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1 Introduction

1.1 The Johnson-Morita filtration of the mapping class group

Let M, be a closed oriented 2-manifold of geryjandfg be its mapping class group, that is, the
group of isotopy classes of orientation-preserving difieophisms of\/,. Also, letm = m;(M,),

and denote by®) the kN term in the lower central series of i.e.7()) = r and

7+ = [, 7], ThenT, acts on the quotient groupg*), and that action yields a
representatiop” : I'y — I'¥, wherel'* < Aut (r/7(*)). With these conventiong! is the trivial
representation angf is the symplectic representation. The kernels of theseseptations make
what has been called the ‘Johnson filtrationfgf because they were studied by Johnson in
[21,[20]. Subsequently they were developed by Morita in sesef papers [30, 31, 32, 33]. In
particular, Morita studied the extensions of Johnson’s timrphisms td’, and so we refer to
our representations as thehnson-Moritdiltration of I

Our work in this article is motivated by the case whip is a Heegaard surface in a 3-manifold
W and elements offg are ‘gluing maps’ for the Heegaard splitting. One may thedgil” by
investigating the image under the maisof the set of all possible gluing maps that yiéld
Among the many papers which relate to this approach to 3foldribpology are those of Birman
[2], Birman and Craggs [3], Brendle and Farb [5], BroaddaspFand Putman [6], Cochran,
Gerges and Orr [10], Garoufalidis and Levihel[14], Johndah 18, 19| 20], Montesinos and
Safont [27], Morital[29], Pitsch [37], [38], and Reidemeis[40]. The papers just referenced
relate to the casds=1-4 in the infinite sequence of actionsfq; on the quotient groups of the
lower central series, but the possibility is there to studgmer invariants ofl/, obtainable in
principle from deeper quotients of the lower central seridee foundations for such deeper
studies have been laid in the work of Morita[30] 31], whoarlnced the idea of studying higher
representations via crossed homomorphisms. It was prov€eip [11] that the crossed product
structure discovered by Morita in the cages 3 and4 can be generalized to &l enabling one
in principle to separate out, at each level, the new cortiohs.

The invariants of 3-manifolds that can be obtained in thig a@ known to be closely related to
finite type invariants of 3-manifolds|[9, 14], although a$ tygs approach to finite type invariants
opens up many more questions than answers. For exampl&nibwen that the Rochlin and
Casson invariants of 3-manifolds appear in this setting\als 3 and 4, respectively. It is also
known that in general there are finitely many linearly indegent finite-type invariants of
3-manifolds at each fixed order (or, in our setting, fixed lpkeyet at this moment no more than
one topological invariant has been encountered at any.level



The simplest non-trivial example of the program mentioneolva is the casg = 2. Herefg acts
on Hy(M,) = 7/[r, n]. The information aboutl’ that is encoded ip?(¢), whereg € Diff*(M,)
is the Heegaard gluing map for a Heegaard splittingobf minimum genus, together with the
images undep? of the Heegaard gluing maps of all ‘stabilizations’ of theegi splitting, is what
we have in mind when we refer to a ‘symplectic Heegaard spiitt

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

This article dates back to 1989. At that time, the first twdhaus had discussed the first author’s
invariant of Heegaard splittings, in!/[2], and had succeadgmtoving three new facts : first, that
the invariant in[[2] could be improved in a small way; secahdj the improved invariant was
essentially the only invariant of Heegaard splittings tiatld be obtained from a symplectic
Heegaard splitting; and third, that the index of stabilmabf a symplectic Heegaard splitting is
one. That work was set aside, in partially completed forngatier dust in a filing cabinet. An
early version of this paper had, however, been shared wéthudithors of [2[7] (and was referenced
and acknowledged in [27]). Alas, it took us 18 years to premar work for publication! Our
work was resurrected, tentatively, at roughly the time ef¢bnference oroups of
Diffeomorphismshat was held in Tokyo September 11-15, 2006. As it turnedtbatsubject still
seemed to be relevant, and since a conference proceedisgdammed, we decided to update it
and complete it, in the hope that it might still be useful toreat workers in the area. When that
decision was under discussion, the manuscript was shatbdheithird author, who contributed
many excellent suggestions, and also answered a quessed py the first author (s€&). Soon
after that, he became a coauthor.

1.2 Heegaard splittings of 3-manifolds

Let W be a closed, orientable 3-dimensional manifolddéegaard surfacen 1/ is a closed,
orientable surfacé/ of genusg > 0 embedded itV which dividesi¥" into homeomorphic
handlebodiesv U N, whereN "N = 0N = ON = M. For example, il is the 3-sphere

S° = {(x1, 22, w3, 20) € R* | 27 + 23 + a5 + 2§ = 1},

then the torus 1
M= {($17$2,$3,$4) €S |22 +a5=ai+ a1 = 5}

is a Heegaard surface.



Proposition 1.1. Every closed orientable 3-manifolél admits Heegaard splittings.

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

Since any Heegaard splitting clearly gives rise to othedeuhomeomorphisms ¥, an
equivalence relation is in order.

Definition 1.2. Assume thatV is an oriented 3-manifold, and writ¢’ = N U N = N’ U N'.
These two Heegaard splittings will be said todspiivalenif there is a homeomorphism

F : W — W which restricts to homeomorphisnfs N — N’ andf : N — N’. Observe that our
particular way of defining equivalent Heegaard splittingslve a choice of the initial
handlebodyV and a choice of an orientation &#. Thegenusof the splittinglV’ = N U N is the
genus ofN. ||

There are 3-manifolds and even prime 3-manifolds which admre than one equivalence class
of splittings (for example, see [112, 4]), there are also 3whedds which admit unique equivalence
classes of splittings of minimal genus g.lens spaces and the 3-tofisx S' x S'), and there
are also 3-manifolds which admit unique equivalence ctasteéleegaard splittings of every
genus. A very fundamental example was studied by Waldhangdég], who proved:

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

After that important result became known, other manifol@seninvestigated. At the present
writing, it seems correct to say that ‘most’ 3-manifolds didemactly one equivalence class of
minimal genus Heegaard splittings. On the other hand, meayples are known of manifolds
that admit more than one equivalence class of splittings, e example,[28], where all the
minimal genus Heegaard splittings of certain Seifert filpaces are determined.

If a three-manifold admits a Heegaard splitting of genuthen it also admits of one genyisfor
everyg' > g. To see why this is the case, I8, U N, be a Heegaard splitting 6% of genusy,

and letT; U T} be a Heegaard splitting of the 3-sph&feof genus 1. Remove a 3-ball frory

and a 3-ball fron?, choosing these 3-balls so that they meet the respectivgaded surfaces in
discs. Using these 3-balls to form the connected 8uig#S?, we obtain a new Heegaard splitting
(N,#Ty) U (N, #T;) of W =2 W#S? of genusg + 1. This process is callestabilizinga
Heegaard splitting. Note that Theorém|1.3 implies that thewalence class of the new genus

g + 1 splitting is independent of the choice Bf and of 1}, as subsets @&, since all splittings of
S? of genus 1, indeed of any genus, are equivalent. lteratiegtbcedure, we obtain splittings
(Ny#Ti# - #Ty) U (N, #T1# - - - #T1) of W of each genug + k, k > 0.



Heegaard splittings of genysandg’ of a 3-manifoldi” are said to bstably equivalenif they
have equivalent stabilizations of some gepusk = ¢’ + k’. In this regard, we have a classical
result, proved in 1933 by Reidemeister|[39] and (simultaisgoand independently) by James
Singer [44]:

Theorem 1.4([39], [44]). Any two Heegaard splittings of any closed, orientable 3-ifiadch 11
are stably equivalent.

Remark 1.5. We distinguish two types of candidates for inequivalentimimm genus Heegaard
splittings of a 3-manifold. The first (we callardinary) is always present: two splittings which
differ in the choice of ordering of the two handlebodies, NeU N in one case and/ U N in the
other. Two ordinary Heegaard splittings may or may not bevadgnt. The second al
examples which are not ordinarg.g. the ‘*horizontal’ and ‘vertical’ Heegaard splittingfscertain
Seifert fibered spacels [28]. In view of the fact that Thedrefiwias proved in 1933, it seems
remarkable that the following situation exists, as we wint2008:

e The only examples of inequivalent minimal genus Heegaadlitlisgs of genusy of the
same 3-manifold which can be proved to require more than @idization before they
become equivalent are ordinary examples;

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

¢ While non-ordinary examples have been known for some tit&jswriting there is no
known pair which do not not become equivalent after a singleikzation. For example,
the inequivalent minimal genus Heegaard splittings ofeéeffber spaces which were
studied in[28] were proved in [42] to become equivalentradtsingle stabilization.

Note that ordinary examples can be ruled out by a small chemigpe definition of equivalence,
although we have chosen not to do so, because the situatiegasis ordinary examples is still
far from being understoodi

Keeping Remark 115 in mind, we have several classical probkbout Heegaard splittings:

e How many stabilizations are needed before two inequivaiieigaard splittings of a
3-manifold become equivalent, as they must because of héfrd? Is there a uniform
bound, which is independent of the choicdBfand of the Heegaard surfad& = 0N in
w?

e Can we usetabilizedHeegaard splittings to find topological invariants of 3-mha@ds?



An example of a 3-manifold invariant which was discoverethuie help of Heegaard splittings
is Casson’s invariant [1].

A Heegaard splitting of a 3-manifold’ is said to haveninimal genugor simply to beminimal)
if there do not exist splittings df” which have smaller genus. Our second problem involves
Heegaard splittings which are not stabilized. Since it cgpplen that a Heegaard splitting of a
3-manifoldW is non-minimal in genus, but is not the stabilization of a geerd splitting of
smaller genus (a complication which we wish to avoid), weiassfrom now on that wherever
we consideunstabilizedHeegaard splittings, we assume the genus to be minimal dver a
Heegaard splittings of the particular manifold. This bang to another problem:

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

Surprisingly, such invariants are very hard to come by, &tid is known.

1.3 Symplectic Heegaard splittings

We begin by setting up notation that will be used throughbistpaper. We will use a standard
model for a symplectic space and for the symplectic giéwi2g, Z). Let N, be a handlebody.
ThenH,(ON,) is a free abelian group of rarllg. Thinking of it as a vector space, the free abelian
groupH,(Ny; Z) is a subspace. We choose as basis elements for the formeadtread array of
homology classes of the loops, . . ., a4, b1, . . ., b, Which are depicted in Figure 1. With our
choices, the images of the under the inclusion mapN, — N, are a basis fof{; (N,; Z). The

Figure 1: Curves representing a canonical basisfqoN,)

algebraic intersection pairing, -) defines a symplectic form o, (0N,; Z), making it into a
symplectic space. The matrix of intersection numbers forcanonical basis is

J = <_O%g gZ) , Where0, andZ, are they x g zero and identity matrices.

S Q
HITH=J (1)

Definition 1.6. Sp(2g, Z) is the group of alkg x 2g matricesH = (R P) overZ which satisfy



where?{ denotes the transpose&f HenceH Sp(2g, Z) if and only if itsg x ¢ blocks
R,P,S, Q satisfy

RS, PO, RP andSQ are symmetric, an®Q — SP = RO — PS = T. (2)
Note thatH € Sp(2g,Z) if and only if # € Sp(2g,Z). |

Lemma 1.7. The groupl’, (i.e. the image of the mapping class group unggrcoincides with
Sp(29,Z).

Proof. The fact that elements @i, satisfy the constraints ifil(2) comes from the fact that
topological mappings preserve algebraic intersectionbers The fact thagverysymplectic
matrix is in the image of* can be proven by combining the classical fact at2g, Z) is
generated by symplectic transvections with the fact thatyesuch symplectic transvection is the
image of a Dehn twist. This fact was used by Humphries, indnsdus paper [16], to find a lower
bound on the number of Dehn twists needed to generate theimgagpss group. He used the
known fact thal’, cannot be generated by fewer thizyH- 1 transvections. O

Lemma 1.8. Let A, be the subgroup of matrices Iy which are induced by topological
mappings ob N, which extend to homeomorphismsgf (the so-called handlebody subgroup).
ThenA, coincides with the subgroup of all elementd’iwith a g x g block of zeros in the upper
right corner.

Proof. By our choice of a basis falf, (0N,; Z), a topologically induced automorphism of
H,(0N; Z) extends to an automorphism 8f (N,; Z) only if it preserves the kernel of the
inclusion-induced homomorphisff, (ON,) — H;(N,), i.e. the subgroup generated by
bi,...,b,. Sufficiency is proved by finding generators for the graypgiven in [34], and
showing that each comes from a topological mappingdp which extends to a
homeomorphism ofV,. Explicit lifts are given in[[2]. O

In §[1.2, we saw that every closed orientable 3-manifold admétsgdard splittings. Let us now
choose coordinates to make this more explicit. Net= N, be a standard model for an oriented
handlebody of genug, and letN = ¢(NN) be a copy ofV, whereg is a fixed
orientation-reversing homeomorphism. (Note that repriedge diffeomorphisms are always
required to be orientation-preserving.) Choosing any el e Diff* (9N, ), we may then
construct a 3-manifoldl’ as the disjoint union oV, and N,, glued together by the rule

¢ oh(x) =z, = € IN,. To stress the role df we WI|| write W = N, U, N,. With these

conventions, if we chooseto be the identity map, the manifold’ will be the connect sum of
copies ofS? x S'. The mapping class group, now meansr,Diff " (ON,).

Now letA = [\g denote the subgroup 6’fg consisting of mapping classes which have a
representative which extends to a homeomorphisiiofNote that every map @iV, which is
isotopic to the identity extends, hence if one represema&xtends then so does every other
representative, sd, is well-defined.



Proposition 1.9. Equivalence classes of gengsieegaard splittings of 3-manifolds are in 1-1
correspondence with double cosets in the sequence of gigupsd A,.

Proof. Each Heegaard splitting of a 3-manifold determines a (nuique)/ € F for someyg,
and eacth e I', determines a 3-manifold = N, Ugor N,. SupposeV, Ugor, Vg and

Ny Ugom N are equivalent splittings of a 3-manifoltl. Then there is an equivalenééwhich

restricts to equivalencq‘sfon , N, and then tofy = f\aNg,fO f\aN There is thus a
commutative diagram

ON, — ON, —% N,
[ |5
ON, —5 oN, —2 N,
Thenh' fy = ¢~ fodh, hencel’ € AhA. Conversely, i € ALA thenh fy = ¢~ foph for some

fo, 0" foo € A Let f, ¢~ f¢ be an extension ofy, ¢~ fo¢ to N,. DefineF|y, = f,
F|Ng = f. [

For convenience, we will not distinguish between the diffieophism’ and the mapping class it
determines if’,.

Corollary 1.10. LetW = N, U, 5 N, and letW’ = N, Ugor N, . Lets be any choice of gluing
map for a genus 1 spllttlng @3 ThenW is homeomorphlc t(W’ if and only if there are integers
k, k' with g + k = ¢ + &’ so thath#5 is in the same double coset]bj+k mod Ag+k ash/#§.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorer 1.4. O

Corollary 1.11. Let W be a closed, orientable 3-dimensional manifold which isnéefiby any
Heegaard splitting of genugwith Heegaard gluing map. Then invariants of the stable double
coset ofh in I'; are topological invariants of the 3-manifoldl.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposifiod 1.1, Propostii@, and Corollary 1.10. O

We pass to the action ®f, on, (ON,)/[71(ON,), 71 (ON,)], i.e. to the representation
p* Ty — Ty What mformatlon might we expect to detect about Heegagalittings from the
imagep?(h) of our gluing map? in r,?

Definition 1.12. A stabilization of index of # is the image of{ € I', under the embedding
I'y — I'y4i, defined by borderin@®, P, S, Q according to the rule
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This is a particular way of taking the direct sum#fe I', with the matrix7 < I';, which is the
image undep? of a Heegaard gluing map that defiri@s

Define#, H' € T', to beequivalent(H ~ H') if H' € A,HA andstably equivalentH ~, H') if
‘H andH’ have equivalent stabilizations for some inde¥ 0. Equivalence classes are then
double cosets ifr, mod A, and stable equivalence classes are double cosg&ts irmodulo

Ag+k.

A stabilizedsymplectic Heegaard splitting is the union of all stabtii@zas of the double coset
AJHA,. |

This brings us to the main topic of this article. Choose Ary T, and use it to construct a
3-manifoldV as above. LeH be the symplectic matrix that is induced by the action of

h = p*(h).

Definition 1.13. A symplectic Heegaard splittingf the 3-manifoldW" = N, U, » N, is the
double coset\ /HA, C Sp(2¢, Z), together with the double cosets of all stabilization${fA
symplectic Heegaard splitting minimalif it is not the stabilization of a symplectic Heegaard
splitting of lower genus which is in the same double coget.

1.4 Survey of the literature

The earliest investigation of Heegaard splittings werepttoefs, by Singer [44] and Reidemeister
[39] that all Heegaard splittings of an arbitrary 3-mandfake stably equivalent. Shortly after the
publication of [39] Reidemeister asked about invariant3-afanifolds that can be determined
from a Heegaard splittings. His invariants are given in tapgy [40]. He proves by an example
(the Lens spaces) that the invariants he discovered dissingnanifolds which have the same
fundamental group; (17), and so are independent of the rank and torsion coefficid¢rits.o
Reidemeister’s invariants are determined from the actf@nteegaard gluing map o, (W; Z).
We will explain exactly what he proved at the endj6f4.

Essentially simultaneously and independently of Reidsetags work, Seifert [43] introduced the
concept of a linking form on a 3-manifold whose homology grdwas a torsion subgroudp, and
studied the special case whé&rhas no 2-torsion, obtaining a complete set of invariantéifiéed
abelian groups in this special case. His very new idea wadittking numbers could be defined
not just in homology spheres, but also in 3-manifolds whHtdemology group has torsion. Let
W be a closed, oriented 3-manifold and suppose that the tossibgroug!” of H,(W;Z) is
non-trivial. Leta, b be simple closed curves Y which represent elements @fof ordera, 3
respectively. Sincewa, b are homologous to zero they bound surfade® c W. Let A - b
denote the algebraic intersection numberokith b, similarly defineB - a. Thelinking number
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A(a, b) of a with b is the natural number

lA b= la - B.

o g

Seifert’s invariants are defined in terms of an array of iatatpterminants associated to the
p-primary cyclic summands df. The invariant depends upon whether each determinant in the
array is or is not a quadratic residue mdd His work is, however, restricted to the case when
there is no 2-torsion. In the appendix to[43], and also aetiekof [40], both Seifert and
Reidemeister noted that their invariants are in fact closdhted, although neither makes that
precise. Both [40] and [43] are, at this writing very well kmobut it takes some work to pin
down the precise relationship so that one can move comfgrtetween them. Sef6.4.

Ma,b) =

In [7] Burger reduced the problem of classifying linkedjroups f > 2) to the classification of
symmetric bilinear forms ovef,».. His procedure, together with Minkowski’s work on quadcati
forms [26] gives a complete set of invariants for the gase2, but they are inconveniently
cumbersome. Our contribution here is to reduce Burgerariamts to a simple and useful set.
Most of what we do is probably obtainable from Burger’s wagether with the work of

O’Meara [36]; however, our presentation is unified and pha systematic study, hence it may be
more useful than the two references [7] and [36]. We noteKlaatauchi and Kojima [22hlso
studied linked abelian groups with 2-torsion. They obtdiaesolution of the problem which is
similar to ours, however, their goal was different and ttiersection between their paper and ours
is small.

