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5 Bordism categories and

orientations of moduli spaces

Dominic Joyce and Markus Upmeier

Abstract

There are many situations in geometry where one forms moduli spaces
M of some geometric objects, and M may be a (possibly singular, or de-
rived) real manifold, and one wishes to define an orientation on M. Such
orientations are needed to define enumerative invariants which ‘count’
points in M, e.g. Donaldson invariants of 4-manifolds.

This monograph develops a new bordism-theoretic point of view on
orientations of moduli spaces. Let X be a compact n-manifold with geo-
metric structure Ω, and M a moduli space of geometric objects on X, e.g.
a moduli space of connections on X satisfying a curvature condition, or of
calibrated submanifolds in X. Our theory aims to answer the questions:

(i) Can we prove M is orientable for all such (X,Ω),M?

(ii) If not, can we give computable sufficient conditions on (X,Ω) that
guarantee M is orientable?

(iii) If the sufficient conditions hold, can we specify extra data on X
which allow us to construct a canonical orientation on M?

Our theory is written in terms of bordism groups of certain classifying
spaces T in Algebraic Topology, such as T = LBG for moduli spaces of
connections on principal G-bundles P → X. The typical answer to (ii) is
that M is orientable provided certain ‘bad’ bordism classes β in ΩSpin

n (T )
cannot be written in the form β = [X, φ] for our n-manifold X, and the
answer to (i) is yes if there are no ‘bad’ classes.

We define bordism categories, such as BordSpin
n (BG) with objects

(X,P ) for X a compact spin n-manifold and P → X a principal G-
bundle. Bordism categories are Picard groupoids. Orientation problems
are encoded in orientation functors O : BordSpin

n (BG) → s-Z2-tor. Ori-
entations on moduli spaces M on X are induced by trivializations of O on
a subcategory of BordSpin

n (BG) depending on X. We compute spin bor-
dism groups ΩSpin

n (T ) for many classifying spaces BG,MH,K(Z, R), . . .
using Algebraic Topology, and use these to answer orientability questions.

We apply our theory to study orientability and canonical orienta-
tions for moduli spaces of G2-instantons and of associative 3-folds in
G2-manifolds, and for moduli spaces of Spin(7)-instantons and of Cayley
4-folds in Spin(7)-manifolds, and for moduli spaces of coherent sheaves
and perfect complexes on Calabi–Yau 4-folds. The latter are needed to
define Donaldson–Thomas type invariants of Calabi–Yau 4-folds.
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1 Introduction

Coherent orientations of moduli spaces play an important role in gauge theory
and for enumerative geometry [9,37–39,59,61,80,99]. Despite their central role,
the absence of a general framework means that orientations often remain poorly
understood. Indeed, the motivating question for this work, which we answer
in §13, was whether one can construct canonical orientations for Donaldson–
Thomas type invariants of Calabi–Yau 4-folds [9, 24, 80].

In Differential Geometry, we study moduli spacesM of geometric objects E
on a compact manifold X which satisfy a nonlinear elliptic p.d.e. For example:

(a) Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact 7-manifold with coclosed G2-structure, G a Lie
group, and P → X a principal G-bundle. WriteMG2

P for the moduli space
of G2-instantons on P , that is, irreducible connections ∇ on P satisfying
the curvature condition π2

7(F∇) = 0, modulo gauge transformations.

(b) Similarly, if (X,Ω, g) is a compact 8-manifold with Spin(7)-structure, we

consider moduli spacesM
Spin(7)
P of Spin(7)-instantons on P → X .

(c) Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact 7-manifold with G2-structure. WriteMass
α for

the moduli space of associative 3-folds onX , that is, compact ϕ-calibrated
3-submanifolds N ⊂ X , in a fixed L-equivalence class α ∈ ΛSO

3 (X).

(d) Similarly, if (X,Ω, g) is a compact 8-manifold with Spin(7)-structure, we
consider moduli spacesMCay

α of Cayley 4-folds N ⊂ X .

In each case, the moduli spaceM is a smooth manifold if ϕ,Ω are generic, and
a derived manifold [56–58,60] in general, so orientations onM make sense.

There are also orientation problems in Algebraic Geometry. In particular:
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(e) Let X be a Calabi–Yau 4-fold, and Mst
α (τ) a proper moduli scheme of

Gieseker stable coherent sheaves on X with Chern character α. Borisov–
Joyce [9] showed how to make Mst

α (τ) into a derived manifold. Thus,
if we can choose an orientation on Mst

α (τ) (which has a purely algebro-
geometric definition), we get a virtual class [Mst

α (τ)]virt in H∗(M
st
α (τ),Z),

which can be used to define Donaldson–Thomas type ‘DT4 invariants’
of X . Later, Oh–Thomas [80] gave an algebro-geometric definition of
[Mst

α (τ)]virt, still needing a choice of orientation. DT4 invariants are now
a very active area, see for instance [6, 7, 9, 18, 19, 21–32,47, 61, 64, 80, 82].

Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Th. 1.15] showed that algebro-geometric orientations
onMst

α (τ) can be induced from orientations on moduli spaces of connections BP
on U(m)-bundles P → X for m ≫ 0, which is essentially the same orientation
problem as for Spin(7)-instantons in (b) above. This brings DT4 orientations
within the scope of our approach to orientations on moduli spaces.

In this monograph we develop a general framework for studying orientations
of moduli spaces using bordism categories. We illustrate the idea of bordism
categories using the gauge-theoretic categoriesBordSpinn (BG) from §4, which are
used in §12–§13 to solve (a),(b),(e) above. We also define submanifold bordism
categories BordBn,k(MH) in §5, used in §14 to solve (c),(d), cohomology bordism

categories BordBn (K(R, k)) in §6, which are used to reduce orientability and
canonical orientation problems to computations using cohomology operations,
such as Steenrod squares, and topological bordism categories BordBn (T )top in §7.

Let G be a Lie group, and n > 0. The bordism category BordSpinn (BG) is a
symmetric monoidal category with objects pairs (X,P ) for X a compact spin n-
manifold and P → X a principal G-bundle, and morphisms [Y,Q] : (X0, P0)→
(X1, P1) equivalence classes [Y,Q] of pairs (Y,Q), where Y is a compact spin
(n+ 1)-manifold with boundary ∂Y = −X0 ∐X1 and Q→ Y is a principal G-
bundle with Q|∂Y = P0 ∐ P1. The composition of [Y,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1)
and [Y ′, Q′] : (X1, P1) → (X2, P2) is [Y ∐X1 Y

′, Q ∐P1 Q
′]. The monoidal

structure is (X0, P0)⊗ (X1, P1) = (X0 ∐X1, P0 ∐ P1) on objects.
Then BordSpinn (BG) is a Picard groupoid, or abelian 2-group. As explained

in Appendix A, Picard groupoids C are classified up to equivalence by abelian
groups π0, π1 and a linear quadratic morphism q : π0 → π1. For BordSpinn (BG)

these are the spin bordism groups πi = ΩSpin
n+i (BG) for i = 0, 1, where BG is

the classifying space of G, and q is multiplication by α1 in ΩSpin
1 (∗) = Z2〈α1〉.

Thus, if we can compute ΩSpin
∗ (BG), we understand BordSpinn (BG) very well.

After some background from Algebraic Topology in §2, our first main results,
in §3, compute the spin bordism groups ΩSpin

n (T ), and in some cases ΩSpin
n−1 (LT ),

for n 6 9 and T in the list of spaces

MSU(2),MU(2),MSpin(4),MSO(4), BSU(m), BSp(m),

BE8, SU(2), SU, Sp,K(Z, 3),K(Z2, 3),K(Z, 4),K(Z2, 4).
(1.1)

Here MH is the Thom space of H → O(4), as in §2.5, and BG is the classi-
fying space of the Lie group G, and K(R, k) is an Eilenberg–MacLane space,
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which classifies cohomology classes in Hk(−, R). We also compute some maps

ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) : Ω̃Spin
n−1 (LT ;T ) → Ω̃Spin

n (T ) arising in our orientability theory. The
proofs of theorems in §3 are given in §15–§18.

As an example, we give a partial statement here of our results forMU(2) and
BSU(m), see Theorems 3.1–3.3 and Corollary 3.4. Section 3 also gives similar
results for the other spaces in (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. (a) In dimensions n 6 9 the reduced spin bordism groups
Ω̃Spin
n (MU(2)) are as follows:

n 0,1,2,3,5 4 6 8 9

Ω̃Spin
n (MU(2)) 0 Z〈δ〉 Z〈ε〉 Z〈 ζ12 , ζ2, ζ3〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉

(1.2)

Here, writing elements of Ω̃Spin
n (MU(2)) as [X,M ] for X a compact spin n-

manifold and M ⊂ X a compact (n − 4)-submanifold with a normal U(2)-
structure, we have

α1 = [S1nb] ∈ ΩSpin
1 (∗), δ = [S3 × S1b , {∗}], ε = [S5 × S1b ,S

2],

ζ1
2

= [(K3× S3)/Z2〈α〉 × S
1
b ,K3× {N} × {1}],

ζ2 = [HP2,HP
1
]− [HP2, ∅], ζ3 = [CP3 × (S1b)

2,CP2 × {1}2].

For n = 4, 6, 8 the isomorphisms in (1.2) may be written explicitly as

Ω̃Spin
4 (MU(2))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ #M,

Ω̃Spin
6 (MU(2))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ − 1

2

∫
M c1(νM ),

Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2))

∼=
−→ Z3,

[X,M ] 7−→
(
− sign(M)

8 +
∫
M

c1(νM )2

8 ,
∫
M
c2(νM ),

∫
M
c1(νM )2

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1, ε 7→ 1, and ζ1
2 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ3 7→ (0, 0, 1).

(b) There is a map ξ̂Spinn−1 (MU(2)) : ΩSpin
n−1 (LMU(2);MU(2))→ Ω̃Spin

n (MU(2))
defined in (2.7) below. In the notation of (a), this has image

n 0,1,2,3,5 4 6 8 9

Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (MU(2)) 0 Z〈δ〉 Z〈ε〉 Z〈 ζ12 , 2ζ2, ζ3〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉
(1.3)

(c) There is a 10-connected map MU(2) → BSU. Also the canonical map
BSU(m) → BSU is (2m + 1)-connected. These imply that Ω̃Spin

n (MU(2)) ∼=
Ω̃Spin
n (BSU) for n 6 9 and Ω̃Spin

n (BSU(m)) ∼= Ω̃Spin
n (BSU) for 2m > n. Hence

Ω̃Spin
n (BSU(m)) and Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (MSU(m)) for n 6 9 and 2m > n are as in

(1.2)–(1.3). For n = 4, 6, 8 and m > 2, 3 and 4 respectively, the description of
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Ω̃Spin
n (BSU(m)) may be written explicitly as

Ω̃Spin
4 (BSU(m))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,P ] 7−→

∫
X c2(P ), (1.4)

Ω̃Spin
6 (BSU(m))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,P ] 7−→ 1

2

∫
X c3(P ), (1.5)

Ω̃Spin
8 (BSU(m))

∼=−→ Z3, (1.6)

[X,P ] 7−→
(∫

X
[ c4(P )

6 − c2(P )2

12 − p1(TX)c2(P )
24 ],

∫
X
c2(P )

2,
∫
X
c4(P )

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1, ε 7→ 1 and ζ1
2 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ3 7→ (0, 0, 1).

Bordism theory is applicable to orientations of moduli spaces as the second
author [98] establishes a fundamental new technique that formalizes the idea
that for orientation problems based on twisted Dirac operators, orientations are
functorial along bordisms; we recall this result as Theorem 9.9 below.

LetX be a compact spin n-manifold and P → X a principalG-bundle. Write
BP = AP /Aut(P ) for the moduli stack of all connections∇ on P , modulo gauge
transformations. Suppose n ≡ 1, 7, 8 mod 8. Then we can define a principal Z2-
bundle OP → BP which parametrizes orientations at [∇] ∈ BP for the (positive)

Dirac operator /D
(+)
X ⊗ ad(∇) twisted by the connection ad(∇) on the adjoint

bundle g →֒ ad(P ) → X . (The restriction to n ≡ 1, 7, 8 mod 8 is because

otherwise /D
(+)
X is C- or H-linear, and is trivially oriented.) Such orientations

are relevant to instanton moduli spaces, since in (a),(b) we haveMP ⊂ BP , and
OP |MP

is the orientation bundle onMP , so that an orientation on BP induces
orientations of G2- or Spin(7)-instanton moduli spacesMP .

Using Theorem 9.9 we define a monoidal functor O : BordSpinn (BG) →
Z2-tor or s-Z2-tor, where Z2-tor, s-Z2-tor are the Picard groupoids of (super) Z2-
torsors. This functor controls orientations of moduli spaces BP in the following
sense: let X be a compact spin n-manifold, and write Bord

Spin
X (BG) for the

subcategory ofBordSpinn (BG) with objects (X,P ) and morphisms [X×[0, 1], Q].
Then a natural isomorphism ηX of functors in the diagram

BordX(BG)

✙ ✙✙ ✙
HP

ηX

1

//
� _

inc��

Z2-tor

BordSpinn (BG)
O // s-Z2-tor

forget Z2-grading

OO
(1.7)

is equivalent to choices of orientations for BP for all principalG-bundles P → X ,
invariant under isomorphisms P ∼= P ′. Using the description of BordSpinn (BG)

in terms of ΩSpin
n+i (BG) for i = 0, 1, in §9 we will prove:

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a compact spin n-manifold for n ≡ 1, 7, 8 mod 8, and
G be a Lie group. Then BP is orientable (i.e. the principal Z2-bundle OP → BP
is trivializable) for all principal G-bundles P → X if and only if

π1(O)
(
[X × S1, φ]

)
= 0 in Z2 for all maps φ : X × S1 → BG,

where π1(O) : Ω
Spin
n+1 (BG)→ Z2 is a group morphism.
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Writing ξSpinn (BG) : ΩSpin
n (LBG)→ ΩSpin

n+1 (BG) for the natural map, where
LBG is the free loop space of BG, this condition may also be written

π1(O) ◦ ξ
Spin
n (BG)

(
[X,φ′]

)
= 0 in Z2 for all maps φ′ : X → LBG.

Furthermore, BP is orientable for all X,P if and only if π1(O)◦ξSpinn (BG) ≡ 0.

We also prove similar results relevant to orientations of moduli spaces of
special submanifolds, as in (c),(d) above.

Results like Theorem 1.2 mean that we can answer orientability problems
by explicit computation of bordism groups ΩSpin

m (BG),ΩSpin
m (LBG) and mor-

phisms πi(O). As in Theorem 1.1, we calculate spin bordism groups of many
classifying spaces BG,LBG,MH,LMH,K(R, k),LK(R, k) that we will be in-
terested in, and the results are given in §3.

For a given spin n-manifold X , testing whether a class α ∈ ΩSpin
n+1 (BG) may

be written in the form [X × S1, φ] may not be easy. We develop a technique
to help with this. It turns out that in many examples we care about, the ori-
entation functor O : BordSpinn (BG) → s-Z2-tor factors via a monoidal functor
T : BordSpinn (BG) → BordSpinn (K(Z, 4)), where BordSpinn (K(Z, 4)) is a coho-

mology bordism category from §6. Testing whether a class β ∈ ΩSpin
n+1 (K(Z, 4))

may be written in the form [X×S1, ψ] reduces to conditions on the cohomology
of X , e.g. involving Steenrod squares, which are usually more computable.

Next we consider the question: suppose we have proved orientability of some
class of moduli spacesM on X , such as those in (a)–(e) above, by our bordism-
theoretic methods. What additional data on X do we need to construct a
canonical orientation on each moduli space M? For example, we would like
such canonical orientations to develop a theory of DT4 invariants in (e) above.

We explained above that a natural isomorphism ηX in (1.7) is equivalent
to choices of orientations for BP for all principal G-bundles P → X . However,
saying ηX is the additional data we want is not a good answer, as this allows an
arbitrary choice of orientation on BP for each isomorphism class of G-bundles
P → X . Instead, we hope that a much smaller amount of data on X — ideally,
only a finite choice — can be used to construct ηX in (1.7).

Our solution, when O factors as O ∼= H ◦ T for a monoidal functor T :
BordSpinn (BG)→ BordSpinn (K(Z, 4)), is to define a flag structure F on X to be
a natural isomorphism of functors in the following diagram:

BordX(K(Z, 4))

✙ ✙✙ ✙
HP

F

1

//
� _

inc��

Z2-tor

BordSpinn (K(Z, 4))
H // s-Z2-tor.

forget Z2-grading

OO
(1.8)

Having chosen a flag structure on X , we define ηX in (1.7) by pullback along T.
This is related to previous work of the authors [59,63]. The first author [59,

§3] defined a notion of flag structure on a compact 7-manifold X , and showed
that if (X,ϕ, g) is a compact G2-manifold then a flag structure on X induces
orientations on moduli spacesMass

α of associative 3-folds in X , as in (c) above.
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Then the authors [63] showed that a flag structure on X induces orientations on
moduli spacesMG2

P of G2-instantons in X when G = SU(m) or U(m), as in (a)
above. We show in Theorem 10.4 that the notions of flag structure in [59, §3]
and (1.8) are equivalent when n = 7.

Equation (1.8) provides a way to define flag structures in 8 dimensions, when
the ideas of [59] do not apply. We show in Theorem 10.7 that a compact spin
8-manifold X admits a flag structure if and only if the following condition holds:

(∗) There does not exist a class α ∈ H3(X,Z) such that
∫
X ᾱ ∪ Sq2(ᾱ) = 1

in Z2, where ᾱ ∈ H3(X,Z2) is the mod 2 reduction of α, and Sq2(ᾱ) in
H5(X,Z2) is its Steenrod square.

Then the set of flag structures F on X is a torsor for Map(H4(X,Z),Z2).
As defined in (1.8), a flag structure F includes an independent Z2 choice for

each α ∈ H4(X,Z), where the choice is canonical for α = 0. However, by impos-
ing extra conditions on F , e.g. by requiring F to factor viaBordSpinn (K(Z, 4))→
BordSpinn (K(Z2, 4)), we can reduce this to a finite choice.

To see how flag structures make choices of orientations more canonical, con-
sider the case G = U(m). Then the Z2-choice in F in (1.8) for α ∈ H4(X,Z)
determines the Z2-choices in ηX in (1.7) for all principal U(m)-bundles P → X
with c2(P )− c1(P )2 = α, independently of the other Chern classes ci(P ).

We develop our theory of bordism categories and orientations of moduli
spaces in §4–§11, with some proofs deferred to §19. Sections 12–14 give appli-
cations of our theory to problems (a)–(e) above. Theorems 1.3, 1.5, 1.8 and
1.10 summarize some main results from these sections. See §10 and §12–§14 for
definitions and notation.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a compact Lie group on the list

E8, E7, E6, G2, Spin(3), SU(m), U(m), Spin(2m), for m > 1. (1.9)

(a) Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian spin 7-manifold. Then BP is orientable
(i.e. the principal Z2-bundle OP → BP is trivializable) for all principal G-
bundles P → X. A choice of orientation for det /DX

∼= R and a flag structure
on X in the sense of §10.1 determine orientations on BP for all P → X.

(b) Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian spin 8-manifold which satisfies (∗)
above. Then BP is orientable for all principal G-bundles P → X. A choice

of orientation for det /D
+
X
∼= R and a flag structure on X in the sense of §10.2

determine orientations on BP for all P → X.

Remark 1.4. (i) Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian spin 8-manifold. When
G = E8, we show that condition (∗) holds for X if and only if (not just only
if) BP is orientable for all principal E8-bundles P → X .

(ii) The compact 8-manifold X = SU(3) does not satisfy condition (∗). We
show in Example 12.8 that BP is not orientable when P → X is the trivial
G-bundle for G any of SU(m),U(m), or Spin(2m) for m > 3, G2, E6, E7, or E8.
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(iii) Let X be a compact spin 8-manifold, not necessarily satisfying condition
(∗), and P → X be a principal G-bundle for G = SU(m) or U(m). Cao–Gross–
Joyce [20, Th. 1.11] claimed to prove BP is orientable. As in (ii), this is false
for X = SU(3), and there is a mistake in the proof of [20, Th. 1.11], which
is explained in Remark 12.7 below. The first author would like to apologize
for this mistake. One of the goals of this monograph was to fix the problems
with [20] under additional conditions on X .

(iv) We can also use our theory to answer orientability questions for Lie groups
G not in (1.9). For example, we show in Example 12.9 that if X is the compact
spin 7-manifold Sp(2) ×Sp(1)×Sp(1) Sp(1), so that X × S1 is a compact spin 8-
manifold, then BX×G and BX×S1×G are not orientable for the trivial G-bundles
X ×G→ X , X × S1 ×G→ X × S1 for any Lie group G on the list

F4, Sp(m+ 1), Spin(2m+ 3), SO(2m+ 3), where m > 1.

Theorem 1.5. (a) Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact G2-manifold with d(∗ϕ) = 0, and
let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (1.9). Then the G2-instanton moduli
space MG2

P is orientable for all principal G-bundles P → X, and a choice of
orientation for det /DX

∼= R and a flag structure on X in the sense of §10.1
determine orientations onMG2

P for all P → X.
If (ϕ, g) is torsion-free then det /DX has a canonical orientation.

(b) Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact G2-manifold. Then the moduli space of asso-

ciative 3-folds Mass
α is orientable for all α ∈ Λ

SO(4)
3 (X), and a choice of flag

structure F on X determines orientations on Mass
α for all α.

Remark 1.6. Theorem 1.5(a) was already known for G = SU(m) and U(m)
by the authors [63, Cor. 1.4]. Walpuski [99, §6.1] earlier proved orientability for
G = SU(m). Theorem 1.5(b) was already known when Mass

α is unobstructed
by the first author [59, §3.2]. In both cases we provide new proofs.

Remark 1.7. (On Floer gradings.) We can also use our theory to study gen-
eralizations of orientations. For example, if n ≡ 7 mod 8 then the material of
§9.2–§9.3 implies that principal Z2-bundle OP → BP above is the Z2-reduction
of a natural principal Z-bundle OZ

P → BP . This O
Z

P encodes information about
counting how many eigenvalues of twisted Dirac operators /DX ⊗ ad(∇) cross
zero as one deforms ∇ in a 1-parameter family. Write OZk

P → BP for the Zk-

reduction of OZ

P → BP for k > 2, a principal Zk-bundle, with O
Z2

P = OP .
Our theory also gives criteria for when the principal Z- or Zk-bundles O

Z

P or

OZk

P are trivializable, essentially the same as Theorem 1.2, but using morphisms
π1(O) to Z or Zk instead of Z2.

Results of this kind may have applications to gradings of Floer theories. As
in Donaldson [36], if X is a compact oriented homology 3-sphere, one can define
the instanton Floer homology HF∗(X). Roughly speaking, this is the homology
of a chain complex (CF∗(X), ∂) in which the generators are flat connections on
principal G-bundles P → X , usually for G = U(2) or SO(3), and the differential
∂ is defined by counting self-dual instantons on a principal G-bundle Q→ X×R
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which are asymptotic at ±∞ in R to given flat connections ∇± on X . The issue
of grading Floer theories is whether for HFk(X) the index k should lie in Z, or
Zk, or Z2 (or more generally in a torsor over Z,Zk or Z2).

Following Donaldson–Thomas [39] and Donaldson–Segal [38], if (X,ϕ, g) is a
compact G2-manifold, one can imagine trying to define a Floer theory in which
the Floer complex is generated by G2-instantons on a compact G2-manifold
(X,ϕ, g), and the differentials obtained by counting Spin(7)-instantons on X ×
R. There are of course serious analytic difficulties. Our theory is relevant to
gradings of such a Floer theory, if it exists, since trivializing OZ

P → BP or

OZk

P → BP would induce a grading of the Floer theory over Z or Zk.
In fact, we have proved a negative result : Corollary 11.2 implies that for

the groups G = SU(m), Sp(m) for m > 2 and E8, Theorem 1.3(a) does not
generalize to Z- or Zk-gradings for any k > 2. That is, for any G on this list,
there exists a compact spin 7-manifold X and a principal G-bundle P → X
such that OZ

P → BP or OZk

P → BP is not trivializable.

The analogue of Theorem 1.5 for Spin(7)-instantons is the following:

Theorem 1.8. Let (X,Ω, g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold satisfying condition
(∗) above. Then:

(a) Let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (1.9). Then the Spin(7)-instanton

moduli space M
Spin(7)
P is orientable for all principal G-bundles P → X, and a

choice of orientation for det /D
+
X
∼= R and a flag structure on X in the sense of

§10.2 determine orientations on M
Spin(7)
P for all P → X.

If (Ω, g) is torsion-free then det /D
+
X has a canonical orientation.

(b) The moduli spaces MCay,Spin(4)
α of spin Cayley 4-folds N in X are ori-

entable for all α ∈ Λ
Spin(4)
4 (X). A choice of flag structure F on X determines

orientations on MCay,Spin(4)
α for all α ∈ Λ

Spin(4)
4 (X).

Remark 1.9. Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Cor. 1.12] claimed to prove orientability
in (a) for G = SU(m) or U(m), without requiring X to satisfy condition (∗).
However, the proof relied on [20, Th. 1.11], which is false as in Remark 1.4(iii).

Theorem 1.10. Let X be a Calabi–Yau 4-fold, and suppose that X satisfies
condition (∗). Then the moduli stacks M of all objects in Dbcoh(X), and Mα ⊂
M of objects F • in Dbcoh(X) with JF •K = α ∈ K0

top(X), are orientable in the
sense of Definition 13.2. A choice of flag structure F on X in the sense of §10.2
determines an orientation on the moduli stacks M,Mα. Such orientations are
necessary for defining DT4 invariants of X, as in Borisov–Joyce [9] and
Oh–Thomas [80].

If c2(α)− c1(α)2 = 0 in H4(X,Z) then we can construct a canonical orien-
tation onMα without choosing a flag structure.

Remark 1.11. (i) Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Cor. 1.17] claimed to prove orientabil-
ity in Theorem 1.10 without requiring X to satisfy condition (∗). However, the
proof relied on [20, Th. 1.11], which is false as in Remark 1.4(iii).
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(ii) As explained in §13, the last part of Theorem 1.10 resolves an apparent
paradox in the literature on DT4 invariants. In the papers [7,18,19,21–32] one
can find many (often conjectural) relations of the form

Conventional invariants of X ≃ DT4 invariants of X , (1.10)

where by ‘conventional invariants’ of X we mean things like the Euler charac-
teristic and Gromov–Witten invariants, and the relation ‘≃’ may involve change
of variables in a generating function, etc.

Now the left hand side of (1.10) does not involve orientations, but the right
hand side needs a choice of orientations on the moduli spacesMα to determine
the signs of the DT4 invariants. All relations (1.10) in [7, 18, 19, 21–32] involve
only moduli spacesMα on X with c1(α) = c2(α) = 0 in H∗(X,Z). These have
canonical orientations without arbitrary choices, resolving the paradox.

(iii) The authors do not know of any examples of either compact 8-manifolds
with holonomy Spin(7), or Calabi–Yau 4-folds, for which condition (∗) does not
hold. It would be interesting to know if such examples exist.

Acknowledgements. This research was partly funded by a Simons Collaboration
Grant on ‘Special Holonomy in Geometry, Analysis and Physics’. The second
author thanks Mark Grant for several useful discussions.

For the purpose of open access, the authors have applied a CC BY public
copyright licence to any Author Accepted Manuscript (AAM) version arising
from this submission.

2 Background from Algebraic Topology

2.1 Bordism theory

2.1.1 Tangential structures

To define bordism groups with different flavours, we first define tangential struc-
tures. Our treatment is based on Lashof [65] and Stong [88].

Definition 2.1. Let BO = colimn→∞BO(n) be the classifying space of the
stable orthogonal group, the direct limit of the classifying spaces BO(n) of the
orthogonal groups O(n) under the inclusions O(n) →֒ O(n + 1). There are
natural continuous maps ιBO(n) : BO(n)→ BO coming from the direct limit.

The inclusions O(m) × O(n) → O(m+ n) induce a binary operation µBO :
BO×BO→ BO which is up to homotopy associative, unital, and commutative.
Hence BO is a commutative H-space.

If X is a smooth n-manifold (possibly with boundary or corners) then choos-
ing a Riemannian metric g on X gives TX an O(n)-structure, so we have a clas-
sifying map φTX : X → BO(n), which we compose with ιBO(n) : BO(n)→ BO
to get a map φstTX : X → BO classifying the stable tangent bundle of X . Up to
contractible choice this is unique and independent of the Riemannian metric g
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on X, which permits us to fix the choice of φstTX below. We have a homotopy
commutative diagram

X

φTX��
φTX⊕R

**❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱ φst

TX

**
BO(n) // BO(n+ 1)

ιBO(n+1) // BO,

where R → X is the trivial line bundle. The vector bundle isomorphism
idTX ⊕ − idR : TX ⊕ R → TX ⊕ R induces a homotopy −1φTX⊕R

: φTX⊕R ⇒
φTX⊕R whose square is homotopic to the constant homotopy IdφTX⊕R

. We define
−1φst

TX
: φstTX ⇒ φstTX to be the horizontal composition of this with IdιBO(n)

.
If X has boundary or corners then TX |∂X ∼= T (∂X)⊕ R, where R → X is

the trivial line bundle. Thus we have a homotopy commutative diagram

∂X

✙ ✙✙ ✙
HPi∂X

//

φT∂X��

X

φTX ��
BO(n− 1) // BO(n).

Composing with BO(n)→ BO shows that

φstTX |∂X ≃ φ
st
T (∂X). (2.1)

A tangential structure B = (B, β) is a topological space B and a continuous
map β : B → BO. We say that B has products if we are given a continuous
map µB : B × B → B, which is homotopy commutative and associative, in a
homotopy commutative diagram

B ×B µB

//

β×β
�� ✙ ✙✙ ✙

HP
ηB

B

β
��

BO×BO
µBO // BO.

A B-structure γX = (γX , ηX) on a smooth manifold X (possibly with
boundary or corners) is a homotopy commutative diagram of continuous maps

✚✚ ✚✚	� ηX
B

β

**❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

X

γX
44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐ φst

X // BO.

(2.2)

An isomorphism of tangential structures γX = (γX , ηX) and γ′
X = (γ′X , η

′
X)

is represented by a homotopy η : γX ⇒ γ′X such that the diagram

β ◦ γX β ◦ γ′X

φstX

ηX

Idβ ◦η

η′X
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commutes up to homotopy (of homotopies). Here we only care about η up to
homotopy and often we will only care about isomorphism classes ofB-structures.

The opposite B-structure −γX is obtained by composing homotopies across
the diagram

✚✚ ✚✚	� ηX
B

β

**❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

X
✛✛ ✛✛ 	� −1φst

TX
φst
X

77

γX
44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐

φst
X

// BO.

Often we just write a manifold with B-structure (X,γX) as X , omitting γX
from the notation. In this case we write −X as a shorthand for (X,−γX), that
is, X with the opposite B-structure.

From (2.1) we see that if X has boundary or corners then composing (2.2)
with iX : ∂X → X gives a restriction γX |∂X which is a B-structure on ∂X .

If B = (B, β), B′ = (B′, β′) are tangential structures, we say that B factors
through B′ if there is a homotopy commutative diagram

✚✚ ✚✚	�

B′

β′

**❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

B

44✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐✐ β // BO.

(2.3)

Composing with this diagram, a B-structure on X induces a B′-structure.

Here are some examples, including well known geometric structures such as
orientations and spin structures.

Example 2.2. (a) The orthogonal tangential structure is O = (BO, idBO).
Every manifold X has an O-structure unique up to homotopy.

(b) The special orthogonal tangential structure is SO = (BSO, βSO), where
BSO = colimn→∞BSO(n) and βSO : BSO → BO is induced by the inclusions
SO(n) →֒ O(n). A SO-structure on X is equivalent to an orientation on X .
The opposite SO-structure is equivalent to the opposite orientation.

(c) The spin tangential structure is Spin = (BSpin, βSpin), where BSpin =
colimn→∞BSpin(n) and βSpin : BSpin → BO is induced by Spin(n) → O(n).
A Spin-structure on X is equivalent to an orientation and a spin structure.

(d) The spinc tangential structure is Spinc = (BSpinc, βSpinc), for BSpinc =
colimn→∞BSpinc(n) and βSpinc : BSpinc → BO induced by Spinc(n) → O(n).
A Spinc-structure on X amounts to an orientation and a spinc structure.

(e) The unitary tangential structure is U = (BU, βU), where BU = colimm→∞

BU(m) and βU : BU→ BO is induced by the commutative diagram

· · · // U(m) //

��

U(m) //

��

U(m+ 1) //

��

U(m+ 1) //

��

· · ·

· · · // O(2m) // O(2m+ 1) // O(2m+ 2) // O(2m+ 3) // · · · .
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A U-structure on X is equivalent to a stable almost complex structure on X.

(f) The special unitary tangential structure is SU = (BSU, βSU), where BSU =
colimm→∞BSU(m) and βSU : BSU→ BO is defined as in (e).

(g) The quaternionic tangential structure is Sp = (BSp, βSp), where BSp =
colimm→∞BSp(m) and βSp : BSp→ BO is defined in a similar way to (e).

All of the tangential structures in (a)–(g) have products. Also (b)–(g)
factor through SO, but (a) does not.

2.1.2 Bordism, as a generalized homology theory

Let B be a tangential structure. Then B-bordism ΩB

∗ (−) is a generalized ho-
mology theory of topological spaces T , in which the ‘n-chains’ are continuous
maps f : X → T for X a compact n-manifold with a B-structure. The subject
began with the work of Thom [91]. Bordism was introduced by Atiyah [2], and
good references are Conner [34, §I] and Stong [88].

Definition 2.3. Let B be a tangential structure, T be a topological space,
and n ∈ N. Consider triples (X,γX , f), where X is a compact manifold with
dimX = n, γX is a B-structure on X , and f : X → T is a continuous map.
Given two such triples, a bordism from (X0,γX0

, f0) to (X1,γX1
, f1) is a triple

(W,γW , e), where:

(i) W is a compact (n+1)-manifold with boundary, with a given identification
∂W ∼= X0 ∐X1.

(ii) γW is a B-structure on W , with a given isomorphism of B-structures
γW |∂W ∼= −γX0

∐ γX1
on ∂W ∼= X0 ∐X1.

(iii) e : W → T is a continuous map such that e|∂W ∼= f0 ∐ f1 under the
identification ∂W ∼= X0 ∐X1.

Write (X0,γX0
, f0) ∼ (X1,γX1

, f1) if there exists such a bordism (W,γW , e).
Then ‘∼’ is an equivalence relation, called B-bordism, and the equivalence class
[X,γX , f ] is called a B-bordism class. The nth B-bordism group ΩB

n (T ) is the
set of B-bordism classes [X,γX , f ] with dimX = n, where the group structure
has zero element 0T = [∅, ∅, ∅], addition [X,γX , f ]+[X ′,γX′ , f ′] = [X∐X ′,γX∐
γX′ , f ∐ f ′], and inverse −[X,γX , f ] = [X,−γX , f ].

When T is a point we may omit the necessarily constant map f from the
notation, and write elements of ΩB

n (∗) as [X,γX ].
If T is a smooth manifold then, as smooth maps are dense in continuous

maps, we can take f : X → T and e : W → F above to be smooth.
Now suppose that B′ is another tangential structure and that B factors

through B′ as in (2.3) of Definition 2.1. Then a B-structure γX on a manifold
X induces a B′-structure ΠB

′

B
(γX) on X . This defines a group morphism

ΩB

n (T )
ΠB

′

B−→ ΩB
′

n (T ), [X,γX , f ] 7−→
[
X,ΠB

′

B
(γX), f

]
.
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If ι : U →֒ T is a subspace we can define relative bordism groups ΩB

n (T ;U),
whose elements [X,γX , f ] are bordism classes of triples (X,γX , f) with X a
compact n-manifold with boundary and B-structure γX , and f : X → T a
continuous map with f(∂X) ⊆ U ⊆ T . These fit into a long exact sequence

· · · // ΩB

n (U)
ι∗ // ΩB

n (T )
π∗ // ΩB

n (T ;U)
∂ // ΩB

n−1(U) // · · · .

If T is path-connected we define the reduced bordism groups to be Ω̃B

n (T ) =
ΩB

n (T ; {t0}), for t0 ∈ T any base point. As the inclusion of U = {t0} has a left
inverse, the long exact sequence reduces to short exact sequences

0 // ΩB

n (∗)
ι∗ // ΩB

n (T )
π∗ // Ω̃B

n (T ) // 0.

n=0 n=1 n=2 n=3 n=4 n=5 n=6 n=7 n=8 n=9

ΩSO
n (∗) Z 0 0 0 Z Z2 0 0 Z2

ΩO
n (∗) Z2 0 Z2 0 Z2

2 Z2 Z3
2 Z2 Z5

2

ΩSpin
n (∗) Z Z2 Z2 0 Z 0 0 0 Z2 Z2

2

ΩSpinc

n (∗) Z 0 Z 0 Z2 0 Z2 0 Z4 0

ΩU
n (∗) Z 0 Z 0 Z2 0 Z3 0 Z5

ΩSU
n (∗) Z Z2 Z2 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z2

Table 2.1: B-bordism groups of the point

As B-bordism ΩB

∗ (−) is a generalized homology theory, as in §2.2 there is an
Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence Hp(T,Ω

B

q (∗)) ⇒ ΩB

p+q(T ), where ∗ is the

point. If T is path-connected then as the splitting ΩB

∗ (T ) = ΩB

∗ (∗)⊕ Ω̃B

∗ (T ) is
functorial, this induces a spectral sequence H̃p(T,Ω

B

q (∗)) ⇒ Ω̃B

p+q(T ). Thus, a

lot of important behaviour of bordism depends on the bordism groups ΩB

n (∗) of
the point, so much effort has gone into calculating these. Table 2.1 gives values
of ΩB

n (∗) for B = SO,O,Spin,Spinc,U,SU and n 6 9, which are taken from
Stong [88], Anderson, Brown and Peterson [1], and Gilkey [44, pp. 330, 333].
Note that we omit the letter B from the notation for the bordism group for the
classical tangential structures defined in Example 2.2.

n 0 1 2 4 8 9

ΩSpin
n (∗) Z〈1〉 Z2〈α1〉 Z2〈α2

1〉 Z〈α4〉 Z〈α8, α
′
8〉 Z2〈α1α8, α1α

′
8〉

α1 = [S1nb], α4 = [K3], α8 = [HP2], α′
8 = [(K3×K3)/Z2

2]

Table 2.2: Explicit presentation of ΩSpin
n (∗), n 6 9

A presentation of ΩSpin
n (∗), n 6 9 is given in Table 2.2, where S1nb is S1

with the non-bounding spin structure, i.e. the unique spin structure that does
not extend from S1 = ∂D2 to D2.
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2.1.3 Free loop spaces, based loop spaces, and their bordism

Definition 2.4. Let T be a topological space, which we suppose is path-
connected, with a basepoint t0 ∈ T . Write S1 = R/Z, with basepoint 0 = 0+Z.
The free loop space of T is LT = MapC0

(S1, T ), with the compact-open topol-
ogy. Points of LT are continuous maps γ : S1 → T , that is, loops in T . The
based loop space of T is ΩT = MapC0

((S1, 0), (T, t0)). Points of ΩT are contin-
uous maps γ : S1 → T with γ(0) = t0, that is, based loops in T .

Mapping γ 7→ γ(0) defines an evaluation map ev0 : LT → T , with ev−1
0 (0) =

ΩT . It is a homotopy fibration, with fibre ΩT . Let B be a tangential structure.
As B-bordism ΩB

∗ (−) is a generalized homology theory, the homotopy fibration
gives an Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

Hp

(
T,ΩB

q (ΩT )
)
=⇒ ΩB

p+q(LT ). (2.4)

The fibration has a section sT : T → LT mapping t ∈ T to the constant loop
S1 → {t} ⊂ T , with ev0 ◦sT = idT . The morphisms (ev0)∗ : ΩB

n (LT )→ ΩB

n (T )
and (sT )∗ : ΩB

n (T )→ ΩB

n (LT ) induce a splitting

ΩB

n (LT ) = ΩB

n (T )⊕ ΩB

n (LT ;T ), where

ΩB

n (LT ;T ) = Ker
(
(ev0)∗ : ΩB

n (LT ) −→ ΩB

n (T )
)
.

(2.5)

Write ΠB

n (T ) : ΩB

n (LT )→ ΩB

n (LT ;T ) for the projection in this direct sum. We
regard ΩB

n (LT ;T ) as a relative B-bordism group.
The decomposition (2.5) of ΩB

n (LT ) corresponds in the spectral sequence
(2.4) to the decomposition ΩB

q (ΩT ) = ΩB

q (∗)⊕ Ω̃B

q (ΩT ). Therefore (2.4) splits

as the direct sum of two spectral sequences, with the first Hp

(
T,ΩB

q (∗)
)
⇒

ΩB

p+q(T ) the usual spectral sequence for computing ΩB

∗ (T ), and the second

being Hp

(
T, Ω̃B

q (ΩT )
)
⇒ ΩB

p+q(LT ;T ).
Let f : S → T be a continuous map of connected topological spaces, and

write Lf : LS → LT for the induced map of free loop spaces. Then Lf∗ :
ΩB

n (LS)→ ΩB

n (LT ) is compatible with the splittings (2.5). Write

fB

rel : Ω
B

n (LS;S) −→ ΩB

n (LT ;T )

for the restriction of Lf∗ to relative B-bordism.
Now a continuous map φ : X → LT is equivalent to a continuous map

φ′ : X × S1 → T , by the tautological definition φ′(x, y) = φ(x)(y) for x ∈ X
and y ∈ S1. Define a morphism

ξBn (T ) : ΩB

n (LT ) −→ Ω̃B

n+1(T ) by

ξBn (T ) : [X,γX , φ] 7−→ [X × S1,γX × γS1 , φ′],
(2.6)

where φ′ is as above and γS1 is the B-structure on S1 induced from the stan-
dard B-structure on the closed unit disc D2 ⊂ R2 by identifying S1 = ∂D2.
Here ξBn (T ) maps to Ω̃B

n+1(T ) = Ker
(
ΩB

n+1(T ) → ΩB

n+1(∗)
)
⊂ ΩB

n+1(T ) as the
projection of (2.6) to ΩB

n+1(∗) is [X × S
1] = [X ] · [S1] = 0 since S1 = ∂D2.
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Equation (2.6) is compatible with equivalences (X0,γX0
, φ0) ∼ (X1,γX1

,
φ1), and so is well defined. Note that [S1,γS1 ] = 0 in ΩB

1 (∗). When B = Spin

there is also a second Spin-structure γ′
S1 on S1 with [S1,γ ′

S1 ] 6= 0 in ΩSpin
1 (∗);

it is important that we use γS1 rather than γ′
S1 in (2.6).

Consider the diagram

0 // ΩB

n (T )

0 ((◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗

(sT )∗ // ΩB

n (LT )
ΠB

n (T ) //

ξBn (T )��

ΩB

n (LT ;T )

ξ̂Bn (T )uu

// 0

Ω̃B

n+1(T ).

(2.7)

The top row is exact. If [X,γX , ψ] ∈ ΩB

n (T ) then

ξBn (T ) ◦ (sT )∗
(
[X,γX , ψ]

)
= ξBn (T )

(
[X,γX , sT ◦ ψ]

)

= [X × S1,γX × γS1 , ψ ◦ πX ] = [X,γX , ψ] ∗ [S
1,γS1 ] = [X,γX , ψ] ∗ 0 = 0,

where ∗ : ΩB

n (T ) × ΩB

q (∗) → ΩB

n+1(T ) is the natural product. Thus the left

hand triangle of (2.7) commutes, so there exists a unique morphism ξ̂Bn (T ) :
ΩB

n (LT ;T )→ Ω̃B

n+1(T ) making the right hand triangle commute.

2.2 The Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

As spin bordism is a generalized homology theory, for each topological space
with basepoint t0 ∈ T there is an Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p

(
T,ΩSpin

q (∗)
)
=⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (T ). (2.8)

Evaluation of the spectral sequence requires knowledge of the graded coefficient
ring

⊕
n∈N

ΩSpin
n (∗), which is shown in Table 2.2 for n 6 9.

We explain the meaning of (2.8), and refer to McCleary [71] for a compre-
hensive introduction to spectral sequences. A spectral sequence consists of a
sequence of bigraded abelian groups {(Erp,q, d

r
p,q)}p,q∈Z for each r = 2, 3, . . .,

the pages of the spectral sequence, and differentials drp,q : Erp,q → Erp−r,q+r−1.
The groups Er+1

p,q of the Er+1-page are the homology groups of (Erp,q, d
r
p,q) of

the Er-page, beginning with E2
p,q = H̃p(T,Ω

Spin
q (∗)). If the spectral sequence

is convergent, the groups Erp,q stabilize for large values of r to groups E∞
p,q.

Moreover, for each n there is a filtration

0 = F−1,n ⊂ F0,n ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fp,n ⊂ Fp+1,n ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn,n = Ω̃Spin
n (T ).

If T is a CW complex, then Fp,n is defined to be the image of the morphism

Ω̃Spin
n (Tp) → Ω̃Spin

n (T ) induced by the inclusion of the p-skeleton Tp. For all
p, n in N there are natural isomorphisms

Fp,n/Fp−1,n
∼= E∞

p,n−p. (2.9)
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Fix p. The direct sum
⊕

q E
r
p,q over all groups in the p-th column of the

Er-page of the spectral sequence forms a graded module over the graded ring⊕
n∈N

ΩSpin
n (∗), and the differentials drp,q are linear for this module structure.

Moreover, the filtration is compatible with the graded module structure and for
each α ∈ ΩSpin

d (∗) there is a commutative diagram

0 Fp−1,n Fp,n E∞
p,n−p 0

0 Fp−1,n+d Fp,n+d E∞
p,n+d−p 0.

⊂

·α ·α ·α

⊂

To emphasize the dependence of the spectral sequence and of the filtration
on the space T , we sometimes write Erp,q(T ), d

r
p,q(T ), and Fp,n(T ).

The suspension isomorphism σ : Ω̃Spin
n (T )→ Ω̃Spin

n+1 (ΣT ) maps the filtration
Fp,n to Fp+1,n+1 and so induces a morphism of spectral sequences

Erp,q(T ) −→ Erp+1,q(ΣT ). (2.10)

On the E2-page the morphism (2.10) coincides with the suspension isomorphism
σ : H̃p(T,Ω

Spin
q (∗)) → H̃p+1(T,Ω

Spin
q (∗)) in ordinary homology. Moreover, we

have commutative diagrams

0 Fp−1,n(T ) Fp,n(T ) E∞
p,n−p(T ) 0

0 Fp,n+1(ΣT ) Fp+1,n+1(ΣT ) E∞
p+1,n−p(ΣT ) 0.

⊂

σ∼= σ∼= σ∼=

⊂

In general, the differentials in a spectral sequence are difficult to compute.
For the spectral sequence (2.8) it is possible to compute d2p,0, d

2
p,1 by the follow-

ing result of Maunder [69], see also [1, Lem. 5.6].

Proposition 2.5. For the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence of spin bordism,
the differentials d2p,1 : H̃p(T,Z2) ∼= E2

p,1 → E2
p−2,2

∼= H̃p−2(T,Z2) on the E2-

page are dual to the Steenrod operation Sq2. Moreover, d2p,0 = d2p,1 ◦ ρ2 where
ρ2 : Hp(T,Z)→ Hp(T,Z2) is reduction modulo two.

By taking the push-forward of the fundamental class of a compact spin n-
manifold, we obtain a morphism

Ψn(T ) : Ω̃
Spin
n (T ) −→ H̃n(T,Z), [f : X → T ] 7−→ f∗([X ]). (2.11)

Proposition 2.6.

Ψn(T ) injective ⇐⇒ E∞
n−1,1 = · · · = E∞

0,n = 0,

Ψn(T ) surjective ⇐⇒ drn,0 : Ern,0 → Ern−r,r−1 vanish for all r > 2.
(2.12)
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Proof. Since (2.11) is a transformation of cohomology theories, it induces a mor-
phism of Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequences. The E2-page of the spectral
sequence H̃p(T ;Hq(∗,Z)) ⇒ H̃p+q(T,Z) consists of a single row, so the spec-

tral sequence collapses and we have a trivial filtration with E2
n,0 = H̃n(T,Z).

Moreover, we see that KerΨn(T ) = Fn−1,n. We can thus factor Ψn(T ) as

Ω̃Spin
n (T ) = Fn,n −։ Fn,n/Fn−1,n

∼= E∞
n,0 −֒→E2

n,0 = H̃n(T,Z), (2.13)

where the first map is surjective and the last map is injective. Hence (2.13) is
injective if and only if Fn−1,n = 0. Moreover, (2.13) is surjective if and only if
E2
n,0 = E∞

n,0. These conditions are equivalent to those stated in (2.12).

If E∞
n,0 ⊂ E

2
n,0 = H̃n(T,Z) is freely generated by homology classes α1, . . . , αk

of orders m1, . . . ,mk > 0, we can interpret Ψn(T ) as a morphism Ω̃Spin
n (T ) →

Zm1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zmk . Suppose that aj ∈ Hn(T,Zmj ) are cohomology classes satis-
fying 〈ai, αj mod mi〉 = δi,j . Then we can write this morphism as

Ψn(T )([X, f ]) =
(∫
X
f∗(a1), . . . ,

∫
X
f∗(ak)

)
.

