̂21 (15)

P(2)Q(2) symmetric (16)

R(2)P(2) symmetric (17)

Q11,R11 symmetric (18)

Now observe that if( A B
C D ) ∈ Γg then (1) and (2) imply that

(

A B
C D

)−1

=

(

D̂ −B̂
−Ĉ Â

)

. (19)

Using equation (19) to compute(M(2))−1, and making use of the conditions in (13)-(18), one
may then verify that the product matrix(M(2))−1H(1) has ag × g block of zeros in the upper
right corner. But then(M(2))−1H(1) ∈ Λg, henceM(2) andH(1) are in the same double coset.

Further normalizations are now possible. SinceR11 andQ11 are symmetric (by the symplectic
constraints (2)) the following matrices are in the subgroupΩ ⊂ Λg defined in Lemma 2.1:

N1 =

















I 0 0 0 0 0
0 I 0 0 0 0
0 0 I 0 0 0

−Q11 −Q̂21 0 I 0 0
−Q21 0 0 0 I 0
0 0 0 0 0 I

















N2 =

















I 0 0 0 0 0
0 I 0 0 0 0
0 0 I 0 0 0

−R11 −R21 0 I 0 0

−R̂12 0 0 0 I 0
0 0 0 0 0 I

















Computing, we find that

N1M(2)N2 =

















0 0 0 I 0 0
0 R(2) 0 0 P(2) 0
0 0 I 0 0 0
∗ ∗ 0 0 0 0
∗ S(2) 0 0 Q(2) 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

















.

Since this matrix is inΓg, its entries satisfy the conditions (1) and (2). An easy check shows that
the lower leftg × g box necessarily agrees with the entries in the matrix definedin the statement
of Theorem 2.4. ThusH(2) = N1M(2)N2 is in the same double coset asM(2), H(1) andH. This
completes the proof of (ii).

Proof of (iii). In (i) we saw that in the partial normal form the matrixIg−r−t ⊕ P(2) ⊕ 0r is a
relation matrix forH. SinceH is a finitely generated abelian group, it is a direct sum oft cyclic
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groups of orderτ1, . . . , τt andr infinite cyclic groups andg − r − t trivial groups. Theg − r − t
trivial groups indicate that the symplectic Heegaard splitting has been stabilizedg − r − t times.
That is, (iii) is true.

Proof of (iv).We consider additional changes in the submatrixH(2) which leave theP(2)-block
unchanged. Note that by Lemma 2.1, any changes in the double coset ofH(2) in Γt can be lifted
canonically to corresponding changes in the double coset ofH′ in Γg, and therefore it suffices to
consider modifications to the double coset ofH(2) in Γt. To simplify notation for the remainder of
this proof, we setH(2) =

(R P
S Q
)

Choose any element
( It 0t

Z It
)

in the subgroupΩt of Sp(2t,Z). Then:

(

It 0t
Z It

)(

R P
S Q

)

=

(

R P
⋆ Q+ ZP

)

,

(

R P
S Q

)(

It 0t
Z It

)

=

(

R+ PZ P
⋆ Q

)

Let Q = (qij), R = (rij),Z = (zij). ThenZP = (τjzij) andPZ = (τizij). Therefore we may
perform multiplications as above so that ifi ≤ j then0 ≤ qji < τj and0 ≤ rij < τi. The fact that
H(2) is symplectic shows thatPQ andRP are symmetric. Thereforeqij = (τj/τi)qji,
rji = (τj/τi)rij. Thus the matricesQ andR are completely determined once we fix the entriesqji
andrij which satisfyi ≤ j. This completes the proof of (iv), and so of Theorem 2.4.

Remark 2.5. As noted in§1.2, we made two choices when we defined equivalence of Heegaard
splittings: the choice of one of the two handlebodies as the preferred one, and the choice of a
preferred orientation on the 3-manifoldW . When we allow for all possible choices, we see that
the symplectic matrixH of Theorem 2.4 is replaced by 4 possible symplectic matrices, related by
the operations of taking the transpose and the inverse and the inverse of the transpose:

(

R(2) P(2)

S(2) Q(2)

)

,

(

R̂(2) Ŝ(2)

P̂(2) Q̂(2)

)

,

(

Q̂(2) −P̂(2)

−Ŝ(2) R̂(2)

)

,

(

Q(2) −S(2)

−P(2) R(2)

)

.

Any one of the four could equally well have been chosen as a representative of the Heegaard
splitting. These four matrices may or may not be in the same double coset.‖

2.3 Uniqueness questions

There is a source of non-uniqueness in the partial normal form of Theorem 2.4. It lies in the fact
that further normalizations are possible after those in (iv) of Theorem 2.4, but they are difficult to
understand. By Lemma 2.1, we know thatΛt is the semi-direct product of the normal subgroup
Ωt and the subgroupΣt that were defined there. We already determined how left and right
multiplication by elements inΩt changeH′ in the proof of part (iv) of Theorem 2.4. We now
investigate further changes, using left (resp right) multiplication by matrices inΣt.
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Lemma 2.6. Assume thatP(2) = Diag(τ1, . . . , τt) is fixed, and thatP(2)Q(2) = Q̂(2)P(2). Then
there is a well-defined subgroupG ofΣt × Σt, determined by the condition that there exist
matricesU ,V ∈ GL(t,Z) such thatUP(2) = P(2)V. Equivalently, there exist symplectic matrices
U, V ∈ Σt such that(U, V ) ∈ G⇐⇒

U

(

R(2) P(2)

S(2) Q(2)

)

V =

(U 0

0 Û−1

)(

R(2) P(2)

S(2) Q(2)

)(V 0

0 V̂−1

)

=

(

⋆ P(2)

⋆ Û−1Q(2)V̂−1

)

. (20)

For later use, we also have that if(P(2))−1 is the diagonal matrix whoseith entry is the rational
number1/τi, thenQ(2)(P(2))−1 will be replaced byÛ−1(Q(2)(P(2))−1)U−1.

Proof. The statement in (20) is a simple calculation. We need to prove that it determines a group.
Suppose that(U1, V1), (U2, V2) ∈ G. ThenUiP(2) = P(2)Vi for i = 1, 2, so
U1U2P(2) = U1P(2)V̂2 = P(2)V̂1V̂2. Therefore(U1U2, V1V2) ∈ G. Also,

(P(2))−1U−1
1 = V̂1

−1
(P(2))−1, which implies that(U−1

1 , V −1
1 ) ∈ G, soG is a group. It is

immediate thatP(2) remains unchanged and thatQ(2)(P(2))−1 changes in the stated way.

Remark 2.7. The conditionUP(2) = P(2)V̂ means thatU is restricted tot× t unimodular
matrices which satisfy the condition:U = (uij), whereuji is divisible byτj/τi wheneverj < i.
There are no restrictions onuij whenj ≥ i other than that the determinant|uij| = ±1. ‖

Remark 2.8. We were unable to find a nice way to chooseU andV so as to obtain a unique
representative of the double coset of a symplectic Heegaardsplitting, in the case whenH is not
torsion-free. The reason will become clear in§6: invariants of the matrixQ(2)(P(2))−1, and so
also a normal form, depend crucially on whether or not there is 2-torsion in the torsion subgroup
T of H, and so a general rule cannot be easily stated. See also the discussion in§7.5.‖
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3 Presentation theory for finitely generated abelian groups

We are ready to begin the main work in this article. In Section1 we described the topological
motivation that underlies the work in this paper, namely we were interested in understanding all
topological invariants of a 3-manifoldW and of its Heegaard splittings that might arise through
symplectic Heegaard splittings. In Theorem 2.4 we saw that the matrix associated to a symplectic
Heegaard splitting gives a natural presentation ofH1(W ;Z). Therefore it is natural to begin our
work by investigating the theory of presentations of abelian groups. Our goal is to understand,
fully, that part of the obstruction to stable equivalence coming from a symplectic Heegaard
splitting.

We begin by introducing the two concepts of isomorphism and equivalence of presentations. The
rank of a presentation is defined and a concept of stabilizinga presentation (thereby increasing the
rank) is introduced. Most of this is aimed at Theorem 3.15, which gives necessary and sufficient
conditions for an automorphism ofH to lift to an automorphism of the free group of a
presentation. Theorem 3.15 implies Corollaries 3.16, 3.17and 3.18, which assert (in various
ways) that any two presentations of the same finitely generated abelian group which are of
non-minimal equal rank are equivalent. From this it followsthat at most a single stabilization is
required to remove any obstruction to equivalence between two presentations. This does not solve
Problem 3, but it is a first step in the direction of this problem’s solution. We remark that, by
contrast, the usual proof of Tietze’s Theorem on equivalence of two particular presentations of an
arbitrary finitely generated but in general non-abelian group shows that presentations of rankr, r′

become equivalent after stabilizations of indexr′, r, respectively [25].

The latter half of the section focuses on presentations of minimal rank of a finitely generated
abelian group. An “orientation” and a “volume” onH are defined. The determinant of an
endomorphismh of abelian groups, and hence of a presentationπ of an abelian group, is
introduced. The key result is Theorem 3.26, which gives necessary and sufficient conditions for
an isomorphism between twominimalpresentations to lift to the presentation level. Corollary
3.27 follows: two minimal presentations ofH are equivalent if and only if they have the same
volume onH. The section closes with two examples which illustrate the application of Theorem
3.26 and Corollary 3.27 to explicit group presentations.

In §7, we will apply the notion of “volume” to obtain invariants of Heegaard splittings. It turns
out that associated to a symplectic Heegaard splitting is a natural presentation of the first
homology group, and thus an induced volume. We will use the interplay between this volume and
a linking form on the first homology group to find invariants ofHeegaard splittings.
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3.1 Equivalence classes of not-necessarily minimal presentations

We begin our work with several definitions which may seem unnecessary and even pedantic;
however, extra care now will help to make what follows later seem natural and appropriate.

Definition 3.1. A free pair is a pair of groups(F,R) with R ⊂ F andF free abelian and finitely
generated; itsquotientis F/R. If H is a finitely generated abelian group, apresentationof H is a
surjectionπ : F → H, with F again a finitely generated free abelian group. Therank of a free
pair and of a presentation is the rank ofF . Direct sums of these objects are defined in the obvious
way. Theindex k stabilization of a free pair(F,R) is the free pair(F ⊕ Zk, R⊕ Zk), and the
indexk stabilization of a presentationπ : F → H is the presentationπ ⊕ 0 : F ⊕ Zk → H. ‖
Definition 3.2. An isomorphism of free pairs(F,R), (F ′, R′) is an isomorphismf : F → F ′

such thatf(R) = R′. An isomorphism of presentationsis a commutative diagram

F
π−−−→ H

f





y





y
h

F ′ π′

−−−→ H ′

with f, h isomorphisms. IfH = H ′, then we have the stronger notion of anequivalence of
presentations, which is a commutative diagram

F

H.

F ′
��

f
''

OOOOOO π

77oooooo
π′

with f an isomorphism. Two free pairs (resp. two presentations) arestably isomorphic(resp.
stably equivalent) if they have isomorphic (resp. equivalent) stabilizations. If π : F → H,
π′ : F ′ → H are both of minimal rank and stably equivalent, then we definethestabilization
indexof π, π′ to be the smallest indexk such thatπ, π′ have equivalent stabilizations of indexk. ‖
Example 3.3.To see that equivalence and isomorphism of presentations are distinct concepts, let
F = Z and letH = Z5 with π : Z → Z5 defined byπ(1) = 1 andπ′ : Z → Z5 defined by
π′(1) = 2. Thenπ andπ′ are isomorphic because the automorphismh : Z5 → Z5 defined by
h(1) = 2 lifts to the identity automorphism ofZ. However, it is easy to see thatπ andπ′ are not
equivalent.‖

The standard ‘elementary divisor theorem’ concerning presentations of abelian groups may be
phrased as follows:

Proposition 3.4. Two free pairs are isomorphic if and only if they have the samerank and
isomorphic quotients. For any pair(F,R) there is a basisfi of F and integersmi so that
{mifi |mi 6= 0} is a basis forR. Thefi andmi may be chosen so thatmi|mi+1 for all i.
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Since we can always stabilize two pairs to the same rank, two pairs are stably isomorphic if and
only if their quotients are isomorphic.

We now investigate equivalence classes of presentations ofa finitely generated abelian groupH.

Definition 3.5. If H is a finitely generated abelian group, itsrank is, equivalently,

• the minimal number of infinite and finite cyclic direct summands required to constructH

• the minimal rank of a presentation ofH

• the number of torsion coefficients of the torsion subgroupT of H plus the rank ofH/T .

A presentation of minimal rank is simply called a minimal presentation.‖

Lemma 3.6. Every non-minimal presentationF
π−→ H is equivalent to a presentation of the form

F ′ ⊕ Z
π′⊕0−−−→ H, whereπ′ is a presentation ofH. Every presentation ofH is a stabilization of a

minimal one.

Proof. Clearly, by stabilizing,H has a presentation of every rank> rankH. LetF ′ j−→ H be a
presentation of rank(rank F − 1). By Proposition 3.4, the stabilization ofj is isomorphic to
F

π−→ H, say by a diagram of the form

F
π−−−→ H

f





y





y
h

F ′ ⊕ Z
j⊕0−−−→ H

Hence
F

H

F ′ ⊕ Z
��

f
''

OOOOOOOO
π

77ooooo
h−1◦(j⊕0)

is an equivalence, as desired. By induction, we conclude that every presentation ofH is a
stabilization of a minimal one.

In the next few lemmas, we will show that all presentations ofH are stably equivalent and that the
index of stabilization required is at most one.

Lemma 3.7. Letn be the rank ofrank (H/T ) and letT = Tor (H). Then any presentation ofH
is equivalent to one of the formF ⊕ Zn

π−→ H, whereπ|F is a presentation ofT andπ|Zn is
injective.
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Proof. A presentation of the required type certainly exists and maybe of any rank> rank H.
The proof that any presentation is equivalent to one of this form is similar to the proof of
Lemma 3.6.

Lemma 3.8. Leth be an automorphism ofH which acts trivially onT . Then for any presentation
π : F → H there is an automorphismf of F so that

F
π−−−→ H

f





y





y
h

F
π−−−→ H

commutes.

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, our presentation is equivalent to the direct sum of presentationsF0 → T

andZn
id−→ Zn, whereH has been decomposed asT ⊕ Zn. Representing elements ofH by

column vectors( tz ) with t ∈ T , z ∈ Zn, any automorphismh of H must be of the form

( tz ) 7→ ( A B
0 C ) (

t
z ) ,

whereA : T → T andC : Zn → Zn are automorphisms andB : Zn → T is a homomorphism; by
hypothesis,A = 1. If we lift B to a homomorphism̄B : Zn → F0, then the endomorphism

(

1 B̄
0 C

)

of F0 ⊕ Zn is an automorphism which clearly induces( 1 B
0 C ) onT ⊕ Zn = H, as desired.

Definition 3.9. In the situation of Lemma 3.8, we say thatf lifts h. ‖

Corollary 3.10. Using the notation of the proof of Lemma 3.8, ifh is any automorphism ofH so
thath|T lifts to F0, thenh lifts toF .

Proof. Let g = (h|T )⊕ 1Zn . Clearlyg lifts to F0 ⊕ Zn. Henceh ◦ g−1 = 1 onT , sohg−1 also
lifts. We conclude(hg−1) ◦ g lifts, as desired.

Definition 3.11. Let f : F → F be an endomorphism. SinceF is free abelian, we may represent
f by a matrix with respect to any basis forF . We define thedeterminantof F to be the
determinant of any such matrix. Clearlydet f is well-defined, up to sign, independent of the
choice of basis.‖

Lemma 3.12.LetT be an abelianp-group for some primep. Letπ : F → T be a presentation
and leth : T → T be an automorphism. Then there is an endomorphism (which we are not
claiming is an automorphism)f : F → F lifting h so thatp does not dividedet f .

Proof. SinceF is afreeabelian group, it is easy to construct an endomorphismf of F that liftsh,
so the key point is to construct one so thatp does not dividedet(f).
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By Lemma 3.6, the presentationπ is equivalent toπ0 ⊕ 0k : F0 ⊕ Zk → T with π0 minimal (here
possiblyk = 0). Choosef0 ∈ End F0 so thatπ0f0 = hπ0, and letf = f0 ⊕ 1Zk . By construction
f lifts h, and we claim thatp does not dividedet f .

Consider the canonical mapT → T/pT and the compositeπp : F0 → T → T/pT . SinceT is an
abelianp-group and sinceπ0 is minimal, we haverank T/pT = rank T = rank F0. Hence
ker πp = pF0. Nowh induces an automorphismhp of T/pT and we have

F0/pF0

∼=−−−→ T/pT

fp





y

hp





y

F0/pF0

∼=−−−→ T/pT

Hencefp must be an isomorphism. This implies thatp does not dividedet f = det f0, for p
dividesdet f0 if and only if the induced map onF0/pF0 is not an isomorphism.

Lemma 3.13.LetT be any finite abelian group,π : F → T be a presentation ofT , and
h : T → T be any automorphism. Then there is an endomorphism (which weare again not
claiming is an automorphism)f : F → F lifting h so that(det f, |T |) = 1.

Proof. Let p be a prime divisor of|T |. Suppose thatpk is the highest power ofp which divides
|T |. ThenTp := T/pkT is an abelianp-group isomorphic to thep-component ofT , andh induces
an automorphismhp of Tp. By the previous lemma, there is an endomorphismfp of F with
p 6 | det fp so that

F
πp−−−→ Tp

fp





y





y

hp

F
πp−−−→ Tp

commutes. Fixing a basis ofF and representingfp as a matrix, we note that any matrix congruent
to fp mod pk also induceshp onTp. By the Chinese remainder theorem, there is a single matrixf
so thatf ≡ fp mod pk for all primesp which divide|T |, that is to say, a single endomorphismf
of F inducinghp onTp for each such prime. Sincedet f ≡ det fp mod pk, we havep 6 | det f for
all suchp, i.e. (det f, |T |) = 1.

It remains to prove thatf inducesh onT . SinceTp = T/pkT is ap-group isomorphic to the
p-component ofT , it follows that the kernel ofπ : F → T is precisely

ker π =
⋂

p divides|T |
ker(πp : F → Tp).

Hence

f(ker π) = f

(

⋂

p

ker πp

)

⊂
⋂

p

f(ker πp) =
⋂

p

ker πp = ker π.
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This shows thatf inducessomeautomorphism ofT . But this automorphism induceshp onTp for
everyp, so it must beh.

Lemma 3.14.LetT be a torsion group and leth ∈ Aut (T ). Then for any non-minimal
presentationπ : F → T there is somef ∈ Aut (F ) which liftsh.

