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CONCORDANCE OF DECOMPOSITIONS GIVEN BY DEFINING
SEQUENCES

BOLDIZSAR KALMAR

ABSTRACT. We study the concordance and cobordism of decompositions associated with
defining sequences and we relate them to some invariants of toroidal decompositions and
to the cobordism of homology manifolds. These decompositions are often wild Cantor
sets and they arise as nested intersections of knotted solid tori. We show that there are
at least uncountably many concordance classes of such decompositions in the 3-sphere.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study equivalence classes of decompositions of S® and also decompositions of
other manifolds. These decompositions are given by toroidal defining sequences (we use
the term toroidal for a subspace of an n-dimensional manifold being homeomorphic to
the disjoint union of finitely many copies of S"~2 x D?) although more generally it would
be possible to get similar results by considering handlebodies instead of solid tori in the
defining sequences. The problem of classifying decompositions was studied by many au-
thors. By [Sh68] so-called Antoine decompositions in R3 are equivalently embedded if
and only if their toroidal defining sequences can be mapped into each other by homeo-
morphisms of the stages. More generally [ALMG68] for a decomposition G of R3 given
by an arbitrary defining sequence made of handlebodies the homeomorphism type of the
pair (R3/G,clng(Hg)), where mg is the decomposition map and Hg is the union of the
non-degenerate elements, is determined by the homeomorphism types of the consecutive
stages of the defining sequence of G'. By [GRWZ11] two Bing-Whitehead decompositions
of S% are equivalently embedded if and only if the stages of the toroidal defining sequences
are homeomorphic to each other after some number of iterations (counting only the Bing
stages). Decompositions given by defining sequences are upper semi-continuous and many
shrinkability conditions are known about them. For example, Bing-Whitehead decompo-
sitions are shrinkable under some conditions [AS89, [KP14] just like Antoine’s necklaces,
which are wild Cantor sets. In [Ze05] the maximal genus of handlebodies being associated
with a defining sequence is used to study Cantor sets.

In the present paper we define the concordance of decompositions (see Section 2.3])
which come with toroidal defining sequences. As for knots, slice decompositions play an
important role in the classification: a decomposition is slice if each component of a defining
sequence is slice in a way that the D"~ x D? thickened slice disk stages are nested into each
other. Being concordant means the analogous concordance of the solid tori in the defining
sequence and this makes the well-known knot and link concordance invariants possible to
apply in order to distinguish between the concordance classes of such decompositions. For
example, we show that the concordance group of decompositions of S, where the defining
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sequences have some intrinsic properties, has at least uncountably many elements, see
Theorem 3.7l The uncountably many elements that we find are represented by Antoine’s
necklaces.

Decompositions appear in studying manifolds, where cell-like resolutions of homology
manifolds [Qu82, |[Qu83| |[Qu87, [Th84l [Th04] provide a tool of obtaining topological man-
ifolds. Decompositions also appear in the proof of the Poincaré conjecture in dimension
four, see [Er82, [FQ90, BKKPR2I], where a cell-like decomposition of a 4-dimensional
manifold yields a decomposition space which is a topological manifold. In higher dimen-
sions the decomposition space given by a cell-like decomposition of a compact topological
manifold is a homology manifold being also a topological manifold if it satisfies the dis-
joint disk property [Ed16]. A particular result [Ca78, [Ca79, [Ed80, [EA06] is that the
double suspension of every integral homology 3-sphere is homeomorphic to S%, that is
for every homology 3-sphere H there is a cell-like decomposition G of S° such that the
decomposition space is the homology manifold £2H and since X2H satisfies the disjoint
disk property, the decomposition G is shrinkable (and this implies that the decomposition
space is S°).

Beside concordance, we also define and study another equivalence relation, which is
the cobordism of decompositions, see Definition and Section This yields a cobor-
dism group, which has a natural homomorphism into the cobordism group of homology
manifolds [Mi90, [Jo99, [JTR0O0]. We study how homological manifolds are related to the
cobordism group of cell-like decompositions via taking the decomposition space. It turns
out that every such decomposition space is cobordant to a topological manifold in the
cobordism group of homology manifolds and they generate a subgroup isomorphic to the
cobordism group of topological manifolds, see Proposition B. 11l Often we state and prove
our results only for unoriented cobordisms but all the arguments obviously work for the
oriented cobordisms as well giving the corresponding results.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we give some basic lemmas and the
definitions of the most important notions and in Section [3] we state and prove our main
results.

The author would like to thank the referee for the helpful comments, which improved
the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Cell-like decompositions. Throughout the paper we suppose that if X is a com-
pact manifold with boundary and Y is a compact manifold with corners, then an em-
bedding e: Y — X is such that the corners of Y are mapped into X and the pairs of
boundary components near the corners of Y are mapped into intX and into 9.X , respec-
tively. We also suppose that e(intY) C intX . If Y has no corners, then 90X Ne(Y) = 0.
We generalize the notions of defining sequence, cellular set and cell-like set in the obvious
way for manifolds with boundary as follows. Recall that a decomposition of a topological
space X is a collection of pairwise disjoint subsets of X whose union is equal to X .