If (2.12) holds, these give explicit isomorphisms Ω̃Spin
n (T ) ∼= Zm1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zmk .

2.3 Eilenberg–MacLane spaces and Steenrod squares

The differentials in the spectral sequence (2.8) are determined by Steenrod
squares, which are linked to Eilenberg–MacLane spaces. As both of these con-
cepts play an important role in what follows, we briefly review them here.

Definition 2.7. Let A be an abelian group and n > 1. The Eilenberg–MacLane
space K(A, n) is a connected topological space, well-defined up to homotopy
equivalence, such that πk(K(A, n)) = 0 for all n 6= k and A ∼= πn(K(A, n)).

There is a Hurewicz isomorphism

A ∼= πn(K(A, n)) −→ Hn(K(A, n),Z) (2.14)

and a primary class en ∈ Hn(K(A, n), A) that corresponds under the isomor-
phism Hn(K(A, n), A) ∼= Hom(Hn(K(A, n),Z), A) to the inverse of (2.14).

A useful, alternative definition of K(A, n) arises in obstruction theory and
states that K(A, n) is characterized by the property that cohomology classes
u ∈ Hn(X,A) correspond bijectively to homotopy classes of maps f : X →
K(A, n) satisfying f∗(en) = u.

Definition 2.8. For any topological space X and i > 0 the Steenrod operation
is a group morphism

Sqi : H∗(X,Z2) −→ H∗+i(X,Z2),

characterized uniquely by the following axioms:
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(a) Naturality. For any continuous map f : X → Y ,

f∗ ◦ Sqi = Sqi ◦f∗.

(b) Normalization. If x ∈ Hn(X,Z2) has degree n, then

Sq0(x) = x, Sqn(x) = x ∪ x, Sqm(x) = 0 for all m > n.

(c) Cartan formula. For all x, y ∈ H∗(X,Z2) we have

Sqn(x ∪ y) =
∑

i+j=n

Sqi(x) ∪ Sqj(y).

It follows from these axioms that Sqi is a stable cohomology operation, mean-
ing that it commutes with suspension isomorphisms. Another important conse-
quence of the axioms is the Adem relation for all i, j > 0, i < 2j,

Sqi Sqj =

⌊i/2⌋∑

k=0

(
j − k − 1

i− 2k

)
Sqi+j−k Sqk . (2.15)

The first Steenrod operation Sq1 is closely connected to the Bockstein homo-
morphism β2 : H∗(X,Z2)→ H∗+1(X,Z) associated to the short exact sequence

0 Z Z Z2 0,
µ2 ρ2

where µ2 is multiplication by 2 and ρ2 is reduction modulo 2. Specifically,

Sq1 = ρ2 ◦ β2 (2.16)

Moreover, for all odd i = 2k + 1 there are integral Steenrod operations

Sq2k+1
Z

= β2 ◦ Sq
2k : H∗(X,Z2) −→ H∗+2k+1(X,Z) (2.17)

into integral cohomology. The Adem relation Sq1 ◦ Sq2k = Sq2k+1 implies

ρ2 ◦ Sq
2k+1
Z

= (ρ2 ◦ β2) ◦ Sq
2k = Sq1 ◦ Sq2k = Sq2k+1 .

Example 2.9. The Z2-cohomology of the classifying space BO(n) is a polyno-
mial Z2-algebra generated by the Stiefel–Whitney classes w1, . . . , wn. The Wu
formula calculates the Steenrod squares of these for i < j and states

Sqi(wj) =

i∑

k=0

(
j − k − 1

i− k

)
wi+j−kwt.

A sequence I = (i1, i2, · · · ) of natural numbers is admissible if i1 > 2i2,
i2 > 2i3, · · · . The excess of an admissible sequence is e(I) = (i1 − 2i2) + (i2 −
2i3)+ · · · . Write ᾱ ∈ Hn(X,Z2) for the reduction modulo two of a cohomology
class α ∈ Hn(X,Z). From Serre [85, Th. 3] we recall the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.10. Let n > 2. The cohomology H∗(K(Z, n),Z2) is the polynomial
Z2-algebra on generators SqI(ēn) for all admissible sequences I = (i1, i2, · · · )
with excess e(I) < n and all entries ik 6= 1.

We shall also need the following cohomology operation. Following Browder–
Thomas [13], the Pontrjagin square is characterized by the following axioms.

Definition 2.11. For any topological space X the Pontrjagin square is a (non-
additive) map

P : H2∗(X,Z2) −→ H4∗(X,Z4)

characterized uniquely by the following axioms:

(a) Naturality. P is natural in X ;

(b) Addition formula. For all x̄, ȳ ∈ H2n(X,Z2) we have

P(x̄+ ȳ) = P(x̄) + P(ȳ) + µ̃2(x̄ ∪ ȳ).

(c) Normalization. The mod 2 reduction of P is the cup square:

ρ̄2 ◦ P(x̄) = x̄2.

If x̄ = ρ̄2(x̃) can be lifted to x̃ ∈ H2n(X,Z4), then

P(ρ̄2(x̃)) = x̃2.

Here, µ̃2 is the map of coefficients Z2 → Z4 induced by multiplication by 2,
and ρ̄2 is the map of coefficients Z4 → Z2 induced by projection modulo 2.

2.4 The spectral sequence for the free loop space

Let T be a path-connected topological space with basepoint t0 ∈ T .
There is a more general version of the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

for Serre fibrations, which we shall use for the loop space fibration defined as
follows. The free loop space is the set LT of all continuous maps γ : S1 → T ,
with the compact-open topology. The based loop space is the subspace of all
γ ∈ LT satisfying γ(1) = t0. Evaluation at 1 ∈ S1 defines a Serre fibration

πT : LT −→ T, γ 7−→ γ(1),

with fibre ΩT , and there is an Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

Hp

(
T,ΩSpin

q (ΩT )
)
=⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LT ). (2.18)

Inclusion of the constant loops defines a section sT : T → LT of the fibration,
with πT ◦ sT = idT and the morphisms (πT )∗ : ΩSpin

n (LT ) → ΩSpin
n (T ) and

(sT )∗ : ΩSpin
n (T )→ ΩSpin

n (LT ) induce a splitting

ΩSpin
n (LT ) = ΩSpin

n (T )⊕ ΩSpin
n (LT ;T ), (2.19)
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where ΩSpin
n (LT ;T ) is the relative spin bordism group. The decomposition

(2.19) of ΩSpin
n (LT ) corresponds in the spectral sequence (2.18) to the decompo-

sition ΩSpin
q (ΩT ) = ΩSpin

q (∗)⊕ Ω̃Spin
q (ΩT ). Therefore (2.18) splits as the direct

sum of two spectral sequences, the first being Hp

(
T,ΩSpin

q (∗)
)
⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (T ) and
the second being

Hp

(
T, Ω̃Spin

q (ΩT )
)
=⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LT ;T ). (2.20)

If T is a CW complex with p-skeleta Tp ⊂ T for p > 0, then the filtration of
ΩSpin
n (LT ;T ) is

Fp,n = Im
(
ΩSpin
n (π−1

T (Tp);Tp)→ ΩSpin
n (LT ;T )

)
. (2.21)

In particular, if T is connected, we can take T0 = {∗} and then π−1
T (T0) = ΩT ,

so the inclusion j : ΩT → LT of the based loop space into the free loop space
induces a map

j∗ : Ω̃Spin
n (ΩT ) = ΩSpin

n (ΩT ; ∗) −→ ΩSpin
n (LT ;T )

whose image is the first term F0,n of the filtration (2.21). The spectral sequence
(2.20) converges, meaning that Fp,n/Fp−1,n

∼= E∞
p,n−p for all p, n.

Proposition 2.12.

j∗ injective in dim. n ⇐⇒ drr,n−r+1 : Err,n−r+1 → Er0,n vanish for all r > 2,

j∗ surjective in dim. n ⇐⇒ E∞
p,n−p = 0 for all p > 1. (2.22)

Proof. We can factor j∗ as

Ω̃Spin
n (ΩT )−։ E∞

0,n −֒→ΩSpin
n (LT ;T ),

where the first map projects from E2
0,n = H0(T, Ω̃

Spin
n (ΩT )) ∼= Ω̃Spin

n (ΩT ) onto
E∞

0,n modulo the images of all differentials into position (0, n) and the sec-

ond map is the inclusion F0,n ⊂ ΩSpin
n (LT ;T ). The first condition in (2.22) is

therefore equivalent to the injectivity of j∗. The second condition in (2.22) is
equivalent to the surjectivity of j∗ since ΩSpin

n (LT ;T ) is obtained from F0,n by
a sequence of extension problems with quotients E∞

1,n−1, E
∞
2,n−2, . . ., so F0,n =

ΩSpin
n (LT ;T ) if and only if all of these groups vanish.

2.5 L-equivalence and Thom spaces

Thom [91] introduced the spaces MSO(k) to study which homology classes
α ∈ Hn−k(X,Z) in an oriented n-manifold X can be represented by a compact
oriented submanifold M ⊂ X of codimension k. Extending this idea, requiring
the structure group of the normal bundle to factor through a fixed representation
ρ : H → SO(k) leads, more generally, to the Thom space MH .
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Definition 2.13. Let H be a Lie group, and ρ : H → O(k) be a morphism of
Lie groups for k > 0. Usually H will be a subgroup of O(k), such as O(k), SO(k)
or U(k/2), and ρ will be the inclusion. But we will also be interested in the
case when H = Spin(k) and ρ is the composition of the double cover Spin(k)։
SO(k) with the inclusion SO(k) →֒ O(k). We will only consider ρ : H → O(k)
which factorize via SO(k) →֒ O(k), which is needed for the Thom isomorphisms
in (2.23)–(2.24) below to work over general R.

Let X be a manifold or paracompact topological space, and E → X be
a (smooth or topological) rank k vector bundle with a metric gE on its fi-
bres. An H-structure on E means a pair (Q, q) with Q → X a (smooth or
topological) principal H-bundle, so that (Q × O(k))/H → X is a principal
O(k)-bundle, where H acts on Q by the principal bundle action and on O(k) by
h : A 7→ Aρ(h)−1 for h ∈ H and A ∈ O(k), and q : (Q × O(k))/H → FE is an
isomorphism of O(k)-bundles on X , where FE → X is the frame bundle of E.

If the rank k vector bundle E → X does not come with a metric gE on
its fibres, then when we want an H-structure on E, we implicitly choose some
gE. As the space of choices of gE is contractible, and we only care about H-
structures up to isotopy, this choice is unimportant, and we will usually not
mention it.

We will define the Thom space MH , a topological space we think of as
natural up to homotopy equivalence. It depends on ρ as well as H , although we
omit this from the notation. Let BH be the classifying space of H . There is a
tautological rank k vector bundle Ek → BH , with an H-structure. Write Sk ⊂
Dk ⊂ Ek for the subbundles with fibres the unit sphere

{
(x1, . . . , xk) ∈ Rk :

x21+ · · ·+x
2
k = 1

}
in Rk, and the unit disc

{
(x1, . . . , xk) ∈ Rk : x21+ · · ·+x

2
k 6 1

}

in Rk, respectively. Then defineMH to be the quotient topological spaceDk/Sk
obtained by collapsing the closed subspace Sk in Dk to a point, written {∞}.

Observe that a composition ρ1 = ρ2 ◦ ι : H1
ι
−→H2

ρ2
−→O(k) induces a map

ι∗ :MH1 −→MH2.

If ρ factorizes via SO(k) →֒ O(k), then for (co)homology with coefficients in a
commutative ring R there are Thom isomorphisms, see [91, §II.2],

Hn−k(BH,R)
∼=
−→ H̃n(MH,R), a 7−→ π∗(a) ∪ t, (2.23)

H̃n(MH,R)
∼=
−→ Hn−k(BH,R), β 7−→ π∗(t ∩ β), (2.24)

defined in terms of relative cup and cap products with the Thom class t in
H̃k(MH,R) ∼= Hk(Dρ, Sρ, R). In particular, H̃n(MH,R) and H̃n(MH,R) both
vanish for n < k. If ρ does not factorize via SO(k) →֒ O(k), then (2.23)–(2.24)
hold for commutative rings R of characteristic 2. For the inverse of the homology
Thom isomorphism (2.24) we introduce the notation

Hn(BH,R)
∼=
−→ H̃n+k(MH,R), α 7−→ αT .

Write τ = 1T ∈ Hk(MH,R) for the dual of the Thom class.
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Let s : BH → MH be composition of the zero section of Dρ with the
projection onto MH . The Euler class of Eρ is defined by

e = s∗(t) ∈ Hk(BH,Z),

and it determines the ring structure on H∗(MH,Z) according to the rule

t ∪ t = π∗(e) ∪ t. (2.25)

When X is a compact manifold, the Pontrjagin–Thom construction is a
correspondence between homotopy classes of maps X → MH and bordism
classes of submanifolds M ⊂ X with a normal H-structure. Under the excision
isomorphism, we can view the Thom class of the normal bundle of M as an
element of Hk(DνM ;SνM , R) ∼= Hk(X ;X \M,R) whose image in Hk(X) is
Poincaré dual to the fundamental class [M ] ∈ Hn−k(X,R).

Thom spaces were introduced by René Thom [91], who studied the question
of when a homology class α ∈ Hn−k(X,Z) in an n-manifold X can be rep-
resented by a compact (n − k)-submanifold M ⊂ X . In [91, §IV.3] (see also
Novikov [79, §1.1]) he defines L-equivalence of submanifolds.

Definition 2.14. Let X be an n-manifold, possibly with boundary or corners.
Recall from Hirsch [50, Ch. 1, §4] that an (n−k)-submanifold M ⊂ X is neat if
M intersects ∂X transversely and ∂M ∼=M ∩ ∂X. For such submanifolds there
exist collars of ∂X that restrict to collars of ∂M . Moreover, ∂M ⊂ ∂X is again
a neat (n−k− 1)-submanifold such that ν∂M ∼= νM |∂M for the normal bundles.

Let 0 6 k 6 n and ρ : H → O(k) be a Lie group morphism. Let X
be a compact n-manifold without boundary, and consider pairs (M,γM ) of a
compact, embedded (n−k)-submanifoldM ⊂ X without boundary, with normal
bundle νM →M of rank k, and an H-structure γM on νM .

We say that two such pairs (M0, γM0), (M1, γM1) are L-equivalent if there
exists a compact, embedded, neat n− k + 1-submanifold N ⊂ X × [0, 1] whose
normal bundle νN → N is equipped with an H-structure γN , such that ∂N =
(M0×{0})∐(M1×{1}), and γN |Mi×{i} = γMi for i = 0, 1. This is an equivalence
relation on such pairs (M,γM ). Write ΛHk (X) for the set of L-equivalence classes
[M,γM ] of pairs (M,γM ).

The next theorem is proved by Thom [91, Th. IV.6] (see also [91, Th. II.1])
when H is SO(k) or O(k), and extended by Novikov [79, Lem. 2.1] to general
H . The point of the theorem is that we can hope to compute [X,MH ] using
homotopy theory, and this then tells us about submanifolds of X up to L-
equivalence.

Theorem 2.15. (Thom [91].) In Definition 2.14, there is a natural bijection

ΛHk (X) ∼= [X,MH ], (2.26)

with [X,MH ] the set of isotopy classes [f ] of continuous f : X →MH.
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Sketch proof. Let f : X →MH be continuous. Write U = X \ f−1(∞), so that
U is open in X . On MH \ {∞} there is a tautological rank k vector bundle
Ek → MH \ {∞} with H-structure, and a section sk : MH \ {∞} → Ek, such
that limm→∞ ‖sk‖(m) = 1, that is, the length ‖sk‖ approaches 1 at ∞ in MH .

Thus, on U ⊂ X we have a topological vector bundle f∗(Ek)→ U with O(k)-
structure and H-structure, and a continuous section f∗(sk) of f∗(Ek), whose
length ‖f∗(sk)‖ approaches 1 at Ū \ U in X .

Choose a smooth vector bundle structure on f∗(Ek) → U compatible with
its H-structure. Choose a smooth, generic section s̃k of f∗(Ek) which is C0-
close to f∗(sk). Then s̃k is transverse, so M = s̃−1

k (0) is a smooth, embedded
(n− k)-submanifold of U . As ‖s̃k‖ is close to 1 near Ū \U , M cannot approach
Ū \U , so M is compact, as X is. There is a natural isomorphism ds̃k|M : νM →
f∗(Ek)|M . Thus, νM has an H-structure γM , induced from that on f∗(Ek). So
[M,γM ] ∈ [X,MH ]. Thom shows that [M,γM ] depends only on the isotopy
class [f ], and the map [f ] 7→ [M,γM ] gives the bijection (2.26).

3 Spin bordism groups of classifying spaces

3.1 Spin bordism groups of some Thom spaces

For low values of n, the structure of ΩSpin
n (∗) was determined by Milnor [75]

and is given in Table 2.2. The group ΩSpin
1 (∗) ∼= Z2 is generated by α1 = [S1nb],

ΩSpin
2 (∗) ∼= Z2 is generated by α2

1 = [S1nb × S
1
nb], Ω

Spin
4 (∗) ∼= Z is generated by

α4 = [K3], and ΩSpin
n (∗) = 0 for all other values of n 6 7. For each pair of spaces

(T, S) with S ⊂ T , the spin bordism groups ΩSpin
∗ (T ;S) =

⊕
nΩ

Spin
n (T ;S) are

a graded module over the coefficient ring
⊕

nΩ
Spin
n (∗). In particular, write

Ω̃Spin
n (T ) = ΩSpin

n (T ; ∗) for the reduced spin bordism groups.

3.1.1 Description of generators

Before stating our first theorem, Theorem 3.1, which calculates the spin bordism
groups of Thom spaces, we describe elements of the spin bordism groups that
will serve as explicit generators, and describe a convention that allows us to
regard these as elements in different spin bordism groups.

Let H be a Lie group with a fixed representation on R4, and let MH be its
Thom space. Each morphism H1 → H2 that is compatible with the represen-
tations induces a map MH1 →MH2. In particular, we apply this construction
to the maps {1} ⊂ SU(2), SU(2) ⊂ U(2), SU(2) → Spin(4), U(2) ⊂ SO(4),
and Spin(4) → SO(4). Additionally, let MSO(4) → K(Z, 4) be the classifying
map of the Thom class in H4(MSO(4),Z) and let K(Z, 4) → K(Z2, 4) be the
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reduction mod 2. We summarize the situation in the following diagram:

MU(2)

M{1} MSU(2) =MSp(1) MSO(4) K(Z, 4)

MSpin(4) K(Z2, 4).

(3.1)

Each map induces a morphism of spin bordism groups, so we can regard el-
ements in Ω̃Spin

n (MH1) as elements in Ω̃Spin
n (MH2), in Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 4)), or in
Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 4)). We use the same letter to denote these elements.
In order to have explicit generators that can be used in both Theorem 3.1

and Theorem 3.2 below, we will present them in a form that makes it clear
whether they can be lifted along ξ̂Spinn−1 (MH). For T =MH , an element in the

image of ξ̂Spinn−1 (MH) has the form [X × S1b,M × {1}], where X is a compact
spin (n− 1)-manifold and the normal bundle of M × {1} has an H-structure.

Generator δ in Dimension 4. The normal bundle of a point ∗ in S3 × S1b
is trivial, so

δ = [S3 × S1b, {∗}] in Ω̃Spin
4 (M{1}).

Generator ε in Dimension 6. Recall that both S6 ∼= G2/SU(3) and S2 ∼=
CP1 are almost complex manifolds. In particular, the normal bundle of S2 ⊂ S6

has structure group U(2). The normal bundle of S2 ⊂ S5 ×S1b is isomorphic to
the normal bundle of S2 ⊂ S6, so also has structure group U(2). Define

ε = [S5 × S1b ,S
2] in Ω̃Spin

6 (MU(2)).

Generators ζ1,
ζ1
2 ,

ζ1
4 , ζ2, ζ

′
2, ζ3 in Dimension 8. The K3 surface as a sub-

manifold of K3× S3 × S1b has trivial normal bundle, so

ζ1 = [K3× S3 × S1b , K3× {N} × {1}] in Ω̃Spin
8 (M{1}), (3.2)

where N = (1, 0, 0, 0) ∈ S3. We next construct a natural divisor ζ1
2 of the

image of ζ1 in Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2)), and a natural divisor ζ1

4 of the image of ζ1
2 in

Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)). Recall that the K3 surface has involutions α, β such that if

I, J,K are hyperkähler complex structures on K3, then α maps I 7→ I, J 7→ −J,
K 7→ −K and β maps I 7→ −I, J 7→ J, K 7→ −K. Then Z2〈α, β〉 acts freely
on K3. Let Z2〈α, β〉 act on S3 by α(x0, x1, x2, x3) = (x0, x1,−x2,−x3) and
β(x0, x1, x2, x3) = (x0,−x1, x2,−x3).

Now N is a fixed point of this action and one of {α, β} can be made to
commute with the obvious complex structure on the (trivial) normal bundle.
If, say, α commutes with the complex structure, then K3 has a normal U(2)-
structure when viewed as a submanifold of the compact spin 8-manifold (K3×
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S3)/Z2〈α〉 ×S1b and a normal SO(4)-structure as a submanifold of the compact
spin 8-manifold (K3× S3)/Z2〈α, β〉 × S1b . This defines

ζ1
2

= [(K3× S3)/Z2〈α〉 × S
1
b ,K3× {N} × {1}] in Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)),

ζ1
4

= [(K3× S3)/Z2〈α, β〉×S
1
b,K3×{N}×{1}] in Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4)).

(3.3)

We will show that indeed Ω̃Spin
8 (M{1}) → Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)) maps ζ1 7→ 2 ζ12 and

Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2))→ Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4)) maps ζ12 7→ 2 ζ14 , thus justifying the notation.

Recall that a spin structure on an oriented Euclidean vector bundleW →M
of rank 4 is given by a pair of quaternionic line bundles Σ±

W → M and an
isomorphism W ∼= HomH(Σ

−
W ,Σ

+
W ). In particular, a quaternionic line bundle

structure on W induces a spin structure on W with Σ+
W =W and Σ−

W trivial.
The normal bundle of the embedding HP1 →֒ HP2, [q0 : q1] 7→ [q0 : q1 : 0] is

ν ∼= HomH(L,H), where L is the tautological quaternionic line bundle over HP1.
In particular, ν has a Spin(4)-structure with spinor bundles Σ−

ν = L and Σ+
ν

trivial. Let HP
1
be HP1 with the reversed orientation. There is then similarly

an embedding HP
1
→֒ HP2, [q0 : q1] 7→ [q̄0 : q̄1 : 0] whose normal bundle ν ∼= L

is a quaternionic line bundle. Define

ζ′2 = [HP2,HP1]− [HP2, ∅] in Ω̃Spin
8 (MSpin(4)),

ζ2 = [HP2,HP
1
]− [HP2, ∅] in Ω̃Spin

8 (MSU(2)).
(3.4)

Here we subtract [HP2, ∅] to get elements of Ω̃Spin
8 (T ) ⊂ ΩSpin

8 (T ).
Finally, CP2 ⊂ CP3 has a complex normal bundle, and we define

ζ3 = [CP3 × (S1b)
2,CP2 × {1}2] in Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)). (3.5)

Generator η in Dimension 9. The Wu manifold SU(3)/SO(3) is a compact
5-manifold that is oriented, but not spin; it is a submanifold of the 3-sphere
bundle (SU(3) × S3)/SO(3), where SO(3) acts on SU(3) by translation and on
S3 by rotation, by embedding it as (SU(3)× {N})/SO(3). Define

η = [(SU(3)×S3)/SO(3)×S1b , SU(3)/SO(3)×{1}] in Ω̃Spin
9 (MSO(4)). (3.6)

3.1.2 Statement of theorem

For an abelian group A, the notation A = Zm〈a1, . . . , ak〉 indicates that A is
freely generated by the elements a1, . . . , ak ∈ A of order m.

The following theorem is proved in §15.

Theorem 3.1. (a) In dimensions n 6 9 the spin bordism groups Ω̃Spin
n (T ) of

T =MSU(2), MU(2), MSpin(4), MSO(4), K(Z, 4), and K(Z2, 4) are as shown
in Table 3.1, with generators δ, ǫ, . . . as in §3.1.1 and α1 = [S1nb].
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n Ω̃Spin
n (MSU(2)) Ω̃Spin

n (MU(2)) Ω̃Spin
n (MSpin(4))

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉

5 Z2〈α1δ〉 Z2〈α1δ〉

6 Z2〈α2
1δ〉 Z〈ε〉 Z2〈α2

1δ〉

8 Z〈ζ1, ζ2〉 Z〈 ζ12 , ζ2, ζ3〉 Z〈ζ1, ζ2, ζ′2〉

9 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2, α1ζ
′
2〉

n Ω̃Spin
n (MSO(4)) Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 4)) Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 4))

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉 Z2〈δ〉

8 Z〈 ζ14 , ζ2, ζ3〉 Z〈ζ2, ζ3〉 Z4〈ζ2〉

9 Z2〈α1
ζ1
4 , α1ζ2, η〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉

Table 3.1: The spin bordism groups in all dimensions n 6 9 of various Thom
spaces and of K(Z, 4),K(Z2, 4). A missing entry stands for the trivial group.

If n 6 9 is omitted, all groups Ω̃Spin
n (T ) are trivial for these T .

(b) The morphisms between the groups in Table 3.1 induced by the maps in (3.1)
are as indicated by the notation (or obviously trivial) and the rules

Ω̃Spin
∗ (MSO(4)) −→ Ω̃Spin

∗ (K(Z, 4)), ζ1
4 7−→ 0, η 7−→ α1ζ2,

Ω̃Spin
∗ (MSpin(4)) −→ Ω̃Spin

∗ (MSO(4)), ζ′2 7−→
ζ1
4 + ζ2 + 4ζ3,

Ω̃Spin
∗ (MU(2)) −→ Ω̃Spin

∗ (K(Z2, 4)), ζ3 7−→ 0.

(3.7)

(c) The action of α1 ∈ ΩSpin
1 (∗) is as indicated by the notation and the rules

α1ζ1 = 0, α1
ζ1
2

= 0, α1ζ3 = 0. (3.8)

(d) Representing elements of Ω̃Spin
n (MH) as pairs [X,M ], where X is a com-

pact spin n-manifold and M ⊂ X is a submanifold with an H-structure on its
normal bundle νM , we have the following explicit isomorphisms.

For MSU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (MSU(2))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ #M, (3.9)

Ω̃Spin
8 (MSU(2))

∼=
−→ Z2, [X,M ] 7−→

(
− sign(M)

16 ,
∫
M c2(νM )

)
, (3.10)

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ1 7→ (1, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1).
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For MU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (MU(2))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ #M, (3.11)

Ω̃Spin
6 (MU(2))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ − 1

2

∫
M c1(νM ), (3.12)

Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2))

∼=
−→ Z3, (3.13)

[X,M ] 7−→
(
− sign(M)

8 +
∫
M

c1(νM )2

8 ,
∫
M
c2(νM ),

∫
M
c1(νM )2

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1, ε 7→ 1, and ζ1
2 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ3 7→ (0, 0, 1).

For MSpin(4) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (MSpin(4))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ #M, (3.14)

Ω̃Spin
8 (MSpin(4))

∼=
−→ Z3, (3.15)

[X,M ] 7−→
(
− sign(M)

16 ,
∫
M c2(Σ

+
νM ),

∫
M c2(Σ

−
νM )

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ1 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ′2 7→ (0, 0,−1).
For MSO(4) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (MSO(4))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,M ] 7−→ #M, (3.16)

Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4))

∼=
−→ Z3, [X,M ] 7−→ (3.17)

(
− sign(M)

4 +
∫
M
[ e(νM )

2 + p1(νM )
4 ],

∫
M
e(νM ),

∫
M
(2e(νM ) + p1(νM ))

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ1
4 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ3 7→ (0, 0, 1).

For K(Z, 4) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (K(Z, 4))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,α] 7−→

∫
X α, (3.18)

Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

∼=
−→ Z2, [X,α] 7−→

(∫
X
α2,

∫
X
α ∪ p1(TX)+2α

4

)
, (3.19)

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ2 7→ (1, 0), ζ3 7→ (0, 1).
For K(Z2, 4) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (K(Z, 4))

∼=
−→ Z2, [X, ᾱ] 7−→

∫
X
ᾱ, (3.20)

Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4))

∼=
−→ Z4, [X, ᾱ] 7−→

∫
X
P(ᾱ), (3.21)

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ2 7→ 1. Here P denotes the Pontrjagin square from
Definition 2.11.

3.2 Spin bordism groups of some free loop spaces

In §9.1 we will show that the orientability of a large class of moduli spaces
depends only on the images of the maps ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) from (2.7). The next theorem
computes the spin bordism groups of free loop spaces of various Thom spaces
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MH and the image of ξ̂Spinn−1 (MH) : ΩSpin
n−1 (LMH ;MH)→ Ω̃Spin

n (MH), which

we describe explicitly using the elements δ, ε, ζ1,
ζ1
2 ,

ζ1
4 , ζ2, ζ

′
2, ζ3, η constructed

in §3.1. The following theorem is proved in §18.

Theorem 3.2. (a) In dimensions n 6 8 the relative spin bordism groups of the
free loop space of MH are as given in Table 3.2.

n 0, 1, 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

ΩSpin
n (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) 0 Z Z2 Z2 0 Z2 Z2

ΩSpin
n (LMU(2);MU(2)) 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z3 Z

Ω̃Spin
n (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)) 0 Z Z2 Z2 0 Z3 Z2

2

ΩSpin
n (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)) 0 Z 0 0 0 Z2 Z2

ΩSpin
n (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) 0 Z2 0 0 0 ? Z2

2

Table 3.2: The relative spin bordism groups of free loop spaces in dimensions
n 6 8. The group ΩSpin

7 (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) is not important for our
purposes; it is either Z8, Z4 ⊕ Z2, Z4, or Z2

2.

(b) In dimensions n 6 9 the images of the morphism ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) : ΩSpin
n−1 (LT ;T )

→ Ω̃Spin
n (T ) from (2.7) are as shown in Table 3.3.

(c) Classes in ΩSpin
n (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) are represented by pairs [X, ᾱ] of a

compact spin 8-manifold X and a class ᾱ ∈ H4(X × S1,Z2). Under the iden-

tification Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z2, 4)) ∼= Z2 the map ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z2, 4)) : ΩSpin

8 (LK(Z2, 4),

K(Z2, 4))→ Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z2, 4)) is

ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z2, 4))([X, ᾱ]) =
∫
X
β̄ ∪ Sq2(β̄), (3.22)

where we decompose ᾱ = β̄ ⊠ [S1] + γ̄ ⊠ 1 under the Künneth isomorphism.

Similarly, ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z, 4)) : ΩSpin
8 (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)) → Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2

maps [X,α] 7→
∫
X
β̄ ∪ Sq2(β̄), where we instead decompose the reduction of α

modulo two.

3.3 Relation between certain Thom and classifying spaces

We are interested in orientation problems both for moduli spaces of calibrated
submanifolds and for moduli spaces of instantons. These turn out to be closely
connected. Indeed, the next theorem shows that, in low dimensions, maps from
a compact n-manifold X into a Thom space MH (which describe submanifolds
M ⊂ X) are equivalent to maps from X into a classifying space BG (which
describe principal G-bundles P → X). Referring to §2.5 for details, recall that
the Thom class of an embedded (n − k)-submanifold M ⊂ X can be regarded
as a cohomology class t ∈ Hk(X ;X \ M,R), and that it induces the Thom
isomorphism π∗(−) ∪ t : H∗(M) → H∗+k(X ;X \M,R), which we will use in
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n Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (MSU(2)) Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (MU(2)) Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (MSpin(4))

0, 1, 2, 3, 7

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉

5 Z2〈α1δ〉 Z2〈α1δ〉

6 Z2〈α2
1δ〉 Z〈ε〉 Z2〈α2

1δ〉

8 Z〈ζ1, 2ζ2〉 Z〈 ζ12 , 2ζ2, ζ3〉 Z〈ζ1, ζ2 − ζ′2, ζ2 + ζ′2〉

9 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1(ζ2 + ζ′2)〉

n Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (MSO(4)) Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (K(Z, 4)) Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (K(Z2, 4))

0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉 Z2〈δ〉

8 Z〈 ζ14 , 2ζ2, ζ3〉 Z〈2ζ2, ζ3〉 Z2〈2ζ2〉

9 Z2〈α1
ζ1
4 , α1ζ2, η〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉

Table 3.3: The image Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) ⊂ Ω̃Spin
n (T ) of the morphism (2.7).

A missing entry stands for the trivial group.

equations (3.24), (3.26), and (3.28) below. The principal bundles appearing
in these formulas are framed outside of M , so their characteristic classes are
naturally elements of the relative cohomology H∗(X ;X \M,R).

Recall that a principal Sp(m)-bundle P has symplectic Pontrjagin classes
qi(P ) defined in terms of the Chern classes of the associated principal U(2m)-
bundle Q → X by qi(P ) = (−1)ic2i(Q). As H4(BE8,Z) ∼= Z, a principal
E8-bundle has a characteristic class a1(P ) ∈ H4(X,Z).

Recall that a map f : X → Y of topological spaces is n-connected if the
induced map πk(f) : πk(X) → πk(Y ) of homotopy groups is an isomorphism
for all k < n and surjective for k = n. If n = ∞, we call f a weak homotopy
equivalence. The following theorem is proved in §16.

Theorem 3.3. (a) There is a weak homotopy equivalence

MSU(2) =MSp(1) −→ BSU(2). (3.23)

If P → X is the principal SU(2)-bundle corresponding under (3.23) to the
submanifold M ⊂ X with normal Sp(1)-structure, then

c2(P )
k = π∗

(
c2(νM )k−1

)
∪ t for all k > 1. (3.24)

(b) There is a 10-connected map

MU(2) −→ BSU. (3.25)
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Moreover, the canonical map BSU(m)→ BSU is (2m+1)-connected. If P → X
is the principal SU(m)-bundle corresponding under (3.25) to the submanifold
M ⊂ X with normal U(2)-structure, then

c1(P ) = 0,

ck(P ) = (−1)kπ∗
(
c1(νM )k−2

)
∪ t for all k > 2,

c2(P )
2 = π∗

(
c2(νM )

)
t,

c2(P )c3(P ) = −π
∗
(
c1(νM )c2(νM )

)
∪ t.

(3.26)

(c) There is a 12-connected map

MSpin(4) −→ BSp. (3.27)

Moreover, the canonical map BSp(m)→ BSp is (4m+3)-connected. If P → X
is the principal Sp(m)-bundle corresponding under (3.27) to the submanifold
M ⊂ X with normal spinor bundles Σ±

νM →M, then

qk(P ) = −π
∗
(
c2(Σ

−
νM )k−1

)
∪ t for all k > 1,

q1(P )
2 = π∗

(
c2(Σ

+
νM )− c2(Σ

−
νM )

)
∪ t,

q1(P )
3 = −π∗

(
c2(Σ

+
νM )2 − 2c2(Σ

+
νM )c2(Σ

−
νM ) + c2(Σ

−
νM )2

)
∪ t,

q1(P )q2(P ) = π∗
(
c2(Σ

+
νM )c2(Σ

−
νM )− c2(Σ

−
νM )2

)
∪ t.

(3.28)

(d) There is a 16-connected map

BE8 −→ K(Z, 4). (3.29)

If P → X is the principal E8-bundle corresponding under (3.29) to a cohomol-
ogy class α ∈ H4(X,Z), then

a1(P ) = α. (3.30)

Theorem 3.3 implies that Theorem 3.1 determines the spin bordism groups
Ω̃Spin
n (BG) for n 6 9 of various classifying spaces. The generators in Table 3.1

correspond under (3.23), (3.25), (3.27) and the morphisms BSU(m) → BSU,
BSp(m)→ BSp to principal G-bundles, which we denote by the same letter.

Corollary 3.4. (a) In dimensions n 6 9 the spin bordism groups Ω̃Spin
n (BG)

for G = SU(2), SU(m) for 2m > n, Sp(m) for 4m+2 > n, and E8 are as given
in Table 3.4.

(b) Representing elements of Ω̃Spin
n (BG) as pairs [X,P ], where X a compact

spin n-manifold and P → X is a principal G-bundle, the composition of the
isomorphisms Ω̃Spin

n (BG) ∼= Ω̃Spin
n (MH) from (3.23), (3.25), (3.27), (3.29) with

the isomorphisms (3.11)–(3.19) have the following expressions.
For BSU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (BSU(2))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,P ] 7−→

∫
X c2(P ), (3.31)

Ω̃Spin
8 (BSU(2))

∼=
−→ Z2, (3.32)

[X,P ] 7−→
(∫

X
[− c2(P )2

24 − p1(TX)c2(P )
48 ],

∫
X
c2(P )

2
)
,
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n Ω̃Spin
n (BSU(2)) Ω̃Spin

n (BSU(m)), 2m>n Ω̃Spin
n (BSp(m)), 4m+2>n

0–3,7

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉

5 Z2〈α1δ〉 Z2〈α1δ〉

6 Z2〈α2
1δ〉 Z〈ε〉 Z2〈α2

1δ〉

8 Z〈ζ1, ζ2〉 Z〈 ζ12 , ζ2, ζ3〉 Z〈ζ1, ζ2, ζ′2〉

9 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2, α1ζ
′
2〉

n Ω̃Spin
n (BE8)

0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7

4 Z〈δ〉

8 Z〈ζ2, ζ3〉

9 Z2〈α1ζ2〉

Table 3.4: Spin bordism groups of classifying spaces BG,
where a blank entry stands for the trivial group.

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ1 7→ (1, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1).
For BSU(m), m > 2, 3 and 4 respectively, we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (BSU(m))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,P ] 7−→

∫
X c2(P ), (3.33)

Ω̃Spin
6 (BSU(m))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,P ] 7−→ 1

2

∫
X c3(P ), (3.34)

Ω̃Spin
8 (BSU(m))

∼=
−→ Z3, (3.35)

[X,P ] 7−→
(∫

X
[ c4(P )

6 − c2(P )2

12 − p1(TX)c2(P )
24 ],

∫
X
c2(P )

2,
∫
X
c4(P )

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1, ε 7→ 1 and ζ1
2 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ3 7→ (0, 0, 1).

For BSp(m), m > 2, we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
4 (BSp(m))

∼=
−→ Z, [X,P ] 7−→ −

∫
X
q1(P ), (3.36)

Ω̃Spin
8 (BSp(m))

∼=
−→ Z3, [X,P ] 7−→ (3.37)

(∫
X [p1(TX)q1(P )

48 − q1(P )2

24 + q2(P )
12 ],

∫
X [q1(P )

2 − q2(P )],−
∫
X q2(P )

)
,

which map δ 7→ 1 and ζ1 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ′2 7→ (0, 0,−1).

The isomorphism Ω̃Spin
8 (BE8) ∼= Z2 is just (3.19) for α = a1(P ) the char-

acteristic class of the principal E8-bundle P → X.
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(c) Theorem 3.2 determines the bordism groups ΩSpin
n (LBG;BG), n 6 8, for

each of the groups G = SU(2), SU(m) for 2m− 1 > n, Sp(m) for 4m+ 1 > n,
and E8. We do not write these out explicitly.

(d) Theorem 3.2 also determines the images Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (BG), n 6 9, for each of
the groups G = SU(2), SU(m) for 2m > n, Sp(m) for 4m+2 > n, and E8. We
give these in Table 3.5.

n Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (BSU(2)) Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (BSp(m)), 4m+ 2 > n

0, 1, 2, 3, 7

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉

5 Z2〈α1δ〉 Z2〈α1δ〉

6 Z2〈α2
1δ〉 Z2〈α2

1δ〉

8 Z〈ζ1, 2ζ2〉 Z〈ζ1, ζ2 − ζ′2, ζ2 + ζ′2〉

9 Z2〈α1(ζ2 + ζ′2)〉

n Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (BSU(m)), 2m > n Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (BE8)

0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 7

4 Z〈δ〉 Z〈δ〉

6 Z〈ε〉

8 Z〈 ζ12 , 2ζ2, ζ3〉 Z〈2ζ2, ζ3〉

9 Z2〈α1ζ2〉 Z2〈α1ζ2〉

Table 3.5: The image Im ξ̂Spinn−1 (BG) ⊂ Ω̃Spin
n (BG) of the morphism (2.7).

Proof. As the coefficient groups ΩSpin
n (∗) of spin bordism are concentrated

in non-negative degrees n > 0, the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence (see
§2.2) implies that a d-connected map f : X → Y induces an isomorphism
f∗ : Ω̃Spin

n (X)→ Ω̃Spin
n (Y ) in all dimensions n < d. Hence Theorem 3.3 implies

Theorem 3.1 in dimension n 6 9 in each of the cases. This proves (a).
The isomorphisms (3.9)–(3.15) are rewritten using (3.24), (3.26) and (3.28),

which leads to (3.32)–(3.37). As an example, we explain in detail how (3.15) im-

plies (3.37). By the Hirzebruch signature formula, − sign(M)
16 = − 1

48

∫
M p1(TM).

Moreover, the splitting TX |M = TM⊕νM gives p1(TX)|M = p1(TM)+p1(νM )
and p1(νM ) = −c2(νM ⊗ C). But νM ⊗ C ∼= HomC(Σ

−
νM ,Σ

+
νM ) ∼= Σ−

νM ⊗C Σ+
νM ,

as the quaternionic structure makes Σ−
νM self-conjugate. Hence p1(νM ) =

−c2(Σ−
νM ⊗C Σ+

νM ) = −2c2(Σ−
νM ) − 2c2(Σ

+
νM ). Substituting these expression

into the calculation of − sign(M)
16 gives

− sign(M)

16
= −

1

48

∫

M

p1(TX)|M −
1

24

∫

M

c2(Σ
−
νM )−

1

24

∫

M

c2(Σ
+
νM ).
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According to (3.28), −q1(P ) is Poincaré dual to [M ],
∫
X
q2(P ) = −

∫
M
c2(Σ

−
νM )

and
∫
X [q1(P )

2 − q2(P )] =
∫
M c2(Σ

+
νM ) which, in particular, gives the second

and third component of (3.37). We can now rewrite the integrals overM in the
previous equation as integrals over X ,

− sign(M)

16
=

1

48

∫

X

p1(TX)q1(P ) +
1

24

∫

X

q2(P )−
1

24

∫

X

[q1(P )
2 − q2(P )],

giving the first component of (3.37).
Equations (3.31)–(3.36) have similar proofs, and are left to the reader. Parts

(c),(d) are immediate from Theorems 3.2 and 3.3.

3.4 Spin bordism groups of some Lie groups

Our next result, Theorem 3.5, is a prerequisite for the proof of Theorem 3.2 and
computes the spin bordism groups of various Lie groups and of the topological
groups K(Z, 3) and K(Z2, 3).

3.4.1 Description of generators

Again, we first construct elements in Ω̃Spin
n (G) that will serve as generators, and

describe a convention that allows us to regard these in different spin bordism
groups. Classes in Ω̃Spin

n (G) are represented by pairs [X,φ] of a compact spin
n-manifold X and a continuous map φ : X → G. A continuous group morphism
G1 → G2 induces a morphism of spin bordism groups, so we can view elements
in Ω̃Spin

n (G1) as elements in Ω̃Spin
n (G2). We use the same letter to denote these

elements. We summarize the situation in the following diagram.

SU

SU(2) = Sp(1) K(Z, 3) K(Z2, 3).

Sp

(3.38)

Recall from [15, Chs. 3–4] that H∗(SU,Z) is an exterior algebra with gener-
ators bi of degree |bi| = 2i− 1 for all i > 2. The transgression of bi is the Chern
class ci ∈ H2i(BSU,Z). For the symplectic group, H∗(Sp,Z) is an exterior
algebra with generators aj of degree |aj | = 4j − 1 for all j > 1. The trans-
gression of aj is the symplectic Pontrjagin class qj ∈ H4j(BSp,Z). The map in
cohomology induced by Sp→ SU maps b2i 7→ (−1)iai, b2i+1 7→ 0 and, similarly,
BSp → BSU maps c2i 7→ (−1)iqi, c2i+1 7→ 0. Our convention in (3.38) is that
the map SU → K(Z, 3) classifies b2 ∈ H3(SU,Z) and Sp → K(Z, 3) classifies
−a1 ∈ H3(Sp,Z), so that (3.38) commutes up to homotopy.

Observe that the map Sp→ SU is not compatible with the zig-zagsBSU
≃10←−

MU(2) → MSO(4) and BSp
≃12←− MSpin(4) → MSO(4) constructed using
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(3.25) and (3.27) (indeed, the maps (3.25) and (3.27) are constructed in a very
different way). To avoid confusion, we will therefore not apply the convention
above for group morphisms G1 → G2 in the case Sp→ SU.

Generator ρ in Dimension 3. Let φ : S3 → SU(2) represent the generator
of π3(SU(2)) ∼= Z and define

ρ = [S3, φ] in Ω̃Spin
3 (SU(2)).

Generator ς in Dimension 5. Let φ : S5 → SU(3) represent the generator
of π5(SU(3)) ∼= Z and define

ς = [S5, φ] in Ω̃Spin
5 (SU).

Generators ϑ1,
ϑ1

2 , ϑ2, ϑ3 in Dimension 7. The spin 7-manifold K3 × S3

and the projection φ : K3× S3 → S3 ∼= SU(2) define

ϑ1 = [K3× S3, φ] in Ω̃Spin
7 (SU(2)).

The image of ϑ1 in Ω̃Spin
7 (SU) is naturally divisible by two, by (3.45) below; an

explicit construction is more complicated: recall from above that ζ1
2 is repre-

sented by the submanifold (K3 × S3)/Z2〈α〉 × {1} of (K3 × S3)/Z2〈α〉 × S1b .
As the submanifold does not meet (K3 × S3)/Z2〈α〉 × {−1}, the Pontrjagin–
Thom collapse determines a map (K3 × S3)/Z2〈α〉 → ΩMU(2) into the based
loop space, which we can map via (3.25) to ΩBSU ≃ SU. This gives φ :
(K3× S3)/Z2〈α〉 → SU and defines

ϑ1
2

= [(K3× S3)/Z2〈α〉, φ] in Ω̃Spin
7 (SU).

Next, let (r, s) ∈ Sp(1)× Sp(1) act on the right of (A, q) ∈ Sp(2)× Sp(1) by
(
A

(
r 0
0 s

)
, s−1qs

)
.

The quotient manifold X = (Sp(2)× Sp(1))/(Sp(1)× Sp(1)) is a compact spin
7-manifold. We can construct a continuous map

φ : X −→ Sp(2),

((
a b
c d

)
, q

)
7−→

(
|a|2 + bqb̄ ac̄+ bqd̄
cā+ dqb̄ |c|2 + dqd̄

)

which we use to define

ϑ2 = [(Sp(2)× Sp(1))/(Sp(1)× Sp(1)), φ] in Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp).

Finally, the spin 7-manifold CP3 × S1b has a map φ0 : CP3 × S1 → U(4)
that sends a 1-dimensional subspace L ⊂ C4 and λ ∈ S1 to the transformation
λ idL⊕ idL⊥ of C4. Define φ : CP3×S1 → SU(5) by φ(L, λ) = (φ0(L), λ

−1) and

ϑ3 = [CP3 × S1b , φ] in Ω̃Spin
7 (SU).
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Generator υ in Dimension 8. The compact spin 8-manifold SU(3) and the
natural map φ : SU(3)→ SU define

υ = [SU(3), φ] in Ω̃Spin
8 (SU).

3.4.2 Statement of theorem

The following theorem is proved in §17.

Theorem 3.5. (a) In dimension n 6 8 the spin bordism groups of the spaces
SU(2), SU, Sp, K(Z, 3), and K(Z2, 3) are as shown in Table 3.6.

n Ω̃Spin
n (SU(2)) Ω̃Spin

n (SU) Ω̃Spin
n (Sp) Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 3)) Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 3))

3 Z〈ρ〉 Z〈ρ〉 Z〈ρ〉 Z〈ρ〉 Z2〈ρ〉

4 Z2〈α1ρ〉 Z2〈α1ρ〉

5 Z2〈α2
1ρ〉 Z〈ς〉 Z2〈α2

1ρ〉

7 Z〈ϑ1〉 Z〈ϑ1

2 , ϑ3〉 Z〈ϑ1, ϑ2〉 Z〈ϑ2〉 Z2
2 or Z4

8 Z〈υ〉 Z2〈α1ϑ2〉 Z2〈υ〉 Z2〈υ〉

Table 3.6: The spin bordism groups Ω̃Spin
n (G) for all n 6 8 and G = K(Z, 3),

K(Z2, 3), SU(2), SU, Sp. A missing entry stands for the trivial group. The

group Ω̃Spin
7 (K(Z2, 3)) is either Z2

2 or Z4; it will not be needed.

(b) The morphisms between the groups in Table 3.6 induced by the maps in
(3.38) are as indicated by the notation and the rules

Ω̃Spin
∗ (SU) −→ Ω̃Spin

∗ (K(Z, 3)),
ϑ1
2
7−→ −6ϑ2, ϑ3 7−→ ϑ2,

Ω̃Spin
∗ (Sp) −→ Ω̃Spin

∗ (K(Z, 3)), ϑ1 7−→ −12ϑ2, α1ζ2 7−→ 0.