Proof. Sinceπ is non-minimal, by Lemma 3.6 we may assume thatπ = π′ ⊕ 0 : F ′ ⊕Z → T . By
Lemma 3.13, we may lifth to f ∈ End F ′ with (det f,m) = 1, wherem = |T |. Choose an
integerδ such thatδ · det f ≡ 1 modm. Let d denote the endomorphism ofZ defined by
d(1) = δ. Thenf ⊕ δ ∈ End (F ′ ⊕ Z) anddet(f ⊕ δ) ≡ 1 modm. Since the canonical
homomorphismSL(r,Z) → SL(r,Zm) is surjective, we may liftf ⊕ δ to f ′ ∈ Aut (F ′ ⊕ Z).
More precisely, we can find somef ′ ∈ Aut(F ′ ⊕ Z) which (when considered as a matrix overZ)
is equal tof ⊕ δ modm. Sincef ⊕ δ lifts h, the diagram

F ′ ⊕ Z
π⊕0−−−→ T

f⊕δ




y





y
h

F ′ ⊕ Z
π⊕0−−−→ T

commutes. Nowm(F ′ ⊕ Z) ⊂ ker(π ⊕ 0), sincemx = 0 for all x ∈ T . Note that by
construction,f ′ ≡ f ⊕ δ modm, i.e. for eachx ∈ F ′ ⊕ Z there is ay ∈ F ′ ⊕ Z such that
f ′(x) = (f ⊕ δ)(x) +my. Hencef ′ also liftsh.

Theorem 3.15.If h is any automorphism ofH and ifπ : F → H is any non-minimal
presentation ofH, thenh lifts toF .

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, we may decomposeF asF = F0 ⊕ Zn, whereπ|F0 : F0 → T is a
presentation andπ|Zn = 1 : Zn → Zn. The non-minimality ofF then implies the non-minimality
of F0. Hence by Lemma 3.14, we may lifth|T toF0. Corollary 3.10 then implies thath lifts to F ,
as desired.

The following three results will be important later. They are immediate consequences of Theorem
3.15.

Corollary 3.16. If h : H → H ′ is an isomorphism andπ : F → H, π′ : F ′ → H ′ are
non-minimal of equal rank, thenh lifts to a presentation isomorphism.

Corollary 3.17. All presentations ofH are stably equivalent, and any of two presentations of
non-minimal, equal rank are equivalent.

Corollary 3.18. If π : F → H, π′ : F → H are two minimal presentations, thenπ, π′ have
stabilization index 0 or 1.
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Example 3.19.To illustrate Corollary 3.18, recall Example 3.3. Two rank 1presentationsπ, π′ of
H = Z5 were defined byπ(1) = 1 andπ′(1) = 2. These are obviously inequivalent. We claim
that they have equivalent index 1 stabilizationsπ ⊕ 0, π′ ⊕ 0, i.e. there exists somef so that the
following diagram commutes:

Z⊕ Z

H.

Z⊕ Z
��

f
''OOOOO π⊕0

77ooooo
π′⊕0

For example, we may definef by

( z1z2 ) 7→ ( 3 5
1 2 ) (

z1
z2 ) =

(

3z1+5z2
z1+2z2

)

We then have

(π′ ⊕ 0) ◦ f(z1, z2) = 6z1 + 10z2 ≡ z1 (mod 5) = (π ⊕ 0)(z1, z2). ‖

3.2 Equivalence classes of minimal presentations

We continue our study of presentations of finitely generatedabelian groups by investigating
equivalence classes ofminimalpresentations of finitely generated abelian groups. The main
results are Theorem 3.26 and Corollary 3.27, which give a complete invariant of equivalence of
minimal presentations ofH.

First we recall the definition of the exterior powers of an abelian groupH. From thekth tensor
powerHk = H ⊗ · · · ⊗H we form a quotient by dividing out by the subgroup generated by all
x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xk in which twoxi’s are equal. This quotient is thekth exterior power ofH, denoted
by ΛkH. The image of an arbitrary tensor productx1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xk in ΛkH is denoted by
x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk, and we have the usual law

x1 ∧ · · ·xi ∧ xi+1 · · · ∧ xk = −x1 ∧ · · ·xi+1 ∧ xi · · · ∧ xk.

Also as usual,x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk = 0 if any xi is a linear combination of the other terms, which implies
thatΛkH = 0 if k > rank H.

Lemma 3.20.Letr = rank H andτ be the smallest elementary divisor of the torsion subgroupT
ofH. If T = 0, we putτ = 0. ThenΛrH is cyclic of orderτ if T 6= 0, whereas ifT = 0, then
ΛrH is infinite cyclic. Ifx1, . . . , xr generateH, thenx1 ∧ · · · ∧ xr generatesΛrH.

Proof. The case whenT = 0 is well known, so we assume thatτ > 0. We prove the last statement
first. Now,ΛrH is generated by ally1 ∧ · · · ∧ yr as theyi range overH. But letyi =

∑r

j=1 αijxj
for integersαij. A straightforward check shows thaty1 ∧ · · · ∧ yr = det(αij)(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xr).
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ThusΛrH is cyclic. Elementary divisor theory tells us thatH is the direct sum ofr cyclic groups
Zτi , where theτi are the elementary divisors (Z0 meansZ here). If these cyclic summands have
generatorsxi, with x1, say, of orderτ = τ1, thenθ = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xr generatesΛrH, and
τθ = (τx1) ∧ x2 ∧ · · · ∧ xr = 0 sinceτx1 = 0. Thus|ΛrH| 6 τ .

We must therefore prove that|ΛrH| > τ . Consider the mapd : Hr → Zτ defined by

d(y1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yr) = det(αij) mod τ,

whereyi =
∑

j αijxj . This is well defined, since if for somei we had
∑

j αijxj = 0 in H, then
we must haveαij ≡ 0 mod τ for all j, and hencedet(αij) ≡ 0 mod τ . The mapd is also clearly
onto (letyi = xi). Finally,d kills all terms having twoyi’s equal, so it induces a map ofΛrH onto
Zτ .

Definition 3.21. If H has rankr, anorientationof H is a selection of a generatorθ of ΛrH. A
volumeof H is a pair±θ of orientations ofH. i.e. an orientation ofH, determined up to sign.
Observe that a free abelian group of rankr hasΛr ≃ Z and hence two orientations and only one
volume, but ifH has torsion, then it will in general have many volumes.‖

If f : H → H ′ is a homomorphism between groups of the same rankr, thenf induces a
homomorphismΛrf : ΛrH → ΛrH ′ in the standard way; we will write simplyf for Λrf .

Lemma 3.22.Assume thatH andH ′ both have rankr and thatf : H → H ′ is surjective. Letτ
andτ ′ be the smallest elementary divisors ofH andH ′, respectively. Thenτ ′ | τ and ifθ is any
orientation ofH, thenf(θ) is an orientation ofH ′.

Proof. Let x1, . . . , xr generateH, soϕ = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xr generatesΛrH. There is thus some
generatorm of Zτ so thatθ = mϕ. But sincef is onto,H ′ is generated byf(x1), . . . , f(xr) and
ϕ′ = f(x1) ∧ · · · ∧ f(xr) = f(ϕ) generatesΛrH ′. This shows thatf : ΛrH → ΛrH ′ is also
surjective and hence thatτ ′ | τ . We conclude thatm is also a generator ofZτ ′ , and hence that
θ′ = f(θ) = mf(ϕ) = mϕ′ generatesΛrH ′.

If H,H ′ have specific orientationsθ, θ′ andf : H → H ′ is a homomorphism, then sinceθ′

generatesΛrH ′ we havef(θ) = mθ′ for a uniquem ∈ Zτ ′ . We callm thedeterminantof f (with
respect to the orientationsθ, θ′) and writef(θ) = det f · θ′. If H,H ′ have onlyvolumesspecified,
thendet f is determined up to sign. If, however,H = H ′ andθ = θ′, thendet f is independent of
θ; in fact,f : ΛrH → ΛrH ′ is just multiplication bydet f ∈ Zτ . Thus endomorphisms ofH have
a well-defined determinant, and it is easy to see that this definition is the classical one whenH is
free. More generally, we have:

Lemma 3.23.Suppose
F

π−−−→ H

f





y





y
h

F ′ π′

−−−→ H ′



28

commutes, whereπ, π′ are presentations and all groups have the same rank. Then ifϕ, ϕ′ are
orientations ofF, F ′ inducing orientationsθ, θ′ ofH,H ′, we havedet h ≡ det f mod τ ′. If no
orientations are specified, then we measuredet h with respect to the canonical induced volumes,
and the above congruence holds up to sign.

Proof. Observe thatdet f · ϕ′ = f(ϕ) and that

det h · θ′ = h(θ) = hπ(ϕ) = π′(det f · ϕ′) ≡mod τ ′ det f · π′(ϕ′) = det f · θ′.

The final statement is obvious.

Note that ifH = H ′, F = F ′ andπ = π′, thendet f , det h and the congruence are independent
of the orientations.

The following two lemmas show thatdet behaves like the classical determinant.

Lemma 3.24. If f : (H1, θ1) → (H2, θ2) andg : (H2, θ2) → (H3, θ3) are homomorphisms of
oriented groups so that all theHi have the same rank, then ifτ3 is the smallest elementary divisor
ofH3 we havedet(gf) ≡ (det g) · (det f) mod τ3.

Proof. We calculate:

det(gf) · θ3 = gf(θ1) = g(det f · θ2) = det f · g(θ2) = det f · det g · θ3.

Lemma 3.25.LetF andG be abelian groups withF free, and leth be an endomorphism of
F ⊕G so thath(G) < G. Letg = h|G and letf be the map onF = F⊕G

G
induced byh. Then

det h = det f · det g mod τ , whereτ is the smallest elementary divisor ofG (and hence of
F ⊕G). In particular, if h is an automorphism, thendet h = ± det g.

Proof. Letm = rank F andn = rank G; thenm+ n = rank F ⊕G holds becauseF is free. Let
x1, . . . , xm andy1, . . . , yn be minimal sets of generators ofF andG; their union is then a minimal
set of generators ofF ⊕G. By hypothesis,h(yi) = g(yi); also,h(xi) = f(xi) + e(xi) is the direct
sum decomposition ofh(xi), wheree is some homomorphismF → G. Hence

det h · (x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xm) ∧ (y1 ∧ · · · ∧ yn)
= (f(x1) + e(x1)) ∧ · · · ∧ (f(xm) + e(xm)) ∧ (g(y1) ∧ · · · ∧ g(yn))
= det g · (f(x1) + e(x1)) ∧ · · · ∧ (f(xm) + e(xm)) ∧ (y1 ∧ · · · ∧ yn) .

But sincee(xi) is a linear combination of theyi’s, the above reduces to just

det g · (f(x1) ∧ · · · ∧ f(xm)) ∧ (y1 ∧ · · · ∧ yn) = det f · det g · (x1 ∧ · · · ∧ yn)

as desired. Ifh is an automorphism, thendet f must be±1, proving the last statement.
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Suppose now thatF
π−→ H is a minimal presentation, so thatrank F = rank H = r. Let±ϕ be

the unique volume onF , and let±θ ∈ ∧rH be±π(ϕ′); we call the volume±θ thevolume of(or

induced by) the presentationπ. Suppose now thatF
π′

−→ H is an equivalent presentation,i.e. there
exists a diagram

F

H

F ′
��

f
''

OOOOOO π

77oooooo π′

with f an isomorphism. If±θ′ is the volume induced byπ′, we then have

±θ = π(±ϕ) = π′f(±ϕ) = π′(± det f · ϕ′) = ± det f · θ′.

But the fact thatf is an isomorphism implies thatdet f = ±1, and hence,equivalent
presentations have the same volume. This argument generalizes in the obvious way to prove the
necessity in the following:

Theorem 3.26.Letπ : F → H, π′ : F ′ → H ′ be two minimal presentations with volumesθ, θ′

and leth : H → H ′ be an isomorphism. Thenh lifts to an isomorphismf : F → F ′ if and only if
h(±θ) = ±θ′; that is, if and only ifdet h = ±1 mod τ whereτ is the smallest elementary divisor
ofH ∼= H ′.

Proof. We first claim that it suffices to consider the special case when the two presentations are
identical. Indeed, by Proposition 3.4 the two presentations are isomorphic;i.e. there exists a
commutative diagram

F
π−−−→ H

f ′





y





yh′

F ′ π′

−−−→ H ′

with bothf ′ andh′ isomorphisms. Sincef ′ is an isomorphism, the maph′ has determinant1 and
hence so doesh ◦ h′−1. If we could lift the automorphismh ◦ h′−1 to an automorphismf ′′ of F ′,
thenf := f ′′ ◦ f ′ : F → F ′ would be the desired lift ofh.

Hence leth be an automorphism ofH with det h = ±1 and letF
π−→ H be any minimal

presentation. The proof proceeds just as the proof of Theorem 3.15: ifT is the torsion subgroup
of H andF0 = π−1(T ) andh0 = h|T , then it still suffices to lifth0 toF0. SinceH is the direct
sum ofT and a free abelian group, the presentationF0 → T is also minimal. Furthermore, the
conditions of Lemma 3.25 hold here, sodet h0 = ±1 also. Thus it suffices to prove the theorem
whenH = T is a torsion group.

Let |H| = m. By Lemma 3.12 we may lifth to an endomorphismf0 of F such that
(det f0, m) = 1; by Lemma 3.14, it follows thatdet f0 ≡ det h ≡ ±1 mod τ . Choosek such that
k · det f0 ≡ ±1 modm, where the sign here is to be the same as the one above, so that
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k ≡ 1 mod τ . We choose a basise1, . . . , er of F (as in Proposition 3.4) so thatH is the direct
sum of the cyclic subgroups generated byxi = π(ei) andx1 has orderτ = m1. The
endomorphismf1 of F defined bye1 7→ ke1, ei 7→ ei for all i > 1 clearly induces the identity
map onH, sincek ≡ 1 mod τ . Hencef0f1 still inducesh onH, and its determinant is now
det f0 · det f1 ≡ k det f0 ≡ ±1 modm. Just as in the proof of Lemma 3.14, we conclude that
there exists anisomorphismf of F , with determinant±1 (same sign!) such thatf ≡ f0f1 modm
(we are here using the fact thatGL(r,Z) maps onto all elements ofGL(r,Zm) with determinant
±1). As in Lemma 3.14,f still inducesh onH, and we are done.

Lifting the identity automorphism gives:

Corollary 3.27. Two minimal presentations ofH are equivalent if and only if they induce the
same volume onH.

Here are some examples to show that calculations can actually be done with this machinery.

Example 3.28.In Example 3.3 we gave an example of inequivalent minimal presentations,

namelyZ
17→1−−→ Z5 andZ

17→2−−→ Z5. Now observe thatr = 1, τ = 5, Λ1Z5 = Z5; θ = ±1,
θ′ = 2(±1) = ±2 6≡ ±1 mod 5. ‖

Example 3.29.LetH = Z2n−1 ⊕ Z2
2n with standard generatorse1, e2, e3 and standard

presentationZ3 → H taking(1, 0, 0) 7→ e1, etc. Let the second presentation be given by

(1, 0, 0) 7→ e1 + 2e2 − 2e3 ; (0, 1, 0) 7→ e1 + e2 ; (0, 0, 1) 7→ e1 − e3

(it is easily seen that this map is ontoH). The former volume is±e1 ∧ e2 ∧ e3, the latter

±(e1 + 2e2 − 2e3) ∧ (e1 + e2) ∧ (e1 − e3) = ±θ · det





1 2 −2
1 1 0
1 0 −1



 = ±3θ.

Sinceτ = 2n−1 here, the presentations are equivalent if and only if±3 ≡ ±1 mod 2n−1, i.e. if
and only ifn 6 3 (the signs on 3 and 1 are independent).‖
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4 Symplectic spaces, Heegaard pairs and symplectic
Heegaard splittings

As we noted at the start of the previous section, when a 3-manifold W is defined by a Heegaard
splitting, then we have, in a natural way, a presentation ofH1(W ;Z). In fact we have more,
because there is also a natural symplectic form associated to the presentation. In this section, our
goal is to begin to broaden the concept of a presentation by placing additional structure on the
free group of the presentation, and then to extend the results of Section 3 to include the
symplectic structure. With that goal in mind we introduce symplectic spaces and their lagrangian
subspaces, leading to the concept of aHeegaard pair. There are equivalence relations on
Heegaard pairs analogous to those on free pairs(F,R). Just as we stabilized free pairs by taking
their direct sums with(Zk,Zk), we will see that there is an analogous concept of stabilization of
Heegaard pairs, only now we need direct sums with astandardHeegaard pair. At the end of the
section (see Theorem 4.8) we will relate our Heegaard pairs to the symplectic Heegaard splittings
that were introduced in§1.

4.1 Symplectic spaces and Heegaard pairs

To begin, we reinterpret the free groupF of Definition 3.1, introducing new notation, ideas and
structure in the process.

Definition 4.1. A symplectic spaceis a finitely generated free abelian groupV which is endowed
with a non-singular antisymmetric bilinear pairing, written here as a dot product.Non-singular
means that for each homomorphismα : V → Z there is anxα ∈ V (necessarily unique) such that
α(y) = xα · y (∀y ∈ V ). A symplecticor Sp-basisfor V is a basis{ai, bi; 1 6 i 6 g} such that
ai · aj = bi · bj = 0, ai · bj = δij , 1 6 i, j 6 g. Every symplectic space has such a basis, and so is
of even rank, say2g. As ourstandard modelof a rank2g symplectic space we haveXg = Z2g

with basis{a1, . . . , ag, b1, . . . , bg} the2g unit vectors, given in order. An isomorphismV → V
which is form-preserving is asymplectic isomorphism. The group of all symplectic isomorphisms
of V is denotedSp(V ). ‖

Definition 4.2. LetB ⊂ V be a subset of a symplectic spaceV and define
B⊥ = {v ∈ V | v · b = 0 (∀b ∈ B)}.

• A subspaceB ⊂ V is symplecticif, equivalently,

a) the symplectic form restricted toB is non-singular, or

b) V = B ⊕B⊥.

• A subspaceB ⊂ V is isotropicif, equivalently,
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a) x · y = 0 for all x, y ∈ B, or

b) B ⊂ B⊥.

• A subspaceB ⊂ V is lagrangianif, equivalently,

a) B is maximal isotropic, or

b) B = B⊥, or

c) B is isotropic, a direct summand ofV , andrank B = 1
2
rank V .

We shall omit the proof that these various conditions are indeed equivalent.‖

Our next definition is motivated by the material in§1.2, where we defined symplectic Heegaard
splittings. We will see very soon that our current definitions lead to the identical concept.