Definition 2.1 (Defining sequence for a subset). Let X be an n-dimensional manifold
with possibly non-empty boundary. A defining sequence for a subset C' C X is a sequence

c: N—= P(X)
Co,C1,Ca,...,Cy, . ..

of compact n-dimensional submanifolds-with-boundary possibly with corners in X such
that
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) every Cj11 has a neighbourhood U such that U C C,,

) in every component of C), there is a component of Cj41,

) N22,Cp, =C and

) if 0X # (), then there is an € > 0 such that dX x [0,¢) is a collar neighbourhood
of 0X and for every C, such that C,, N 90X # () we have C,, N (0X x [0,¢)) =
(Cr,NOX) x [0,¢).

A decomposition of X defined by the defining sequence ¢ is the triple (X,D,C), where

C =N ,Cy and the elements of D C P(X) are

(1) the connected components of C' and
(2) the points in X — C'.
We denote the decomposition map by .

(
(
(3
(4

Observe that for a decomposition (X,D,C) the set C' is non-empty and each of the
non-degenerate elements is a subset of C'. There could be singletons in C' as well. For
example in the case of an Antoine’s necklace there are no non-degenerate elements, we
choose C' to be the Cantor set Antoine’s necklace itself and so C' consists of singletons.
Every decomposition defined by some defining sequence is upper semi-continuous. A de-
composition D of a manifold induces a decomposition on its boundary by intersecting the
decomposition elements with the boundary. The decomposition of the boundary X in-
duced by a defining sequence in X is upper semi-continuous. This induced decomposition
is given by an induced defining sequence C, N 90X if D, N9X # O for every compo-
nent D, of each C,. If all (), in a defining sequence are connected, then N>°_,C;, is
connected.

Definition 2.2 (Cell-like set). A compact subset C' of a metric space X is cell-like if
for every neighbourhood U of C there is a neighbourhood V' of C' in U such that the
inclusion map V' — U is homotopic in U to a constant map. A decomposition is called
cell-like if each of its decomposition elements is cell-like.

Cell-like sets given by defining sequences are connected because if the connected
components could be separated by open neighbourhoods, then a homotopy could not
deform the set into one single point in the neighbourhoods.

A space X is finite dimensional if for every open cover U of X there exists a refine-
ment V of U such that no points of X lies in more than Kx of the elements of V', where
Kx is a constant depending only on X .

Lemma 2.3. Let D be a decomposition of a manifold X possibly with non-empty boundary
given by a defining sequence. Then the decomposition space X /D s finite dimensional.

Proof. If X has no boundary, then the statement follows from Theorem 2 and Proposi-
tion 3 in [Da86, Chapter 34]. If X has non-empty boundary, then the argument is also
similar. O

2.2. Homology manifolds. Recall that a metric space Y is an absolute neighbourhood
retract (or ANR for short) if for every metric space Z and embedding i: Y — Z such
that i(Y") is closed there is a neighbourhood U of i(Y) in Z which retracts onto i(Y),
that is r|;y) = id;yy for some map r: U — (Y). It is a fact that every manifold is
an ANR. A space is called a Euclidean neighbourhood retract (or ENR for short) if it can
be embedded into a Euclidean space as a closed subset so that it is a retract of some of
its neighbourhoods. It is well-known that a space is an ENR if and only if it is a locally
compact, finite dimensional, separable ANR.



4 BOLDIZSAR KALMAR

Definition 2.4 (Homology manifold). Let n» > 0 and let X and Y be finite dimensional
ANR spaces, where Y is a closed subset of X . Suppose that for every x € X we have
(1) Hp(X,X —{z}) =0 for k #n and
(2) Hp(X,X — {x}) is isomorphic to Z if z € X —Y and it is isomorphic to 0 if
zeY.
Then X is an n-dimensional homology manifold. The set of points x € Y are the boundary
points of X and the set Y is denoted by 0X. A homology manifold is called closed if it
is compact and has no boundary.

Since locally compact and separable homology manifolds are ENR spaces, a locally
compact and separable homology manifold is called an ENR homology manifold. In [Mi90]
it is proved that for n > 1 and for every compact and locally compact n-dimensional
homology manifold X the set of boundary points X is an (n — 1)-dimensional homology
manifold.

Sometimes a space X without the ANR property but having Hy(X, X —{z}) = 0 for
k#n and H,(X,X — {z}) = Z in the sense of Cech homology is also called a homology
manifold. These spaces arise as quotient spaces of acyclic decompositions of topological
manifolds [DW83] while ANR homology manifolds are often homeomorphic to quotients
of cell-like decompositions [Qu82 [(Qu83|, |[Qu87].

In the case of cell-like decompositions the decomposition spaces are homology mani-
folds if they are finite dimensional essentially because of the Vietoris-Begle theorem [DV09),
Theorem 0.4.1]. In more detail, we will use the following. Let X’ be a compact n-
dimensional manifold with possibly non-empty boundary, let Y be 90X’ x [0,1] and attach
Y to X’ as a collar to get a manifold X .