(3.39)

(c) The action of α1 ∈ ΩSpin
1 (∗) is as indicated by the notation and the rules

α1
ϑ1
2

= 0, α1ϑ1 = 0, α1ϑ3 = 0, α1ϑ2 = υ. (3.40)

(d) For SU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
3 (SU(2)) −→ Z, [X,φ] 7−→

∫
X
φ∗(b2), (3.41)

Ω̃Spin
7 (SU(2)) −→ Z, [X,φ] 7−→ −

∫
X
p1(TX)φ∗(b2)

48 , (3.42)

which map ρ 7→ 1, ϑ1 7→ 1.
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For SU we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
3 (SU) −→ Z, [X,φ] 7−→

∫
X
φ∗(b2), (3.43)

Ω̃Spin
5 (SU) −→ Z, [X,φ] 7−→ 1

2

∫
X
φ∗(b3), (3.44)

Ω̃Spin
7 (SU) −→ Z2, (3.45)

[X,φ] 7−→
(∫

X
[φ

∗(b4)
6 − p1(TX)φ∗(b2)

24 ],
∫
X
φ∗(b4)

)
,

Ω̃Spin
8 (SU) −→ Z, [X,φ] 7−→

∫
X φ

∗(b2 ∪ b3), (3.46)

which map ρ 7→ 1, ς 7→ 1, ϑ1

2 7→ (1, 0), ϑ3 7→ (0, 1), υ 7→ 1.
For Sp we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
3 (Sp) −→ Z, [X,φ] 7−→ −

∫
X
φ∗(a1), (3.47)

Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp) −→ Z2, (3.48)

[X,φ] 7−→
(∫

X
p1(TX)φ∗(a1)

48 + φ∗(a2)
12 ,−

∫
X
φ∗(a2)

)
,

which map ρ 7→ 1, ϑ1 7→ (1, 0), ϑ2 7→ (0,−1).
For K(Z, 3) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
3 (K(Z, 3)) −→ Z, [X,α] 7−→

∫
X α, (3.49)

Ω̃Spin
7 (K(Z, 3)) −→ Z, [X,α] 7−→ 1

4

∫
X p1(TX) ∪ α, (3.50)

Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 3)) −→ Z2, [X,α] 7−→

∫
X
ᾱ ∪ Sq2(ᾱ), (3.51)

which map ρ 7→ 1, ϑ2 7→ −1, and υ 7→ 1.
For K(Z2, 3) we have explicit isomorphisms

Ω̃Spin
3 (K(Z2, 3)) −→ Z2, [X, ᾱ] 7−→

∫
X ᾱ, (3.52)

Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 3)) −→ Z2, [X, ᾱ] 7−→

∫
X ᾱ ∪ Sq2(ᾱ), (3.53)

which map ρ 7→ 1 and υ 7→ 1.

When possible, we wrote the generators of Ω̃Spin
n (MH) as images under

ξ̂Spinn−1 (MH) of elements in ΩSpin
n−1 (LMH ;MH). If we use Theorem 3.3 to iden-

tify ΩSpin
n−1 (LMH ;MH) ∼= ΩSpin

n−1 (LBG;BG), it may be possible to lift classes
further:

Let G be a topological group. By clutching a pair of trivial bundles over the
two cones in ΣG, we obtain a principal G-bundle over the suspension, classified
by a map

χ : ΣG −→ BG. (3.54)

Its adjoint is a homotopy equivalence G→ ΩBG. Consider the morphism

Ω̃Spin
n−1 (G) −→ ΩSpin

n−1 (LBG;BG) (3.55)

induced by (G, ∗) ≃ (ΩBG, ∗) → (LBG,BG). There are topological abelian
group structures on G = K(Z, 3) and G = K(Z2, 3) for which BG is K(Z, 4)
and K(Z2, 4), so we can apply the above constructions in these cases also.

The following proposition is proved in §17.6.
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Proposition 3.6. There is a commutative diagram

ΩSpin
n−1 (LBG;BG)

Ω̃Spin
n−1 (G) Ω̃Spin

n (BG).

Ω̃Spin
n (ΣG)

ξ̂Spin

n−1 (BG)(3.55)

∼= χ∗

(3.56)

Here, we use the suspension isomorphism of the spin bordism generalized ho-
mology theory. Explicitly, the composition of the diagram takes φ : X → G to
the mapping torus principal G-bundle Pφ → X × S1b.

On generators, the composition

Ω̃Spin
n−1 (G) −→ Ω̃Spin

n (BG) (3.57)

either way around (3.56) has the following effect:

ρ 7→ δ, any G,

ς 7→ ε, G = SU,

ϑ1 7→ ζ1, G = SU(2), ϑ1

2 7→
ζ1
2 , G = SU,

ϑ2 7→ ζ2 − ζ
′
2, G = Sp, ϑ3 7→ ζ3, G = SU,

υ 7→ α1ζ2, G = SU.

(3.58)

4 Gauge-theoretic bordism categories

4.1 Bordism categories BordBn (BG)

Definition 4.1. Fix a dimension n > 0, a tangential structure B in the sense
of §2.1.1, and a Lie group G. We will define a symmetric monoidal category
BordBn (BG) that we call a bordism category.

(a) Objects of BordBn (BG) are pairs (X,P ), where X is a compact n-manifold
without boundary with a B-structure γX , which we generally omit from
the notation, and P → X is a principal G-bundle.

(b) Morphisms [Y,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) in BordBn (BG) are equivalence
classes of pairs (Y,Q), see (c), where Y is a compact (n+1)-manifold with
B-structure γY , there is a chosen isomorphism ∂Y ∼= −X0 ∐ X1 of the
boundary preserving B-structures (where −X0 indicates that X0 has the
opposite B-structure −γX0

), and Q → Y is a principal G-bundle with a
chosen isomorphism Q|∂Y ∼= P0∐P1. We suppress the isomorphisms from
the notation.

(c) In the situation of (b), let (Y0, Q0) and (Y1, Q1) be two choices for (Y,Q).
We say that (Y0, Q0) ∼ (Y1, Q1) if there exists a pair (Z,R), where Z is a
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compact (n+2)-manifold with corners and B-structure γZ , with a chosen
isomorphism of boundaries identifying B-structures

∂Z ∼= (−X0 × [0, 1])∐ (X1 × [0, 1])∐−Y0 ∐ Y1 (4.1)

such that along ∂2Z we identify ∂Yi with (−X0 ∐ X1) × {i} for i = 0, 1
in the obvious way, and R → Z is a principal G-bundle such that under
(4.1) we have

R|∂Z ∼= (P0 × [0, 1])∐ (P1 × [0, 1])∐Q0 ∐Q1,

with the obvious compatibility with the chosen isomorphisms Qi|∂Yi ∼=
P0 ∐ P1 over (X0 ∐X1)× {i}. It is easy to see that ‘∼’ is an equivalence
relation, so the equivalence classes [Y,Q] are well defined.

(d) If [Y,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) and [Y ′, Q′] : (X1, P1) → (X2, P2) are
morphisms, the composition is

[Y ′, Q′] ◦ [Y,Q] = [Y ′ ∐X1 Y,Q
′ ∐P1 Q] : (X0, P0) −→ (X2, P2).

That is, we glue Y, Y ′ along their common boundary component X1 to
make a manifold Y ′ ∐X1 Y with B-structure and boundary ∂(Y ′ ∐X1

Y ) = −X0 ∐X2. To define the smooth structure on Y ′ ∐X1 Y we should
choose ‘collars’ X1 × (−ǫ, 0] ⊂ Y , X1 × [0, ǫ) ⊂ Y ′ of X1 in Y, Y ′, and
similarly for Q,Q′, but the choices do not change the equivalence class
[Y ′ ∐X1 Y,Q

′ ∐P1 Q]. Composition is associative.

(e) If (X,P ) is an object in BordBn (BG), the identity morphism is

id(X,P ) =
[
X × [0, 1], P × [0, 1]

]
: (X,P ) −→ (X,P ).

(f) If [Y,Q] : (X0, P0)→ (X1, P1) is a morphism, we can prove that it has an
inverse morphism

[Y,Q]−1 =
[
−Y ∐ (Y ∐X0∐X1 −Y ), Q ∐ (Q ∐P0∐P1 −Q)

]
:

(X1, P1) −→ (X0, P0),

noting that ∂(−Y ) = −(−X0 ∐ X1) = −X1 ∐ X0. Thus the category
BordBn (BG) is a groupoid, that is, all morphisms are isomorphisms.

(g) Define a monoidal structure ⊗ on BordBn (BG) by, on objects

(X,P )⊗ (X ′, P ′) = (X ∐X ′, P ∐ P ′),

and if [Y,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1), [Y ′, Q′] : (X ′
0, P

′
0) → (X ′

1, P
′
1) are

morphisms, then

[Y,Q]⊗ [Y ′, Q′] = [Y ∐ Y ′, Q∐Q′] :

(X0, P0)⊗ (X ′
0, P

′
0) −→ (X1, P1)⊗ (X ′

1, P
′
1).

This is compatible with ‘∼’, and with compositions and identities.
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(h) The identity in BordBn (BG) is 1 = (∅, ∅).

(i) If (X,P ) ∈ BordBn (BG) we write −(X,P ) = (−X,P ), that is, we give X
the opposite B-structure −γX . Observe that we have an isomorphism

[
X × [0, 1], P × [0, 1]

]
: (−X,P )⊗ (X,P ) −→ 1.

Thus −(X,P ) is an inverse for (X,P ) under ‘⊗’.

(j) The symmetry isomorphism σ(X,P ),(X′,P ′) = [Y,Q] : (X,P ) ⊗ (X ′, P ′) →
(X ′, P ′) ⊗ (X,P ) has (Y,Q) = ((X ∐ X ′) × [0, 1], (P ∐ P ′) × [0, 1]) with
the obvious identification of ∂Y with the disjoint union of −(X ∐ X ′)
and X ′ ∐X.

Hence BordBn (BG) is a Picard groupoid, as in Appendix A.
In the case G = {1} we will write BordBn (∗) instead of BordBn (B{1}). By

definition, objects of BordBn (∗) are pairs (X,P ), where P → X is a principal
{1}-bundle. But as principal {1}-bundles are trivial (we may take P → X to be
idX : X → X) we may omit P , and write objects of BordBn (∗) as X , morphisms
as [Y ] : X0 → X1, and so on.

If γ : G1 → G2 is a morphism of Lie groups, there is an obvious functor

Fγ : BordBn (BG1) −→ BordBn (BG2) (4.2)

mapping (X,P ) 7→ (X, (P ×G2)/G1) on objects and [Y,Q] 7→ [Y, (Q×G2)/G1]
on morphisms, whereG1 acts on P×G2 by the principal bundle action on P , and
by g1 : g2 7→ g2·γ(g1)−1 onG2. In particular, the morphisms {1} →֒ G, G։ {1}
induce functors BordBn (∗)→ BordBn (BG) and BordBn (BG)→ BordBn (∗).

Similarly, a morphism of tangential structures induces a functor.

The next proposition motivates the name bordism category, and the choice
of notation ‘BG’ in BordBn (BG). It shows the BordBn (BG) can be understood
explicitly using homotopy-theoretic methods. As in §3.3, the groups ΩB

n (BG)
are often explicitly computable.

Proposition 4.2. (a) BordBn (BG) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0
(
BordBn (BG)

)
∼= ΩB

n (BG), (4.3)

π1
(
BordBn (BG)

)
∼= ΩB

n+1(BG), (4.4)

and q : ΩB

n (BG)→ ΩB

n+1(BG) mapping [X,P ] 7→ [X × S1, P × S1].
Here in X × S1, the S1 has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual

orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure S1nb.
Note that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by α1 = [S1nb] in

ΩSpin
1 (∗) in Table 2.2 under the natural action of ΩSpin

∗ (∗) on ΩSpin
∗ (BG).

(b) The isomorphisms (4.3) and (4.4) are compatible with change of group func-
tors, in particular with {1} → G.
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(c) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism λ : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) in
BordBn (BG) determines a bijection

ΩB

n+1(BG) −→ HomBordB
n (BG)

(
(X0, P0), (X1, P1)

)
(4.5)

given by composition in the diagram of bijections

ΩB

n+1(BG)

(4.4)
��

∼=
// HomBordB

n (BG)

(
(X0, P0), (X1, P1)

)

HomBordB
n (BG)(1, 1)

⊗λ
// HomBordB

n (BG)

(
1⊗(X0, P0), 1⊗(X1, P1)

)
.

(4.6)

(d) For the category BordBn (∗), the analogues of (4.3)–(4.4) are

π0(BordBn (∗)) ∼= ΩB

n (∗), π1(BordBn (∗)) ∼= ΩB

n+1(∗). (4.7)

Under the identifications (4.7), (4.3), (4.4), the functor Finc from inc : {1} →֒ G
induces the morphisms ΩB

m(∗)→ ΩB

m(BG) induced by ∗ → BG, ∗ 7→ ∞ for m =
n, n+ 1.

Proof. For (a), let (X,P ) ∈ BordBn (BG). Write −X for X with the opposite B-
structure, as in Definition 2.1. There is an isomorphism

[
X × [0, 1], P × [0, 1]

]
:

(−X,P ) ⊗ (X,P ) → 1 and hence (−X,P ) is an inverse for (X,P ) under the
monoidal structure. If [Y,Q] : (X0, P0)→ (X1, P1) is a morphism, we can prove
that it has the inverse morphism

[Y,Q]−1 =
[
−Y ∐ (Y ∐X0∐X1 −Y ), Q∐ (Q∐P0∐P1 Q)

]
,

where we note that ∂(−Y ) = −(−X0 ∐X1) = −X1 ∐X0. Thus, all morphisms
in BordBn (BG) are isomorphisms.

To prove (4.3), let (X,P ) ∈ BordBn (BG). The principal G-bundle P → X
is classified by a continuous map fP : X → BG, unique up to homotopy, with
f∗
P (EG)

∼= P for EG→ BG the universal principal G-bundle. Hence [X, fP ] ∈
ΩB

n (BG). If [W,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) is a morphism in BordBn (BG), then
∂W = −X0 ∐ X1 and the classifying map fQ : W → BG of the principal
G-bundle Q → W can be chosen to extend fP0 ∐ fP1 . Hence [X, fP ] depends
only on the isomorphism class [X,P ], so mapping [X,P ] 7→ [X, fP ] gives the
map π0(BordBn (BG)) → ΩB

n (BG) in (4.3). The inverse map takes [X, f ] to
[X, f∗(EG)]. Here f∗(EG) → X is initially a topological principal G-bundle,
but it can be made into a smooth G-bundle uniquely up to isomorphism.

For (4.4), morphisms 0 → 0 are equivalence classes [W,Q] where ∂W =
−∅ ∐ ∅ = ∅, so W is without boundary. We then map [W,Q] 7→ [W, f ] as
for (4.3).

We can show from the definitions that q : ΩB

n (BG)→ ΩB

n+1(BG) maps P →
X to the mapping torus of the Z2-action on P ∐P → X∐X that exchanges the
two copies of X , so that q

(
[X,P ]

)
=

[
((X∐X)× [0, 1])/∼, ((P ∐P )× [0, 1])/∼

]
.

But ((X ∐X)× [0, 1])/∼ ∼= X × S1 and ((P ∐ P )× [0, 1])/∼ ∼= P × S1.
Part (b) is easy. Part (c) is immediate from the theory of Picard groupoids,

and (d) follows from (a) with B{1} ≃ ∗.
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Example 4.3. From Proposition 4.2(a) and Tables 2.1 and 3.4, we see that
there are equivalences of Picard groupoids

Bord
Spin
7 (BSU(2)) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z2),

Bord
Spin
7 (BSU(m)) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z3), m > 4,

Bord
Spin
7 (BSp(m)) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z3), m > 2,

Bord
Spin
7 (BE8) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z2

2),

Bord
Spin
8 (BSU(2)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z2)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z2),

Bord
Spin
8 (BSU(m)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z3)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z2), m > 5,

Bord
Spin
8 (BSp(m)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z3)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z2
2), m > 2,

Bord
Spin
8 (BE8) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z2)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z2).

(4.8)

Here the right hand sides are Picard groupoids of the form π0//π1 as in Theo-
rem A.18 for abelian groups π0, π1. The decomposition of the πi as A ⊕ B in
(4.8) corresponds to the splitting ΩSpin

n (BG) = ΩSpin
n (∗) ⊕ Ω̃Spin

n (BG), where
ΩSpin
n (∗) is given in Table 2.1 and Ω̃Spin

n (BG) in Table 3.4. Note that π0//π1
also depends on a linear quadratic map q : π0 → π1, which can be computed
from Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.4.

4.2 Loop bordism categories BordBn (LBG)

Definition 4.4. Fix a dimension n > −1, a tangential structure B in the
sense of §2.1.1, and a Lie group G. We will define another Picard groupoid
BordBn (LBG) that we call a loop bordism category. It is a simple modification
of Definition 4.1: we replace the principal G-bundles P → X , Q → Y , R → Z
by principal G-bundles P → X×S1, Q→ Y ×S1, R→ Z×S1 throughout. So,
for example, objects of BordBn (LBG) are pairs (X,P ), where X is a compact
n-manifold without boundary with a B-structure γX , which we generally omit
from the notation, and P → X × S1 is a principal G-bundle.

In the case G = {1} we will write BordBn (∗) instead of BordBn (LB{1}).
Then the data P → X × S1, Q→ Y × S1 is trivial, so we may write objects of
BordBn (∗) as X , morphisms as [Y ] : X0 → X1, and so on. This is equivalent to
BordBn (∗) in Definition 4.1.

If γ : G1 → G2 is a morphism of Lie groups, as in (4.2) there is a functor

Fγ : BordBn (LBG1) −→ BordBn (LBG2) (4.9)

mapping (X,P ) 7→ (X, (P ×G2)/G1) on objects and [Y,Q] 7→ [Y, (Q×G2)/G1]
on morphisms. In particular, the morphisms {1} →֒ G, G։ {1} induce functors
BordBn (∗)→ BordBn (LBG) and BordBn (LBG)→ BordBn (∗).

Similarly, a morphism of tangential structures induces a functor.

We relate the categories of Definitions 4.1 and 4.4.
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Definition 4.5. Let n > 0 and B, G be as above. Define a functor

IB,Gn : BordBn−1(LBG) −→ BordBn (BG) (4.10)

to act on objects by IB,Gn : (X,P ) 7→ (X × S1, P ), and on morphisms by
IB,Gn : [Y,Q] 7→ [Y ×S1, Q]. Here given the B-structures on X,Y , to define the
B-structures on X×S1, Y ×S1 we use the standard B-structure on S1 = R/Z,
which is invariant under the action of R/Z ∼= U(1). So, for example, when
B = Spin, we use the Spin-structure on S1 whose principal Spin(1)-bundle is
the trivial bundle (R/Z) × Spin(1) → R/Z. It is easy to check that IB,Gn is a
well-defined symmetric monoidal functor. Also IBn (G1), I

B

n (G2) commute with
the change-of-group functors Fγ in (4.2) and (4.9) in the obvious way.

Proposition 4.6. (a) BordBn (LBG) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0
(
BordBn (LBG)

)
∼= ΩB

n (LBG), (4.11)

π1
(
BordBn (LBG)

)
∼= ΩB

n+1(LBG), (4.12)

where ΩB

m(LBG) is the bordism group of the free loop space LBG = MapC0(S1,
BG) of the topological classifying space BG of G, and the linear quadratic map
q : ΩB

n (LBG)→ ΩB

n+1(LBG) mapping [X,P ] 7→ [X × S1, P × S1].
Here in X × S1, the S1 has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual

orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure S1nb.
Note that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by α1 = [S1nb] in

ΩSpin
1 (∗) in Table 2.2 under the natural action of ΩSpin

∗ (∗) on ΩSpin
∗ (LBG).

(b) The isomorphisms (4.11) and (4.12) are compatible with change of group
functors, in particular with {1} → G.

(c) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism λ : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) in
BordBn (LBG) determines a bijection

ΩB

n+1(LBG) −→ HomBordB
n (LBG)

(
(X0, P0), (X1, P1)

)

given by composition in the diagram of bijections

ΩB

n+1(LBG)

(4.12)
��

∼=
// HomBordB

n (LBG)

(
(X0, P0), (X1, P1)

)

HomBordB
n (LBG)(1, 1)

⊗λ // HomBordB
n (LBG)

(
1⊗ (X0, P0), 1⊗ (X1, P1)

)
.

(d) There is a commutative diagram

ΩB

n (LBG)

(4.12)∼= ��

ξBn (BG)

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(BG)

(4.4)
��

AutBordB

n−1(LBG)(1)
IB,Gn

(4.10)
// AutBordB

n (BG)(1).

(4.13)
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Proof. For (a), let (X,P ) ∈ BordBn (LBG). The principal G-bundle P → X×S1

is classified by a continuous map fP : X × S1 → BG, unique up to homotopy.
Then fP is equivalent to a continuous map f̄P : X → MapC0(S1, BG) = LBG,
unique up to homotopy, by f̄P (x) : e

iθ 7→ fP (x, e
iθ). Hence [X, f̄P ] ∈ ΩB

n (LBG).
If [W,Q] : (X0, P0)→ (X1, P1) is a morphism in BordBn (LBG), then ∂W =

−X0∐X1 and the classifying map fQ :W ×S1 → BG of the principal G-bundle
Q → W can be chosen to extend fP0 ∐ fP1 , so that f̄Q : W → LBG extends
f̄P0 ∐ f̄P1 . Thus [X0, f̄P0 ] = [X1, f̄P1 ] in ΩB

n (LBG), so [X, f̄P ] depends only on
the isomorphism class [X,P ] of (X,P ), and mapping [X,P ] 7→ [X, f̄P ] gives the
map π0(BordBn (LBG))→ ΩB

n (LBG) in (4.11).
For the inverse map, if [X, f̄ ] ∈ ΩB

n (LBG) then f̄ : X → LBG is continuous.
Define f : X × S1 → BG by f(x, eiθ) = f̄(x)(eiθ). Then P = f∗(EG) is
initially a topological principal G-bundle P → X × S1, but it can be made
into a smooth G-bundle uniquely up to isomorphism. Thus (X,P ) is an object
in BordBn (LBG), and [X,P ] ∈ π0(BordBn (LBG)), and the inverse map takes
[X, f̄ ] 7→ [X,P ]. This gives the bijection (4.11). It is easy to see from the
definitions that it is a group isomorphism.

To prove (4.12), morphisms 0→ 0 are equivalence classes [Y,Q] where ∂Y =
−∅ ∐ ∅ = ∅, so Y is without boundary. We then map the morphism [Y,Q] to
the bordism class [Y, f̄Q] as for the proof of (4.11), but increasing dimensions
from n to n+ 1. Part (b) is easy, (c) is immediate from properties of monoidal
groupoids, and (d) is obvious.

4.3 Bordism categories BordX(BG)

The next definition is a variation of Definition 4.1, in which we fix the n-manifold
X , and take Y = X × [0, 1] and Z = X × [0, 1]2.

Definition 4.7. Let X be a compact n-manifold and G a Lie group. Define
BordX(BG) to be the category with objects P for P → X a principal G-
bundle, and morphisms [Q] : P0 → P1 be ∼-equivalence classes [Q] of principal
G-bundles Q→ X × [0, 1] with chosen isomorphisms Q|X×{i}

∼= Pi for i = 0, 1.
If Q,Q′ are alternative choices for Q, we write Q ∼ Q′ if there exists a principal
G-bundle R→ X × [0, 1]2 with chosen isomorphisms

R|X×{0}×[0,1]
∼= P0 × [0, 1], R|X×{1}×[0,1]

∼= P1 × [0, 1],

R|X×[0,1]×{0}
∼= Q, R|X×[0,1]×{1}

∼= Q′,

which are compatible over X × {0, 1}2 with the given isomorphisms Q|X×{i}
∼=

Pi ∼= Q′|X×{i}. To define composition of morphisms [Q] : P0 → P1 and [Q′] :
P1 → P2 we set [Q′]◦ [Q] = [Q′′], where Q′′ → X× [0, 1] is given by Q′′|X×{t} =

Q|X×{2t} for t ∈ [0, 12 ], and Q′′|X×{t} = Q′|X×{2t−1} for t ∈ [ 12 , 1], and when

t = 1
2 we identify Q′′|X×{ 1

2}
= Q|X×{1} = Q′|X×{0} via the given isomorphisms

Q|X×{1}
∼= P1

∼= Q′|X×{0}. To define the smooth structure on Q′′ near X×{ 12}
we use collars as in Definition 4.1(d).

It is then easy to show that composition is associative, so that BordX(BG)
is a category, where identity morphisms are idP = [P × [0, 1]] : P → P . Every
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morphism in BordX(BG) is invertible, where the inverse of [Q] : P0 → P1 is
[Q]−1 = [Q′] : P1 → P0, with Q

′|X×{t} = Q|X×{1−t} for t ∈ [0, 1].
Now suppose that B is a tangential structure, and X has a B-structure

γX . Since the stable tangent bundles of X × [0, 1] and X × [0, 1]2 are the
pullbacks of the stable tangent bundle ofX , pullback of γX along the projections
X×[0, 1]→ X , X×[0, 1]2 → X inducesB-structures onX×[0, 1] andX×[0, 1]2.
Define a functor

ΠB

X : BordX(BG) −→ BordBn (BG) (4.14)

to map P 7→ (X,P ) on objects and [Q] 7→
[
X × [0, 1], Q

]
on morphisms, using

the B-structures on X,X × [0, 1]. This is well defined as writing Y = X × [0, 1]
and Z = X × [0, 1]2, the definitions above of the equivalence ∼ on Q and
(X × [0, 1], Q), and of compositions of morphisms, and so on, map to those in
Definition 4.1.

If P → X is a principal G-bundle, we write BordX(BG)P ⊂ BordX(BG) to
be the full subcategory with one object P in BordX(BG). Write ΠB

X,P for the

restriction of ΠB

X to BordX(BG)P ⊂ BordX(BG).
If γ : G1 → G2 is a morphism of Lie groups as for (4.2) there is a functor

FX,γ : BordX(BG1) −→ BordX(BG2)

mapping (X,P ) 7→ (X, (P × G2)/G1) on objects and [Q] 7→ [(Q ×G2)/G1] on
morphisms.

In a similar way to Propositions 4.2 and 4.6, we can use homotopy theory
to give a partial description of the categories BordX(BG) and functors ΠB

X .

Proposition 4.8. Suppose B is a tangential structure, X a compact n-manifold
with B-structure γX , G a Lie group, and P → X a principal G-bundle. Then
P is an object in BordX(BG), and (X,P ) an object in BordBn (BG), and ΠB

X :
P 7→ (X,P ). We have a commutative diagram

AutBordX(BG)(P )
ΠB

X

//

χB

P
��

AutBordB
n (BG)(X,P )

ΩB

n (LBG)
ξBn (BG) // Ω̃B

n+1(BG),

(4.5)
OO

(4.15)

where ξBn (BG) is in Definition 2.4, the right hand column is (4.5) restricted
to Ω̃B

n+1(BG) ⊂ ΩB

n+1(BG), and χB

P is defined as follows: let φP : X → BG
be a classifying map for P . Then for [Q] : P → P in AutBordX(BG)(P ), as
Q → X × [0, 1] is a principal G-bundle with chosen isomorphisms Q|X×{0}

∼=
P ∼= Q|X×{1}, we can choose a classifying map φQ : X × [0, 1] → BG for Q
such that φQ|X×{0} = φQ|X×{1} = φP . Writing S1 = R/Z = [0, 1]/(0 ∼ 1) with
projection π : [0, 1] → S1, define φ̄Q : X × S1 → BG by φ̄Q ◦ (idX ×π) = φQ.

Let φ̃Q : X → LBG = MapC0(S1, BG) be the induced map. Then define

χB

P ([Q]) = [X, φ̃Q]. (4.16)
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Proof. Let [Q] ∈ AutBordX(BG)(P ). Then Q→ X×[0, 1] is a principal G-bundle
with Q|X×{0} = Q|X×{1} = P . Let φP : X → BG, φQ : X × [0, 1] → BG,

φ̄Q : X × S1 → BG and φ̃Q : X → LBG be as in the proposition, so that

χB

P ([Q]) = [X, φ̃Q]

by (4.16). Note that φP is natural up to homotopy, and φQ natural up to

homotopies relative to the homotopies of φP , so φ̄Q and hence φ̃Q are natural up

to homotopy. The bordism class [X, φ̃Q] is independent of these homotopies, and
also depends only on Q up to isomorphisms relative to the chosen isomorphisms
Q|X×{0} = Q|X×{1} = P . Hence [X, φ̃Q] depends only on [Q], and χB

P ([Q]) is
well defined.

The construction φ̄Q 7→ φ̃Q above is the inverse of the construction φ 7→ φ′

in the definition of ξBn (BG) in Definition 2.4. Thus we see from (2.6) that

ξBn (BG) ◦ χB

P ([Q]) = [X × S1,γX × γS1 , φ̄Q].

Define Q̄ → X × S1 to be the principal G-bundle obtained by identifying
X ×{0} ∼= X ×{1} and Q|X×{0}

∼= P ∼= Q|X×{1}, so that Q→ X × [0, 1] is the
pullback of Q̄→ X×S1 by idX ×π, where π : [0, 1]→ S1 = R/Z = [0, 1]/(0∼1)
is the projection. Then φ̄Q : X ×S1 → BG is a classifying map for Q̄. Thus we
see from the definition of the isomorphism (4.4) that (4.4) identifies

ξBn (BG)◦χB

P ([Q])∈Ω̃B

n+1(BG)
oo (4.4) // [X×S1,γX×γS1 , Q̄]∈AutBordB

n (BG)(1).

Hence by (4.5)–(4.6) we see that

(4.5) ◦ ξBn (BG) ◦ χB

P ([Q]) (4.17)

=
[
(X × [0, 1])∐ (X × S1), (γX × γ [0,1]) ∐ (γX × γS1), (P × [0, 1])∐ Q̄

]

in AutBordB
n (BG)(X,P ). By Definition 4.7 we have

ΠB

X([Q]) =
[
X × [0, 1], Q

]
. (4.18)

Thus, to prove (4.15) we must show that (4.17) and (4.18) agree. By Defi-
nition 4.1 this is equivalent to

(X × [0, 1],γX × γ [0,1], Q) (4.19)

∼ (X × S1,γX × γS1 , Q̄) ∐ (X × [0, 1],γX × γ[0,1], P × [0, 1]),

where ∼ is the equivalence relation in Definition 4.1(c).
Define a 2-manifold with corners Y ⊂ R2 as in Figure 4.1, by taking the

square [0, 1]2 and deleting an open disc in its interior, with boundary S1. Divide
Y into two regions Y1, Y2 by the dotted curves shown, where Y1 is the region
above and Y2 the region below the dotted lines. In Y2, separating the point where
the dotted lines meet into two points (0, 1), (1, 1), we may identify Y2 ∼= [0, 1]2,
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Y2

• •

• •
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✤

✤
✤
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✤
✤

☞
❢ ✹

✱

✭
✬
✫
✪
✩

✷
❳

✡
✒

✖
✗
✘
✙
✚

Figure 4.1: 2-manifold with corners Y in proof of Proposition 4.8

such that [0, 1]× {0} is the bottom side of the square Y , and [0, 1]× {1} is the
circle inside the square, with (0, 1) ∼ (1, 1).

Then in Definition 4.1(c) we take V = X × Y , and we define a principal
G-bundle R → V by taking R to be Π∗

X(P ) on the product of X × Y1, and to
be Q × [0, 1] on X × Y2 ∼= X × ([0, 1]2) = (X × [0, 1])× [0, 1]. The appropriate
B-structure γY on Y is that restricted from the standard B-structure on R2.
In particular, this implies that the boundary B-structure on S1 is that induced
from the standard B-structure on the closed unit disc D2 ⊂ R2 by identifying
S1 = ∂D2, as in Definition 2.4. This proves (4.19), so (4.15) commutes.

5 Submanifold bordism categories

5.1 Bordism categories BordBn,k(MH)

We define submanifold bordism categories BordBn,k(MH).

Definition 5.1. Fix 0 6 k 6 n, a tangential structure B, a Lie group H , and
a morphism of Lie groups ρ : H → O(k). We define the submanifold bordism
category BordBn,k(MH) as follows.

(a) The objects of BordBn,k(MH) are quadruples (X, β,M, γ), where X is a
compact n-manifold without boundary with B-structure β and M ⊂ X is
a compact, embedded (n − k)-submanifold of X without boundary, with
an H-structure γ on the normal bundle νM → M of M in X . Here H-
structures are as in Definition 2.13.

(b) Morphisms [Y, β′, N, γ′] : (X0, β0,M0, γ0) → (X1, β1,M1, γ1) are equiv-
alence classes of quadruples (Y, β′, N, γ′), see (c), where Y is a compact
(n+1)-manifold with boundary with B-structure β′, N ⊂ Y is a compact,
embedded neat (n−k+1)-submanifold with a normal H-structure γ′, and
a B-structure-preserving diffeomorphism

∂Y ∼= X0 ∐X1 (5.1)

identifyingB-structures β′|∂Y ∼= −β0∐β1 up to chosen isotopies (here−β0
is the opposite B-structure to β0), which identifies ∂N withM0∐M1, and
identifies the normal H-structures γ′|∂N ∼= γ0 ∐ γ1 up to chosen isotopies.
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(c) In the situation of (b), two choices (Y0, β
′
0, N0, γ

′
0) and (Y1, β

′
1, N1, γ

′
1) are

equivalent if there exists a quadruple (Z, β′′, L, γ′′), where Z is a compact
(n+2)-manifold with corners with aB-structure β′′, and a diffeomorphism

∂Z ∼= (X0 × [0, 1])∐ (X1 × [0, 1])∐ (−Y0 × {0})∐ (Y1 × {1}) (5.2)

that identifies B-structures β′′|∂Z ∼= (−β0× [0, 1])∐ (β1× [0, 1])∐ (−β′
0)×

{0}∐β′
1×{1} up to chosen isotopies, and along ∂2Z identifies ∂(Ya×{a})

with (−X0×{0}×{a})∐(X1×{1}×{a}) via (5.1) for a = 0, 1, compatibly
with B-structures.

Moreover, L ⊂ Z is a compact, embedded, neat (n − k + 2)-submanifold
with boundary, with a normal H-structure γ′′, and we require (5.2) to
restrict to a diffeomorphism

∂L ∼= (M0 × [0, 1])∐ (M1 × [0, 1])∐N0 ∐N1,

identifying the normal H-structures up to chosen isotopies.

(d) If [Y, β′, N, γ′] : (X0, β0,M0, γ0) → (X1, β1,M1, γ1) and [Ŷ , β̂′, N̂ , γ̂′] :
(X1, β1,M1, γ1)→ (X2, β2,M2, γ2) are morphisms, the composition is

[Ŷ , β̂′, N̂ , γ̂′] ◦ [Y, β′, N, γ′] =
[
Ŷ ∐X1 Y, β̂

′ ∐β1 β
′, N̂ ∐M1 N, γ̂

′ ∐γ1 γ
′
]
.

That is, we glue Y, Ŷ along their common boundary component X1 to
make a manifold Y ′ ∐X1 Y , and we glue the B-structures β′, β̂′ along

X1 using the chosen isotopies β′|X1 ≃ β1, β̂
′|X1 ≃ −β1, and we glue the

submanifolds N, N̂ along their common boundary component M1 ⊂ X1

to make a neat submanifold N̂ ∐M1 N ⊂ Ŷ ∐X1 Y , and we glue the normal
H-structures γ′, γ̂′ alongM1 using γ′|X1 ≃ γ1, γ̂

′|X1 ≃ γ1. More precisely,
we should choose collars X1 × (−ǫ, 0] ⊂ Y, X1 × [0, ǫ) ⊂ Ŷ which restrict
to collars M1 × (−ǫ, 0] ⊂ N, M1 × [0, ǫ) ⊂ Ŷ such that the normal H-
structures are also of product form, but the choices do not change the
equivalence class [Ŷ ∐X1 Y, N̂ ∐M1 N ]. Composition is associative.

(e) Identities are id(X,β,M,γ) =
[
X × [0, 1], β × [0, 1],M × [0, 1], γ × [0, 1]

]
.

(f) The monoidal structure on BordBn,k(MH) is defined as

(X, β,M, γ)⊗ (X̂, β̂, M̂ , γ̂) = (X ∐ X̂, β ∐ β̂,M ∐ M̂, γ ∐ γ̂)

on objects, and similarly for morphisms.

(g) The unit object in BordBn,k(MH) is 1 = (∅, ∅, ∅, ∅).

(h) For a pair of objects, the symmetry isomorphism

σ(X0,β0,M0,γ0),(X1,β1,M1,γ1) = [Y, β′, N, γ′] :

(X0, β0,M0, γ0)⊗ (X1, β1,M1, γ1) −→ (X1, β1,M1, γ1)⊗ (X0, β0,M0, γ0)

is the cylinders Y = (X0 ∐X1)× [0, 1], β′ = (β0 ∐ β1)× [0, 1], N = (M0 ∐
M1)×[0, 1], γ′ = (γ0∐γ1)×[0, 1], where the boundary diffeomorphisms are
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the obvious identifications (X0∐X1)×{0} ∼= X0∐X1 and (X0∐X1)×{1} ∼=
X1∐X0, swapping round factors at 1 ∈ ∂[0, 1], and similarly for boundary
identifications of β′, N, γ′.

To simplify notation, from now on we usually omit B-structures β, β′, β′′

and H-structures γ, γ′, γ′′, leaving them implicit, so we write objects as pairs
(X,M), where X is a compact n-manifold with B-structure and M ⊂ X is
a compact (n − k)-submanifold with normal H-structure, and morphisms are
[Y,N ] : (X0,M0)→ (X1,M1), and so on.

With these definitions, it is easy to check that BordBn,k(MH) is indeed a
symmetric monoidal category, in the sense of Appendix A.

Define a symmetric monoidal category BordBn (∗) as above but omitting all
submanifolds M,N, . . . and normal H-structures γ, γ′, . . . , so that objects of
BordBn (∗) are compact n-manifolds X with B-structure β, and so on. There is
a natural monoidal inclusion functor

IB,Hn,k : BordBn (∗) −→ BordBn,k(MH)

acting by X 7→ (X, ∅) on objects and [Y ] 7→ [Y, ∅] on morphisms.

A composition of Lie groups H1
ι
−→H2

ρ2
−→O(k) induces a functor

Fι : BordBn,k(MH1) −→ BordBn,k(MH2), (5.3)

by converting normal H1-structures γ, γ
′, . . . on M ⊂ X,N ⊂ Y, . . . to normal

H2-structures.

The next proposition uses the theory of Picard groupoids in Appendix A.

Proposition 5.2. (a) BordBn,k(MH) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0
(
BordBn,k(MH)

)
∼= ΩB

n (MH), (5.4)

π1
(
BordBn,k(MH)

)
∼= ΩB

n+1(MH), (5.5)

and q : ΩB

n (MH)→ ΩB

n+1(MH) mapping [X,M ] 7→ [X × S1,M × S1].
Here in X × S1, the S1 has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual

orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure S1nb.
Note that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by α1 = [S1nb] in

ΩSpin
1 (∗) in Table 2.2 under the natural action of ΩSpin

∗ (∗) on ΩSpin
∗ (MH).

(b) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism λ : (X0,M0) → (X1,M1) in
BordBn,k(MH) determines a bijection

ΩB

n+1(MH) −→ HomBordB

n,k(MH)

(
(X0,M0), (X1,M1)

)
(5.6)

given by composition in the diagram of bijections

ΩB

n+1(MH)

(5.5)
��

∼=
// HomBordB

n,k
(MH)

(
(X0,M0), (X1,M1)

)

HomBordB

n,k(MH)(1, 1)
⊗λ

// HomBordB

n,k(MH)

(
1⊗(X0,M0), 1⊗(X1,M1)

)
.

(5.7)
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(c) For the category BordBn (∗), the analogues of (5.4)–(5.5) are

π0(BordBn (∗)) ∼= ΩB

n (∗), π1(BordBn (∗)) ∼= ΩB

n+1(∗). (5.8)

Under the identifications (5.8), (5.4), (5.5), the functor IB,Hn,k induces the mor-

phisms ΩB

m(∗)→ΩB

m(MH) induced by ∗→MH, ∗ 7→∞ for m = n, n+ 1.

Proof. For (a), let (X,M) ∈ BordBn,k(MH). Write −X for X with the opposite

B-structure, as in Definition 2.1. There is an isomorphism
[
X×[0, 1],M×[0, 1]

]
:

(−X,M)⊗ (X,M)→ 1 and hence (−X,M) is an inverse for (X,M) under the
monoidal structure. If [Y,N ] : (X0,M0) → (X1,M1) is a morphism, we can
prove that it has the inverse morphism

[Y,N ]−1 =
[
−Y ∐ (Y ∐X0∐X1 −Y ), N ∐ (N ∐M0∐M1 N)

]
,

where we note that ∂(−Y ) = −(−X0 ∐X1) = −X1 ∐X0. Thus, all morphisms
in BordBn,k(MH) are isomorphisms. Equations (5.4)–(5.8) follow from Theorem

2.15 and the definition of ΩB

n (−).
We can show from the definitions that q : ΩB

n (MH) → ΩB

n+1(MH) maps
M ⊂ X to the mapping torus of the Z2-action on M ∐ M ⊂ X ∐ X that
exchanges the two copies of X , so that q

(
[X,M ]

)
=

[
((X ∐ X) × [0, 1])/∼,

((M ∐M) × [0, 1])/∼
]
. But ((X ∐X) × [0, 1])/∼ ∼= X × S1 and ((M ∐M)×

[0, 1])/∼ ∼=M ×S1. Part (b) is immediate from the theory of Picard groupoids,
and (c) is straightforward.

Example 5.3. From Proposition 5.2(a) and Tables 2.1 and 3.1 we see that
there are equivalences of Picard groupoids

Bord
Spin
7,4 (MSO(4)) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z3),

Bord
Spin
8,4 (MSO(4)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z3)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z3
2),

Bord
Spin
8,4 (MSpin(4)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z3)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z2
2).

(5.9)

Here the right hand sides are Picard groupoids of the form π0//π1 as in Theo-
rem A.18 for abelian groups π0, π1. The decomposition of the πi as A ⊕ B in
(5.9) corresponds to the splitting ΩSpin

n (MH) = ΩSpin
n (∗)⊕ Ω̃Spin

n (MH), where
ΩSpin
n (∗) is given in Table 2.1 and Ω̃Spin

n (MH) in Table 3.1. Note that π0//π1
also depends on a linear quadratic map q : π0 → π1, which can be computed
from Theorem 3.1.

5.2 Loop bordism categories BordBn−1,k(LMH)

Definition 5.4. Fix k, n with 1 6 k 6 n, a tangential structure B, and a
Lie group morphism ρ : H → O(k). We define a Picard groupoid, the sub-
manifold loop bordism category BordBn−1,k(LMH) as for BordBn,k(MH) as in
Definition 5.1, but modified as follows: we reduce the dimensions of X,Y, Z by
1, so dimX = n − 1, dimY = n, dimZ = n + 1, and we take M,N,L to be
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submanifolds of X ×S1, Y ×S1, Z ×S1 instead of X,Y, Z. So, for example, ob-
jects of BordBn−1,k(LMH) are pairs (X,M) with X a compact (n− 1)-manifold

with B-structure β, andM ⊂ X×S1 a compact embedded (n−k)-submanifold
with an H-structure γ on the normal bundle νM →M of M in X × S1.

We relate the categories of Definitions 5.1 and 5.4.

Definition 5.5. Let k, n,B, H be as above. Define a functor

IB,Hn,k : BordBn−1,k(LMH) −→ BordBn,k(MH) (5.10)

to act on objects by IB,Hn,k : (X,M) 7→ (X × S1,M), and on morphisms by

IB,Hn,k : [Y,N ] 7→ [Y ×S1, N ]. Here given the B-structures on X,Y , to define the

B-structures on X×S1, Y ×S1 we use the standard B-structure on S1 = R/Z,

which is invariant under the action of R/Z ∼= U(1). It is easy to check that IB,Hn,k

is a well-defined symmetric monoidal functor.

Here is the analogue of Proposition 5.2.

Proposition 5.6. (a) BordBn−1,k(LMH) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants
in Theorem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0
(
BordBn−1,k(LMH)

)
∼= ΩB

n−1(LMH), (5.11)

π1
(
BordBn−1,k(LMH)

)
∼= ΩB

n (LMH), (5.12)

and q : ΩB

n−1(LMH) → ΩB

n (LMH) which maps M ⊂ X × S1 to M × S1 ⊂
X × S1 × S1.

(b) There is a commutative diagram

ΩB

n (LMH)

(5.12)∼= ��

ξBn (MH)

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(MH)

(5.5) ��
AutBordB

n−1,k(LMH)(1)
IB,Hn,k

(5.10)
// AutBordB

n,k(MH)(1).

(5.13)

Proof. The proof of (a) is very similar to the proof of Propositions 5.2(a), with
the difference that objects (X,M) in BordBn−1,k(LMH) correspond to subman-

ifoldsM ⊂ X×S1, and hence to elements of [X×S1,MH ], modifying equation
(2.26). But a continuous map X × S1 → MH is equivalent to a continuous
map X → LMH , which is why ΩB

∗ (LMH) appear in (5.11)–(5.12). Part (b) is
obvious from the definitions.

5.3 L-equivalence categories BordkX(MH)

The next definition is a variation of Definition 5.1, in which we fix the n-manifold
X , and take Y = X × [0, 1] and Z = X × [0, 1]2.
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Definition 5.7. Let 0 6 k 6 n, and X be a compact n-manifold without
boundary, and ρ : H → O(k) be a Lie group morphism. We define the L-
equivalence category BordkX(MH) as follows:

(a) The objects (M,γ) are compact, embedded (n− k)-submanifolds M ⊂ X
with an H-structure γ on the normal bundle νM →M of M in X .

(b) A morphism [N, γ′] : (M0, γ0) → (M1, γ1) is represented (modulo the
equivalence relation described in (c)) by a compact, neat, embedded (n−
k + 1)-submanifold N ⊂ X × [0, 1] with an H-structure γ′ on the normal
bundle νN → N , such that

∂N = (M0 × {0})∐ (M1 × {1}), γ′|∂N ∼= γ0 ∐ γ1.

(c) In (b), two representatives (N0, γ
′
0) and (N1, γ

′
1) are equivalent if there

exists a compact, neat, embedded (n− k+2)-submanifold L ⊂ X × [0, 1]2

with an H-structure γ′′ on the normal bundle νL → L such that

∂L = (M0×{0}×[0, 1])∐(M1×{1}×[0, 1])∐(N0×{0})∐(N1×{1}),

γ′′|∂L ∼= (γ0×{0}×[0, 1])∐(γ1×{1}×[0, 1])∐(γ
′
0×{0})∐(γ

′
1×{1}).

(d) If [N, γ′] : (M0, γ0)→ (M1, γ1) and [N̂, γ̂′] : (M1, γ1)→ (M2, γ2) are mor-
phisms, the composition is the morphism (M0, γ0)→ (M2, γ2) obtained by
mapping N →֒ X × [0, 12 ] by (x, t) 7→ (x, 12 t) and mapping N̂ →֒ X× [ 12 , 1]
by (x, t) 7→ (x, 12 (t+ 1)), and gluing the submanifolds N ⊂ X × [0, 12 ] and

N̂ ⊂ X × [ 12 , 1] along their common boundary component M1 ⊂ X × {
1
2}

to make a submanifold N ∐M1 N̂ in X × [0, 1]. To make this smooth at
M1 we should choose (N, γ′), (N̂ , γ̂′) in their equivalence classes so that
they are of product formM1×(1−ǫ, 1],M1× [0, ǫ) near theM1 boundary.
We glue the H-structures in a similar way, and set

[N̂ , γ̂′] ◦ [N, γ] = [N ∐M1 N̂ , γ
′ ∐γ1 γ̂

′].

Composition is associative.

(e) The identity morphism at (M,γ) is id(M,γ) =
[
M × [0, 1], γ × [0, 1]

]
.

As in Definition 5.1, to simplify notation, from now on we usually omit the
H-structures γ, γ′, γ′′, leaving them implicit, so we write objects as M , and
morphisms as [N ] : M0 →M1, and so on.

Observe that BordkX(MH) is a specialization of BordBn,k(MH) in Definition
5.1, in which the varying ambient manifoldsX,Y, Z in Definition 5.1 are replaced
by X,X × [0, 1], X × [0, 1]2 respectively, for X fixed. Let B be a tangential
structure, and suppose X has a B-structure β. This induces B-structures β′, β′′

on X×[0, 1], X×[0, 1]2. Define a functor

ΠB

X : BordkX(MH) −→ BordBn,k(MH) (5.14)
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to map M 7→ (X,M) on objects and [N ] 7→ [X × [0, 1], N ] on morphisms,
using the B-structures β, β′ on X,X × [0, 1]. This is well defined as writing
Y = X × [0, 1] and Z = X × [0, 1]2, the definitions above of the equivalence on
N and (X × [0, 1], N), and of compositions of morphisms, and so on, map to
those in Definition 5.1.

The next proposition justifies the name ‘L-equivalence category’.

Proposition 5.8. In Definition 5.7, BordkX(MH) is a groupoid (that is, all
morphisms are isomorphisms), and there is a natural bijection

π0
(
BordkX(MH)

)
∼= ΛHk (X), (5.15)

where ΛHk (X) is the set of L-equivalence classes in Definition 2.14, which is
described using homotopy theory in Theorem 2.15.