Invariants of Heegaard splittings, rather than of the nadiitself, were first studied in the
context of symplectic Heegaard splittings,in [2]. Latee tork in [2] was further investigated in
[27], from a slightly different perspective, with two magittons behind their work. The first is
that they thought that linking forms in 3-manifold might gimore information than intersection
forms on a Heegaard surface, but that is not the case. Sabaydhought that, because a finite
abelian group can be decomposed as a direct sum of cyclipgafiprime power order, whereas
in [2] the decomposition was as a direct sum of a (in generallem set of cyclic groups which
are not of prime power order, that perhaps there were inv& @ unstabilized Heegaard
splittings that were missed inl[2]. The main resultin/[27§hat, with one small exception in the
case when there is 2-torsion, the Heegaard splitting iamgsiin [2] cannot be improved.

Seel[23] for an invariant of Heegaard splittings which istedl in an interesting way to our work
in this paper. The relationship will be discussed@nof this paper.

1.5 Six problems about symplectic Heegaard splittings

In this article we will consider six problems about sympieéteegaard splittings, giving
complete solutions for the first five and a partial solutiontfe sixth:
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Problem 1: Find a complete set of invariants for stabilized sympleggegaard splittings.

The full solution is in Corollary 5.16, which asserts the Malown result that a complete set of
invariants are the rank af, (W; Z), its torsion coefficients, and the complete set of linking
invariants.

Problem 2: Knowing the invariants which are given in the solution tolfteon 1 above, the next
step is to learn how to compute them. Problem 2 asks for aantiste procedure for computing
the invariants in Problem 1 for particulaf € I'. The easy part of this, i.e. the computation of
invariants which determin&, (W;Z), is given in Theorerh 214. The hard part is in the analysis of
the linking invariants associated to the torsion subgrdu@1V; Z). Sees6.2 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 stabilizationdiod@ symplectic
Heegaard splitting. We will prove that there is a uniform bduand it is 1. See Corollafy 5.22.

Problem 4: Find a complete set of invariants which characterize mih{onastabilized)
symplectic Heegaard splittings and learn how to computethie Theoreni 7J5 we will prove
that the only invariant is a strengthened form of the invan@hich was discovered in[[2], using
very different methods. Examgdle 7|14 shows that we havedaddfound an invariant which is
stronger than the one inl[2].

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

Problem 6: This problem asks for a normal form which allows one to chaosaique
representative for the collection of matrices in an unditzdal double coset ifi, (modA,). We
were only able to give a partial solution to this problem§fa3 we explain the difficulty.

In §8 we go a little bit beyond the main goal of this paper, and wmrsvhether the work i3 of
this paper can be generalized to the higher order terms iddeson-Morita filtration. As we
shall see, the approach generalizes, but it does not yighthiag new.

2 Symplectic matrices : a partial normalization

Our task in this section is the proof of Theorem| 2.4, whictegia partial solution to Problem 2
and tells us how to recognize when a symplectic Heegaarttisglis stabilized.

2.1 Preliminaries

We follow the notation that we set ufll. Let’ be the gluing map for a Heegaard splitting of a
3-manifoldV. We wish to study the double cosgjhA, C I'. For that it will be helpful to learn
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a little bit more about the subgrouy,. Recall that, by Lemma_11.8, the grodyp is the subgroup
of elements i, with ag x g block of zeros in the upper right corner.

Lemma 2.1. The group)\, is the semi-direct product of its normal subgroup
T 0 . , A 0 .
Q= { (Z I) ' Z symmetrlc} and its subgroupX. = { <0 A*) ‘ A unlmodular} )

Proof. Since a general matrix? ) € A, is symplectic, it follows from[(R) thatlD = Z, hence

A=D"",s0A € GL(g,Z). Since( 2,) € A,, it follows that the most general matrix i,
has the form:

A 0\ (A 0 7 0\ T 0\ (A 0
c A1) \o A1) \z o) \A1z4a!' 7)\0o A1)’

with Z = AC. But then (by[(2) again¥ must be symmetric. A simple calculation reveals that the
conjugate of any element i by an element in\ is in 2. The semi-direct product structure
follows from the fact that botl and(2 embed naturally in\, and that they generate O

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

Theorem 2.2(The fundamental theorem for finitely generated abeliangsd Let G be a finitely
generated abelian group. Then the following hold:

(i) G is adirect sum of infinite cyclic groups and a finite abelian grodp The group!" is a
direct sum of finite cyclic subgroup™® @ - .- @& T, whereT® has orderr,. Eachr;
dividesr; ;1,1 <i <t — 1. Theintegers,t, i, ..., 7, are a complete set of invariants of the
isomorphism class af.

Letpq, ..., px be the prime divisors of,. Then each integer;, 1 <i <thasa
decomposition as a product of primes:

=iy, 0<erg<egq <o <epq, for each 1<d<k.  (3)

(i) T is also a direct sum gf-primary groupsl'(p;) @ - - - & T'(px). Here eachl(py)
decomposes in a unique way as a direct sum of cyclic grouph, @avhich has order a
power ofp,. Focusing on one such primg, 1 < d < k, the groupl’(p4) is a sum of cyclic
groups of orderg", p*, ..., py >, where the powers; , that occur are not necessarily
distinct. That is, we have:

€l d =€2d =" """ =€ud < Cyutld = = Chd << E€yld = Ct42d = " = €4y d-

(4)
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(iii) Lety; be a generator of the cyclic group of orderin (i) above. Lely; , be a generator of
the cyclic group of ordep;** in (ii) above. Note that there may be more than one group with
this order. Then the generatoys,; andy;, wherel < i < tandl < d < k are related by:

T; €1 e €i,d—1_€i, €i,
Yid = <<e—d> yi = (P17 0 P o )Y (5)

Py

The following corollary to statement (i) of Theorém12.2 alkus to transform a presentation
matrix for a finitely generated abelian group into a partciyl simple form.

Corollary 2.3 (Smith normal form, see, e.g., [34, Theorem IL.9etP be anyg x g integer
matrix. Then there exiét,V € GL(g,Z) so that/PV = Diag(1,...,1,7,...,7,0,...,0),
where ther; are nonnegative integers which are different from 1 andségtigr;| ;. for all

1 <i < g. The diagonal matrix is called the Smith normal foofr?. Additionally, the Smith
normal form of a matrix is unique, so that in particular thegmwn free rank- (the number of
zeros in the diagonal) and the torsion rahlre unique. The number ofs is the index of
stabilization of the symplectic Heegaard splitting, whaetm vary.

2.2 A partial normal form

Theorem 2.4. Let —
H=p*(h) = (5 Q) (6)

be the symplectic matrix associated to a given Heegaarttispliof a 3-manifold¥’, wherel is
the Heegaard gluing map. Then:

(i) Theg-dimensional matrix is a relation matrix ford = H,(W;Z). This is true,
independent of the choice #f in its double coset moduld,. Different choices correspond
to different choices of basis fdf.

(i) The double coset,#A, has a representative:

0O 0 0]lZ 0 0
0 R® o0l0 PP o
. 0O 0 Z|0 0 0
H o= -7 0 0]0 0 o0 |’ ()
0 S@ 00 99 o
0O 0 0/0 0 I
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whereP® = Diag‘(ry, ..., n,) with ther; positive integers satisfying|r,,, for 1 <i < t.
In this representation the submatrix
R | p2)
H(2):(82 o (8)
is symplectic.

(i) Thet x ¢t matrix P is a relation matrix for the torsion subgroup of H, which is a direct
sum of cyclic groups of orders, . .., ;. The number of zeros in the lower part of the
diagonal ofP") = Diag(1,...,1,71,...,7,0,...0) is the free rank off and the number
of 1’s is the index of stabilization of the splitting. In particgla symplectic Heegaard
splitting with defining matri¥{ € Sp(2¢, Z) is unstabilized precisely when the diagonal
matrix ") contains no unit entries.

(iv) We may further assume that every enrye O and every entry,;; € R? is constrained
as follows. Assume that< j. Then:

0 S qji < Tj, Qij = (Tj/Ti)jSp and 0 S Tz'j < Tis sz' = (Tj/Ti)Tij-

Proof. Proof of (i). Apply the Mayer-Vietoris sequence to the decompositiorhef3-manifold
W that arises through the Heegaard splitthvigu,, ; Ny .

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

In view of Lemm& 2.1, the most general element in the doubdetcof = (% 7 ) has the form

M (T 0\U 0 R P\ (V! 0\[(Z 0\ [+ UPY ©)
- Zl z 0 Z/{_l S Q 0 )% ZQ ) \x *
wherel{, V are arbitrary matrices in GL(2).
Choosé/,V € GL(t, Z) so that

PO =TaoUa (P I®V@I)=Diag(l,1,...,1,7,7,...,7,0,...,0) € GL(g, Z).

By Corollary[2.3, this is always possible. LBt? = Diag(r, 7, ...,7) € GL(t,Z). Using [9).
we have shown th& is in the same double coset as

Rii Ri2 Riz| Z 0 0

Ry Ras Roz| 0 PP 0

RO pl) Rs1 Rz R 0 0 0
,H(l) _ ( ) _ 31 32 33 10
8(1) Q(l) Sll 812 813 Qll Q12 QIS ( )

821 822 823 Q21 Q22 Q23

831 832 833 Q31 Q32 Q33
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This is the first step in our partial normal form.

It will be convenient to write4(!) in several different ways in block form. The first one is the
block decomposition i (10). In each of the other cases getow, the main decomposition is
into squaregy x g blocks, and these blocks will not be further decomposetdatjh much later
they will be modified):

Ay A | B 0
Ay A 0 0 Al B
1 _ 21 22 B
= Cii Ci2 | D Do N (C D) (11)
Co1 Caa | Do Doy

where
Rii Rio Z 0 S Si
R
.A12:( 13)’ An=(Ra Rz ), An=(Rs),...

In general, the block®,;;, A;;, . .. arenotsquare, howeveR?, S@ P2 Q® are square x ¢
matrices.

Now H™ € T',, hence itg; x g block satisfy the condition§](1) and (2). Working with the
decomposition o) into the block form given in[(Z0), one sees that because ofpleeial form
of B= (5 9),the2(g — r) x 2(g — r) matrix (1 2! ) alsosatisfies[(11) and{2), now with
respectto it§g — ) x (¢ — r) block. From there it follows (using Definition_1.6) that theatrix
given in (10) is in the group'y,—,). One may then verify without difficulty that the augmented
matrix

Rii Rz 0] Z 0 0

Ay 0By 0 Roy RP 0] 0 PP 0

0 Z| 0 0 0O 0 Z|0 0 0
M3 = - , 12
Co 0Dy 0 S, Su 0(0n O 0 (12)

0 0| 0 I Sy S® 019y 9@ 0

O o0 0|0 0 T

which has dimensioqg again,alsosatisfies the conditiong](1) arid (2), now with respect to its
g x g block, and sgH@ isinT,.

We will need further information abog{") and M ®. Returning to[(I0), and using the right
decomposition of{"), we now verify that condition§11) andl(2) imply the follovgmelations
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between the subblocks:

Q13 = Q23 = R31 = R32 = 0 (13)
P(2) Q21 = QIQ (14)
R1P® =Ry (15)
P2 QR symmetric (16)
R P symmetric (17)
911, R11 Symmetric (18)

Now observe that if £ ) € I, then [1) and[{(2) imply that
A B\ (D -B
(¢ 5) =(% %) 49

Using equation’(19) to computeM?))~!, and making use of the conditions [n{18)4(18), one
may then verify that the product matriy1®)~'H®) has ag x g block of zeros in the upper
right corner. But thedM@)~1H® € A, henceM? andH " are in the same double coset.

Further normalizations are now possible. Sifze and Q,; are symmetric (by the symplectic
constraints[(R)) the following matrices are in the subgrup A, defined in Lemma2]1:

T 0 00 0 O A 0 00 0 O
0 A 00 0 O 0 7 00 0 O
0 0 710 0 O 0 0 710 0 O
M= -9 =9y 0|2 0 0 N = —7§11 Ry O0|Z 0 O
—Q9 0 0|0 Z 0 —R1s 0 010 Z O
0 0 00 0 Z 0 0 0|0 0 Z
Computing, we find that
0O O 0|Z 0 0
0 R® 0|0 PP 0
O 0 Z10 0 0
@A\ —
MMEN, x * 0/0 0 0
x S@ 0]0 Q¥ 0
0 0 00 0 O

Since this matrix is iy, its entries satisfy the conditioris (1) and (2). An easy kistows that
the lower leftg x g box necessarily agrees with the entries in the matrix defimélte statement
of Theorem 24. Thug{® = A M@ A, is in the same double coset 44, HM and?. This
completes the proof of (ii).

Proof of (iii). In (i) we saw that in the partial normal form the matfix , , & P» @ 0, is a
relation matrix forH . SinceH is a finitely generated abelian group, it is a direct sumoyfclic
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groups of ordetr, . .., 7 andr infinite cyclic groups ang — r — ¢ trivial groups. They —r — ¢
trivial groups indicate that the symplectic Heegaard spdithas been stabilizegd— » — ¢ times.
That is, (iii) is true.

Proof of (iv). We consider additional changes in the submakix which leave theP?)-block
unchanged. Note that by Leminal2.1, any changes in the doabéd of#H ) in T'; can be lifted
canonically to corresponding changes in the double cosgt af I, and therefore it suffices to
consider modifications to the double cose#SP) in I';. To simplify notation for the remainder of
this proof, we seH® = (% 7))

Choose any elemerfty % ) in the subgroug, of Sp(2¢,Z). Then:

Z, 0\(R P\ _ (R P R P\ (L, 0\ (R+PZ P
z ,)J\s o) \x o+zr) \s ¢o)J\z 7,)7\ « o

Let Q = (gij), R = (r5), Z = (2i;). ThenZP = (7;2;;) andPZ = (7;2;;). Therefore we may
perform multiplications as above so that i€ j then0 < ¢;; < 7; and0 < r;; < 7;. The fact that
H® is symplectic shows tha&Q andR P are symmetric. Thereforg; = (7;/7;)q;:,

rj; = (1;/7;)ri;. Thus the matrice® andR are completely determined once we fix the entgigs
andr;; which satisfyi < j. This completes the proof of (iv), and so of Theolenj 2.4. O

Remark 2.5. As noted in§1.2, we made two choices when we defined equivalence of Hekgaa
splittings: the choice of one of the two handlebodies as théepred one, and the choice of a
preferred orientation on the 3-manifdid. When we allow for all possible choices, we see that
the symplectic matrig{ of Theoreni 2.4 is replaced by 4 possible symplectic matriedated by
the operations of taking the transpose and the inverse arndwvarse of the transpose:

R PR R SO 0@ _p@ 0@  _s®
5 () (%8 (5
Any one of the four could equally well have been chosen as@septative of the Heegaard
splitting. These four matrices may or may not be in the sanubldocoset ||

2.3 Uniqueness questions

There is a source of non-uniqueness in the partial normal tfrTheoreni 2.14. It lies in the fact
that further normalizations are possible after those ihdiviheoreni 2.4, but they are difficult to
understand. By Lemnia 2.1, we know thigtis the semi-direct product of the normal subgroup
2; and the subgroup; that were defined there. We already determined how left ayid ri
multiplication by elements if2; changeH’ in the proof of part (iv) of Theoremn 2.4. We now
investigate further changes, using left (resp right) mplitation by matrices irx;.
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Lemma 2.6. Assume thaP® = Diag(ry, ..., n) is fixed, and thaP® Q® = Q@ P® Then
there is a well-defined subgrodpof ¥; x ¥, determined by the condition that there exist
matricesi, V € GL(t, Z) such that/P? = PPV, Equivalently, there exist symplectic matrices
U,V € ¥, suchthatU, V) € G <

R® P U 0\ (RD PEN (V0N [« PO
U<3(2) Q(Q))V:<0 [;{—1) (3(2) Q(Z)) (0 )}—1):<* Z;{—lg(Q)f}—l)' (20)

For later use, we also have that(iP®)~! is the diagonal matrix whos#" entry is the rational
numberl /7;, thenQ® (P2)~1 will be replaced by/~*(Q® (P@)~1y~.

Proof. The statement if_(20) is a simple calculation. We need togtioat it determines a group.
Suppose thatl/;, Vi), (U, V2) € G. Then;P? = P2V, fori = 1,2, so

UU, PP = U POV, = POV Y,. Therefore(U, U, ViVs) € G. Also,

(PO)17L = Y, (P®)~1, which implies tha{U !, Vi!) € G, soG is a group. Itis
immediate thaP® remains unchanged and th@t? (P®)~! changes in the stated way. [

Remark 2.7. The conditior/P? = P®Y) means that/ is restricted ta x ¢ unimodular
matrices which satisfy the conditiot¥: = (u;;), whereu; is divisible byr; /7, wheneverj < i.
There are no restrictions an; whenyj > ¢ other than that the determinguat;| = £1. ||

Remark 2.8. We were unable to find a nice way to chodsandl” so as to obtain a unique
representative of the double coset of a symplectic Heeggitting, in the case wheH is not
torsion-free. The reason will become cleafffh invariants of the matrix@® (P®)~!, and so
also a normal form, depend crucially on whether or not thetorsion in the torsion subgroup
T of H, and so a general rule cannot be easily stated. See alscsthessiion irfff7.5. ||
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3 Presentation theory for finitely generated abelian groups

We are ready to begin the main work in this article. In Sedfiave described the topological
motivation that underlies the work in this paper, namely veganinterested in understanding all
topological invariants of a 3-manifold” and of its Heegaard splittings that might arise through
symplectic Heegaard splittings. In Theoreml 2.4 we saw tienhtatrix associated to a symplectic
Heegaard splitting gives a natural presentatio®/ofiV; Z). Therefore it is natural to begin our
work by investigating the theory of presentations of almegjeoups. Our goal is to understand,
fully, that part of the obstruction to stable equivalenceow from a symplectic Heegaard
splitting.

We begin by introducing the two concepts of isomorphism apdvalence of presentations. The
rank of a presentation is defined and a concept of stabilaipgesentation (thereby increasing the
rank) is introduced. Most of this is aimed at Theofem B.15¢ctigives necessary and sufficient
conditions for an automorphism &f to lift to an automorphism of the free group of a
presentation. Theorem 3115 implies Corollafies 13.16,]ari3.18, which assert (in various
ways) that any two presentations of the same finitely geedrabelian group which are of
non-minimal equal rank are equivalent. From this it follaat at most a single stabilization is
required to remove any obstruction to equivalence betwaerptesentations. This does not solve
Problem 3, but it is a first step in the direction of this prabkesolution. We remark that, by
contrast, the usual proof of Tietze’s Theorem on equivaerid¢wo particular presentations of an
arbitrary finitely generated but in general non-abeliarugrshows that presentations of rank’
become equivalent after stabilizations of indéx:, respectively [25].

The latter half of the section focuses on presentations pimal rank of a finitely generated
abelian group. An “orientation” and a “volume” di are defined. The determinant of an
endomorphism of abelian groups, and hence of a presentatia@f an abelian group, is
introduced. The key result is Theorém 3.26, which gives seag and sufficient conditions for
an isomorphism between twoinimalpresentations to lift to the presentation level. Corollary
[3.27 follows: two minimal presentations &f are equivalent if and only if they have the same
volume onH. The section closes with two examples which illustrate fh@iaation of Theorem
[3.26 and Corollary/3.27 to explicit group presentations.