Lemma 2.5. Let D' be a cell-like decomposition of X' given by a defining sequence such
that X' contains a small open set (intersecting the possibly non-empty boundary) which
consists of singletons. Suppose that the induced decomposition on 0X' is cell-like and it is
given by the induced defining sequence. Suppose that in Y a cell-like decomposition & is
gwen, where £ is the product of the decomposition induced by D' on X' and the trivial
decomposition of [0,1]. Denote by D the resulting decomposition on X . Then X/D is an
n-dimensional ENR homology manifold with possibly non-empty boundary. The boundary
points of X/D are exactly the points of the ENR homology manifold 7(0X).

Proof. We have to show that the quotient space
X/D

is an n-dimensional homology manifold with boundary the homology manifold 7(9X).
Take the closed manifold

XU, X,
where ¢: X — 0X is the identity map.

The decomposition space X’/D’ (that is the part of the decomposition space X/D
which is obtained from X') is finite dimensional by Lemma 231 The doubling of the
decomposition D on X U, X yields a finite dimensional quotient space, we get this by
using estimations for the covering dimension, see [HW41] and [Da86, Corollary 2.4A].
So the decomposition space P obtained by factorizing X U, X by the double of D is
a closed finite dimensional homology manifold by [DV09, Proposition 8.5.1]. Since a
small neighbourhood of a singleton results an open set in P homeomorphic to R, it is
n-dimensional. We obtain the space X/D by cutting P into two pieces along 7(9X).
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Because of a similar argument the space 7(0X) is a closed (n — 1)-dimensional homology
manifold. The set 7(0X) is closed in the decomposition space X/D since D is upper
semi-continuous and 90X is closed. Also, the homology group H,(X/D;X/D — {p}) is
equal to 0 for every p € m(0X). So m(0X) is the boundary of X/D.

Moreover the space X/D is a locally compact separable metric space because X is
so. By [DV09, Corollary 7.4.8] the space X/D is an ANR so it follows that it is an ENR.
The same holds for 7(0X). O

Definition 2.6 (Cobordism of homology manifolds). The closed n-dimensional homology
manifolds X; and Xy are cobordant if there exists a compact (n+1)-dimensional homology
manifold W such that OW is homeomorphic to the disjoint union of X; and X5. The
induced cobordism group (the group operation is the disjoint union) is denoted by 9.
In a similar way the induced oriented cobordism group is denoted by Q.

Note that the connected sum of homology manifolds does not always exist. Analo-
gously let ME and QF denote the cobordism group and oriented cobordism group of ENR
homology manifolds (the cobordisms are also ENR), respectively.

Almost all oriented cobordism groups Qf;[ are computed [BEMWO96!, [Jo99, [JTROO]:

Z ifn=20
o — 0 ifn=1,2
QIOP87, +1] ifn > 6,

where QTOF denotes the cobordism group of topological manifolds and the group
QLOF[87, 4-1]

denotes the group of finite linear combinations ), ¢, | wii of cobordism classes of topo-
logical manifolds. By [Ma7ll Corollary 4.2] the oriented cobordism group of manifolds 2,
is always a subgroup of Q.

A resolution of a homology manifold N is a topological manifold M and a cell-like
decomposition of M such that the decomposition space is homeomorphic to the homology
manifold N, the quotient map 7 is proper and 71 (ON) = M . By [Qu82, [Qu83, [Qu87]
homology manifolds are resolvable if a local obstruction is equal to 1, more precisely we
have the following.

Theorem 2.7 ([Qu82. |Qu83| |Qu87]). For every n > 4 and every non-empty connected n -
dimensional ENR homology manifold N there is an integer local obstruction i(N) € 8Z+1
such that

(1) if U C N is open, then i(U) =i(N),

(2) if ON # 0, then i(ON) =i(N),
(3) i(N x Ni) =i(N)i(N1) for any other homology manifold Ny,
(4) if dim N =4 and ON is a manifold, then there is a resolution if and only if i(N) =1

and
(5) if dim N > 5, then there is a resolution if and only if i(N) =1.

By [Th84, [Th04] a closed 3-dimensional ENR homology manifold N is resolvable if
its singular set has general position dimension less than or equal to one, that is any map

of a disk into N can be approximated by one whose image meets the singular set (i.e. the
set of non-manifold points) of N in a 0-dimensional set.

Lemma 2.8. Let My and My be two closed n-dimensional manifolds, where n > 4. If
both of them are resolutions of the ENR homology manifold N, then M; and My are
cobordant as manifolds.
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Proof. If there are two resolutions fi: My — N and fo: My — N of a closed n-
dimensional homology manifold N, then as in the proof of [Qu82, Theorem 2.6.1] take a
resolution

Y—)Xfl UXf2

of the double mapping cylinder X UXy, of the maps f; and fo by applying [Qu83, The-
orem 1.1] and [Qu87]. This resolution exists because X U Xy, is an (n + 1)-dimensional
ENR homology manifold and (X U Xy,) =1. Let

Xfl UXf2 — N x [—1,1]

be the natural map of the double mapping cylinder onto N x [—1, 1], where the target N
of the two mapping cylinders is mapped onto N x {0}.
It follows that the composition

Y - Xy UXy, — N X [—1,1]

is a resolution, moreover by [Qu83, Theorem 1.1] the cell-like map Y — Xy U Xy, can be
chosen so that it is a homeomorphism over the boundary hence Y is a cobordism between
M1 and Mg. O

2.3. Concordance and cobordism of decompositions. We will study decompositions
given by defining sequences Cj, C1,Cy,... such that each C,, is a disjoint union of solid
tori. We remark that more generally all the following notions work for decompositions
whose stages are handlebodies instead of just tori. In a closed n-dimensional manifold M
instead of decompositions (M, D, A) we will consider decompositions with some thickened
link which contains the set A so in the following a decomposition in M is a quadruple
(M,D,A, L), where L C M is the thickened link and A C L. For example an Antoine’s
necklace is situated inside an unknotted solid torus while it can be knotted in many
different ways in the solid torus.