Proof. If [N ] :M0 →M1 is a morphism in BordkX(MH), so that N ⊂ X× [0, 1]
is a compact embedded submanifold with normal H-structure γ′, the inverse
morphism is [N ]−1 = [N̂ ] :M1 →M0, where

N̂ =
{
(x, 1 − t) : (x, t) ∈ N

}
⊂ X × [0, 1].

The obvious identification N̂ ∼= N identifies the normal bundles νN ′ ∼= νN ,
and we give N̂ the normal H-structure γ̂′ corresponding to γ′ under νN ′ ∼=
νN . Hence BordkX(MH) is a groupoid. The isomorphism (5.15) follows by
comparing Definitions 2.14 and 5.7.

In a similar way to Propositions 5.2 and 5.6, we can use homotopy theory to
give a partial description of the categories BordkX(MH) and functors ΠB

X . The
proof of the next proposition is essentially the same as that of Proposition 4.8.

Proposition 5.9. Fix 0 6 k 6 n, a tangential structure B, a Lie group H, and
a morphism of Lie groups ρ : H → O(k). Suppose X is a compact n-manifold
with B-structure, and M ⊂ X is a compact, embedded (n − k)-submanifold
with normal H-structure. Then M is an object in BordkX(MH), and (X,M)
an object in BordBn,k(MH), and ΠB

X : M 7→ (X,M). We have a commutative
diagram

AutBordkX(MH)(M)
ΠB

X

//

χB

M
��

AutBordB

n,k(MH)(X,M)

ΩB

n (LMH)
ξBn (MH) // Ω̃B

n+1(MH),

(5.6)
OO

(5.16)

where ξBn (MH) is in Definition 2.4, the right hand column is (5.6) restricted to
Ω̃B

n+1(MH) ⊂ ΩB

n+1(MH), and χB

M is defined as follows: let φM : X → MH
be a classifying map for M . Then for [N ] : M → M in AutBordkX(MH)(M),

as N ⊂ X × [0, 1] is a submanifold with normal H-structure with ∂N = M ×
{0, 1}, we can choose a classifying map φN : X × [0, 1] → MH for N such
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that φN |X×{0} = φN |X×{1} = φM . Writing S1 = R/Z = [0, 1]/(0 ∼ 1) with
projection π : [0, 1]→ S1, define φ̄N : X × S1 →MH by φ̄N ◦ (idX ×π) = φN .
Let φ̃N : X → LMH = MapC0(S1,MH) be the induced map. Then define

χB

M ([N ]) = [X, φ̃N ]. (5.17)

6 Cohomology bordism categories

6.1 Bordism categories BordBn (K(R, k))

Definition 6.1. Let R be a commutative ring. Write C•(X,R) for the cochain
complex of some cohomology theory which is defined for compact smooth n-
manifolds with corners X and computes the cohomology H∗(X,R). The exact
choice of cohomology theory does not matter much, provided there are functorial
pullbacks f∗ : C•(Y,R) → C•(X,R) along smooth maps f : X → Y . To be
definite, we could take C•(X,R) to be topological singular cochains.

Fix 0 6 k 6 n and a tangential structure B. We define the cohomology
bordism category BordBn (K(R, k)) as follows.

(a) The objects ofBordBn (K(R, k)) are triples (X, β,C), where X is a compact
n-manifold without boundary with B-structure β and C ∈ Ck(X,R) is a
k-cocycle on X . (Here we call C a cocycle when dC = 0 in Ck+1(X,R).)

(b) Morphisms [Y, β′, D] : (X0, β0, C0) → (X1, β1, C1) are equivalence classes
of triples (Y, β′, D), see (c), where Y is a compact (n + 1)-manifold with
boundary with B-structure β′, and D ∈ Ck(Y,R) is a k-cocycle on Y ,
with a B-structure-preserving diffeomorphism

∂Y ∼= X0 ∐X1 (6.1)

identifying B-structures β′|∂Y ∼= −β0 ∐ β1 up to chosen isotopies, and
which identifies D|∂Y with C0 ∐ C1 in Ck(X0 ∐X1, R).

(c) In the situation of (b), two choices (Y0, β
′
0, D0) and (Y1, β

′
1, D1) are equiva-

lent if there exists a triple (Z, β′′, E), where Z is a compact (n+2)-manifold
with corners with a B-structure β′′, and a diffeomorphism

∂Z ∼= (X0 × [0, 1])∐ (X1 × [0, 1])∐ (Y0 × {0})∐ (Y1 × {1}) (6.2)

that identifies B-structures β′′|∂Z ∼= (−β0× [0, 1])∐ (β1× [0, 1])∐ (−β′
0)×

{0}∐β′
1×{1} up to chosen isotopies, and along ∂2Z identifies ∂(Ya×{a})

with (−X0×{0}×{a})∐(X1×{1}×{a}) via (6.1) for a = 0, 1, compatibly
with B-structures.

Moreover, E ∈ Ck(Z,R) is a k-cocycle such that under (6.2) we have

E|X0×[0,1] = Π∗
X0

(C0), E|X1×[0,1] = Π∗
X1

(C1),

E|Y0×{0} = D0, E|Y1×{1} = D1.
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(d) If [Y, β′, D] : (X0, β0, C0) → (X1, β1, C1) and [Ŷ , β̂′, D̂] : (X1, β1, C1) →
(X2, β2, C2) are morphisms, the composition is

[Ŷ , β̂′, D̂] ◦ [Y, β′, D] =
[
Ŷ ∐X1 Y, β̂

′ ∐β1 β
′, D̂ ∐C1 D

]
.

That is, we glue Y, Ŷ along their common boundary component X1 to
make a manifold Y ′ ∐X1 Y , and we glue the B-structures β′, β̂′ along

X1 using the chosen isotopies β′|X1 ≃ β1, β̂
′|X1 ≃ −β1, and we glue the

k-cocycles C, D̂ along their common restrictions C1 on X1 to make a k-
cocycle D̂ ∐C1 D on Ŷ ∐X1 Y . Doing these gluings requires choices, but
these do not change the equivalence class. Composition is associative.

(e) Identities are id(X,β,C) =
[
X × [0, 1], β × [0, 1],Π∗

X(C)
]
.

(f) The monoidal structure on BordBn (K(R, k)) is defined as

(X, β,C)⊗ (X̂, β̂, Ĉ) = (X ∐ X̂, β ∐ β̂, C ∐ Ĉ)

on objects, and similarly for morphisms.

(g) The unit object in BordBn,k(K(R, k)) is 1 = (∅, ∅, 0).

(h) For a pair of objects, the symmetry isomorphism

σ(X0,β0,C0),(X1,β1,C1) = [Y, β′, D] :

(X0, β0, C0)⊗ (X1, β1, C1) −→ (X1, β1, C1)⊗ (X0, β0, C0)

is the cylinders Y = (X0 ∐ X1) × [0, 1], β′ = (β0 ∐ β1) × [0, 1], D =
Π∗
X0

(C0)∐Π∗
X1

(C1), where the boundary diffeomorphisms are the obvious
identifications (X0∐X1)×{0} ∼= X0∐X1 and (X0∐X1)×{1} ∼= X1∐X0,
swapping round factors at 1 ∈ ∂[0, 1].

To simplify notation, from now on we usually omit B-structures β, β′, β′′,
leaving them implicit, so we write objects as pairs (X,C), where X is a compact
n-manifold with B-structure and C ∈ Ck(X,R), and morphisms are [Y,D] :
(X0, C0) → (X1, C1), and so on. With these definitions, it is easy to check
that BordBn (K(R, k)) is indeed a symmetric monoidal category, in the sense of
Appendix A.

The isomorphism class in BordBn (K(R, k)) of an object (X,C) depends only
on X and the cohomology class [C] ∈ Hk(X,R). By an abuse of notation, we
will sometimes write objects as (X,α) for α ∈ Hk(X,R), by which we mean
(X,C) for some choice of k-cocycle C representing α.

A morphism of commutative rings ρ : R1 → R2 induces a functor

Fρ : BordBn (K(R1, k)) −→ BordBn (K(R2, k)), (6.3)

by converting R1-cochains C,D,E, . . . on X,Y, Z, . . . to R2-cochains.

The next proposition is proved in a very similar way to Propositions 5.2 and
4.2. It justifies the notation BordBn (K(R, k)).
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Proposition 6.2. (a) BordBn (K(R, k)) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0
(
BordBn (K(R, k))

)
∼= ΩB

n (K(R, k)), (6.4)

π1
(
BordBn (K(R, k))

)
∼= ΩB

n+1(K(R, k)), (6.5)

and q : ΩB

n (K(R, k)) → ΩB

n+1(K(R, k)) mapping [X,C] 7→ [X × S1,Π∗
X(C)].

Here K(R, k) is the Eilenberg–MacLane space classifying cohomology Hk(−, R)
over R, and in X×S1, the S1 has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual
orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure S1nb.

(b) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism λ : (X0, C0) → (X1, C1) in
BordBn (K(R, k)) determines a bijection

ΩB

n+1(K(R, k)) −→ HomBordB
n (K(R,k))

(
(X0, C0), (X1, C1)

)
(6.6)

given by composition in the diagram of bijections

ΩB

n+1(K(R, k))

(6.5)
��

∼=
// HomBordB

n (K(R,k))

(
(X0, C0), (X1, C1)

)

HomBordB
n (K(R,k))(1, 1)

⊗λ // HomBordB
n (K(R,k))

(
1⊗(X0, C0), 1⊗(X1, C1)

)
.

Example 6.3. From Proposition 6.2(a) and Tables 2.1 and 3.1 we see that
there are equivalences of Picard groupoids

Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z2

2),

Bord
Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z2)//(Z2

2 ⊕ Z2),

Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z2, 4)) ∼= (0⊕ 0)//(Z2 ⊕ Z4),

Bord
Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4)) ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z4)//(Z

2
2 ⊕ Z2).

(6.7)

Here the right hand sides are Picard groupoids of the form π0//π1 as in Theorem
A.18 for abelian groups π0, π1. The decomposition of the πi as A ⊕ B in (6.7)
corresponds to the splitting ΩSpin

n (K(R, 4)) = ΩSpin
n (∗)⊕Ω̃Spin

n (K(R, 4)), where
ΩSpin
n (∗) is given in Table 2.1 and Ω̃Spin

n (K(R, 4)) in Table 3.1. Note that π0//π1
also depends on a linear quadratic map q : π0 → π1, which can be computed
from Theorem 3.1.

6.2 Loop bordism categories BordBn (LK(R, k))

Definition 6.4. Let R be a commutative ring. Fix n > −1, 0 6 k 6 n+1, and
a tangential structure B in the sense of §2.1.1. We will define another Picard
groupoid BordBn (LK(R, k)) that we call a loop bordism category. It is a simple
modification of Definition 6.1: we replace the k-cocycles C ∈ Ck(X,R), D ∈
Ck(Y,R), E ∈ Ck(Z,R) by k-cocycles C ∈ Ck(X ×S1, R), D ∈ Ck(Y ×S1, R),
E ∈ Ck(Z × S1, R) throughout. So, for example, objects of BordBn (LK(R, k))
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are pairs (X,C), where X is a compact n-manifold without boundary with a
B-structure γX , which we generally omit from the notation, and C ∈ Ck(X ×
S1, R) is a k-cocycle.

We relate the categories of Definitions 6.1 and 6.4.

Definition 6.5. Let 0 6 k 6 n and B be as above. Define a functor

IB,K(R,k)
n : BordBn−1(LK(R, k)) −→ BordBn (K(R, k)) (6.8)

to act on objects by I
B,K(R,k)
n : (X,C) 7→ (X × S1, C), and on morphisms by

I
B,K(R,k)
n : [Y,D] 7→ [Y × S1, D]. Here given the B-structures on X,Y , to
define the B-structures on X ×S1, Y ×S1 we use the standard B-structure on
S1 = R/Z, which is invariant under the action of R/Z ∼= U(1). So, for example,
whenB = Spin, we use the Spin-structure on S1 whose principal Spin(1)-bundle

is the trivial bundle (R/Z)× Spin(1)→ R/Z. It is easy to check that I
B,K(R,k)
n

is a well-defined symmetric monoidal functor.

Here is the analogue of Propositions 5.6 and 4.6, proved in the same way.

Proposition 6.6. (a) BordBn (LK(R, k)) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants
in Theorem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0(BordBn (LK(R, k))) ∼= ΩB

n (LK(R, k)), (6.9)

π1(BordBn (LK(R, k))) = AutBordB
n (LK(R,k))(1) ∼= ΩB

n+1(LK(R, k)), (6.10)

where ΩB

m(LK(R, k)) is the bordism group of the free loop space LK(R, k) =
MapC0(S1,K(R, k)) of K(R, k), and the linear quadratic map q :ΩB

n (LK(R, k))
→ ΩB

n+1(LK(R, k)) maps [X,C] 7→ [Π∗
X(C)].

Here in X×S1, the S1 has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual ori-
entation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure S1nb. Note

that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by α1 = [S1nb] in ΩSpin
1 (∗)

in Table 2.2 under the natural action of ΩSpin
∗ (∗) on ΩSpin

∗ (LBK(R, k)).

(b) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism λ : (X0, C0) → (X1, C1) in
BordBn (LK(R, k)) determines a bijection

ΩB

n+1(LK(R, k)) −→ HomBordB
n (LK(R,k))

(
(X0, C0), (X1, C1)

)

given by composition in the diagram of bijections

ΩB

n+1(LK(R, k))

(6.10)
��

∼=
// HomBordB

n (LK(R,k))

(
(X0, C0), (X1, C1)

)

HomBordB
n (LK(R,k))(1, 1)

⊗λ // HomBordB
n (LK(R,k))

(
1⊗(X0, C0), 1⊗(X1, C1)

)
.

(c) There is a commutative diagram

ΩB

n (LK(R, k))

(6.10)∼= ��

ξBn (K(R,k))

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(K(R, k))

(6.5)
��

AutBordB

n−1(LK(R,k))(1)
IB,K(R,k)
n

(6.8)
// AutBordB

n (K(R,k))(1).

(6.11)
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6.3 Bordism categories BordX(K(R, k))

The next definition is a variation on Definition 6.1, in which we fix the n-
manifold X , and take Y = X × [0, 1] and Z = X × [0, 1]2.

Definition 6.7. Let R be a commutative ring. Let 0 6 k 6 n and X be a
compact n-manifold. Define BordX(K(R, k)) to be the category with objects C
for C ∈ Ck(X,R) a k-cocycle, and morphisms [D] : C0 → C1 be ∼-equivalence
classes [D] of k-cocycles D ∈ Ck(X × [0, 1], R) with D|X×{i} = Ci for i = 0, 1.
If D,D′ are alternative choices for D, we write D ∼ D′ if there exists E ∈
Ck(X × [0, 1]2, R) with

E|X×{0}×[0,1] = Π∗
X(C0), E|X×{1}×[0,1] = Π∗

X(C1),

E|X×[0,1]×{0} = D, E|X×[0,1]×{1} = D′.

To define composition of morphisms [D] : P0 → P1 and [D′] : P1 → P2 we
set [D′] ◦ [D] = [D′′], where D′′ ∈ Ck(X × [0, 1], R) is given by D′′|

X×[0,
1
2 ]

=

(idX ×2t)∗(D) and D′′|
X×[

1
2 ,1]

= (idX ×(2t − 1))∗(D′), using the maps 2t :

[0, 12 ]→ [0, 1] and 2t− 1 : [ 12 , 1]→ [0, 1].
It is then easy to show composition is associative, so that BordX(K(R, k))

is a category, where identity morphisms are idC = Π∗
X(C) : C → C. Every

morphism in BordX(K(R, k)) is invertible, where the inverse of [D] : C0 → C1

is [D]−1 = [D′] : P1 → P0 with D′ = (idX ×(1− t))−1(D).
Now suppose that B is a tangential structure, and X has a B-structure

γX . Since the stable tangent bundles of X × [0, 1] and X × [0, 1]2 are the
pullbacks of the stable tangent bundle ofX , pullback of γX along the projections
X×[0, 1]→ X , X×[0, 1]2 → X inducesB-structures onX×[0, 1] andX×[0, 1]2.
Define a functor

ΠB

X : BordX(K(R, k)) −→ BordBn (K(R, k)) (6.12)

to map C 7→ (X,C) on objects and [D] 7→
[
X × [0, 1], D

]
on morphisms, using

the B-structures on X,X × [0, 1]. This is well defined as writing Y = X × [0, 1]
and Z = X × [0, 1]2, the definitions above of the equivalence ∼ on D and
(X × [0, 1], D), and of compositions of morphisms, and so on, map to those in
Definition 6.1.

In a similar way to Propositions 6.2 and 6.6, we can use homotopy theory to
give a partial description of the categories BordX(K(R, k)) and functors ΠB

X .

Proposition 6.8. Suppose B is a tangential structure, X a compact n-manifold
with B-structure, and C ∈ Ck(X,R) for 0 6 k 6 n. Then C is an object in
BordX(K(R, k)), and (X,C) an object in BordBn (K(R, k)), and ΠB

X : C 7→
(X,C). We have a commutative diagram

AutBordX(K(R,k))(C)
ΠB

X

//

χB

C
��

AutBordB
n (K(R,k))(X,C)

ΩB

n (LK(R, k))
ξBn (K(R,k)) // Ω̃B

n+1(K(R, k)),

(6.6)
OO
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where ξBn (K(R, k)) is in Definition 2.4, the right hand column is (6.6) re-
stricted to Ω̃B

n+1(K(R, k)) ⊂ ΩB

n+1(K(R, k)), and χB

C is defined as follows: let
φC : X → K(R, k) be a classifying map for C. Then for [D] : C → C in
AutBordX (K(R,k))(C), as D ∈ C

k(X × [0, 1], R) with D|X×{0} = C = D|X×{1},
we can choose a classifying map φD : X × [0, 1] → K(R, k) for D such that
φD|X×{0} = φD|X×{1} = φC . Writing S1 = R/Z = [0, 1]/(0 ∼ 1) with projec-
tion π : [0, 1]→ S1, define φ̄D : X×S1 → K(R, k) by φ̄D ◦ (idX ×π) = φD. Let
φ̃D : X → LK(R, k) = MapC0(S1,K(R, k)) be the induced map. Then define

χB

P ([D]) = [X, φ̃Q].

Remark 6.9. (a) One can show that the categories BordX(K(R, k)) have an
alternate, explicit, very simple description:

(i) Objects of BordX(K(R, k)) are k-cocycles C in Ck(X,R) with dC = 0.

(ii) Morphisms D : C0 → C1 in BordX(K(R, k)) are cohomology classes [D]
of (k − 1)-cochains D in Ck−1(X,R) with dD = C1 − C0.

Although BordX(K(R, k)) itself is simple, the orientation functors we define on
BordX(K(R, k)) in §9 will not be easy to understand.

(b) There is a natural symmetric monoidal structure on BordX(K(R, k)), from
adding k-cocycles and (k− 1)-cochains on X , making it into a Picard groupoid.
Note that this is unrelated to the Picard groupoid structure on BordBn (K(R, k))
in §6.1, and the functor ΠB

X : BordX(K(R, k)) → BordBn (K(R, k)) in (6.12) is
not monoidal. The monoidal structure on BordX(K(R, k)) is connected to the
notion of additive flag structures on 7-manifolds in §10.1, but otherwise we will
make no use of it.

7 Topological bordism categories

The bordism categories BordBn (BG), BordBn,k(MH), BordBn (K(R, k)) of §4.1,
§5.1, §6.1 are all equivalent as Picard groupoids to examples of a single con-
struction.

Definition 7.1. Fix n > 0, a tangential structure B, and a topological space
T . We will define a symmetric monoidal category BordBn (T )top that we call a
topological bordism category.

(a) Objects ofBordBn (T )top are pairs (X, f), where X is a compact n-manifold
without boundary with a B-structure γX , which we generally omit from
the notation, and f : X → T is a continuous map.

(b) Morphisms [Y, g] : (X0, f0) → (X1, f1) in BordBn (T )top are equivalence
classes of pairs (Y, g), see (c), where Y is a compact (n+1)-manifold with
B-structure γY , there is a chosen isomorphism ∂Y ∼= −X0 ∐ X1 of the
boundary preserving B-structures, and g : Y → T is a continuous map
with g|∂Y = f0 ∐ f1.
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(c) In the situation of (b), let (Y0, g0) and (Y1, g1) be two choices for (Y, g).
We say that (Y0, g0) ∼ (Y1, g1) if there exists a pair (Z, h), where Z is a
compact (n+2)-manifold with corners and B-structure γZ , with a chosen
isomorphism of boundaries identifying B-structures

∂Z ∼= (−X0 × [0, 1])∐ (X1 × [0, 1])∐−Y0 ∐ Y1 (7.1)

such that along ∂2Z we identify ∂Yi with (−X0 ∐ X1) × {i} for i = 0, 1,
and h : Z → T is a continuous map such that under (7.1) we have

h|∂Z = (f0 ◦ΠX0) ∐ (f1 ◦ΠX1 )∐ g0 ∐ g1.

It is easy to see that ‘∼’ is an equivalence relation.

(d) If [Y, g] : (X0, f0) → (X1, f1) and [Y ′, g′] : (X1, f1) → (X2, f2) are mor-
phisms, the composition is

[Y ′, g′] ◦ [Y, g] = [Y ′ ∐X1 Y, g
′ ∐f1 g] : (X0, f0) −→ (X2, f2).

To define the smooth structure on Y ′ ∐X1 Y we should choose ‘collars’
X1 × (−ǫ, 0] ⊂ Y , X1 × [0, ǫ) ⊂ Y ′ of X1 in Y, Y ′, but the choices do not
change the equivalence class [Y ′∐X1Y, g

′∐f1g]. Composition is associative.

(e) If (X, f) is an object in BordBn (T )top, the identity morphism is

id(X,f) =
[
X × [0, 1], f ◦ΠX

]
: (X, f) −→ (X, f).

(f) If [Y, g] : (X0, f0)→ (X1, f1) is a morphism, it has an inverse morphism

[Y, g]−1 =
[
−Y ∐ (Y ∐X0∐X1 −Y ), g ∐ (g ∐f0∐f1 g)

]
:

(X1, f1) −→ (X0, f0),

noting that ∂(−Y ) = −(−X0 ∐ X1) = −X1 ∐ X0. Thus the category
BordBn (T )top is a groupoid.

(g) Define a monoidal structure ⊗ on BordBn (T )top by, on objects

(X, f)⊗ (X ′, f ′) = (X ∐X ′, f ∐ f ′),

and if [Y, g] : (X0, f0) → (X1, f1), [Y
′, g′] : (X ′

0, f
′
0) → (X ′

1, f
′
1) are mor-

phisms, then

[Y, g]⊗ [Y ′, g′] = [Y ∐ Y ′, g ∐ g′] :

(X0, f0)⊗ (X ′
0, f

′
0) −→ (X1, f1)⊗ (X ′

1, f
′
1).

(h) The identity in BordBn (T )top is 1 = (∅, ∅).

(i) If (X, f) ∈ BordBn (T )top we write −(X, f) = (−X, f), that is, we give X
the opposite B-structure −γX . Observe that we have an isomorphism

[
X × [0, 1], f ◦ΠX

]
: (−X, f)⊗ (X, f) −→ 1.

Thus −(X, f) is an inverse for (X, f) under ‘⊗’.
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(j) The symmetry isomorphism σ(X,f),(X′,f ′) = [Y, g] : (X, f) ⊗ (X ′, f ′) →
(X ′, f ′)⊗ (X, f) has (Y, g) = ((X ∐X ′)× [0, 1], (f ◦ΠX)∐ (f ′ ◦ΠX′).

Hence BordBn (T )top is a Picard groupoid, as in Appendix A.

The following analogue of Propositions 4.2, 5.2 and 6.2 is straightforward.

Proposition 7.2. The invariants of the Picard groupoid BordBn (T )top in The-
orem A.18(a) are the B-bordism groups

π0
(
BordBn (T )

)
∼= ΩB

n (T ), (7.2)

π1
(
BordBn (T )

)
∼= ΩB

n+1(T ), (7.3)

and q : ΩB

n (T )→ ΩB

n+1(T ) mapping [X, f ] 7→ [X × S1, f ◦ΠX ].

Here is the analogue of the bordism categories BordX(BG), BordkX(MH)
and BordX(K(R, k)) of §4.3, §5.3 and §6.3.

Definition 7.3. Let X be a compact n-manifold and T a topological space.
Define BordX(T )top to be the category with objects f for f : X → T a continu-
ous map, and morphisms [g] : f0 → f1 be ∼-equivalence classes [g] of continuous
maps g : X × [0, 1] → T with g|X×{i} = fi for i = 0, 1. If g, g′ are alternative
choices for g, we write g ∼ g′ if there exists a continuous map h : X× [0, 1]2 → T
with

h|X×{0}×[0,1] = f0 ◦ΠX , h|X×{1}×[0,1] = f1 ◦ΠX ,

h|X×[0,1]×{0} = g, h|X×[0,1]×{1} = g′.

To define composition of morphisms [g] : f0 → f1 and [g′] : f1 → f2 we set
[g′] ◦ [g] = [g′′], where g′′ : X × [0, 1] → T is given by g′′(x, t) = g(x, 2t) for
t ∈ [0, 12 ] and g

′′(x, t) = g′(x, 2t− 1) for t ∈ [ 12 , 1].
It is then easy to show that composition is associative, so that BordX(T )top

is a category, where identity morphisms are idf = [f ◦ ΠX ] : f → f . Every
morphism in BordX(T )top is invertible, where the inverse of [g] : f0 → f1 is
[g]−1 = [g′] : f1 → f0 with g′(x, t) = g(x, 1− t).

Now suppose that B is a tangential structure, and X has a B-structure γX .
Define a functor

ΠB

X : BordX(T )top −→ BordBn (T )top (7.4)

to map f 7→ (X, f) on objects and [g] 7→
[
X× [0, 1], g

]
on morphisms, using the

B-structures on X,X × [0, 1].

Remark 7.4. (a) Here is how to relate Definition 7.1 to the categories of §4–
§6. For BordBn (BG) as in §4.1, we can construct a functor Υ : BordBn (BG) →
BordBn (BG)top for T = BG using the Axiom of Choice, as follows: for each
object (X,P ) in BordBn (BG), we choose a classifying map fP : X → BG for P ,
as already used in the proof of Proposition 4.2, and set Υ : (X,P ) 7→ (X, fP )
on objects. For morphisms [Y,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) with Q|∂Y ∼= P0 ∐ P1

we choose a classifying map fQ : Y → BG for Q with fQ|∂Y = fP0 ∐fP1 and set
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Υ : [Y,Q] 7→ [Y, fQ]. Then [Y, fQ] is independent of the choice of fQ. Comparing
Propositions 4.2 and 7.2, we see that Υ is an equivalence of categories.

Similarly, BordBn,k(MH), BordBn (K(R, k)) are equivalent to BordBn (T )top
with T =MH and T = K(R, k).

(b) The loop categories BordBn (LBG), BordBn,k(LMH), BordBn (LK(R, k)) of

§4.2, §5.2, §6.2 are equivalent to BordBn (T )top for T = LBG, LMH , LK(R, k).

(c) In a similar way to (a), the categories BordX(BG), BordkX(MH) and
BordX(K(R, k)) of §4.3, §5.3 and §6.3 are equivalent to BordX(T )top in Defi-
nition 7.3 for T = BG, MH , K(R, k), and these equivalences and those in (a)
identify the functors ΠB

X in (4.14), (5.14), (6.12) with their analogues in (7.4)
up to natural isomorphism.

(d) In Remark 6.9(b) we noted that BordX(K(R, k)) is a Picard groupoid,
which is unrelated to the Picard groupoid structure on BordBn (K(R, k)) in §6.1.

In a similar way, if the topological space T is an E1-space (a strong kind of
H-space, whose multiplication is homotopy commutative and homotopy asso-
ciative in coherent ways) then we can give BordX(T )top a symmetric monoidal
structure, and if T is a grouplike E1-space this makesBordX(T )top into a Picard
groupoid. But ΠB

X : BordX(T )top → BordBn (T )top is not monoidal in general.

8 Transfer functors between bordism categories

8.1 Transfer functors

The next definition sets up the situation we want to discuss.

Definition 8.1. (a) Let G,G′ be examples of bordism categories BordBn (BG),
BordBn,k(MH), BordBn (K(R, k)), BordBn (T )top, BordBn (∗) from §4–§7. Then
G,G′ are Picard groupoids, as in Appendix A. Use the notation πi = πi(G),
π′
i = πi(G′) for i = 0, 1, and q : π0 → π1, q

′ : π′
0 → π′

1 for the linear
quadratic invariants classifying G,G′ as Picard groupoids in Theorem A.18.
Write T, T ′ for the topological classifying spaces MH,BG,K(R, k), T, ∗ cor-
responding to G,G′ in the notation BordBn,∗(T )∗. Write n, n′ and B,B′ for the

n,B in BordBn,k(MH), . . . ,BordBn (K(R, k)) in G,G′. Then Propositions 4.2,

5.2, 6.2 and 7.2 imply that πi = ΩB

n+i(T ), i = 0, 1, and q is multiplication by
α1 = [S1] ∈ ΩB

1 (∗) under the action of ΩB

∗ (∗) on ΩB

∗ (T ), where S1 has the
U(1)-invariant B-structure, and similarly for π′

0, π
′
1, q

′.
In this section we will study symmetric monoidal functors F : G → G′, as

in Appendix A, usually with n = n′ and B = B′. By Theorem A.18(b),(c),
any such F induces group morphisms f0 : π0 → π′

0 and f1 : π1 → π′
1 with

q′ ◦ f0 = f1 ◦ q, and given such f0, f1, the set of F up to monoidal natural
isomorphism is a torsor overH2

sym(π0, π
′
1). We will call such F transfer functors.

We can roughly divide transfer functors we will study into two kinds, (i)
topological, and (ii) geometric, where:

(i) To define a topological transfer functor F : G → G′, we require n = n′ and
B = B′, and we choose a continuous map φ : T → T ′ up to homotopy.
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If G,G′ are topological bordism categories BordBn (T )top, BordBn (T ′)top,
then we define F explicitly by F : (X, f) 7→ (X,φ ◦ f) on objects and
F : [Y, g] 7→ [Y, φ ◦ g] on morphisms. Otherwise, we combine this functor
with the equivalences of G,G′ with BordBn (T )top, BordBn (T ′)top in Remark
7.4(a) to define F uniquely up to monoidal natural isomorphism.

In the classification of symmetric monoidal functors F : G → G′ in The-
orem A.18(b),(c), the morphisms fi for i = 0, 1 are φ∗ : ΩB

n+i(T ) →
ΩB

n+i(T
′). The condition q′ ◦ f0 = f1 ◦ q is automatic, as φ∗ : ΩB

∗ (T ) →
ΩB

∗ (T ′) is ΩB

∗ (∗)-linear. Thus, Theorem A.18(b),(c) tell us that F :
G → G′ exists with these invariants, and lies in a H2

sym(π0, π
′
1)-torsor

up to natural isomorphism. The topological construction above deter-
mines F uniquely up to monoidal natural isomorphism, not just mod-
ulo H2

sym(π0, π
′
1).

Observe that if φ : T → T ′ is k-connected for k > n+1 then φ∗ : ΩB

m(T )→
ΩB

m(T ′) is an isomorphism for m 6 k, so f0, f1 are isomorphisms (taking
m = n, n+ 1), and F : G → G′ is an equivalence of categories.

Actually, the construction above is not sufficiently general for some pur-
poses. Suppose instead that we are given another topological space T ′′

and continuous maps φ : T → T ′′, φ′ : T ′ → T ′′ with φ′ k-connected for
k > n+1. Then as Fφ′ is an equivalence, there is F : G → G′ unique up to
monoidal natural isomorphism, such that the following diagram commutes
up to monoidal natural isomorphism:

G

✒✒✒✒�F
��

Fφ

++
G′

Fφ′

≃
// BordBn (T ′′)top.

(8.1)

The data f0, f1 in Theorem A.18(b),(c) for F is fi = (φ′∗)
−1 ◦ φ∗.

(ii) To define a geometric transfer functor F : G → G′, we write down F on
objects (X,M), (X,P ), (X,C) and morphisms [Y,N ], [Y,Q], [Y,D] of G,G′

by some explicit geometric construction.

Sometimes defining F explicitly in this way is too much to ask, unless we
are willing to use the Axiom of Choice. Instead, by a looser construc-
tion, we can define F via a diagram of Picard groupoids and symmetric
monoidal functors commuting up to monoidal natural isomorphism:

Ǧ

Π
��

✍✍✍✍��
F̌

((
G

F // G′.

(8.2)

Here we take Ǧ to be a modification of G in which the objects are objects
(X,M), (X,P ), (X,C) of G together with some choice of extra geometric
data E onX (for example, a Riemannian metric onX , a section of a vector
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bundle on X, . . .). The functor Π is the ‘forgetful functor’ which forgets
the extra data E . We require that Π should be an equivalence of categories
(this happens if the set of choices of extra data E for X is contractible
modulo bordisms Y : X0 → X1). Also F̌ : Ǧ → G′ should be given by an
explicit geometric construction involving the extra data E .

Given such Ǧ,Π, F̌ , since Π is an equivalence, there exists F unique up to
monoidal natural isomorphism making (8.2) 2-commute, though we may
need the Axiom of Choice to actually construct such F .

(b) The division of transfer functors into topological and geometric in (a) is
not absolute; for example, given an topological functor, we may be able to find
a geometric construction making it into a geometric functor.

(c) For BordBn (BG), BordBn,k(MH), BordBn (K(R, k)) as in §4–§6, there are

obvious functors to and from BordBn (∗):

BordBn (∗)
X 7−→(X,X×G) //

BordBn (BG),
(X,P ) 7−→X

oo

BordBn (∗)
X 7−→(X,∅) //

BordBn,k(MH),
(X,M) 7−→X

oo

BordBn (∗)
X 7−→(X,0) //

BordBn (K(R, k)).
(X,C) 7−→X

oo

(8.3)

When n = n′ and B = B′, we will always choose our functors F : G → G′ to
commute with these up to monoidal natural isomorphism. Therefore the maps
fi : Ω

B

n+i(T ) → ΩB

n+i(T
′) preserve the splittings ΩB

n+i(T or T ′) = ΩB

n+i(∗) ⊕

Ω̃B

n+i(T or T ′) and act as the identity on ΩB

n+i(∗). (This is already automatic in
the topological case.) Hence, rather than writing down f0, f1, it is sufficient to
specify f̃i = fi|Ω̃B

n+i(T ) : Ω̃
B

n+i(T )→ Ω̃B

n+i(T
′), and to check that q′ ◦ f̃0 = f̃1 ◦ q.

There is an analogous condition when n = n′ and B factors through B′.

(d) Here is how we will use these functors F : G → G′ later. In §9 we will
introduce orientation functors O : G → 0//Z2 or Z2//Z2, which control many
orientation problems for moduli spaces of instantons in gauge theory, calibrated
submanifolds, . . . . Suppose we have a 2-commutative diagram of symmetric
monoidal functors:

G

F
��

✒✒✒✒�

O

++
G′

O
′

// 0//Z2 or Z2//Z2.

Then orientability, or a choice of orientations, for O′, implies orientability,
or a choice of orientations, for O, and conversely, non-orientability for O implies
non-orientability for O

′. If F is an equivalence of categories, then orientabil-
ity and orientations for O,O′ are equivalent. In this way, having understood
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orientability/non-orientability, and the data needed to choose orientations, in
one problem, we can deduce corresponding results for other problems.

Remark 8.2. (a) Defining topological transfer functors in Definition 8.1(a)(i)
with target BordBn (K(R, k)) is easy, as continuous maps φ : T → K(R, k) up to
homotopy are equivalent to cohomology classes γ ∈ Hk(T,R). When T = BG,
classes γ ∈ Hk(BG,R) are called characteristic classes (for example Chern
classes ci ∈ H2i(BU(m),Z)), and are well studied. Having chosen γ ∈ Hk(T,R),
it still requires work to compute the maps φ∗ : ΩB

n (T )→ ΩB

n (K(R, k)).

(b) In nearly all the examples we study we have H2
sym(π0, π

′
1) = 0, so there is

no issue of specifying F within the H2
sym(π0, π

′
1)-torsor in Theorem A.18(c).

8.2 Examples of topological transfer functors

Theorem 3.3 gives examples of classifying space maps φ : T → T ′ as in Definition
8.1(a)(i). This yields a large family of topological transfer functors.

Theorem 8.3. (a) For all n > 3, B there are topological transfer functors

F
BSU(2)
MSU(2) : BordBn,4(MSU(2))→ BordBn (BSU(2)) which are equivalences of cat-

egories, induced by the homotopy equivalence φ : MSU(2) → BSU(2) in Theo-
rem 3.3(a).

(b) For all n > 3, B and m > 2 with 2m > n, there are topological transfer

functors F
BSU(m)
MU(2) : BordBn,4(MU(2)) → BordBn (BSU(m)) defined as in (8.1)

using the diagrams

MU(2)

ψ

))❚❚❚
❚❚❚❚

❚❚❚❚

BSU(m)
ψ′

// BSU,

BordBn,4(MU(2))

✒✒✒✒�F
BSU(m)

MU(2)��

Fψ

**
BordBn (BSU(m))

Fψ′

≃
// BordBn (BSU)top.

Here ψ is the 10-connected map and ψ′ the (2m+1)-connected map in Theorem

3.3(b), so that ψ′
∗ is an isomorphism for m = n, n+1 as 2m > n. Also F

BSU(m)
MU(2)

is an equivalence of categories if n 6 9, as ψ is 10-connected.

(c) For all n > 3, B and m > 1 with 4m+2 > n, there are topological transfer

functors F
BSp(m)
MSpin(4) : BordBn,4(MSpin(4))→ BordBn (BSp(m)) defined as in (8.1)

using the diagrams

MSpin(4)

χ

))❚❚❚
❚❚❚❚

❚❚❚❚

BSp(m)
χ′

// BSp,

BordBn,4(MSpin(4))

✒✒✒✒�F
BSp(m)

MSpin(4)��

Fχ

**
BordBn (BSp(m))

Fχ′

≃
// BordBn (BSp)top.

Here χ is the 12-connected map and χ′ the (4m+3)-connected map in Theorem
3.3(c), so that χ′

∗ is an isomorphism for m = n, n + 1 as 4m + 2 > n. Also

F
BSU(m)
MSpin(4) is an equivalence of categories if n 6 11, as χ is 12-connected.
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(d) For all n,B there are topological transfer functors F
K(Z,4)
BE8

: BordBn (BE8)

→ BordBn (K(Z, 4)), induced by the 16-connected map ω : BE8 → K(Z, 4) in
Theorem 3.3(d). They are equivalences of categories for n 6 15.

8.3 Examples of geometric transfer functors

Example 8.4. Here are some simple geometric transfer functors:

(i) Fγ : BordBn (BG1)→ BordBn (BG2) in (4.2) induced by a morphism of Lie
groups γ : G1 → G2.

(ii) Fι : BordBn,k(MH1) → BordBn,k(MH2) in (5.3) induced by a composition

of Lie groups H1
ι
−→H2

ρ2
−→O(k).

(iii) Fρ : BordBn (K(R1, k)) → BordBn (K(R2, k)) in (6.3) induced by a mor-
phism of commutative rings ρ : R1 → R2.

(iv) If B,B′ are tangential structures and B factors through B′ as in Def-
inition 2.1, there are obvious functors BordBn,k(MH) → BordB

′

n,k(MH),

BordBn (BG) → BordB
′

n (BG), BordBn (K(R, k)) → BordB
′

n (K(R, k)) by
converting B-structures into B′-structures.

Here is an example of a geometric transfer functor defined as in the second
part of Definition 8.1(a)(ii).

Definition 8.5. Let B be a tangential structure and n > 3. We will define
a Picard groupoid qBordBn (BSU(2)) which is a modification of BordBn (BSU(2))
in Definition 4.1. The difference is that to each principal SU(2)-bundle P →
X,Q → Y, . . . in the definition of BordBn (BSU(2)), we also associate smooth,
transverse sections s, t, . . . of the associated C2-bundles (P × C2)/SU(2) → X,
(Q× C2)/SU(2)→ Y, . . . .

In more detail, define objects of qBordBn (BSU(2)) to be triples (X,P, s), where
X is a compact n-manifold with B-structure βX , and P → X is a principal
SU(2)-bundle, and s ∈ Γ∞((P × C2)/SU(2)) is a smooth, transverse section of
the C2-bundle (P × C2)/SU(2) → X associated to P → X and the standard
representation of SU(2) on C2.

Also, morphisms [Y,Q, t] : (X0, P0, s0) → (X1, P1, s1) in qBordBn (BSU(2))
are equivalence classes of triples (Y,Q, t), where Y is a compact (n+1)-manifold
with B-structure βY , there is a chosen isomorphism ∂Y ∼= −X0 ∐ X1 of the
boundary preservingB-structures, and Q→ Y is a principal SU(2)-bundle with
a chosen isomorphism Q|∂Y ∼= P0∐P1, and t ∈ Γ∞((Q×C2)/SU(2)) is a smooth,
transverse section of the C2-bundle (Q × C2)/SU(2) → Y with t|∂Y ∼= s0 ∐ s1.
Equivalences (Y0, Q0, t0)→ (Y1, Q1, t1) are defined in the obvious way.

We make qBordBn (BSU(2)) into a symmetric monoidal category in the usual
way. Then qBordBn (BSU(2)) is a Picard groupoid.

Define a forgetful symmetric monoidal functor

Π
MSU(2)
BSU(2) : qBordBn (BSU(2)) −→ BordBn (BSU(2))
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to forget all transverse sections s, t, . . . , so that Π
MSU(2)
BSU(2) maps (X,P, s) 7→

(X,P ) on objects, for example.
For an object (X,P, s) as above, observe that as s is transverse,M = s−1(0)

is an embedded (n − 4)-submanifold of X . The derivative ds|M induces an
isomorphism νM → ((P × C2)/SU(2))|M of vector bundles on M , where νM is
the normal bundle ofM inX . Since ((P×C2)/SU(2))|M has an SU(2)-structure,
this induces an SU(2)-structure γM on νM .

For BordBn,4(MSU(2)) as in §5.1, define a symmetric monoidal functor

F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) : qBordBn (BSU(2)) −→ BordBn,4(MSU(2))

to act by (X,P, s) 7→ (X,M) on objects, where M = s−1(0) ⊂ X with normal
SU(2)-structure γM as above, and to act by [Y,Q, t] 7→ [Y,N ] on morphisms,
where N = t−1(0) ⊂ Y with normal SU(2)-structure γN . Note that our defi-
nition of t being transverse includes that t is transverse on each boundary or
corner stratum of N , which implies that N = t−1(0) is a neat submanifold.

Theorem 8.6. Π
MSU(2)
BSU(2) , F̌

MSU(2)
BSU(2) are equivalences of Picard groupoids. Hence

there exists an equivalence F
MSU(2)
BSU(2) in a 2-commutative diagram

qBordBn (BSU(2))

Π
MSU(2)

BSU(2)��

F̌
MSU(2)

BSU(2)

++
✛✛ ✛✛ 	�

BordBn (BSU(2))
F
MSU(2)

BSU(2) // BordBn,4(MSU(2)).

(8.4)

This F
MSU(2)
BSU(2) is a geometric transfer functor. It is one of the topological

transfer functors F
MSU(2)
BSU(2) in Theorem 8.3(a).

Proof. To see that Π
MSU(2)
BSU(2) is an equivalence of categories, note that all the

vector bundles (P ×C2)/SU(2)→ X , (Q×C2)/SU(2)→ Y, . . . admit transverse
sections, and choices of transverse sections on a boundary ∂Y, ∂Z, . . . (with the
obvious compatibility conditions at codimension 2 corners ∂2Z) can always be
extended to Y, Z, . . . .

To prove F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) is an equivalence is more complicated. First, let (X,M)

be an object in BordBn,4(MSU(2)), so that X is a compact n-manifold with B-
structure βX and M ⊂ X is a compact embedded (n− 4)-submanifold with an
SU(2)-structure γM on its normal bundle νM →M . We will construct (X,P, s)

in qBordBn (BSU(2)) with F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) (X,P, s) = (X,M).

Choose a tubular neighbourhood for M in X . That is, we choose an open
neighbourhood U of the zero section 0(M) in νM , an open neighbourhood V of
M in X , and a diffeomorphism Φ : U → V such that Φ ◦ 0 = inc :M →֒ V , and
the derivative of Φ normal to 0(M) induces the identity map id : νM → νM .
Write π : U → M for the restriction of the projection νM → M to U . Then
π∗(νN ) → U is a real rank 4 vector bundle, which has a tautological section
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ṡ ∈ Γ∞(π∗(νN )) with ṡ(x, e) = e for (x, e) ∈ U ⊂ νM , so that x ∈ M and
e ∈ νM |x. Note that ṡ is transverse with ṡ−1(0) = 0(M). Also the SU(2)-
structure γM on νM pulls back to an SU(2)-structure π∗(γM ) on π∗(νN )→ U .
That is, π∗(νN ) has the structure of a complex rank 2 vector bundle with a
Hermitian metric gν and a complex volume form θν on the fibres.

Choose a partition of unity (η1, η2) on X subordinate to the open cover
(V,X \M). Define another smooth section s̈ ∈ Γ∞(π∗(νN )) by

s̈ = (Φ∗(η1) + Φ∗(η2)|ṡ|
2)−1/2 · ṡ,

where |ṡ| is defined using gν . As (Φ
∗(η1) + Φ∗(η2)|ṡ|2)−1/2 is positive, s̈ is also

transverse with s̈−1(0) = 0(M), but it has the extra property that |s̈| = 1
outside suppΦ∗(η1) in U .

Since SU(2) acts freely and transitively on the unit sphere in C2, a unit
length section s of an SU(2)-vector bundle (P × C2)/SU(2) → X induces a
trivialization of the principal SU(2)-bundle P identifying s with the constant
section with value (1, 0) ∈ C2. Thus, s̈ induces a trivialization of the SU(2)-
structure of π∗(νN ) → U on U \ suppΦ∗(η1). Define a principal SU(2)-bundle
P ′ → X and a smooth section s′ ∈ Γ∞((P ′ × C2)/SU(2)) by

(a) On X \ supp η1 ⊂ X , take P ′ to be the trivial SU(2)-bundle, and s′ to be
the the constant section with value (1, 0) ∈ C2.

(b) On V ⊂ X take P ′ to be the principal SU(2)-bundle associated to the
SU(2)-vector bundle Φ∗(π

∗(νN )) and s′ to be Φ∗(s̈).

(c) On the overlap V \ supp η1 of (a) and (b), we identify the two using
the trivialization of Φ∗(π

∗(νN )) identifying Φ∗(s̈) ∼= (1, 0), noting that∣∣Φ∗(s̈)
∣∣ = 1 on V \ supp η1.

Then s′ is transverse with s′−1(0) =M by construction, and the SU(2)-structure

on νM induced by ds′|M is γM . Hence F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) (X,P

′, s′) = (X,M).

This construction (X,M) (X,P ′, s′) (which depends on arbitrary choices

U, V,Φ, η1, η2) is close to being an inverse to F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) : (X,P, s) 7→ (X,M)

(which involves no arbitrary choices). If we start with (X,P, s), set (X,M) =

F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) (X,P, s), and then construct (X,P ′, s′) as above, we can show that

there is a unique isomorphism P ′ ∼= P which identifies s′ with f · s, where
f : X → (0,∞) is continuous on X and smooth on X \ M , with f |M ≡ 1,
and f(x) =

∣∣s′|x
∣∣/
∣∣s|x

∣∣ for x ∈ X \M . In effect, the only data forgotten by

F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) : (X,P, s) 7→ (X,M) is the function |s|2 : X → [0,∞). This data lies

in a contractible set, giving objects which are all isomorphic in qBordBn (BSU(2)).
The construction (X,M)  (X,P ′, s′) also works for (Y,N)  (Y,Q′, t′)

in morphisms [Y,N ], [Y,Q′, t′], and for the equivalence relations defining mor-
phisms, and can be made compatible with previous choices on boundaries. Using

this we can show that F̌
MSU(2)
BSU(2) is an equivalence of categories. The existence of

another equivalence F
MSU(2)
BSU(2) in a diagram (8.4) then follows by category theory

general nonsense.
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Remark 8.7. We can also generalize Definition 8.5 and Theorem 8.6 to the
transfer functors in Theorem 8.3(b),(c). We define functors of Picard groupoids

qBordBn (BSU(m))

Π
MU(2)

BSU(m)��

F̌
MU(2)

BSU(m)

++
BordBn (BSU(m)) BordBn,4(MU(2)).

(8.5)

Here objects of qBordBn (BSU(m)) are (X,P, s1, . . . , sm−1), whereX is a compact
n-manifold with B-structure βX , and P → X is a principal SU(m)-bundle, and
s1, . . . , sm−1 ∈ Γ∞((P × Cm)/SU(m)) are smooth sections of the Cm-bundle
(P × Cm)/SU(m) → X , such that 〈s1|x, . . . , sm−1|x〉C has C-dimension m − 2
or m− 1 at each x ∈ X , and s1, . . . , sm−1 are generic with this condition.