Definition 4.3. A Heegaard pairis a triplet(V ;B, B̄) consisting of a symplectic spaceV and an
ordered pairB, B̄ of lagrangian subspaces. Thegenusof the pair is
rank B = rank B̄ = 1

2
rank V . An isomorphismof Heegaard pairs(Vi;Bi, B̄i), i = 1, 2 is a

symplectic isomorphismf : V1 → V2 such thatf(B1) = B2, f(B̄1) = B̄2. ‖

We now want to define a concept of “stabilization” for Heegaard pairs. IfV hasSp-basis
{ai, bi | i = 1, . . . , g}, then theai’s (and also thebi’s) generate a lagrangian subspace. These two
subspacesA,B have the following properties:

(a) A⊕ B = V

(b) the symplectic form induces a dual pairing ofA andB, i.e. ai · aj = bi · bj = 0, ai · bj = δij ,
1 6 i, j 6 g.

Any pair of lagrangian subspaces ofV satisfying these two properties with respect to some basis
will be called adual pair, and either space will be called thedual complementof the other.

If Xg is the standard model for a symplectic space, then the lagrangian subspacesEg spanned by
a1, . . . , ag andFg spanned byf1, . . . , fg are a dual pair. We will refer to(Xg;Eg, Fg) as the
standard Heegaard pair. Note that in an arbitrary Heegaard pair(V ;B, B̄) the lagrangian
subspacesB, B̄ need not be dual complements.

If V1 andV2 are symplectic spaces, thenV1 ⊕ V2 has an obvious symplectic structure, andV1 and
V2 areSp-subspaces ofV1 ⊕ V2 with V1 = V ⊥

2 andV2 = V ⊥
1 . This induces a natural direct sum

construction for Heegaard pairs, with(V1;B1, B̄1)⊕ (V2;B2, B̄2) = (V1 ⊕ V2;B1 ⊕B2, B̄1 ⊕ B̄2).
Thestabilization of indexk of a Heegaard pair is its direct sum with the standard Heegaard pair
(Xk;Ek, Fk) of genusk. Two Heegaard pairs(Vi;Bi, B̄i), i = 1, 2, are thenstably isomorphicif
they have isomorphic stabilizations.
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These concepts will soon be related to topological ideas. First, however, we will show that stable
isomorphism classes and isomorphism classes of Heegaard pairs are in 1-1 correspondence with
stable double cosets and double cosets in the symplectic modular groupΓ, with respect to its
subgroupΛ.

Note that ifA,B is a dual pair ofV andU : B → B is a linear automorphism, then the adjoint
map(U∗)−1 is an isomorphism ofA = B∗. Moreover(U∗)−1 ⊕ U is a symplectic automorphism
of V = A⊕ B.

Lemma 4.4. If B ⊂ V is lagrangian,A ⊂ V is isotropic andA⊕ B = V , thenA is lagrangian
andA,B is a dual pair ofV . Every lagrangian subspace has a dual complement.

Proof. SinceA is an isotropic direct summand ofV andrank A = rank V − rank B = 1
2
rank V ,

it follows thatA is lagrangian. Let nowf : B → Z be linear, and extend it toα : V → Z by
settingα(A) = 0. Thenα(v) = x · v for somex ∈ V . Sincex · A = 0 andA is maximal
isotropic, we must havex ∈ A, showing thatA,B are dually paired and hence a dual pair ofV .
To prove the second statement, letbi be a basis ofB. SinceB is lagrangian it is a direct summand
of V , so we may choose a homomorphismf1 : V → Z such thatf1(b1) = 1 andf1(bi) = 0 for
i > 1. Let a1 ∈ V be such thata1 · v = f1(v) for all v. Clearly the subgroup generated bya1 and
B is still a direct summand ofV , so choosef2 : V → Z such thatf2(b2) = 1,
f2(a1) = f2(bi) = 0 (i 6= 2) anda2 ∈ V realizing this map. Continuing in this way, we get finally
a1, . . . , ag such thatai, bi satisfy the laws of a symplectic basis and generate a direct summand of
V . This direct summand has the same rank asV , so it equalsV , and the groupA generated by the
ai’s is then a dual complement ofB.

Proposition 4.5. LetA,B be a dual splitting andbi a basis ofB. If ai is the dual basis ofA
defined byai · bj = δij , thenai, bi is a symplectic basis ofV .

Corollary 4.6. If A,B andA′, B′ are two dual pairs ofV , then there is anf ∈ Sp(V ) such that
f(A) = A′, f(B) = B′.

Proof. Choose symplectic basesai, bi adapted toA,B anda′i, b
′
i adapted toA′, B′. Then the map

defined byai 7→ a′i andbi 7→ b′i is symplectic.

Corollary 4.7. If B,B′ are lagrangian, there is anf ∈ Sp(V ) such thatf(B) = B′.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4,B andB′ have dual complementsA andA′. By Corollary 4.6 we may find
f ∈ Sp(V ) such thatf(B) = B′.
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4.2 Heegaard pairs and symplectic Heegaard splittings

We are now ready to relate our work on Heegaard pairs to the double cosets introduced in§1. We
follow notation used there.

Theorem 4.8.The following hold:

(1) Isomorphism classes of Heegaard pairs are in 1-1 correspondence with double cosets in
Γ mod Λ. Stable isomorphism classes of Heegaard pairs are in 1-1 correspondence with
stable double cosets inΓ mod Λ.

(2) Let j : ∂Ng → Ng, j̄ : ∂Ng → N̄g, and letj∗, j̄∗ be the induced actions on homology.
Then the triplet(H1(M ;Z); ker j∗, ker j̄∗) is a Heegaard pair.

(3) Every Heegaard pair is topologically induced as the Heegaard pair associated to a
topological Heegaard splitting of some 3-manifold. Moreover, equivalence classes and
stable equivalence classes of Heegaard pairs are topologically induced by equivalence
classes and stable equivalence classes of Heegaard splittings.

Proof. We begin with assertion (1). Let(V ;B, B̄) be a Heegaard pair of genusg. Then by
Corollary 4.6 we may find a symplectic isomorphismf : V → Xg such thatf(B) = Fg. Putting
F̄g = f(B̄), we then have(V ;B, B̄) isomorphic to(Xg;Fg, F̄g). If f ′ : (V,B) → (Xg, Fg) is
another choice, withf ′(B̄) = F̄ ′

g, thenf ′f−1(Fg) = Fg, hencef ′f−1 ∈ Λ. Then we see that the
isomorphism classes of genusg Heegaard pairs correspond to equivalence classes of lagrangian
subspaces̄Fg ⊂ Xg, with F̄g, F̄ ′

g equivalent if there is a mapm ∈ Λ such thatm(F̄g) = F̄ ′
g. Now,

we have seen that there is a maph ∈ Γ such thatF̄g = h(Fg), andh1(Fg) = h2(Fg) if and only if
h2 = h1f for somef ∈ Λ. Then each̄Fg can be represented by an elementh ∈ Γ andh, h′ give
equivalent subspaces̄Fg = h(Fg), F̄ ′

g = h′(Fg) if and only if there aref1, f2 ∈ Λ such that
h′ = f1hf2. The set of allf1hf2, fi ∈ Λ, is a double coset ofΓ mod Λ. Then the isomorphism
classes of Heegaard pairs of genusg are in 1-1 correspondence with the double cosets of
Γ mod Λ.

Direct sums and stabilizations of Heegaard pairs corresponds to a topological construction. If
(Wi;Ni, N̄i) (i = 1, 2) are Heegaard splittings, their connected sum(W1#W2;N1#N2, N̄1#N̄2)
is a Heegaard splitting whose abelianization to a Heegaard pair is readily identifiable as the direct
sum of the Heegaard pairs associated to the summands. Moreover, if (S3; Yk, Ȳk) is a standard
Heegaard splitting of genusk for S3, its Heegaard pair may be identified with the standard
Heegaard pair(Xk;Ek, Fk) of indexk. This stabilization of Heegaard pairs is induced by the
topological construction(W ;N, N̄) → (W#S3;N#Yk, N̄#Ȳk).

In an entirely analogous manner to the proof just given for (1), stable isomorphism classes of
Heegaard pairs correspond to stable double cosets inΓ mod Λ.
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Proof of (2): There is a natural symplectic structure on the free abelian groupH1(M ;Z), with the
bilinear pairing defined by intersection numbers of closed curves which represent elements of
H1(M ;Z) onM . In fact, as claimed in (2) above, the triplet(H1(M ;Z); ker j∗, ker j̄∗) is a
Heegaard pair. To see this, letB = ker j∗. Sincex · y = 0 ∀x, y ∈ B, the subspaceB is isotropic.
Also, rank B = 1

2
rank H1(M ;Z) = genus N = genusM . HenceB is lagrangian. Similarly,̄B

is lagrangian. Therefore the assertion is true.

Proof of (3): It remains to show that every Heegaard pair is topologically induced as the Heegaard
pair associated to a topological Heegaard splitting of some3-manifold, and also that equivalence
classes and stable equivalence classes of Heegaard pairs are topologically induced by equivalence
classes and stable equivalence classes of Heegaard splittings. To see this, let(V ;B, B̄) be a
Heegaard pair. By Theorem 4.8 we may without loss of generality assume that(V ;B, B̄) is
(Xg;Fg, F̄g). Choose a standard basis forH1(M ;Z), with representative curves as illustrated in
Figure 1. We may without loss of generality take one of these (sayw1, . . . , wg) to be standard and
cutM open alongw1, . . . , wg to a sphere with2g boundary componentswi, w̄i (i = 1, . . . , g).
Choose2g additional curvesV1, . . . , Vg,W1, . . . ,Wg onM such that each pairwi, Wi is a
canceling pair of handles,i.e.wi ·Wi = 1 point,wi ·Wj = Wi ·Wj = ∅ if i 6= j, and similarly for
theVi’s. Then the matrices of algebraic intersection numbers

∥

∥|vi · wj |
∥

∥ ,
∥

∥|vi ·Wj |
∥

∥

uniquely determine a symplectic Heegaard splitting. This gives a natural symplectic isomorphism
fromH1(M ;Z) toXg. Also, sinceM is pictured in Figure 1 as the boundary of a handlebodyN ,
our map sendsH1(N ;Z) to Fg. By Corollary 4.7 we may findh ∈ Γ such thath(Fg) = F̄g. By
[8] eachh ∈ Γ is topologically induced by a homeomorphismh̃ :M →M . Let N̄ be a copy of
N , and letW be the disjoint union ofN andN̄ , identified along∂N =M and∂N̄ =M by the
maph̃. Then(W ;N, N̄) is a Heegaard splitting ofW which induces the Heegaard pair(V ;B, B̄).

In an entirely analogous manner, the correspondence between (stable) isomorphism classes of
Heegaard pairs and symplectic Heegaard splittings may be established, using the method of proof
of Theorem 4.8 and the essential fact that eachh ∈ Λ is topologically induced by a
homeomorphism̃h :M → M .
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5 Heegaard pairs and their linked abelian groups

In this section we meet linked groups for the first time in our investigations of Heegaard pairs. We
show that the problem of classifying stable isomorphism classes of Heegaard pairs reduces to the
problem of classifying linked abelian groups. This is accomplished in Theorem 5.15 and
Corollary 5.16. In Theorem 5.18 and Corollary 5.21 we consider the question: how many
stabilizations are needed to obtain equivalence of minimal, stably equivalent Heegaard pairs?
Corollary 5.22 asserts that a single stabilization suffices, generalizing the results of Theorem 3.15
and Corollary 3.18. This solves Problem 3.

The final part of the section contains partial results about classifying Heegaard pairs of minimal
rank. Theorem 5.20 is a first step. The complete solution to that problem will be given, later, in
Theorem 7.5.

We will not be able to address the issue of computing the linking invariants in this section. Later,
after we have learned more, we will develop a set of computable invariants for both stable and
unstable double cosets.

5.1 The quotient group of a Heegaard pair and its natural linking form.
Solution to Problem 1

We now introduce the concept of the quotient group of a Heegaard pair. We will prove (see
Theorem 5.5) that the quotient group of a Heegaard pair has a natural non-singular linking form.
This leads us to the concept of a ‘linked abelian group’. In Corollary 5.9 we show that, as a
consequence of Theorem 5.5, the linked abelian group that isassociated to a Heegaard pair is an
invariant of its stable isomorphism class. Corollary 5.16 solves Problem 1.

Lemma 5.1. Let (V ;B, B̄) be a Heegaard pair and letC = {x ∈ V | x · (B + B̄) = 0}. Then
C = B ∩ B̄.

Proof. We havex ∈ C if and only if x · (B + B̄) = 0, which is true if and only ifx · B = 0 and
x · B̄ = 0. SinceB, B̄ are maximally isotropic, this is true if and only ifx ∈ B andx ∈ B̄.

This lemma implies that, for lagrangian subspacesB, B̄, B′, B̄′, if B + B̄ = B′ + B̄′, then
B ∩ B̄ = B′ ∩ B̄′.

Lemma 5.2. Every Heegaard pair(V ;B, B̄) is a direct sum of Heegaard pairs of the form
(V1;C,C)⊕ (V2;D, D̄) whereC = B ∩ B̄ andD ∩ D̄ = 0.
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Proof. SinceB/C = B/(B ∩ B̄) ∼= (B + B̄)/B̄ ⊂ V/B̄, the groupB/C is free and thusC is a
direct summand ofB. ThusB = C ⊕D for some subgroupD of B. Let nowB∗ be a dual
complement ofB in V ; the splittingC ⊕D of B then induces, dually, a splittingC∗ ⊕D∗ of B∗,
whereC ⊥ D∗ andD ⊥ C∗ and whereC andC∗ are dually paired (by the symplectic form) and
likewiseD,D∗. ThusV1 = C ⊕ C∗ andV2 = D ⊕D∗ aresymplecticsubspaces ofV , with
V1 = V ⊥

2 andV = V1 ⊕ V2 = C ⊕ C∗ ⊕D ⊕D∗. We claim thatB̄ ⊂ C ⊕D ⊕D∗. Indeed,
express̄b ∈ B̄ asb̄ = c+ c∗ + d+ d∗ with c ∈ C, etc. SinceB̄ ⊃ C andB̄ is isotropic, we have
b̄ · c′ = 0 for all c′ ∈ C, i.e. (c+ c∗ + d+ d∗) · c′ = c∗ · c′ = 0 for all c′ ∈ C. ButC,C∗ are dually
paired, soc∗ must be zero.

Hence we haveC ⊕D ⊕D∗ ⊃ B̄ ⊃ C. But this implies that̄B = C ⊕ D̄, where
D̄ = B̄ ∩ (D ⊕D∗) = B̄ ∩ V2 = V2. We have now shown that:

a) V = V1 ⊕ V2

b) B = C ⊕D with C = B ∩ B̄ ⊂ V1,D ⊂ V2

c) B̄ = C ⊕ D̄ with D̄ ⊂ V2

Note thatC = B ∩ B̄ = (C ⊕D)∩ (C ∩ D̄) = C ⊕ (D ∩ D̄), soD ∩ D̄ = 0. To finish the proof,
it suffices then to show that(V1;C,C) and(V2;D, D̄) are Heegaard pairs. The former is trivially
so sinceV1 = C ⊕ C∗, and for the same reason,D is lagrangian inV2. We must then show that̄D
is lagrangian inV2. It is certainly isotropic, sincēB = C ⊕ D̄ is so. But letx ∈ V2 be such that
x · D̄ = 0. We also havex · V1 = 0 sinceV1 ⊥ V2 and hencex · B̄ = x · (C ⊕ D̄) = 0. SinceB̄ is
maximally isotropic,x ∈ B̄ and hencēB ∩ V2 = D̄, showingD̄ to be maximally isotropic in
V2.

Lemma 5.3. Let (V ;B, B̄) and(V ;B, B̄′) be two Heegaard pairs such thatB + B̄ = B + B̄′. If
the first is split as in the previous lemma, then the second hasa splitting of the form
(V1;C,C)⊕ (V2;D, D̄

′), whereD ∩ D̄′ = 0 andD + D̄′ = D + D̄.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, the fact thatB + B̄ = B + B̄′ implies thatC = B ∩ B̄ = B ∩ B̄′.
Examining the construction of Lemma 5.2, we see that sinceB andC are the same for both pairs,
we may chooseB∗ andD the same, and henceC∗,D∗ andV1 = C ⊕ C∗, V2 = D ⊕D∗ will also
be the same. Thus the second pair has a splitting satisfying all the requirements except possibly
the last. But we haveD + D̄′ = (B + B̄′) ∩ V2 = (B + B̄) ∩ V2 = D + D̄.

We define thequotientof a Heegaard pair(V ;B, B̄) to be the groupH = V/(B + B̄). Clearly,
isomorphic Heegaard pairs have isomorphic quotients. Furthermore, stabilization does not change
this quotient either, since

(V ⊕Xk)/[(B ⊕ Ek) + (B̄ ⊕ Fk)] = (V ⊕Xk)/[(B + B̄)⊕Xk] ∼= V/(B + B̄).
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Thus the isomorphism class of the quotient is an invariant ofstable isomorphism classes of pairs.
We cannot conclude, however, that two Heegaard pairs are stably isomorphic if they have
isomorphic quotients; there are further invariants. To pursue these, we need the following
concepts.

Definition 5.4. If T is a finite abelian group, alinking formonT is a symmetric bilinear
Q/Z-valued form onT , whereQ/Z is the group of rationalsmod 1. More generally, a linking
form on any finitely generated abelian groupH means a linking form on its torsion subgroupT .
A linking form λ is non-singularif for every homomorphismϕ : T → Q/Z, there is a
(necessarily unique)x ∈ T such thatϕ(y) = λ(x, y) for all y ∈ T . A groupH will be called a
linked groupif its torsion subgroup is endowed with a non-singular linking form.‖
Theorem 5.5.The quotient group of a Heegaard pair has a natural non-singular linking form.

Proof. Let the pair be(V ;B, B̄), the quotient beH, and its torsion subgroup beT . Consider
x, y ∈ T and suppose thatmx = 0. Lift x, y to u, v ∈ V ; thenmx = 0 implies thatmu ∈ B + B̄,
saymu = b+ b̄. Defineλ(x, y) to be 1

m
(b · v) mod 1. Note that ifny = 0 and hence

nv ∈ B + B̄, saynv = c+ c̄ (c ∈ B, c̄ ∈ B̄) then we have

λ(x, y) ≡ 1

m
(b · v) ≡ 1

mn
(b · nv) ≡ 1

mn
b · (c+ c̄) ≡ 1

mn
b · c̄ mod 1,

which gives a more symmetric definition ofλ(x, y). We now verify the necessary facts aboutλ.

a) Independent of the choice ofb, b̄: if b+ b̄ = b′ + b̄′, then we haveb′ = b+ δ, b̄′ = b̄− δ, with
δ ∈ B ∩ B̄. But then 1

mn
b′ · c̄ = 1

mn
(b · c̄+ δ · c̄) = 1

mn
b · c̄, sinceδ · c̄ = 0. Similarly,λ(x, y) is

independent of the choice ofc, c̄.

b) Independent of the liftingu, v: a different liftingu′ satisfiesu′ = u+ b1 + b̄1, so

mu′ = mu+m(b1 + b′1) = (b+mb1) + (b̄+mb̄1),

and hence

λ(x, y) ≡ 1

m
b · v ≡ 1

m
(b+mb1) · v mod 1.