Definition 2.9 (Concordance of decompositions). Let M; and M; be closed n-dimensional
manifolds. The decompositions (M, Dy, A, L1) and (Ms, Dy, B, Lo) are cylindrically re-
lated if there exist toroidal defining sequences Cy, C1,Cs, ... for A and Dy, D1, D3, ... for
B and there exists a defining sequence Fy, E1, Es, ... for a decomposition £ of a compact
(n + 1)-dimensional manifold W such that

(1) C() = Ll and DO = Lg,

(2) oW = My U M,

(3) each E; is homeomorphic to C; x [0,1] and

(4) each E; bounds the components of C; C M; and D; C M, that is C; x {0}

corresponds to C; and C; x {1} corresponds to D;.

Two decompositions (My, D1, A, L) and (Ms, Do, B, Ly) are concordant if there exist

closed n-dimensional manifolds M7, ..., M; and decompositions (M;,D;, A%, L) for every
1 =1,...,k such that

(1) (My,Dy, A, Ly) is cylindrically related to (M7, D}, A}, L)), also for i =1,... .k —

1 every (M],Dj, A}, L;) is cylindrically related to (M[,,,Dj, , A] |, L, ;) and

(M}, D, Ay, L) is cylindrically related to (Ma, D2, B, Lg) and

(2) for each A, C M/, where ¢ = 1,...,k, the two toroidal defining sequences

0, C! and C/,,CY in M/ a ing in th i lindricall

10 Citre e 10, Cits e e ! appearing in these successive cylindrically

related decompositions are such that the 0-th stages Cz(,O and C{fo are equal as
subsets of M.
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Being concordant is an equivalence relation and the equivalence classes are called concor-
dance classes.

Hence being concordant implies that the two decompositions are in the same equiv-
alence class of the equivalence relation generated by being cylindrically related, that is
the two decompositions can be connected by a finite number of cylindrically related de-
compositions. Being concordant also implies that the 0-th stages of two toroidal defining
sequences for the two decompositions are connected by a single concordance in the usual
sense. Clearly in the definition each FE; intersects some fixed collar of OW as the defining
sequence in (4) of Definition Il The concordance classes form a commutative semi-
group under the operation “disjoint union”. Moreover this semigroup is a monoid because
the neutral element is the “empty manifold”, that is the empty set (). To have a more
meaningful neutral element we define the following.

Definition 2.10 (Slice decomposition). Let M be a closed n-dimensional manifold and let
(M,D, A, L) be a decomposition of M such that there exists a toroidal defining sequence
Cy,C1,Cy, ... with Cp = L for A. Then (M,D,A,L) is slice if it is concordant to a
decomposition (M’, D', A’, L) with defining sequence C{,C1,C5,... with C) = L’ such
that there exists a defining sequence Ey, E1, Fa, ... for a decomposition £ of the (n+1)-
dimensional manifold M’ x [0,1), where each E; consists of finitely many D"~! x D2
bounding the torus components S"~2 x D? of C! C M’ x {0}.

Analogously to Definitions [2.9] and 2.10l we define the oriented concordance of de-
compositions by requiring all the manifolds to be oriented in the usual consistent way, in
this way we also get a corresponding monoid. Observe that the set of concordance classes
of slice decompositions is a submonoid of the monoid of concordance classes of decomposi-
tions. To obtain a group we factor out the concordance classes by the classes represented
by the slice decompositions and also by the classes of the form

[(M,D,A,L)] +[(—M,D, A, L),

where —M denotes the opposite orientation. Observe that all these classes form a sub-
monoid.

Definition 2.11 (Decomposition concordance group). Define the relation ~ on the set of
concordance classes of decompositions by the following rule: a ~ b exactly if there exist
slice decompositions s; and so and decompositions (M, D, A, L) and (M',D’, A’, L") such
that

a+[s1]+[(M,D, A, L))+ [(—M,D, A, L)] = b+ [so] + (M, D', A", L")] +[(-M', D', A", L")].

The relation ~ is a congruence and we obtain a commutative group by factoring out by
this congruence. We call this group the oriented decomposition concordance group and
denote it by IT',.

If we confine the closed n-dimensional manifolds to S™ and the cobordisms to S™ X
[0,1], then we obtain something similar to the classical link concordance. For the conve-
nience of the reader we repeat the definitions.