Then Π
MU(2)
BSU(m) maps (X,P, s1, . . . , sm−1) 7→ (X,P ), and F̌

MU(2)
BSU(m) maps

(X,P, s1, . . . , sm−1) 7→ (X,M), where M is the subset of x ∈ X such that
〈s1|x, . . . , sm−1|x〉C has C-dimension m−2. It turns out that N is an embedded
submanifold of X of codimension 4, and we can define a U(2)-structure on its

normal bundle νM in X . Also Π
MU(2)
BSU(m) is an equivalence if n 6 9, and F̌

MU(2)
BSU(m)

is an equivalence if 2m > n, so if 2m > n we can complete (8.5) with a transfer

functor F
BSU(m)
MU(2) as in Theorem 8.3(b).

Similarly, we define functors of Picard groupoids

qBordBn (BSp(m))

Π
MSpin(4)

BSp(m)��

F̌
MSpin(4)

BSp(m)

++
BordBn (BSp(m)) BordBn,4(MSpin(4)).

(8.6)

Here objects of qBordBn (BSp(m)) are (X,P, s1, . . . , sm), where X is a compact
n-manifold with B-structure βX , and P → X is a principal Sp(m)-bundle,
and s1, . . . , sm ∈ Γ∞((P × Hm)/Sp(m)) are smooth sections of the Hm-bundle
(P × Hm)/Sp(m) → X , such that 〈s1|x, . . . , sm|x〉H has H-dimension m − 1 or
m at each x ∈ X , and s1, . . . , sm are generic with this condition.

Then Π
MSpin(4)
BSp(m) maps (X,P, s1, . . . , sm) 7→ (X,P ), and F̌

MSpin(4)
BSp(m) maps

(X,P, s1, . . . , sm) 7→ (X,M), where M is the subset of x ∈ X such that
〈s1|x, . . . , sm|x〉H has H-dimension m − 1. It turns out that N is an embed-
ded submanifold of X of codimension 4, and we can define a Spin(4)-structure

on its normal bundle νM in X . Also Π
MSpin(4)
BSp(m) is an equivalence if n 6 11, and

F̌
MU(2)
BSU(m) is an equivalence if 4m+2 > n, so if 4m+2 > n we can complete (8.6)

with a transfer functor F
BSp(m)
MSpin(4) as in Theorem 8.3(c).

We can make many other transfer functors by composing functors from Ex-
ample 8.4 and Theorems 8.3 and 8.6, or their quasi-inverses in the case they are
equivalences.

71



9 Orientation functors

9.1 Orientation functors, orientability, and orientations

Definition 9.1. By an orientation functor we will mean a symmetric monoidal
functor O : C → A//B, where:

(a) C is one of BordBn (BG), BordBn,k(MH), BordBn (K(R, k)), BordBn (T )top
from §4–§7, and

(b) A//B is a Picard groupoid as in Appendix A, where A,B are abelian
groups from the list 0,Z or Zk for k = 2, . . . .

Our most frequent choices for A//B will be A = 0, B = Z2 giving 0//Z2 =
Z2-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z2-torsors, or A = B = Z2 giving Z2//Z2 =
s-Z2-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z2-graded Z2-torsors, or super Z2-torsors,
since these have applications to orientations of moduli spaces. Examples
with B = Zk or Z are relevant to gradings of Floer homology theories.

As in Theorem A.18(a), the Picard groupoid A//B depends up to equiva-
lence on A,B and a choice of linear quadratic form q : A→ B.

See §9.3–§9.5 for examples of orientation functors. We will mainly discuss
orientation functors of two kinds:

(i) Abstract orientation functors, defined using choices of group morphisms
f0 : π0(C)→ A, f1 : π1(C)→ B using Theorem A.18(b); and

(ii) Analytic orientation functors, in which O(X,M), . . . are defined using
some linear elliptic operator L on X,M, . . . , and may involve ind(L),
KerL,CokerL, or the spectrum of L.

One could also consider orientation functors defined using techniques from topol-
ogy or differential geometry, but we will not focus on these.

Definition 9.2. Let O : C → A//B be an orientation functor. For clarity take
C = BordBn (BG) from §4.1. Let X be a compact n-manifold with aB-structure,
so that Definition 4.7 gives a functor

ΠB

X : BordX(BG) −→ BordBn (BG).

An orientation of O for X is a natural isomorphism ηX in the 2-commutative
diagram of functors:

BordX(BG)

✙ ✙✙ ✙
HP

ηX

1

//

ΠB

X��

0//B = B-tor

BordBn (BG)
O // A//B.

F
0//B

A//B

OO
(9.1)

Here A//B is the category of A-graded B-torsors, and F
0//B
A//B is the forgetful

functor which forgets the A-grading, and 1 : BordX(BG)→ B-tor is the trivial
functor taking every object to B and every morphism to idB.
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We say that O is orientable for X if an orientation for X exists.
We make the analogous definitions for the other classes of bordism categories

BordBn,k(MH),BordBn (K(R, k)) and BordBn (T )top.

The next example gives some motivation for these definitions:

Example 9.3. Suppose X is a compact 8-manifold with a Spin(7)-structure
(Ω, g) in the sense of [55, §10], which need not have dΩ = 0. Then there
is a natural splitting Λ2T ∗X = Λ2

7T
∗X ⊕ Λ2

21T
∗X into vector subbundles of

ranks 7 and 21. Suppose G is a Lie group and P → X a principal G-bundle.
A Spin(7)-instanton on P is a connection ∇P on P with π2

7(F
∇P ) = 0 in

Γ∞(Ad(P ) ⊗ Λ2
7T

∗X). Write M
Spin(7)
P for the moduli space of irreducible

Spin(7)-instantons on P . Then M
Spin(7)
P is a derived manifold in the sense

of [56–58, 60], and an ordinary manifold if Ω is generic. Examples of Spin(7)-
instantons were given by Lewis [67], Tanaka [90], and Walpuski [103]. Donald-
son and Thomas [39] proposed defining enumerative invariants of (X,Ω, g) by
‘counting’ Spin(7)-instantons. In §9.3, using material from [98], we will define
an analytic orientation functor

O : Bord
Spin
8 (BG) −→ s-Z2-tor.

As in §12.3, it turns out that an orientation of O for X in the sense of Definition

9.2 induces orientations onM
Spin(7)
P for all principal G-bundles P → X . These

are needed for the Donaldson–Thomas programme [39].

As we will see later, orientation functors can also be used to orient many
other moduli spaces in gauge theory, and moduli spaces of calibrated submani-
folds, and moduli spaces of coherent sheaves on Calabi–Yau 4-folds.

Our goal in this section will be to answer the following questions:

Question 9.4. Let O : C → A//B be an orientation functor, where C is one of
BordBn (BG),BordBn,k(MH) or BordBn (K(R, k)). Then we can ask:

(a) Is O orientable for all compact n-manifolds X with B-structure γX?

(b) If the answer to (a) is no, can we give computable necessary and sufficient,
or just sufficient, conditions for O to be orientable for given X,γX?

(c) If O is orientable for X,γX , can we specify additional data on X which
can be used to determine a canonical choice of orientation for O on X?

Here in (c), the orientations for O on X are a torsor for Map
(
ΩB

n (X), B
)

for T = BG,MH or K(R, k), where Map means just maps of sets, not group
morphisms, made into a group using the group structure on B. So the set of
orientations is usually uncountably infinite. We will be most happy with the
answer to (c) if the possible choices for the additional data on X can be made
as small as possible (e.g. if there is only a finite choice), and in particular, if
the set of such choices is much smaller than Map

(
ΩB

n (X), B
)
.
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Remark 9.5. A very useful technique for answering Question 9.4 is when two
orientation functors factor via a transfer functor. We will illustrate this for the
case of a topological transfer functor F : BordBn (BG) → BordBn (K(R, k)), as
in §8, though the idea works for other transfer functors as well. Suppose we are
given a 2-commutative diagram of symmetric monoidal functors

BordBn (BG)

✕✕✕✕
FN

θF
��

O

**
BordBn (K(R, k))

O
′

// A//B,

(9.2)

where F is a transfer functor and O,O′ are orientation functors. Let X be a
compact n-manifold with a B-structure, and consider the diagram

BordX(BG)

✜ ✜✜ ✜
JR

id
FX ,,❳❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳❳❳

❳❳ 1

//

ΠB

X

��

0//B = B-tor

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

id

BordX(K(R, k))

ΠB

X��

1

22❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢

BordBn (K(R, k))
O

′

,,❳❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳❳❳

✫ ✫✫ ✫OWη′X

✧✧ ✧✧
� θ

BordBn (BG)

F
22❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢

O // A//B.

F
0//B

A//B

OO

Here η′X is some orientation for O′ on X . Composing natural isomorphisms
across the diagram gives a natural isomorphism ηX as in (9.1), which is an
orientation for O on X . Thus, given a diagram (9.2):

(i) An orientation η′X for O′ on X determines an orientation ηX for O on X .

(ii) If O′ is orientable for X then O is orientable for X .

(iii) If O is not orientable for X then O′ is not orientable for X .

We can use this when the target categories BordX(K(R, k)),BordBn (K(R, k))
are smaller and simpler than the domain categories BordX(BG),BordBn (BG).
Then orientability for O′ is a sufficient condition for orientability for O, as in
Question 9.4(b), and an orientation η′X for O′ on X is additional data which
determines an orientation ηX on X , as in Question 9.4(c).

Here is our main theorem on orientability, proved in §19.1.

Theorem 9.6. Suppose n > 0, and B is a tangential structure, and O :
BordBn (BG)→ A//B is an orientation functor, as in Definition 9.1. Then:

(a) Consider the commutative diagram
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AutBordB

n−1(LBG)(1)
IB,Gn

(4.10)
// AutBordB

n (BG)(1)

O(1)

��

ΩB

n (LBG)

(4.12)
∼=

55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

ΠB

n (BG)
��

ξBn (BG)

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(BG)

(4.4)
55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

ΩB

n (LBG;BG)
ΞB,G
n,O //

(2.7)

ξ̂Bn (BG)

22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡
B = AutA//B(1),

(9.3)

where ξBn (BG), ξ̂Bn (BG), ΠB

n (BG) are as in Definition 2.4. The top par-
allelogram commutes by (4.13). The bottom left triangle commutes by

(2.7). Define ΞB,G
n,O to be the unique morphism making the bottom right

quadrilateral commute.

Then O is orientable for every compact n-manifold X with B-structure
in the sense of Definition 2.4 if and only if ΞB,G

n,O ≡ 0.

(b) Now let X be a compact n-manifold with B-structure. Then O is ori-
entable for X if and only if there does not exist a principal G-bundle
Q→ X × S1 such that [X,Q] represents an element of ΩB

n (LBG;BG) \

KerΞB,G
n,O . This last condition is equivalent to [X×S1, Q] representing an

element of ΩB

n+1(BG) \Kerπ1(O), using the isomorphism (4.4). Here S1

has the B-structure induced from the standard B-structure on the closed
unit disc D2 ⊂ R2 by identifying S1 = ∂D2, so for example the bounding
spin structure when B is Spin.

Analogues of (a),(b) hold for orientation functors on the other bordism
categories BordBn,k(MH),BordBn (K(R, k)),BordBn (T )top, as follows:

(i) For BordBn,k(MH), the analogue of (9.3) is

AutBordB

n−1,k(LMH)(1)
IB,Hn,k

(5.10)
// AutBordB

n,k
(MH)(1)

O(1)

��

ΩB

n (LMH)

(5.12)
∼=

55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

ΠB

n (MH)
��

ξBn (MH)

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(MH)

(5.5)
55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

ΩB

n (LMH ;MH)
ΞB,H
n,k,O //

(2.7)

ξ̂Bn (MH)

22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡
B = AutA//B(1).

The top parallelogram commutes by (5.13). The bottom left triangle com-
mutes by (2.7).

Then in (a), O : BordBn,k(MH) → A//B is orientable for every compact

n-manifold X with B-structure if and only if ΞB,H
n,k,O ≡ 0, and in (b), O is

orientable for X if and only if there does not exist a compact (n+1− k)-
submanifold M ⊂ X × S1 with normal H-structure such that [X,M ]

represents an element of ΩB

n (LMH ;MH) \ KerΞB,H
n,k,O, or equivalently

[X × S1,M ] represents an element of ΩB

n+1(MH) \Kerπ1(O).
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(ii) For BordBn (K(R, k)), the analogue of (9.3) is

AutBordB

n−1(LK(R,k))(1)
IB,K(R,k)
n

(6.8)
// AutBordB

n (K(R,k))(1)

O(1)

��

ΩB

n (LK(R, k))

(6.10)
∼=

55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

ΠB

n (K(R,k))
��

ξBn (K(R,k))

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(K(R, k))

(6.5)
55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

ΩB

n (LK(R, k);K(R, k))
Ξ

B,K(R,k)
n,O //

(2.7)

ξ̂Bn (K(R,k))

22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡
B = AutA//B(1).

The top parallelogram commutes by (6.11). The bottom left triangle com-
mutes by (2.7).

Then in (a), O : BordBn (K(R, k)) → A//B is orientable for every com-

pact n-manifold X with B-structure if and only if Ξ
B,K(R,k)
n,O ≡ 0, and in

(b), O is orientable for X if and only if there does not exist a cohomol-
ogy class γ ∈ Hk(X × S1, R) such that [X, γ] represents an element of

ΩB

n (LK(R, k);K(R, k)) \KerΞ
B,K(R,k)
n,O , or equivalently [X ×S1, γ] repre-

sents an element of ΩB

n+1(K(R, k)) \Kerπ1(O).

(iii) For BordBn (T )top, the analogue of (9.3) is

AutBordB

n−1(LT )top(1)
IB,Tn

// AutBordB
n (T )top(1)

O(1)

��

ΩB

n (LT )

(7.3)
∼=

55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

ΠB

n (T )
��

ξBn (T )

(2.6)
// Ω̃B

n+1(T )

(7.3)
55❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

ΩB

n (LT ;T )
ΞB,T
n,O //

(2.7)

ξ̂Bn (T )

22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡
B = AutA//B(1).

Then in (a), O : BordBn (T )top → A//B is orientable for every compact

n-manifold X with B-structure if and only if ΞB,T
n,O ≡ 0, and in (b), O is

orientable for X if and only if there does not exist a map φ : X → LT such
that [X,φ] represents an element of ΩB

n (LT ;T )\KerΞB,T
n,O , or equivalently

there does not exist a map φ′ : X×S1 → T such that [X×S1, φ′] represents
an element of ΩB

n+1(T ) \Kerπ1(O).

Remark 9.7. Observe that Theorem 9.6(a) and its analogues in (i)–(iii) gives
an answer to Question 9.4(a), and part (b) and its analogues in (i)–(iii) gives a
necessary and sufficient answer to Question 9.4(b). These answers to Question
9.4(a) are extremely helpful: in any given problem we just have to compute the

morphisms ΞB,G
n,O ,Ξ

B,H
n,k,O,Ξ

B,K(R,k)
n,O , which can often be done with enough work.

For BordBn (BG),BordBn,k(MH), the answers to Question 9.4(b) are not al-
ways useful: it is not easy to show the nonexistence of a principal G-bundle Q→
X ×S1 or an (n+1− k)-submanifold M ⊂ X ×S1 satisfying given conditions.
However, forBordBn (K(R, k)), checking whether there exists a cohomology class
γ ∈ Hk(X × S1, R) satisfying given conditions is much more feasible. So our
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favourite strategy for answering Question 9.4(b) for BordBn (BG),BordBn,k(MH)

will be to reduce it to Question 9.4(b) for BordBn (K(R, k)) by factoring via a
transfer functor as in Remark 9.5.

9.2 Elliptic operator bordism

We briefly review the construction of the elliptic bordism category BordEllℓ
m and

the main result from the second author [98].

Definition 9.8 (see [98, Def. 2.1]). Let ℓ ∈ N and write ‘≡’ for equivalence
modulo 8. A first order elliptic differential operator D : Γ∞(E0) → Γ∞(E1) is
ℓ-adapted if the vector bundles E0, E1 have metric Kℓ-linear structures, where
the (skew) field Kℓ is defined according to Table 9.1, and the following conditions
hold.

• If ℓ ≡ 1, then E0 = E1 and D is R-linear formally skew-adjoint, D∗ = −D.

• If ℓ ≡ 2, then E0 = E1 and D is C-linear formally skew-adjoint, D∗ = −D.

• If ℓ ≡ 3, 7, then E0 = E1 and D is Kℓ-linear formally self-adjoint, D∗ = D.

• If ℓ ≡ 5, then E0 = E⋄
1 and D is H-linear formally self-adjoint, D∗ = D⋄.

• If ℓ ≡ 6, then E0 = E1 and D is C-linear formally self-adjoint, D∗ = D.

• If ℓ ≡ 0, 4, then D is Kℓ-linear with no further conditions imposed.

ℓ ≡ 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Kℓ R R C H H H C R

Γℓ Z Z2 Z2 0 Z 0 0 0

Table 9.1: Kℓ is the natural base (skew) field of the real Clifford algebra
Cℓℓ−1 and Γℓ is the coefficient group KOℓ(pt) of K-theory.

For example, the real Dirac operator (meaning the positive Dirac operator

/D
+
M if dimM ≡ 0, 4 and the skew-adjoint Dirac operator /D

skew
M if dimM ≡ 1, 2)

on a Riemannian spin manifold M is ℓ-adapted by [98, §2.1] with ℓ = dimM.
Recall from [98, Def. 2.6] that for all k, ℓ ∈ N we can define an elliptic bordism

category BordEllℓ
k . The objects are pairs (M,DM ), where M is a compact k-

manifold without boundary and DM is an ℓ-adapted elliptic differential operator
on M. A morphism [N,DN ] from M0 to M1 is an equivalence class of pairs
(N,DN ) of a bordism N with ∂N = −M0 ∐ M1, equipped with an (ℓ + 1)-
adapted elliptic differential operator DN on N that restricts to a the cylindrical
form Cyl(DM0)|M0×[0,ε0) ∐ Cyl(DM1)|M1×(ε1,1] from [98, Def. 2.5] over a collar
neighbourhood (M0 × [0, ε0)) ∐ (M1 × (ε1, 1]) of the boundary of N. The pair
(N,DN ), modulo higher bordism, is called an elliptic operator bordism.

Recall from [98] that the orientation bundle Oℓ(DM ) of a family DM of ℓ-
adapted elliptic differential operators is the principal Z2-bundle O(DETDM )
of orientations of the determinant line bundle of DM if ℓ ≡ 0, the principal
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Z2-bundle O(PFDM ) of orientations of the Pfaffian line bundle of DM if ℓ ≡ 1,
the principal Z-bundle SP(DM ) of spectral enumerations if ℓ ≡ 3, 7, and trivial
otherwise. For a single ℓ-adapted elliptic differential operator DM , the orienta-
tion bundle over a point is simply called the orientation torsor Oℓ(DM ) and is a
Γℓ-graded Γℓ+1-torsor placed in the degree of the real index indℓDM ∈ Γℓ. Note
that the word ‘orientation’ is used loosely here and includes also orientations of
the Pfaffian line bundle and Floer gradings.

Theorem 9.9 (see [98, Th. 3.1]). Every (ℓ+1)-adapted elliptic operator bordism
[N,DN ] : (M0, DM0) → (M1, DM1) of ℓ-adapted elliptic differential operators
on compact n-manifolds M0, M1 without boundary induces an isomorphism of
graded orientation torsors, Oℓ[N,DN ] : Oℓ(DM0) → Oℓ(DM1), which depends
on (N,DN ) only up to bordism and is continuous in families. This construction
is functorial and compatible with disjoint unions, so determines a symmetric
monoidal functor

Oℓ : BordEllℓ
n −→ Γℓ//Γℓ+1

into the category of Γℓ-graded Γℓ+1-torsors.
The grading of Oℓ(M,DM ) is given by the real index indℓ(DM ) ∈ Γℓ. If

[N,DN ] is an elliptic operator bordism between empty manifolds, then Oℓ(∅, ∅) =
Γℓ+1 and the induced automorphism corresponds to the real index indℓ+1(DN ) ∈
Γℓ+1 under the natural isomorphism Aut(Γℓ+1) ∼= Γℓ+1.

9.3 Analytic orientation functors in gauge theory

We recall material from the second author [98].

Definition 9.10. Let n > 0, and B be a tangential structure factoring through
Spin, and G be a Lie group. We will define an orientation functor

O
B,G
n : BordBn (BG) −→ Γn//Γn+1,

following the second author [98, §3.2]. Here BordBn (BG) and Γn//Γn+1 are the
Picard groupoids from §4.1 and §9.2, with Γn,Γn+1 as in Table 9.1.

Let (X,P ) be an object in BordBn (BG). Write AX,P for the infinite-dim-
ensional moduli space of pairs (gX ,∇P ), where gX is a Riemannian metric on
X and ∇P is a connection on P → X . Note that AX,P is contractible, as
the moduli space of metrics gX is an infinite-dimensional open convex cone in
an affine space Γ∞(S2T ∗X), and the moduli space of connections ∇P is an
infinite-dimensional affine space modelled on Γ∞(T ∗X ⊗Ad(P )).

For (gX ,∇P ) ∈ AX,P , as B factors through Spin, the metric gX induces a
real Dirac operator /DX : Γ∞(E0)→ Γ∞(E1) on the compact spin Riemannian
n-manifold (X, gX) as in Definition 9.8 (note that the definition depends on n

mod 8). Write /D
∇P
X : Γ∞(E0 ⊗ Ad(P )) → Γ∞(E1 ⊗ Ad(P )) for /DX twisted

by the real vector bundle Ad(P ) = (P × g)/G with connection induced by ∇P .

Then /D
∇P
X is an n-adapted elliptic operator on X , as in Definition 9.8. Hence

the orientation torsor On( /D
∇P
X ) is a Γn-graded Γn+1-torsor.
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Now On( /D
∇P
X ) depends continuously on (gX ,∇P ) ∈ AX,P . As AX,P is con-

tractible and Γn,Γn+1 are discrete, this means that the grading in Γn is constant
on AX,P , and the Γn+1-torsors form a principal Γn+1-bundle RX,P → AX,P on
AX,P . Define a Γn-graded Γn+1-torsor OB,G

n (X,P ) to have the Γn-grading of

On( /D
∇P
X ) for any (gX ,∇P ) ∈ AX,P , which is independent of (gX ,∇P ), and

to have Γn+1-torsor the set of constant sections of RX,P → AX,P , which is a
Γn+1-torsor as RX,P is a principal Γn+1-bundle and AX,P is contractible. This
defines the functor OB,G

n on objects (X,P ) in BordBn (BG).
Next let [Y,Q] : (X0, P0) → (X1, P1) be a morphism in BordBn (BG). For

a representative (Y,Q) for [Y,Q], write A′
Y,Q for the contractible infinite-dim-

ensional moduli space of pairs (gY ,∇Q), where gY is a Riemannian metric on
Y and ∇Q is a connection on Q → X . There are boundary restriction mor-
phisms A′

Y,Q → AX0,P0 and A′
Y,Q → AX1,P1 mapping (gY ,∇Q) 7→ (gX0 ,∇P0) =

(gY ,∇Q)|X0 and (gY ,∇Q) 7→ (gX1 ,∇P1) = (gY ,∇Q)|X1 . For (gY ,∇Q) ∈ A
′
Y,Q,

write /DY : Γ∞(E′
0) → Γ∞(E′

1) for the real Dirac operator on the compact

spin Riemannian (n + 1)-manifold (Y, gY ) and /D
∇Q
Y : Γ∞(E′

0 ⊗ Ad(Q)) →
Γ∞(E′

1 ⊗Ad(Q)) for /DY twisted by ∇Q. Then

[Y, /D
∇Q
Y ] : (X0, /D

∇P0

X0
) −→ (X1, /D

∇P1

X1
)

is an (n + 1)-adapted elliptic operator bordism as in §9.3, and so by Theorem

9.9 induces an isomorphism On[Y, /D
∇Q
Y ] : On(X0, /D

∇P0

X0
) → On(X1, /D

∇P1

X1
) of

Γn-graded Γn+1-torsors. As this depends continuously on (gY ,∇Q) in the con-
tractible spaceA′

Y,Q, we may pass to global constant sections on AX0,P0 ,AX0,P0 ,

A′
Y,Q to obtain an isomorphismOB,G

n ([Y,Q]) : OB,G
n (X0, P0)→ OB,G

n (X0, P0) of
Γn-graded Γn+1-torsors. Theorem 9.9 implies that this depends on (Y,Q) only
up to spin bordism, and hence only on the morphism [Y,Q] in BordBn (BG).
This defines OB,G

n on morphisms [Y,Q] in BordBn (BG).
It follows from On a symmetric monoidal functor in Theorem 9.9 that OB,G

n

is a symmetric monoidal functor. It is an analytic orientation functor.
Following [62, Def. 1.2], we also define the normalized orientation functor

N
B,G
n : BordBn (BG) −→ Γn//Γn+1,

by NB,G
n (X,P )=OB,G

n (X,P )⊗OB,G
n (X,X×G)−1 on objects, and NB,G

n ([Y,Q])
= OB,G

n ([Y,Q])⊗OB,G
n ([Y, Y ×G])−1 on morphisms [Y,Q] : (X0, P0)→ (X1, P1),

where X × G → X and Y × G → Y are the trivial principal G-bundles, and
we use the Picard groupoid structure on Γn//Γn+1. Normalized orientations (or
n-orientations for short) are more convenient for some purposes.

Note in particular from Table 9.1 that when n = 7, OB,G
7 ,NB,G

7 map to

0//Z = Z-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z-torsors. We write O
B,G
7,Zk

,NB,G
7,Zk

for

the compositions of OB,G
7 ,NB,G

7 with the natural symmetric monoidal functor

Z-tor → Zk-tor of reduction mod k for k > 2. Then O
B,G
7,Z2

,NB,G
7,Z2

are impor-
tant for orientations of moduli spaces of G2-instantons on G2-manifolds, and
O

B,G
7,Zk

,NB,G
7,Zk

are important for the grading mod k of a conjectural Floer theory
based on G2-instantons, in the spirit of [38, 39].
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When n = 8, OB,G
8 ,NB,G

8 map to Z//Z2, the Picard groupoid of Z-graded

Z2-torsors. For k > 1 we write O
B,G
8,Z2k

,NB,G
8,Z2k

: BordBn (BG) → Z2k//Z2 for the

composition of OB,G
8 ,NB,G

8 with the projection Z//Z2 → Z2k//Z2 which reduces

gradings mod 2k. Then O
B,G
8,Z2

,NB,G
8,Z2

are important for orientations of moduli
spaces of Spin(7)-instantons on Spin(7)-manifolds, and of coherent sheaves on
Calabi–Yau 4-folds.

9.4 Analytic orientation functors in submanifold bordism

Next we define a class of analytic orientation functors for the submanifold bor-
dism categories of §5.1. They are chosen for their relevance to orientations of
moduli spaces of associative 3-folds in G2-manifolds when n = 7, and to moduli
spaces of Cayley 4-folds in Spin(7)-manifolds when n = 8, as in §14, although
the definition makes sense for all n > 4.

Definition 9.11. Let (X, gX) be an oriented, spin Riemannian n-manifold for
n > 4, possibly with corners, and let M ⊂ X be a compact, oriented, neat
submanifold of codimension 4. Locally, we can choose a spin structure on M
and construct the (n − 4)-adapted real Dirac operator Γ∞(E0) → Γ∞(E1) on
the spinor bundles of M, linear over L = Kn−4 in Table 9.1. The local spin
structure on M induces also a 2-out-of-3 spin structure on the normal bundle
of M and thus a pair Σ±

ν →M of spinor quaternionic line bundles with natural
Levi-Civita connections. Thus, as in [98, Def. 3.4] we can twist the real Dirac
operators over L to form the Fueter operator of M ⊂ X,

F±
gX ,M

: Γ∞(E0 ⊗L Σ±
ν ) −→ Γ∞(E1 ⊗L Σ±

ν ). (9.4)

It is an n-adapted elliptic operator on M . This generalizes the Fueter operators
in Donaldson–Segal [38, §6] for n = 7, 8, reviewed in §14 below, to all n > 4.

The next result is a simple case-by-case verification.

Lemma 9.12. For every oriented, neat (n − 4)-submanifold M ⊂ X of a
Riemannian spin n-manifold (X, gX) the Fueter operators F±

M are n-adapted
elliptic differential operators, independent of the choice of local spin structure
on M . Moreover, if (X, gX) = (∂Y, gY |∂Y ) and M = ∂N for a neat (n − 3)-
submanifold N ⊂ Y of a Riemannian spin (n + 1)-manifold (Y, gY ), then F±

N

is isomorphic to CylF±
M on a collar neighbourhood of the boundary, as in §9.2.

Definition 9.13. Let n > 4, B be a tangential structure factoring through
Spin, and ρ : H → SO(4) ⊂ O(4) be a Lie group morphism. We will define
orientation functors

O
B,H,+
n,4 ,OB,H,−

n,4 : BordBn,4(MH) −→ Γn//Γn+1.

Here BordBn,4(MH) and Γn//Γn+1 are the Picard groupoids from §5.1 and §9.2,
with Γn,Γn+1 as in Table 9.1.
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Let (X,M) be an object in BordBn,4(MH). Write AX for the contractible
moduli space of Riemannian metrics gX on X . For gX ∈ AX , the metric
gX induces n-adapted Fueter operators F±

gX ,M
on M as in (9.4). Hence the

orientation torsor On(F
±
gX ,M

) from Definition 9.8 is a Γn-graded Γn+1-torsor.

Now On(F
±
gX ,M

) depends continuously on gX ∈ AX . As AX is contractible
and Γn,Γn+1 are discrete, this means that the grading in Γn is constant on AX ,
and the Γn+1-torsors form a principal Γn+1-bundle R

±
X,M → AX on AX . Define

a Γn-graded Γn+1-torsor O
B,H,±
n,4 (X,M) to have the Γn-grading of On(F

±
gX ,M

)
for any gX ∈ AX , which is independent of gX , and to have Γn+1-torsor the
set of constant sections of R±

X,M → AX , which is a Γn+1-torsor as R±
X,M is a

principal Γn+1-bundle and AX is contractible. This defines the functors OB,H,±
n,4

on objects (X,M) in BordBn,4(MH).

Next let [Y,N ] : (X0,M0)→ (X1,M1) be a morphism in BordBn,4(MH). For

a representative (Y,N) for [Y,N ], write A′
Y for the contractible moduli space of

Riemannian metrics gY on Y . There are boundary restriction morphisms A′
Y →

AX0 and A′
Y → AX1 mapping gY 7→ gX0 = gY |X0 and gY 7→ gX1 = gY |X1 . For

gY ∈ A
′
Y , write F

±
gY ,N

for the Fueter operators on N . Then

[N,F±
gY ,N

] : (M0, F
±
gX0 ,M0

) −→ (M1, F
±
gX1 ,M1

)

is an (n+1)-adapted elliptic operator bordism as in §9.2, and so by Theorem 9.9
induces an isomorphism On[N,F

±
gY ,N

] : On(M0, F
±
gX0 ,M0

)→ On(M1, F
±
gX1 ,M1

) of

Γn-graded Γn+1-torsors. As this depends continuously on gY in the contractible
space A′

Y , we may pass to global constant sections on AX0 ,AX0 ,A
′
Y to obtain

an isomorphism O
B,H,±
n,4 ([Y,N ]) : OB,H,±

n,4 (X0,M0) → O
B,H,±
n,4 (X0,M0) of Γn-

graded Γn+1-torsors. Theorem 9.9 implies that this depends on (Y,N) only up
to spin bordism, and hence only on the morphism [Y,N ] in BordBn,4(MH). This

defines OB,H,±
n,4 on morphisms [Y,Q] in BordBn,4(MH).

It follows fromOn a symmetric monoidal functor in Theorem 9.9 that OB,H,±
n,4

is a symmetric monoidal functor. It is an analytic orientation functor.
We also form the normalized orientation functor O

B,H,0
n,4 : BordBn,4(MH)

→ Γn//Γn+1 by mapping the object (X,M) to the Γn+1-torsor

O
B,H,0
n,4 (X,M) = HomΓn+1

(
O

B,H,+
n,4 (X,M),OB,H,−

n,4 (X,M)
)
,

placed in degree degOB,H,−
n,4 (X,M)−degOB,H,+

n,4 (X,M) ∈ Γn, and similarly on

morphisms. That is, OB,H,0
n,4 = (OB,H,+

n,4 )−1⊗OB,H,−
n,4 , using the Picard groupoid

structure on Γn//Γn+1.

Note in particular from Table 9.1 that when n = 7, OB,H,∗
7,4 maps to 0//Z =

Z-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z-torsors. We write OB,H,∗
7,4,Zk

for the composition of

O
B,H,∗
7,4 with the natural symmetric monoidal functor Z-tor→ Zk-tor of reduc-

tion mod k for k > 2. Then O
B,H,∗
7,4,Z2

is important for orientations of associative
3-folds in G2-manifolds, as in §14.2.
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Similarly, when n = 8, OB,H,∗
8,4 maps to Z//Z2. For k > 1 we write O

B,H,∗
8,4,Z2k

for the composition of OB,H,∗
8,4 with the projection Z//Z2 → Z2k//Z2 reducing

gradings mod 2k. Then O
B,H,∗
8,4,Z2

is important for orientations of Cayley 4-folds
in Spin(7)-manifolds, as in §14.3.

9.5 Abstract orientation functors in cohomology bordism

We define orientation functors HZ
7 ,H

Z
8 ,H

Z2
7 ,HZ2

8 which will be very important
for flag structures in §10, and our study of orientations and orientability in §11.

Definition 9.14. We will define abstract orientation functors

H
Z

7 : Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) −→ 0//Z2,

H
Z

8 : Bord
Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) −→ Z2//Z2,

H
Z2
7 : Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z2, 4)) −→ 0//Z2,

H
Z2
8 : Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4)) −→ Z2//Z2,

(9.5)

by specifying the data that classifies them in Theorem A.18. Here for the Picard
groupoid Z2//Z2, the linear quadratic form q : Z2 → Z2 in Theorem A.18(a) is
id : Z2 → Z2. By Proposition 6.2, for n = 7, 8 and i = 0, 1 we have

πi(BordSpinn (K(Z, 4))) ∼= ΩSpin
n+i (K(Z, 4)) ∼= ΩSpin

n+i (∗)⊕ Ω̃Spin
n+i (K(Z, 4)),

πi(BordSpinn (K(Z2, 4))) ∼= ΩSpin
n+i (K(Z2, 4)) ∼= ΩSpin

n+i (∗)⊕ Ω̃Spin
n+i (K(Z2, 4)),

where ΩSpin
n+i (∗) is given in Tables 2.1–2.2 and Ω̃Spin

n+i (K(Z, 4)), Ω̃Spin
n+i (K(Z2, 4))

in Table 3.1. We define πi(H
Z
n) and πi(H

Z2
n ) for n = 7, 8 and i = 0, 1 by

πi(H
Z

n)|ΩSpin

n+i (∗) ≡ πi(H
Z2
n )|ΩSpin

n+i (∗) ≡ 0, π0(H
Z

7 ) ≡ π0(H
Z2
7 ) ≡ 0,

π1(H
Z

7 )|Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z,4)) = π0(H

Z

8 )|Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z,4)) maps ζ2 7→ 1, ζ3 7→ 0,

π1(H
Z

8 )|Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z,4)) maps α1ζ2 7→ 1,

π1(H
Z2
7 )|Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z2,4))
= π0(H

Z2
8 )|Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z2,4))
maps ζ2 7→ 1,

π1(H
Z2
8 )|Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z2,4))
maps α1ζ2 7→ 1.

(9.6)

These satisfy the condition q′ ◦ f0 = f1 ◦ q in Theorem A.18(b), trivially
for HZ

7 ,H
Z2
7 , and as q : ζ2 7→ α1ζ2, q : ζ3 7→ 0 for HZ

8 ,H
Z2
8 . Hence there

exist symmetric monoidal functors (9.5) with these invariants πi(H
Z
n), πi(H

Z2
n )

by Theorem A.18(b). Theorem A.18(c) and Example A.20 say that the sets
of such functors HZ

7 ,H
Z
8 ,H

Z2
7 ,HZ2

8 modulo monoidal natural isomorphism are
torsors over H2

sym(0,Z2) = 0 and H2
sym(Z

4,Z2) = 0 and H2
sym(0,Z2) = 0 and

H2
sym(Z

2 ⊕ Z4,Z2) = Z2 respectively. Hence HZ
7 ,H

Z
8 ,H

Z2
7 are unique up to

monoidal natural isomorphism.
There are two choices for HZ2

8 up to monoidal natural isomorphism, and we
choose one arbitrarily. By Lemma A.6(b), HZ2

8 is unique up to non-monoidal
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natural isomorphism. This will be all we care about, as we will only be interested
H

Z2
8 in relation to orientations for H

Z2
8 on a compact spin 8-manifold X , and

these do not use the monoidal structure.
By the uniqueness of HZ

7 ,H
Z
8 , there exist monoidal natural isomorphisms

η7, η8 in the diagrams

Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

✑✑✑✑�� η7F
K(Z2,4)

K(Z,4)��

H
Z

7

""
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z2, 4))

H
Z2
7 // 0//Z2,

Bord
Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

✑✑✑✑�� η8F
K(Z2,4)

K(Z,4)��

H
Z

8

""
Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4))

H
Z2
8 // Z2//Z2,

(9.7)

where F
K(Z2,4)
K(Z,4) are the topological transfer functors induced by the obvious map

K(Z, 4) → K(Z2, 4). Here by Theorem A.18(d), η7 is unique, and η8 lies in a
torsor over Hom(Z4,Z2) = Z4

2. We choose η8 arbitrarily in this torsor.
There is a natural functor inc : BordSpinn (∗) → BordSpinn (K(Z, 4)) for n =

7, 8 mapping X 7→ (X, 0) on objects and [Y ] 7→ [Y, 0] on morphisms. In a
similar way to (9.7), since πi(H

Z
n)|ΩSpin

n+i (∗) ≡ 0, there exist unique monoidal

natural isomorphisms ζ7, ζ8 in the diagrams

Bord
Spin
7 (∗)

✏✏✏✏�� ζ7inc
��

1

!!
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

7 // 0//Z2,

Bord
Spin
8 (∗)

✏✏✏✏�� ζ8inc
��

1

!!
Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

8 // 0//Z2.

(9.8)

10 Flag structures

Flag structures in 7 dimensions were introduced in the first author [59, §3.1]
and used to construct orientations on moduli spaces of associative 3-folds in
G2-manifolds in [59, §3.2], and also to construct orientations on moduli spaces
of G2-instantons on G2-manifolds in the authors [63].

10.1 Flag structures in 7 dimensions

We recall the following from [59, §3.1].

Definition 10.1. Let X be an oriented 7-manifold, and consider pairs (N, s)
of a compact, oriented 3-submanifold N ⊂ X , and a non-vanishing section s of
the normal bundle νN of N in X . We call (N, s) a flagged submanifold in X .

For non-vanishing sections s, s′ of νN define

d(s, s′) := N •
{
t · s(y) + (1 − t) · s′(y)

∣∣ t ∈ [0, 1], y ∈ N
}
∈ Z, (10.1)

using the intersection product ‘•’ between a 3-cycle and a 4-chain whose bound-
ary does not meet the cycle, where we identify N with the zero section in νN .
For all non-vanishing sections s, s′, s′′ of νN , this satisfies

d(s, s′′) = d(s, s′) + d(s′, s′′). (10.2)
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Let (N0, s0), (N1, s1) be disjoint flagged submanifolds with [N0] = [N1] in
H3(X,Z). Choose an integral 4-chain C with ∂C = N1 − N0. Let N ′

0, N
′
1 be

small perturbations of N0, N1 in the normal directions s0, s1. Then N
′
0 ∩N0 =

N ′
1 ∩N1 = ∅ as s0, s1 are non-vanishing, and N ′

0 ∩N1 = N ′
1 ∩N0 = ∅ as N0, N1

are disjoint and N ′
0, N

′
1 are close to N0, N1. Define D((N0, s0), (N1, s1)) to be

the intersection number (N ′
1 −N

′
0) • C in homology over Z. Here we regard

[C] ∈ H4(X,N0 ∪N1,Z), [N ′
0], [N

′
1] ∈ H3(X \ (N0 ∪N1),Z).

Note that since N ′
0, N

′
1 are small perturbations and N0, N1 are disjoint we have

(N0 ∪N1)∩ (N ′
0 ∪N

′
1) = ∅. This is independent of the choices of C and N ′

0, N
′
1.

In [59, Prop.s 3.3 & 3.4] we show that if (N0, s0), (N1, s1), (N2, s2) are disjoint
flagged submanifolds with [N0] = [N1] = [N2] in H3(X,Z) then

D((N0, s0), (N2, s2)) ≡ D((N0, s0), (N1, s1))

+D((N1, s1), (N2, s2)) mod 2,
(10.3)

and if (N ′, s′) is any small deformation of (N, s) with N,N ′ disjoint then

D((N, s), (N ′, s′)) ≡ 0 mod 2. (10.4)

Definition 10.2. A flag structure on X is a map

F :
{
flagged submanifolds (N, s) in X

}
−→ {±1}, (10.5)

satisfying:

(i) F (N, s) = F (N, s′) · (−1)d(s,s
′).

(ii) If (N0, s0), (N1, s1) are disjoint flagged submanifolds inX with [N0] = [N1]
in H3(X,Z) then

F (N1, s1) = F (N0, s0) · (−1)
D((N0,s0),(N1,s1)).

This is a well behaved condition by (10.3)–(10.4).

We call F an additive flag structure if it also satisfies

(iii) If (N0, s0), (N1, s1) are disjoint flagged submanifolds then

F (N0 ∐N1, s0 ∐ s1) = F (N0, s0) · F (N1, s1).

In [59], additive flag structures are just called flag structures.

Here is [59, Prop. 3.6]:

Proposition 10.3. Let X be an oriented 7-manifold. Then:

(a) There exists an additive flag structure F on X.
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(b) If F, F ′ are additive flag structures on X then there exists a unique group
morphism H3(X,Z)→ {±1}, denoted F ′/F, such that

F ′(N, s) = F (N, s) · (F ′/F )[N ] for all (N, s). (10.6)

(c) Let F be an additive flag structure on X and ǫ : H3(X,Z) → {±1} a
morphism, and define F ′ by (10.6) with F ′/F = ε. Then F ′ is an additive
flag structure on X.

Thus the set of additive flag structures on X is a torsor over Hom(H3(X,Z),Z2).

The next theorem will be proved in §19.2. The proof involves defining a
modified bordism category B̃ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) equivalent to Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)),

but with objects (X,N) for X a spin 7-manifold and N ⊂ X a 3-submanifold,

and an orientation functor H̃Z
7 : B̃ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) → 0//Z2 equivalent to HZ

7 ,
which maps (X,N) to a Z2-torsor of maps {s : (N, s) flagged} → {±1}.

Theorem 10.4. Let X be a compact spin 7-manifold. Then a flag structure
on X in the sense of Definition 10.2 is equivalent to an orientation on X for
the orientation functor HZ

7 of Definition 9.14.

Remark 10.5. (a) By Definition 9.2 and Theorem 10.4, if X is a compact spin
7-manifold then a flag structure on X is equivalent to a natural isomorphism F
in the 2-commutative diagram

BordX(K(Z, 4))

✚ ✚✚ ✚
IQ

F

1

//

ΠSpin

X��

0//Z2

Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)))

H
Z

7 // Z2//Z2.

F
0//Z2
Z2//Z2

OO
(10.7)

From now on, we will identify flag structures with such natural isomorphisms.
The set of flag structures is a torsor over Map(H4(X,Z),Z2), where Map

means arbitrary maps H4(X,Z)→ Z2, not just group morphisms.
Note that Map(H4(X,Z),Z2) is usually very large. So it is desirable to

impose extra conditions on flag structures to cut down the choices.

(b) Additive flag structures correspond to natural isomorphisms F in (10.7)
which are monoidal with respect to the monoidal structures on BordX(K(Z, 4))
discussed in Remark 6.9(b), and on 0//Z2. Note that the monoidal structure on
BordX(K(Z, 4)) (from adding cohomology classes on a fixed X) is unrelated to

the monoidal structure on Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) (from taking disjoint unions X1∐

X2). The set of additive flag structures is a torsor for Hom(H4(X,Z),Z2), which
is finite (this agrees with Hom(H3(X,Z),Z2) in Proposition 10.3 by Poincaré
duality).

(c) We say that a flag structure F factors via Z2 if we can factor (10.7) into a
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diagram of natural isomorphisms for some F ′, where η7 is as in (9.7)

BordX(K(Z, 4))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

id

1

⇓ id ,,

F
K(Z2,4)

K(Z,4)

//

ΠSpin

X��

BordX(K(Z2, 4))

ΠSpin

X��

1

//

✗ ✗✗ ✗
GO

F ′

0//Z2

Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)))

F
K(Z2,4)

K(Z,4)//

H
Z

7

⇑ η7
22Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z2, 4)))

H
Z2
7 // Z2//Z2.

F
0//Z2
Z2//Z2

OO
(10.8)

Here the possible choices for F ′ are a torsor for Map(H4(X,Z2),Z2). But F only
involves F ′ on objects in the image of BordX(K(Z, 4)) → BordX(K(Z2, 4)).
Thus flag structures F which factor via Z2 are a torsor for the finite group

Map
(
Im(H4(X,Z)→ H4(X,Z2)),Z2

)
.

(d) We say that a flag structure F is natural at zero if the composition of
natural isomorphisms across the following diagram

BordX(∗)

✗ ✗✗ ✗
GO

id

1

⇓ id ,,
inc

//

ΠSpin

X��

BordX(K(Z, 4))

ΠSpin

X��

1

//

✗ ✗✗ ✗
GO

F

0//Z2

Bord
Spin
7 (∗)

inc //

1

⇑ ζ7
22Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)))

H
Z

7 // Z2//Z2

F
0//Z2
Z2//Z2

OO
(10.9)

is the identity natural isomorphism id : 1⇒ 1, where ζ7 is as in (9.8), and the
inclusion functors inc are as in Definition 9.14. This prescribes natural values
for F at any exact C ∈ C4(X,Z). Flag structures F natural at zero always
exist, and form a torsor over Map(H4(X,Z) \ {0},Z2), since (10.9) prescribes
F over 0 ∈ H4(X,Z). If we require F to factor via Z2, then they form a torsor
for Map

(
Im(H4(X,Z)→ H4(X,Z2)) \ {0},Z2

)
.

In Definition 10.2, requiring F in (10.5) to be natural at zero means requiring
F (∅, ∅) = 1. Additive flag structures are automatically natural at zero.

(e) Combining Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4))=Z〈2ζ2, ζ3〉 and Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4))=Z2〈2ζ2〉
in Table 3.3, and (9.6) which implies that

Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4)) ⊆ Ker
(
π1(H

Z

7 )|Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z,4))

)
,

Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4)) ⊆ Ker
(
π1(H

Z2
7 )|Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z2,4))

)
,

and so Theorem 9.6(ii) shows that HZ
7 and H

Z2
7 are orientable for any compact

spin 7-manifold X . This provides an alternative proof to Proposition 10.3(a)
that flag structures, and flag structures factoring via Z2, exist for any compact
spin 7-manifold X .
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10.2 Flag structures in 8 dimensions

For our applications in §12–§14, we would like a notion of ‘flag structure’ in
8 dimensions that plays the same rôle for orienting moduli spaces on Spin(7)-
manifolds and Calabi–Yau 4-folds, that 7-dimensional flag structures do for
moduli spaces on G2-manifolds in [59, 63].

We have chosen to define flag structures in 8 dimensions by replacing HZ
7 in

Theorem 10.4 by HZ
8 . It is natural to ask whether there is an equivalent explicit

geometric definition of 8-dimensional flag structures similar to Definition 10.2.
The authors do have such a definition, but it is so complicated that we have
decided not to explain it.

Definition 10.6. Let X be a compact spin 8-manifold. A flag structure F on
X is an orientation on X for the orientation functor HZ

8 of Definition 9.14. So
by Definition 9.2, F is a natural isomorphism in the 2-commutative diagram

BordX(K(Z, 4))

✚ ✚✚ ✚
IQ

F

1Z2

//

ΠSpin

X��

0//Z2

Bord
Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)))

H
Z

8 // Z2//Z2.

F
0//Z2
Z2//Z2

OO
(10.10)

We say that a flag structure F factors via Z2 if as in (10.8) we can factor
(10.10) into a diagram of natural isomorphisms for some F ′, where η8 is as
in (9.7)

BordX(K(Z, 4))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

id

1

⇓ id ,,

F
K(Z2,4)

K(Z,4)

//

ΠSpin

X��

BordX(K(Z2, 4))

ΠSpin

X��

1

//

✗ ✗✗ ✗
GO

F ′

0//Z2

Bord
Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)))

F
K(Z2,4)

K(Z,4)//

H
Z

8

⇑ η8
22Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z2, 4)))

H
Z2
8 // Z2//Z2.

F
0//Z2
Z2//Z2

OO
(10.11)

We say that a flag structure F is natural at zero if as in (10.9) the compo-
sition of natural isomorphisms across the following diagram

BordX(∗)

✗ ✗✗ ✗
GO

id

1

⇓ id ,,
inc

//

ΠSpin

X��

BordX(K(Z, 4))

ΠSpin

X��

1

//

✗ ✗✗ ✗
GO

F

0//Z2

Bord
Spin
8 (∗)

inc //

1

⇑ ζ8
22Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)))

H
Z

8 // Z2//Z2

F
0//Z2
Z2//Z2

OO

is the identity natural isomorphism id : 1⇒ 1, where ζ8 is as in (9.8).