Similarly,λ(x, y) does not depend on the liftingv of y.

c) Independent of the choice ofm: if m′x = 0 also, withm′u = b′ + b̄′, then
mm′u = m′b+m′b̄ = mb′ +mb̄′ and

1

m′ (b
′ · v) ≡ 1

mm′ (mb
′ · v) ≡ by a)

1

mm′ (m
′b · v) ≡ 1

m
(b · v) mod 1.

d) Bilinearity and symmetry: the first follows immediately from a). Then for symmetry, we have
λ(x, y) = 1

mn
(b · c̄) andλ(y, x) = 1

mn
(c · b̄). But

mn(u · v) = (mu) · (nv) = (b+ b̄) · (c+ c̄) = b · c̄+ b̄ · c = b · c̄− c · b̄ ≡ 0 modmn,

so 1
mn

(b · c̄) ≡ 1
mn

(c · b̄) mod 1.
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e) Non-singularity: this is equivalent to the statement that λ(x, y) ≡ 0 mod 1 for all y ∈ T
implies thatx = 0 in T .

Suppose thenx ∈ T andλ(x, y) ≡ 0 for all y ∈ T , and letu be a lifting ofx to V . Now by
Lemma 5.2, our Heegaard pair is a direct sum(V1;C,C)⊕ (V2;D, D̄) with C = B ∩ B̄ and
D ∩ D̄ = 0. Since the quotientV1/(C + C) is free, V2 projects ontoT and so the lifting of any
torsion element may always be chosen inV2. If E is a dual complement ofD in V2, then in
fact the projectionV → H will takeE ontoT . Thus we may assume thatu ∈ E. If mx = 0 in
T thenmu = d+ d̄ for somed ∈ D, d̄ ∈ D̄. The hypothesis thatλ(x, y) ≡ 0 mod 1, all
y ∈ T is equivalent tod · v ≡ 0 modm for all v ∈ V2. SinceV2 is symplectic, this implies that
d is divisible bym in V2, that is,d = md′ for somed′ ∈ V2. Now clearlyd′ ·D = 0, and hence
d′ ∈ D sinceD is maximally isotropic. Thus we havemu = md′ + d̄, d̄ = m(u− d′) and we
conclude similarly thatu− d′ ∈ D̄, sayu− d′ = d̄′. Thusu = d′ + d̄′ ∈ D + D̄, which
implies thatx = 0.

Remark 5.6. Note that themaximalisotropic nature ofB, B̄ was used only in proving e); the
weaker assumption that they are only isotropic still suffices to prove a)–d) and thus construct a
natural linking onH. ‖

Lemma 5.7. LetB ⊂ V be lagrangian, letB̄ be isotropic of rank1
2
rank V , and suppose that

B ∩ B̄ = 0. ThenB̄ is lagrangian if and only if the induced linking formλ onH is non-singular.

Proof. We have already proved the necessity, so suppose thatλ is non-singular. By Definition 4.2,
we need only show that̄B is a direct summand ofV . This is equivalent to showing thatV/B̄ is
torsion free,i.e. that foru ∈ V , if mu ∈ B̄ for some nonzerom, thenu ∈ B̄. If thenmu ∈ B̄ and
x is the image ofu in H, thenmx = 0 in H, sox is in the torsion groupT . But thenu lifts x and
mu decomposes inB + B̄ as0 +mu. Hence ify ∈ T is lifted tov ∈ V , we get
λ(x, y) = 1

m
(0 · v) ≡ 0 mod 1, i.e. λ(x, y) ≡ 0 for all y ∈ T . By hypothesis, we havex = 0 in T ,

and henceu ∈ B + B̄, sayu = b+ b̄. Sincemu = mb+mb̄ is in B̄,mb is also inB̄. But it is
also inB, so must be zero,i.e. b = 0. Thusu = b̄ ∈ B̄.

We have shown that the quotient of a Heegaard pair has the structure of a linked group in a natural
way; clearly, isomorphic Heegaard pairs have isomorphiclinkedquotients: the Heegaard
isomorphism induces an isomorphism on the quotients which preserves the linking. Let us see
how the linked quotient behaves under stabilization.

Lemma 5.8. The linked quotient of a stabilization of(V ;B, B̄) is canonically isomorphic to the
unstabilized quotient.

Proof. The canonical isomorphism of the quotients is induced by theinclusionV →֒ V ⊕Xk,
and we identify the two quotients in this way. To see that the linking defined by the two pairs are
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equal, letx, y ∈ T . Their liftingsu, v in V ⊕Xk may be chosen to lie inV ⊕ 0, sinceXk projects
to 0 in the quotient, and the splitting ofmu may then be chosen to be(b, 0) + (b̄, 0). The
stabilized linking number, defined thus, is then obviously the same as the unstabilized one.

Corollary 5.9. The linked abelian group is an invariant of the stable isomorphism class of a
Heegaard pair.

The remainder of this section is devoted to strengthening Corollary 5.9 by showing that, in fact,
two Heegaard pairs are stably isomorphic if and only if theirlinked quotients are isomorphic (see
Corollary 5.16). It is easily verified that two linked groupsare link-isomorphic if and only if they
have link-isomorphic torsion groups and, mod their torsiongroups, the same (free) rank.

Lemma 5.10.Let (V ;B, B̄) be a Heegaard pair withB ∩ B̄ = 0, and letA be a dual
complement ofB. If Ā is the direct projection of̄B intoA, then there is a symplectic basisai, bi of
V (ai ∈ A, bi ∈ B) such that:

a) miai is a basis forĀ, for some integersmi 6= 0;

b) miai +
∑

j nijbj is a basis forB̄, for some integersnij such thatnij/mi = nji/mj .

Remark 5.11. Note that the hypothesisB ∩ B̄ = 0 is equivalent to the fact that the rank of
B + B̄ is equal to the rank ofV , i.e. that the quotient isfinite. ‖

Proof. SinceB ∩ B̄ = 0, the projection ofB̄ intoA is 1-1,i.e.

rank Ā = rank B̄ =
1

2
rank V = rank A.

By Proposition 3.4, there is a basisai of A such thatmiai is a basis ofĀ, andmi 6= 0 because
rank Ā = rank A. Let bi be the dual basis ofB = A∗; thenai, bi is a symplectic basis ofV . The
inverse of the projection̄B → Ā takesmiai into a basis ofB̄, which must then be of the form
b̄i = miai +

∑

k nikbk for nij ∈ Z. But b̄i · b̄j = 0 for all j, i.e.minji −mjnij = 0 for all i, j.

Lemma 5.12.Let (V ;B, B̄) and(V ;B, B̄′) be two Heegaard pairs such thatB + B̄ = B + B̄′

andB ∩ B̄ = B ∩ B̄′ = 0. Then the linkingsλ, λ′ induced on the common quotientH are
identical if and only if there is anf ∈ Sp(V ) such thatf(B) = B, f(B̄) = B̄′, and such that the
automorphismh ofH induced byf is the identity map.

Proof. Certainly the condition is sufficient. To prove the necessity, letA be a dual complement of
B and letĀ, Ā′ be the projections of̄B, B̄′ intoA. Note thatĀ = A ∩ (B + B̄) and
Ā′ = A ∩ (B + B̄′). HenceĀ = Ā′. As in the previous lemma we choose anSp-basisai, bi with
miai a basis ofĀ = Ā′, and corresponding bases

b̄i = miai +
∑

j

nijbj of B̄ and b̄′i = miai +
∑

j

n′
ijbj of B̄′.
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Let βij =
n′

ij−nij

mi
; the “symmetry” conditions of the previous lemma on thenij , n

′
ij imply that

βij = βji. Let xi be the image ofai in H. Sincemiai ∈ B + B̄, when calculatingλ(xi, xk) we
may choose theB-part of the lift ofxi to be−∑j nijbj , and we get

λ(xi, xk) =
1

mi

(−
∑

nijbj) · ak =
nik
mi

.

Likewise we getλ′(xi, xk) =
n′

ik

mi
. By hypothesis, for alli, k we haven

′

ik

mi
≡ nik

mi
mod 1, i.e.

βik =
n′

ik
−nik

mi
≡ 0 mod 1; that is,βik is integralas well as symmetric. Thus the transformation

f : V → V which fixes thebi and takesai to ai +
∑

j βijbj is easily seen to besymplectic. We
havef(B) = B obviously, and

f(b̄i) = mi(ai +
∑

j

βijbj) +
∑

nijbj = miai +
∑

j

(miβij + nij)bj = miai +
∑

j

n′
ijbj = b̄′i,

sof(B̄) = B̄′. Finally,h(xi) is the image off(ai) = ai +
∑

j βijbj , which is justxi; this shows
thath = 1.

Lemma 5.13.With hypotheses as in the preceding lemma, but omitting the assumption that
B ∩ B̄ = B ∩ B̄′ = 0, the conclusion remains valid.

Proof. Again we need only prove the necessity. By Lemma 5.3, we split(V ;B, B̄) as
(V1;C,C)⊕ (V2;D, D̄), whereC = B ∩ B̄ = B ∩ B̄′, and(V ;B, B̄′) as(V1;C,C)⊕ (V2;D, D̄

′).
SinceD + D̄ = (B + B̄) ∩ V2 = (B + B̄′) ∩ V2 = D + D̄′, both theV2 pairs have the same
quotient, namely the torsion subgroupT , and both these pairs define the same linking form. By
the preceding lemma we have a mapf2 ∈ Sp(V2) such thatf2(D) = D, f2(D̄) = D̄′ and so that

V2

T

V2

��

f2
''

OOOOOOO

77ooooooo

commutes. Letf = 1V1 ⊕ f2; thenf satisfies the requirements.

Lemma 5.14.Let (V ;B, B̄) and(V ′;B′, B̄′) be Heegaard pairs of the same genusg, and let
h : H → H ′ be an isomorphism of the quotients (not necessarily linking-preserving). If
g > rank H, then there is a symplectic isomorphismf : V → V ′ lifting h such thatf(B) = B′

andf(B + B̄) = B′ + B̄′.

Proof. LetA,A′ be dual complements ofB,B′. Then the projectionsπ, π′ mapA,A′ ontoH,H ′.
SinceA,A′ are free of rankg > rank H, we have non-minimal presentationsA→ H,A′ → H ′,
and hence by Theorem 3.15 there is an isomorphismp : A→ A′ lifting h. Let q be the adjoint
map ofp onB = A∗ (i.e. q = (p∗)−1); thenf = p⊕ q is a symplectic isomorphism of
A⊕ B = V toA′ ⊕B′ = V ′. It clearly still lifts h, which implies that
f(B + B̄) = f(ker π) = ker π′ = B′ + B̄′. Finally,f(B) = B′ by the construction off .
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Theorem 5.15.Let (V ;B, B̄) and(V ′;B′, B̄′) be two Heegaard pairs of genusg and
h : H → H ′ a link-isomorphism of their linked quotient groups. Ifg > rank H, thenh lifts to a
Heegaard isomorphismj : (V ;B, B̄) → (V ′;B′, B̄′).

Proof. Lift h to f as in the previous lemma, and putB̄1 = f−1(B̄′). Then(V ;B, B̄1) is a
Heegaard pair andf maps it isomorphically to(V ′;B′, B̄′). Note that

B + B̄1 = f−1(B′ + B̄′) = f−1f(B + B̄) = B + B̄,

so the quotient of(V ;B, B̄1) is alsoH. Moreover, by construction the linking form onH induced
by (V,B, B̄1) is identical to the linking form induced by(V,B, B̄). By Lemma 5.13, there is a
mapg ∈ Sp(V ) such thatg(B) = B, g(B̄) = B̄1, andg induces the identity map onH. Hence
the mapfg also inducesh : H → H ′, andfg(B) = B′, fg(B̄) = f(B̄1) = B̄′.

We are now ready to give our solution to Problem 1 of the introduction to this paper.

Corollary 5.16. Two Heegaard pairs are stably isomorphic if and only if they have the same
torsion free ranks, and their torsion groups are link-isomorphic; that is, if and only if they have
isomorphic linked quotients.

5.2 The stabilization index. Solution to Problem 3

In this subsection we introduce the notion of a Heegaard presentation and define the genus of a
Heegaard presentation. We return to the concept of the volume of a presentation of an abelian
group, relating it now to Heegaard presentations. See Theorem 5.20. At the end of this section we
give the solution to Problem 3 of the Introduction to this article. See Corollary 5.22.

Definition 5.17. LetH be a linked group. AHeegaard presentationof H consists of a Heegaard
pair (V ;B, B̄) and a surjectionπ : V → H such that:

a) ker π = B + B̄

b) the linking induced onH by means ofπ is the given linking onH.

Thegenusof the presentation is the given genus of the pair. We will usethe symbol(V ;B, B̄; π)
to denote a Heegaard presentation.‖

Theorem 5.18.Every linked groupH has a Heegaard presentation of genus equal to the rank of
H.
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Proof. LetH = Fk ⊕ T , whereFk is free of rankk andT is torsion. If(V ;B, B̄; π) is a Heegaard
presentation ofT with genus equal torank T , then taking the direct sum with(Xk;Ek, Ek; ρ)
whereρ : Xk → Fk is a surjection with kernelEk gives the required presentation forH. Thus we
need only prove the theorem for torsion groupsT . LetV be symplectic rank of2rank T and let
A,B be a dual pair inV . Let πA : A→ T be a presentation ofT , which is possible since
rank A = rank T . We may, by Proposition 3.4, choose a basisai of A such thatmiai is a basis of
ker πA, andmi 6= 0 sinceT is a torsion group. Ifbi is the dual basis ofB, thenai, bi is a
symplectic basis ofV . Let nowxi = πA(ai); thexi’s generateT , and the order ofxi in T ismi.

If now λ is the linking form onT , choose rational numbersqij representingλ(xi, xj) mod 1,
which, sinceλ(xi, xj) ≡ λ(xj , xi), may be assumed to satisfyqij = qji. Note that

miqij ≡ miλ(xi, xj) ≡ λ(mixi, xj) ≡ λ(0, xj) ≡ 0 mod 1,

that is,miqij = nij is integral.

We now defineB̄ ⊂ V to be generated bȳbi = miai +
∑

j nijbj . Clearly the map
π : ai 7→ xi, bi 7→ 0 is a surjection ofV ontoT , and its kernel is generated bymiai andbi, or just
as well byb̄i andbi. In other words,ker π = B + B̄. Observe that̄B is isotropic since

b̄i · b̄k = minki −mknik = mimkqki −mkmiqik = 0.

Hence we have a linkingλ′ induced onT , as in Lemma 5.7, by the isotropic pairB, B̄. An easy
calculation shows thatλ′ = λ, and hence is non-singular by hypothesis. Nowrank B̄ is obviously
= rank A = 1

2
rank V , andB ∩ B̄ = 0: for

∑

i rib̄i ∈ B if and only if
∑

i rimiai = 0, i.e. if and
only if ri = 0 all i (sincemi 6= 0). We now apply Lemma 5.7 to conclude thatB̄ is lagrangian and
so(V ;B, B̄; π) is a Heegaard presentation ofT with genus equal to the rank ofT .

Our next goal is to show that a minimal Heegaard pair has a natural volume in the sense of§3.2.

Lemma 5.19.Let (V ;B, B̄) be a minimal Heegaard pair of genusg with quotientH. Then for
any two dual complementsAi ofB (i = 1, 2) the two presentationsAi → H induce the same
volumes. We shall call this volume the volume induced by the Heegaard pair.

Proof. The direct sum projection ofV = A2 ⊕ B ontoA2 gives a mapj : A1 → A2, andj is an
isomorphism. Clearly,

A1

H

A2

��

j
''OOOOOO

77oooooo

commutes, so the presentations are equivalent and have the same volume.
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We can strengthen Theorem 5.18 in the minimal volume case.

Theorem 5.20.Let (Vi;Bi, B̄i), (i = 1, 2) be minimal Heegaard pairs of genusg with quotients
Hi and induced volumes±θi, and leth : H1 → H2 be a linking isomorphism. Thenh lifts to a
Heegaard isomorphism if and only ifh is also volume preserving.

Proof. Assume thatg = rank H. The proof of Theorem 5.15 goes through exactly as is whenever
we can lifth to f as in Lemma 5.14, and examining the proof of this lemma, we seethat it also
goes through as is if we can only lifth to an isomorphismp : A→ A′ such that

A −−−→ H

p





y





y
h

A′ −−−→ H ′

commutes. Sincerank A = rank A′ = g = rank H, the abelian groupsH andH ′ have volumes
θ, θ′ induced by these presentations, and Theorem 3.26 tells us thath lifts if and only if
h(±θ) = ±θ′, as desired.

Corollary 5.21. Every Heegaard pair is isomorphic to a stabilization of a Heegaard pair whose
genus is equal to the rank of the quotient.

Proof. Let (V ;B, B̄) be of genusg and let its quotient beH of rankr. If g = r we are done. If
g > r, then by Theorem 5.18 there is a Heegaard presentation ofH of genusr, and then by
Corollary 5.16, its stabilization of indexk = g − r > 0 is isomorphic to(V ;B, B̄).

Problem 3 asked whether there is a bound, or even more a uniform bound on the stabilization
index for arbitrary minimal inequivalent but stably equivalent pairsH1,H2 ∈ Γg.

Corollary 5.22. If two Heegaard splittings of the same 3-manifoldW have the same genus, then
their associated symplectic Heegaard splittings are either isomorphic or become isomorphic after
at most single stabilization. In particular, if the genus ofthe Heegaard splitting is greater than the
rank ofH1(W ;Z), then the symplectic Heegaard splittings are always isomorphic.

Proof. Let h̃, h̃′ be Heegaard gluing maps of genusg for the same 3-manifold. Leth, h′ be their
images inSp(2g,Z). By Theorem 4.8 we know that the stable double cosets which characterize
their stabilized symplectic Heegaard splittings are in 1-1correspondence with isomorphism
classes of associated stabilized Heegaard pairs. Let(V ;B, B̄), (V ′;B′, B̄′) be the Heegaard pairs
determined byh = ρ2(h̃), h′ = ρ2(h̃′). The fact that̃h, h̃′ determine the same 3-manifoldW
shows that there is a linking isomorphismH → H ′ of their linked quotient groups. Theorem 5.15
then asserts that, ifg > rankH1(W ;Z), then there is a Heegaard isomorphism
(V ;B, B̄) → (V ′;B′, B̄′). In particular, the Heegaard splittings are equivalent. ByTheorem 5.18,
every linked groupH has a Heegaard presentation of genus equal to the rank ofH. Thus, at most
a single stabilization is required, and that only if the genus is minimal and the Heegaard pairs are
not isomorphic.
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6 The classification problem for linked abelian groups

We have reduced the problem of classifying symplectic Heegaard splittings to the problem of the
classification of linked abelian groups. It remains to find a system of invariants that will do the
job, and that is our goal in this section.