In §7, we will apply the notion of “volume” to obtain invariant§ Heegaard splittings. It turns
out that associated to a symplectic Heegaard splitting et@aral presentation of the first
homology group, and thus an induced volume. We will use ttexiay between this volume and
a linking form on the first homology group to find invariantsHéegaard splittings.
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3.1 Equivalence classes of not-necessarily minimal predations

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

Definition 3.1. A free pairis a pair of groupsF, R) with R C F' andF free abelian and finitely
generated,; itguotientis F// R. If H is a finitely generated abelian grouppr@sentatiorof H is a
surjectiont : ' — H, with F" again a finitely generated free abelian group. mdmk of a free

pair and of a presentation is the rank/of Direct sums of these objects are defined in the obvious
way. Theindex k stabilization of a free paiiF, R) is the free paif F & Z*, R @ ZF), and the

indexk stabilization of a presentation : F — H is the presentation ® 0: F & ZF — H. ||

Definition 3.2. An isomorphism of free pair&F, R), (¥, R') is an isomorphisnf : F' — F’
such thatf(R) = R’. An isomorphism of presentatiomsa commutative diagram

F .5 H

i |

7_(_/

" —— H
with f, h isomorphisms. Iff = H’, then we have the stronger notion of@guivalence of
presentationswhich is a commutative diagram

with f an isomorphism. Two free pairs (resp. two presentatioresgtably isomorphigresp.
stably equivalentif they have isomorphic (resp. equivalent) stabilizasioti = : F* — H,

7' . F' — H are both of minimal rank and stably equivalent, then we defiestabilization
indexof 7, 7’ to be the smallest indeisuch thatr, 7’ have equivalent stabilizations of indéx||

Example 3.3. To see that equivalence and isomorphism of presentatiendistinct concepts, let
F =7 and letH = Z; with 7 : Z — Z5 defined byr(1) = 1 andrn’ : Z — Zj; defined by

7'(1) = 2. Thent andn’ are isomorphic because the automorphisn¥Z; — Z; defined by

h(1) = 2 lifts to the identity automorphism df. However, it is easy to see thatandz’ are not
equivalent,||

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

Proposition 3.4. Two free pairs are isomorphic if and only if they have the saamé and
isomorphic quotients. For any paff, R) there is a basig; of F' and integersn; so that
{m;f; | m; # 0} is a basis forR. The f; andm; may be chosen so that;|m,, for all 7.
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Since we can always stabilize two pairs to the same rank, airs pre stably isomorphic if and
only if their quotients are isomorphic.

We now investigate equivalence classes of presentatioasiotely generated abelian group.

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

¢ the minimal number of infinite and finite cyclic direct summdamequired to construcf
¢ the minimal rank of a presentation &f

e the number of torsion coefficients of the torsion subgréugf A plus the rank of/ /7.

A presentation of minimal rank is simply called a minimal geatation||

Lemma 3.6. Every non-minimal presentatiafi = H is equivalent to a presentation of the form
a7 %% H, wherer'is a presentation off. Every presentation off is a stabilization of a

minimal one.

Proof. Clearly, by stabilizing/ has a presentation of every rapkrank 1. Let F” 2 Hbea
presentation of rankrank ' — 1). By Propositioni 3.4, the stabilization gfis isomorphic to
F 5 H, say by a diagram of the form

F 5 H

Hence

7

F/ @ Z hilo(jEBO)

is an equivalence, as desired. By induction, we concludeetrexy presentation off is a
stabilization of a minimal one. O

In the next few lemmas, we will show that all presentation&/cdre stably equivalent and that the
index of stabilization required is at most one.

Lemma 3.7. Letn be the rank ofank (H/7T") and letT’ = Tor (H). Then any presentation &f
is equivalent to one of the forfi © Z" = H, wherer| is a presentation o’ and 7|z~ is
injective.
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Proof. A presentation of the required type certainly exists and beagf any rank> rank H.
The proof that any presentation is equivalent to one of tisfis similar to the proof of
Lemmd3.6. O

Lemma 3.8. Let h be an automorphism df which acts trivially onZ". Then for any presentation
m . F'— H there is an automorphisrhof F' so that

F "3 H

AR
F "3 H
commutes.

Proof. By Lemmd 3.7, our presentation is equivalent to the diret etipresentationgy, — 7'
andz" ‘% 7", whereH has been decomposedAs> Z". Representing elements &f by

column vectorg ! ) with ¢t € T', z € Z", any automorphism of H must be of the form
(D)= (58)(8),

whereA : T'— T andC' : Z" — Z" are automorphisms anfd : Z" — T'is a homomorphism; by
hypothesisA = 1. If we lift B to a homomorphisn® : Z" — F;, then the endomorphisv(r‘g g)
of Fy @ Z™ is an automorphism which clearly inducgs? ) onT & Z™ = H, as desired. O

Definition 3.9. In the situation of Lemmia 3.8, we say thalifts h. ||

Corollary 3.10. Using the notation of the proof of Leminal3.8) i any automorphism off so
that h|7 lifts to Fy, thenh lifts to F.

Proof. Let g = (h|7) @ 1z-. Clearlyg lifts to Fy ® Z". Henceh o g' = 1 onT, sohg~! also
lifts. We concludghg™?) o g lifts, as desired. O

Definition 3.11. Let f : ' — F be an endomorphism. Sinceis free abelian, we may represent
f by a matrix with respect to any basis fbr We define theleterminanof F to be the
determinant of any such matrix. Clearlyt f is well-defined, up to sign, independent of the
choice of basis||

Lemma 3.12. LetT be an abeliarp-group for some prime. Letw : F' — T be a presentation
and leth : T'— T be an automorphism. Then there is an endomorphism (whictreveca
claiming is an automorphismy) : F* — F' lifting h so thatp does not dividelet f.

Proof. SinceF is afreeabelian group, it is easy to construct an endomorphissh F' that lifts A,
so the key point is to construct one so thatoes not dividelet(f).
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By Lemmad 3.8, the presentatianis equivalent tar, © 0% : F, @ Z* — T with 7, minimal (here
possiblyk = 0). Choosef, € End F; so thatr, fy = hmg, and letf = f, @ 15.. By construction
f lifts h, and we claim thap does not dividelet f.

Consider the canonical map— 7'/pT and the composite, : F, — 1" — T'/pT. SinceT is an
abelianp-group and since, is minimal, we haveank 7'/pT = rank T' = rank F. Hence
ker 7, = pF,. Now h induces an automorphisiy of 7'/pT" and we have

Fy/pFy —— T/pT

s
Fy/pFy —— T/pT

Hencef, must be an isomorphism. This implies thedoes not dividelet f = det f, for p
dividesdet f, if and only if the induced map oR; /pFy is notan isomorphism. O

Lemma 3.13. LetT be any finite abelian group;, : F* — T be a presentation ¢f, and
h : T — T be any automorphism. Then there is an endomorphism (whicdrevegain not
claiming is an automorphisny) : F' — F lifting % so that(det f, |T|) = 1.

Proof. Letp be a prime divisor of'|. Suppose that* is the highest power qf which divides
|T'|. ThenT, := T/p*T is an abelianp-group isomorphic to the-component of/’, andh induces
an automorphismy,, of 7,,. By the previous lemma, there is an endomorphjsraf F with

p fdet f, so that

F 5T,

W [

F 25T,
commutes. Fixing a basis éf and representingj, as a matrix, we note that any matrix congruent
to f, mod p* also induce4,, onT,. By the Chinese remainder theorem, there is a single mAtrix
so thatf = f, mod p* for all primesp which divide|T'|, that is to say, a single endomorphigm
of Finducingh, onT,, for each such prime. Sinekt f = det f, mod p*, we havep Jdet f for
all suchp, i.e. (det f,|T]) = 1.

It remains to prove thaf inducesh onT'. SinceT,, = T'/p*T is ap-group isomorphic to the
p-component off’, it follows that the kernel ofr : F* — T'is precisely

kerm = ﬂ ker(m, : ' — T}).

p divides|T|

Hence

flkerm) = f <ﬂ ker 7rp> C ﬂf(ker ) = mker 7, = ker 7.
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This shows thaf inducessomeautomorphism of". But this automorphism induceés on 7, for
everyp, So it must bé. O

Lemma 3.14.LetT be a torsion group and let € Aut (7). Then for any non-minimal
presentationr : F' — T there is somg € Aut (F') which liftsh.

Proof. Sincer is non-minimal, by Lemm@a 3.6 we may assume that 7’ &0 : F' $7Z — T. By
Lemma3.1B, we may lift to f € End F’ with (det f,m) = 1, wherem = |T|. Choose an
integerd such thav - det f = 1 mod m. Letd denote the endomorphism @fdefined by

d(1) =0.Thenf &6 € End (F' @ Z) anddet(f ® 0) = 1 mod m. Since the canonical
homomorphisnsL(r, Z) — SL(r, Z,,) is surjective, we may lifff & ¢ to f' € Aut (I’ & Z).
More precisely, we can find sonfé € Aut(F’ @ Z) which (when considered as a matrix ovgr
is equal tof @& d mod m. Sincef @ ¢ lifts h, the diagram

Faoz =% 1

f@cﬂ lh

Foz 22, T
commutes. Nown(F" & Z) C ker(m @ 0), sincemax = 0 for all z € T'. Note that by
constructionf’ = f & § mod m, i.e.for eachr € F' @ Z there isay € I’ ® Z such that
f'(z) = (f ®9)(x) + my. Hencef’ also liftsh. O

Theorem 3.15.If & is any automorphism off and if7 : ' — H is any hon-minimal
presentation off, thenh lifts to F'.

Proof. By Lemmd 3.7, we may decomposgeasF = F, @ Z", wherer|g, : Fy — T isa
presentation and|z. = 1 : Z™ — Z". The non-minimality ofF’ then implies the non-minimality
of Fy. Hence by Lemma 3.14, we may lift; to Fy. Corollary(3.10 then implies thétlifts to F,
as desired. O

The following three results will be important later. They ammediate consequences of Theorem
8.15.

Corollary 3.16. If h : H — H'is anisomorphismand : FF — H, 7' : F' — H' are
non-minimal of equal rank, thelifts to a presentation isomorphism.

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

Corollary 3.18. If 7 : F — H, 7' : FF — H are two minimal presentations, then=’ have
stabilization index O or 1.
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Example 3.19.To illustrate Corollary 3.18, recall Example B.3. Two rangrésentations, 7’ of
H = Zs were defined byr(1) = 1 andn’(1) = 2. These are obviously inequivalent. We claim
that they have equivalent index 1 stabilizations 0, 7’ @ 0, i.e. there exists som¢ so that the
following diagram commutes:

7®7

Th0
fl i
Z@Z 7' B0

For example, we may defingby
()= (33)(2) = (%522)
We then have

(7" @®0)o f(z1,22) =621 + 1025 = 2 (mod 5) = (7 & 0)(z1, 22). ||

3.2 Equivalence classes of minimal presentations

We continue our study of presentations of finitely generataselian groups by investigating
equivalence classes ofinimal presentations of finitely generated abelian groups. Tha mai
results are Theorem 3.26 and Corollary 3.27, which give apteta invariant of equivalence of
minimal presentations aoff .

First we recall the definition of the exterior powers of anleregroupH. From thekth tensor
powerd* = H ® --- ® H we form a quotient by dividing out by the subgroup generatedlb
1 ® - ® xp iINnWhich twoz;’s are equal. This quotient is thdh exterior power off{/, denoted
by A*H. The image of an arbitrary tensor produgt® - - - ® x;, in A*H is denoted by

1 A -+ A 21, and we have the usual law

TIN i NTiqp1  NTpy = =Ty N Xjp1 NTi - N Ty,

Also as usualg; A --- A x, = 0if any z; is a linear combination of the other terms, which implies
thatA*H = 0 if k > rank H.

Lemma 3.20.Letr = rank H andr be the smallest elementary divisor of the torsion subgfBup
of H. If T'= 0, we putr = 0. ThenA" H is cyclic of orderr if T # 0, whereas ifl’ = 0, then
A" H is infinite cyclic. Ifz, ..., z, generatel, thenz; A - - - A z, generates\" H.

Proof. The case wheil’ = 0 is well known, so we assume that>- 0. We prove the last statement
first. Now, A" H is generated by alj; A - - - A y, as they; range oveld. But lety; = E;Zl 04T
for integersa;;. A straightforward check shows th@t A - - - Ay, = det(ay;) (1 A~ A ).
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ThusA™ H is cyclic. Elementary divisor theory tells us thidtis the direct sum of cyclic groups
Z.,, where ther; are the elementary divisor&( meansZ here). If these cyclic summands have
generators;, with x{, say, of orderr = , thenf = z; A - - - A x,, generates\” H, and

70 = (Tx1) Ny A -+~ Az, = 0 sincerz; = 0. Thus|A"H| < 7.

We must therefore prove thgt” H| > 7. Consider the map : H" — Z, defined by
diy1 ® -+ - ® y,) = det(a;;) mod 7,

wherey; = >, ay;z;. This is well defined, since if for somewve had) _; a;;z; = 0in H, then

we must havey;; = 0 mod 7 for all j, and hencelet(a;;) = 0 mod 7. The mapd is also clearly
onto (lety; = x;). Finally, d kills all terms having tway;'s equal, so it induces a map 4f H onto
Z,. O

Definition 3.21. If H has rank-, anorientationof H is a selection of a generatéiof A"H. A
volumeof H is a pair+6 of orientations off. i.e. an orientation o/, determined up to sign.
Observe that a free abelian group of rartkasA”™ ~ Z and hence two orientations and only one
volume, but ifH has torsion, then it will in general have many volumies.

If f: H— H'isahomomorphism between groups of the same ratiken f induces a
homomorphism\”"f : A"H — A" H' in the standard way; we will write simply for A" f.

Lemma 3.22. Assume that! and H’ both have rank and thatf : H — H’ is surjective. Let
and7’ be the smallest elementary divisorstbfand H’, respectively. Then' | 7 and ifd is any
orientation of H, thenf(#) is an orientation ofH’.

Proof. Letzq,...,x, generated, SOp = x; A - - - A z, generated\”" H. There is thus some
generatorn of Z, so that) = my. But sincef is onto,H’ is generated by (z,), ..., f(z,) and
¢ = f(xy) N+ A f(x,) = f(p) generated\” H'. This shows thaf : A"H — A"H’ is also
surjective and hence that | 7. We conclude that: is also a generator &, and hence that
0 = f(0) =mf(p) =my' generated\" H'. O

If H, H' have specific orientatiorts ¢’ andf : H — H'is a homomorphism, then sinée
generated\” H' we havef () = m#’ for a uniquemn € Z,.. We callm thedeterminanof f (with
respect to the orientatiodisd’) and writef(6) = det f - ¢'. If H, H' have onlywolumesspecified,
thendet f is determined up to sign. If, howevet, = H' andf = ¢, thendet f is independent of
0;infact, f : A"H — A" H'is just multiplication bydet f € Z,. Thus endomorphisms @f have
a well-defined determinant, and it is easy to see that thigitiefi is the classical one whei is
free. More generally, we have:

Lemma 3.23. Suppose
F "+ H

| |7

ﬂ',

Fr— H
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commutes, where, 7’ are presentations and all groups have the same rank. Thengfare
orientations ofF, F” inducing orientation®, 6’ of H, H', we havelet h = det f mod 7. If no
orientations are specified, then we measiweh with respect to the canonical induced volumes,
and the above congruence holds up to sign.

Proof. Observe thadlet f - ¢' = f(¢) and that
deth -0 = h(0) = hr(p) = 7'(det f - ¢') =oa ~ det f - 7' (@) =det f - 6.

The final statement is obvious. O

Note thatif H = H', F = " andw = 7/, thendet f, det h and the congruence are independent
of the orientations.

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

Lemma 3.24.1f f : (Hy,601) — (Hs,6) andg : (Hs, 65) — (Hs, 03) are homomorphisms of
oriented groups so that all thH; have the same rank, thenrif is the smallest elementary divisor
of H; we havelet(gf) = (det g) - (det f) mod 3.

Proof. We calculate:

U

Lemma 3.25. Let F' and G be abelian groups witli” free, and leth be an endomorphism of
F @ G sothath(G) < G. Letg = h| and letf be the map od” = ££< induced by:. Then
det h = det f - det ¢ mod 7, wherer is the smallest elementary divisor@f(and hence of
F & G). In particular, if 2 is an automorphism, theitet h = + det g.

Proof. Letm = rank F' andn = rank G, thenm + n = rank F @ G holds becausé' is free. Let

x1,..., T, andyy, ..., y, be minimal sets of generators Bfand@; their union is then a minimal
set of generators df' & G. By hypothesish(y;) = g(v;); also,h(x;) = f(z;) + e(x;) is the direct

sum decomposition df(z;), wheree is some homomorphisth — G. Hence

deth- (xy A Azp) AL A= Ayp)

= (flm) +e(@)) A A(f(am) + e(@m) A(g(y) A=A g(yn))
= detg- (f(z1) +e(@)) A A(f(om) +elzm) AYr A== Ayn) .-

But sincee(x;) is a linear combination of thg’s, the above reduces to just
detg- (f(x)) A A f(@m)) AL A Ayy) =det f-detg- (1 A Ay)

as desired. I is an automorphism, thetet f must bet1, proving the last statement. O
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Suppose now that' = H is a minimal presentation, so thatmk F' = rank H = r. Let +¢ be
the unique volume o', and let+0 € A" H be+r(¢'); we call the volumetd thevolume of(or

induced by the presentatiom. Suppose now that ™ Hisan equivalent presentatiare. there
exists a diagram

with f an isomorphism. If-¢’ is the volume induced by’, we then have
+0 = (+p) =7 f(+p) =7'(£det f - ') = £ det f- 0.

But the fact thatf is an isomorphism implies thdet f = +1, and hencegquivalent
presentations have the same volumbis argument generalizes in the obvious way to prove the
necessity in the following:

Theorem 3.26.Letr : FF — H,«' : F' — H' be two minimal presentations with volunte¢’

and leth : H — H' be an isomorphism. Thenlifts to an isomorphisnf : ' — F” if and only if
h(+0) = £0’; that is, if and only ifdet » = +1 mod 7 wherer is the smallest elementary divisor
of H= H'.

Proof. We first claim that it suffices to consider the special caserwthe two presentations are
identical. Indeed, by Propositidn 8.4 the two presentatime isomorphid;e. there exists a
commutative diagram

F " H

ol

7_(_/

' —— H
with both f” and”’ isomorphisms. Sinc¢’ is an isomorphism, the mdp has determinarit and
hence so doek o h'~L. If we could lift the automorphism o 2/~! to an automorphisnf” of F”,
thenf := f" o f': F — F’"would be the desired lift of.

Hence leth be an automorphism df with det h = 41 and letF’ = H be any minimal
presentation. The proof proceeds just as the proof of Thel@c&5: if 7" is the torsion subgroup
of HandF, = n~1(T) andhy = h|r, then it still suffices to lifth, to Fy,. SinceH is the direct
sum ofT" and a free abelian group, the presentattgrn— 7" is also minimal. Furthermore, the
conditions of Lemma&_3.25 hold here, &t hy = +1 also. Thus it suffices to prove the theorem
whenH = T is a torsion group.

Let|H| = m. By Lemmd3.1R we may lifb to an endomorphisnf, of F such that
(det fo,m) = 1; by Lemmd 3.1}, it follows thatet f, = det h = +1 mod 7. Choosék such that
k - det fo = +1 mod m, where the sign here is to be the same as the one above, so that
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k = 1 mod 7. We choose a basis, . .., ¢, of F' (as in Propositioh 314) so thaf is the direct
sum of the cyclic subgroups generatedihy= 7(e;) andz; has ordetr = m,. The
endomorphisny; of F defined bye; — keq, e; — e; for all i > 1 clearly induces the identity
map onH, sincek = 1 mod 7. Hencef, f; still inducesh on H, and its determinant is now

det fy - det f; = kdet fo = £1 mod m. Just as in the proof of Lemnha 3]14, we conclude that
there exists arsomorphismyf of F', with determinantt:1 (same sign!) such thgt= f; f; mod m
(we are here using the fact that.(r, Z) maps onto all elements 6fL(r, Z,,) with determinant
+1). As in Lemmd 3.14¢ still inducesh on H, and we are done. O

Lifting the identity automorphism gives:
Corollary 3.27. Two minimal presentations @f are equivalent if and only if they induce the
same volume o#l.