Theorem 10.7. Let X be a compact spin 8-manifold. Then

(a) X admits a flag structure if and only if the following condition holds:
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(∗) There does not exist a class α ∈ H3(X,Z) such that
∫
X
ᾱ ∪ Sq2(ᾱ) = 1

in Z2, where ᾱ ∈ H
3(X,Z2) is the mod 2 reduction of α, and Sq2(ᾱ) ∈

H5(X,Z2) is its Steenrod square.

Then the set of flag structures F on X is a torsor for Map(H4(X,Z),Z2).
We may also require F to be natural at zero, and such flag structures form

a torsor for Map(H4(X,Z) \ {0},Z2).

(b) X admits a flag structure factoring via Z2 if and only if the following holds:

(†) There does not exist ᾱ ∈ H3(X,Z2) such that
∫
X
ᾱ ∪ Sq2(ᾱ) = 1 in Z2.

Then the set of flag structures F which factor via Z2 are a torsor for the finite
group Map

(
Im(H4(X,Z)→ H4(X,Z2)),Z2

)
.

We may also require F to be natural at zero, and such flag structures form
a torsor for Map(Im(H4(X,Z)→ H4(X,Z2)) \ {0},Z2).

Proof. For (a), since π1(H
Z
8 ) is nonzero on Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈α1ζ2〉 by (9.6),

it follows from Theorem 9.6(ii) and the explicit description of ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z, 4))
in Theorem 3.2(c) that HZ

8 is orientable for X (that is, flag structures exist) if
and only if condition (∗) holds, as this is the condition for there to exist [X, f ]

in ΩSpin
8 (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)) with ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z, 4))([X, f ]) 6= 0 in (3.22). The

set of flag structures is then a torsor for Map(π0(BordX(K(Z, 4))),Z2), where
π0(BordX(K(Z, 4))) = H4(X,Z). The last part holds as in Remark 10.5(d).

For (b), we see from (10.11) that X admits a flag structure factoring via Z2 if
and only if HZ2

8 is orientable for X . Following the argument above, we find that
this is true if and only if (†) holds. The last parts hold as in Remark 10.5(c),(d).

Example 10.8. Consider the compact spin 8-manifold SU(3). The projec-
tion SU(3) → SU(3)/SU(2) = S5 is a fibration with fibre SU(2) = S3, so
from the Serre spectral sequence we see that H∗(X,R) ∼= H∗(S3 × S5, R).
Thus H3(SU(3),Z) = Z〈α〉, H5(SU(3),Z) = Z〈β〉, and H3(SU(3),Z2) = Z〈ᾱ〉,
H5(SU(3),Z2) = Z2〈β̄〉. One can show that Sq2(ᾱ) = β̄, so that

∫
SU(3) ᾱ ∪

Sq2(ᾱ) = 1 in Z2. Therefore Theorem 10.7(∗) does not hold for SU(3).
By a theorem of Samelson, SU(3) has a left-invariant integrable complex

structure, which has trivial canonical bundle. Thus we can regard SU(3) as a
‘non-Kähler Calabi–Yau 4-fold’. Note that in §13, we will want to know whether
Calabi–Yau 4-folds satisfy Theorem 10.7(∗).

Remark 10.9. It is natural to ask whether there is a good notion of additive flag
structure F in 8 dimensions, parallel to the 7-dimensional version in Definition
10.2. This should be a compatibility between F and the symmetric monoidal
structure on BordX(K(Z, 4)) discussed in Remark 6.9(b).

This does not work very well. The mod 2 intersection form onH4(X,Z) gives

obstructions to making the functor F
0//Z2

Z2//Z2
◦ HZ

8 ◦ Π
Spin
X in (10.10) symmetric

monoidal. Even when it does work, it turns out not to be very useful, for reasons
explained in Remark 13.12. So we have not developed the idea.

88



11 Factorizations of orientation functors

11.1 Explicit computation of orientation functors

We compute some orientation functors, which will be applied later to study
orientations on moduli spaces. The next theorem will be proved in §19.3.

Theorem 11.1. (a) In Definition 9.10 with n = 7 and B = Spin, consider
the normalized orientation functors

N
Spin,G
7 : Bord

Spin
7 (BG) −→ 0//Z = Z-tor

for G = SU(2), or SU(m) for m > 4, or Sp(m) for m > 2, or E8. As
in Theorem A.18, using (5.4)–(5.5) these are classified up to monoidal natural
isomorphism by two morphisms

π0(N
Spin,G
7 ) : ΩSpin

7 (BG) −→ 0,

π1(N
Spin,G
7 ) : ΩSpin

8 (BG) −→ Z,

and an element of an H2
sym(Ω

Spin
7 (BG),Z)-torsor. As ΩSpin

7 (BG) = 0 by Corol-

lary 3.4, this torsor is trivial, so the only nontrivial invariant is π1(N
Spin,G
7 ).

In the splitting
ΩSpin
n (BG) = ΩSpin

n (∗)⊕ Ω̃Spin
n (BG), (11.1)

π1(N
Spin,G
7 ) is 0 on ΩSpin

8 (∗), by definition of normalized orientations. It acts

on the generators of Ω̃Spin
8 (BG) in Table 3.4 as in Table 11.1.

ζ1 ζ2

π1
(
N

Spin,SU(2)
7

)
−8 1

ζ1
2 ζ2 ζ3

π1
(
N

Spin,SU(m)
7

)
, m > 4 −2m 1 0

ζ1 ζ2 ζ′2

π1
(
N

Spin,Sp(m)
7

)
, m > 2 −4(m+ 1) 1 0

ζ2 ζ3

π1
(
N

Spin,E8

7

)
1 0

Table 11.1: The morphisms π1
(
N

Spin,G
7

)

(b) In Definition 9.10 with n = 8 and B = Spin, consider the normalized
orientation functors

N
Spin,G
8 : Bord

Spin
8 (BG) −→ Z//Z2

for G = SU(2), or SU(m) for m > 5, or Sp(m) for m > 2, or E8. As
in Theorem A.18, using (5.4)–(5.5) these are classified up to monoidal natural
isomorphism by two morphisms

π0(N
Spin,G
8 ) : ΩSpin

8 (BG) −→ Z,

π1(N
Spin,G
8 ) : ΩSpin

9 (BG) −→ Z2 = {0, 1},
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and an element of a torsor over H2
sym(Ω

Spin
8 (BG),Z2). As ΩSpin

8 (BG) ∼= Zk

by Corollary 3.4, this torsor is trivial, since calculation gives H2(Zk,Z2) ∼=

Alt(Zk,Z2) ∼= Z
k(k−1)/2
2 , so H2

sym(Z
k,Z2) = 0 by (A.9). We have

π0(N
Spin,G
8 ) = π1(N

Spin,G
7 ),

where the right hand side is given in (a). In (11.1), π1(N
Spin,G
8 ) is 0 on

ΩSpin
9 (∗), and acts on the generators of Ω̃Spin

9 (BG) in Table 3.4 as in Ta-
ble 11.2.

α1ζ2

π1
(
N

Spin,SU(2)
8

)
1

α1ζ2

π1
(
N

Spin,SU(m)
8

)
, m > 5 1

α1ζ2 α1ζ
′
2

π1
(
N

Spin,Sp(m)
8

)
, m > 2 1 0

α1ζ2

π1
(
N

Spin,E8

8

)
1

Table 11.2: The morphisms π1
(
N

Spin,G
8

)

(c) The analogues of (a),(b) for the orientation functors

N
Spin,G
7,Zk

: Bord
Spin
7 (BG) −→ 0//Zk = Zk-tor,

N
Spin,G
8,Z2k

: Bord
Spin
8 (BG) −→ Z2k//Z2

in Definition 9.10 are obtained by reducing mod k or 2k in Table 11.1.

Now Theorem 9.6(a) gives a necessary and sufficient condition for the orien-

tation functors O = N
Spin,G
7 ,NSpin,G

7,Zk
,NSpin,G

8 to be orientable for all compact

spin 7- or 8-manifolds X : we must have ΞSpin,G
n,O ≡ 0, which by (9.3) is equiv-

alent to Im ξ̂Spinn (BG) ⊆ Kerπ1(O). The images Im ξ̂Spinn (BG) are given in
Table 3.5, and the kernels Kerπ1(O) are determined by the actions of π1(O) in
Tables 11.1–11.2. Thus we deduce:

Corollary 11.2. Of the orientation functors N
Spin,G
7 ,NSpin,G

7,Zk
,NSpin,G

8 and

N
Spin,G
8,Z2k

described in Theorem 11.1 for k > 2 and G = SU(2), or SU(m) for
m > 4 (n = 7) or m > 5 (n = 8), or Sp(m) for m > 2, or E8, the following,
and only the following, are orientable for all compact spin 7- or 8-manifolds X :

N
Spin,SU(2)
7,Z2

, N
Spin,SU(m)
7,Z2

, N
Spin,E8

7,Z2
, N

Spin,SU(2)
8 , N

Spin,SU(2)
8,Z2k

.

The next theorem will be proved in §19.4.

Theorem 11.3. (a) In Definition 9.13 with n = 7, B = Spin, and H = SO(4),
consider the three orientation functors for ∗ = +,−, 0

O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 : Bord

Spin
7,4 (MSO(4)) −→ 0//Z = Z-tor. (11.2)
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As in Theorem A.18, using (5.4)–(5.5) these are classified up to monoidal natural
isomorphism by two morphisms

π0(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ) : ΩSpin

7 (MSO(4)) −→ 0,

π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ) : ΩSpin

8 (MSO(4)) −→ Z,

and an element of an H2
sym(Ω

Spin
7 (MSO(4)),Z)-torsor. As ΩSpin

7 (MSO(4))
= 0 by Theorem 3.1(a), this torsor is trivial, so the only nontrivial invariant is

π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ). In the splitting

ΩSpin
n (MSO(4)) = ΩSpin

n (∗)⊕ Ω̃Spin
n (MSO(4)), (11.3)

π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ) is 0 on ΩSpin

8 (∗), and acts as in Table 11.3 on the generators

of Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)) in Table 3.1.

ζ1
4 ζ2 ζ3

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),+
7,4

)
−1 0 0

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),−
7,4

)
−1 1 0

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),0
7,4

)
0 1 0

Table 11.3: The morphisms π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4

)

(b) In Definition 9.13 with n = 8, B = Spin, and H = SO(4), consider the
three orientation functors for ∗ = +,−, 0

O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 : Bord

Spin
8,4 (MSO(4)) −→ Z//Z2. (11.4)

As in Theorem A.18, using (5.4)–(5.5) these are classified up to monoidal natural
isomorphism by two morphisms

π0(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 ) : ΩSpin

8 (MSO(4)) −→ Z,

π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 ) : ΩSpin

9 (MSO(4)) −→ Z2 = {0, 1},

and an element of a torsor over H2
sym(Ω

Spin
8 (MSO(4)),Z2). As Ω

Spin
8 (MSO(4))

∼= Z5 by Theorem 3.1(a), this torsor is trivial, since calculation gives H2(Zk,Z2)
∼= Alt(Zk,Z2) ∼= Z

k(k−1)/2
2 , so H2

sym(Z
k,Z2) = 0 by (A.9). We have

π0(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 ) = π1(O

Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ), (11.5)

where the right hand sides are given in (a). In (11.3), π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 ) is 0

on ΩSpin
9 (∗), and acts on the generators of Ω̃Spin

9 (MSO(4)) in Table 3.1 as in
Table 11.4.
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α1
ζ1
4 α1ζ2 η

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),+
8,4

)
1 0 ?

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),−
8,4

)
1 1 ?

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),0
8,4

)
0 1 0

Table 11.4: The morphisms π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 )

(c) If ρ : H → SO(4) ⊂ O(4) is a morphism of Lie groups, then the functors

O
Spin,H,∗
7,4 ,OSpin,H,∗

8,4 are determined from O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ,O

Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4 by Propo-

sition 11.9 with H1 = H and H2 = SO(4). For H = SU(2),U(2), Spin(4), The-
orem 3.1(a),(b) determine the groups ΩSpin

n (MH) and morphisms ΩSpin
n (MH)

→ ΩSpin
n (MSO(4)) for n = 7, 8, 9. Combining this with (a),(b) gives the ana-

logue of (a),(b) for H = SU(2),U(2), Spin(4), with πi(O
Spin,H,∗
n,4 ) given in Ta-

bles 11.5 and 11.6.

ζ1 ζ2

π1
(
O

Spin,SU(2),+
7,4

)
−4 0

π1
(
O

Spin,SU(2),−
7,4

)
−4 1

π1
(
O

Spin,SU(2),0
7,4

)
0 1

ζ1
2 ζ2 ζ3

π1
(
O

Spin,U(2),+
7,4

)
−2 0 0

π1
(
O

Spin,U(2),−
7,4

)
−2 1 0

π1
(
O

Spin,U(2),0
7,4

)
0 1 0

ζ1 ζ2 ζ′2

π1
(
O

Spin,Spin(4),+
7,4

)
−4 0 0

π1
(
O

Spin,Spin(4),−
7,4

)
−4 1 −1

π1
(
O

Spin,Spin(4),0
7,4

)
0 1 −1

Table 11.5: The morphisms π1
(
O

Spin,H,∗
7,4

)

(d) The analogues of (a)–(c) for the orientation functors

O
Spin,H,∗
7,4,Zk

: Bord
Spin
7,4 (MH) −→ 0//Zk = Zk-tor,

O
Spin,H,∗
8,4,Z2k

: Bord
Spin
8,4 (MH) −→ Z2k//Z2

in Definition 9.13 for H = SO(4), SU(2),U(2), Spin(4) are obtained by reducing
mod k or 2k in Tables 11.3 and 11.5.

The next corollary is proved as for Corollary 11.2, but using Tables 3.3
and 11.3–11.6.

Corollary 11.4. Of the orientation functors O
Spin,H,∗
7,4 , OSpin,H,∗

7,4,Zk
, OSpin,H,∗

8,4 ,

O
Spin,H,∗
8,4,Z2k

described in Theorem 11.3 for H = SO(4), SU(2),U(2), Spin(4), ∗ =

92



α1ζ2

π1
(
O

Spin,SU(2),+
8,4

)
0

π1
(
O

Spin,SU(2),−
8,4

)
1

π1
(
O

Spin,SU(2),0
8,4

)
1

α1ζ2

π1
(
O

Spin,U(2),+
8,4

)
0

π1
(
O

Spin,U(2),−
8,4

)
1

π1
(
O

Spin,U(2),0
8,4

)
1

α1ζ2 α1ζ
′
2

π1
(
O

Spin,Spin(4),+
8,4

)
0 0

π1
(
O

Spin,Spin(4),−
8,4

)
1 1

π1
(
O

Spin,Spin(4),0
8,4

)
1 1

Table 11.6: The morphisms π1(O
Spin,H,∗
8,4 )

+,−, 0, and k > 2, the following, and only the following, are orientable for all
compact spin 7- or 8-manifolds X:

O
Spin,SO(4),0
7,4,Z2

,O
Spin,SU(2),∗
7,4,Z2

,O
Spin,SU(2),+
7,4,Z4

,O
Spin,U(2),∗
7,4,Z2

,O
Spin,Spin(4),∗
7,4,Z2

,

O
Spin,Spin(4),+
7,4,Z4

,O
Spin,SU(2),∗
8,4 ,O

Spin,SU(2),∗
8,4,Z2k

,O
Spin,U(2),+
8,4 ,O

Spin,U(2),+
8,4,Z2k

,

O
Spin,Spin(4),∗
8,4 ,O

Spin,Spin(4),∗
8,4,Z2k

.

11.2 Factorizing orientation functors via transfer functors

We now consider examples of diagrams of the form

C
✒✒✒✒� λF

��

O

**
C′

O
′

// A//B,

(11.6)

where C, C′ are bordism categories, as in §4–§6, and F is a transfer functor,
as in §8, and O,O′ are orientation functors, as in §9, and λ is a monoidal
natural isomorphism. Then we say that the orientation functor O factors via
the orientation functor O′.

We will apply this as follows: suppose X is a compact n-manifold with
B-structure, and CX , C′X are the bordism categories BordX(· · · ) associated to
C, C′ as in §4.3, §5.3, §6.3, and η′X is an orientation for O′ on X , then composing
natural isomorphisms across the diagram

CX
=FX��

ΠX
// C

✒✒✒✒� λF��

O

**
C′X

1

//

Π′
X // C′

✙✙ ✙✙�� η′X

O
′

// A//B

��
0//B

(11.7)
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gives an orientation ηX for O on X . Hence, if O′ is orientable for X then so is
O. Conversely, if O is not orientable for X , then neither is O′.

We will be particularly interested in the case in which C,O control orien-
tations on moduli spaces in some geometric problem we care about in 7 or 8
dimensions, as in §12–§14, and O

′ is H
Z
7 or H

Z
8 from Definition 9.14. Then an

orientation for O′ is a flag structure in the sense of §10.

11.2.1 Factorizing gauge theory orientation functors

The next definition will be useful for comparing gauge theory orientation prob-
lems for different Lie groups.

Definition 11.5. Let ι : G → H be a morphism of Lie groups, with induced
Lie algebra morphism ι∗ : g → h. We say that ι : G → H is of complex type
if ι∗ : g → h is injective, and the quotient G-representation m = h/ι∗(g) is of
complex type, that is, the real vector space m may be made into a complex
vector space such that the action of G on m is complex linear.

As in [98, Prop. 3.9], the next proposition follows easily from [62, §2.2]. The
reason for the reduction to Z2 in (11.8) is that OB,G

n and OB,H
n ◦ Fι involve

indices of real elliptic operators /D
∇P
X , /D

∇Q
X whose kernels and cokernels differ

by complex vector spaces, so in particular, indR( /D
∇P
X ) ≡ indR( /D

∇Q
X ) mod 2,

and orientations on the (co)kernels of /D
∇P
X and /D

∇Q
X can be identified.

Proposition 11.6. Work in the situation of Definitions 9.10 and 11.5.

(a) Let ι : G → H be a morphism of Lie groups of complex type. Then for Fι
as in (4.9) there exists a canonical monoidal natural isomorphism ǫB,Hn,G making
the following diagram commute:

BordBn (BG)
Fι //

O
B,G
n��

✗✗✗✗�� ǫB,Hn,G

BordBn (BH)

O
B,H
n ��

Γn//Γn+1
// Z2//Z2 Γn//Γn+1.oo

(11.8)

Here the functors Γn//Γn+1 → Z2//Z2 are induced by the obvious morphisms
Γk → Z2, which are nontrivial if k ≡ 0, 1, 2, 4 mod 8. As in Remark 9.5, we
can use (11.8) to compare gauge theory orientation problems with groups G,H.

(b) Let G1, G2 be Lie groups. Then there exists a canonical natural isomorphism
ζBn,G1,G2

making the following diagram commute:

BordBn (B(G1 ×G2))
O

B,G1×G2
n

//

(FΠG1
,FΠG2

)
�� ✛ ✛✛ ✛

IQ
ζBn,G1,G2

Γn//Γn+1

BordBn (BG1)×BordBn (BG2)
O

B,G1
n ×O

B,G2
n // Γn//Γn+1×Γn//Γn+1.

⊗

OO

(c) The analogues of (a),(b) hold with NB,G
n in place of OB,G

n throughout.

(d) When G is an abelian Lie group there is a canonical monoidal natural
isomorphism from NB,G

n : BordBn (BG)→ Γn//Γn+1 to the constant functor 1.
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The next proposition follows easily from Proposition 11.6 and Theorem 9.6.

Proposition 11.7. In Theorem 9.6, take the orientation functor O to be OB,G
n

from Definition 9.10. Then the morphisms ΞB,G

n,OB,G
n

in Theorem 9.6 satisfy:

(a) Let ι : G→ H be a morphism of Lie groups of complex type, in the sense
of Definition 11.5. Then the following diagram commutes:

ΩB

n (LBG;BG)
BιBrel

//

ΞB,G

n,O
B,G
n��

ΩB

n (LBH ;BH)

ΞB,H

n,O
B,H
n ��

Γn+1
// Z2 Γn+1.oo

(b) Let G1, G2 be Lie groups. Then the following diagram commutes:

ΩB

n (LB(G1 ×G2);B(G1 ×G2))
Ξ

B,G1×G2

n,O
B,G1×G2
n

//

((BΠG1 )
B

rel,(BΠG2 )
B

rel)
��

Γn+1

ΩB

n (LBG1;BG1)× ΩB

n (LBG2;BG2)

Ξ
B,G1

n,O
B,G1
n

×Ξ
B,G2

n,O
B,G2
n // Γn+1 × Γn+1.

+

OO

To apply Propositions 11.6 and 11.7 it will be helpful to have a list of mor-
phisms ι : G→ H of complex type. The next theorem will be proved in §19.5.

Theorem 11.8. Here is a list of Lie group morphisms ι : G → H of complex
type, as in Definition 11.5, for all m > 1:

E7×U(1) −→ E8, E6×U(1)
2 −→ E8, Spin(14)×U(1) −→ E8,

SU(8)×U(1) −→ E8, Sp(3)×U(1) −→ F4, Spin(7)×U(1) −→ F4,

G2 −→ Spin(8), U(m) −→ SU(m+1), Spin(m) −→ SO(m),

(11.9)

SU(m)×U(1) −→ SU(m+ 1), Sp(m)×U(1) −→ Sp(m+ 1),

SO(m)×U(1) −→ SO(m+ 2), Spin(m)×U(1) −→ Spin(m+ 2).

Here we do not specify the actual morphisms ι, although these are implicit
in the proof, as we will not need them later. To prove Theorem 11.8, we show:

(i) Suppose a Lie group H has a torus subgroup T ⊆ H , and write G = Z(T )
for the centralizer of T . Then inc : G →֒ H is of complex type.

(ii) Let ι : G→ H be a morphism of connected Lie groups which is a covering

map, e.g. Spin(n)
2:1
−→ SO(n). Then ι is of complex type.

(iii) Compositions of complex type morphisms are of complex type.

Using these we can easily construct many examples of complex type morphisms.
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11.2.2 Factorizing submanifold orientation functors

Proposition 11.9. Work in the situation of Definition 9.13. Suppose we are

given a composition of Lie groups H1
ι
−→H2

ρ2
−→ SO(4) ⊂ O(4). Then for Fι

as in (5.3) there exist canonical monoidal natural isomorphisms ǫB,H2,∗
n,n−4,H1

for
∗ = +,−, 0 making the following diagram commute:

BordBn,4(MH1)
Fι //

O
B,H1,∗
n,4 //

✗✗✗✗�� ǫ
B,H2,∗

n,n−4,H1

BordBn,4(MH2)

O
B,H2,∗
n,4 ��

Γn//Γn+1.

(11.10)

As in Remark 9.5, we can use (11.8) to compare submanifold orientation prob-
lems with normal orientations H1, H2.

Proof. The definition of OB,H,∗
n,4 in Definition 9.13 did not use the normal H-

structures except to require that ρ : H → O(4) factors via SO(4), and use the
induced orientations of νM →M , νN → N . These are unchanged by Fι. So the
proposition holds with ǫB,H2,∗

n,n−4,H1
the identity natural isomorphism.

11.2.3 Factorizations mixing classes of orientation functors

To prove the next theorem, we observe using Definition 9.10 and Theorems
3.1, 11.1, and 11.3 that for each triangle in (11.11)–(11.18), the two routes
round the triangle agree on the generators of πi(C) for i = 0, 1, where C is the
Picard groupoid in the top left hand corner of the triangle, and then we apply
Theorem A.18 to deduce the existence of the monoidal natural isomorphisms
λ∗∗, and Table 2.1 and Theorem 3.1 to describe the torsor in which λ∗∗ lives.

Theorem 11.10. (a) As in equation (11.6), there exist monoidal natural iso-
morphisms λ1, . . . , λ8 in the following diagrams of Picard groupoids:

Bord
Spin
7,4 (MSU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ1F
BSU(2)
MSU(2)

≃ ��

O
Spin,SU(2),0
7,4

##
Bord

Spin
7 (BSU(2))

N
Spin,SU(2)
7 // 0//Z,

Bord
Spin
8,4 (MSU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ2F
BSU(2)
MSU(2)

≃ ��

O
Spin,SU(2),0
8,4

##
Bord

Spin
8 (BSU(2))

N
Spin,SU(2)
8 // Z//Z2 ,

(11.11)

Bord
Spin
7,4 (MU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ3F
BSU(m)
MU(2)

≃ ��

O
Spin,U(2),0
7,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
7 (BSU(m))

N
Spin,SU(m)
7,Z2 // 0//Z2 ,

Bord
Spin
8,4 (MU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ4F
BSU(m)
MU(2)

≃ ��

O
Spin,U(2),0
8,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
8 (BSU(m))

N
Spin,SU(m)
8,Z2 // Z2//Z2 ,

(11.12)

Bord
Spin
7,4 (MSpin(4))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ5F
BSp(m)
MSpin(4)

≃ ��

O
Spin,Spin(4),0
7,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
7 (BSp(m))

N
Spin,Sp(m)
7,Z2 // 0//Z2,

Bord
Spin
8,4 (MSpin(4))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ6F
BSp(m)
MSpin(4)

≃ ��

O
Spin,Spin(4),0
8,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
8 (BSp(m))

N
Spin,Sp(m)
8,Z2 // Z2//Z2 ,

(11.13)

Bord
Spin
7 (BE8)

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ7F
K(Z,4)
BE8

≃ ��

N
Spin,E8
7,Z2

$$
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

7 // 0//Z2 ,

Bord
Spin
8 (BE8)

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ8F
K(Z,4)
BE8

≃ ��

N
Spin,E8
8,Z2

$$
Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

8 // Z2//Z2 .

(11.14)
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Here in (11.12) we have m > 4 or m > 5, and in (11.13) we have m > 2. In each
diagram, the left hand column is a transfer functor from Theorem 8.3, which
is an equivalence of categories, and the rightwards morphisms are orientation
functors defined in §9.3–§9.5.

The monoidal natural isomorphisms λ1, λ3, λ5, λ7 are unique. Also λ2, λ4,
λ6, λ8 lie in torsors over Z4

2,Z
5
2,Z

5
2,Z

4
2 respectively, although if we require them

to commute with the functors (8.3) to and from Bord
Spin
8 (∗), the choices are

Z2
2,Z

3
2,Z

3
2,Z

2
2. These choices of λi are a kind of orientation convention.

(b) For ∗ = −, 0, but not for ∗ = +, there exist monoidal natural isomorphisms
λ∗9, . . . , λ

∗
14 in the following diagrams of Picard groupoids:

Bord
Spin
7 (MSU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ∗
9F

K(Z,4)
MSU(2)��

O
Spin,SU(2),∗
7,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z
7 // 0//Z2 ,

Bord
Spin
8 (MSU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ∗
10F

K(Z,4)
MSU(2)��

O
Spin,SU(2),∗
8,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z
8 // Z2//Z2,

(11.15)

Bord
Spin
7 (MU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ∗
11F

K(Z,4)
MU(2)��

O
Spin,U(2),∗
7,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

7 // 0//Z2 ,

Bord
Spin
8 (MU(2))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ∗
12F

K(Z,4)
MU(2)��

O
Spin,U(2),∗
8,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

8 // Z2//Z2,

(11.16)

Bord
Spin
7 (MSpin(4))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ∗
13F

K(Z,4)
MSpin(4)��

O
Spin,Spin(4),∗
7,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z
7 // 0//Z2 ,

Bord
Spin
8 (MSpin(4))

✘ ✘✘ ✘
HP

λ∗
14F

K(Z,4)
MSpin(4)��

O
Spin,Spin(4),∗
8,4,Z2

##
Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z
8 // Z2//Z2.

(11.17)

For ∗ = 0, but not for ∗ = +,−, there exists a monoidal natural isomorphism
λ015 in the following diagram of Picard groupoids:

Bord
Spin
7 (MSO(4))

✛ ✛✛ ✛
IQ

λ0
15F

K(Z,4)

MSO(4)��

O
Spin,SO(4),0
7,4,Z2

))
Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

H
Z

7 // 0//Z2.

(11.18)

The analogue of (11.18) for O
Spin,SO(4),∗
8,4,Z2

does not commute for any ∗ = +,−, 0.

The monoidal natural isomorphisms λ∗9, λ
∗
11, λ

∗
13, λ

0
15 are unique. Also λ∗10,

λ∗12, λ
∗
14 lie in torsors over Z4

2,Z
5
2,Z

5
2 respectively, although if we require them

to commute with the functors (8.3) the choices are Z2
2,Z

3
2,Z

3
2.

Theorem 11.11. (a) The following orientation functors from §9.3–§9.5 factor

via the orientation functor HZ
7 : Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) → 0//Z2 from Definition

9.10, which is used to define flag structures on 7-manifolds in §10.1:

(i) N
Spin,G
7,Z2

: Bord
Spin
7 (BG) → 0//Z2 for G any of the following compact,

connected Lie groups, where E6, E7 are the simply-connected versions:

E8, E7, E6, G2, SU(m), U(m), Spin(2m), for m > 1. (11.19)
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(ii) O
Spin,H,0
7,4,Z2

: Bord
Spin
7 (MH) → 0//Z2 for any ρ : H → O(4) which factors

via SO(4) →֒ O(4).

(iii) O
Spin,H,−
7,4,Z2

: Bord
Spin
7 (MH)→ 0//Z2 for any ρ : H → O(4) which factors

via U(2) →֒ O(4) or Spin(4)→ O(4).

Hence, the orientation functors in (a)(i)–(iii) are orientable for every com-
pact spin 7-manifold X, and after choosing a natural isomorphism λ∗∗ as in
(11.11)–(11.18), if X is a compact spin 7-manifold, then a flag structure on X
induces an orientation for any one of these orientation functors on X.

(b) The following orientation functors from §9.3–§9.5 factor via the orientation

functor H
Z
8 : Bord

Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) → Z2//Z2 from Definition 9.10, which is used

to define flag structures on 8-manifolds in §10.2:

(i) N
Spin,G
8,Z2

: Bord
Spin
8 (BG)→ Z2//Z2 for G any of Lie groups in (11.19).

(ii) O
Spin,H,−
8,4,Z2

and O
Spin,H,0
8,4,Z2

: Bord
Spin
8 (MH) → Z2//Z2 for any ρ : H →

O(4) which factors via U(2) →֒ O(4) or Spin(4)→ O(4).

Hence the orientation functors in (b)(i)–(ii) are orientable for every compact
spin 8-manifold X satisfying the condition Theorem 10.7(∗), and after choosing
a natural isomorphism λ∗∗ as in (11.11)–(11.17), if X is a compact spin 8-
manifold, then a flag structure on X induces an orientation for any one of
these orientation functors on X.

Proof. For (a)(i), the case G = E8 follows from (11.14). Proposition 11.6(a),(c)

and Theorem 11.8 imply that NSpin,G
7,Z2

factors via N
Spin,E8

7,Z2
for G in the list

E7 ×U(1), E6 ×U(1)2, SU(8)×U(1), Spin(14)×U(1).

Hence NSpin,G
7,Z2

for these G also factor via HZ
7 . From Proposition 11.6(b)–(d) we

deduce that N
Spin,G×U(1)k

7,Z2
factors via HZ

7 if and only if NSpin,G
7,Z2

does. Thus (i)
follows for G = E7, E6, SU(8), Spin(14).

From the complex type morphisms SU(m)×U(1)→ SU(m+1) and Spin(m)
×U(1)→ Spin(m+ 2) in Theorem 11.8, and (i) for SU(8), Spin(14), we deduce
(i) for G = SU(m) with 1 6 m 6 8 and G = Spin(2m) with 1 6 m 6 7 by
the arguments above. Then we deduce (i) for G = G2 from the complex type
morphism G2 → Spin(8) and (i) for Spin(8), and we deduce (i) for G = U(m)
with 1 6 m 6 7 from the complex type morphism U(m) → SU(m + 1) and (i)
for SU(m) for 2 6 m 6 8.

The argument above using the complex type morphism SU(m) × U(1) →֒
SU(m + 1) tells us that if (i) holds for G = SU(m + 1), then (i) holds for G =

SU(m). Now the functor Fι : Bord
Spin
7 (BSU(m)) → Bord

Spin
7 (BSU(m + 1))

induced by the inclusion ι : SU(m) →֒ SU(m+1) is an equivalence of categories
provided that m > 5. Because of this, if m > 5 then (i) holds for G = SU(m)
if and only if (i) holds for G = SU(m + 1). So as (i) holds for G = SU(8),
by induction on m it holds for SU(m) for all m > 8. A similar proof using
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Spin(2m) →֒ Spin(2m+2) shows that (i) holds for G = Spin(2m) for all m > 7.
This completes (a)(i).

Part (a)(ii) follows from equations (11.18) and (11.10) for ρ : H → SO(4).
Part (a)(iii) follows from (11.16)–(11.17) for ∗ = − and (11.10) in the same way.
The last part of (a) is immediate from equation (11.7) and §10.1. The proof of
(b) is very similar to that of (a), using Theorem 10.7(a).

12 Applications to moduli spaces in

gauge theory

12.1 Connection moduli spaces AP ,BP and orientations

The following definitions are taken from Joyce, Tanaka and Upmeier [62, §1–§2].

Definition 12.1. Suppose we are given the following data:

(a) A compact, connected manifold X of dimension n > 0.

(b) A Lie group G, with dimG > 0, and centre Z(G) ⊆ G, and Lie algebra g.

(c) A principal G-bundle π : P → X . We write Ad(P ) → X for the vector
bundle with fibre g defined by Ad(P ) = (P × g)/G, where G acts on P by
the principal bundle action, and on g by the adjoint action.

Write AP for the set of connections ∇P on the principal bundle P → X .
This is a real affine space modelled on the infinite-dimensional vector space
Γ∞(Ad(P ) ⊗ T ∗X), and we make AP into a topological space using the C∞

topology on Γ∞(Ad(P )⊗T ∗X). Here if E → X is a vector bundle then Γ∞(E)
denotes the vector space of smooth sections of E. Note that AP is contractible.

Write GP = Aut(P ) for the infinite-dimensional Lie group of G-equivariant
diffeomorphisms γ : P → P with π ◦ γ = π. Then GP acts on AP by gauge
transformations, and the action is continuous for the topology on AP .

There is an inclusion Z(G) →֒ GP mapping z ∈ Z(G) to the principal bundle
action of z on P . This maps Z(G) into the centre Z(GP ) of GP , so we may take
the quotient group GP /Z(G). The action of Z(G) ⊂ GP on AP is trivial, so the
GP -action on AP descends to a GP /Z(G)-action.

Each ∇P ∈ AP has a (finite-dimensional) stabilizer group StabGP (∇P ) ⊂ GP
under the GP -action on AP , with Z(G) ⊆ StabGP (∇P ). As X is connected,
StabGP (∇P ) is isomorphic to a closed Lie subgroup H of G with Z(G) ⊆ H . As
in [37, p. 133] we call ∇P irreducible if StabGP (∇P ) = Z(G), and reducible oth-
erwise. Write Airr

P ,A
red
P for the subsets of irreducible and reducible connections

in AP . Then Airr
P is open and dense in AP , and A

red
P is closed and of infinite

codimension in the infinite-dimensional affine space AP .
We write BP = [AP /(GP /Z(G))] for the moduli space of gauge equivalence

classes of connections on P , considered as a topological stack in the sense of
Metzler [74] and Noohi [77,78]. Write BirrP = [Airr

P /(GP /Z(G))] for the substack
BirrP ⊆ BP of irreducible connections. As GP /Z(G) acts freely on Airr

P , we may
consider BirrP as a topological space (which is an example of a topological stack).
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We define (n-)orientation bundles OE•

P , NE•

P on the moduli spaces BP :

Definition 12.2. Work in the situation of Definition 12.1, with the same nota-
tion. Suppose we are given real vector bundles E0, E1 → X , of the same rank r,
and a linear elliptic partial differential operator D : Γ∞(E0)→ Γ∞(E1), of de-
gree d. As a shorthand we write E• = (E0, E1, D). With respect to connections

∇E0 on E0 ⊗
⊗i

T ∗X for 0 6 i < d, when e ∈ Γ∞(E0) we may write

D(e) =
∑d

i=0 ai · ∇
i
E0
e, (12.1)

where ai ∈ Γ∞(E∗
0 ⊗ E1 ⊗ SiTX) for i = 0, . . . , d. The condition that D is

elliptic is that ad|x · ⊗dξ : E0|x → E1|x is an isomorphism for all x ∈ X and
0 6= ξ ∈ T ∗

xX , and the symbol σ(D) of D is defined using ad.
Let ∇P ∈ AP . Then ∇P induces a connection ∇Ad(P ) on the vector bundle

Ad(P )→ X . Thus we may form the twisted elliptic operator

D∇Ad(P ) : Γ∞(Ad(P )⊗ E0) −→ Γ∞(Ad(P )⊗ E1),

D∇Ad(P ) : e 7−→
∑d
i=0(idAd(P )⊗ai) · ∇

i
Ad(P )⊗E0

e,
(12.2)

using the connections ∇Ad(P )⊗E0
on Ad(P ) ⊗ E0 ⊗

⊗i
T ∗X for 0 6 i < d

induced by ∇Ad(P ) and ∇E0 .

Since D∇Ad(P ) is a linear elliptic operator on a compact manifold X , it
has finite-dimensional kernel Ker(D∇Ad(P )) and cokernel Coker(D∇Ad(P )). The
determinant det(D∇Ad(P )) is the 1-dimensional real vector space

det(D∇Ad(P )) = detKer(D∇Ad(P ))⊗
(
detCoker(D∇Ad(P ))

)∗
,

where if V is a finite-dimensional real vector space then detV = ΛdimV V . Recall
that the index is indE•

P = dimKer(D∇Ad(P ))− dimCoker(D∇Ad(P )) ∈ Z.
These operators D∇Ad(P ) vary continuously with ∇P ∈ AP , so they form

a family of elliptic operators over the base topological space AP . Thus as in
Atiyah and Singer [3], there is a natural real line bundle L̂E•

P → AP with fibre

L̂E•

P |∇P = det(D∇Ad(P )) at each ∇P ∈ AP . It is equivariant under the action

of GP /Z(G) on AP , and so pushes down to real line bundles LE•

P → BP on the

topological stacks BP . We call LE•

P the determinant line bundle of BP . The

restriction LE•

P |Birr
P

is a topological real line bundle in the usual sense on the

topological space BirrP .
For a real line bundle L → T we write O(L) = (L \ 0(T ))/(0,∞) for the

principal Z2-bundle of (fibrewise) orientations on L. That is, we take the com-
plement of the zero section of L and quotient by (0,∞) acting on the fibres by
scalar multiplication.

Define the orientation bundles ÔE•

P = Ô(LE•

P )→ AP and OE•

P = O(LE•

P )→

BP . The fibres ofO
E•

P → BP are orientations on the real line fibres of LE•

P → BP .

The restriction OE•

P |Birr
P

is a principal Z2-bundle on the topological space BirrP ,
in the usual sense.
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We say that BP is orientable if OE•

P is isomorphic to the trivial principal
Z2-bundle BP × Z2 → BP . An orientation ω on BP is an isomorphism ω :

OE•

P

∼=
−→BP×Z2 of principal Z2-bundles. As BP is connected, if BP is orientable

it has exactly two orientations.
We also define the normalized orientation bundle, or n-orientation bundle

a principal Z2-bundle N
E•

P → BP , by NE•

P = OE•

P ⊗Z2 O
E•

X×G|[∇0]. That is,

we tensor OE•

P with the orientation torsor OE•

X×G|[∇0] of the trivial principal
G-bundle X ×G→ X at the trivial connection ∇0. An n-orientation of BP is

an isomorphism ν : NE•

P

∼=
−→BP × Z2. Note that BP has an orientation if and

only if it has an n-orientation.

Remark 12.3. (i) Up to continuous isotopy, and hence up to isomorphism,
LE•

P , OE•

P in Definition 12.2 depend on the elliptic operator D : Γ∞(E0) →
Γ∞(E1) up to continuous deformation amongst elliptic operators, and thus only
on the symbol σ(D) of D (essentially, the highest order coefficients ad in (12.1)),
up to deformation.

(ii) For orienting moduli spaces of ‘instantons’ in gauge theory, as in §12.2–
§12.3, we usually start not with an elliptic operator on X , but with an elliptic
complex

0 // Γ∞(E0)
D0 // Γ∞(E1)

D1 // · · ·
Dk−1 // Γ∞(Ek) // 0. (12.3)

If k > 1 and ∇P is an arbitrary connection on a principal G-bundle P → X then
twisting (12.3) by (Ad(P ),∇Ad(P )) as in (12.2) may not yield a complex (that

is, we may have D
∇Ad(P )

i+1 ◦D
∇Ad(P )

i 6= 0), so the definition of det(D
∇Ad(P )
• ) does

not work, though it does work if ∇P satisfies the appropriate instanton-type
curvature condition. To get round this, we choose metrics on X and the Ei, so
that we can take adjoints D∗

i , and replace (12.3) by the elliptic operator

Γ∞
(⊕

06i6k/2 E2i

) ∑

i(D2i+D
∗
2i−1) // Γ∞

(⊕
06i<k/2 E2i+1

)
, (12.4)

and then Definitions 12.2 works with (12.4) in place of E•.

Proposition 12.4. (a) In the situation of Definitions 12.1–12.2, suppose (X, g)
is a compact spin Riemannian 7-manifold and E• is a first order elliptic operator
whose symbol is isomorphic to that of the Dirac operator /DX of X. Then:

(i) BP is orientable for every principal G-bundle P → X if and only if

O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(or equivalently, NSpin,G
7,Z2

) in Definition 9.10 is orientable for X.

(ii) An orientation of O
Spin,G
7,Z2

for X is equivalent to an orientation of BP for
all principal G-bundles P → X, depending on P only up to isomorphism.

(iii) An n-orientation of N
Spin,G
7,Z2

for X is equivalent to an n-orientation of
BP for all principal G-bundles P → X, up to isomorphisms of P .

(b) Suppose instead that (X, g) is a compact spin Riemannian 8-manifold and
E• is a first order elliptic operator whose symbol is isomorphic to that of the

positive Dirac operator /D
+
X of X. Then the analogues of (i)–(iii) hold for

O
Spin,G
8 ,NSpin,G

8 in Definition 9.10.
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Proof. For (a), since orientations of OE•

P , NE•

P are unchanged by continuous
deformations of E•, we can assume that E• is the Dirac operator /DX . Now
O

Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ) in Definition 9.10 is defined to be the Z2-reduction of the Z-torsor

of constant sections of the principal Z-bundle over AX,P with fibre O7(D
∇P
X ) at

(gX ,∇P ). So fixing gX = g, OSpin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ) is the Z2-torsor of constant sections

of the principal Z2-bundle over AP in Definition 12.1 with fibre O7(D
∇P
X )⊗Z Z2

at ∇P . But O7(D
∇P
X ) ⊗Z Z2 is the Z2-torsor of orientations of D∇P

X . Thus

O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ) is canonically isomorphic to the Z2-torsor of trivializations of

ÔE•

P → AP in Definition 12.2.

Now OE•

P → BP is the quotient of ÔE•

P → AP by GP /Z(G). There is a
surjective group morphism from GP = Aut(P ) to HomBordX (BG)(P, P ) taking
γ ∈ GP to the isomorphism class [(P × [0, 1])γ ] : P → P of its mapping cone
(P × [0, 1])γ, that is, to the principal G-bundle P × [0, 1]→ X × [0, 1] where the
chosen boundary isomorphism P |X×{0} → P is the identity idP , but P |X×{1} →

P is γ. Under the functor OSpin,G
7,Z2

, HomBordX(BG)(P, P ) acts on the Z2-torsor

O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ), so composing with GP → HomBordX(BG)(P, P ) gives an action of

GP on O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ). Then Z(G) ⊂ GP acts trivially on O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ), so the

action descends to GP /Z(G), and the GP /Z(G)-action on O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ) induced

by O
Spin,G
7,Z2

agrees with the GP /Z(G)-action on the Z2-torsor of trivializations

of ÔE•

P → AP under the identification of this with O
Spin,G
7,Z2

(X,P ).

Therefore an orientation of BP , that is, a trivialization of OE•

P → BP , is
canonically equivalent to a natural isomorphism ηPX in the diagram

BordX(BG)P

✖ ✖✖ ✖
GO

ηPX

1

++
ΠB

X��
BordSpinn (BG)

O
Spin,G
7,Z2 // 0//Z2 = Z2-tor,

(12.5)

where BordX(BG)P ⊂ BordX(BG) is the full subcategory with one object P .

An orientation of OSpin,G
7,Z2

for X is a natural isomorphism ηX in (9.1) for

O
Spin,G
7,Z2

, with A = 0, B = Z2. Restricting (9.1) toBordX(BG)P ⊂ BordX(BG)

gives (12.5). Thus, an orientation of OSpin,G
7,Z2

forX induces orientations of BP for
all principal G-bundles P → X . As isomorphisms γ : P → P ′ lift to morphisms
[(P × [0, 1])γ] : P → P ′ in BordX(BG) by the mapping cone construction, these
orientations on BP depend on P only up to isomorphism. Conversely, as the
morphism GP → HomBordX (BG)(P, P ) is surjective, choices of orientation of BP
for all principal G-bundles P → X, depending on P only up to isomorphism,
determine a unique orientation of OSpin,G

7,Z2
for X . This proves (a)(ii).

The proof of (a)(iii) is the same, but with NE•

P ,NSpin,G
7,Z2

in place of OE•

P ,

O
Spin,G
7,Z2

. Noting that BP is orientable if and only if it is n-orientable, as

NE•

P ,NSpin,G
7,Z2

differ fromOE•

P ,OSpin,G
7,Z2

by the fixed Z2-torsorO
E•

X×G|[∇0], then (i)
follows from (ii),(iii), since if BP is (n-)orientable for every principal G-bundle
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P → X then we can choose an (n-)orientation for each isomorphism class of

principal G-bundles P → X , and so construct an orientation on O
Spin,G
7,Z2

for X .
Part (b) is proved as for (a).

Remark 12.5. We restrict to n = 7 or 8 in Proposition 11.6 as that is what we
need for our applications. The analogue holds when n ≡ 7, 8 mod 8, and also
when n ≡ 1 mod 8 if we use Pfaffian orientations of skew-adjoint operators, as
in Freed [42, §3]. When n ≡ 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 mod 8 the real Dirac operator /DX is
C- or H-linear, so moduli spaces BP with orientation bundles OE•

P defined using
Dirac operators have canonical orientations for essentially trivial reasons.

Combining Theorem 11.11, Proposition 12.4, and the material on flag struc-
tures in §10, yields:

Theorem 12.6. Let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (11.19). Then:

(a) In Definitions 12.1–12.2, suppose (X, g) is a compact spin Riemannian
7-manifold and E• is a first order elliptic operator whose symbol is iso-
morphic to that of the Dirac operator /DX of X. Then BP is orientable
(equivalently, n-orientable) for every principal G-bundle P → X. A choice
of flag structure F on X determines n-orientations on BP for all principal
G-bundles P → X. If we also choose an orientation for detE•

∼= R then
a choice of flag structure on X determines orientations on BP for all P .

(b) In Definitions 12.1–12.2, suppose (X, g) is a compact spin Riemannian
8-manifold and E• is a first order elliptic operator whose symbol is iso-

morphic to that of the positive Dirac operator /D
+
X of X. Suppose also

that X satisfies condition Theorem 10.7(∗). Then BP is orientable (equiv-
alently, n-orientable) for every principal G-bundle P → X. A choice of
flag structure F on X determines n-orientations on BP for all principal
G-bundles P → X. If we also choose an orientation for detE•

∼= R then
a choice of flag structure on X determines orientations on BP for all P .

When G = E8, as F
K(Z,4)
BE8

in (11.14) is an equivalence, BP is orientable
for every E8-bundle P → X if and only if Theorem 10.7(∗) holds.

Remark 12.7. Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Th. 1.11] claimed to prove orientability
of BP in Theorem 12.6(b) for G = U(m) or SU(m), without assuming Theorem
10.7(∗). Unfortunately, there is a mistake in the proof of [20, Th. 1.11],
as the proof in [20, §2.4] relies on the claim that the natural map π5(SU(4)) ∼=
Z→ H5(SU(4),Z) ∼= Z is an isomorphism, whereas it is 24·− : Z→ Z. Example
12.8 below gives a counterexample to [20, Th. 1.11]. One of the goals of this
monograph is to fix the problems with [20] under additional conditions on X .

Example 12.8. As in Example 10.8, the compact spin 8-manifold SU(3) does
not satisfy Theorem 10.7(∗). Writing S1 = R/Z, define a principal SU(3)-bundle
Q→ SU(3)× S1 by

Q =
SU(3)× R× SU(3)

Z, n : (γ, x, δ) 7→ (γ, x+ n, δγn)

(γ,x,δ)Z 7→(γ,x+Z) // SU(3)× R/Z
= SU(3)× S1.
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Then c2(Q) = α⊠ Pd[∗] for H3(SU(3),Z) = Z〈α〉 and H1(S1,Z) = Z〈Pd([∗])〉.
Thus, writing φQ : SU(3)× S1 → BSU(3) for the classifying map of Q, so that

[SU(3)×S1, φQ] ∈ ΩSpin
9 (BSU(3)), then composing with c2 : BSU(3)→ K(Z, 4)

gives [SU(3)× S1, α⊠ Pd[∗]] ∈ ΩSpin
9 (K(Z, 4)).