6.1 Direct sum decompositions

We begin by showing that the problem of finding a complete system of invariants for a linked
group(H, λ) reduces to the problem of studying the invariants on thep-primary summands of the
torsion subgroupT of H.

Theorem 6.1([43]). Every linking form onT splits as a direct sum of linkings associated to the
p-primary summands ofT , and two linking forms are equivalent if and only if the linkings on the
summands are equivalent.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ T wherex has orderm andy has ordern. Then
λ(x, y) = λ(x, y + 0) = λ(x, y) + λ(x, 0), henceλ(x, 0) = 0. From this it follows that
nλ(x, y) = λ(x, ny) = λ(x, 0) = 0(mod 1) becauseny = 0. By the symmetry of linking
numbers, we also havemλ(x, y) = 0(mod 1). Thereforeλ(x, y) = r

m
= s

n
(mod 1) for some

integersr, s. This implies thatλ(x, y) = t
(m,n)

(mod 1) for some integert, where(m,n) is the

greatest common divisor ofm andn. Thus ifx, y have orderpa, qb wherep, q are distinct primes,
thenλ(x, y) = 0. Thus the linking onT splits into a direct sum of linkings on thep-primary
summands, as claimed.

In view of Theorem 6.1, we may restrict our attention to a summandT (pj) of T of prime power
orderptj , wherepj ∈ {p1, p2, . . . , pk}, the set of prime divisors of the largest torsion coefficientτt.
This brings us, immediately, to a very simple question: how do we find the linking form onT (pj)
from a symplectic Heegaard splitting? Our next result addresses this issue.

Corollary 6.2. LetT be the torsion subgroup ofH1(W ;Z). LetQ(2) = ||qij|| and
P(2) = Diag(τ1, τ2, . . . , τt) be the matrices that are given in Theorem 2.4.

(1) Thet× t matrixQ(2)(P(2))−1 = ‖λ(yr, yj)‖ = || qij
τj
|| determines a linking onH.

(2) The linking matrices that were studied by Seifert in[43] are the direct sum ofk distinctt× t
matrices, one for each prime divisorpd of τt. Each summand represents the restriction of
the linking in (1) to the cyclic summands ofT whose order is a fixed power ofpd. The one
that is associated to the primepd is a matrix of dimension at mostt× t:

λ(gid, gjd) = || τiτjqij

(p
ei,d
d )(p

ejd
d )τj

|| = || τiqij

(peidd )(p
ejd
d )

|| (21)
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Proof. (1) The easiest way to see thatQ(2)(P(2))−1 is a linking onH is from the geometry. The
matrixQ(2) records the number of appearances (algebraically) of each homology basis elementbi
in h(bj). The curves which represent thebi’s bound discsDi in Ng, and the curves which
represent theh(bj)’s bounds discs̄Dj in N̄g. Thegij ’s are intersection numbers ofh(bj) with Di

or of bi with D̄j . Dividing by τj , intersection numbers go over to linking numbers. Note thatthe
submatrixP(2)Q(2) is symmetric by (2), henceQ(2)(P(2))−1 is likewise symmetric, as it must be
becauseQ(2)(P(2))−1 is a linking.

(2) By Theorem 6.1,T is a direct sum ofp-primary groupsT (p1)⊕ · · · ⊕ T (pk). From this it
follows that the linking onT also splits as a direct sum of the linkings associated to
T (p1), . . . , T (pk).

We focus on one such primep = pd. By Theorem 2.2 thep-primary groupT (p) splits in a unique
way as a direct sum of cyclic groups whose orders are powers ofp, moreover the powers ofp
which are involved occur in a non-decreasing sequence, as in(4) of Theorem 2.2. The generators
of these groups are ordered in a corresponding way, asg1,d, g2,d, . . . , gt,d, where distinct
generatorsgi,d, gi+1,d may generate cyclic groups of the same order, and where it is possible that
the firstq of these groups are trivial. As in the statement of Theorem 2.2, the generatorsgi,d andyi
are related by (5). The expression on the right in (21) follows immediately. There arek such
matrices in all, wherek is the number of distinct prime divisors ofτt.

6.2 Classifying linkedp-groups whenp is odd. Solution to Problem 2, odd
p.

In this section we describe Seifert’s classification theorem for the case when all of the torsion
coefficients are odd. Seifert studied thet× t matrixλ(gi, gj) in (21) belonging to a fixed prime
p = pd. To explain what he did, we start with the inequalities in (4), but restrict to a subsequence
of cyclic groups all of which have the same prime power order.We simplify the notation, using
the symbols

ε1 = · · · = ε1 < ε2 = · · · = ε2 < · · · < εr = εr = · · · εr
in place of the powersei,d which appear in (21). The linking matrix then divides into blocks
whose size is determined by the number of times, denotedti, that a given power, sayεi, is
repeated. Among these, the blocks that interest us are the square blocks whose diagonals are
along the main diagonal of the linking matrix. There will ber such blocks of dimensiont1, . . . , tr
if r distinct powerspεi occur in the subgroups ofT that are cyclic with order a power ofp:

∥

∥λ(gi, gj)
∥

∥ =











A1

pε1
∗ · · · ∗

∗ A2

pε2
· · · ∗

...
...

. . .
...

∗ · · · · · · Ar

pεr











(22)
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The stars relate to linking numbers that we shall not consider further.

Theorem 6.3([43]). Two linkings ofT (p) are equivalent if and only if the corresponding box
determinants|A1|, |A2|, . . . , |Ar| have the same quadratic residue charactersmod p.

Summarizing, we can now give the promised solution to Problem 2 in the case whenT has no
2-torsion.

Theorem 6.4. 1. We are given the gluing map̃h ∈ Γ̃g for a Heegaard splitting of genusg of a
3-manifoldW . Let

H = ρ2(h̃) =
(R P

S Q
)

∈ Sp(2g,Z).

2. Use the methods described in the proof of Theorem II.9 of [34] to find matricesU ,V such
thatUPV = P(1) = Diag(1, 1, . . . , 1, τ1, τ2, . . . , τt, 0, . . . , 0).

3. Use the methods described in the proof of Theorem 2.4 to findthe equivalent matrixH′.

4. Letyi be a generator of the subgroup of orderτi of T . Letp1 < p2 < · · · < pk be the primes
divisors ofτ1, τ2, . . . , τt. Compute the elementsgij, using(5). Then compute thek
symmetric matrices

∥

∥λ(gi, gj)
∥

∥, using (21) above.

5. Using the matrices
∥

∥λ(gi, gj)
∥

∥, determine the submatricesA1, . . . ,Ar that are shown in
(22) above. Here each block matrixAq belongs to a sequence (possibly of length 1) of
cyclic subgroups ofT (p) of like prime power order. The matrixAq might be the identity
matrix. Compute the quadratic residue charactersmod p of the determinants
|A1|, |A2|, . . . , |Ar|. Repeat this for eachp.

6. By Corollary 5.16 and Theorem 6.3, the rankr, the torsion coefficientsτ1, . . . , τt and the
complete array of quadratic reside characters modp are the complete set of topological
invariants of the associated symplectic Heegaard splitting ofW that is determined byH.
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6.3 Classifying linkedp-groups,p = 2. Solution to Problem 2,p = 2.

If (H, λ) is a linkedp-group, we have seen thatH may be decomposed into orthogonal summands
Bj , each of which is a freeZpj -module, that is, a direct sum of some numberrj of copies ofZpj ;

rj is therankof Bj , andBj is thejth block. Therj ’s are as usual invariants ofH alone. For odd
p, the linking type ofλ|Bj

is an invariant ofλ, and these types (which are determined by a
Legendre symbol) give a complete set of invariants. Forp = 2, however, no such decomposition
is possible; this is due to the fact that the linking type ofBj is no longer an invariant. Here is a
typical example of the kind of thing that can happen.

Definition 6.5. An elementx ∈ H is said to beprimitive if it generates a direct summand ofH,
or, equivalently, ifx /∈ 2H. ‖

Example 6.6.LetH = Z2n−1 ⊕ Z2n ⊕ Z2n , soH has rank 3. Let

C =

(

0 1
1 0

)

and D =

(

2 1
1 2

)

,

and consider the two linking formsλ andλ′ onH whose matrices with respect to the standard
basis are

(
1

2n−1
)⊕ (

1

2n
C) and (

−3

2n−1
)⊕ (

1

2n
D), (23)

respectively, where( 1
2n−1 ) and( −3

2n−1 ) denote1× 1 matrices. We claim thatλ ≃ λ′. Indeed, let
~e = (e1, e2, e3) be the standard basis ofH and put

e′1 = e1 + 2e2 − 2e3, e′2 = e1 + e2, e′3 = e1 − e3.

Now, we have:

3e1 = −e′1 + 2e′2 + 2e′3, 3e2 = e′1 + e′2 − 2e′3, 3e3 = −e′1 + 2e′2 − e′3.

Since 3 is a unit inZ2n , it follows that~e′ = (e′1, e
′
2, e

′
3) is also a basis. Now, observe that

λ(e′1, e
′
1) = λ(e1, e1)− 8λ(e2, e3) =

−3

2n−1
λ(e′2, e

′
2) = λ(e1, e1) =

2

2n

λ(e′3, e
′
3) = λ(e1, e1) =

2

2n
λ(e′1, e

′
2) = λ(e1, e1)− 2λ(e3, e2) = 0

λ(e′1, e
′
3) = λ(e1, e1)− 2λ(e3, e2) = 0 λ(e′2, e

′
3) = λ(e1, e1)− λ(e2, e3) =

1

2n

Thusλ with respect to the basis~e′ is equal toλ′ with respect to the basis~e. But 1
2n
C is not

isomorphic to 1
2n
D as a linking onZ2

2n whenn > 2. For example,λ(x, x) = 0 has no primitive
solutions for the second linking, whereas it does for the first. ‖
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Our example shows that we must approach the casep = 2 in a different manner. Burger (see [7])
reduced the classification of linkedp-groups to the classification of quadratic forms (more
precisely, symmetric bilinear forms) overZpn , and his procedure gives in theory at least a
complete set of invariants, but forp = 2 they are inconveniently cumbersome. Our goal in this
section is to reduce his invariants to a simple, manageable set and to demonstrate how to calculate
them. We will proceed as follows:

• In §6.3.1 we show how to decompose a linking form (in a non-canonical way) into a direct
sum of 3 types of basic forms.

• In §6.3.2 we discuss a variant of the Burger’s numerical invariants.

• Our variant of Burger’s invariants cannot achieve arbitrary values. To determine the values
they can achieve, we calculate the values of our numerical invariants on the basic forms.
This calculation will be the basis of the next step, given in§6.3.3.

• Finally, in §6.3.4 we show that all the information in Burger’s numericalinvariants is
contained in a simpler set of mod8 phase invariantstogether with the ranks of the various
blocks.

The section ends with several examples.

6.3.1 Decomposing a linked abelian2-group

Strengthening a result of Burger [7], Wall [47] showed how todecompose a linked abelian
2-group into an orthogonal direct sum of certain basic linking forms. In this section, we review
this result and give a proof of Wall’s theorem which builds onBurger’s original ideas and which is
better suited for computations.

Definition 6.7. Thebasic linking formson a finite abelian2-group are the following

• Theunary forms. These are the forms onZ2j for j ≥ 1 whose matrices are
(

a
2j

)

for odd
integersa.

• The twobinary forms. These are the forms on(Z2j )
2 for j ≥ 1 whose matrices are either

1
2j
C or 1

2j
D, whereC andD were defined in Example 6.6.‖

We can now state Wall’s theorem.

Theorem 6.8(Wall, [47]). Let (H, λ) be a linked abelian2-group. Then(H, λ) is isomorphic to
an orthogonal direct sum(H1, λ1)⊕ · · · ⊕ (Hn, λn), where the(Hi, λi) are basic linking forms.
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Proof. We will use the following well-known result about solving congruences modpk.

Lemma 6.9(Hensel’s Lemma [35, Theorem 2.23]). Letf(x) be a polynomial with integer
coefficients, letp be a prime and letk ≥ 2 be an integer. Assume that the integerr is a solution to
the equationf(x) = 0 (mod pk−1), and moreover assume thatf ′(r) 6= 0 mod p. Then
f(r + tpk−1) = 0 (mod pk) for some (unique) integert with 0 ≤ t ≤ p− 1.

The proof of Theorem 6.8 begins with a lemma:

Lemma 6.10.LetH = Zpj ⊕ Zpj and letλ be the linking form onH whose matrix with respect
to the standard basis(e1, e2) for H is 1

2j
( 2m 1

1 2n ). Then(H, λ) is isomorphic to the linking form
whose matrix is1

2j
C if bothm andn are odd and to the linking form whose matrix is1

2j
D

otherwise.

Proof. Assume first that one ofm andn (saym) is even. Observe that ifa is an integer, then
sinceλ is defined by the matrix1

2j
( 2m 1

1 2n ), we have:

λ((1, a), (1, a)) = 2m+ 2a2n+ 2a = 2(na2 + a+m).

Now, sincem is even it follows thata = 1 is a solution to the equationna2 + a +m = 0 mod2,
so Hensel’s lemma implies that there is some odd integerã so thatnã2 + ã +m = 0 mod2j. Set
~v = (1, a). Sinceλ is nondegenerate, there is some~w ∈ H so thatλ(~v, ~w) = 1

2j
. Let k be so that

λ(~w, ~w) = 2k. The pair{~v, ~w − k~v} is then a new basis, and with respect to this basisλ has the
matrix 1

2j
( 0 1
1 0 ), as desired.

Now assume that bothm andn are odd. By the same argument as in the previous paragraph (but
solvingna2 + a+m = 1 mod2j), we can assume thatm = 1, so the matrix forλ is 1

2j
( 2 1
1 2n ). Set

~v = (1, 0), and for an arbitrary integerc define~wc = (c, 1− 2c). Observe that

λ(~v, ~wc) = 2c+ (1− 2c) = 1.

Moreover,

λ(~wc, ~wc) = 2c2 + 2c(1− 2c) + 2n(1− 2c)2 = 2((4n− 1)c2 + (1− 4n)c+ n).

Now, sincen is odd it follows thatc = 1 is a solution to

(4n− 1)c2 + (1− 4n)c+ n = 1 (mod 2),

so Hensel’s lemma implies that there is some odd integerc̃ so that

(4n− 1)c̃2 + (1− 4n)c̃+ n = 1 (mod 2j).

It follows thatλ(~wc̃, ~wc̃) = 2. Observe that sincẽc is odd the vectors~v and ~wc̃ form a basis, and
with respect to this basisλ has the matrix1

2j
( 2 1
1 2 ), as desired.
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We are ready to prove Theorem 6.8. Forx ∈ H, define theorder of x to be the smallest
nonnegative integern so that2nx = 0. Assume first that there is some primitivex ∈ H of orderj
so thatλ(x, x) = a

2j
with a odd. Construct a basisx = x1, x2, . . . , xN for H. Observe now that

for any2 ≤ i ≤ N , we haveλ(x, xi) =
bi
2j

for some integerbi. Sincea is odd, we can write
bi = cia mod2j for some integerci. Setx′i = xi − cix. Observe thatx = x1, x

′
2, . . . , x

′
N is a new

basis forH, and that moreover(H, λ) has an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

〈x〉 ⊕ 〈x′2, . . . , x′N 〉.

Sinceλ restricted to〈x〉 is the basic form with matrix
(

a
2j

)

, we are done by induction.

We can therefore assume that for allx ∈ H, if j is the order ofx thenλ(x, x) = 2n
2j

for some
integern. Fixing some primitivex ∈ H of orderj and lettingn be the integer withλ(x, x) = 2n

2j
,

the fact thatλ is non-singular implies that there is somey ∈ H so thatλ(x, y) = 1
2j

. Necessarilyy
has orderj, so we can writeλ(y, y) = 2m

2j
for some integerm. Construct a basis

x = z1, y = z2, z3, . . . , zN for H, and for3 ≤ i ≤ N write λ(x, zi) =
hi
2j

andλ(y, zi) =
ki
2j

. Since
the matrix( 2n 1

1 2m ) is invertible mod2j, we can find integersai andbi so that
(

2n 1
1 2m

)

·
(

ai
bi

)

=

(

−hi
−ki

)

mod2j. For3 ≤ i ≤ N , setz′i = zi + aix+ biy, and observe thatλ(x, z′i) = λ(y, z′i) = 0. The
linked group(H, λ) now has an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

〈x, y〉 ⊕ 〈z′3, . . . , z′N〉.

Sinceλ restricted to〈x, y〉 is the linking form with matrix( 2n 1
1 2m ), Lemma 6.10 says that it is one

of the basic forms, and we are done by induction. This completes the proof of Wall’s theorem.

6.3.2 Burger’s numerical invariants

In [7], Burger constructs a complete set of numerical invariants of a linked abelianp-group
(H, λ). The following formulation of Burger’s result was suggested by Fox in [13], and is
manifestly equivalent to Burger’s original formulation. Define thedegreeof an abelianp-group to
be the smallest nonnegative integern so thatpnH = 0.

Definition 6.11. Let (H, λ) be a linked abelianp-group of degreen, and leta = k
pn

for some
0 ≤ k < pn. We then defineNa(λ) to be the number of solutionsx ∈ H to the equation
λ(x, x) = a. ‖

Theorem 6.12(Burger, [7]). Fix an abelianp-groupH of degreen. Two linking formsλ andλ′

onH are then isomorphic if and only ifNa(λ) = Na(λ
′) for all a = k

pn
with 0 ≤ k < pn. ‖
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We now confine ourselves to the casep = 2. Fix a linked abelian2-group(H, λ) of degreen. We
shall use the notationE(z) for e2πiz. Also, to simplify our formulas we shall denoteλ(x, x) by
x2. Observe now that ifx ∈ H, thenx2 = k

2n
wherek is an integer which is well-defined mod2n.

Hence ifb ∈ Z2n , then the expressionbx2 = bk
2n

is a well-defined real number mod1, so the
numberE(bx2) is well-defined. The following definition therefore makes sense.

Definition 6.13. For b ∈ Z2n , defineΓb(λ) :=
∑

x∈H E(bx
2). ‖

Observe that we clearly have the identity

Γb(λ) =

2n−1
∑

k=0

N k
pn
(λ)E(

bk

2n
).

In other words, the numbersΓb(λ) are the result of applying thediscrete Fourier transform(see
[45]) to the numbersNa(λ). In particular, since the discrete Fourier transform is invertible, it
follows that the numbersΓb(λ) for b ∈ Z2n also form a complete set of invariants for linking
forms onH. In fact, sinceΓ0(λ) =

∑

x∈H 1 = |H|, we only needΓb(λ) for b 6= 0.