Definition 2.12 (Concordance group of decompositions in S™). Let (S™, Dy, A, L1) and
(S™, Dy, B, Ly) be decompositions of S™ in the complement of oco. They are cylindrically
related if there exist toroidal defining sequences Cy,C1,Co, ... for A and Dg, D1, Do, ...
for B and there exists a defining sequence Ey, F1, Es,... for a decomposition &£ of the
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compact (n + 1)-dimensional manifold S™ x [0, 1] in the complement of {co} x [0, 1] such
that

(1) CO = L1 and D(] = LQ,
(2) each FE; is homeomorphic to C; x [0,1] and
(3) each E; bounds the components of C; C S™ x {0} and D; C S™ x {1}.

Two decompositions are concordant if

(1) they are in the same equivalence class of the equivalence relation generated by
being cylindrically related so the two decompositions can be connected by a finite
number of cylindrically related decompositions and

(2) the 0-th stages of the defining sequences appearing in this sequence of cylindrically
related decompositions are concordant as thickened links in the usual sense.

The obtained equivalence classes are called concordance classes. If two decompositions of
S™ are given by defining sequences, then in the connected sum (at oo) of the two n-spheres
the “disjoint union” induces a commutative semigroup operation on the set of concordance
classes. Then by factoring out by the submonoid of classes of slice decompositions and
classes of the form [(S™, D, A, L)]+[(—S",D, A, L)] we get a group called the decomposition
concordance group in S™. We denote this group by A,,.

For example, the Whitehead decomposition in S® is slice [Fr82] and the Bing decom-
position in S® is also slice because the Bing double of the unknot is slice. Observe that
the Bing decomposition (S3,B,C) has only singletons, where C' is a wild Cantor set. As
another example, a defining sequence in S given by the replicating pattern of a solid
torus and inside of it a link made of a sequence of ribbon knots linked with each other
circularly can yield a slice decomposition.

Since being concordant implies that the two decompositions can be connected by a
finite number of cylindrically related decompositions, all invariants of concordance classes
defined through defining sequences are invariant under choosing another defining sequence
for the same decomposition (while leaving the 0-th stage unchanged). For n = 3 in the
following we restrict ourselves only to such toroidal defining sequences Cy,Cq,Cs, ... of
decompositions of the closed n-dimensional manifolds in Definitions which satisfy
the following conditions:

Definition 2.13 (Admissible defining sequences and decompositions). Suppose

(1) for m > 1 each Cy, has at least four components in a component of C,,_; and
each component T of C,, is linked to exactly two other components of C), in
the ambient space S® with algebraic linking number non-zero and the splitting
number of T" and each of the other components is equal to 0,

(2) for m > 1 the components Aj,..., A of C,, which are in a component D of
Cin—1 are linked in such a way that if a component A; is null-homotopic in a solid
torus 1" whose boundary is disjoint from all A;, then all A; are in this solid torus
T,

(3) Ny°_yCpy is not separated by and not contained in any 2-dimensional sphere S
for which S C C,, for some m,

(4) every embedded circle in the boundary of a component of C,,, which bounds no 2-
dimensional disk in this boundary cannot be shrunk to a point in the complement
of NoX_yChn,.

We call such defining sequences and decompositions admissible.
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Proposition 2.14. In the connected sum (at oo ) of two 3-spheres the “disjoint union”
as in Definition [2.12 of two admissible toroidal decompositions is an admissible toroidal
decomposition.

Proof. Checking the conditions (1)-(4) in Definition 2.13]is obvious, details are left to the
reader. O

Then we denote the arising concordance group in S* by A%. For example, Antoine’s
necklaces (or Antoine’s decompositions) for n = 3 have defining sequences satisfying these
conditions [Sh68]. We note that by [Sh6§| their defining sequences also have the property
of simple chain type, which means that the torus components are unknotted and they are
linked like the Hopf link. We have the natural group homomorphisms

g — A3 and A3 —I's
and also for arbitrary n the group homomorphism
A, — T

We will show that the number of elements of the group A is at least uncountable.

Now we define cobordism of decompositions, where we restrict ourselves to cell-like
decompositions (not necessarily admissible) at the cobordisms and at the representatives
as well.

Definition 2.15 (Cobordism of decompositions). Let M; and M be closed n-dimensional
manifolds and let (M7, Dy, A) and (Ma, Ds, B) be cell-like decompositions such that there
exist toroidal defining sequences Cy, Ci,Co,... for A and Dy, Dy, Ds,... for B. Then
(M;,D1, A) and (My, Do, B) are coupled if there exists a defining sequence Ey, F1, Es, . ..
for a cell-like decomposition £ of a compact (n + 1)-dimensional manifold W such that
(1) OW = My U My,
(2) each E; is homeomorphic to the disjoint union of finitely many manifolds P;‘_l X
D?,j=1,...m;, where all P;‘_l are compact (n — 1)-dimensional manifolds and
(3) each E; bounds the components of C; and D;.

We attach a collar OW x [0, 1] to W along its boundary and extend the decomposition &
to the collar by taking the product of D; and Ds with the trivial decomposition on [0, 1],
respectively. We say that this extended manifold WU (OW x [0, 1]) and its decomposition
is a coupling between (Mp,Dy,A) and (Ms, Do, B). Finally, two decompositions are
cobordant if they are in the same equivalence class of the equivalence relation generated
by being coupled. The generated equivalence classes are called cobordism classes.