Here are some examples to show that calculations can achetlone with this machinery.

Example 3.28.1n Exampld_3.B we gave an example of inequivalent minimadgmeations,
namelyZ =% 7. andZ =% 7. Now observe that = 1, 7 = 5, A'Z; = Zs; 0 = +1,
0 =2(£1) = £2 # +1 mod 5. |

Example 3.29.Let H = Z,.1 @ Z2, with standard generatoes, e,, e; and standard
presentatio.® — H taking(1,0,0) — e, etc. Let the second presentation be given by

(1,0,0) > ep + 2e9 — 2e3 ; (0,1,0) = e+ e (0,0,1) = €e1 — é3
(it is easily seen that this map is onth. The former volume iste; A es A e3, the latter
1 2 =2
:|:(€1 + 262 - 263) N (61 + 62) A (61 - 63) = 46 - det 11 0 = +360.
1 0 -1

Sincer = 2"~! here, the presentations are equivalent if and onlydif= -1 mod 2"}, i.e. if
and only ifn < 3 (the signs on 3 and 1 are independeit).
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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 3fwidnil” is defined by a Heegaard
splitting, then we have, in a natural way, a presentatioHd#V’; Z). In fact we have more,
because there is also a natural symplectic form associatée presentation. In this section, our
goal is to begin to broaden the concept of a presentationdnymg additional structure on the
free group of the presentation, and then to extend the sesti8ection B to include the
symplectic structure. With that goal in mind we introducengjectic spaces and their lagrangian
subspaces, leading to the concept éfesegaard pair There are equivalence relations on
Heegaard pairs analogous to those on free gair&). Just as we stabilized free pairs by taking
their direct sums withiZ*, Z*), we will see that there is an analogous concept of stakiiizaf
Heegaard pairs, only now we need direct sums wihaadardHeegaard pair. At the end of the
section (see Theorem 4.8) we will relate our Heegaard pattset symplectic Heegaard splittings
that were introduced iff1l.

4.1 Symplectic spaces and Heegaard pairs

To begin, we reinterpret the free gro@pof Definition[3.1, introducing new notation, ideas and
structure in the process.

Definition 4.1. A symplectic spacss a finitely generated free abelian grovdpwvhich is endowed
with a non-singular antisymmetric bilinear pairing, weitthere as a dot produdion-singular
means that for each homomorphism V' — Z there is anz,, € V' (necessarily unique) such that
a(y) = zq -y (Vy € V). A symplectioor Sp-basisfor V is a basig{a;, b;; 1 < i < g} such that

a;-a; ="b;-b; =0,a,-b; =d;;,1 < 1,5 < g. Every symplectic space has such a basis, and so is
of even rank, sagg. As ourstandard modedf a rank2g symplectic space we have, = Z*

with basis{a, ..., a,,b1,...,b,} the2g unit vectors, given in order. An isomorphisin— V'

which is form-preserving is aymplectic isomorphisnThe group of all symplectic isomorphisms
of V' is denotedsp(V). ||

Definition 4.2. Let B C V be a subset of a symplectic spdceand define
Bt={veV|v-b=0(Vbe B)}.
e A subspace3 C V is symplectidf, equivalently,

a) the symplectic form restricted 8 is non-singular, or
b) V = B® B*.

e A subspace3 C V isisotropicif, equivalently,
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a)r-y=_0forallx,y € B,or
b) B c B*.

e A subspace3 C V islagrangianif, equivalently,

a) B is maximal isotropic, or
b) B = B*, or
C) B isisotropic, a direct summand &f, andrank B = %rank V.

We shall omit the proof that these various conditions areéudequivalent|

Our next definition is motivated by the materialgb.2, where we defined symplectic Heegaard
splittings. We will see very soon that our current definiidead to the identical concept.

Definition 4.3. A Heegaard paitis a triplet(V; B, B) consisting of a symplectic spateand an
ordered pai3, B of lagrangian subspaces. Tgenusof the pair is )
rank B = rank B = %rank V. An isomorphisnof Heegaard pairéV;; B;, B;),i = 1,2 is a

symplectic isomorphisnf : Vi, — V, such thatf (B;) = Bs, f(B;) = Bs. ||

We now want to define a concept of “stabilization” for Heeglgaairs. If1” hasSp-basis
{a;,b; |1 =1,..., g}, then thes;’s (and also the;’s) generate a lagrangian subspace. These two
subspacesl, B have the following properties:

@ Ao B=V

(b) the symplectic form induces a dual pairingotndB, i.e.a; - a; =b;-b; =0,a; - b; =6
I<i,5xy.

i

Any pair of lagrangian subspaceslofsatisfying these two properties with respect to some basis
will be called adual pair, and either space will be called tdeal complemenaf the other.

If X, is the standard model for a symplectic space, then the lggmaisubspaces, spanned by
ai,...,a, andF, spanned by, ..., f, are a dual pair. We will refer tQX; E,, F,) as the
standard Heegaard paiNote that in an arbitrary Heegaard péiif; B, B) the lagrangian
subspace$®, B need not be dual complements.

If V1 andV; are symplectic spaces, thén@ V; has an obvious symplectic structure, andand
V, areSp-subspaces df; @ V, with V; = V;- andV, = V1. This induces a natural direct sum
construction for Heegaard pairs, with; By, By) @ (Va; By, By) = (V1 @ Va; By @ By, B1 ® By).
Thestabilization of index of a Heegaard pair is its direct sum with the standard Heelgaeir
(Xy; Ey, F},) of genusk. Two Heegaard paird/;; B;, B;), i = 1,2, are therstably isomorphidf
they have isomorphic stabilizations.
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These concepts will soon be related to topological ideast,Fiowever, we will show that stable
isomorphism classes and isomorphism classes of Heegaesdmain 1-1 correspondence with
stable double cosets and double cosets in the symplectialaragtoupl’, with respect to its
subgroupA.

Note that ifA, B is a dual pair of” andi/ : B — B is a linear automorphism, then the adjoint
map(U*)~! is an isomorphism oft = B*. Moreover(i/*)~! @ U is a symplectic automorphism
of V=A@ B.

Lemma4.4.1f B C V islagrangian,A C V is isotropic andA & B =V, thenA is lagrangian
and A, B is a dual pair of/. Every lagrangian subspace has a dual complement.

Proof. SinceA is an isotropic direct summand bfandrank A = rank V' — rank B = %rank V,

it follows that A is lagrangian. Let now : B — Z be linear, and extend itto : V' — Z by
settinga(A) = 0. Thena(v) = z - v for somez € V. Sincex - A = 0 and A is maximal

isotropic, we must have € A, showing thatd, B are dually paired and hence a dual paif/of

To prove the second statement,ldgbe a basis of3. SinceB is lagrangian it is a direct summand
of VV, so we may choose a homomorphigm V' — Z such thatf,(b;) = 1 and f(b;) = 0 for

i > 1. Leta; € V be such that, - v = f;(v) for all v. Clearly the subgroup generated dyand

B is still a direct summand df, so choos¢ : V' — Z such thatfy(b,) = 1,

fa(ar) = fa(b;) = 0 (i # 2) anday € V realizing this map. Continuing in this way, we get finally
ai, ..., a, Such thaw,, b; satisfy the laws of a symplectic basis and generate a divectrgnd of
V. This direct summand has the same rank’aso it equald/, and the group! generated by the
a;'s is then a dual complement &f. O

Proposition 4.5. Let A, B be a dual splitting and, a basis ofB. If a, is the dual basis oft
defined byy; - b; = 6;;, thena,, b; is a symplectic basis of.

Corollary 4.6. If A, Band A’, B" are two dual pairs o/, then there is arf € Sp(V') such that
f(A)=A' f(B) =B

Proof. Choose symplectic bases b; adapted tod, B anda’, b, adapted tod’, B’. Then the map

17 71

defined byu; — a! andb; — b is symplectic. O

Corollary 4.7. If B, B are lagrangian, there is arif € Sp(V') such thatf(B) = B’.

Proof. By Lemmad4.4,B and B’ have dual complement$ and A’. By Corollary[4.6 we may find
f € Sp(V) such thatf(B) = B'. O



34

4.2 Heegaard pairs and symplectic Heegaard splittings

We are now ready to relate our work on Heegaard pairs to theld@osets introduced ifll. We
follow notation used there.

Theorem 4.8. The following hold:

(1) Isomorphism classes of Heegaard pairs are in 1-1 correspooe with double cosets in
I’ mod A. Stable isomorphism classes of Heegaard pairs are in 1-fesppndence with
stable double cosets inmod A.

(2) Letj: ON, — N,, j: ON, — N,, and letj,, j. be the induced actions on homology.
Then the triple{ H,(M; Z); ker j,, ker j,) is a Heegaard pair.

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

Proof. We begin with assertion (1). L¢V; B, B) be a Heegaard pair of genysThen by
Corollary[4.6 we may find a symplectic isomorphigm V" — X, such thatf(B) = F,. Putting
F, = f(B), we then havéV; B, B) isomorphic to( X ,; F,, F,). If f': (V, B) — (X,, F,) is
another choice, withf’(B) = F), thenf'f~!(F,) = F,, hencef’f~! € A. Then we see that the
isomorphism classes of gengs$leegaard pairs correspond to equivalence classes of Hgran
subspaces$; C X,, with I, F, equivalent if there is a map € A such thatn(F,) = F,,. Now,
we have seen that there is a mlag I' such thatt, = h(F,), andh,(F,) = ho(F,) if and only if
hy = hy f for somef € A. Then eacht, can be represented by an elemert " andh, i’ give
equivalent subspacd$ = h(F,), F, = I'(F,) if and only if there arefy, f, € A such that

' = fihfs. The set of allfihfs, f; € A, is a double coset df mod A. Then the isomorphism
classes of Heegaard pairs of gegusre in 1-1 correspondence with the double cosets of

I’ mod A.

Direct sums and stabilizations of Heegaard pairs corredgptima topological construction. If
(Wi Ni, N;) (i = 1,2) are Heegaard splittings, their connected SUM#Wo; N1 # No, N1#N>)

is a Heegaard splitting whose abelianization to a Heegaairdgreadily identifiable as the direct
sum of the Heegaard pairs associated to the summands. Moy&d$®; Y;, ;) is a standard
Heegaard splitting of genusfor S?, its Heegaard pair may be identified with the standard
Heegaard paifXy; Ey, F) of indexk. This stabilization of Heegaard pairs is induced by the
topological constructiolV; N, N) — (W#S3; N#Y,, N4Y},).

In an entirely analogous manner to the proof just given fprgtable isomorphism classes of
Heegaard pairs correspond to stable double cosétsiind A.
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Proof of (2): There is a natural symplectic structure on the Bbelian groupf; (M; Z), with the
bilinear pairing defined by intersection numbers of closedes which represent elements of
H,(M;Z)on M. In fact, as claimed in (2) above, the tripldf (M ; Z); ker j,, ker j,) is a
Heegaard pair. To see this, IBt= ker j,. Sincex - y = 0 Vz,y € B, the subspac#® is isotropic.
Also,rank B = irank H;(M;Z) = genus N = genus M. HenceB is lagrangian. Similarlyp
is lagrangian. Therefore the assertion is true.

Proof of (3): It remains to show that every Heegaard pairpekogically induced as the Heegaard
pair associated to a topological Heegaard splitting of s8meanifold, and also that equivalence
classes and stable equivalence classes of Heegaard gaiopalogically induced by equivalence
classes and stable equivalence classes of Heegaarchgpglitlio see this, |€i/; B, B) be a
Heegaard pair. By Theorem #.8 we may without loss of gertgradisume thatV’; B, B) is

(X,; F,, F,). Choose a standard basis @y ()/; Z), with representative curves as illustrated in
Figure 1. We may without loss of generality take one of thesg, . . ., w,) to be standard and
cut M open alonguy, . .., w, to a sphere witlzg boundary components;, w; (i = 1,..., g).
Choose2g additional curved/, ..., V,, Wy,..., W, on M such that each pair;, W; is a
canceling pair of handlesge. w; - W; = 1 point,w; - W; = W, - W; = 0 if i # j, and similarly for
theV;’s. Then the matrices of algebraic intersection numbers

i -l [l - Wil |

uniquely determine a symplectic Heegaard splitting. Thisga natural symplectic isomorphism
from H,(M;Z) to X,. Also, sincel is pictured in Figure 1 as the boundary of a handlebddy
our map send#/, (N; Z) to F,. By Corollaryl4.T we may find € T such thati(F,) = F,. By

[8] eachh € I is topologically induced by a homeomorphigm M — M. Let N be a copy of

N, and letl¥ be the disjoint union ofV and N, identified alonggN = M andON = M by the
maph. Then(IW; N, N) is a Heegaard splitting d#” which induces the Heegaard péif; B, B).

In an entirely analogous manner, the correspondence bet{stadble) isomorphism classes of
Heegaard pairs and symplectic Heegaard splittings maythblehed, using the method of proof
of Theoreni 4.8 and the essential fact that eaehA is topologically induced by a
homeomorphisnt : M — M. O
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5 Heegaard pairs and their linked abelian groups

In this section we meet linked groups for the first time in oweistigations of Heegaard pairs. We
show that the problem of classifying stable isomorphisms#a of Heegaard pairs reduces to the
problem of classifying linked abelian groups. This is acptighed in Theorerh 5.15 and
Corollary[5.16. In Theorein 5.18 and Corollary 5.21 we coasttie question: how many
stabilizations are needed to obtain equivalence of minigtably equivalent Heegaard pairs?
Corollary[5.22 asserts that a single stabilization suffigeseralizing the results of Theorém 3.15
and Corollary 3.18. This solves Problem 3.

The final part of the section contains partial results abla#sifying Heegaard pairs of minimal
rank. Theorerh 5.20 is a first step. The complete solutiondabgioblem will be given, later, in
Theorem 7.b.

We will not be able to address the issue of computing theriglnvariants in this section. Later,
after we have learned more, we will develop a set of compatabhriants 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 Herelgaair. We will prove (see
Theoren 5.5) that the quotient group of a Heegaard pair hasuaah non-singular linking form.
This leads us to the concept of a ‘linked abelian group’. Imdltary[5.9 we show that, as a
consequence of Theorém b.5, the linked abelian group tlaasisciated to a Heegaard pair is an
invariant of its stable isomorphism class. Corollary b.@¢&es Problem 1.

Lemma5.1. Let (V; B, B) be a Heegaard pairand let' = {x € V |z - (B + B) = 0}. Then
C=BnBA.

Proof. We haver € C'ifand only ifz - (B + B) = 0, which is true if and only ifr - B = 0 and
x - B = 0. SinceB, B are maximally isotropic, this is true if and onlydfc B andzx € B. O

This lemma implies that, for lagrangian subspabBes, B', B, if B+ B = B’ + B/, then
BNnB=BnNkB.

Lemma 5.2. Every Heegaard pai(V/; B,}?) is a direct sum of Heegaard pairs of the form
(V1;C,C)@® (Va; D, D) whereC = BnBandD N D = 0.
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Proof. SinceB/C = B/(BN B) = (B + B)/B C V/B, the groupB/C is free and thug' is a
direct summand oB. ThusB = C' @ D for some subgroup of B. Let nowB* be a dual
complement ofB in V; the splittingC' ® D of B then induces, dually, a splitting* & D* of B*,
whereC' 1. D* andD 1 C* and where” andC* are dually paired (by the symplectic form) and
likewise D, D*. ThusV; = C @& C* andV;, = D @ D* aresymplecticsubspaces df, with
Vi=VidandV =V, @ Vo =C@® C*® D@ D*. We claimthat3 ¢ C & D @ D*. Indeed,
expresé) € Basb=c+ ¢ +d+d" with c € C, etc. SinceB D C and 5 is isotropic, we have
b-d =0foralcd eC,ie.(c+c*+d+d) - =c-c =0forallc e C.ButC,C* are dually
paired, sa* must be zero.

Hence we have’ & D & D* D B D C. But this implies thaf3 = C' & D, where
D =Bn (D& D*)=BnV, =V, We have now shown that:

aV=Viael
b) B=C&DwithC=BNBCW,DcV,
c) B=Ca@DwithD C V,

Note thatC = BN B = (Ca& D)N(CND)=Ca&(DND),soDN D = 0. To finish the proof,
it suffices then to show thdt;; C, C') and(Vy; D, D) are Heegaard pairs. The former is trivially
so sinceV; = C' @ C*, and for the same reasoR, is lagrangian if/,. We must then show tha?
is lagrangian if/;. It is certainly isotropic, sincé = C' @ D is so. But letz € V5 be such that
r-D = 0. We also have - V; = 0sinceV; L V,and hence - B =z - (C ® D) = 0. SinceB is
maximally isotropic € B and hence3 NV, = D, showingD to be maximally isotropic in

V5. 0]

Lemma 5.3. Let (V; B, B) and (V; B, B') be two Heegaard pairs such th&+ B = B + B'. If
the first is split as in the previous lemma, then the secondtspditting of the form
(Vi;C,C)® (Va; D, D"),whereDN D' =0andD + D' = D + D.

Proof. By Lemmd5.1, the fact tha® + B = B + B’ impliesthatC = BN B = BN B'.
Examining the construction of Lemrha b.2, we see that seedC are the same for both pairs,
we may choosé3* and D the same, and henc¢e, D* andV, = C & C*, V, = D & D* will also
be the same. Thus the second pair has a splitting satisfilittgeaequirements except possibly
the last. Butwe hav® + D' = (B+ B )NV, = (B+ B)NVy, = D + D. O

We define thejuotientof a Heegaard paiiV’; B, B) to be the groug? = V/(B + B). Clearly,
isomorphic Heegaard pairs have isomorphic quotientshEuriore, stabilization does not change
this quotient either, since

(Ve Xy)/(BeE)+(Be F)| = (Ve X)/(B+B)eX]=V/(B+B).



38

Thus the isomorphism class of the quotient is an invariastaifle isomorphism classes of pairs.
We cannot conclude, however, that two Heegaard pairs asky ss@morphic if they have
isomorphic quotients; there are further invariants. Tesparthese, we need the following
concepts.

Definition 5.4. If T'is a finite abelian group, lnking formon 7" is a symmetric bilinear
Q/Z-valued form orl’, whereQ/Z is the group of rationalsiod 1. More generally, a linking
form on any finitely generated abelian groHpmeans a linking form on its torsion subgroiip
A linking form X is non-singularif for every homomorphisnp : 7' — Q/Z, there is a
(necessarily unique) € T such thatp(y) = A(x,y) forall y € T'. A group H will be called a
linked groupif its torsion subgroup is endowed with a non-singular livkform. ||

Theorem 5.5. The quotient group of a Heegaard pair has a natural non-slaglinking form.