However, there is a certain amount of redundancy among theΓb(λ). Indeed, setθ = E(1/2n).
Observe thatθ is a(2n)th root of unity and that the numbersΓb(λ) lie in Q(θ). If a is any odd
integer, thenθa is another(2n)th root of unity, andθ 7→ θa defines a Galois automorphism of
Q(θ), which we will denote byga. Consider a nonzerob ∈ Z2n . Write b = 2kb0, whereb0 is odd
andk < n. Since2nx2 is an integer for allx ∈ H, we have

Γb(λ) =
∑

x∈H
e

2πi(2kb0)(2
nx2)

2n =
∑

x∈H

(

e
2πib0
2n

)2k+nx2

= gb0

(

∑

x∈H

(

e
2πi
2n

)2k+nx2
)

= gb0

(

∑

x∈H
E(2kx2)

)

= gb0(Γ2k(λ)).

We conclude that the set of allΓb(λ) for b ∈ Z2n can be calculated from the set of allΓ2k(λ) for
0 ≤ k < n. This discussion is summarized in the following definition and lemma.

Definition 6.14. Let λ be a linking form onH. For0 ≤ k < n, defineΓk(λ) := Γ2k(λ). ‖
Lemma 6.15.The set of numbersΓk(λ) for 0 ≤ k < n form a complete set of invariants for
linking forms onH.

6.3.3 Calculating the numerical invariants for the basic forms

By Theorem 6.8, we can decompose any linked abelian group into a direct sum of basic linking
forms. The following lemma shows how this reduces the calculation of the numbersΓk(λ) to the
knowledge of theΓk(·) for the basic forms.
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Lemma 6.16. If (H, λ) is the orthogonal direct sumA1 ⊕ A2 with linkingsλi onAi, then for
0 ≤ k < n we haveΓk(λ) = Γk(λ1) · Γk(λ2).

Proof. Forx = (x1, x2):

Γk(λ) =
∑

x∈H
E(2kx2) =

∑

x1∈A1

∑

x2∈A2

E(2k(x21 + x22))

=

(

∑

x1∈A1

E(2kx21)

)

·
(

∑

x2∈A2

E(2kx22)

)

= Γk(λ1) · Γk(λ2).

In the remainder of this section, we calculate the numbersΓk(·) for the basic forms. Recall that
C = ( 0 1

1 0 ) andD = ( 2 1
1 2 ). The calculation is summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.17.Defineρ = E(1/8) and

ε(a) =

{

1 mod 8 if a ≡ 1 mod 4
−1 mod 8 if a ≡ −1 mod 4

Then forj ≥ 1 andk ≥ 0, we have

• Γk
(

a
2j

)

=















2j if k > j
0 if k = j − 1

2
j+k+1

2 ρε(a) if j − k > 2 and is even

2
j+k+1

2 ρa if j − k > 2 and is odd.

• Γk
( C
2j

)

=

{

22j if k > j − 1
2j+k+1 if k < j − 1.

• Γk
(D
2j

)

=

{

22j if k > j − 1
(−1)j+k+12j+k+1 if k < j − 1.

Proof of Proposition 6.17 for
(

a
2j

)

. We begin with the casek ≥ j. For these values ofk, the
number2kx2 is an integer for allx ∈ H, soE(2kx2) = 1 for all x ∈ H. This implies that

Γk

( a

2j

)

= |H| = 2j,

as desired.

The next step is to prove the following formula, which reduces the remaining cases to the case
a = 1 andk = 0:

Γk

( a

2j

)

= 2kga

(

Γ0

(

1

2j−k

))

for k < j (24)
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We calculate:

Γk

( a

2j

)

=
∑

x mod 2j

E

(

2kax2

2j

)

= ga

(

∑

x mod 2j

E

(

x2

2j−k

)

)

.

SinceE( x2

2j−k ) depends only onx mod 2j−k, this equals

ga

(

2k
∑

x mod 2j−k

E

(

x2

2j−k

)

)

= 2kga

(

Γ0

(

1

2j−k

))

,

as desired.

To simplify our notation, defineTk = Γ0(
1
2k
). We will prove that

Tk =

{

0 if k = 1

2
k+1
2 ρ if k ≥ 2

(25)

First, however, we observe that the proposition follows from Equations (25) and (24). Indeed, for
k = j − 1 this is immediate. Fork < j − 1 with j − k odd, we have

Γk

( a

2j

)

= 2kga(2
j−k+1

2 ρ) = 2
j+k+1

2 ρa.

Finally, for k < j − 1 with j − k even, using the fact that
√
2ρε(±1) = 1± i we have

Γk

( a

2j

)

= 2kga(2
j−k+1

2 ρ) = 2
j+k

2 ga(
√
2ρ) = 2

j+k

2 ga(1 + i) = 2
j+k

2 (1 + ia) = 2
j+k+1

2 ρε(a),

as desired.

The proof of Equation (25) will be by induction onk. The base cases1 ≤ k ≤ 3 are calculated as
follows:

T1 = E(0) + E(
1

2
) = 1− 1 = 0

T2 = E(0) + E(
1

4
) + E(

4

4
) + E(

9

4
) = 1 + i+ 1 + i = 2(1 + i) = 2

√
2ρ

T3 = 2(E(0) + E(
1

8
) + E(

4

8
) + E(

1

8
)) = 2(1 + ρ− 1 + ρ) = 4ρ

Assume now thatk ≥ 4. We must prove thatTk = 2Tk−2. To see this, note first that2k−1 + 1 is a
squaremod 2k. Indeed,

(2k−2 + 1)
2
= (2k−2)2 + 2k−1 + 1 ≡ 2k−1 + 1 mod 2k
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whenk > 4. Hencex2 7→ (2k−1 + 1)x2 defines a bijection of the set of squares modulo2k. This
implies that

Tk =
∑

x mod 2k

E

(

x2

2k

)

=
∑

x mod 2k

E

(

(2k−1 + 1)x2

2k

)

=
∑

x mod 2k

E

(

x2

2k

)

E

(

x2

2

)

=
∑

x mod 2k

(−1)xE

(

x2

2k

)

,

and hence

2Tk =
∑

x mod 2k

E

(

x2

2k

)

+
∑

x mod 2k

(−1)xE

(

x2

2k

)

= 2
∑

evenx mod 2k

E

(

x2

2k

)

.

We conclude that

Tk =
∑

y mod 2k−1

E

(

(2y)2

2k

)

=
∑

y mod 2k−1

E

(

y2

2k−2

)

= 2
∑

y mod 2k−2

E

(

y2

2k−2

)

= 2Tk−2.

Proof of Proposition 6.17 for
( C
2j

)

. HereH consists of all pairs(x, y) with x, y ∈ Z2j . We begin
with the casek ≥ j − 1. For these values ofk, the number2k(x, y)2 = 2k 2xy

2j
is an integer for all

(x, y) ∈ H, soE(2k(x, y)2) = 1 for all (x, y) ∈ H. This implies that

Γk

( a

2j

)

= |H| = 22j,

as desired.

The next step is to prove the following formula:

Γk

( C
2j

)

= 22k+2
∑

x,y mod 2j−k−1

E
( xy

2j−k−1

)

for k < j − 1 (26)

We calculate:

Γk

( C
2j

)

=
∑

x,y mod 2j

E

(

2k(2xy)

2j

)

=
∑

x,y mod 2j

E
( xy

2j−k−1

)

.

SinceE( xy

2j−k−1 ) depends only onx andy mod 2j−k−1, this equals

22k+2
∑

x,y mod 2j−k−1

E
( xy

2j−k−1

)

,
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as desired.

Define
Uk =

∑

x,y mod 2k

E
(xy

2k

)

.

By Formula (26), to prove the proposition it is enough to prove thatUk = 2k for k ≥ 0. The proof
of this will be by induction onk. The base casesk = 0, 1 are as follows:

U0 = E(0) = 1,

U1 = E(0) + E(0) + E(0) + E(
1

2
) = 1 + 1 + 1− 1 = 2.

Assume now thatk ≥ 2. We will show thatUk = 4Uk−2. First, we first fix somey with
0 ≤ y ≤ 2k. Write y as2ry0 with y0 odd, and suppose thaty is not equal to0 or 2k−1. This
implies thatr < k − 1 and that2k−r+1 + 1 is odd. Using the fact that in the following sum the
numbersxy0 are odd, we have

∑

oddx mod 2k

E
(xy

2k

)

=
∑

oddx

E

(

(2k−r−1 + 1)xy

2k

)

=
∑

oddx

E
(xy

2k

)

E

(

2k−r−1x · 2ry0
2k

)

=
∑

oddx

E
(xy

2k

)

E
(xy0

2

)

= −
∑

oddx

E
(xy

2k

)

Thus
∑

oddx

E
(xy

2k

)

= 0 for all y 6= 0, 2k−1.

In particular, sincek > 2, the number2k−1 is even and hence
∑

oddx,oddy

E
(xy

2k

)

= 0.

Also,
∑

oddx,eveny

E
(xy

2k

)

=
∑

oddx

(

E

(

x · 0
2k

)

+ E

(

x · 2k−1

2k

))

=
∑

oddx

(1− 1) = 0;

by symmetry,
∑

evenx, oddy

E
(xy

2k

)

= 0.

We have thus shown thatUk is equal to
∑

evenx, eveny

E
(xy

2k

)

=
∑

x,y mod 2k−1

E

(

(2x)(2y)

2k

)

=
∑

x,y mod 2k−1

E
( xy

2k−2

)

= 4
∑

x,y mod 2k−2

E
( xy

2k−2

)

= 4Uk−2,

as desired.
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Proof of Proposition 6.17 for
(D
2j

)

. The casesk ≥ j − 1 are identical to the analogous cases for
( C
2j

)

. Fork < j − 1, we use Lemma 6.16 together with the isomorphism of Example 6.6 to
conclude that

Γk

(

1

2j−1

)

Γk

( C
2j

)

= Γk

( −3

2j−1

)

Γk

(D
2j

)

.

But by the previously proven cases of Proposition 6.17, we have

Γk
(

1
2j−1

)

Γk
( −3
2j−1

) =

{

1 if j − k is odd (sinceε(−3) ≡ 1 mod 8)
ρ

ρ−3 = ρ4 = −1 if j − k is even.

The proposition follows.

6.3.4 Reduction to the phase invariants

By Theorem 6.8, Lemma 6.16, and Proposition 6.17, for any linked abelian group(H, λ) the
invariantsΓk(λ) are either equal to0 or to (

√
2)mρϕ for somem ≥ 0 and someϕ ∈ Z8. The point

of the following definition and theorem is that the
√
2-term is purely an invariant of the abelian

groupH, and thus is unnecessary for the classification of linking forms (the re-indexing is done to
simplify the formulas in Theorem 6.20.

Definition 6.18. Let (H, λ) be a linked abelian group of degreen. Then for1 ≤ k ≤ n thekth

phase invariantϕk(λ) ∈ Z8 ∪ {∞} of (H, λ) is defined to equal∞ if Γk−1(λ) = 0 and to equal
ϕ ∈ Z8 with

Γk−1(λ)

|Γk−1(λ)|
= ρϕ

if Γk−1(λ) 6= 0. Thephase vectorϕ(λ) of λ is the vector(ϕn(λ), . . . , ϕ1(λ)). ‖

Theorem 6.19.Fix a finite abelian groupH of degreen. Then two linking formsλ1 andλ2 onH
are isomorphic if and only ifϕk(λ1) = ϕk(λ2) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n; i.e. if and only ifλ1 andλ2 have
identical phase vectors.

Proof. Let rj be the ranks of the blocksBj of H, and consider a linking formλ onH. We must
show that for0 ≤ k < n the numberΓk(λ) is determined by therj and the phase invariants ofλ.
First, we haveΓk(λ) = 0 if and only ifϕk(λ) = 0. We can thus assume thatΓk(λ) 6= 0, so

Γk(λ) = (
√
2)pkρϕk+1(λ).

We must determinepk. By Theorem 6.8, we can write(H, λ) as an orthogonal direct sum of
copies of the basic linking forms. Fixing such a decomposition, Lemma 6.16 and Proposition 6.17
say that the orthogonal components of(H, λ) make the following contributions topk :
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• Every unary summanda
2j

with j 6 k contributes2j; binary summands contribute4j. Thus
the blockBj contributes2jrj for all j 6 k.

• There are no unary summands whenj = k + 1, and each binary summand contributes
4(k + 1); thusBk+1 contributes2(k + 1)rk+1 = 2jrj also.

• For j > k + 1, each unary summand contributesj + k + 1 and each binary summand
2(j + k + 1), soBj contributesrj(j + k + 1).

Adding these three sets of contributions gives us

pk =
∑

j6k+1

2jrj +
∑

j>k+1

(j + k + 1)rj ,

sopk is a function of the ranksrj alone, as desired.

The computation of the phase invariants is facilitated by the following result, whose proof is
immediate from Lemma 6.16 and Proposition 6.17.

Theorem 6.20.The phase invariants are additive under direct sums, and have the following
values on the basic linking forms:

ϕk

( a

2j

)

=















0 if k > j
∞ if k = j
ε(a) if k < j andk − j is odd
a if k < j andk − j is even

ϕk

( C
2j

)

= 0, all k,

ϕk

(D
2j

)

=

{

0 if k ≥ j
4(j + k) if k < j

Before doing some examples, we record a definition we will need later.

Definition 6.21. A linking form λ on a freeZ2n module isevenif λ(x, x) = 2k
2n

for some integer
k. Otherwise, isodd. We remark thatλ is even if and only if any orthogonal decomposition of it
into basic forms has no unary summands.‖
Example 6.22.Let us test the method on the linkings of Example 6.6.

•
( C
2n

)

⊕
(

1
2n−1

)

givesϕ = (0,∞, 1, 1, . . . ) sincea = ε(a) = 1 andϕ
( C
2n

)

= 0.

•
( D
2n

)

⊕
( −3
2n−1

)

gives

ϕ = (0, 4, 0, 4, . . . ) + (0,∞, 1,−3, . . . ) = (0,∞, 1, 1, . . . ),

as desired.‖
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Example 6.23.
1

2n
⊕ 3

2n−1
6≃ 3

2n
⊕ 1

2n−1
. The reason is:ϕ of the left hand side is

ϕ = (∞, 1, 1, 1, . . . ) + (0,∞,−1, 3, . . . ) = (∞,∞, 0, 4, . . . ), andϕ of the right hand side is
ϕ = (∞,−1, 3,−1, . . . ) + (0,∞, 1, 1, . . . ) = (∞,∞, 4, 0, . . . ). ‖
Example 6.24.

ϕ

(

1

2n
⊕ 3

2n−1
⊕ 5

2n−2

)

= (∞,∞, 0, 4, 0, . . . ) + (0, 0,∞, 1, 5, . . . ) = (∞,∞,∞, 5, 5, . . . ),

ϕ

(

3

2n
⊕ 5

2n−1
⊕ 1

2n−2

)

= (∞,−1, 3,−1, 3, . . . ) + (0,∞, 1, 5, 1, . . . ) + (0, 0,∞, 1, 1, . . . )

= (∞,∞,∞, 5, 5, . . . )

ϕ

(

5

2n
⊕ 1

2n−1
⊕ 3

2n−2

)

= (∞,∞,∞, 1, 1, . . . )

Therefore the first two forms are isomorphic, and the third form is different from the first two.‖
Example 6.25.If Bj is odd for allj from 1 to n, thenϕ(λ) = (∞,∞, . . . ,∞); in particular, the
class ofλ does not depend at all on the particular form of the individual blocksBj. ‖

6.4 Reidemeister’s invariants

As we have seen, the Seifert-Burger viewpoint gives us a family of topological invariants of a
3-manifold that are associated toH = H1(W,Z), yet are not determined byH. Moreover, their
determination depends crucially on whether there is, or is not, 2-torsion inH. We have learned
how to compute them from a symplectic Heegaard splitting.

In 1933, the year that [43] was published, a paper by Reidemeister [40] also appeared. Moreover,
there are remarks at the end both [43] and [40] pointing to thework of the other. In particular,
Reidemeister notes in his paper that Seifert’s invariants are more general than his, as they must be
because a quick scan of Reidemeister’s paper [40] does not reveal any dependence of his results
on whether there is 2-torsion. We describe Reidemeister’s invariants briefly.

Referring to Theorem 2.2 and using the notation adopted there, Reidemeister defines the integers
τi,j = τj/τi, where1 ≤ i < j ≤ t. LetQ(2) = (qij) be thet× t matrix in (8), where we defined
the partial normal form of Theorem 2.4. Letpim be a non-trivial prime factor of the greatest
common divisor of(τ1,2, τ2,3, . . . , τi,i+1). His invariants are a set of symbols which he callsεim,
defined as follows:

εim = 0 if pim divides qii,

= qii/pim if pim does not divide qii. (27)

Thusεim is defined for every non-trivial prime divisor of the greatest common divisor of
(τ1,2, τ2,3, . . . , τi,i+1), and for everyi = 1, . . . , t− 1. He proves that his symbols are well-defined,
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independent of the choice of the representativeH(2) within the double coset ofH(2) in Γt, by
proving that remain unaltered under the changes which we described in§2.3. The fact that they
are undefined when the greatest common divisor of(τ1,2, τ2,3, . . . , τi,i+1) is equal to 1 show that
they do not change under stabilization.

Remark 6.26. We remark that Reidemeister’s invariants are invariants ofboth the Heegaard
splitting and of the stabilized Heegaard splitting. Therefore, if one happened to be working with a
manifold which admitted two inequivalent Heegaard splittings, it would turn out that their
associated Reidemeister symbols would coincide. This illustrates the very subtle nature of the
Heegaard splitting invariants that are, ipso facto, encoded in the higher order representations of
the mapping class group in the Johnson-Morita filtration. Any such Heegaard splitting invariant is
either a topological invariant (as is the case for Reidemeister’s invariant), or an invariant which
vanishes after sufficiently many stabilizations. We will uncover an example of the latter type in
the next section.
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7 The classification problem for minimal (unstabilized)
symplectic Heegaard splittings.

Referring the reader back to Remark 1.5, it is clear that knowledge of a complete set of invariants
of minimal symplectic Heegaard splittings, and the abilityto compute them, are of interest in their
own right. This was our motivation when we posed Problems 4, 5and 6 in§1.5. In this section we
will solve these problems.

Given two minimal Heegaard pairs with isomorphic linked quotient groupsHi and canonical
volumes±θi, Theorem 5.20 tells us that the pairs are isomorphic if and only if there is a volume
preserving linking isomorphismH1 → H2. By hypothesis there is a linking isomorphismh, but it
may not be volume preserving —det h may not equal±1. Supposef : H1 → H1 is a linking
automorphism, that is, anisometry, ofH1. Thenhf is still a linking isomorphism, and
det(hf) = det h · det f . Thus ifdet h 6= ±1, we may hope to change it to±1 by composing it
with some isometry ofH1. This will be our approach, and it will give us a complete set of
invariants forminimalHeegaard pairs.