Clearly each E; intersects some fixed collar of OW as the defining sequence in (4)
of Definition 2.1 The cobordism classes form a commutative group under the operation
“disjoint union”. Denote this group by B, .

We will show that for a cobordism between arbitrary given cell-like decompositions
D 2 as in Definition if we take the decomposition space, then we get a group homo-
morphism into the cobordism group of homology manifolds.

3. RESuLTS

3.1. Computations in the concordance groups. We are going to define invariants of
elements of the group A§. With the help of these invariants, we will show that the group
A$ has at least uncountably many elements.
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Definition 3.1. For a given defining sequence Cp,C1,Ca,...,Cy, ... in S° let

nNgy,c1,0s,... = (TL(), ni,na,.. )
be the sequence of the numbers of components of the manifolds Cy, C1, Co, .. ..

If two decompositions of S as in Definition .12 are cylindrically related, then they
have defining sequences Cy, Cq,Co, ... and Dy, Dy, D3, ... such that

NCy,C1,Cs,... = MDg,D1,Ds,...-

By [Sh68, Theorem 3] for canonical defining sequences of an Antoine’s necklace (or an
Antoine decomposition) the sequence nc, ¢, c,,... uniquely exists (note that Cj is only an
unknotted solid torus which is not appearing in [Sh68]).

Proposition 3.2. Let (S3,D, A,Cy) be an admissible decomposition and let Co, Cy,Ca, . ..
and Dg, D1, Ds, ... be admissible defining sequences for (S%,D, A,Cy), where we suppose
that Co = Dg. Then we have

NCy,C1,0a,... = NDy,D1,Da,...-

Proof. Suppose that Cy,C1,Cs,... and Dy, D1, Do, ... are admissible defining sequences
for a decomposition (S3,D, A4, Cy) such that Cy = Dy. Of course

m;,l.o:oc’n == A == O;L.O:()Dn.

We use an algorithm applied in [Sh68, Proof of Theorem 2]. We restrict ourselves to one
component of Cy and to the components of the defining sequences in it, the following
argument works the same way for the other components. We can suppose that 9C1 N 9D
is a closed 1-dimensional submanifold of S3. Suppose some component P of dC; N 9D,
bounds a 2-dimensional disk ) C dD;. Also suppose that P is an innermost component
of 90C1NID; in dD; so int@Q NAC; = . By (4) in Definition 2.I3]if P does not bound a
disk @' in 9Cy, then P is not homotopic to constant in the complement of A but then
P cannot bound the disk @ C dD;. Hence P bounds a disk Q' C dC as well. Then the
interior of the sphere QU @’ does not intersect A because of (3) in Definition 213l So we
can modify Cy by pushing @’ through the sphere Q U@’ by a self-homeomorphism of the
complement of A and hence we obtain fewer circles in the new 9C1NJD;. After repeating
these steps finitely many times we obtain a new C7 such that 9C1N0D; contains no circles
which bound disks on dC; U dD;. Similarly, by further adjusting C7 in the complement
of A as written on [Sh68, page 1198] in order to eliminate the circles in dC; N 9Dy which
bound annuli we finally obtain a C7 such that

e the intersection 9Ci N JD; is empty,

e no component of Cp is disjoint from all the components of D; and vice versa,

e cach component of C; is inside a component of D or it contains some components
of D1 .

Then we can see that there is a bijection between the number of components of C
and D; because of the following.

If a component of C; is in intD; and it is homotopic to constant in intDq, then all
the other components of C are in the same component of intD; by (2) in Definition 213
This would result that no part of A is in other components of D7, which would contradict
to (1) in Definition 2.I3] so no component of C; in intD; is homotopic to constant in
intD;. The same holds if we switch the roles of C; and D;. This means that
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e the winding number of a component T° of C; in the component of Dy which
contains T is not equal to 0 and the same holds for Dy and C; with opposite
roles.

Furthermore suppose that T is some component of D; and T contains at least two
components 77 and Ty of C7. Then T is linking with other component 7" of Dy by (1)
in Definition 2. 13] with algebraic linking number non-zero. Let T3 be a component of C;
such that T3 C T/ or TV C T3. If T3 C T’, then T} and T, are linking with 73 with
algebraic linking number non-zero. If 77 C T3, then T is not in T3 because for example T}
cannot be in T3. But then T is linking with 75 with algebraic linking number non-zero
since the same holds for T" and 7. So again we obtained that 7 and T, are linking
with T3 with linking number non-zero. Now, there is a T” component of D; which is
linking with 7" with linking number non-zero and which is disjoint from all the previously
mentioned tori (7”,7" C T3 is impossible because then both of 77, 7" are linking with
T and also with each other and this contradicts to (1) in Definition 2.13)). Let T be a
component of C; such that Ty C T” or T"” C T,. There are a number of cases to check.
If T3 CT' and Ty C T”, then T3 is linking with Ty. If T3 € T" but T” C Ty, then since
T4 cannot contain T or T”, we have again that T3 is linking with Ty. Finally, if 77 C T3,
then since T" cannot be in T3, we have that Ty C T” implies that T3 and T} are linking
and T" C Ty implies that since T} is disjoint from all the other tori, again T} is linking
with 73. So we obtain that 77 and T, are linking with 73 and T3 is linking with T}
resulting that T3 is linking with three other components of C} which contradicts to (1)
in Definition 2.I3l Summarizing, we obtained the following.

e The intersection 0C1 N 0D is empty,

e no component of Cp is disjoint from all the components of D; and vice versa,

e every component of Cj contains one component of D; or is contained in one
component of Dy,

e no component of C7 contains more than one component of D and vice versa.