Proof. Let the pair bgV'; B, B), the quotient b, and its torsion subgroup k& Consider
z,y € T and suppose thatz = 0. Lift z,y tou,v € V; thenmz = 0 implies thatnu € B + B,
saymu = b+ b. DefineX(z, y) to beL (b- v) mod 1. Note thatifny = 0 and hence

nv € B+ B, saynv = c+ ¢ (c € B, ¢ € B) then we have

1 1 1 1
)\(x,y):E(b-v):%(b-nv):%b-(c%—c):%b ¢mod 1,

which gives a more symmetric definition &fx, ). We now verify the necessary facts abaut

a) Independent of the choice af: if b+ b = ¥/ + I/, then we havé’ = b+ 4, b = b — 4, with
€ BNB.Butthen-2b -c=-L(b-c+§-¢) =--b-¢ sinces - ¢ = 0. Similarly, \(z,y) is
independent of the choice ofc.

b) Independent of the lifting, v: a different liftingw’ satisfies’ = « + b; + by, SO

mu' = mu+ m(by +0,) = (b+mby) + (b +mb),

and hence | .
AMz,y) = —b-v=—(b+mby)-vmod 1.
m m

Similarly, A(z, y) does not depend on the liftingof .

c) Independent of the choice of: if m'z = 0 also, withm'u = b’ + v, then
mm'u = m'b+ m'b = mb' +mb’ and
1 1 1

W(b/ cv) = W(mb' V) Epya) m(m'b cv) =

1
—(b- d 1.
m( v) Mo

d) Bilinearity and symmetry: the first follows immediatelpin a). Then for symmetry, we have
Axz,y) = =(b-¢) and\(y,z) = ——(c- b). But
mn(u-v) = (mu) - (nv) = (b+b)-(c+¢& =b-c+b-c=b-é—c-b=0modmn,

s0-L(b-¢) = -L(c-b) mod 1.
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e) Non-singularity: this is equivalent to the statement #{a, y) = O mod 1forally € T
impliesthatr =0in 7.

Suppose them € T"and\(x,y) = 0 forall y € T, and letu be a lifting ofx to V. Now by
Lemmad5.2, our Heegaard pair is a direct sim C, C) @ (Va; D, D) with C = BN B and
DN D = 0. Since the quotierit; /(C + C) is freg V, projects ontd” and so the lifting of any
torsion element may always be choseinIf £ is a dual complement @b in 15, then in
fact the projectio” — H will take E ontoT". Thus we may assume thate E. If mz = 0in
T thenmu = d + d for somed € D, d € D. The hypothesis that(z,y) = 0 mod 1, all

y € T'is equivalent tal - v = 0 mod m for all v € V5. Sincel; is symplectic, this implies that
d is divisible bym in V3, that is,d = md’ for somed’ € V5. Now clearlyd’ - D = 0, and hence
d' € D sinceD is maximally isotropic. Thus we haveu = md’ + d, d = m(u — d’) and we
conclude similarly that: — d’ € D, sayu — d' = d'. Thusu = d' + d' € D + D, which
implies thatr = 0.

O

Remark 5.6. Note that themaximalisotropic nature of3, B was used only in proving e); the
weaker assumption that they are only isotropic still suffimeprove a)—d) and thus construct a
natural linking onH.. ||

Lemma 5.7. Let B C V' be lagrangian, letB be isotropic of ran%rank V', and suppose that
BN B = 0. ThenB is lagrangian if and only if the induced linking forion H is non-singular.

Proof. We have already proved the necessity, so suppose ikaton-singular. By Definitioh 412,
we need only show that is a direct summand df. This is equivalent to showing thay/ B is
torsion freej.e. that foru € V, if mu € B for some nonzeren, thenu € B. If thenmu € B and
x is the image of: in H, thenmaxz = 0 in H, sox is in the torsion grouf’. But thenu lifts = and
mu decomposes i + 5 as0 + mu. Hence ify € T is lifted tov € V, we get

Az, y) =L1(0-v) =0mod 1,i.e. \(z,y) = 0forally € T. By hypothesis, we have=0in T,
and hence:. € B + B, sayu = b+ b. Sincemu = mb + mbisin B, mbis also inB. But it is
also inB, so must be zerd,e. b = 0. Thusu = b € B. O

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

Lemma 5.8. The linked quotient of a stabilization 6 ; B, B) is canonically isomorphic to the
unstabilized quotient.

Proof. The canonical isomorphism of the quotients is induced byrtbleisionV — V & X,
and we identify the two quotients in this way. To see that thidhg defined by the two pairs are
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equal, letr,y € T'. Their liftingsu, vin V & X; may be chosen to lie i & 0, sinceX;, projects
to 0 in the quotient, and the splitting @i« may then be chosen to & 0) + (b,0). The
stabilized linking number, defined thus, is then obviously$ame as the unstabilized one. [J

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

The remainder of this section is devoted to strengthenimgl@oy (5.9 by showing that, in fact,
two Heegaard pairs are stably isomorphic if and only if thieked quotients are isomorphic (see
Corollary[5.16). It is easily verified that two linked grougn® link-isomorphic if and only if they
have link-isomorphic torsion groups and, mod their torgooups, the same (free) rank.

Lemma 5.10. Let(V; B, B) be a Heegaard pair witlB N B = 0, and letA be a dual
complement oB. If A is the direct projection of3 into A, then there is a symplectic basis b; of
V (a; € A, b; € B) such that:

a) mga; is a basis forA, for some integers:; # 0;
b) mia; + Y ; ni;b; is a basis forB, for some integers,; such thatn,; /m; = n;;/m;.

Remark 5.11. Note that the hypothesi8 N B = 0is equivalent to the fact that the rank of
B + B is equal to the rank of, i.e. that the quotient ifinite. ||

Proof. SinceB N B = 0, the projection of3 into A is 1-1,i.e.
rank A = rank B = %rank V = rank A.

By Propositio 3.4, there is a basisof A such thatn,a; is a basis of4, andm, # 0 because
rank A = rank A. Letb; be the dual basis dB = A*; thena;, b, is a symplectic basis df. The
inverse of the projectio®® — A takesm;a, into a basis of3, which must then be of the form
bi = ma; + >, nagby, for ny; € Z. Butb; - b; = 0 for all j, i.e. m;n;; — m;n;; = 0foralls,j. O

Lemma5.12.Let(V; B, B) and(V; B, B’) be two Heegaard pairs such th&t+ B = B + B’
andB N B = BN B’ = 0. Then the linkings\, \’ induced on the common quotiekitare
identical if and only if there is aif € Sp(V) such thatf(B) = B, f(B) = B, and such that the
automorphisnk of H induced byf is the identity map.

Proof. Certainly the condition is sufficient. To prove the necgs$it A be a dual complement of
B and letA, A’ be the projections of8, B’ into A. Note thatd = AN (B + B) and

A= AN (B + B'). HenceA = A'. As in the previous lemma we choose$&mnbasisa;, b; with
m,a; a basis ofA = A’, and corresponding bases

[_72‘ = m;a; + Z ’fll'jbj of B and l_); = m;a; + Z n;jbj of B'.

J J
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Let3;; = ";' " - the “symmetry” conditions of the previous lemma on the n;; imply that
Bij = Bji Letxl be the image of; in H. Sincem;a; € B + B, when calculatln@\(xl,xk) we
may choose thé&-part of the lift of z; to be— Z -n,;b;, and we get

nzk
Mg, ) E n;;b; =

m;

Likewise we get\' (z;, zx) = ";k . By hypothesis, for all, k we haveﬂ = " mod 1,i.e.

Bir = s ,_"““ = 0 mod 1; that is,B;, is integralas well as symmetric. Thus the transformation
f:V—= V which fixes the); and takes:; to a; + E Bi;b; is easily seen to bgymplectic We
havef(B) = B obviously, and

f(Bz) = mi(ai + Z 51313]) + Z nij = m;a; + Z zﬁzg + ’flw = m;a; + Z n”b = b/
J

sof(B) = B'. Finally, h(x;) is the image off (a;) = a; + Y. 8i;b;, which is justz;; this shows
thath = 1. O

Lemma 5.13. With hypotheses as in the preceding lemma, but omittinggseraption that
BN B=BNB =0,the conclusion remains valid.

Proof. Again we need only prove the necessity. By Lenima 5.3, we 8pli3, ) as

(Vi;C,C)® (Va; D, D), whereC' = BNB = BN B',and(V; B, B') as(Vy; C, C) @ (Vy; D, D).
SinceD+D = (B+B)NVy=(B+B)NVy=D+ D', both thel’; pairs have the same
guotient, namely the torsion subgrotipand both these pairs define the same linking form. By
the preceding lemma we have a m@aps Sp(V%) such thatf,(D) = D, f,(D) = D’ and so that

commutes. Lef = 1y, @ fo; then f satisfies the requirements. O

Lemma 5.14.Let(V; B, B) and (V'; B’, B') be Heegaard pairs of the same gemtiand let
h : H — H' be an isomorphism of the quotients (not necessarily linkirggerving). If

g > rank H, then there is a symplectic isomorphigm V' — V" lifting h such thatf(B) = B’
andf(B+ B) = B' + B'.

Proof. Let A, A’ be dual complements @, B’. Then the projections, 7’ mapA, A’ ontoH, H'.
SinceA, A’ are free of ranly > rank H, we have non-minimal presentatiods— H, A’ — H’,
and hence by Theorelm 3]15 there is an isomorphism — A’ lifting /. Let ¢ be the adjoint
map ofp on B = A* (i.e.q = (p*)~!); thenf = p @ ¢ is a symplectic isomorphism of
A®B=VtoA o B =V ltclearly still lifts , which implies that

f(B+ B) = f(ker ) = ker 7’ = B’ + B'. Finally, f(B) = B’ by the construction of . O
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Theorem 5.15.Let (V; B, B) and (V'; B, B') be two Heegaard pairs of genysand
h: H — H'alink-isomorphism of their linked quotient groupsglf- rank H, thenh lifts to a
Heegaard isomorphism: (V; B, B) — (V'; B', B').

Proof. Lift i to f as in the previous lemma, and piat = f~1(B’). Then(V; B, B;) is a
Heegaard pair and maps it isomorphically t¢V’; B’, B’). Note that
B+B =fYB+B)=f"'"f(B+B)=B+B58,

so the quotient ofV; B, B;) is alsoH. Moreover, by construction the linking form dif induced
by (V, B, B,) is identical to the linking form induced b/, B, B). By Lemmd5.1B, there is a
mapg € Sp(V) such thay(B) = B, g(B) = B;, andg induces the identity map oH. Hence
the mapfg also induces : H — H',andfg(B) = B, fg(B) = f(B,) = B'. O

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

Corollary 5.16. Two Heegaard pairs are stably isomorphic if and only if thaydathe same
torsion free ranks, and their torsion groups are link-isaptuc; 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 Heegaardeptation and define the genus of a
Heegaard presentation. We return to the concept of the wbfra presentation of an abelian
group, relating it now to Heegaard presentations. See En@ér20. At the end of this section we
give the solution to Problem 3 of the Introduction to this@et See Corollary 5.22.

Definition 5.17. Let / be a linked group. Adeegaard presentatioof // consists of a Heegaard
pair (V; B, B) and a surjectiomr : V' — H such that:

a) kerm =B+ B

b) the linking induced ori{ by means ofr is the given linking onA..

Thegenusof the presentation is the given genus of the pair. We willthsesymbol(V'; B, B; )
to denote a Heegaard presentatipn.

Theorem 5.18.Every linked groupd has a Heegaard presentation of genus equal to the rank of
H.
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Proof. Let H = F}, © T, whereF}, is free of rankk andT is torsion. If(V; B, B; r) is a Heegaard
presentation of with genus equal toank 7', then taking the direct sum wittX,; Ey, Ex; p)
wherep : X, — F}, is a surjection with kernek,, gives the required presentation far. Thus we
need only prove the theorem for torsion grodpd_et V' be symplectic rank orank 7" and let

A, B be adual pairirl/. Letw, : A — T be a presentation @f, which is possible since

rank A = rank 7. We may, by Propositidn 3.4, choose a basisf A such thatn;a, is a basis of
ker w4, andm; # 0 sinceT’ is a torsion group. Ib; is the dual basis oB, thena,, b; is a
symplectic basis oF'. Let nowz; = m4(a;); thex;'s generaté’, and the order of; in T' is m,;.

If now A\ is the linking form onl’, choose rational numbegs representing\(x;, ;) mod 1,
which, since\(z;, z;) = A(z;, x;), may be assumed to satisfy = ¢;;. Note that

miqi; = miA(zi, ;) = Mmyz,, ;) = A0, 2;) =0mod 1,
that is,m;q;; = n,; isintegral.

We now defineB C V to be generated by = m;a; + Y n;;b;. Clearly the map
™ a; — z;,b; — 0 is a surjection of” onto T, anpl its kernel is ggnerated by.a; andb;, or just
as well byb; andb;. In other wordsker 7 = B + B. Observe thabB is isotropic since

b; - b, = mng; — Mgk = MMEQri — MM, = 0.

Hence we have a linking' induced oril’, as in Lemm&35]7, by the isotropic pd B. An easy
calculation shows that’ = ), and hence is non-singular by hypothesis. Newk B is obviously
=rank A = %rank V,andB N B = 0: for > r;b; € B if and only if >, rima; =0, i.e.ifand
only if »; = 0 all ¢ (sincem; # 0). We now apply Lemm@aB.7 to conclude tHais lagrangian and
so(V; B, B; ) is a Heegaard presentationBfwith genus equal to the rank @f. O

Our next goal is to show that a minimal Heegaard pair has aalatolume in the sense §B.2.

Lemma 5.19.Let (V; B, B) be a minimal Heegaard pair of gengswith quotientZ. Then for
any two dual complements; of B (i = 1, 2) the two presentationd; — H induce the same
volumes. We shall call this volume the volume induced by degaiard pair.

Proof. The direct sum projection df = A, & B onto A; givesamap : A; — Ay, andj is an
isomorphismClearly,

Az

commutes, so the presentations are equivalent and havartteev®lume. O
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We can strengthen Theorém 5.18 in the minimal volume case.

Theorem 5.20.Let (V;; B;, B;), (i = 1, 2) be minimal Heegaard pairs of gengswith quotients
H; and induced volumesd;, and leth : H; — H> be a linking isomorphism. Théenlifts to a
Heegaard isomorphism if and onlyfifis also volume preserving.

Proof. Assume thay = rank H. The proof of Theorem 5.15 goes through exactly as is wheneve
we can lifth to f as in Lemm&’5.14, and examining the proof of this lemma, wetsset also
goes through as is if we can only Ifitto an isomorphismp : A — A’ such that

A — H

| |7

A —— H
commutes. Sinceank A = rank A’ = g = rank H, the abelian group& andH’ have volumes
6, ¢ induced by these presentations, and Thedrenm 3.26 tellsats kifts if and only if
h(+0) = £60’, as desired. O

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

Proof. Let (V; B, B) be of genugy and let its quotient bé/ of rankr. If ¢ = r we are done. If
g > r, then by Theorern 5.18 there is a Heegaard presentatiihaffgenus-, and then by
Corollary(5.16, its stabilization of index= g — r > 0 is isomorphic toV; B, B). O

Problem 3 asked whether there is a bound, or even more a nmiifound on the stabilization
index for arbitrary minimal inequivalent but stably equesat pairsH,, H, € I'y.

Corollary 5.22. If two Heegaard splittings of the same 3-maniféldhave the same genus, then
their associated symplectic Heegaard splittings are eitb@morphic or become isomorphic after
at most single stabilization. In particular, if the genugloé Heegaard splitting is greater than the
rank of H,(W; Z), then the symplectic Heegaard splittings are always isquiniot

Proof. Let i, i/ be Heegaard gluing maps of genufor the same 3-manifold. Lét, i’ be their
images inSp(2g, Z). By Theoreni 4.8 we know that the stable double cosets whiatackerize
their stabilized symplectic Heegaard splittings are indefrespondence with isomorphism
classes of associated stabilized Heegaard pairg\LeB, B), (V'; B’, B’) be the Heegaard pairs
determined by, = p?(h), i’ = p*(h'). The fact that, i’ determine the same 3-manifalti

shows that there is a linking isomorphidih— H’ of their linked quotient groups. Theorém 5.15
then asserts that, if > rank H,(W; Z), then there is a Heegaard isomorphism

(V; B, B) — (V'; B', B). In particular, the Heegaard splittings are equivalentTBgoreni 5.18,
every linked groupd has a Heegaard presentation of genus equal to the ralk dhus, at most
a single stabilization is required, and that only if the geisuminimal and the Heegaard pairs are
not isomorphic. O
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6 The classification problem for linked abelian groups

We have reduced the problem of classifying symplectic Haebsplittings to the problem of the
classification of linked abelian groups. It remains to fingstem 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 completeesystf invariants for a linked
group(H, \) reduces to the problem of studying the invariants orptpeimary summands of the
torsion subgroufl’ of H.

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

Proof. Letx,y € T wherex has ordern andy has order. Then

Az, y) = Mz,y +0) = Az, y) + A(z,0), hence\(z,0) = 0. From this it follows that

nA(z,y) = Mz, ny) = A(z,0) = 0(mod 1) becausery = 0. By the symmetry of linking
numbers, we also havel(xz,y) = 0(mod 1). ThereforeA(z,y) = = = *(mod 1) for some
integersr, s. This implies that\(z, y) = m(mod 1) for some integet, where(m, n) is the
greatest common divisor of andn. Thus ifz, y have ordep?, ¢® wherep, g are distinct primes,
then\(x,y) = 0. Thus the linking or” splits into a direct sum of linkings on theprimary

summands, as claimed. O

In view of Theoreni 6]1, we may restrict our attention to a samd¥’(p,) of T" of prime power
orderp’;, wherep; € {p1,ps, ..., px}, the set of prime divisors of the largest torsion coefficignt
This brings us, immediately, to a very simple question: howve find the linking form or?’(p;)
from a symplectic Heegaard splitting? Our next result askle this issue.

Corollary 6.2. LetT be the torsion subgroup @, (1; Z). LetQ® = ||¢;;|| and
P® = Diag(, 7, ..., n) be the matrices that are given in Theorem 2.4.

qij
Tj

(1) Thet x t matrix Q@ (P! = | A(y,,y;)|| =

determines a linking ot/ .

(2) The linking matrices that were studied by Seifeldi8] are the direct sum of distinctt x ¢
matrices, one for each prime divispy of ;. Each summand represents the restriction of
the linking in (1) to the cyclic summands’Biwhose order is a fixed power pf. The one
that is associated to the primg is a matrix of dimension at mostx ¢:

|| = | e (21)

Mia: 9ja) = |l e er— | = l—=r o
’ (pd’ )(pd )Tj (ded)(pd )
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Proof. (1) The easiest way to see ti@t (P®)~! is a linking onH is from the geometry. The
matrix Q® records the number of appearances (algebraically) of eatology basis elemeny
in h(b;). The curves which represent thgs bound disc; in N, and the curves which
represent thé(b;)’s bounds disc®); in N,. Theg,;'s are intersection numbers bfb;) with D;

or of b; with D;. Dividing by 7;, intersection numbers go over to linking numbers. Note it
submatrixP® Q®? is symmetric by[(2), henc@® (P?)~! is likewise symmetric, as it must be
becaus&® (P?)~1 is a linking.

(2) By Theoreni 617 is a direct sum op-primary groups’(p;) @ - - - ® T'(px). From this it
follows that the linking ori” also splits as a direct sum of the linkings associated to

T(p1),---T(pk)-

We focus on one such prime= p,. By Theoreni 2.2 the-primary groupl’(p) splits in a unique
way as a direct sum of cyclic groups whose orders are powersmbreover the powers gf
which are involved occur in a non-decreasing sequence, @3 of Theoreni 2.2. The generators
of these groups are ordered in a corresponding way, a3/ 4, - - - » g+.4, Where distinct
generatorg; 4, g;+1.« May generate cyclic groups of the same order, and wheredsisilple that
the firstq of these groups are trivial. As in the statement of ThedréintBe generatorg, ; andy;
are related by (5). The expression on the rightin (21) foamvmediately. There aresuch
matrices in all, wheré is the number of distinct prime divisors of. O

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

In this section we describe Seifert’s classification theofer the case when all of the torsion
coefficients are odd. Seifert studied the ¢ matrix A(g;, g;) in (21) belonging to a fixed prime
p = pq. TO explain what he did, we start with the inequalitiedin @t restrict to a subsequence
of cyclic groups all of which have the same prime power ortdée.simplify the notation, using
the symbols

€1 == <€g=--=69< - < E. =€, =+--&,

in place of the powers; ; which appear in[(21). The linking matrix then divides intodks
whose size is determined by the number of times, dengiédiat a given power, say, is
repeated. Among these, the blocks that interest us are tlageshlocks whose diagonals are
along the main diagonal of the linking matrix. There willbbsuch blocks of dimensiof, . . ., ¢.
if r distinct powerg°®: occur in the subgroups d@f that are cyclic with order a power pf

H)\(gugj)H = , A : (22)
: . A.T
pEr
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The stars relate to linking numbers that we shall not comsid¢her.