As in Example 10.8 we have
∫
SU(3) ᾱ∪ Sq

2(ᾱ) = 1 ∈ Z2. Hence by Theorem

3.2(c), [SU(3)×S1, α⊠Pd[∗]] is the nonzero element α1ζ2 in ΩSpin
9 (K(Z, 4)), so

π1(H
Z
8 )
(
[SU(3) × S1, α ⊠ Pd[∗]]

)
= 1 in Z2 by (9.6). As N

Spin,SU(3)
8,Z2

factors via

HZ
8 by Theorem 11.11(b), we see that π1(N

Spin,SU(3)
8,Z2

)
(
[SU(3)× S1, φQ]

)
= 1.

Write P for the trivial SU(3)-bundle P = SU(3) × SU(3) → SU(3). The
bundle Q → SU(3) × S1 induces a map S1 → BP , and the calculation above
implies that the monodromy of the orientation bundle OP → BP around this
loop is 1 in Z2. Therefore BP is not orientable. This contradicts [20, Th. 1.11].

If ι : SU(3) →֒ H is a complex type Lie group morphism, it follows from
Proposition 11.6 that BR is not orientable for R the trivialH-bundle over SU(3).
This holds when H is SU(m),U(m) or Spin(2m) for m > 3, G2, E6, E7, or E8.

Example 12.9. Theorem 12.6 tells us nothing about orientability for the Lie
groups G = Sp(m) for m > 2, which do not appear in (11.19).

(i) It follows from [63, Ex. 2.23] that for X is the compact spin 7-manifold S7,
BP is (n-)orientable for any principal Sp(m)-bundle P → S7, all m > 2.

(ii) By [63, Ex. 2.24], for X the compact spin 7-manifold Sp(2) ×Sp(1)×Sp(1)

Sp(1), BX×Sp(2) is not orientable for the trivial Sp(2)-bundle X×Sp(2)→
X . Using Proposition 11.6(a), Theorem 11.8 and the isomorphism Spin(5)
∼= Sp(2), we deduce that BX×G is not orientable for the trivial G-bundle
X ×G→ X for any Lie group G on the list

F4, Sp(m+ 1), Spin(2m+ 3), SO(2m+ 3), where m > 1. (12.6)

(iii) As in [20, Ex. 1.14] for G = Sp(m), it follows from (ii) that for X the com-
pact spin 8-manifold Sp(2)×Sp(1)×Sp(1)Sp(1)×S

1, BX×G is not orientable
for the trivial G-bundle X ×G→ X for any G on (12.6).

Here are some cases when we can make the orientation on BP independent
of the choice of flag structure.

Proposition 12.10. (a) In Theorem 12.6(a), suppose G = U(m), and P → X
is a principal U(m)-bundle with c2(P )−c1(P )2 = 0 in H4(X,Z2). By requiring
the flag structure F to factor via Z2 and be natural at zero, the n-orientation
on BP is independent of the choice of F, and so is canonical.

(b) In Theorem 12.6(b), suppose G = U(m), and P → X is a principal U(m)-
bundle with c2(P )− c1(P )2 = 0 in H4(X,Z). By requiring the flag structure F
to be natural at zero, the n-orientation on BP is independent of the choice of
F, and so is canonical.

If X satisfies Theorem 10.7(†) then we can also require F to factor via Z2,
and the above holds if instead c2(P )− c1(P )2 = 0 in H4(X,Z2).
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Proof. Theorem 12.6 works by pulling back orientations along the sequence of
bordism categories BordX(BU(m))→BordX(BSU(m+1))→BordX(K(Z, 4)),
followed by BordX(K(Z, 4)) → BordX(K(Z2, 4)) for flag structures factoring
via Z2. A U(m)-bundle P in BordX(BU(m)) is mapped to an SU(m+1)-bundle
Q in BordX(BSU(m + 1)) with c2(Q) = c2(P ) − c1(P )

2, as the Cm-bundle E
corresponding to P is mapped to the Cm+1-bundle E ⊕ ΛmE∗, and c2(E ⊕
ΛmE∗) = c2(E)− c1(E)2. This is mapped to a 4-cocycle C in BordX(K(Z, 4))
with [C] = c2(Q) = c2(P )−c1(P )2 in H4(X,Z), and further mapping to c2(P )−
c1(P )

2 in H4(X,Z2) for flag structures factoring via Z2.
A flag structure F natural at zero is determined independent of the choice

of F at C ∈ BordX(K(Z, 4)) with [C] = 0 in H4(X,Z). Thus, F determines
an orientation on BP independent of the choice of F if c2(P ) − c1(P )2 = 0 in
H4(X,Z). If also F factors via Z2 then the orientation on BP is independent
of F if c2(P )− c1(P )2 = 0 in H4(X,Z2). The proposition now follows from the
existence of such flag structures in Remark 10.5 and Theorem 10.7.

12.2 G2-instantons on G2-manifolds

We discuss the exceptional holonomy group G2 in 7 dimensions, and G2-instan-
tons. See the first author [55, §10] for background on this.

Definition 12.11. Let R7 have coordinates (x1, . . . , x7). Write dxijk for the
3-form dxi ∧ dxj ∧ dxk on R7. Define a 3-form ϕ0 on R7 by

ϕ0 = dx123 + dx145 + dx167 + dx246 − dx257 − dx347 − dx356.

The subgroup of GL(7,R) preserving ϕ0 is the holonomy group G2. It also
preserves the orientation and the Euclidean metric g0 = dx21 + · · ·+ dx27 on R7.

Let X be a 7-manifold. A G2-structure (ϕ, g) on X is a 3-form ϕ and
Riemannian metric g on X , such that for all x ∈ X there exist isomorphisms
TxX ∼= R7 identifying ϕ|x ∼= ϕ0 and g|x ∼= g0. We call (ϕ, g) torsion-free if
dϕ = d(∗ϕ) = 0. This implies that Hol(g) ⊆ G2. A G2-structure induces an
orientation and spin structure on X . A G2-manifold (X,ϕ, g) is a 7-manifold
X with a G2-structure (ϕ, g). Examples of compact, torsion-free G2-manifolds
with holonomy G2 were constructed by the first author [55, §11–§12].

Suppose (X,ϕ, g) is a compact G2-manifold with d(∗ϕ) = 0. Let G be
a Lie group, and P → X a principal G-bundle. A G2-instanton on P is a
connection ∇P on P whose curvature satisfies F∇P ∧ ∗ϕ = 0 in Γ∞(Ad(P ) ⊗
Λ6T ∗X). Write MG2

P for the moduli space of irreducible G2-instantons on P ,

as a subspace of BirrP in Definition 12.1. As d(∗ϕ) = 0, the deformation theory
of MG2

P is controlled by an elliptic complex, so one can show that MG2

P is a
derived manifold of virtual dimension 0 in the sense of [56–58,60]. If ϕ is generic
in its cohomology class, then MG2

P is an ordinary 0-manifold. Examples and
constructions of G2-instantons are given in [73, 83, 84, 100–102].

As in [62, §4.1], the orientation bundle ofMG2

P is the restriction toMG2

P of

OE•

P → BP , for E• the Dirac operator of the spin structure on X induced by
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(ϕ, g), so we may orient MG2

P by restricting orientations on OE•

P → BP . We

also define normalized orientations onMG2

P using NE•

P → BP .

The next theorem follows from Theorem 12.6(a) and Definition 12.11. It was
already known for G = SU(m) and U(m) by [63, Cor. 1.4]. Walpuski [99, §6.1]
earlier proved orientability for G = SU(m).

Theorem 12.12. Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact G2-manifold with d(∗ϕ) = 0,
and let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (11.19). Then a choice of flag
structure F on X in the sense of §10.1 determines normalized orientations on
G2-instanton moduli spaces MG2

P for all principal G-bundles P → X.
If we also choose an orientation for det /DX

∼= R then normalized orienta-
tions are equivalent to orientations on MG2

P .

Remark 12.13. (a) Donaldson and Segal [38] propose defining enumerative
invariants of (X,ϕ, g) by countingMG2

P , with signs, and adding correction terms
from associative 3-folds in X , as in §14.2. The signs come from an orientation
onMG2

P . Thus, Theorem 12.12 contributes to the Donaldson–Segal programme.

(b) One can imagine trying to define a Floer theory using G2-instantons on
principal G-bundles, similar to instanton Floer homology for compact oriented
3-manifolds [36], in which the Floer complex is generated by G2-instantons on
a compact G2-manifold (X,ϕ, g), and the differentials obtained by counting
Spin(7)-instantons on X × R. There are of course serious analytic difficulties.

Our theory is relevant to gradings of such a Floer theory, if it exists: an
orientation for X of the orientation functor NSpin,G

7 or NSpin,G
7,Zk

from §9.3 would
induce a grading of the Floer theory over Z or Zk.

In fact, we have proved a negative result : out of the groups G = SU(m),

Sp(m) form > 2 andE8, Corollary 11.2 shows that N
Spin,SU(m)
7,Z2

and N
Spin,E8

7,Z2
are

orientable for all compact spin 7-manifolds X , but no other NSpin,G
7 or NSpin,G

7,Zk
have this property. Thus, even for G = SU(2), there are obstructions to grading
the Floer theory over Z or Zk for any k > 2 (at least, using the methods of this
monograph), which are nontrivial for some compact spin 7-manifold X .

12.3 Spin(7)-instantons on Spin(7)-manifolds

Next we discuss the exceptional holonomy group Spin(7) in 8 dimensions, and
Spin(7)-instantons. See the first author [55, §10] for background on this.

Definition 12.14. Let R8 have coordinates (x1, . . . , x8). Write dxijkl for the
4-form dxi ∧ dxj ∧ dxk ∧ dxl on R8. Define a 4-form Ω0 on R8 by

Ω0 = dx1234 + dx1256 + dx1278 + dx1357 − dx1368 − dx1458 − dx1467

− dx2358 − dx2367 − dx2457 + dx2468 + dx3456 + dx3478 + dx5678.

The subgroup of GL(8,R) preserving Ω0 is the holonomy group Spin(7). It is a
compact, connected, simply-connected, semisimple, 21-dimensional Lie group,
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which is isomorphic to the double cover of SO(7). This group also preserves the
orientation on R8 and the Euclidean metric g0 = dx21 + · · ·+ dx28 on R8.

Let X be an 8-manifold. A Spin(7)-structure (Ω, g) on X is a 4-form Ω and
Riemannian metric g on X , such that for all x ∈ X there exist isomorphisms
TxX ∼= R8 identifying Ω|x ∼= Ω0 and g|x ∼= g0. We call (Ω, g) torsion-free if
dΩ = 0. This implies that Hol(g) ⊆ Spin(7).

A Spin(7)-manifold (X,Ω, g) is an 8-manifold X with a Spin(7)-structure
(Ω, g). Examples of compact torsion-free Spin(7)-manifolds with holonomy
Spin(7) were constructed by the first author [55, §13–§15]. Calabi–Yau 4-folds,
and hyperkähler 8-manifolds, are also torsion-free Spin(7)-manifolds.

Let (X,Ω, g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold. Then (Ω, g) induces a split-
ting Λ2T ∗X = Λ2

7T
∗X ⊕ Λ2

21T
∗X into vector subbundles of ranks 7, 21, the

eigenspaces of α 7→ ∗(α∧Ω). Suppose G is a Lie group and P → X a principal
G-bundle. A Spin(7)-instanton on P is a connection ∇P on P whose curvature
satisfies π2

7(F
∇P ) = 0 in Γ∞(Ad(P )⊗ Λ2

7T
∗X).

WriteM
Spin(7)
P for the moduli space of irreducible Spin(7)-instantons on P ,

as a subspace of BirrP in Definition 12.1. The deformation theory ofM
Spin(7)
P is

controlled by an elliptic complex, so one can show that M
Spin(7)
P is a derived

manifold in the sense of [56–58, 60]. If Ω is generic amongst Spin(7) 4-forms,

then M
Spin(7)
P is an ordinary manifold. Examples of Spin(7)-instantons were

given by Lewis [67], Tanaka [90], and Walpuski [103].

As in [62, §4.1], the orientation bundle of M
Spin(7)
P is the restriction to

M
Spin(7)
P of OE•

P → BP , for E• the positive Dirac operator of the spin structure

on X induced by (Ω, g), so we may orientM
Spin(7)
P by restricting orientations

on OE•

P . We also define normalized orientations onM
Spin(7)
P using NE•

P → BP .

The next theorem follows from Theorem 12.6(b) and Definition 12.14.

Theorem 12.15. Let (X,Ω, g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold, and suppose
that X satisfies condition Theorem 10.7(∗). Let G be any of the Lie groups in
the list (11.19). Then a choice of flag structure F on X as in §10.2 determines

normalized orientations on Spin(7)-instanton moduli spaces M
Spin(7)
P for all

principal G-bundles P → X. If we also choose an orientation for det /D
+
X
∼= R

then normalized orientations are equivalent to orientations on M
Spin(7)
P .

Remark 12.16. (a) Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Cor. 1.12] claim the result of The-
orem 12.15 for G = U(m) or SU(m), without assuming Theorem 10.7(∗). Un-
fortunately, as in Remark 12.7, there is a mistake in the proof.

(b) As in Donaldson–Thomas [39] and Donaldson–Segal [38], one might hope
to define enumerative invariants of compact Spin(7)-manifolds (X,Ω, g), similar
to Donaldson invariants of compact oriented 4-manifolds, by ‘counting’ moduli

spaces M
Spin(7)
P . The orientations on M

Spin(7)
P in Theorem 12.15 would be

necessary for this.

(c) The proof of Theorem 12.15 implicitly involved a choice of natural isomor-
phism λ8 in (11.14) in Theorem 11.10(a), where there are 4 possibilities for λ
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respecting trivializations on ΩSpin
8 (∗). A choice of λ amounts to a bordism-

invariant orientation convention.

(d) There are usually many choices for the flag structure F in Theorem 12.15.
To reduce the choice, if X satisfies Theorem 10.7(†) we can require F to factor
via Z2, and then there are only finitely many possibilities for F .

13 Applications to enumerative invariants
of Calabi–Yau 4-folds

13.1 Calabi–Yau 4-folds and DT4 invariants

Definition 13.1. A Calabi–Yau m-fold X is a connected smooth projective C-
scheme of complex dimensionm with trivial canonical bundleKX

∼= OX . By the
Calabi Conjecture, X admits Ricci flat Kähler metrics g, which have holonomy
Hol(g) ⊆ SU(m). Often one includes the condition Hol(g) = SU(m) in the
definition of Calabi–Yau m-fold. See the first author [55, §6] for background on
Calabi–Yau geometry.

We can consider coherent sheaves on X , including (algebraic) vector bundles
(i.e. locally free coherent sheaves). Write coh(X) for the abelian category of
coherent sheaves onX . See Hartshorne [49, §II.5] and Huybrechts and Lehn [52].
We can also consider the bounded derived category Dbcoh(X) of complexes of
coherent sheaves. For triangulated categories and derived categories see Gelfand
and Manin [43], and for properties of Dbcoh(X) see Huybrechts [51]. We will
be interested in moduli spacesM of objects in coh(X) or Dbcoh(X).

We summarize some ideas from Derived Algebraic Geometry [81,92–96] and
Donaldson–Thomas type invariants of Calabi–Yau 4-folds [9, 24, 80]:

(a) Let X be a smooth projective C-scheme. Then Toën and Vaquié [94]
construct a derived moduli stack M of objects in coh(X) or in Dbcoh(X),
as a locally finitely presented derived C-stack in the sense of Toën and
Vezzosi [92, 93, 95, 96]. It has a virtual dimension vdimC M, a locally
constant map M→ Z. The classical truncationM = t0(M) is the usual
moduli stack, as an Artin C-stack or higher C-stack.

(b) Pantev, Toën, Vaquié and Vezzosi [81] introduced a theory of shifted sym-
plectic Derived Algebraic Geometry, defining k-shifted symplectic struc-
tures ω on a derived stack S for k ∈ Z. If X is a Calabi–Yau m-fold and
M is a derived moduli stack of objects in coh(X) or Dbcoh(X) then M

has a (2−m)-shifted symplectic structure, [81, Cor. 2.13].

Also Li : i
∗(LM)→ LM is an m-Calabi–Yau obstruction theory onM, a

classical truncation of the shifted symplectic structure on M.

(c) If (S, ω) is a k-shifted symplectic derived stack for k even, Borisov–
Joyce [9, §2.4] define a notion of orientation on (S, ω), or on the classical
truncation S = t0(S). See Definition 13.2 below.
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(d) Let (S, ω) be a proper, oriented −2-shifted symplectic derived scheme
with S = t0(S). Then Borisov–Joyce [9, Cor. 1.2] construct a virtual
class [S]virt in H∗(S,Z) using Derived Differential Geometry [56–58, 60],
of real dimension vdimC S = 1

2 vdimR S. Note that this is half the expected
dimension. Oh–Thomas [80] provide an alternative definition of [S]virt in
the style of Behrend–Fantechi [4].

Oh–Thomas [80] define their virtual class [M]virt only whenM is a projec-
tive moduli scheme of Gieseker stable sheaves on a Calabi–Yau 4-fold X .
However, Kiem–Park [64, §8] provide an alternative definition which works
forM a proper Deligne–Mumford stack with a 4-Calabi–Yau obstruction
theory satisfying an ‘isotropic cone’ condition.

(e) Let X be a Calabi–Yau 4-fold, and write K(coh(X)) for the numerical
Grothendieck group of coh(X), which is the image of the Chern character
map ch : K0(coh(X))→ Heven(X,Q). Write C(coh(X)) ⊂ K(coh(X)) for
the set of classes JEK ∈ K(coh(X)) of nonzero objects E ∈ coh(X). Let τ
be a Gieseker stability condition on coh(X).

Then for each α ∈ C(coh(X)) we have have moduli schemes Mst
α (τ) ⊆

Mss
α (τ) of τ -(semi)stable coherent sheaves in class α. Here Mst

α (τ) is a
fine moduli scheme which is the classical truncation t0(M

st
α (τ)) of a −2-

shifted symplectic derived moduli scheme Mst
α (τ), andM

ss
α (τ) is a coarse

moduli scheme, which is proper.

Suppose that Mst
α (τ) =M

ss
α (τ), that is, there are no strictly semistable

sheaves in class α. ThenMss
α (τ) = t0(M

ss
α (τ)) is the classical truncation

of a proper −2-shifted symplectic derived moduli scheme M
ss
α (τ).

Suppose M
ss
α (τ) is orientable, and choose an orientation. Then by (d)

we get a virtual class [Mss
α (τ)]virt in H∗(M

ss
α (τ),Z). Borisov–Joyce [9]

propose to define Donaldson–Thomas type ‘DT4 invariants’ of X using
these virtual classes. Cao–Leung [24] make a similar proposal using gauge
theory rather than Derived Algebraic Geometry.

(f) The study of DT4 invariants is now a thriving field. See [6,7,9,18,19,21–
32,47, 61, 64, 80, 82] for some papers in this area.

We define orientations in (c), following Borisov–Joyce [9, §2.4].

Definition 13.2. Let M be an Artin or higher C-stack with a 4-Calabi–Yau
obstruction theory λ : L• → LM, ω : (L•)∨

∼
−→L•[−2]. Then we have a

determinant line bundle detL• → M, and ω induces an isomorphism detω :
(detL•)∗ → detL•. A (4-Calabi–Yau) orientation for (M, λ, ω) is a choice of
isomorphism µ : OM → detL• with µ ◦ µ∗ = detω.

Here µ is basically a square root of detω. Locally onM in the étale topol-
ogy there are two choices for µ, and there is a principal Z2-bundle OM → M
parametrizing choices of µ. We say that (M, λ, ω) is orientable if OM is trivi-
alizable, and an orientation is a trivialization OM

∼=M× Z2.

Answering the following question is very important for developing a theory
of DT4 invariants, as without orientations, DT4 invariants cannot be defined:
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Question 13.3. Let X be a Calabi–Yau 4-fold, and M the moduli stack of ob-
jects in coh(X) or Dbcoh(X), with its natural 4-Calabi–Yau obstruction theory.
IsM orientable in the sense of Definition 13.2? If so, what extra data on X is
needed to construct an orientation onM?

Remark 13.4. Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Cor. 1.17] claimed to prove moduli stacks
M of objects in coh(X) or Dbcoh(X) are orientable for any (compact) Calabi–
Yau 4-fold X . This was extended to compactly-supported coherent sheaves on
noncompact Calabi–Yau 4-folds by Bojko [6]. Unfortunately, as in Remark
12.7 and 12.16(a), there is a mistake in the proof of [20, Th. 1.11],
which invalidates [20, Cor. 1.17], and also the main result in [6]. The
first author would like to apologize for this. Theorem 13.7 below corrects the
mistake, and answers Question 13.3, under the extra condition Theorem 10.7(∗).

The next theorem summarizes parts of Cao–Gross–Joyce [20, Th. 1.15],
which is not affected by the mistake in [20, Th. 1.11], plus background ma-
terial from Joyce–Tanaka–Upmeier [62, §2].

Theorem 13.5. Let X be a projective Calabi–Yau 4-fold.

(a) Write M for the moduli stack of objects G• in Dbcoh(X), a higher stack.
It has a decomposition M =

∐
α∈K0

top(X)Mα, where Mα is the substack of

complexes G• with class JG•K = α in the topological K-theory of the underlying
8-manifold of X. There is a natural 4-Calabi–Yau obstruction theory φ : F• →
LM, θ : F• ∼

−→ (F•)∨[2] on M, and hence a principal Z2-bundle O
F•

→M of
orientations on M as in Definition 13.2, restricting to OF•

α →Mα.
Write Mtop for the topological realization of M, a topological space nat-

ural up to homotopy equivalence, as in Simpson [86], Blanc [5, §3.1], and [20,
§2.5]. Then OF• lifts to a principal Z2-bundle O

F•,top →Mtop, restricting to
OF•,top
α →Mtop

α , such that trivializations of OF•

α and OF•,top
α are naturally in

1-1 correspondence.

(b) Write C = MapC0(X,BU×Z), where BU = lim
−→n→∞

BU(n) is the unitary

classifying space. It has a natural decomposition C =
∐
α∈K0

top(X) Cα, where Cα
is connected. Taking the elliptic operator E• → X to be the positive Dirac oper-
ator /D+ of the spin structure on X induced by the Calabi–Yau 4-fold structure,
which for a Calabi–Yau 4-fold X may be written

/D+ = ∂̄ + ∂̄∗ : Γ∞(Λ0,evenT ∗X) −→ Γ∞(Λ0,oddT ∗X),

in [62, §2.4] we construct a principal Z2-bundle OC → C, restricting to OCα →
Cα. It is thought of as a bundle of orientations on C, and is obtained from the
bundles OE•

P → BP in §12.1 for U(m)-bundles P → X in a limiting process
as m→∞.

From the definition of OCα , if k ∈ N then and Ξα,k : Cα → Cα+kJOXK is
the homotopy equivalence induced by direct sum with the trivial vector bundle⊕kOX → X, then there is a canonical isomorphism OCα

∼= Ξ∗
α,k(OCα+kJOXK

).
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(Actually, for a general spin 8-manifold, OCα and Ξ∗
α,k(OCα+kJOX K

) differ by

the Z2-torsor Or(det /D+)
⊗k , so in general we should restrict to k even. But as

X is a Calabi–Yau 4-fold there is a canonical isomorphism Or(det /D+) ∼= Z2.)

(c) We relate (a),(b) as follows: using the classifying morphism of the universal
complex U• → X ×M, as in [20, Th. 1.15] we can define a continuous map
Φ :Mtop → C, natural up to homotopy, restricting to Φα :Mtop

α → Cα for α ∈
K0

top(X). Then there are natural isomorphisms OF•,top
α

∼= Φ∗(OCα) of principal

Z2-bundles on Mtop
α . Hence, a trivialization of OCα induces trivializations of

OF•,top
α and OF•

α .

(d) Let P → X be a principal U(m)-bundle, and OE•

P → BP be as in §12.1 for
E• → X the positive Dirac operator /D+ of the spin structure on X induced by
the Calabi–Yau 4-fold structure. Write β = JP K ∈ K0

top(X).

Write BtopP for the topological realization of the topological stack BP , a topo-

logical space natural up to homotopy equivalence. Then OE•

P lifts to a principal

Z2-bundle OE•,top
P → BtopP , such that trivializations of OE•

P and OE•,top
P are

naturally in 1-1 correspondence.

(e) We relate (b),(d) as follows: using the universal principal U(m)-bundle
UP → X × BP we can define a continuous map Ψβ : BtopP → Cβ , natural up
to homotopy. Then the construction of OCβ implies that there is a natural

isomorphism OE•,top
P

∼= Ψ∗
β(OCβ ) of principal Z2-bundles on BtopP . Hence, a

trivialization of OCβ induces trivializations of OE•

P and OE•,top
P .

(f) In (d),(e), suppose m > 5. Then Ψβ : BtopP → Cβ induces isomorphisms

πi(B
top
P )→ πi(Cβ) for i = 0, 1. Therefore (e) induces a 1-1 correspondence be-

tween trivializations of OCα , O
E•

P , and OE•,top
P , so in particular, a trivialization

of OE•

P induces a trivialization of OCβ .

(g) Let α ∈ K0
top(X) and set k = max(5 − rankα, 0), m = min(5, rankα), and

β = α + kJOXK. Then there exists a principal U(m)-bundle P → X, unique
up to isomorphism, with JP K = β in K0

top(X). By (a)–(f), we now see that a

trivialization of OE•

P induces trivializations of OE•,top
P , OCβ , OCα , O

F•,top
α , and

OF•

α . That is, an orientation on BP induces an orientation on Mα.

Remark 13.6. We offer some explanation of Theorem 13.5. For simplicity,
let us start with moduli spaces Mvect,ss

α (τ) of Gieseker stable vector bundles
E → X in class α ∈ K0

top(X) with c1(α) = 0, where rankα = r > 4.
By the Hitchin–Kobayashi correspondence, every such E → X admits a

natural Hermitian–Einstein connection ∇E , and then (E,∇E) is a Spin(7)-
instanton. Every Spin(7)-instanton connection on the complex vector bundle
E → X comes from an algebraic vector bundle structure on E in this way. As
r > 4, every complex vector bundle E′ → X with JE′K = α has E′ ∼= E.

This induces an isomorphism fromMvect,ss
α (τ) to the moduli spaceM

Spin(7)
P

of irreducible Spin(7)-instantons on the principal U(r)-bundle P → X associated
to E, and hence an inclusion Mvect,ss

α (τ) →֒ BP . Since DT4 orientations on
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Mvect,ss
α (τ) are basically orientations of Spin(7) instanton moduli spaces, as in

§12.3, an orientation on BP pulls back to a DT4 orientation ofMvect,ss
α (τ).

NowMvect,ss
α (τ) is a finite-dimensional C-scheme, whereas BP is an infinite-

dimensional topological stack. One might think that Mvect,ss
α (τ) is a simpler

object, but in fact orientations on BP are much easier to understand. In ex-
amples it is difficult to describe Mvect,ss

α (τ) explicitly. It could have N ≫ 0
connected components, so thatMvect,ss

α (τ) would have 2N orientations, but BP
is connected and so has only 2 orientations. Thus pulling back orientations from
BP toMvect,ss

α (τ) gives orientations with fewer arbitrary choices.
Theorem 13.5 gives orientations not just on moduli spaces of vector bundles

Vect(X), but also of coherent sheaves coh(X), and complexes in Dbcoh(X). The
rough analogue in Differential Geometry of passing from Vect(X) to Dbcoh(X)
is taking the limit r → ∞, for r = rankE. More precisely, the analogue in
Topology is passing from

∐
r>0 MapC0(X,BU(r)) to MapC0(X,BU×Z), where

BU = lim
−→n→∞

BU(n), and the Z factor keeps track of the rank r.
In the notation of §7, we can understand orientations in Theorem 13.5 as

natural trivializations of an orientation functor

FX : BordX(BU× Z)top −→ Z//Z2.

13.2 Orientability and canonical orientations for Calabi–
Yau 4-fold moduli spaces

We can now prove one of our main results:

Theorem 13.7. Let X be a Calabi–Yau 4-fold, and suppose that X satis-
fies condition Theorem 10.7(∗). Then the moduli stacks M of all objects in
Dbcoh(X), and Mα ⊂M of objects F • in Dbcoh(X) with JF •K = α ∈ K0

top(X),
are orientable in the sense of Definition 13.2. A choice of flag structure F
on X in the sense of §10.2 determines an orientation on the moduli stacks
M,Mα. Such orientations are necessary for defining DT4 invariants of X,
as in Borisov–Joyce [9] and Oh–Thomas [80].

If c2(α)− c1(α)2 = 0 in H4(X,Z) then we can construct a canonical orien-
tation onMα without choosing a flag structure.

If X satisfies Theorem 10.7(†) and c2(α)−c1(α)
2 = 0 in H4(X,Z2) then we

can construct a canonical orientation onMα without choosing a flag structure.

Proof. Theorem 12.6(b) shows that a flag structure F on X determines normal-
ized orientations on ǑE•

P → BP for all principal U(m)-bundles P → X . Since a

Calabi–Yau 4-fold X has a canonical trivialization of det /D
+
X , normalized orien-

tations on ǑE•

P → BP are equivalent to orientations OE•

P → BP . The first part
of the theorem then follows from Theorem 13.5(g). The last two parts follow
from Proposition 12.10(b).

Example 13.8. If X is a smooth sextic in CP5 then X is a Calabi–Yau 4-
fold, and the Lefschetz Hyperplane Theorem implies that H3(X,Z) = 0, so
Theorem 10.7(∗),(†) hold trivially, and Theorem 13.7 applies. The same applies
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to Calabi–Yau 4-folds defined as complete intersections of ample hypersurfaces
in smooth toric varieties, a large class.

Remark 13.9. (a) The higher C-stackM in Theorems 13.5 and 13.7 contains
as open Artin C-substacks the moduli stacksMcoh,Mcoh,ss,Mvect of coherent
sheaves, and semistable coherent sheaves, and algebraic vector bundles on X ,
respectively. The principal Z2-bundle O

F•

→M, and orientations onM, may
be restricted toMcoh, . . . ,Mvect. Thus, Theorem 13.7 is still interesting if we
only care aboutMcoh, . . . ,Mvect rather thanM.

(b) What Theorem 13.7 really means is that we have an algorithm for construct-
ing orientations onMα, which depends only on X,α and the flag structure F .

Note that other algorithms are possible, which would yield orientations on
Mα differing from those in Theorem 13.7 by a sign depending on natural invari-
ants in the problem such as rankα, χ(X),

∫
X
c1(α)

4 and
∫
X
c2(α)c2(X). We

have no way to say which of these algorithms is ‘best’, if this even makes sense.

(c) The authors do not know an example of a Calabi–Yau 4-fold X for which
Theorem 10.7(∗) does not hold. But note from Example 10.8 that Theorem
10.7(∗) fails for SU(3), which is a compact complex 4-manifold with trivial
canonical bundle, and so a ‘non-Kähler Calabi–Yau 4-fold’.

One frequent theme in the literature on DT4 invariants, which appears in
[7,18,19,21–32] and we summarize in Conjecture 13.10, are relations of the form

Conventional invariants of X ≃ DT4 invariants of X , (13.1)

where by ‘conventional invariants’ of X we mean things like the Euler charac-
teristic and Gromov–Witten invariants, and the relation ‘≃’ may involve change
of variables in a generating function, etc.

Conjecture 13.10. Let X be a projective Calabi–Yau 4-fold. Then:

(a) Cao–Kool [21, Conj 1.1] propose an explicit generating function for invari-
ants

∫
Hilbn(X) cn(L

[n]) for L→ X a line bundle. See also [7, 29].

(b) Bojko [7] proposes formulae for integrals of Segre classes, Verlinde classes
and Nekrasov genera over Hilbn(X).

(c) Cao–Maulik–Toda [25, Conj. 1.3] relate genus 0 Gromov–Witten invariants
of X and 1-dimensional DT4 invariants. Cao–Toda [32, Conj. 1.2] make a
related conjecture. See also [18, 19].

(d) Cao–Maulik–Toda [26, Conj.s 1.5 & 1.6] relate genus 0, 1 Gromov–Witten
invariants of X and Pandharipande–Thomas style DT4 invariants. Cao–Toda
[31, Conj. 1.6] make a related conjecture. See also [23, 30].

(e) Cao–Kool [22, Conj. 1.1] relate genus 0, 1 Gromov–Witten invariants of X
and rank 1 DT4 invariants. See also [24].

(f) For holomorphic symplectic 4-folds X, Cao–Oberdieck–Toda [28, Conj. 2.2]
relate reduced genus 0, 1, 2 Gromov–Witten invariants of X and reduced DT4
invariants counting 1-dimensional sheaves, and also [27, Conj. 1.10] to reduced
Pandharipande–Thomas style DT4 invariants.
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Although we state this as a conjecture, we emphasize that the cited papers
also contain many theorems. All parts of Conjecture 13.10 involve only mod-
uli spaces Mα on X with c1(α) = c2(α) = 0 in H∗(X,Z). Thus the second
paragraph of Theorem 12.12 implies:

Corollary 13.11. As in Conjecture 13.10, for a Calabi–Yau 4-fold X there are
conjectures in [7,18,19,21–32] of the form (13.1) relating conventional invariants
of X (which require no choice of orientation) and DT4 invariants of X (which
do require a choice of orientation), an apparent paradox. If X satisfies Theorem
10.7(∗) then Theorem 13.7 provides canonical orientations for all the moduli
spaces Mα occurring in Conjecture 13.10, resolving this paradox.

Remark 13.12. In the situation of Theorem 13.7, supposing Theorem 10.7(∗)
holds, if α, β ∈ K0

top(X) then given orientations Oα, Oβ onMα,Mβ , as in [20,
§3.3] we can construct an orientation Oα⋆Oβ onMα+β , by relating orientations
at [E•

α] ∈ Mα and [E•
β ] ∈ Mβ to that at [E•

α ⊕ E
•
β ] ∈ Mα+β . This satisfies

Oβ ⋆Oα = (−1)χ(α,α)χ(β,β)+χ(α,α)Oα ⋆Oβ and (Oα ⋆Oβ) ⋆Oγ = Oα ⋆ (Oβ ⋆Oγ).
Thus, if we have constructed orientations Oα onMα for all α ∈ K0

top(X) then
there are signs ǫα,β ∈ {±1} with Oα+β = ǫα,β Oα ⋆ Oβ for all α, β ∈ K0

top(X),

which satisfy ǫα,βǫβ,α = (−1)χ(α,α)χ(β,β)+χ(α,α) and ǫα,β+γǫβ,γ = ǫα,βǫα+β,γ .
To develop a nice theory of DT4 invariants, it would be helpful if we could

compute the signs ǫα,β for the orientations Oα constructed in Theorem 13.7
from a flag structure F . In general we cannot arrange that ǫα,β ≡ 1 because of
the identity ǫα,βǫβ,α = (−1)χ(α,α)χ(β,β)+χ(α,α).

As in Remark 13.6, we can interpret orientations onM in terms of an ori-
entation functor FX : BordX(BU×Z)top → Z//Z2. Now BU×Z is a group-like
H-space, and therefore BordX(BU × Z)top is a Picard groupoid as in Remark
7.4(d). The signs ǫα,β are related to obstructions to making FX and its trivi-
alization monoidal. One might expect that all this is related to the question of
defining additive flag structures in 8 dimensions discussed in Remark 10.9.

Unfortunately, our construction of orientations Oα onMα in Theorem 13.7
is not well adapted to computing the signs ǫα,β . This is because the construction
involves pulling orientations back along a functor

Π
K(Z,4)
BU×Z

: BordX(BU× Z)top −→ BordX(K(Z, 4)). (13.2)

However, although both categories in (13.2) are symmetric monoidal, the functor

Π
K(Z,4)
BU×Z

is not monoidal. To see this, note that on isomorphism classes of objects
(13.2) maps α in K0

top(X) to c2(α)− c1(α)2 in H4(X,Z), which is not additive
in α. This non-additivity arises because we define orientations on BP for U(m)-
vector bundles E → X in §12 by turning them into SU(m + 1)-vector bundles
E ⊕ ΛmE∗ → X , which is not compatible with direct sums.

13.3 Extensions of the theory

We now discuss applications of our orientability results to certain generalizations
of DT4 invariants which either are under development, or may be developed in
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future. Much of what we outline has not been studied at the time of writing,
and we claim no results in this section. The first author would like to thank
Chenjing Bu for helpful discussions on these ideas.

(a) Let X be a projective Calabi–Yau 4-fold, and GC be a reductive complex
algebraic C-group. Consider the derived moduli stack M of all algebraic prin-
cipal GC-bundles P → X , and open substacks M

ss
α ⊂ M of bundles P with

fixed topological invariants α, and satisfying some (semi)stability condition.
By Pantev–Toën–Vaquié–Vezzosi [81, §2], as GC is reductive, the quotient

stack [∗/GC] has a 2-shifted symplectic structure. Now M is the derived map-
ping stack Map(X, [∗/GC]), where X is a Calabi–Yau 4-fold and [∗/GC] is 2-
shifted symplectic, so by [81, §2], M and hence M

ss
α ⊂ M have −2-shifted

symplectic structures. The classical truncations M,Mss
α have 4-Calabi–Yau

obstruction theories, as in §13.1. Thus as in Definition 13.2 we have a notion of
orientation onM andMss

α .
When GC = GL(r,C), algebraic principal G-bundles P C → X are equivalent

to rank r algebraic vector bundles E → X , which are examples of (torsion-free)
coherent sheaves. The −2-shifted symplectic structures on M,Mss

α are the
restrictions of those discussed in §13.1 to the open substacks of vector bundles.

(b) Let GR be the maximal compact subgroup of GC, a real Lie group. Let
Q → X be a C∞ principal GR-bundle, in the sense of Differential Geometry.
Then we can consider moduli spaces BQ of connections on Q, and orientations
on BQ, as in §12.1.

As the inclusion GR →֒ GC is a homotopy equivalence, for any C∞ principal
GC-bundle P → X there exists a C∞ principal GC-bundle Q → X , unique up
to isomorphism, such that P ∼= Q ×GR GC. Given a C∞ principal GR-bundle
Q→ X , write MQ ⊂M for the open and closed substack of algebraic principal
GC-bundles P → X whose underlying C∞ principal GC-bundle PC∞ → X
has PC∞ ∼= Q×GR GC, andMQ for the classical truncation of MQ.

The authors expect that there should be a generalization of Theorem 13.5
to principal GC- and GR-bundles, such that BQ orientable implies that MQ is
orientable, and an orientation of BQ lifts to an orientation ofMQ.

If this is true, then our orientability theory, and results such as Theorem
12.6(b), could be used to prove orientability of, and construct canonical orien-
tations for, moduli spacesM andMss

α for suitable groups GC.

(c) It is natural to hope that one could build enumerative invariants ‘counting’
(semistable) principal GC-bundles on X , generalizing DT4 invariants in §13.1–
§13.2. However, there is a problem with this. To form a CY4 virtual class, one
needs proper moduli schemes.

It is well known in Algebraic Geometry that if X is smooth projective C-
scheme with dimX > 1, then moduli schemes of semistable rank r vector bun-
dles (i.e. principal GL(r,C)-bundles) are typically not proper (i.e. non-compact).
To compactify the moduli spaces, we need to enlarge them to moduli schemes
of semistable rank r torsion-free sheaves.

So, we want a generalization of principal GC-bundles, analogous to torsion-
free sheaves, for which we expect semistable moduli schemes to be proper. There
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is a literature on this, some important papers are Gómez–Sols [46] and Fernan-
dez Herrero–Gómez–Zamora [41]. Given a representation ρ : GC →֒ GL(r,C),
they define a principal ρ-sheaf (E , P, ψ) to be a rank r torsion-free sheaf E on
X and an isomorphism ψ : E|U → P ×GC,ρCr, for U ⊆ X the dense open subset
where E is locally free, and P → U a principal GC-bundle. Gómez–Sols [46] show
that principal ρ-sheaves have projective (hence proper) coarse moduli schemes.

Unfortunately, the authors do not expect the −2-shifted symplectic structure
on moduli stacks of principal GC-bundles to extend to moduli stacks of principal
ρ-sheaves. So it may not be possible to use [41, 46] to define DT4 invariants
‘counting’ principal GC-bundles.

(d) When GC is O(r,C), SO(r,C), Spin(r,C) or Sp(r/2,C), there is an alterna-
tive method for compactifying moduli spaces of principal GC-bundles that the
authors expect will have the good properties we want.

Observe that a principal O(r,C)-bundle P → X is equivalent to a rank
r vector bundle E → X with an isomorphism ω : E → E∨ with ω = ω∨.
Similarly, for r even, a principal Sp(r/2,C)-bundle P → X is equivalent to a
rank r vector bundle E → X with an isomorphism ω : E → E∨ with ω = −ω∨.
We propose that moduli spaces of semistable principal O(r,C)- or Sp(r/2,C)-
bundles should be compactified by enlarging them to moduli spaces of rank r
perfect complexes E•, semistable under a suitable stability condition, with an
isomorphism ω : E• → (E•)∨ in Dbcoh(X) with ω = ±ω∨.

Derived moduli stacks of such (E•, ω) are the fixed pointsMZ2 of a Z2-action
on the derived moduli stack M of perfect complexes E•. Since M is −2-shifted
symplectic by [81, Cor. 2.13], it follows that MZ2 is −2-shifted symplectic. To
generalize GC = O(r,C) to SO(r,C) or Spin(r,C), we add an orientation, or a
spin structure, to (E•, ω). This makes sense, and is well behaved.

The first author’s PhD student Chenjing Bu [16, 17] is developing the foun-
dations of an exciting theory of enumerative invariants ‘counting’ O(r,C)- or
Sp(r/2,C)-bundles compactified in this way, and their wall crossing formulae.
There is not a Calabi–Yau 4-fold version of the theory available at the time of
writing, but it seems clear that this should be possible.

(e) Write MO,MSO,MSpin,MSp, for the −2-shifted symplectic derived mod-
uli stacks of pairs (E•, ω) on a Calabi–Yau 4-fold X in (d), with orientations
or spin structures for MSO,MSpin. We decompose M

O = M
O
ev ∐M

O
od into

substacks with rank E• even or odd, and similarly for MSO,MSpin.
The authors expect that there should be a generalization of Theorem 13.5

which says (roughly) that orientations of MO
ev (or M

O
od) can be pulled back

from orientations of BQ in §12.1 for Q → X a principal O(2m)-bundle (or
a principal O(2m + 1)-bundle, respectively) for m ≫ 0, where we stabilize
using the inclusions O(2m) →֒ O(2m + 2) or O(2m + 1) →֒ O(2m + 3) (note
that these are of complex type, whereas O(2m) →֒ O(2m + 1) is not), and

similarly for MSO
ev ,M

SO
od ,M

Spin
ev ,MSpin

od and M
Sp. Since Spin(2m) lies on the

list (11.19), from Theorem 12.6(b) we make the prediction that if X satisfies
condition Theorem 10.7(∗) then M

Spin
ev should be orientable, and a choice of

flag structure on X should determine an orientation on M
Spin
ev .
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14 Applications to moduli spaces of
submanifolds

In §14.2–§14.3 we will study orientations on various moduli spaces Mα from
calibrated geometry. In good casesMα is a manifold. Our approach is to write
down an embedding Mα →֒ Bα of Mα into an infinite-dimensional moduli
space Bα defined in §14.1. If Mα is a moduli space of submanifolds M ⊂ X
satisfying a p.d.e., then Bα is the moduli space of all submanifolds in the same
L-equivalence class α ∈ ΛHk (X).

We will construct principal Z2-bundles OBα → Bα such that the orientation
bundle OMα → Mα is OBα |Mα . Thus, an orientation of Bα (that is, a triv-
ialization OBα

∼= Bα × Z2) induces an orientation of Mα. We will show that
orientations of Bα are induced by orientations of analytic orientation functors
on X , as in §9.4. Hence by the results of §9 and §10, we can sometimes show
that Bα and thusMα are orientable, and that a flag structure on X induces an
orientation on Bα and hence onMα.

14.1 Infinite-dimensional moduli spaces of submanifolds

The next definition shows how the analytic orientation functors of §9.4 lead
to principal Z2-bundles on infinite-dimensional moduli spaces of submanifolds.
The restrictions to codimension 4 submanifolds, and to n ≡ 1, 7, 8 mod 8, are
to work with these particular orientation functors.

Definition 14.1. Let (X, gX) be a compact, oriented, spin Riemannian man-
ifold of dimension n > 4, and let ρ : H → SO(4) ⊂ O(4) be a Lie group
morphism. Using the notation of Definition 2.14, for each α in ΛHn−4(X) write
BHα for the infinite-dimensional moduli space of pairs (M,γM ) where M ⊂ X is
a compact, oriented (n − 4)-submanifold and γM is an isotopy class of normal
H-structures for M ⊂ X with [M,γM ] = α. By Hamilton [48, Ex. 4.4.7], BHα
has the structure of a Fréchet manifold, though we care about BHα primarily as
a topological space.

Suppose that n ≡ 1, 7, 8 mod 8. Define principal Z2-bundles O
+
α , O

−
α , O

0
α →

BHα to have fibres at M ∈ BHα

O±
α |M =

{
Or(KerF±

M ), n ≡ 1 mod 8,

Or(KerF±
M )⊗Z2 Or(CokerF±

M ), n ≡ 7, 8 mod 8,
(14.1)

and O0
α|M = O+

α |M ⊗Z2 O
−
α |M , where F±

M are the Fueter operators of (9.4), and
Or(V ) is the Z2-torsor of orientations on V . Here F±

M is linear over Kn in Table
9.1, and we restrict to n ≡ 1, 7, 8 mod 8 as otherwise F±

M is linear over C or H

and Or(· · · ) are canonically trivial. As in Definition 9.8, by the constructions of
determinant line bundles when n ≡ 7, 8 mod 8, and Pfaffian line bundles when
n ≡ 1 mod 8, these are the fibres of principal Z2-bundles.

Proposition 14.2. In Definition 14.1, an orientation for X in the sense of
Definition 9.2 of the orientation functors O

Spin,H,+
n,4 , OSpin,H,−

n,4 , OSpin,H,0
n,4 in
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Definition 9.13, or their Z2-reductions O
Spin,H,+
n,4,Z2

, OSpin,H,−
n,4,Z2

, OSpin,H,0
n,4,Z2

when

n ≡ 7 mod 8, induces trivializations of the principal Z2-bundles O
+
α → B

H
α ,

O−
α → B

H
α , O

0
α → B

H
α , respectively, for all α ∈ ΛHn−4(X).

Proof. By Definition 9.2, an orientation of OSpin,H,+
n,4 for X is a natural isomor-

phism ηX : F
0//Z2

A//Z2
◦OSpin,H,+

n,4 ◦ΠSpin
X ⇒ 1. But unwinding the definitions shows

that F
0//Z2

A//Z2
◦ OSpin,H,+

n,4 ◦ ΠSpin
X maps M 7→ O+

α |M for α = [M ]. Thus ηX(M)

gives an isomorphism O+
α |M → Z2.

We claim these isomorphisms depend continuously on M ∈ BHα , and so
define trivializations of O+

α → B
H
α for all α ∈ ΛHn−4(X). To see this, note that

a Fréchet-smooth map γ : [0, 1] → BHα gives a smooth 1-parameter family of
(n − 4)-submanifolds Mt ⊂ X for t ∈ [0, 1], so that N =

∐
t∈[0,1]Mt × {t} is

an (n− 3)-submanifold of X × [0, 1], which defines a morphism [N ] :M0 →M1

in Bordn−4
X (MH). The compatibility of ηX with morphisms in Bordn−4

X (MH)
then implies that the isomorphisms O+

α |Mt → Z2 are continuous in t ∈ [0, 1].

The cases OSpin,H,−
n,4 , OSpin,H,0

n,4 are the same. The proposition follows.

Remark 14.3. Although classes α ∈ ΛHn−4(X) correspond to isomorphism

classes in Bordn−4
X (MH), the spaces BHα have many connected components,

as for M0,M1 ⊂ X to be L-equivalent is weaker than for them to be connected
by a smooth family of diffeomorphic submanifolds Mt ⊂ X for t ∈ [0, 1]. So
there are many more choices of orientations for O+

α → B
H
α than those coming

from an orientation of OSpin,H,+
n,4 for X .

Combining Theorem 11.11, Proposition 14.2, and the material on flag struc-
tures in §10, yields:

Theorem 14.4. (a) In Definition 14.1, suppose (X, gX) is a compact spin
Riemannian 7-manifold. Then O0

α → B
H
α is trivializable for any ρ : H → SO(4)

and all α ∈ ΛH3 (X), and O−
α → B

H
α is trivializable for any ρ : H → SO(4)

which factors via U(2) or Spin(4), and all α ∈ ΛH3 (X). In each case a choice
of flag structure F on X determines trivializations of O0

α, O
−
α → B

H
α .

(b) In Definition 14.1, suppose (X, gX) is a compact spin Riemannian 8-mani-
fold satisfying Theorem 10.7(∗). Then O0

α → B
H
α and O−

α → B
H
α are trivializable

for any ρ : H → SO(4) which factors via U(2) →֒ SO(4) or Spin(4) ։ SO(4),
and all α ∈ ΛH4 (X). In each case a choice of flag structure F on X determines
trivializations of O0

α, O
−
α → B

H
α .

14.2 Associative 3-folds in G2-manifolds

See the first author [55, §10] for background on G2 and associative 3-folds.