All of these imply that the number of components of Cy is equal to the number of com-
ponents of Di. We repeat the same line of arguments for the components of Cy and D»
lying in each component of Cy or Dy separately, where we perform the previous algorithm
in the larger component which contains the smaller one, and so on, in this way we get the
result. O

Remark 3.3. If in (1) in Definition 2.13] we require having splitting number greater than 0
instead of having algebraic linking number non-zero, then the previous arguments could be
repeated to get a similar result if we could prove that having two solid tori with splitting
number greater than 0 and embedding one circle into each of these tori with non-zero
winding numbers results that the splitting number of these two knots is greater than 0.
For similar results about knots and their unknotting numbers, see [ST8S, [HLP22].

It follows that if two admissible decompositions of 2 are in the same equivalence class
of the equivalence relation generated by being cylindrically related, then they determine
the same sequence of numbers of components. So if we define the operation

(’I’Lo,nl,. . ) + (mo,ml, .. ) = (’I’LO + mg,n1 +ma,.. )
on the set of sequences, then the induced map
[(537 D7 A7 CO)] = nCO,Clyc%---’

where Cy, C1,C5, ... is some admissible defining sequence, is a monoid homomorphism.
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Definition 3.4. For an equivalence class x represented by the admissible decomposition
(83,D, A, Cp) and for its admissible defining sequence Cy, Cy, ... let

L(J}) = (ll, lg, .o )

be the sequence of numbers mod 2 of the components of C,,, which have non-zero algebraic
linking number with some other component of C,, .

Lemma 3.5. The map L is well-defined i.e. admissible decompositions being concordant
through finitely many cylindrically related admissible decompositions have the same value
of L.

Proof. If decompositions with defining sequences Cy, C1,... and Dg, D1,... are cylindri-
cally related, then for every m > 0 the pairs of components of C,, and the pairs of
corresponding components of D,,, have the same algebraic linking numbers. Suppose for a
decomposition there are two admissible defining sequences Cy, Cy,... and Dy, D1, ... such
that Cy = Dy, we have to show that the linking numbers are equal to 0 simultanously
for both of them (for the components of Cy and Dy this is obviously true). Of course we
know that the components are in bijection with each other by the proof of Proposition [3.2]
and in every component of Cy after some deformation we have that

e the intersection 9Ci N JD; is empty,

e no component of Cp is disjoint from all the components of D; and vice versa,

e every component of 7 contains one component of DD; or is contained in one

component of Dy,

e no component of C7 contains more than one component of D; and vice versa.
If a component T of C} is linked with a component 7" of C; with linking number 0, then
any knot in 7" is linked with 7" with linking number 0. Also, if a knot in 7" is linked with
T with linking number 0, then 7' and T’ are linked with linking number 0. For every
m > 1 after a finite number of iterations of the algorithm in the proof of Proposition [3.2]
we get the result. O

Of course the map L is a monoid homomorphism moreover for a class x represented
by a slice decomposition we have L(z) = (0,0,...). Also, for a class = of the form
[(S™,D,A)] + [(—S™, D, A)] we have L(z) = (0,0,...) since all the linking components
appear twice.

Definition 3.6. We call the function
v: AY — 75
obtained by v([z]) = L(x) the mod 2 component number sequence of the elements of A§.

Theorem 3.7. There are at least uncountably many different elements in the concordance
group A§. These can be represented by Antoine decompositions.

Proof. For every element (lg,ly,...) € 7Y, where lp = 0, we have an Antoine decomposi-
tion representing a class x such that v([z]) = (lo,l1,...). Hence we get uncountably many
different classes in the concordance group. O

3.2. Computations in the cobordism group.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that n > 0 and M is a closed manifold. A closed n-
dimensional homology manifold N having a resolution M — N is cobordant in NEZ to
M.
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Proof. Take M % [0,1] and consider the cell-like decomposition D of M which results the
homology manifold N. If S(X) denotes the collection of singletons in a space X, then
D x §([0,1/2]) union S(M x (1/2,1]) is a cell-like decomposition of M x [0, 1], denote it
by £. We have to show that the quotient space

M x [0,1]/€

is an (n + 1)-dimensional homology manifold with boundary homology manifolds N and
M . Take the closed manifold

M x [0,1] U, M x [0,1],

where ¢: O(M x[0,1]) — O(M x[0,1]) is the identity map. Since M /D is n-dimensional,
the doubling of the decomposition € on M x [0,1]U, M x [0, 1] yields a finite dimensional
quotient space, we get this by using estimations for the covering dimension, see [HW41]
and [Da&6l, Corollary 2.4A]. So the decomposition space P obtained by factorizing M X
[0,1] Uy, M x [0,1] by the double of £ is a closed finite dimensional homology manifold by
[DV09, Proposition 8.5.1]. Since this space has an open set homeomorphic to R"*! | it is
(n+1)-dimensional. We obtain the space M x [0,1]/€ by cutting P into two pieces along
two subsets homeomorphic to M and IN. This means that M and N are cobordant in
ne. O

So if every 3-dimensional homology manifold is resolvable, then ‘ﬁg = 0. Also
note that the decomposition space S3/W of the Whitehead decomposition W is a null-
cobordant 3-dimensional homology manifold, because [S3] = 0.