Theorem 6.3([43]). Two linkings ofl'(p) are equivalent if and only if the corresponding box
determinants.A, |, | A, . . ., |A,| have the same quadratic residue charactersi p.

Summarizing, we can now give the promised solution to Pratfen the case wheh has no
2-torsion.

Theorem 6.4. 1. We are given the gluing mape fg for a Heegaard splitting of genusof a

N

. Using the matrice§A(g;, g;)

3-manifold¥V. Let .
H=p*(h)=(%8) €Sp(29,2).

Use the methods described in the proof of Theorem 11.94jft{8find matriced{, V such
thati/PY = PY = Diag(1,1,...,1,74,7,...,7,0,...,0).

Use the methods described in the proof of Thedrei 2.4 tohfenelquivalent matrig{’.

. Lety; be a generator of the subgroup of orderof 7. Letp; < p; < --- < pi be the primes

divisors ofry, 7, . .., . Compute the elemengs, using(®). Then compute the
symmetric matrice§A(g;, g;)||, using [21) above.

, determine the submatrices, . . ., A, that are shown in
(22) above. Here each block mattik, belongs to a sequence (possibly of length 1) of
cyclic subgroups of’(p) of like prime power order. The matri®, might be the identity
matrix. Compute the quadratic residue charactersd p of the determinants

| A1, Asl, . .., |A.|. Repeat this for each.

By Corollary(5.16 and Theorelm 6.3, the rankhe torsion coefficients, . .., 7, and the
complete array of quadratic reside characters moare the complete set of topological
invariants of the associated symplectic Heegaard spijtfill” that is determined by4.
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6.3 Classifying linkedp-groups, p = 2. Solution to Problem 2,p = 2.

If (H, \) is alinkedp-group, we have seen th&t may be decomposed into orthogonal summands
B;, each of which is a fre&,;-module, that is, a direct sum of some numbgof copies ofZ,,;;

r; is therankof B;, andB; is thejth block Ther;’s are as usual invariants éf alone. For odd
p, the linking type of)|g; is an invariant of\, and these types (which are determined by a
Legendre symbol) give a complete set of invariants.Fer2, however, no such decomposition
is possible; this is due to the fact that the linking type®fis no longer an invariantHere is a
typical example of the kind of thing that can happen.

Definition 6.5. An elementr € H is said to beprimitive if it generates a direct summand &f,
or, equivalently, ifr ¢ 2H. ||

Example 6.6.Let H = Zgyn—1 B Zon P Zon, SOH has rank 3. Let

0 1 2 1
C—<1 0) and D_(l 2),

and consider the two linking formsand\’ on H whose matrices with respect to the standard

basis are
1 1 -3 1

(2n_1)@(2—nc) and (F)@(?n

respectively, wheré_1+) and(52;) denotel x 1 matrices. We claim that ~ \". Indeed, let
€ = (e1, e, e3) be the standard basis &f and put

D), (23)

e] = e1 + 2ey — 2es, ey = €1 + €3, ey = e; — e3.
Now, we have:
Bey = —ej + 2y + 25, ey =€) ey 2,  3ez3 = —e€) +2¢, — €.

Since 3 is a unit ifZ,», it follows thate’ = (¢}, €}, ¢4) is also a basis. Now, observe that

-3 2
A€y, €)) = Meq,er) — 8A(eq, e3) = ST A€, ) = Ney, er) = o
2
Aeg, e5) = Nep,eq) = o ey, e5) = Meg, er) —2X(ez,e2) =0
1
el es) = e, er) — 2\ (e3, ea) =0 ey, e5) = e, er) — Mea, e3) = on

Thus\ with respect to the basis is equal to\’ with respect to the basig But 2—1,nC is not
isomorphic to%D as a linking orZ2. whenn > 2. For example)\(z, z) = 0 has no primitive
solutions for the second linking, whereas it does for the.fjrs
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Our example shows that we must approach the gase in a different manner. Burger (see [7])
reduced the classification of linkgdgroups to the classification of quadratic forms (more
precisely, symmetric bilinear forms) ov&y., and his procedure gives in theory at least a
complete set of invariants, but fpr= 2 they are inconveniently cumbersome. Our goal in this
section is to reduce his invariants to a simple, manageabkensl 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-caz@niay) into a direct
sum of 3 types of basic forms.

e In §6.3.2 we discuss a variant of the Burger’s numerical invesia

e Our variant of Burger’s invariants cannot achieve arbjtralues. To determine the values
they can achieve, we calculate the values of our numerigatignts on the basic forms.
This calculation will be the basis of the next step, givefais.3.

e Finally, in §6.3.4 we show that all the information in Burger's numericabriants is
contained in a simpler set of m@&jphase invariantsogether with the ranks of the various
blocks.

The section ends with several examples.

6.3.1 Decomposing a linked abeliag-group

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

Definition 6.7. Thebasic linking formsn a finite abeliar2-group are the following

e Theunary forms These are the forms df,; for j > 1 whose matrices argZ ) for odd
integersa.

e The twobinary forms These are the forms qf,;)* for j > 1 whose matrices are either
+C or oD, whereC andD were defined in Example8.§.

We can now state Wall's theorem.

Theorem 6.8(Wall, [47]). Let(H, \) be a linked abeliar2-group. Then(H, \) is isomorphic to
an orthogonal direct surii;, \;) @ - - - @ (H,,, \,), where the H;, \;) are basic linking forms.
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Proof. We will use the following well-known result about solvingrgruences mog*.

Lemma 6.9(Hensel's Lemm& [35, Theorem 2.23)et f(x) be a polynomial with integer
coefficients, lep be a prime and lek > 2 be an integer. Assume that the integas a solution to
the equationf(z) = 0 (mod p*~!), and moreover assume th&{r) # 0 mod p. Then
f(r+tpF=1) = 0 (mod p*) for some (unique) integerwith 0 < ¢ < p — 1.

The proof of Theorermn 618 begins with a lemma:

Lemma 6.10.Let H = Z,; ® Z,; and let) be the linking form orfY whose matrix with respect
to the standard basig , e) for H is o (% 4, ). Then(H, ) is isomorphic to the linking form
whose matrix is;C if bothm andn are odd and to the linking form whose matrix;sD
otherwise.

Proof. Assume first that one ofi andn (saym) is even. Observe thatdfis an integer, then
since\ is defined by the matrixy; (% ;. ), we have:

M(1,a),(1,a)) = 2m + 2a°n + 2a = 2(na® + a + m).

Now, sincem is even it follows that: = 1 is a solution to the equatiom? + a + m = 0 mod?2,
so Hensel's lemma implies that there is some odd intégerthatna? + a + m = 0 mod2’. Set
7= (1,a). SinceX is nondegenerate, there is some [ so that\(¢, o) = ;. Letk be so that
AW, W) = 2k. The pair{v,w — kuv’} is then a new basis, and with respect to this bagdias the
matrix 55 (9 §), as desired.

Now assume that bottx andn are odd. By the same argument as in the previous paragraph (bu
solvingna® + a + m = 1 mod27), we can assume that = 1, so the matrix fon\ is - (2 1, ). Set
v = (1,0), and for an arbitrary integerdefinew, = (¢, 1 — 2¢). Observe that

AU, W) =2¢+ (1 —2¢) = 1.
Moreover,
AN(We, We) = 2% + 2¢(1 — 2¢) + 2n(1 — 2¢)* = 2((4n — 1)c® + (1 — 4n)c + n).
Now, sincen is odd it follows that: = 1 is a solution to
(4n — 1)+ (1 —4n)c+n =1 (mod 2),
so Hensel's lemma implies that there is some odd intégerthat
(4n —1)& + (1 —4n)é+n =1 (mod 2%).

It follows that \(w;, wz) = 2. Observe that sinceis odd the vectors andw; form a basis, and
with respect to this basis has the matrix; (2 }), as desired. O
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We are ready to prove Theorém16.8. koe H, define theorder of x to be the smallest
nonnegative integer so tha2”x = 0. Assume first that there is some primitivec H of order;
so that\(z, z) = 3 with a odd. Construct a basis= z, z, ..., zy for H. Observe now that
forany2 <i < N, we have\(z, z;) = ;’—J for some integeb;. Sincea is odd, we can write

b; = c;a mod2’ for some integer;. Setz, = z; — c;z. Observe that = xy, 7}, ..., 2y is a new
basis forH, and that moreoverH, \) has an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

() & (25, ..., 7).
Since restricted toz) is the basic form with matriX-% ), we are done by induction.

We can therefore assume that forale [, if j is the order of: then\(z, z) = 2* for some
integern. Fixing some primitiver € H of order;j and lettingn be the integer with\(x, z) = g—’]
the fact that\ is non-singular implies that there is some H so that\(z,y) = 2% Necessarilyy
has orderj, so we can write\(y, y) = 22—’;“ for some integemn. Construct a basis

T =21,y =2,2,...,2y for H,and for3 <i < N write A(z, z;) = & andA(y, z;) = £. Since
the matrix( % ,}, ) is invertible moc2’, we can find integers; andb; so that

2n 1\ (ai\ _ [(—hi
mod?2/. For3 < i < N, setz, = z; + a;x + by, and observe that(x, z!) = A(y, z/) = 0. The
linked group(H, \) now has an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

(T, y) @ (%,..., 2y)-

Since restricted to(z, ) is the linking form with matrix % ,} ), Lemmd®6.1D says that it is one
of the basic forms, and we are done by induction. This coraplite proof of Wall’'s theorem.[]

6.3.2 Burger's numerical invariants

In [7], Burger constructs a complete set of numerical irasatis of a linked abeliap-group

(H, \). The following formulation of Burger’s result was suggesby Fox in [13], and is
manifestly equivalent to Burger’s original formulationefine thedegreeof an abeliarp-group to
be the smallest nonnegative integeso thatp” H = 0.

Definition 6.11. Let (H, \) be a linked abeliap-group of degree, and leta = p—’i for some
0 < k < p™. We then definédN,()\) to be the number of solutionse H to the equation
Az, z) = a. ||

Theorem 6.12(Burger, [7]) Fix an abelianp-group H of degreen. Two linking forms\ and \’
on H are then isomorphic if and only I¥,(\) = N, () forall a = p—"; with0 < k < p™. ||
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We now confine ourselves to the case 2. Fix a linked abeliar2-group(H, \) of degreen. We
shall use the notatioR(z) for ¢*. Also, to simplify our formulas we shall denotéz, =) by
x2. Observe now that if € H, thenz? = zﬁ wherek is an integer which is well-defined mad.
Hence ifb € Z,», then the expressidn? = g—’,f is a well-defined real number mdg so the

numberE (bz?) is well-defined. The following definition therefore makease.
Definition 6.13. Forb € Zyn, definel’y(\) := 3" _,; E(bz?). ||

Observe that we clearly have the identity
2n—1
Tu(N) = > N& () E(
k=0

bk
)

In other words, the numbefs ()\) are the result of applying thdiscrete Fourier transfornfsee
[45]) to the number®N, (). In particular, since the discrete Fourier transform ientible, it
follows that the numberﬁg()\) for b € Zy also form a complete set of invariants for linking
forms onH. In fact, sincel'o(\) = >, 5 1 = |H|, we only need’,()) for b # 0.

However, there is a certain amount of redundancy amonghe. Indeed, sef = E(1/2").
Observe that is a(2”)th root of unity and that the numbels()\) lie in Q(). If a is any odd

integer, therd® is another(2”)th root of unity, and) — 6* defines a Galois automorphism of
Q(#), which we will denote byj,. Consider a nonzeroc Z,.. Write b = 2*b,, whereb, is odd
andk < n. Since2"z? is an integer for alk € H, we have

= 2mi(2Fbg) (2" 2?) amibg \ 2°1 722 2\ 26722
Fb()\) = E e 2n = E <6 27 ) = b, E <62">

zeH zeH zeH

= Gbo (Z E(2k$2)> = gy (T2c(A)).

zeH

We conclude that the set of dl},(\) for b € Z,» can be calculated from the set of Rl (\) for
0 < k < n. This discussion is summarized in the following definitiorddemma.

Definition 6.14. Let X be a linking form onH. For0 < k < n, definel'y(\) := Tyx (A). ||

Lemma 6.15. The set of numberis; (\) for 0 < k& < n form a complete set of invariants for
linking forms onH.

6.3.3 Calculating the numerical invariants for the basic fams

By Theoreni 6.8, we can decompose any linked abelian groomidirect sum of basic linking
forms. The following lemma shows how this reduces the cateuh of the numberE,()) to the
knowledge of thd';(-) for the basic forms.
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Lemma 6.16.If (H, \) is the orthogonal direct sur; & A, with linkings); on A;, then for
0 <k <nwehave'y(\) =Tr(A1) - Tr(A2).

Proof. Forz = (x1, 3):

:ZE(ka Z Z (2" (21 + 23))

x€H r1E€AL x2€A2
= ( > E(2k93%)> ' ( > E(2k$§)> =t (M) - Tr(A2).
T1€AL r2€A2

O

In the remainder of this section, we calculate the numbgfs for the basic forms. Recall that
C=(%¢)andD = (%1). The calculation is summarized in the following propositio

Proposition 6.17. Definep = E(1/8) and

(a) = 1mod8 ifa=1mod4
=1 Z1mod8 ifa=—1mod4

Then for; > 1 andk > 0, we have

2 if k> j
. 0 if k= j—1
o I (35) = 2757 p*@ if j — k > 2 and is even
2757 e if j— k > 2andis odd.

22 ifk>j—1
* F’f(%):{ 2L i k< — 1

2% ifk>j—1
o I (3) = { (—1)i+h+igithtl < j — 1.

Proof of Propositio 6.17 fof & ). We begin with the cask > j. For these values df, the
number2z? is an integer for al € H, soE(2%2?) = 1 for all z € H. This implies that

gl — 9
Fk<2ﬂ>_|H‘_2’

as desired.

The next step is to prove the following formula, which redsttee remaining cases to the case

a=1andk =0: )
T (27) — 9%, (ro (zj_k)) for k < j (24)
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We calculate:

w3)- 5 2 (5) - ,2(5)

z mod 27 2 mod 27

SinceE (525 ) depends only o mod 2/7*, this equals

(o5 ()2 (065)

x mod 27—k

as desired.

To simplify our notation, defind&,, = I'y(5z). We will prove that

0 if k=1
T’“_{ 2% p if k> 2 (25)

First, however, we observe that the proposition followsfiaquations(25) and (24). Indeed, for
k = 7 — 1 thisis immediate. Fok < j — 1 with 7 — k£ odd, we have

D (5) = 20275 p) =273

Finally, fork < j — 1 with j — k even, using the fact that2p**! = 1 + i we have

Ty (2%) = 249, (25 p) = 25 . (V2p) = 2°F g (1 +1) = 2°F (1 +4%) =275 @),
as desired.

The proof of Equatiori (25) will be by induction dn The base casds< k < 3 are calculated as
follows:

Ty = B0)+ B(z)=1-1=0
T2:E(O)+E(i)+E(§)+E(§):1+i+1+i:2(1+@'):2\/§p

T = 2(E(0) + E(g) + B(5) + B() =201+ p— 1+p) = 4y

Assume now that > 4. We must prove thaf, = 2T,_,. To see this, note first that—! + 1 is a
squaremod 2*. Indeed,

(2024 1)% = (2522 4 201 4 1 = 2571 4 1 mod 2°
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whenk > 4. Hencez? — (2¢~1 + 1)2? defines a bijection of the set of squares modiiloT his

implies that
x2 (21 4 1)a?
- ¥ p(y)- X ()
2z mod 2F z mod 2F
72 72 . 72
- X o(5)e(3)- X cve(E).
2z mod 2F z mod 2F
and hence

2 2

M= > E(%)+ 3N (-1)°E <%)

x mod 2k z mod 2F

=2 Y E(g—i)

evenz mod 2%

We conclude that

vy ()-8 e(E) % ()

y mod 2k—1

Proof of Propositio 6.17 fof < ). Here H consists of all pair$z, y) with z,y € Z,;. We begin
with the casé: > j — 1. For these values df, the numbeg®(x, y)? = 2k2;—Jy is an integer for all
(z,y) € H,s0E(2k(x,y)?) = 1 forall (x,y) € H. This implies that

4N _ _ 92j
Fk(zj)_m‘_z’

as desired.
The next step is to prove the following formula:

¢ 2k+2 Ly .

z,y mod 29—k-1

We calculate:

F’“(%): 2 E(%): > B(g)-

x,y mod 27 z,y mod 27

SinceE (5% ) depends only om andy mod 2/~*~, this equals

2k+2 xry
2 > E(5oe):

z,y mod 2/ k-1
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as desired.

Define

Yy
b= > B(5)
z,y mod 2%

By Formula [26), to prove the proposition it is enough to grtvatU, = 2* for k > 0. The proof
of this will be by induction ork. The base casés= 0, 1 are as follows:

Up=E0) =1,
1
Uy = B(0) + E(0) + BE(0) + E(5) =1+ 1+1-1=2
Assume now that > 2. We will show thatU,, = 4U,,_,. First, we first fix some with
0 <y < 2% Write y as2"y, with y, odd, and suppose thais not equal td) or 2*~!. This

implies thatr < k& — 1 and thal*—"+! + 1 is odd. Using the fact that in the following sum the
numbersry, are odd, we have

> oe() =T (C) = e () e (B )

oddz mod 2F oddzx

L ER)ER) 5 )

ZE( ):0fora||y7éo,2’f—1.

oddzx
In particular, sincé: > 2, the numbe*~! is even and hence

> E(F)=

Thus

oddz,oddy
Also,
Ty z-0 x - 2k1
2 2G0T (e () e () =g v
oddz,eveny oddz oddz
by symmetry,

> p(%)-o
evenz, oddy

We have thus shown thal, is equal to

SIIC) D S C T B ST E

evenz, eveny x,y mod 2k—1 x,y mod 2k—1

—4 Z E(;y) 4Up s,

x,y mod 2k—2

as desired. ]
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Proof of Propositio 6.17 fof 5 ). The cases > j — 1 are identical to the analogous cases for
(£). Fork < j — 1, we use Lemma®6.16 together with the isomorphism of Examléds

conclude that . c ; >
e () e (57) =1 (551 (3):

But by the previously proven cases of Proposition6.17, we ha

Tr(z=) [ 1 if j — kis odd (sinces(—3) = 1 mod &)
Ty (52) - p—fgzp‘*:—l if j — kis even.
The proposition follows. O

6.3.4 Reduction to the phase invariants

By Theoreni 6.8, Lemma6.116, and Proposifion 6.17, for arkelinabelian groupH, \) the
invariantsl',(\) are either equal t0 or to (1/2)™p¢ for somem > 0 and somep € Zg. The point
of the following definition and theorem is that th&-term is purely an invariant of the abelian
groupH, and thus is unnecessary for the classification of linkimgi(the re-indexing is done to
simplify the formulas in Theorefm 6.20.