7.1 Statement of Results. Solutions to Problems 4, 5, 6.

Let (V ;B, B̄) be a minimal Heegaard pair with quotientH0. Choose any dual complementA of
B and letπ : A→ H0 be the projection. LetH < H0 be the torsion subgroup with associated
linking form λ, and setF = π−1(H). We thus have a minimal presentationπ : F → H. If ei
(i = 1, . . . , r) is a basis forF , putxi = π(ei). We define alinking matrixfor λ by choosing
rational numbersλij which are congruentmod 1 to λ(xi, xj) for eachi, j, subject to the
symmetry conditionλij = λji; we call such a choice alifting of λ(xi, xj).

Though the linking matrix forλ depends on choices, we can extract an invariant from it. The first
step is the following theorem, which will be proven in§7.2. Letτ be the smallest elementary
divisor ofH.

Theorem 7.1.The number|H| det(λij) is an integer, and its reduction moduloτ is a unit inZτ
which depends only on the isomorphism class of(H, λ) and the isomorphism class of the
presentationπ : F → H.

This theorem was first proven (by different methods) in [2]. In some cases, we can do better. We
will need the following definition.

Definition 7.2. The linking onH is evenif for all x ∈ H with τx = 0, we havex2 ∈
(

2
τ

)

(here
we have abbreviatedx · x to x2 and

(

2
τ

)

is the subgroup ofQ/Z generated by2
τ
). Otherwise the

linking is odd.
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Remark 7.3. See Lemma 7.18 below to relate this to the definition of an evenlinking form on a
2-group defined in Definition 6.21.

We will prove the following refinement of Theorem 7.1 in§7.3.

Theorem 7.4.Let τ = τ if λ is odd and2τ if λ is even. Then the reduction moduloτ of
|H| det(λij) depends only on the isomorphism class of(H, λ) and the isomorphism class of the
presentationπ : F → H.

At the end of§7.3 we give an example which shows that we have indeed found a stronger
invariant than the one that was given in [2].

Corollary 3.27 and Lemma 5.19 say that the reduction moduloτ of |H| det(λij) is actually a
well-defined invariant of(V ;B, B̄), which we will denote bydet(V ;B, B̄). Our next theorem say
that it is a complete invariant of minimal Heegaard pairs, solving Problem 4 of§1.5.

Theorem 7.5.Let (Vi;Bi, B̄i) (i = 1, 2) be minimal Heegaard pairs with linked quotients
(Hi, λi). Then the pairs are isomorphic if and only if the linked quotients are isomorphic and
det(V1;B1, B̄1) = det(V2;B2, B̄2).

Theorem 7.5 will be proven in§7.4. With Theorem 7.5 in hand, we will be able to count the
number of isomorphism classes of minimal Heegaard pairs with linked quotients(H, λ), solving
Problem 5 of§1.5. To make sense of that result, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.6. Consider an integern ∈ Zτ . Thenn2 is well defined modτ .

Proof. We may assume that our linking is even, soτ = 2τ . Then fora, b ∈ Z we have

(a+ bτ)2 = a2 + 2abτ + b2τ 2,

which equalsa2 modulo2τ since2τ dividesτ 2. Hence knowledge ofa moduloτ sufficies to
determinea2 moduloτ , as desired.

Denote the group of units inZτ by U. In light of Lemma 7.6, it makes sense to define
√
1 = {x ∈ U | x2 = 1 moduloτ}.

Our result is the following; it will be proven in§7.4 as a byproduct of the proof of Theorem 7.5.

Theorem 7.7.The number of isomorphism classes of distinct minimal Heegaard pairs with linked
quotients(H, λ) is |U|

|
√
1| .

We close this chapter in§7.5 with a discussion of how our techniques give normal formsfor
symplectic gluing matrices, in certain situations. This was the problem that was posed in Problem
6 of §1.5.
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7.2 Proof of Invariance 1

This section contains the proof of Theorem 7.1. We will need several definitions.

Let F be a free abelian group andR ⊂ F be a subgroup of equal rank. Ifϕ, ψ are orientations of
F,R, then the inclusion map ofR intoF has an integral determinant, and this determinant’s
absolute value is well known to be(F : R) = |F/R| (for example, choose a basis forF as in
Proposition 3.4). Thus, given eitherϕ or ψ there is a unique choice of the other so that this
determinant ispositive. Orientations ofF,R so chosen will be calledcompatible. Note that a
change in the sign of one orientation necessitates a change in the other also to maintain
compatibility. An orientationϕ of F also induces a canonical orientationϕ∗ on the dual group
F ∗ = Hom(F,Z): choose any basis{ei} of F with e1 ∧ · · · ∧ er = ϕ, then use the dual basis of
F ∗ to defineϕ∗.

If H is any finite group, itscharacter groupis the additive groupH∗ = Hom(H,Q/Z). It is well
known thatH∗ is isomorphic toH, but not canonically so. This mirrors the relationship between
a free (finitely generated) abelian groupF and its dual (in the following, the∗ on a finite group
indicates its character group, but on a free group indicatesits dual). Also as in the free case,H∗∗

is canonicallyisomorphic toH.

Suppose thatF
π−→ H is a presentation ofH with kernelR; we construct from it a canonical

presentation ofH∗ which we call thedualpresentation. The groupF ∗ is a subgroup of
F ∗ ⊗Q = Hom(F,Q), namely, all mapsf : F → Q such thatf(F ) ⊂ Z. The fact thatH is finite
and hencerank R = rank F implies thatR∗ is precisely the subgroup of mapsf ∈ F ∗ ⊗Q such
thatf(R) ⊂ Z. Note thatR∗ ⊃ F ∗ in F ∗ ⊗Q. If f ∈ R∗, thenf is a map ofF intoQ takingR
intoZ and so induces a map ofF/R = H toQ/Z. This element ofH∗ we denote byπ∗(f); we
have then thatπ∗ is a mapR∗ → H∗. If v ∈ H∗, i.e. v : F/R→ Q/Z, we can liftv to a map
f : F → Q sinceF is free, and clearlyf(R) ⊂ Z, sof ∈ R∗ andπ∗(f) = v. This shows that

R∗ π∗

−→ H∗ is a presentation ofH∗. The kernel ofπ∗ consists of allf such thatf(F ) ⊂ Z, that is,
preciselyF ∗. Note thus that the index(R∗ : F ∗) = |H∗| = |H| = (F : R).

Just as a choice of symmetric isomorphismF → F ∗ is the same as an “inner product” onF , so

the choice of a symmetric isomorphismH
λ−→ H∗ is the same as alinking onH: if we write x · y

for the linking ofx, y, thenx · y is defined to beλ(x)(y) ∈ Q/Z and conversely. The fact thatλ is
an isomorphism corresponds to the non-singularity of the linking.

If H is a linked group andF
π−→ H is a presentation ofH, consider the diagram

0 −−−→ R −−−→ F −−−→ H −−−→ 0




y
K





y
L





y
λ

0 −−−→ F ∗ −−−→ R∗ −−−→ H∗ −−−→ 0.

The fact thatF is free implies the existence of a mapL making the right square commute, andL
inducesK onR. We callL a lifting of λ, and it is well defined up to the addition of a map
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X : F → F ∗. If now we choose an orientationϕ of F , it inducesϕ∗ onF ∗ and compatible
orientationsψ, ψ∗ onR,R∗; it is easy to see thatψ, ψ∗ are also dual orientations. Furthermore, if
F → H is minimal, then so isR∗ → H∗ and we get induced orientationsθ, θ∗ onH,H∗.

A change in the sign ofϕ uniformly changes the sign of all the other orientations. Thus the
determinantsdetK, detL ∈ Z anddet λ ∈ Zτ are all well defined and independent of the
orientations. Furthermore,det λ depends only onλ and the presentationπ. The connection
between these determinants and that of Theorem 7.1 is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 7.8. a) detL ≡ det λ mod τ

b) detK = detL

c) If (λij) is a linking matrix as in Theorem 7.1, then it determines a liftingL : F → R∗ and
|H| det(λij) = detK = detL.

Proof. a)is proved in Lemma 3.23;b) follows from the commutativity of the left square and the
fact that the determinant of both (compatibly oriented)R → F , F ∗ → R∗ is |H|. It remains to
provec). Now the linking matrix(λij) is clearly just the matrix of a mapL : F → F ∗ ⊗Q in
terms of the basis{ei} of F used to define(λij) and its dual basis inF ∗ ⊗Q, namely,
L(ei) =

∑

j λije
∗
j . Putxi = π(ei) and denote the linking inH by the inner product dot; if then

s =
∑

αiei is inR, we find

L(ei)(s) =
∑

j

λije
∗
j (s) =

∑

j

λijαj ≡mod 1

∑

(xi · xj)αj

= xi ·
(

∑

j

αjxj

)

= xi · π(s) ≡ 0 mod 1.

In other words,L(ei) takesR intoZ for all i, that is,L(ei) ∈ R∗ for all i, which means thatL is
actually a map fromF toR∗. By its very definition it is a lifting ofλ. Let nows1, . . . , sr be a
basis ofR compatible withe1, . . . , er of F , and letsi =

∑

j Aijej ; thusdet(Aij) = |H|. We then
find that

K(si) = L(si) =
∑

j,k

Aijλjke
∗
k,

and sinceK(si) is inF ∗, the matrixA · (λij) is integral and its determinant isdetK =
detA det(λij) = |H| det(λij).

This lemma proves that|H| det(λij) is an integer whose modτ reduction only depends on the
isomorphism class ofπ : F → H and the linking. The fact that it is a unit inZτ follows from the
fact thatλ : H → H∗ is an isomorphism.
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7.3 Proof of Invariance 2

We can assume that the linking form is even. Let the notation be as in the previous section. The
first step is to prove that the liftsL which come from the symmetric linking matrices are
symmetricin the sense that the induced mapL∗ : R→ F ∗ is the mapK. Let theei, thesi, and the
matrixA be as in the proof of Lemma 7.8. We will determine the matrix ofL in terms of the
bases{ei} of F and{s∗i } of R∗. Sincesi =

∑

j Aijej, we havee∗j =
∑

i s
∗
iAij so

L(ei) =
∑

j

λije
∗
j =

∑

j,k

λijAkjs
∗
k.

Thus the matrix ofL is λAt, and in the dual basessi ande∗i the operatorL∗ has matrixAλt. Since
(λij) was chosen to be symmetric, we have finallyL∗ = Aλ, which is the matrix ofK. Note that
two symmetric liftings ofλ differ by asymmetricmapF → F ∗.

Our goal is to prove that modulo2τ the numberdetL is independent of the choice of a symmetric
lifting of λ. By Theorem 7.1 and the fact thatτ is even,(detL, 2τ) = 1 and hence the matrix ofL
has amod 2τ inverse, that is, there is an integral matrixL−1 such thatLL−1 ≡ I mod 2τ . Any
other symmetric lifting ofL is of the formL+X whereX is a symmetric mapF → F ∗. But
note thatR ⊂ τF and soF ∗ ⊂ τR∗; henceX = τY for some mapY : F → R∗. Modulo2τ we
then have

det(L+X) ≡ detL · det(I + L−1X) = detL · det(I + τL−1Y ).

Lemma 7.9. If A is any square matrix andτ > 1, thendet(I + τA) ≡ ∞+ τTr(A) mod τ∈,
whereTr(A) is the trace ofA.

Proof. In the expansion ofdet(1 + τA) only those monomials involving at most one off-diagonal
factor are non-zeromod τ 2. A single off-diagonal factor cannot occur, however, in anymonomial,
and sodet(1 + τA) ≡∏i(1 + τAii) mod τ 2. The product is clearly equal to
1 + τ(

∑

Aii) mod τ 2.

This lemma shows that

det(L+X) ≡ detL+ τ detL · Tr(L−1Y ) mod τ 2.

But sincedetL ≡ 1 mod 2, it follows thatτ detL ≡ τ mod 2τ . Hence since2τ |τ 2, we have

det(L+X) ≡ detL+ τTr(L−1Y ) mod 2τ.

Thus to prove the desired result it suffices to show thatTr(L−1Y ) ≡ 0 mod 2. We must now take
a closer look at the matricesL andX.

We choose the basis ofF as in Proposition 3.4, so thatsi = miei (i = 1, . . . , r) with m1 = τ and
mi|mi+1. Let 2n be the highest power of 2 dividingτ (we notate this in the future by2n ‖ τ ) and
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suppose that the same is true form1 throughmb; that is,mi

2n
is odd for1 6 i 6 b and even for

i > b. Let (λij) be a (symmetric) linking matrix liftingxi · xj as before. The matrixA describing
the basis{si} in terms of{ei} is now the diagonal matrixDiag(mi), and so the matrix ofL is of
the form(Lij) = (λij)A

t = (λijmj). We claim thatLij is even fori 6 b andj > b. Indeed, since
xi = π(ei) has ordermi < mj we must haveλij = N

mi
for some integerN , and thus

Lij =
N
mi
mj = N

mj

mi
. But mj

mi
is even wheneveri 6 b andj > b. If we divide the coordinate

indices into two blocks with1 6 i 6 b in the first block andi > b in the second, thenmod 2, the
matrixL takes the form( B 0

C D ). The fact thatdetL ≡ 1 mod 2 implies that
detB ≡ detD ≡ 1 mod 2.

Lemma 7.10.B is symmetricmod 2 and has zero diagonalmod 2.

Proof. If i < j, thenBij = N
mj

mi
. But 2n ‖ mi and2n ‖ mj, somj

mi
is odd andBij ≡ N mod 2.

On the other hand,Bji = λjimi =
N
mi
mi = N . ThusB is symmetricmod 2. Its diagonal termBii

is λiimi whereλ2ii ≡ x2i mod 1. Nowxi is of ordermi somi

τ
xi is of orderτ , andmi

τ
is odd. Thus

(

mi

τ

)2
λii ≡

(

mi

τ
xi
)2

mod 1, and the latter is in
(

2
τ

)

by the assumption thatλ is even, so we have
(

mi

τ

)2
λii =

2N
τ

for some integerN . Multiplying by τ we getmi

τ
(miλii) =

mi

τ
Bii ≡ 0 mod 2,

which by the oddness ofmi

τ
implies thatBii ≡ 0 mod 2.

Lemma 7.11.LetX : F → F ∗ ⊂ R∗ be symmetric. Then its matrix, written in the basesei, s
∗
i , is

congruentmod 2τ to a matrix of the block formτ ( U 0
V 0 ), whereU is symmetric.

Proof. In the basesei, e∗i the matrix ofX is
(

U V t

V W

)

whereU andW are symmetric, but in the
basesei, s∗i it is

(

U V
V t W

)

Diag(mi). Sincemi

τ
is odd fori 6 b and even fori > b, the block form of

Diag(mi) is congruentmod 2τ to
(

τIb 0
0 0

)

whereIb is the identity matrix. Hence
X ≡mod 2τ ( τU 0

τV 0 ) = τ ( U 0
V 0 ).

Recall the mapY = 1
τ
X; by the above it is congruentmod 2 to ( U 0

V 0 ). We now calculate

L−1Y ≡mod 2

(

B 0
C D

)−1(
U 0
V 0

)

≡
(

B−1 0
C ′ D−1

)(

U 0
V 0

)

≡
(

B−1U 0
C ′′ 0

)

,

where the precise calculation of the matricesC ′, C ′′ is unimportant to us. We are interested only
in Tr(L−1Y ) ≡ Tr(B−1U) mod 2, whereB,U are symmetric andB has zero diagonal.

Lemma 7.12.LetB be a nonsingular symmetric matrix overZ2 with zero diagonal; then its
inverse has the same properties.

Proof. We may liftB to anintegralmatrix B̃ which isantisymmetric, that is,B̃t = −B̃. Since
det B̃ ≡ 1 mod 2, the matrixB̃−1 is rational and antisymmetric and̃C = B̃−1 · det B̃ is integral
and antisymmetric. Reducedmod 2, it is also an inverse ofB, sinceB̃ · C̃ = det B̃I ≡ I mod 2.
This proves the lemma.
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We can now see that the desired result follows from the above results and the following:

Lemma 7.13.LetC,U be symmetric matrices overZ2 such thatC has zero diagonal; then
Tr(CU) = 0.

Proof. Tr(CU) =
∑

i,j CijUji. We split this sum into three parts:
∑

i<j +
∑

i>j +
∑

i=j. Now

∑

i<j

CijUji =
∑

i<j

CjiUji by symmetry ofC andU

=
∑

j<i

CijUji interchangingi, j;

thus
∑

i<j +
∑

i>j cancel overZ2. But the last summand is
∑

i CiiUii = 0 sinceCii = 0 for all
i.

We close this section with an example showing that we have indeed found a stronger invariant.

Example 7.14.Consider the matrices

U =

((

0 −15
−15 0

)

( 8 0
0 8 )

(−2 0
0 −2

)

( 0 1
1 0 )

)

and V =

((

0 −5
−5 0

)

( 8 0
0 8 )

( −2 0
0 −2

)

( 0 3
3 0 )

)

.

They are easily seen to be symplectic and thus define Heegaardpairs as discussed in§4, namely
(X2;F2,U(F2) or V(F2)). The quotient groups areZ8 ⊕ Z8 in both cases, with respective linking
matrices1

8
( 0 1
1 0 ) and 1

8
( 0 3
3 0 ), which are even, sōτ = 16. Multiplication by 3 inZ2

8 gives an
isomorphism between the two linkings, so the pairs are stably isomorphic; furthermore, their
determinants are both≡ −1 mod τ(= 8). But these pairs arenot isomorphic, since their
respective determinantsmod τ̄ are−1 mod 16 and−9 mod 16. ‖

7.4 Proof of Completeness and a Count.

We now prove Theorem 7.5, which says that our modτ determinantal invariant is a complete
invariant of minimal Heegaard pairs. A byproduct of our proof will be a proof of Theorem 7.7. As
we observed in§5, we can assume that the the Heegaard pairs in question have finite quotients.
Now, we have shown that our invariant is really an invariant of the linked quotient together with
its induced volume, and it is easy to see that all such volumesoccur. For a linked finite abelian
group(H, λ) with a volumeθ, denote this determinantal invariant bydet(λ, θ). Our first order of
business is determine which volumes on(H, λ) have the same determinant, so fix a linked finite
abelian group(H, λ) together with a minimal presentationF → H, and letτ andτ be defined as
before. We begin with a lemma.
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Lemma 7.15. In the commutative diagram

F
π−−−→ H

f





y





y
h

F ′ π′

−−−→ H ′

let π, π′ be minimal presentations of the linked groups(H, λ) and(H ′, λ′), and leth be a linking
isomorphism (we do not assume thatf is an isomorphism). Then ifdet h is measured with respect
to the induced volumes onH,H ′, we havedet(λ, π) = (det h)2 det(λ′, π′) mod τ̄ .