Proposition 3.9. For n >4 the cobordism group M, is a subgroup of NE.

Proof. Let M; and My be closed manifolds. If the two cobordism classes [M;] and [Mj]
in MZ coincide, then since M; are manifolds, we have i(M;) = 1 hence a cobordism in
ME between M; and My also has index 1 so this cobordism is resolvable. By [Qu83|
Theorem 1.1] and Lemma [2.8] there is a manifold cobordism between M; and M. O

In Definition for i = 1,2 the space M;/D; is an n-dimensional ENR homology
manifold and W/€ is an (n + 1)-dimensional ENR homology manifold if we add the
appropriate collars by Lemma If (M, D) is such a cell-like decomposition, then we
can assign the cobordism class of the decomposition space M/D to the cobordism class
of (M,D). This map

Bn: By —NE
(M, D)] = [M/D]

is a group homomorphism. The image of 3, contains the classes represented by topo-
logical manifolds since trivial decompositions always exist and it contains also the classes
represented by homology manifolds having appropriate resolutions. For n = 1,2 all the
homology manifolds are topological manifolds [Wi79] so the homomorphism f,, is surjec-
tive. Take the natural forgetting homomorphism

F,: B,—MN,

(M, D)] — [M].
For every n > 0 the diagram



14 BOLDIZSAR KALMAR

is commutative by Proposition B.8 where ¢,, is the natural map assigning the cobordism
class [M] € ML to the cobordism class [M] € M,,.

Proposition 3.10. For every n > 0 the image of B, is equal to the subgroup of ME
generated by the cobordism classes of topological manifolds.

Proof. The statement follows from the fact that F, is surjective. O
Proposition 3.11. For n > 1, we have 3,(B,) =N, in NE.

Proof. By Proposition and Proposition B.10] we have 3,(B,) = M,, for n > 4. For
n = 3, since M3 = 0, the statement also holds. For n = 2, The group iy is isomorphic
to Zy so by Proposition 310 it is enough to show that B2(B2) = Zy. But [RP?] is not
null-cobordant in M% because RP? has a non-zero characteristic number as a smooth or
topological manifold and then by [BH91] it cannot be null-cobordant. For n = 1, of course
N =9, =0. O

Remark 3.12. Instead of cell-like decompositions, which result homology manifolds, it
would be possible to study decompositions which are just homologically acyclic and nearly
1-movable, see [DW83]. These result homology manifolds as well. Without being nearly
1-movable, these can result non-ANR homology manifolds.

As we could see, the class 5,([(M,D)]) = [M/D] € M, could not expose a lot of
things about the decomposition D. If we add more details to the homology manifolds
and their cobordisms, then we could obtain a finer invariant of the cobordism group of
decompositions. Recall that the singular set of a homology manifold is the set of non-
manifold points, which is a closed set.

Definition 3.13 (0- and 1-singular homology manifolds). A homology manifold is 0-
singular if its singular set is a 0-dimensional set. A compact homology manifold with
collared boundary is 1-singular if its singular set S consists of properly embedded arcs
such that S is a direct product in the collar. The closed n-dimensional 0-singular ho-
mology manifolds X; and Xy are cobordant if there exists a compact (n + 1)-dimensional
1-singular homology manifold W such that OW is homeomorphic to the disjoint union
of X7 and X and W NS coincides with the singular set of X7 LI X5 under this homeo-
morphism. The set of (oriented) cobordism classes is denoted by 9t (and Q2).

The set of cobordism classes M7 and Q2 are groups with the disjoint union as group
operation. Denote by 9% the cobordism group of 0-singular manifolds where the cobor-
disms are arbitrary but the singular set of the cobordisms is not the entire manifold.

Note that the representatives of the classes in f,(B,) are 0-singular and the cobor-
disms between them have not only singular points because the boundary has not only
singular points since the singular set is a compact 0-dimensional set. There are natural
homomorphisms

i B =N, iy By =Y and B, — B,
where B], is the version of B,, yielding 0-singular spaces and 1-singular cobordisms, there

is the forgetful map
©Ont ‘ﬁs — img
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and then the diagram

commutes.

’i/
n_ S
n mn

| [#n

in ¥n
B, —2— M0 ne

Observe that 1, is injective, ¢, is surjective and since [3,,(By,) = ¥ 0in(By) =

B/

MN,., the image i/, (B,) is in ¢, o1 1(MN,), which could be a larger group than I, .
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