Definition 6.18. Let (H, \) be a linked abelian group of degreeThen forl < k <n thekth
phase invarianty,(\) € Zs U {co} of (H, \) is defined to equadko if I',_1(A) = 0 and to equal
(NS Zs with

Tea(N)

Te1(A)]
if T'x—1(\) # 0. Thephase vectop(\) of A is the vector(p,,(A), ..., p1(N)). ||

Theorem 6.19.Fix a finite abelian groupd of degreen. Then two linking formg,; and A\, on H
are isomorphic if and only ip; (A1) = ¢x(Ao) forall 1 < k < n;i.e. if and only ifA; and A\, have
identical phase vectors.

Proof. Letr; be the ranks of the blockB; of H, and consider a linking form on . We must
show that for0 < k < n the numbet’;()\) is determined by the; and the phase invariants &f
First, we havd,(\) = 0 if and only if o, (\) = 0. We can thus assume tHat(\) # 0, so

Te(X) = (V2)Pr i)

We must determing,. By Theoreni 6.8, we can writg?, \) as an orthogonal direct sum of
copies of the basic linking forms. Fixing such a decomposijtLemma 6.1/6 and Propositibn 6.17
say that the orthogonal componentg &f, \) make the following contributions tp, :
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e Every unary summang with j < k£ contributes2;; binary summands contributg. Thus
the blockB; contribute2;r; for all j < k.

e There are no unary summands whes k£ + 1, and each binary summand contributes
4(k + 1); thus By, contribute2(k + 1)1 = 2jr; also.

e Forj > k + 1, each unary summand contributes k£ + 1 and each binary summand
2(j + k+ 1), soB, contributes-;(j + k + 1).

Adding these three sets of contributions gives us
pr=Y_ 2+ > (j+k+1r,
j<k+1 j>k+1

sop is a function of the ranks; alone, as desired. O

The computation of the phase invariants is facilitated leyfthilowing result, whose proof is
immediate from Lemmia6.16 and Proposition 6.17.

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

0 ifk>j

ay ) oo ifk=j
S”’f(?)_ e(a) ifk < jandk — jis odd
a if £ < jandk — jis even

C

DY _[f0 ifk>j
PR\ ) TV A+ k) itk <
Before doing some examples, we record a definition we wiltiHater.

Definition 6.21. A linking form X on a freeZ,. module isevenif \(z,z) = 2 for some integer
k. Otherwise, i©odd We remark thah is even if and only if any orthogonal decomposition of it
into basic forms has no unary summanils.

Example 6.22.Let us test the method on the linkings of Exaniplé 6.6.

) @ (3=5) givesp = (0,00,1,1,...) sincea = ¢(a) = 1 andyp (<) = 0.

on—1

C
27L
o (2)® (%) gives
©=1(0,4,0,4,...)+(0,00,1,-3,...) = (0,00,1,1,...),

as desired||
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Example 6.23. QL@ — & % o1
p= (oo,l,l,l,...) (0,00,—1,3,...) = (00,00,0,4,...), andy of the right hand side is
v = (00 )+ (0 1,...):(oo,oo,4,0,...).H

Example 6.24.

1@3@
¥ n 2n—1

3 5 1
go(—@ ® ) = (00,—1,3,-1,3,...)+(0,00,1,5,1,...) + (0,0,00,1,1,...)

— ) = (00,00,0,4,0,...)+(0,0,00,1,5,...) = (00,00,00,5,5,...),

mn 2n—1 2n—2
= (00,00,00,5,5,...)

) 1 3
SO(QT@F@W) = (00,00,00,1,1,...)

Therefore the first two forms are isomorphic, and the thirdifgs different from the first twol|

Example 6.25.If B; is odd for allj from 1 to n, thenp(\) = (o0, o0, ..., 00); in particular, the
class of)\ does not depend at all on the particular form of the individhiacks B;. ||

6.4 Reidemeister’s invariants

As we have seen, the Seifert-Burger viewpoint gives us alyamhtopological invariants of a
3-manifold that are associated#b= H,(W,Z), yet are not determined by. Moreover, their
determination depends crucially on whether there is, oois2ytorsion in/. We have learned
how to compute them from a symplectic Heegaard splitting.

In 1933, the year that [43] was published, a paper by Reidarrg40] also appeared. Moreover,
there are remarks at the end both|[43] end [40] pointing taviwk of the other. In particular,
Reidemeister notes in his paper that Seifert’s invariargsr@ore general than his, as they must be
because a quick scan of Reidemeister’s paper [40] doesveslrany dependence of his results
on whether there is 2-torsion. We describe Reidemeistarariants briefly.

Referring to Theorem 2.2 and using the notation adoptee tiRidemeister defines the integers
i = 7;/T:, Wherel < i < j < t. Let Q® = (¢;;) be thet x t matrix in (8), where we defined
the partial normal form of Theoreim 2.4. Lgt,, be a non-trivial prime factor of the greatest
common divisor of 7y 2, 723, . . ., T i41). His invariants are a set of symbols which he calls,
defined as follows:

€m = 0 if pi, divides g,
= Gii/Pim if pim does not divide g;;. (27)

Thuse,,, is defined for every non-trivial prime divisor of the gredatesmmon divisor of
(T12, 723, ..., Tiit1), @and foreveryi = 1,...,¢ — 1. He proves that his symbols are well-defined,
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independent of the choice of the representa##/& within the double coset of? in I;, by
proving that remain unaltered under the changes which weritbesl in§2.3. The fact that they
are undefined when the greatest common divis@tof, 72 3, . . ., 7;;+1) iS equal to 1 show that
they do not change under stabilization.

Remark 6.26. We remark that Reidemeister’s invariants are invariantsotti the Heegaard
splitting and of the stabilized Heegaard splitting. Theref if one happened to be working with a
manifold which admitted two inequivalent Heegaard spigt, it would turn out that their
associated Reidemeister symbols would coincide. Thistiites the very subtle nature of the
Heegaard splitting invariants that are, ipso facto, endadé¢he higher order representations of
the mapping class group in the Johnson-Morita filtrationy Aach Heegaard splitting invariant is
either a topological invariant (as is the case for Reidetaessinvariant), or an invariant which
vanishes after sufficiently many stabilizations. We wilcawer 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 kedge of a complete set of invariants
of minimal symplectic Heegaard splittings, and the abiiityompute them, are of interest in their
own right. This was our motivation when we posed Problemsahd6 ing1.5. In this section we
will solve these problems.

Given two minimal Heegaard pairs with isomorphic linked ieiat groupsH; and canonical
volumes=0;, Theoreni 5.20 tells us that the pairs are isomorphic if adgibthere is a volume
preserving linking isomorphisiff; — H,. By hypothesis there is a linking isomorphigmbut it
may not be volume preserving det h may not equat-1. Suppose’ : H; — H; is a linking
automorphism, that is, asometry of H;. Thenh is still a linking isomorphism, and

det(hf) = det h - det f. Thusifdet h # +1, we may hope to change it tol by composing it
with some isometry of{,. This will be our approach, and it will give us a complete det o
invariants forminimalHeegaard pairs.

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

Let (V; B, B) be a minimal Heegaard pair with quotieffy. Choose any dual complemetof
Bandletr : A — H, be the projection. Let/ < H, be the torsion subgroup with associated
linking form )\, and setF” = 7' (H). We thus have a minimal presentation F' — H. If ¢
(t=1,...,r)isabasis fol", putz; = 7(e;). We define dinking matrixfor A by choosing
rational numbers,;; which are congruentiod 1 to A(z;, z;) for eachi, j, subject to the
symmetry condition\;; = A;;; we call such a choiceliting of \(xz;, x;).

Though the linking matrix fon depends on choices, we can extract an invariant from it. Tsie fi
step is the following theorem, which will be provendid.2. Letr be the smallest elementary
divisor of H.

Theorem 7.1. The numbefH | det();;) is an integer, and its reduction modutds a unit inZ,
which depends only on the isomorphism clasgraf\) and the isomorphism class of the
presentationr : [' — H.

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

Definition 7.2. The linking onH is evenif for all = € H with 72 = 0, we haver? € (2) (here
we have abbreviated- = to 2% and(2) is the subgroup of)/Z generated by). 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 éw&img form on a
2-group defined in Definition 6.21.

We will prove the following refinement of Theordm17.14A.3.

Theorem 7.4.Let7 = 7 if A is odd and2r if A is even. Then the reduction modaiof
|H| det(\;;) depends only on the isomorphism clas$6f\) and the isomorphism class of the
presentationr : [' — H.

At the end off7.3 we give an example which shows that we have indeed foutrdrager
invariant than the one that was givenlin [2].

Corollary[3.2Y and Lemnia 5.9 say that the reduction modwib| /7| det();;) is actually a
well-defined invariant ofV'; B, B), which we will denote bylet(V'; B, B). Our next theorem say
that it is a complete invariant of minimal Heegaard pair$yisg Problem 4 off1.5.

Theorem 7.5.Let (V;; B;, B;) (i = 1, 2) be minimal Heegaard pairs with linked quotients
(H;, A;). Then the pairs are isomorphic if and only if the linked gents are isomorphic and
det(Vl, Bl, B1> = det(‘@ BQ, Bg)

Theoreni 7.6 will be proven ifi7.4. With Theorem 715 in hand, we will be able to count the
number of isomorphism classes of minimal Heegaard paits mked quotientg /, \), solving
Problem 5 off1.5. To make sense of that result, we will need the followamgrna.

Lemma 7.6. Consider an integen € Z.. Thenn? is well defined mod.

Proof. We may assume that our linking is even,;7se 27. Then fora, b € Z we have
(a+b7)? = a® + 2abr + b*72,

which equals:?> modulo27 since2r divides72. Hence knowledge af modulor sufficies to
determinez? modulo7, as desired. O

Denote the group of units ii. by U. In light of Lemmd_Z.6, it makes sense to define

V1= {z € U|2? =1 modulo7}.
Our result is the following; it will be proven ifi7.4 as a byproduct of the proof of Theorem]7.5.
Theorem 7.7. The number of isomorphism classes of distinct minimal Heepgaairs with linked

. . ‘U‘
quotients(H, \) is AT

We close this chapter i§iZ.8 with a discussion of how our techniques give normal fofons
symplectic gluing matrices, in certain situations. Thiswlee 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 nemgegal definitions.

Let F' be a free abelian group atlC F' be a subgroup of equal rank.df «) are orientations of
F', R, then the inclusion map at into F' has an integral determinant, and this determinant’s
absolute value is well known to ié" : R) = |F'/R| (for example, choose a basis fbras in
Proposition 3.4). Thus, given eitheror ¢ there is a unique choice of the other so that this
determinant ipositive Orientations off’, R so chosen will be calledompatible Note that a
change in the sign of one orientation necessitates a chartge other also to maintain
compatibility. An orientationp of F' also induces a canonical orientatiphon the dual group
F* = Hom(F,Z): choose any basig; } of F withe; A --- A e, = ¢, then use the dual basis of
F* to definey*.

If H is any finite group, it€haracter grougs the additive grougi* = Hom(H, Q/Z). It is well
known thatH* is isomorphic toH, but not canonically so. This mirrors the relationship besw
a free (finitely generated) abelian grofipand its dual (in the following, th&on a finite group
indicates its character group, but on a free group indiagtgekial). Also as in the free casH,*
is canonicallyisomorphic toH .

Suppose thaf” = H is a presentation off with kernel R; we construct from it a canonical
presentation off* which we call thedual presentation. The group* is a subgroup of

F*®Q = Hom(F,Q), namely, all mapg : ' — Q such thatf(F') C Z. The fact thatH is finite
and henceank R = rank F' implies thatR* is precisely the subgroup of maps= F* ® Q such
that f(R) C Z. Note thatR* D F* in F*® Q. If f € R*, thenf is a map off" into Q taking R
into Z and so induces a map é6f/ R = H to Q/Z. This element of{* we denote byr*(f); we
have then that* is a mapR* — H*. If v € H*,i.e.v : F/R — Q/Z, we can liftv to a map

f: F — QsinceF is free, and clearlyf(R) C Z, sof € R* andr*(f) = v. This shows that

R* s H*isa presentation off*. The kernel ofr* consists of allf such thatf(F') C Z, that s,
preciselyF™*. Note thus that the indej@* : F*) = |H*| = |H| = (F : R).
Just as a choice of symmetric isomorphism- F* is the same as an “inner product” éf so

the choice of a symmetric isomorphisﬁlg H* is the same aslanking on H: if we write x - y
for the linking ofz, y, thenz - y is defined to be\(z)(y) € Q/Z and conversely. The fact thatis
an isomorphism corresponds to the non-singularity of thidrig.

If H is alinked group and” = H is a presentation aoff, consider the diagram

0 R > F H —— 0
[ EA
0 F* R* H* —— 0.

The fact thatF' is free implies the existence of a mapmmaking the right square commute, ahd
inducesK on R. We call L alifting of A\, and it is well defined up to the addition of a map
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X : F — F*. If now we choose an orientatianof F', it inducesy* on F* and compatible
orientations), v* on R, R*; it is easy to see that, ¢'* are also dual orientations. Furthermore, if
F'— H isminimal then so iskR* — H* and we get induced orientatioAst* on H, H*.

A change in the sign ap uniformly changes the sign of all the other orientationsu3the
determinantslet K, det L € Z anddet A € Z, are all well defined and independent of the
orientations. Furthermordet A depends only on and the presentation The connection
between these determinants and that of Thegrem 7.1 is giwthrelfollowing lemma.

Lemma 7.8.a) det L = det A mod 7
b) det K = det L

c) If (\;;) is alinking matrix as in Theorem 7.1, then it determinestilif L : /' — R* and
|H|det()\;;) = det K = det L.

Proof. a)is proved in Lemma& 3.23)) follows from the commutativity of the left square and the
fact that the determinant of both (compatibly orient&d)> F', F'* — R*is|H|. It remains to
provec). Now the linking matrix()\;;) is clearly just the matrix ofamap : FF — [* ® Qin
terms of the basi$ei} of " used to defing¢);;) and its dual basis i @ Q, namely,

L(e;) = >_; Aije;. Putz; = m(e;) and denote the linking it by the inner product dot; if then
5 = Zale, isin R, we find

Liei)(s) = Z)‘w ej(s) = Z)\ij%' Zmod 1 (i - ;)0
= 2 <Zajxj> = x;-7(s) = Omod 1.

In other words L(e;) takesR into Z for all 4, that is,L(e;) € R* for all 7, which means thak is
actually a map fronf’ to R*. By its very definition it is a lifting of\. Let nows;, ..., s, be a
basis ofi? compatible withe,, ..., e, of ', and lets; = . A;je;; thusdet(A;;) = |H\ We then

find that
K(s;) = L(s;) = ZAij)‘ijZa
ik

and sincek((s;) is in F*, the matrixA - (\;;) is integral and its determinantdst X' =
det Adet(\;;) = [H| det(\;;). O

This lemma proves that | det()\;;) is an integer whose modreduction only depends on the
isomorphism class af : F' — H and the linking. The fact that it is a unit i follows from the
fact that\ : 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 notateadiin the previous section. The
first step is to prove that the lifts which come from the symmetric linking matrices are
symmetridn the sense that the induced mép: R — F™* is the mapK. Let thee;, thes;, and the
matrix A be as in the proof of Lemma 7.8. We will determine the matrix.af terms of the
bases(e;} of F"and{s;} of R*. Sinces; = . Ajje;, we havee; = 3, s7A;; SO

L(el) = Z )\ije; = Z )\ijAkjsz-
J 3k

Thus the matrix of. is AA?, and in the dual bases ande; the operatod.* has matrixA\‘. Since
(Ai;) was chosen to be symmetric, we have findlty= A\, which is the matrix of. Note that
two symmetric liftings of\ differ by asymmetrianapF — F™*.

Our goal is to prove that modulr the numberlet L is independent of the choice of a symmetric
lifting of A\. By Theoreni 711 and the fact thais even,(det L, 27) = 1 and hence the matrix df
has amod 27 inverse, that is, there is an integral matfix! such thatL L=! = 7 mod 27. Any
other symmetric lifting ofL is of the formL + X whereX is a symmetric mapg’ — F*. But
note thatkR C 7F and soF™* C 7R*; henceX = 7Y for some mag” : F' — R*. Modulo27 we
then have

det(L+ X)=det L-det(ZT+ L 'X) =det L-det(Z +7L'Y).

Lemma 7.9. If A is any square matrix and > 1, thendet(Z + 7.4) = oo 4+ 7Tr(A) mod 7€,
whereTr(A) is the trace ofA.

Proof. In the expansion odet(1 + 7A) only those monomials involving at most one off-diagonal
factor are non-zermod 72. A single off-diagonal factor cannot occur, however, in amynomial,
and sodet(1 + 7A) = [],(1 4+ 7A4;) mod 72. The product is clearly equal to
1+7(>° A;) mod 72. O
This lemma shows that

det(L + X) =det L +7det L - Tr(L™'Y) mod 7°.
But sincedet L = 1 mod 2, it follows thatr det L = 7 mod 27. Hence sinc&r|72, we have

det(L + X) = det L + 7Tr(L™'Y) mod 27.

Thus to prove the desired result it suffices to show Thaf —'Y") = 0 mod 2. We must now take
a closer look at the matricdsand X .

We choose the basis éf as in Proposition 314, so that = m;e; (i = 1,...,r) withm; = 7 and
m;|m;.1. Let2™ be the highest power of 2 dividing(we notate this in the future B || 7) and
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suppose that the same is true for throughm,; that is, 5 is odd forl < ¢ < b and even for

i > b. Let()\;;) be a (symmetric) linking matrix lifting:; - «; as before. The matriX describing
the basigs;} in terms of{e;} is now the diagonal matrikiag(m;), and so the matrix of is of
the form(L;;) = (\;;) A" = (\;;m;). We claim thatl;; is even fori < b and;j > b. Indeed, since
x; = m(e;) has ordelm < m; we must have\;; = &~ for some integefV, and thus

L;=2% oomj = N2 But 72 is even whenever < b and] > b. If we divide the coordinate
indices into two blocks with <7 < binthe first block and > b in the second, themod 2, the
matrix L takes the forn{ Z 2 ). The fact thatlet L = 1 mod 2 implies that

det B =det D = 1 mod 2.

Lemma 7.10. B is symmetrianod 2 and has zero diagonahod 2.

Proof. If i < j, thenB;; = N2, But2" || m; and2" || m;, so;* is odd andB;; = N mod 2.

On the other hand3;; = \;ym; = %mi = N. ThusB is symmetrianod 2. Its diagonal terni3;;
is \iym; wherel? = 22 mod 1. NOVZ\/xi is of orderm,; so™z; is of orderr, and is odd Thus
(2)*); = (222,)* mod 1, and the latter is if2) by the assumption thatis even, so we have
(”“)2)\“ = 2% for some integetV. Multiplying by 7 we get™: (m;\;;) = 2 B; = 0 mod 2,
which by the oddness ¢t implies thatB;; = 0 mod 2. O

Lemma 7.11.Let X : F — F* C R* be symmetric. Then its matrix, written in the basgs?, is
congruentnod 27 to a matrix of the block form (¥ 9), whereU is symmetric.

Proof. In the basesz, e; the matrix ofX is (U Vt) whereU andWW are symmetric, but in the

bases:;, s} itis ([ . ) Diag(m;). Since™: is odd fori < b and even foi > b, the block form of
Diag(m;) is congruentnod 2710 (TIb ) Wherer is the identity matrix. Hence
X—monT(:\gg) 7’(58) L

Recall the map” = 1X; by the above it is congruentod 2 to ({/ §). We now calculate

Ly B 0\ (U O\_ (B 0\ (U 0\_(B'U 0
—md2\C D vo/=\c¢ D*')\vo/ =\ c 0)

where the precise calculation of the matricésC” is unimportant to us. We are interested only
inTr(L7YY) = Tr(B~'U) mod 2, whereB, U are symmetric and has zero diagonal.