Proof. Lemma 7.6 shows that the statement is meaningful. Let now{ei}, {e′i} be bases ofF, F ′

respectively, and(λ′ij) be a linking matrix forH ′ in the basis{e′i}. If f has matrixA, then the fact
thath is a linking isomorphism implies easily thatAλ′At is a linking matrix forH in the basis
{ei}. Hence

det(λ, π) ≡mod τ̄ |H| det(λij) = |H| detA2 det(λ′ij) ≡mod τ̄ (det f)
2 det(λ′, π′).

But by lemma 3.23 we havedet f ≡ ± det h mod τ , so(det h)2 ≡ (det f)2 mod τ̄ .

Corollary 7.16. Leth be an isometry ofH; then(det h)2 ≡ 1 mod τ̄ .

This corollary restricts the determinant of an isometry to lie in
√
1. The following is an immediate

corollary of Lemma 7.15.

Lemma 7.17.For any volumeθ on (H, λ), we havedet(λ,mθ) ≡ m2 det(λ, θ) mod τ̄ for anym
in U.

In particular,det(λ,mθ) = det(λ, θ) if and only ifm ∈
√
1. Observe that this immediately

implies Theorem 7.7 : the set of volumes is in bijection withU/{±1}, and two volumes define
isomorphic Heegaard pairs if and only if they are in the same coset ofU/

√
1.

We conclude that to prove Theorem 7.5, it is enough by Theorem5.20 to prove that everything in√
1 is the determinant of an isometry. We shall see that this problem can be solved in each

p-component independently and pieced together to get the general solution. As a technical tool,
we will need the following result.

Lemma 7.18.LetH be a linked group whose smallest elementary divisorτ is even. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

a) Everyx ∈ H such thatτx = 0 satisfiesx2 ∈
(

2
τ

)

(here we have abbreviatedx · x to x2 and
(

2
τ

)

is the subgroup ofQ/Z generated by2
τ
).

b) The lowest block of the2-component ofH is even (in the sense of Definition 6.21).



69

Proof. Let {pi} be the primes dividing|H|, with p1 = 2, and letτ =
∏

i p
ni

i (some of theni’s may
be zero here, butn1 > 0). The groupH splits as an orthogonal direct sum of itspi components
Hi, and everyx ∈ H can be written uniquely asx =

∑

i xi with xi ∈ Hi. If xi has orderprii then
x has order

∏

i p
ri
i . Thus ifτx = 0 we must haveri 6 ni for all i. Furthermore,x2 =

∑

i x
2
i and

x2i ∈
(

1

prii

)

⊂
(

1

pni

i

)

=

(

Mi

τ

)

whereMi =
∏

i 6=j p
nj

j . For odd primes (i.e. i > 1), the numberMi is even and sox2i ∈
(

2
τ

)

, but
for i = 1 the numberMi is odd. Hencex2 ∈

(

2
τ

)

for all x satisfyingτx = 0 if and only if
x21 ∈

(

2
τ

)

for all x1 ∈ H1 satisfying2n1x1 = 0. The lowest blockB1 of H1 consists of elements
all of which satisfy2n1x1 = 0; their self linkingsx21 are in

(

1
2n1

)

, and are in
(

2
τ

)

if and only if they
are in

(

2
2n1

)

. Thus in this caseB1 must be even. Conversely, supposeB1 is even. The groupH1

splits orthogonally into blocksB1 ⊕ B2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Bk where eachBi is a freeZ2si -module, with
n1 = s1 < s2 < · · · < sk. If x1 ∈ H1, writex1 =

∑k

i=1 yi, with yi ∈ Bi. We then have2n1x1 = 0
if and only if 2n1yi = 0 for all i, which is true if and only ifyi ∈ 2si−n1Bi for all i. Then
x21 =

∑

y2i (by orthogonality) and

y2i ∈
(

22(si−n1)

2n1

)

=

(

2si−n1

2n1

)

⊂
(

2

2n1

)

for all i > 1;

buty21 ∈
(

2
2n1

)

also sinceB1 is even. This concludes the proof.

Lemma 7.19.ΛrH is naturally isomorphic to the direct sum ofΛrHp over allp which divideτ . If
θ is an orientation (volume) onH then its projectionθp in ΛrHp is an orientation (volume) onHp.

Proof. The tensor powerHr splits into the direct sumHr
p over allp sinceHp ⊗Hq = 0 if p 6= q.

Likewise, the kernel ofHr → ΛrH splits into itsp-component parts, and so we get a natural
direct sumΛrH =

⊕

all p Λ
rHp. But if p ∤ τ thenrank Hp < r and soΛrHp = 0, proving the first

statement. Note thatΛrHp is precisely thep-component ofΛrH, which is≃ Zpn if pn is the
largest power ofp dividing τ . If now θ ∈ ΛrH, we may writeθ =

∑

p|τ θp. Thus ifθ generates
ΛrH, thenθp must generateΛrHp. Finally, if θ is determined up to sign, so isθp.

Suppose now thath : H → H is an isometry. Henceh takes eachp-component into itself, soh
splits into a direct sum of mapshp onHp; conversely the mapshp defineh onH. Furthermore,
the action ofh onΛrH is just multiplication bydet h mod τ and hence the action ofhp onΛrHp

is also multiplication bydet h. But it is also multiplication bydet hp mod pn (wherepn ‖ τ ),
sinceΛrHp ≃ Zpn; in other words:

Lemma 7.20. If h is an endomorphism ofH, thendet hp ≡ det h mod pn for everyp dividingτ ,
wherepn ‖ τ . Thusdet hp is determined bydet h. Converselydet h is determined by the values of
det hp (the proof of this is by the Chinese Remainder Theorem).
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If H has linkingλ then, by virtue of the orthogonality of distinct primary components,λ splits
into the direct sum of linkingsλp onHp. Thush is an isometry ofH if and only if hp is so for
eachp. Let nowτ =

∏

i p
ni

i .

Lemma 7.21.
√
1 mod τ splits into the direct product of the groups

√
1 mod pni

i .

Proof. Observe thate ∈
√
1 mod τ means thate ∈ Zτ ande2 ≡ 1 mod τ̄ . This means that

e2 ≡ 1 mod pn̄i

i , wheren̄i = ni if pi is odd or ifpi = 2 andλ is odd, but̄ni = ni + 1 if pi = 2 and
λ is even, which by Lemma 7.18 is true if and only ifλ2 is even. Hencee reducedmod pni

i is in√
1 mod pni

i . Conversely letei ∈
√
1 mod pn̄i

i , that isei ∈ Zpni
i

be such thate2i ≡ 1 mod pn̄i

i ; by
the Chinese Remainder Theorem again, there is a uniquee ∈ Zτ such thate ≡ ei mod pni

i , and we
find e2 ≡ e2i ≡ 1 mod pn̄i

i which impliese2 ≡ 1 mod τ̄ .

Corollary 7.22. An elementa ∈
√
1 mod τ is the determinant of an isometry of(H, λ) if and

only if its reductionmod pni

i is the determinant of an isometry of(Hpi, λpi).

We have now reduced the proof of Theorem 7.5 to the proof of:

Lemma 7.23.LetH be a linkedp-group withτ = pn ande ∈
√
1 mod pn. Then there is an

isometry ofH with determinante.

Proof. If λ is odd, by [7] the linked groupH has an orthogonal splitting of the form(x)⊕H0,
where(x) is the cyclic subgroup generated by an elementx of orderpn satisfyingx2 = u

pn
with

p ∤ u. The maph which takesx to ex and which is the identity onH0 is then anisometryand its
determinant is clearlye. So now letp = 2 andλ be even. In this case,

√
1 consists of alle mod2n

such thate2 ≡ 1 mod 2n+1. There are four square roots of1 mod 2n+1 (whenn > 2), namely±1
and2n ± 1, butmod 2n these give only two distinct elements±1 in

√
1. Thus we must simply

exhibit an isometry with determinant−1 mod 2n. By Lemma 7.18, the even nature ofλ implies
that the2n-block ofH is even. By the classification of linked2-groups in§6.3, the linked group
H has an orthogonal splitting of the formQ⊕H0, whereQ ∼= Z2n ⊕ Z2n , generated by let us say
x, y of order2n, and whereQ has a linking matrix equal to one of1

2n
( 0 1
1 0 ) or 1

2n
( 2 1
1 2 ) mod 1.

Clearly interchangingx andy is an isometry on either form, and extending by the identity onH0

gives an isometry ofH with determinant≡ −1 mod 2n. This proves the lemma and concludes the
proof of Theorem 7.5.

7.5 Problem 6

In Theorem 2.4 we found a partial normal form for the double coset associated to a symplectic
matrixH, and in§2.3 we investigated its non-uniqueness. We raised the question of whether the
submatrixQ(2) could be diagonalized. In fact, the following is true:
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Proposition 7.24.LetW be a 3-manifold which is defined by a Heegaard splitting. Let
H = H1(W ;Z) and letT be the torsion subgroup ofH. Let t be the rank ofT , so thatT is a
direct sum of cyclic groups of orderτ1, . . . , τt, where eachτi dividesτi+1. Assume that everyτi is
odd. ThenT is an abelian group with a linking, and there is a choice of basis for T such that the
linking form forT is represented by at× t diagonal matrix.

Proof. Consider, initially, a fixedp-primary componentT (p) of T and its splitting
T (p) = T1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Tν into cyclic groupsTj of prime power orderpej . TheTj ’s may be collected
into subsets consisting of groups of like order. Keeping notation adopted earlier, consider a
typical such subsetTρ+1, . . . , Tρ+k containing all cyclic summands ofT (p) of orderpµ+1. Let
gρ+1, . . . , gρ+k generate these summands. Define a new linkingλ′ onTρ+j (j = 1, . . . , k) by the
rule:

λ′(gρ+i, gρ+j) =











|Aρ+1|
p
eρ+1 mod 1 if i = j = 1
1

p
eρ+1 mod 1 if i = j = 2, . . . , k

0 if i 6= j.

(28)

There is an induced linkingλ′ onT (p) obtained by direct summing the linkings on all of the
cyclic summands, and thus an induced linking onT obtained by taking the orthogonal direct sum
of all thep-primary summands. We will also denote this byλ′. By Theorem 6.3, the linking onT
is determined entirely by the quadratic residue charactersof linkings on thep-primary summands
of T . It follows that(T, λ′) is equivalent as a linked group to(T, λ).

To complete the proof we need only note that by Theorem 2.2 thegeneratorsgij of the cyclic
summands of prime power order determine the generatorsyi of the cyclic summands of order
τ1, . . . , τt. This follows from (5) of Theorem 2.2. Therefore there is at× t matrix which also
definesλ′, andλ′ is equivalent toλ. The proof is complete.

Remark 7.25. One might be tempted to think that Proposition 7.24 implies that there is a matrix
in the same double coset as the matrixH′ in (7) of Theorem 2.4 in which the blocksP(2),Q(2) are
both diagonal. Suppose we could prove that. Then for eachj = 1, . . . , t chooserj , sj so that
rjqj − τjsj = 1. DefineR(3) = Diag(r1, . . . , rt) andS(3) = Diag(s1, . . . , st). With these choices

it is easy to verify that
(

R(3) P(2)

S(3) Q(3)

)

is symplectic. If so, that would imply thatR(2) andS(2) also

are diagonal. However, while we have learned that there is a change in basis forT in whichQ(2)

is diagonal, we do not know whether this change in basis preserves the diagonal form of the
matrixP(2). Therefore we do not know whether it is possible to find a representative of the
double coset in which all four blocks are diagonal. Proposition 7.24 tells us that there is no reason
to rule this out. The discussion in§2.3 also tells us that it might be possible. On the other hand,
the fact that such a diagonalization cannot always be achieved when there is 2-torsion tells us that
the proof would have to be deeper than the work we have alreadydone.‖

Example 7.26.In spite of the difficulties noted in Remark 7.25, we are able to construct a very
large class of examples for which all four blocks are diagonal. We construct our examples in
stages:
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• First, consider the case where our 3-manifoldW (hp,q) is a lens space of type(p, q). Then
W (hp,q) admits a genus 1 Heegaard splitting with gluing map that we call hp,q, wherep is
the order ofπ1(W (hp,q)). The symplectic image ofhp,q will be ( r ps q ), whererq − ps = ±1.

• Next, consider the case when our 3-manifoldW (h̃) is the connect sum ofg lens spaces of
types(p1, q1), . . . , (pg, qg), so that it admits a Heegaard splitting of genusg. Think of the
Heegaard surface as the connect sum ofg tori. The restriction of the gluing map̃h to theith

handle will behpi,qi, so that the symplectic image of the gluing map will beM =
(

R P
S Q

)

,
whereP = diag(p1, . . . , pg), R = diag(r1, . . . , rg), S = diag(s1, . . . , sg),
Q = diag(q1, . . . , qg).

• Finally, consider the class of 3-manifoldsW (f̃ h̃) of Heegaard genusg which are defined by
the gluing mapf̃ h̃, wheref̃ is any element in the kernel of the natural homomorphism
Γ̃g → Sp(2g,Z). The fact thatf̃ has trivial image inSp(2g,Z) shows that the symplectic
image of the gluing map forW (f̃ h̃) will still be M . Thus we obtain an example for every
element in the Torelli group, for every choice of integers(p1, q1), . . . , (pg, qg). ‖
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8 Postscript : Remarks on higher invariants

In this section, we make a few comments about the search for invariants of Heegaard splittings
coming from the action of the mapping class group on the higher nilpotent quotients of the
surface group (i.e. the higher terms in the Johnson-Morita filtration). In this paper, our invariants
have come from 3 sources:

(1) The abelian groupH1(W ) of the 3-manifoldW .

(2) The linking form on the torsion subgroup ofH1(W ).

(3) The presentation ofH1(W ) arising from the Heegaard splitting.

With regard to (1), It is easy to see that there is a natural generalization. The classical Van
Kampen Theorem shows that the Heegaard gluing maph̃ determines a canonical presentation for
G = π1(W ) which arises via the action ofh onπ. This action determines in a natural way a
presentation forG/G(k), thekth quotient group in the lower central series forG. We do not know
of systematic studies of these invariants of the fundamental groups of closed, orientable
3-manifolds.

With regard to (2) and (3), ifπ1 is the fundamental group of the Heegaard surface (which in this
section we will consider to be a surface with 1 boundary component corresponding to a disc fixed
by the gluing map – this will makeπ1 a free group), thenH1(W ) is the quotient of the abelian
groupπ1/π

(2)
1 by the two lagrangians arising from the handlebodies. The obvious generalization

of this is a quotient of the free nilpotent groupπ1/π
(k)
1 . Since it is unclear what the appropriate

generalization of the linking form to this situation would be, one’s first impulse might be to search
for presentation invariants.

Now, it is easy to see that the quotient ofπ1/π
(k)
1 by one of the “nilpotent lagrangians” is another

free nilpotent group. Our presentation is thus a surjectionπ : N1 → N2, whereN1 is a free
nilpotent group. The invariants of presentations of abelian groups arise from the fact that
automorphisms of the presented group may not lift to automorphisms of the free abelian group.
Unfortunately, the following theorem says that no further obstructions exist:

Theorem 8.1.Letπ : N1 → N2 be a surjection between finitely generated nilpotent groups,
whereN1 is a free nilpotent group. Also, letφ be an automorphism ofN2. Thenφ may be lifted to
an automorphism ofN1 if and only if the induced automorphismφ∗ ofNab

2 can be lifted to an

automorphism ofNab
1 .

The key to proving Theorem 8.1 is the following criterion foran endomorphism of a nilpotent
group to be an automorphism. It is surely known to the experts, but we were unable to find an
appropriate reference.
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Theorem 8.2.LetN be a finitely generated nilpotent group and letψ : N → N be an
endomorphism. Thenψ is an isomorphism if and only if the induced mapψ∗ : N

ab → Nab is an
isomorphism.

Proof. The forward implication being trivial, we prove the backward implication. The proof will
be by induction on the degreen of nilpotency. Ifn = 1, thenN is abelian and there is nothing to
prove. Assume, therefore, thatn > 1 and that the theorem is true for all smallern. We begin by
observing that since finitely generated nilpotent groups are Hopfian, it is enough to prove thatψ is
surjective. Letting

N = N (1)
⊲ N (2)

⊲ · · · ⊲ N (n)
⊲ N (n+1) = 1

be the lower central series ofN , we have an induced commutative diagram

1 −−−→ N (n) −−−→ N −−−→ N/N (n) −−−→ 1




y

ψ





y

ψ





y

1 −−−→ N (n) −−−→ N −−−→ N/N (n) −−−→ 1

SinceN/N (n) is an(n− 1)-step nilpotent group, the inductive hypothesis implies that the
induced endomorphism ofN/N (n) is an isomorphism. The five lemma therefore says that to
prove that the map

ψ : N −→ N

is surjective, it is enough to prove that the map

ψ : N (n) −→ N (n)

is surjective. Now,N (n) is generated by commutators of weightn in the elements ofN . Let β be
a bracket arrangement of weightn and letβ(g1, . . . , gn) ∈ N (n) with gi ∈ N be some commutator
of weightn. Sinceψ induces an isomorphism ofN/N (n), we can find somẽg1, . . . , g̃n ∈ N and
h1, . . . , hn ∈ N (n) so that

ψ(g̃i) = gihi

for all i. Henceψ mapsβ(g̃1, . . . , g̃n) to β(g1h1, . . . , gnhn). However, sinceN (n) is central we
have that

β(g1h1, . . . , gnhn) = β(g1, . . . , gn),

so we conclude thatβ(g1, . . . , gn) is inψ(N (n)), as desired.

We now prove Theorem 8.1.

Proof of Theorem 8.1.Let {g1, . . . , gk} be a free nilpotent generating set forN1, and letρ be an
automorphism ofNab

1 lifting φ∗. Also, letgi ∈ Nab
1 be the image ofgi. Now, pick any lift

hi ∈ N1 of ρ(gi). Observe that by assumptionπ(hi) andφ(π(gi)) are equal modulo[N2, N2].
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Since the restricted mapπ : [N1, N1] → [N2, N2] is easily seen to be surjective, we can find some
ki ∈ [N1, N1] so thatπ(hiki) = φ(π(gi)). SinceN1 is a free nilpotent group, the mapping

gi 7→ hiki

induces an endomorphism̃φ of N1 which by construction liftsφ. Moreover, Theorem 8.2 implies
thatφ̃ is actually an automorphism, as desired.

Remark 8.3. Theorem 8.1 does not destroy all hope for finding invariants of presentations, as
there may be obstructions to lifting automorphisms to automorphisms which arise
“geometrically”. However, it makes the search for obstructions much more subtle. Moreover, we
note that in [23] Y. Moriah and M. Lustig used the presentation of π1(W ) arising from a Heegaard
splitting to prove that certain Heegaard splittings of Seifert fibered spaces are in fact inequivalent.
Their subsequent efforts to generalize what they did ([24])show that the problem is difficult, and
the final word has not been said on invariants of Heegaard splittings that arise from the associated
presentation ofπ1(W ). ‖
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