Lemma 7.12. Let B be a nonsingular symmetric matrix ovés with zero diagonal; then its
inverse has the same properties.

Proof. We may lift B to anintegral matrix B which is antlsymmetrlcthat is,B' = —B. Since
det B = 1 mod 2, the matrixB~! is rational and antisymmetric add= B~ - det B is integral
and antisymmetric. Reduceabd 2, it is also an inverse oB, sinceB - C det BZ = 7 mod 2.
This proves the lemma. O
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We can now see that the desired result follows from the abesats and the following:

Lemma 7.13.Let C, U be symmetric matrices ovér, such that”' has zero diagonal; then
Tr(CU) = 0.

Proof. Tr(CU) = 3, ; Ci;U;;. We split this sum into three party?, . + >, +>,_;. Now

Z CijUji = Z C;;U;; by symmetry ofC andU
i<j 1<j
= Z C;;U;;  interchanging, j;

J<u

thusEKj + ij cancel ovefZ,. But the last summand s, C;;U;; = 0 sinceC;; = 0 for all
1. O

We close this section with an example showing that we havesiddound a stronger invariant.

Example 7.14.Consider the matrices

- (G4 ) o v- () )

0 -2 0 -2

They are easily seen to be symplectic and thus define Heegamsths discussed i, namely
(Xo; Fy,U(F) or V(F,)). The quotient groups atés & Zs in both cases, with respective linking
matrices; (§ §) ands (93 ), which are even, s6 = 16. Multiplication by 3 inZ3 gives an
isomorphism between the two linkings, so the pairs aregiabmorphic; furthermore, their
determinants are both —1 mod 7(= 8). But these pairs amgotisomorphic, since their
respective determinantsod 7 are—1 mod 16 and—9 mod 16. ||

7.4 Proof of Completeness and a Count.

We now prove Theorein 7.5, which says that our matkterminantal invariant is a complete
invariant of minimal Heegaard pairs. A byproduct of our grnevdl be a proof of Theorerh 717. As
we observed iff5, we can assume that the the Heegaard pairs in question haeegfiotients.
Now, we have shown that our invariant is really an invaridrihe linked quotient together with
its induced volume, and it is easy to see that all such voluwesr. For a linked finite abelian
group(H, \) with a volume#, denote this determinantal invariant &yt (), ). Our first order of
business is determine which volumes(dh \) have the same determinant, so fix a linked finite
abelian groug H, \) together with a minimal presentatidh— H, and letr and7 be defined as
before. We begin with a lemma.
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Lemma 7.15. In the commutative diagram

F 3 H

| |7

7_(_/

F'—— H’
let 7, 7’ be minimal presentations of the linked grougs \) and(H’, \'), and leth be a linking
isomorphism (we do not assume ttfas an isomorphism). Thendtkt i is measured with respect
to the induced volumes df, H’, we havelet(\, 7) = (det h)? det(N, 7') mod 7.

Proof. Lemmd_ 7.6 shows that the statement is meaningful. Letfigy {e.} be bases of’, F”
respectively, and)\;;) be a linking matrix for//" in the basige;}. If f has matrixA, then the fact
thath is a linking isomorphism implies easily thdt\’ A’ is a linking matrix forH in the basis
{e;}. Hence

det(X, 7) =moa 7 [H| det(Ny;) = |H| det A% det(N,;) =moa » (det f)? det(N, 7).
But by lemmd3.213 we havéet f = + det h mod 7, so(det h)? = (det f)? mod 7. O
Corollary 7.16. Leth be an isometry off; then(det 2)* = 1 mod 7.

This corollary restricts the determinant of an isometryi¢dn /1. The following is an immediate
corollary of Lemma7.15.

Lemma 7.17. For any volume) on (H, \), we havelet(\, mf) = m? det(), 6) mod 7 for anym
in U.

In particular,det(\, mf) = det(X, §) if and only if m € /1. Observe that this immediately
implies Theorem 7]7 : the set of volumes is in bijection With{+1}, and two volumes define
isomorphic Heegaard pairs if and only if they are in the saasetofU/+/1.

We conclude that to prove Theoréml7.5, it is enough by The&&thto prove that everything in
V1 is the determinant of an isometry. We shall see that thislprolzan be solved in each
p-component independently and pieced together to get therglesolution. As a technical tool,
we will need the following result.

Lemma 7.18. Let H be a linked group whose smallest elementary divisizreven. Then the
following statements are equivalent:
a) Everyz € H such thatrz = 0 satisfies:? € (2) (here we have abbreviated z to z* and

(2) is the subgroup of)/Z generated byt).
b) The lowest block of th=component of{ is even (in the sense of Definition 6.21).
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Proof. Let{p;} be the primes dividing4 |, with p; = 2, and letr = [, p;"* (some of the:;’'s may
be zero here, but; > 0). The groupH splits as an orthogonal direct sum of jtscomponents
H;, and everyr € H can be written uniquely as= ), z; with z; € H,. If z; has ordep;’ then

z has ordef[ [, p". Thus ifrz = 0 we must have; < n; for all i. Furthermorez® = 3", 27 and

9 1 1 M,
D' D T

whereM; =[], p;’. For odd primesi(e. 7 > 1), the numben\/; is even and se; € (2), but
for i = 1 the numbet\/; is odd. Hencer? € (2) for all z satisfyingrz = 0 if and only if

23 € (2) forall z; € H, satisfying2™z; = 0. The lowest blockB; of H; consists of elements
all of which satisfy2"'z; = 0; their self linkingsz are in(5:;), and are in(2) if and only if they
are m(z%l) Thus in this casé3; must be even. Conversely, suppdseis even. The groupi;
splits orthogonally into block®; & B, & - - - & By, where eaclB; is a freeZ,s,-module, with

ny =81 <8y <o <sp May € Hy,writeaz; = S5y, withy; € B;. We then have™ z, = 0
if and only if 2"y, = 0 for all 4, which is true if and only ify; € 2°=™ B, for all i. Then

z? = y? (by orthogonality) and

22(82‘—711) 252'_77/1 2
2 _ . .
y; € ( o ) = ( o ) C (—2m) foralli > 1;

buty? € (5% ) also sinceB; is even. This concludes the proof. O

2m1

Lemma 7.19. A" H is naturally isomorphic to the direct sum &f H,, over all p which divider. If
¢ is an orientation (volume) o/ then its projectiord, in A" H,, is an orientation (volume) of/,,.

Proof. The tensor powef{" splits into the direct sun/;] over allp since, ® H, = 0 if p # q.
Likewise, the kernel ofi” — A" H splits into itsp-component parts, and so we get a natural
direct sumA"H = @, , A" H,. Butif p { 7 thenrank H, < r and soA"H,, = 0, proving the first
statement. Note that” H,, is precisely the-component of\" H, which is~ Z,~ if p" is the
largest power op dividing 7. If now 0§ € A" H, we may writed) = ZW 6,. Thus ifd generates
A"H, thend, must generatd” H,,. Finally, if § is determined up to sign, sods. 0J

Suppose now thdt : H — H is an isometry. Henck takes eachp-component into itself, s
splits into a direct sum of mas, on H,,; conversely the map's, defineh on H. Furthermore,
the action ofh on A" H is just multiplication bydet ~ mod 7 and hence the action éf, on A" H,
is also multiplication bylet h. But it is also multiplication bylet i, mod p™ (wherep™ || 7),
sinceA" H,, ~ Z,»; in other words:

Lemma 7.20.If i is an endomorphism df, thendet h, = det h mod p" for everyp dividing 7,
wherep” || 7. Thusdet h, is determined bylet h. Converselylet  is determined by the values of
det h, (the proof of this is by the Chinese Remainder Theorem).
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If H has linking\ then, by virtue of the orthogonality of distinct primary cpanents\ splits
into the direct sum of linkings,, on H,,. Thush is an isometry of{ if and only if 2, is so for
eachp. Let nowr = [, p}".

Lemma 7.21. /1 mod 7 splits into the direct product of the grougél mod p;".

Proof. Observe that € v/1 mod 7 means that € Z, ande? = 1 mod 7. This means that

e? = 1 mod p}*, whereqi; = n; if p; is odd or ifp; = 2 and\ is odd, butn; = n; + 1 if p; = 2 and
A is even, which by Lemma 7.118 is true if and onlyif is even. Hence reducednod p." is in
v1mod p}"". Conversely let; € v/1 mod pf", that ise; € Z,» be such that? = 1 mod p}"*; by
the Chinese Remainder Theorem again, there is a urai&ufET such that = ¢; mod p;", and we
find €2 = 2 = 1 mod p}* which impliese? = 1 mod 7. O

Corollary 7.22. An element: € /1 mod 7 is the determinant of an isometry @, \) if and
only if its reductionmod p;" is the determinant of an isometry @, \,,).

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

Lemma 7.23. Let H be a linkedp-group with7 = p™ ande € /1 mod p". Then there is an
isometry ofHf with determinant.

Proof. If A is odd, by [7] the linked groug/ has an orthogonal splitting of the forfm) & H,,
where(z) is the cyclic subgroup generated by an elemeaot orderp” satisfyingz? = o with

p 1 u. The maph which takesr to ez and which is the identity o/, is then arisometryand its
determinant is clearly. So now letp = 2 and\ be even. In this case/1 consists of alk mod2”
such that? = 1 mod 2. There are four square roots bfnod 2"*! (whenn > 2), namely+1
and2” + 1, butmod 2" these give only two distinct elements in v/1. Thus we must simply
exhibit an isometry with determinantl mod 2". By Lemmd_7.1B, the even nature bfmplies
that the2"-block of H is even. By the classification of linkexdgroups in§6.3, the linked group

H has an orthogonal splitting of the forth& Hy, whereQ) = Zo» & Zon, generated by let us say
x,y of order2”, and where) has a linking matrix equal to one gf (9 §) or 5~ (34) mod 1.
Clearly interchanging andy is an isometry on either form, and extending by the identity®
gives an isometry off with determinantzs —1 mod 2". This proves the lemma and concludes the
proof of Theorenh 7J5. O

7.5 Problem 6

In Theorem 24 we found a partial normal form for the doublest@ssociated to a symplectic
matrix 4, and in§2.3 we investigated its non-uniqueness. We raised theiquesftwhether the
submatrixQ® could be diagonalized. In fact, the following is true:
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Proposition 7.24. Let W be a 3-manifold which is defined by a Heegaard splitting. Let

H = H,(W;Z) and letT be the torsion subgroup @f. Lett be the rank ofl’, so thatT is a
direct sum of cyclic groups of ordet, . . ., 7,, where each; dividesr;. ;. Assume that every is
odd. Theril" is an abelian group with a linking, and there is a choice ofibdsr 7" such that the
linking form forT is represented by & x ¢ diagonal matrix.

Proof. Consider, initially, a fixegh-primary componenI’(p) of 7" and its splitting

T(p) =Ty ---& 1T, into cyclic groupsl’; of prime power ordep®. TheT;’s may be collected
into subsets consisting of groups of like order. Keepingtioh adopted earlier, consider a
typical such subséf, . ,,. .., T,., containing all cyclic summands &f(p) of orderp***. Let
Gp+1, - - - » o4k QENETate these summands. Define a new linkiren7,.; (j = 1, ..., k) by the
rule:

Aol mod 1 ifi—j—1
N(Gpris Gprs) = { smrrmod 1 ifi=j=2,.. .k (28)
0 if i £ 7.
There is an induced linking' on T'(p) obtained by direct summing the linkings on all of the
cyclic summands, and thus an induced linking/onbtained by taking the orthogonal direct sum
of all the p-primary summands. We will also denote this dy By Theoreni 6.3, the linking ot

is determined entirely by the quadratic residue charadfdiskings on thep-primary summands
of T. It follows that(7, \') is equivalent as a linked group (@', \).

To complete the proof we need only note that by Thedrem 2.8¢heratorg;,; of the cyclic
summands of prime power order determine the generatarfsthe cyclic summands of order
T1,...,7. This follows from [5) of Theorern 21.2. Therefore there isxat matrix which also
definesV, and)\’ is equivalent to\. The proof is complete. O

Remark 7.25. One might be tempted to think that Proposition 7.24 impled there is a matrix

in the same double coset as the matixin (7)) of Theoreni 214 in which the block®®, Q2 are

both diagonal. Suppose we could prove that. Then for gaehi, .. ., ¢ choose;, s; so that

riq; — 7;5; = 1. DefineR® = Diag(ry,...,7;) andS® = Diag(si, ..., s;). With these choices

itis easy to verify tha( %;) gii;) is symplectic. If so, that would imply th&®?) andS® also

are diagonal. However, while we have learned that there mage in basis fof” in which 9

is diagonal, we do not know whether this change in basis presehe diagonal form of the

matrix P(?). Therefore we do not know whether it is possible to find a regméative of the

double coset in which all four blocks are diagonal. Propasif.24 tells us that there is no reason
to rule this out. The discussion §2.3 also tells us that it might be possible. On the other hand,

the fact that such a diagonalization cannot always be aetiiehen there is 2-torsion tells us that
the proof would have to be deeper than the work we have alréans. ||

Example 7.26.In spite of the difficulties noted in Remdrk 7125, we are ablednstruct a very
large class of examples for which all four blocks are diagjon& construct our examples in
stages:
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e First, consider the case where our 3-manifdldh, ,) is a lens space of typ@, ¢). Then
W (h,,) admits a genus 1 Heegaard splitting with gluing map that Wehgg, wherep is
the order ofr, (W (h,,)). The symplecticimage df, , will be (% %), whererq — ps = £1.

e Next, consider the case when our 3-maniftlid’) is the connect sum af lens spaces of
types(pi, q1), - - -, (pg: ), SO that it admits a Heegaard splitting of gegudhink of the
Heegaard surface as the connect sum tiri. The restriction of the gluing mapto the;*"
handle will beh,, ,,, so that the symplectic image of the gluing map willle= (£ §),
whereP = diag(ps, ...,py), R =diag(ry,...,ry), S =diag(s1,...,sy),

Q = diag(q1,- .., qy)-

e Finally, consider the class of 3-manifo|lzﬁz§(ﬁz) of Heegaard genugwhich are defined by
the gluing mapfh, wheref is any element in the kernel of the natural homomorphism
T, — Sp(2g,7Z). The fact thatf has trivial image inSp(2g¢, Z) shows that the symplectic
image of the gluing map foW(ﬁz) will still be M. Thus we obtain an example for every
element in the Torelli group, for every choice of integ@rs ¢1). - - -, (P4, ¢y)- ||
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8 Postscript : Remarks on higher invariants

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

(1) The abelian groupi, (1) of the 3-manifoldil’.
(2) The linking form on the torsion subgroup &f (V).

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

With regard to (1), It is easy to see that there is a naturagiggization. The classical Van
Kampen Theorem shows that the Heegaard gluing mdgtermines a canonical presentation for
G = m (W) which arises via the action éfon . This action determines in a natural way a
presentation fo&; /G*), the k™ quotient group in the lower central series t&r We do not know
of systematic studies of these invariants of the fundanhgndaips of closed, orientable
3-manifolds.

With regard to (2) and (3), ik, is the fundamental group of the Heegaard surface (whichisn th
section we will consider to be a surface with 1 boundary camepécorresponding to a disc fixed
by the gluing map — this will make, a free group), theit/, (W) is the quotient of the abelian
groupm/wf) by the two lagrangians arising from the handlebodies. Tiwoois generalization

of this is a quotient of the free nilpotent group/ﬂk). Since it is unclear what the appropriate
generalization of the linking form to this situation would,mne’s first impulse might be to search
for presentation invariants.

Now, it is easy to see that the quotientﬂqf/ﬂk) by one of the “nilpotent lagrangians” is another
free nilpotent group. Our presentation is thus a surjectiodv; — N, whereN, is a free
nilpotent group. The invariants of presentations of alpeigoups arise from the fact that
automorphisms of the presented group may not lift to autpimems of the free abelian group.
Unfortunately, the following theorem says that no furthestouctions exist:

Theorem 8.1.Letw : N; — N, be a surjection between finitely generated nilpotent groups
whereV; is a free nilpotent group. Also, lgtbe an automorphism af,. Theng may be lifted to
an automorphism al; if and only if the induced automorphisp of Nzab can be lifted to an
automorphism ofvaPb,

The key to proving Theorem 8.1 is the following criterion far endomorphism of a nilpotent
group to be an automorphism. It is surely known to the expbtiswe were unable to find an
appropriate reference.
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Theorem 8.2.Let V be a finitely generated nilpotent group anddet N — N be an

endomorphism. Then is an isomorphism if and only if the induced map: Nab _, yabig an
isomorphism.

Proof. The forward implication being trivial, we prove the backdamplication. The proof will
be by induction on the degreeof nilpotency. Ifn = 1, thenN is abelian and there is nothing to
prove. Assume, therefore, that> 1 and that the theorem is true for all smalterWe begin by
observing that since finitely generated nilpotent groupd-opfian, it is enough to prove thatis
surjective. Letting

N=NOUp N ... NO 5 yOt+) —q

be the lower central series 6f, we have an induced commutative diagram

1 —— N® N N/N® — 5 1
o
1 —— N® N N/N® — 5 1

SinceN/N™ is an(n — 1)-step nilpotent group, the inductive hypothesis implieat the
induced endomorphism @f /N is an isomorphism. The five lemma therefore says that to
prove that the map

v:N— N

is surjective, it is enough to prove that the map
Y : N — N®

is surjective. Now N is generated by commutators of weighin the elements oiV. Let 3 be

a bracket arrangement of weightind let3(gy, . . ., g») € N™ with g; € N be some commutator
of weightn. Sincey induces an isomorphism &f/N™, we can find somé,, ..., j, € N and
hi,..., h, € N®™ sothat

¢(§z) = gih;
for all i. Hencey mapsB(ji, . .., Gn) 10 B(gihi, . . ., gnhy,). However, sinceV(™ is central we
have that
Blgrha, ..., gnhn) = Bg1,-- -, gn),
so we conclude that(gy, . .., g,) is inyY(N™), as desired. O

We now prove Theorei 8.1.

Proof of Theorem 8l1Let {¢,, ..., gx} be a free nilpotent generating set fir, and letp be an
automorphism of\flablifting ¢« Also, letg, € Nlab be the image of;. Now, pick any lift
h; € N, of p(g,). Observe that by assumptiatih;) ando((g;)) are equal modul@Vs, Ns].
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Since the restricted map: [Ny, Ni| — [Ns, N] is easily seen to be surjective, we can find some
k; € [Ny, Nq| so thatr(h;k;) = ¢(m(g;)). SinceN; is a free nilpotent group, the mapping

gi — hik;

induces an endomorphisgmof N; which by construction liftg). Moreover, Theore 8.2 implies
that¢ is actually an automorphism, as desired. O

Remark 8.3. Theoreni 8.1 does not destroy all hope for finding invariahfg@sentations, as
there may be obstructions to lifting automorphisms to awigrhisms which arise

“geometrically”. However, it makes the search for obstiarts much more subtle. Moreover, we
note that in[[23] Y. Moriah and M. Lustig used the presentatibr, (117) arising from a Heegaard
splitting to prove that certain Heegaard splittings of &eifibered spaces are in fact inequivalent.
Their subsequent efforts to generalize what they did ([2APw that the problem is difficult, and
the final word has not been said on invariants of Heegaartlisgk that arise from the associated
presentation ofr, (). ||
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