Definition 14.5. Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact G2-manifold, as in Definition
12.11, and M ⊂ X be an oriented 3-submanifold. We call M an associative
3-fold if M is calibrated with respect to ϕ, that is, if ϕ|M = volM is the volume
form of M , defined using the orientation of M and the Riemannian metric
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g|M . (We do not need dϕ = 0, though this is part of the usual definition of
calibration.)

Let ρ : H → SO(4) ⊂ O(4) be a Lie group morphism. Using the notation of
Definition 2.14, for each α in ΛH3 (X) writeMass,H

α for the moduli space of pairs
(M,γM ) whereM ⊂ X is a compact associative 3-fold and γM is an isotopy class
of normal H-structures for M ⊂ X with [M,γM ] = α, such that the orientation
induced by γM on the fibres of νM agrees with that induced by the orientations
on X and M . ThenMass,H

α is a subset of BHα in Definition 14.1.
As in McLean [72, §5], the deformation theory of Mass,H

α is controlled by
an elliptic operator, so one can show that Mass,H

α is a derived manifold of
virtual dimension 0 in the sense of [56–58, 60]. If ϕ is generic then Mass,H

α is
an ordinary 0-manifold. Examples of compact associative 3-folds in compact
7-manifolds with holonomy G2 are given in [55, §12].

The next theorem was stated as a conjecture for H = SO(4), and partially
proved, in the first author [59, §3.2]. The proof given there was complete when

Mass,SO(4)
α is unobstructed. We give a new proof.

Theorem 14.6. Let (X,ϕ, g) be a compact G2-manifold and ρ : H → SO(4) ⊂
O(4) be a Lie group morphism. Then a choice of flag structure F on X in
the sense of §10.1 determines orientations on the moduli spaces of associative
3-folds Mass,H

α for all α ∈ ΛH3 (X).

Proof. By McLean [72, Th. 5.2], the deformation complex of M ⊂ X can be
identified with the Fueter operator from (9.4) for n = 7,

F−
M = ( /DM )Σ

−
ν : Γ∞(E0 ⊗H Σ−

ν ) −→ Γ∞(E1 ⊗H Σ−
ν ).

Hence the orientation bundle ofMass,H
α is canonically isomorphic to the restric-

tion toMass,H
α ⊂ BHα of the principal Z2-bundle O

−
α → B

H
α in Definition 14.1.

Now Theorem 14.4(a) does not tell us that O−
α → B

H
α is trivializable. In

fact, Corollary 11.4 says O
Spin,SO(4),−
7,4,Z2

can be non-orientable for some spin 7-

manifolds X , so O−
α → B

H
α could conceivably be nontrivial for such X . So one

might expect that associative moduli spaces could be non-orientable.
To get round this, note that as M is associative there are canonical isomor-

phisms E0
∼= E1

∼= Σ+
ν . Thus we can identify Ei ⊗H Σ+

ν
∼= Λ0T ∗M ⊕ Λ1T ∗M.

The Fueter operator F+
M can be deformed into the Hodge–de Rham operator

∗(d + d∗) : Γ∞(Λ0T ∗M ⊕ Λ2T ∗M) −→ Γ∞(Λ0T ∗M ⊕ Λ2T ∗M).

Since the orientation Z2-torsor of ∗(d + d∗) has a canonical trivialization, it
follows that the restriction of O+

α → B
H
α toMass,H

α ⊂ BHα is canonically trivial.
(But see Remark 14.7(c) for a warning about this.)

Combining the two facts above, the orientation bundle of Mass,H
α is canon-

ically isomorphic to the restriction toMass,H
α ⊂ BHα of the principal Z2-bundle

O0
α → B

H
α . Thus, trivializations of O0

α → B
H
α restrict to orientations ofMass,H

α .
The theorem now follows from Theorem 14.4(a).
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Remark 14.7. (a) Orienting moduli spaces of associative 3-folds is important
in the Donaldson–Segal programme [38], which aims to define enumerative in-
variants of (X,ϕ, g) by counting G2-instantons and associative 3-folds on X ,
with signs.

(b) One could ask whether we can use our methods to prove existence of Floer
gradings in Z or Zk for k > 2 on moduli spaces of associative 3-folds, that one
could use in a conjectural Floer theory defined using associative 3-folds in X
and asymptotically cylindrical Cayley 4-folds in X×R. However, Corollary 11.4
shows that there must be obstructions to doing this.

(c) Here is a rather confusing point. In dimension 7, at least for torsion-free
G2-structures, the elliptic operators F±

M and ∗(d + d∗) are self-adjoint, so that
KerF±

M
∼= CokerF±

M , and Or(KerF±
M ) ∼= Or(CokerF±

M ), and in (14.1) we have
a canonical isomorphism Or(KerF±

M ) ⊗Z2 Or(CokerF±
M ) ∼= Z2. Näıvely, this

might lead us to believe that the Z2-bundles O
+
α , O

−
α , O

0
α → B

H
α in Definition

14.1 are canonically trivial.
In fact this is false. Although we have canonical isomorphisms O∗

α|M
∼= Z2

at each point M ∈ BHα , these isomorphisms do not depend continuously on
M ∈ BHα , and can jump discontinuously when KerF±

M jump in dimension, so
they do not give trivializations of the principal Z2-bundles O

∗
α → B

H
α .

The proof of Theorem 14.6 is an exception to this. On Mass,H
α ⊂ BHα we

can replace F+
M by ∗(d + d∗). As the kernel of ∗(d + d∗) is isomorphic to

H0(M,R) ⊕ H2(M,R) it cannot jump in dimension as M varies smoothly, so
the induced canonical isomorphisms O+

α |M
∼= Z2 depend continuously on M in

Mass,H
α , and O+

α |Mass,H
α

is canonically trivial. We do not expect O+
α to be trivial

on BHα in general.

14.3 Cayley 4-folds in Spin(7)-manifolds

See the first author [55, §10] for background on Spin(7) and Cayley 4-folds.

Definition 14.8. Let (X,Ω, g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold, as in Definition
12.14, and letM ⊂ X be an oriented 4-submanifold. We callM a Cayley 4-fold
if M is calibrated with respect to Ω, that is, if Ω|M = volM is the volume form
of M , defined using the orientation of M and the Riemannian metric g|M . (We
do not need dΩ = 0 here.)

Let ρ : H → SO(4) ⊂ O(4) be a Lie group morphism. Using the notation of
Definition 2.14, for each α in ΛH4 (X) writeMCay,H

α for the moduli space of pairs
(M,γM ) where M ⊂ X is a compact Cayley 4-fold and γM is an isotopy class
of normal H-structures for M ⊂ X with [M,γM ] = α, such that the orientation
induced by γM on the fibres of νM agrees with that induced by the orientations
on X and M . ThenMCay,H

α is a subset of BHα in Definition 14.1.
By McLean [72, Th. 6.3], the deformation complex of M ⊂ X can be iden-

tified with the elliptic Fueter operator from (9.4) for n = 8,

F−
M = ( /D

+
M )Σ

−
ν : Γ∞(Σ+

M ⊗H Σ−
ν ) −→ Γ∞(Σ−

M ⊗H Σ−
ν ).
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The index of F−
M is given by the Atiyah–Singer index formula as

indF−
M =

∫

M

Â(TM) ch(Σ−
ν ) =

χ(M) + sign(M)

2
− [M ] • [M ]. (14.2)

Using this one can show thatMCay,H
α is a derived manifold of virtual dimension

(14.2) in the sense of [56–58, 60]. If Ω is generic then MCay,H
α is an ordinary

manifold of dimension (14.2). Examples of compact Cayley 4-folds in com-
pact 8-manifolds with holonomy Spin(7) are given in [55, §14]. From Definition
14.1, we see that the orientation bundle OCay,H

α of MCay,H
α is the restriction to

MCay,H
α ⊂ BHα of O−

α → B
H
α . Hence Theorem 14.4(b) implies:

Theorem 14.9. Let (X,Ω, g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold satisfying The-
orem 10.7(∗), and suppose ρ : H → SO(4) factors via U(2) →֒ SO(4) or
Spin(4) → SO(4). Then the moduli spaces MCay,H

α in Definition 14.8 are ori-
entable for all α ∈ ΛH4 (X). A choice of flag structure F on X in the sense of
§10.2 determines orientations on MCay,H

α for all α ∈ ΛH4 (X).

Theorem 14.9 is one of our main results. We know of no other results in the
literature on orientability of moduli spaces of Cayley 4-folds.

Remark 14.10. (a) Since X is spin, if M ⊂ X is a Cayley 4-fold then spin
structures on the normal bundle νM ofM ⊂ X are equivalent to spin structures
on M by 2-out-of-3. Thus taking H = Spin(4) in Theorem 14.9 implies that if
(X,Ω, g) is a compact Spin(7)-manifold satisfying Theorem 10.7(∗) then mod-
uli spaces of compact, spin Cayley 4-folds M ⊂ X are orientable, and a flag
structure F on X determines orientations on them.

(b) Although studying moduli spacesMCay,H
α of Cayley 4-foldsM ⊂ X equipp-

ed with a normal H-structure up to isotopy may seem unnatural, these do occur
in gauge theory problems. In a similar way to the G2-instanton case discussed
in Donaldson and Segal [38], it is expected that a sequence (∇n)∞n=1 of Spin(7)-
instantons on a principal SU(2)-bundle P → X over a Spin(7)-manifold (X,Ω, g)
may ‘bubble’ (develop removable singularity) along a Cayley 4-fold M ⊂ X .

If the limit connection ∇∞ is trivial on X \M , one can show that M has a
normal SU(2)-structure natural up to isotopy. If instead P is an SU(m)-bundle
for m > 3 then M has a normal U(2)-structure natural up to isotopy. So the
cases H = SU(2),U(2) in Theorem 14.9 are relevant to orienting compactifica-
tions of moduli spaces of Spin(7)-instantons with structure group SU(m).

15 Proof of Theorem 3.1

For each of T = MSU(2), MU(2), MSpin(4), MSO(4), and K(Z, 4) we will
proceed with the following steps, which will prove Theorem 3.1(a),(d). Later in
§15.8–§15.9 we will prove Theorem 3.1(b),(c).

(i) Compute Ω̃Spin
n (T ) using the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence (2.8),

as explained in §2.2. To do this, we first need to determine H̃p(T,Z),
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H̃p(T,Z2) and the action of the Steenrod square Sq2. By Proposition 2.5
this will provide the differentials of the spectral sequence on the E2-page.
Possible higher differentials will be computed using the naturality of the
spectral sequence, leading to the E∞-page.

(ii) Verify the isomorphisms (3.9)–(3.21), thus proving Theorem 3.1(d).

(iii) Solve the extension problems (2.9) and verify the generators listed in Table
3.1, partly using step (ii). This proves Theorem 3.1(a).

15.1 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 4))

15.1.1 Description of the (co)homology

We describe the (co)homology ofK(Z, 4) and choose notation for the generators.

Notation 15.1. A bar accent ‘∗̄’ indicates the specialization to Z2-(co)hom-
ology of a symbol ∗ in Z-(co)homology. In cohomology e34, e4e

′
6, . . . mean cup

products of e4, e
′
6, . . .; cohomology variables ei originate from H∗(K(Z, 4),Z),

and ē′i are variables in H
∗(K(Z, 4),Z2) not coming from H∗(K(Z, 4),Z). Where

there are nontrivial pairings between homology and cohomology over Z or Z2, we
write ǫi, ǫ

′
i for the homology variables dual to ǫi, ǫ

′
i, so for example 〈e4, ǫ4〉 = 1.

Homology products such as ǭ4ǭ
′
6 mean the homology class dual to ē4ē

′
6, in the

given bases we have written down.

From Serre [85, Th. 3] we find that in the range n 6 10, the Z2-cohomology
H∗(K(Z, 4),Z2) has generators ē4, ē

′
6, ē7, ē

′
10, where

ē′6 = Sq2(ē4), ē7 = Sq3(ē4), ē′10 = Sq4(ē′6) = Sq4 Sq2(ē4). (15.1)

Since Sq2 ◦ Sq2 = Sq3 ◦ Sq1 by (2.15) and Sq1(ē4) = 0 as H5(K(Z, 4),Z2) = 0,
we see that Sq2(ē′6) = 0. Also Sq2(ē24) = 0 by the Cartan formula.

The homology groups Hn+i(K(Z, n),Z) are computed by Breen–Mikhailov–
Touzé [12, App. B] for n 6 11 and i 6 10 (alternatively, one could use for this
the Bockstein spectral sequence described in §15.7.1 below). This leads to the
following table.

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 9 4 6 8 10

H̃n(K(Z, 4),Z) 0 Z〈ǫ4〉 Z2〈ǫ′6〉 Z〈ǫ24〉⊕Z3〈ǫ8〉 Z2〈ǫ′10, ǫ4ǫ
′
6〉

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 10 4 7 8 9

H̃n(K(Z, 4),Z) 0 Z〈e4〉 Z2〈e7〉 Z〈e24〉 Z3〈e9〉

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 9 4 6 7 8 10

H̃n(K(Z, 4),Z2) 0 Z2〈ǭ4〉 Z2〈ǭ
′
6〉 Z2〈ǭ7〉 Z2〈ǭ

2
4〉 Z2〈ǭ

′
10, ǭ4ǭ

′
6〉

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 9 4 6 7 8 10

H̃n(K(Z, 4),Z2) 0 Z2〈ē4〉 Z2〈ē′6〉 Z2〈ē7〉 Z2〈ē24〉 Z2〈ē′10, ē4ē
′
6〉

(15.2)
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15.1.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(K(Z, 4),ΩSpin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 4))

whose E2-page for p+ q 6 10 is shown in Figure 15.1.

4 Z〈α4ǫ4〉 Z2〈α4ǫ
′
6〉

2 Z2〈α2
1ǭ4〉 Z2〈α2

1ǭ
′
6〉 Z2〈α2

1ǭ7〉 Z2〈α2
1ǭ

2
4〉

1 Z2〈α1ǭ4〉 Z2〈α1ǭ
′
6〉 Z2〈α1ǭ7〉 Z2〈α1ǭ

2
4〉

0 Z〈ǫ4〉 Z2〈ǫ′6〉 Z〈ǫ24〉⊕Z3〈ǫ8〉 Z2〈ǫ′10, ǫ4ǫ
′
6〉

4 6 7 8 10

q

p

d26,0

d26,1

Figure 15.1: E2-page of H̃p(K(Z, 4),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 4)), p+ q 6 10

Note that Stong [89] has already computed Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 4)) and obtained the

following result.

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7 4 8 9

Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 4)) 0 Z Z2 Z2

(15.3)

Nevertheless we will compute the spectral sequence for Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 4)), as this

will yield some facts needed later in the proof. Moreover, we wish to determine
explicit generators for Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 4)).
As Sq2(ē4) = ē′6, Sq

2(ē′6) = Sq2(ē24) = 0, Proposition 2.5 implies that the
only non-trivial differentials in Figure 15.1 are d26,0 and d26,1. This leads to the
E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure 15.2.

The only possible non-zero higher differential in Figure 15.2 is d310,0. Now

Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2 from (15.3) implies that d310,0 is surjective. Hence Figure

15.2 leads to the E∞-page shown in Figure 15.3. For later reference we record
the following.

Lemma 15.2. For the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence of K(Z, 4) we have

d310,0(ǫ
′
10) = α2

1ǭ7, d310,0(ǫ4ǫ
′
6) = α2

1ǭ7. (15.4)

Proof. We use the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence of K(Z, 3) discussed in
§17.1 below. The morphism from Figure 17.1 to Figure 15.2 yields a commuta-
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4 Z〈α4ǫ4〉 Z2〈α4ǫ
′
6〉

2 Z2〈α2
1ǭ

′
6〉 Z2〈α2

1ǭ7〉 Z2〈α2
1ǭ

2
4〉

1 Z2〈α1ǭ7〉 Z2〈α1ǭ
2
4〉

0 Z〈ǫ4〉 Z〈ǫ24〉⊕Z3〈ǫ8〉 Z2〈ǫ′10, ǫ4ǫ
′
6〉

4 6 7 8 10

q

p

d310,0

Figure 15.2: E3-page of H̃p(K(Z, 4),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 4)), p+ q 6 10

tive diagram

E3
9,0(K(Z, 3)) = Z2〈δ′9〉 E3

10,0(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈ǫ′10, ǫ4ǫ
′
6〉

E3
6,2(K(Z, 3)) = Z2〈α2

1δ̄
2
3〉 E3

7,2(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈α2
1ǭ7〉.

d39,0 d310,0

The horizontal maps are induced by the suspension in ordinary homology com-
posed with χ∗. We have seen above that δ′9 7→ ǭ′10, α

2
1δ̄

2
3 7→ α2

1ǭ7 and that d39,0 :

Z2〈δ′9〉 → Z2〈α2
1δ̄

2
3〉 in Figure 17.1 is an isomorphism, hence d310,0(ǭ

′
10) = α2

1ǭ7.
This proves the first equality in (15.4).

To prove the second equality, consider the space K(Z, 2) ∧ K(Z, 2). Since
K(Z, 2) ≃ CP∞, H̃∗(K(Z, 2)∧K(Z, 2),Z) is the subring of the polynomial ring
Z[f, g] consisting of all polynomials p(f, g) satisfying p(f, 0) = p(0, g) = 0. Let
µ : K(Z, 2)∧K(Z, 2)→ K(Z, 4) be a classifying map with µ∗(e4) = fg. Consider
the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence H̃p(K(Z, 2) ∧ K(Z, 2),ΩSpin

q (∗)) ⇒

ΩSpin
p+q (K(Z, 2) ∧K(Z, 2)) and recall Proposition 2.5 to compute d2p,0, d

2
p,1. We

have Sq2(f̄mḡn) = mf̄m+1ḡn + nf̄mḡn+1 in Z2-cohomology. Write ϕiγj for the
homology classes dual to the cohomology classes f igj . The spectral sequence
has E2

10,0 = Z〈ϕ4γ1, ϕ3γ2, ϕ2γ3, ϕ1γ4〉 and E2
7,2 = 0. Hence E3

7,2 = 0 and from
the expression for the Steenrod square we get E3

10,0 = Z〈ϕ4γ1 + ϕ3γ2, ϕ2γ3 +
ϕ1γ4〉. The map µ induces a morphism of spectral sequences, so in particular
a morphism from the E3-page of the spectral sequence for K(Z, 2)∧K(Z, 2) to
Figure 15.2. This yields a commutative diagram

E3
10,0(K(Z, 2) ∧K(Z, 2))

= Z〈ϕ4γ1 + ϕ3γ2, ϕ2γ3 + ϕ1γ4〉
E3

10,0(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈ǫ′10, ǫ4ǫ
′
6〉

E3
7,2(K(Z, 2) ∧K(Z, 2)) = 0 E3

7,2(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈α2
1ǭ7〉.

d310,0
d310,0
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The horizontal maps are induced by µ∗ : H̃n(K(Z, 2) ∧ K(Z, 2),ΩSpin
q (∗)) →

H̃n(K(Z, 4),ΩSpin
q (∗)). Now µ∗(ϕ

4γ1) = ǫ′10, µ∗(ϕ
3γ2) = ǫ4ǫ

′
6, µ∗(ϕ

2γ3) = ǫ4ǫ
′
6,

µ∗(ϕ
1γ4) = ǫ′10, so the commutative diagram implies d310,0(ǫ

′
10 + ǫ4ǫ

′
6) = 0. The

second equation in (15.4) then follows from the first equation.

4 Z〈α4ǫ4〉

2 Z2〈α2
1ǭ

′
6〉

1 Z2〈α1ǭ7〉 Z2〈α1ǭ
2
4〉

0 Z〈ǫ4〉 Z〈ǫ24〉⊕Z3〈ǫ8〉

4 6 7 8

q

p

Figure 15.3: E∞-page of H̃p(K(Z, 4),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 4)), p+ q 6 9

15.1.3 Determining the filtration and generators

From Figure 15.3 we see that the filtration of Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 4)) is trivial for n 6 7.

For n = 8 we claim that the filtration is

0 F4,8
∼=Z F6,8

∼=Z F7,8
∼=Z F8,8=Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z, 4))∼=Z2⊂
Z〈α4ǫ4〉

⊂
Z2〈α

2
1ǭ

′
6〉

⊂
Z2〈α1ǭ7〉

⊂
Z〈ǫ24〉⊕Z3〈ǫ8〉

(15.5)

Here the graded pieces are as in Figure 15.3. By (15.3) we have Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4))

∼= Z2. Therefore all the extensions in (15.5) must be nontrivial, as claimed (for
instance, we cannot have F6,8

∼= Z ⊕ Z2, as then Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 4)) would have a

Z2 subgroup, contradicting Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2).

We verify that the elements given in Table 3.1 are indeed generators and
prove (3.18) and (3.19).

Let n = 4. From Proposition 2.6 we have an isomorphism Ω̃Spin
4 (K(Z, 4))→

H4(K(Z, 4),Z) ∼= Z, [X,α] 7→
∫
X
α, which proves (3.18). The generator δ is

represented by [S3×S1b, α], where α ∈ H
3(S3×S1b) is Poincaré dual to a point.

As 〈α, [S3 × S1b ]〉 = 1, δ maps to 1 under the isomorphism (2.11) and hence δ

generates Ω̃Spin
4 (K(Z, 4)).

Let n = 8. We can use (15.5) to successively choose generators ζ′2, ζ
′
3 of

F4,8 = Z〈ζ′3〉 and Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) = F8,8 = Z〈ζ′2, ζ

′
3〉 with 12ζ′3 = α4ǫ4 and ζ′2

mod 〈ζ′3〉 = ǫ24 mod 〈ζ′3〉. Recall that α4ǫ4 is represented by K3 × S4 and the
cohomology class Pd[K3×{∗}]. Observe that (3.19) is a well-defined morphism.
Table 15.1 shows the values of the integrals

∫
X
α ∪ α and

∫
X
α ∪ p1(TX) for
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[K3 × S4,Pd[K3 × {∗}]] and for ζ2, ζ3. From this we see that equation (3.19)
maps [K3× S4,Pd[K3× {∗}]], ζ2, ζ3 to (0, 12), (1, 0), (0, 1) respectively.

[K3× S4,Pd[K3× {∗}]] ζ2 ζ3∫
X
α ∪ α 0 1 0

∫
X α ∪ p1(TX) 48 −2 4

Table 15.1: Invariants of [K3× S4,Pd[K3× {∗}]], ζ2, ζ3

As Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2 this forces [K3 × S4,Pd[K3 × {∗}]] = 12ζ3, so

ζ′3 = ζ3. Also, as
∫
X
α ∪ α = 1 for ζ2 we see that ζ′2 mod 〈ζ3〉 = ǫ24 mod 〈ζ′3〉,

so ζ2 is a possible choice for ζ′2. This proves Ω̃
Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) = Z〈ζ2, ζ3〉, and as

(3.19) maps ζ2, ζ3 to (1, 0), (0, 1) it also follows that (3.19) is an isomorphism.
Let n = 9. By Figure 15.3 we have a commutative diagram of extensions

0
F7,8

= Z〈ζ3〉
F8,8 =
Z〈ζ2, ζ3〉

E∞
8,0 =

Z〈ǫ24〉 ⊕ Z3〈ǫ8〉
0

0 0 F8,9=Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)) E∞

8,1=Z2〈α1ǫ
2
4〉 0.

α1
α1 α1

(15.6)

This proves α1ζ3 = 0, claimed in (3.8), and that α1ζ2 generates Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)).

This completes the proof of Table 3.1 for K(Z, 4).

15.2 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (MSO(4))

15.2.1 Description of the (co)homology

Brown [14, Th. 1.5] shows that H∗(BSO(4),Z) = Z[p1, e,W3]/〈2W3 = 0〉, which
leads the following tables of (co)homology groups.

p 0, 1 2 3 4 5 6

H̃p(BSO(4),Z) 0 Z2〈ω2〉 0 Z〈π1, ε〉 Z2〈ω5〉 Z2〈ω6, ω
′
6〉

H̃p(BSO(4),Z) 0 0 Z2〈W3〉 Z〈p1, e〉 0 Z2〈W 2
3 〉

H̃p(BSO(4),Z2) 0 Z2〈ω̄2〉 Z2〈ω̄3〉 Z2〈ω̄2
2 , ω̄4〉 Z2〈ω̄2ω̄3〉 Z2〈ω̄2

3 , ω̄
3
2 , ω̄2ω̄4〉

H̃p(BSO(4),Z2) 0 Z2〈w̄2〉 Z2〈w̄3〉 Z2〈w̄2
2 , w̄4〉 Z2〈w̄2w̄3〉 Z2〈w̄2

3 , w̄
3
2 , w̄2w̄4〉

Here we use the following notation. The Stiefel–Whitney classes are written w̄k,
so the polynomials P (w̄2, w̄2, . . .) form a basis of H∗(BSO(4),Z2) and we write
the dual basis of H∗(BSO(4),Z2) as P (ω̄2, ω̄3, . . .). The Pontrjagin and Euler
classes form a basis {p1, e} of H̃4(BSO(4),Z) and we write {π1, ε} for the dual
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basis of H̃4(BSO(4),Z). The remaining classes are defined using the Bockstein
homomorphism by

W3 = β(w̄2), ω2 = β(ω̄3), ω5 = β(ω̄2
3), ω6 = β(ω̄2

2ω̄3), ω
′
6 = β(ω̄3ω̄4).

The mod 2 reductions of the integral (co)homology classes are

p1 7→ w̄2
2 , e 7→ w̄4, W3 7→ w̄3, ω2 7→ ω̄2, π1 7→ ω̄2

2 ,

ε 7→ ω̄4, ω5 7→ ω̄2ω̄3, ω6 7→ ω̄3
2 , ω′

6 7→ ω̄2ω̄4. (15.7)

The (co)homologies of the Thom space MSO(4) are the same as for BSO(4)
except for a degree shift under the (co)homological Thom isomorphisms. Recall
from Milnor–Stasheff [76, p. 130] that

Sqk(t̄) =

{
0, if k = 1,

w̄Tk , if k > 2.
(15.8)

15.2.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(MSO(4),ΩSpin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSO(4)),

whose E2-page for p+ q 6 10 is shown in Figure 15.4.

4 Z〈α4τ〉

2 Z2〈α2
1τ̄ 〉 Z2〈α2

1ω̄
T
2 〉 Z2〈α2

1ω̄
T
3 〉

Z2〈α2
1(ω̄

2
2)
T ,

α2
1ω̄

T
4 〉

1 Z2〈α1τ̄〉 Z2〈α1ω̄
T
2 〉 Z2〈α1ω̄

T
3 〉

Z2〈α1(ω̄
2
2)
T ,

α1ω̄
T
4 〉

Z2〈α1(ω̄2ω̄3)
T 〉

0 Z〈τ〉 Z2〈ωT2 〉 Z〈πT1 , ε
T 〉 Z2〈ωT5 〉 Z2〈ωT6 , ω

′T
6 〉

4 6 7 8 9 10

q

p

d26,0

d26,1

d210,0

Figure 15.4: E2-page of H̃p(MSO(4),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSO(4)), p+ q 6 10

From Proposition 2.5 and (15.8) we find that the only non-trivial differentials
d2p,q with p+ q 6 10 are d26,0, d

2
6,1, d

2
10,0, and that for these we have

d26,0(ω
T
2 ) = α1τ̄ , d

2
6,1(α1ω̄

T
2 ) = α2

1τ̄ , d
2
10,0(ω

T
6 ) = α1(ω̄

2
2)
T , d210,0(ω

′T
6 ) = 0.

This leads to the E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure 15.5. Observe
that the only possible non-zero higher differentials are d39,0 and d310,0.
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4 Z〈α4τ〉

2 Z2〈α2
1ω̄

T
2 〉 Z2〈α2

1ω̄
T
3 〉

1 Z2〈α1ω̄
T
3 〉 Z2〈α1ω̄

T
4 〉

0 Z〈τ〉 Z〈πT1 , ε
T 〉 Z2〈ωT5 〉 Z2〈ω′T

6 〉

4 6 7 8 9 10

q

p

d310,0
d39,0

Figure 15.5: E3-page of H̃p(MSO(4),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSO(4)) for
p+ q 6 10. This is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 9.

We will show that d39,0 = d310,0 = 0, so the spectral sequence converges at the
E3-page, and Figure 15.5 is also the E∞-page of the spectral sequence in the
region p + q 6 9. Consider the classifying map φ : MSO(4) → K(Z, 4) of the
Thom class in H4(MSO(4),Z). As φ induces a morphism of spectral sequences,
it induces a morphism from Figure 15.5 to Figure 15.2. In particular, this gives
commutative diagrams

E3
9,0(MSO(4)) = Z2〈ωT5 〉 E3

9,0(K(Z, 4)) = 0

E3
6,2(MSO(4)) = Z2〈α2

1ω̄
T
2 〉 E3

6,2(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈α2
1ǭ

′
6〉

φ∗

d39,0(MSO(4)) d39,0(K(Z,4))

φ∗

∼=

and

E3
10,0(MSO(4)) = Z2〈ω′T

6 〉 E3
10,0(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈ǫ′10, ǫ4ǫ

′
6〉

E3
7,2(MSO(4)) = Z2〈α2

1ω̄
T
3 〉 E3

7,2(K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈α2
1ǭ7〉.

φ∗

d310,0(MSO(4)) d310,0(K(Z,4))

φ∗

∼=

Since φ∗(ω̄
T
2 ) = ǭ′6, the bottom horizontal map in the first diagram is an iso-

morphism, which implies d39,0(MSO(4)) = 0. Since φ∗(ω̄
T
3 ) = ǭ7, the bottom

horizontal map in the second diagram is an isomorphism. Moreover, φ∗(ω
′T
6 ) =

ǫ′10+ǫ4ǫ
′
6 and d

3
10,0(K(Z, 4))(ε′10) = d310,0(K(Z, 4))(ε4ε

′
6) = α2

1ε̄7 by (15.4), hence
d310,0(MSO(4)) = 0 by the commutative diagram.

15.2.3 Determining the filtration and generators

From Figure 15.5 we see that Ω̃Spin
n (MSO(4)) = 0 for n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7.

128



Let n = 4. By Proposition 2.6 there is an isomorphism Ω̃Spin
4 (MSO(4)) →

H4(MSO(4),Z) ∼= Z, [X,M ] 7→
∫
M 1 and δ 7→ 1, hence Ω̃Spin

4 (MSO(4)) = Z〈δ〉.

Let n = 8. Observe that (3.17) is a well-defined morphism Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4))

→ 1
4Z⊕ Z2 (we will shortly show that it actually maps to Z3 ⊂ 1

4Z⊕ Z2). For
ζ1
4 , ζ2, ζ3, calculation shows that the invariants are as in Table 15.2, so ζ1

4 , ζ2, ζ3
are mapped to (1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1) under (3.17). According to Figure 15.5

the group Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)) has a filtration

0 F4,8 F6,8 F7,8 F8,8 = Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)).⊂

Z〈α4τ〉

⊂
Z2〈α

2
1ω̄
T
2 〉

⊂
Z2〈α1ω̄

T
3 〉

⊂
Z〈πT1 ,ǫ

T 〉

(15.9)

By (2.11) the projection F8,8 → F8,8/F7,8 = E∞
8,0 = Z〈πT1 , ε

T 〉 ∼= Z2 is given by

[X,M ] 7→
(∫
M p1(νM ),

∫
M e(νM )

)
, so from Table 15.2 we see that ζ2, ζ3 are lifts

to F8,8 of a basis of F8,8/F7,8. Moreover, F4,8
∼= Z〈α4τ〉 ⊂ Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4)) is
generated by

ζ1 = [K3× S3 × S1b ,K3× {N} × {1}], (15.10)

since α4 = [K3] and [S3 × S1b , {N} × {1}] maps to τ ∈ H4(MSO(4),Z). Note

that (15.10) is mapped to (4, 0, 0) by (3.17), so its invariants are those of 4 ζ14 in
Table 15.2.

ζ1
4 ζ2 ζ3∫

Mj
p1(TMj) −12 0 3

∫
Mj

e(ν) 0 1 0
∫
Mj

p1(ν) 0 −2 1

Table 15.2: Invariants of ζ14 , ζ2, ζ3

From (15.9) we see there are three possibilities:

(i) F6,8
∼= F7,8

∼= Z, the maps F4,8 →֒ F6,8 and F6,8 →֒ F7,8 are 2 · : Z → Z,

and ζ1 in (15.10) is divisible by 4 in Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)).

(ii) F7,8
∼= Z⊕ Z2, and ζ1 in (15.10) is divisible by 2 but not by 4.

(iii) F7,8
∼= Z⊕ Z2

2 or Z⊕ Z4, and ζ1 is indivisible in Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)).

From this and the fact that ζ1, ζ2, ζ3 map to (4, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1) under
(3.17), we see that the image of (3.17) in 1

4Z⊕Z2 must be Z3 in case (i), 2Z⊕Z2

in case (ii), and 4Z ⊕ Z2 in case (iii). But the latter two cases contradict that
(3.17) maps ζ1

4 7→ (1, 0, 0). Thus case (i) must hold. This forces (3.17) to be

an isomorphism and also Ω̃Spin
8 (MSO(4)) = Z〈 ζ14 , ζ2, ζ3〉. Let φ : MSO(4) →

K(Z, 4) be the classifying map of the Thom class in H4(MSO(4),Z). Then
φ∗(ζ1) = [K3×S3×S1b, α] where α is Poincaré dual to K3×{N}×{1}. Hence
α2 = 0 and

∫
K3×{N}×{1}

p1(ν) = 0, so (3.19) proves φ∗(ζ1) = 0, which implies

that φ∗
(
ζ1
4

)
= 0.
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Let n = 9. From Figure 15.5 we know that Ω̃Spin
9 (MSO(4)) has a 3-step

filtration with quotients Z2,Z2,Z2. There is a commutative diagram of exten-
sions

F6,8

= Z〈2 ζ14 〉

F7,8

= Z〈 ζ14 〉

F8,8

= Z〈 ζ14 , ζ2, ζ3〉
= Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4))

F6,9 = 0 F7,9
∼= Z2 F8,9 ⊂

E∞
9,0=Z2〈ωT5 〉

Ω̃Spin
9 (MSO(4)).

⊂

E∞
7,1=Z2〈α1ω̄

T
3 〉

α1

⊂

E∞
8,0=Z〈πT1 ,ε

T 〉

α1

⊂
E∞

7,2=Z2〈α
2
1ω̄
T
2 〉

⊂
E∞

8,1=Z2〈α1ω̄
T
4 〉

Observe that α1 maps E∞
7,1 → E∞

7,2 isomorphically, so α1
ζ1
4 is a generator of

F7,9. Multiplication by α1 also induces a morphism of extensions

F7,8 = Z
〈
ζ1
4

〉
F8,8 = Z

〈
ζ1
4 , ζ2, ζ3

〉
E∞

8,0 = Z〈πT1 , ε
T 〉

F7,9 = Z2

〈
α1

ζ1
4

〉
F8,9 E∞

8,1 = Z2〈α1ω̄
T
4 〉,

α1 α1

(

0 −2 1
0 1 0

)

(0,1)

where the matrix is a consequence of the second and third row of Table 15.2 and
where the right vertical map is (0, 1) because α1π

T
1 = α1(ω̄

2
2)
T and α1ε

T = α1ω̄
T
4

by (15.7). By the commutative diagram α1ζ2 maps to a non-zero element in
E∞

8,1, hence α1ζ2 is a generator of F8,9/F7,9. Moreover, we have F8,9
∼= Z2

2 rather

than Z4, as this would imply 2α1
ζ1
4 = α1ζ2, contradicting that α1 has order 2,

while α1ζ2 6= 0 in Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)).

The final step of the filtration of Ω̃Spin
9 (MSO(4)) is obtained by adjoining

an element which maps to the generator of H9(MSO(4),Z) ∼= Z2〈ωT5 〉. As ωT5
mod 2 = (ω̄2ω̄3)

T , any [X,M ] ∈ Ω̃Spin
9 (MSO(4)) with

∫
M
w2(νM )w3(νM ) 6= 0

generates F9,9/F8,9. Observe that η has this property. We have F9,9
∼= Z3

2, in
other words, we claim the extension problem 0 → F8,9 → F9,9 → Z2 → 0 is

trivial: the other possibilities are Z2 ⊕Z4 and Z4 ⊕Z2 in which case η = 2α1
ζ1
4

or η = 2α1ζ2 and by applying φ∗ we would get φ∗(η) = 2 · φ∗(α1
ζ1
4 ) = 0 or

φ∗(η) = 2φ∗(α1ζ2) = 0, which contradicts φ∗(η) 6= 0, which we show next. This
completes the proof of Table 3.1 for MSO(4).

For this, observe that η has a natural lift to η̂ ∈ Ω̃Spin
8 (ΩMSO(4)); elements

of Ω̃Spin
n (ΩMSO(4)) are bordism classes [X,M ] where X is a compact spin n-

manifold and M ⊂ X × S1 is a compact oriented (n − 4)-submanifold with
M ∩ (X × {−1}) = ∅. There is a commutative diagram

Ω̃Spin
8 (ΩMSO(4)) Ω̃Spin

9 (MSO(4))

Ω̃Spin
8 (ΩK(Z, 4))
∼= Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z, 3))
Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z, 4)).

(Ωφ)∗ φ∗ (15.11)
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Observe that there is well-defined morphism Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 3))→ Z2, [X,α] 7→∫

X α∪Sq
2(α). The image (Ωφ)∗(η̂) in Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z, 3)) is given by X = (SU(3)×
S3)/SO(3) and the cohomology class α dual to the fundamental class of the Wu
manifold M , embedded as (SU(3) × {N})/SO(3). Since

∫
(SU(3)×S3)/SO(3)

α ∪

Sq2(α) =
∫
M
w2(νM ) ∪ w3(νM ) 6= 0, it follows that (Ωφ)∗(η̂) 6= 0. Moreover,

the bottom horizontal map in (15.11) is an isomorphism by Lemma 15.3 in the
following section, so φ∗(η) 6= 0 and hence

φ∗(η) = α1ζ2 (15.12)

in Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)).

15.3 Proofs of two technical lemmas

For a topological group G, recall the map χ : ΣG → BG from (3.54). Write
H̃∗(X)→ H̃∗+1(ΣX), a 7→ aσ for the suspension isomorphism.

Lemma 15.3. For n = 8 and G = K(Z, 3) the induced map Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 3)) ∼=

Ω̃Spin
9 (ΣK(Z, 3))

χ∗
−→ Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z, 4)) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let C be the mapping cone of χ : ΣK(Z, 3) → K(Z, 4). To prove the
lemma, we will use the induced long exact sequence

· · · Ω̃Spin
n (ΣK(Z, 3)) Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 4)) Ω̃Spin
n (C) · · ·

χ∗ ∗ ∂ (15.13)

and determine Ω̃Spin
n (C) using the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence. We

compute the Z2-(co)homology groups of C using the long exact sequence

H̃n(ΣK(Z, 3),Z2)
σ
∼= Hn−1(K(Z, 3),Z2)

H̃n(K(Z, 4),Z2) H̃n(C,Z2)
χ∗ ∗ δ

Recall H̃n(K(Z, 4),Z2) from (15.2). The groups H̃n(K(Z, 3),Z2) are shown in
(17.2) below. Using χ∗(ē4) = (d̄3)

σ and the fact that χ∗ commutes with stable
cohomology operations, the long exact sequence implies H̃8(C,Z2) = Z2〈c̄〉 for
the unique class c̄ satisfying ∗(c̄) = ē24 and H̃10(C,Z2) = Z2〈δ(d̄3d̄

′
5)
σ, b̄〉 for a

class b̄ satisfying ∗(b̄) = ē4ē
′
6. Moreover H̃n(C,Z2) = 0 for all other values 8 6=

n 6 9. To compute Sq2(c̄), we will use the following lemma, which is applicable
since χ can be identified with the canonical map ΣΩK(Z, 4)→ K(Z, 4). In the
notation of the lemma, we have d̄ = ē4 and ē = d̄3, hence Sq2(c̄) is the image
of d̄3 ∪ Sq2(d̄3) = d̄3 ∪ d̄′5 under the suspension and codifferential, which is the
generator of H̃10(C,Z2). Therefore, Sq

2(c̄) 6= 0.
By considering also the long exact sequence in Z-homology one finds the

homology groups of C as in the following table.

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9 8 10

H̃n(C,Z2) 0 Z2 Z2
2

H̃n(C,Z) 0 Z Z2
2
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The E2-page of the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence H̃p(C, Ω̃
Spin
q (∗)) ⇒

Ω̃Spin
p+q (C) is shown in Figure 15.6. The only possible non-zero differential in

the region p+ q 6 10 is d210,0, which by Proposition 2.5 is dual to the Steenrod

square Sq2 : H̃8(C,Z2) → H̃10(C,Z2), hence non-zero. This leads to the E∞-
page shown in Figure 15.7.

1 Z2

0 Z Z2
2

8 10

q

p

d210,0

Figure 15.6: E2-page of H̃p(C, Ω̃
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (C), p+ q 6 10

1 0

0 Z

8

q

p

Figure 15.7: E∞-page of H̃p(C; Ω̃
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (C), p+ q 6 9

All extensions are trivial in Figure 15.7, so Ω̃Spin
n (C) = 0 for all 8 6= n 6 9.

By (15.13), the map χ∗ : Ω̃Spin
9 (ΣK(Z, 3))→ Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z, 4)) is then surjective.

Lemma 15.4. Let χ : ΣΩK → K be the map adjoint to idΩK : ΩK →

ΩK and form the mapping cone cofibre sequence ΣΩK
χ
−→ K


−→ C. Let

d̄ ∈ H̃n(K,Z2), and suppose there is a unique class c̄ ∈ H̃2n(C,Z2) satisfying
∗(c̄) = d̄ ∪ d̄, whose Steenrod square we wish to compute.

Let ē ∈ H̃n−1(ΩK,Z2) be the unique class with ēσ = χ∗(d̄). Then Sq2(c̄) ∈
H̃2n+2(C,Z2) equals the image of Sq2(ē) ∪ ē ∈ H2n(ΩK,Z2) under the suspen-
sion isomorphism and the co-differential of the mapping cone sequence,

H̃2n(ΩK,Z2)
σ
−→ H̃2n+1(ΣΩK,Z2)

δ
−→ H̃2n+2(C,Z2).

Proof. View the one-point unionK∨K as the subcomplex (K×{∗})∪({∗}×K)
ofK×K. As the inclusion of a subcomplex is a cofibration, the mapping cone of
the inclusion is just the smash productK∧K. There is a homotopy-commutative
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diagram whose rows are cofibre sequences

ΣΩK K C

K ∨K K ×K K ∧K,

χ

∆′



∆ ∆′′

ι π

defined as follows. The map ∆′ is adjoint to the map ΩK → Ω(K ∨ K) that
sends a loop γ : [0, 1]→ K, s 7→ γ(s) to the concatenation of the loop (γ(s), ∗)
with the loop (∗, γ(s)) in K∨K. There is a homotopy {ht}t∈[0,1] : ∆◦χ ≃ ι◦∆

′,
namely

ht(γ) : s 7→





(
γ
(

2s
1+t

)
, ∗
)

if s ∈ [0, 1−t2 ],(
γ
(

2s
1+t

)
, γ

(
2s−1+t
1+t

))
if s ∈ [ 1−t2 , 1+t2 ],(

∗, γ
(
2s−1+t

1+t

))
if s ∈ [ 1+t2 , 1].

The map π ◦∆ : K → K ∧K and the null-homotopy {π ◦ ht}t∈[0,1] : π ◦∆ ◦χ ≃
π ◦ ι◦∆′ = ∗ together induce a map ∆′′ : C → K ∧K on the mapping cone (the
induced map on the mapping cone depends on the choice of null-homotopy).

Let τ : K ∧K → K ∧K be the map that exchanges the two factors of K.
Then τ ◦ π ◦ ht defines another null-homotopy of π ◦∆ ◦χ = τ ◦ π ◦∆ ◦χ whose
induced map on the mapping cone is simply τ ◦∆′′ : C → K ∧K.

Observe that ∗(∆′′)∗(d×d) = ∆∗(d× d̄) = d2, in terms of the cross product
on (relative) cohomology, so c = (∆′′)∗(d×d) by the characterization of t. Using
the naturality and the Cartan formula for the Steenrod operations, we compute

Sq2(c) = (∆′′)∗ Sq2(d× d) = (∆′′)∗
(
Sq2(d)× d+ d× Sq2(d)

)

= (∆′′)∗
(
Sq2(d)× d

)
+ (∆′′)∗τ∗

(
Sq2(d)× d

)
.

As ∗(∆′′)∗ = π∗∆∗ and ∗(∆′′)∗τ∗ = π∗∆∗τ∗ = π∗∆∗ we have ∗ Sq2(c) = 0 in
Z2-cohomology, so from the long exact sequence of the mapping cone we know
that Sq2(c) is in the image of δ. We can write Sq2(c) in an explicit way as an
image under δ as follows. Let {kt}t∈[0,1] be the concatenation of the homotopy
{π ◦ ht}t∈[0,1] with the inverse homotopy {τ ◦ π ◦ ht}t∈[0,1]. Then {kt}t∈[0,1] is a
homotopy from the constant map ΣΩK → K ∧K to itself, so can be viewed as
a map k : Σ2ΩK → K ∧K. As a special case of a general formula for mapping
cones that describes the dependence in cohomology of the induced map on the
mapping cone on the choice of homotopy, we have

(∆′′)∗
(
Sq2(d)× d

)
+ (∆′′)∗τ∗

(
Sq2(d)× d

)
= δk∗(Sq2(d)× d).

It is not hard to see that k is homotopic to the map

Σ2ΩK = S1∧S1∧ΩK
id

S1 ∧ id
S1 ∧∆

−−−−−−−−−→ S1∧S1∧ΩK∧ΩK ∼= S1∧ΩK∧S1∧ΩK
χ∧χ
−−−→ K ∧K,

so k∗(Sq2(d)× d) = (Sq2(e) ∪ e)σ and therefore Sq2(c) = δ(Sq2(e) ∪ e)σ.
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15.4 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (MSpin(4))

15.4.1 Description of the (co)homology

As Spin(4) = Sp(1)× Sp(1), we have BSpin(4) = BSp(1) × BSp(1) and hence
H∗(BSpin(4),Z) = Z[c+2 , c

−
2 ] is a polynomial ring in two variables c±2 , the sec-

ond Chern classes of the spinor quaternionic line bundles Σ± → BSpin(4). Du-
ally, H4(BSpin(4),Z) = Z〈γ+2 , γ

−
2 〉 is generated by homology classes {γ+2 , γ

−
2 }

dual to {c+2 , c
−
2 }. As the Z-(co)homology of BSpin(4) has no torsion, the Z2-

(co)homology is obtained by reduction modulo 2. The (co)homologies of the
Thom space MSpin(4) are the same as for BSpin(4) except for a degree shift
under the (co)homological Thom isomorphism.

15.4.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(MSpin(4),ΩSpin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSpin(4)),

whose E2-page for p+ q 6 10 is shown in Figure 15.8.

4 Z〈α4τ〉

2 Z2〈α2
1τ̄ 〉 Z2〈α2

1(γ̄
+
2 )T , α2

1(γ̄
−
2 )T 〉

1 Z2〈α1τ̄〉 Z2〈α1(γ̄
+
2 )T , α1(γ̄

−
2 )T 〉

0 Z〈τ〉 Z〈(γ+2 )T , (γ−2 )T 〉

4 8

q

p

Figure 15.8: E2-page of H̃p(MSpin(4),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSpin(4)),
p+q610, which is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 9.

All differentials vanish in this region, so this is also the E∞-page for p+q 6 9.
Moreover, all extension problems are trivial.

15.4.3 Generators

Let n = 4. By Proposition 2.6 we have an isomorphism Ω̃Spin
4 (MSpin(4)) →

H4(MSpin(4),Z) ∼= Z, [X,M ] 7→
∫
M 1 and it is easy to see that δ 7→ 1, hence δ

generates Ω̃Spin
4 (MSpin(4)).

Let n = 5, 6. From Figure 15.8 we see that the generators in dimensions 5, 6
are obtained from the generator of Ω̃Spin

4 (MSpin(4)) by multiplication by α1, α
2
1.
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Let n = 8. Observe that (3.15) is a well-defined morphism which, by
Rokhlin’s theorem [66, p.89], takes values in Z3. It is easy to check that (3.15)
maps ζ1 7→ (−1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), and ζ′2 7→ (0, 0,−1), where we note that ζ′2
is obtained from ζ2 by exchanging the two normal spinor bundles and reversing
the orientation on M . As Ω̃Spin

8 (MSpin(4)) ∼= Z3 and (3.15) maps to a basis, it

follows that (3.15) an isomorphism and that ζ1, ζ2, ζ
′
2 generate Ω̃

Spin
8 (MSpin(4)).

Let n = 9. From Figure 15.8 we see that the generator in dimension 9 is
obtained from the generator in dimension 8 by multiplication with α1. This
completes the proof of Table 3.1 for MSpin(4).

15.5 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (MU(2))

15.5.1 Description of the (co)homology

Recall that H∗(BU(2),Z) = Z[c1, c2] is a polynomial ring on the Chern classes.
Write γ1 ∈ H2(BU(2),Z) and γ2 ∈ H4(BU(2),Z) for the homology classes dual
to c1 and c2. This gives the following table of (co)homology groups.

p 0, 1, 3, 5 2 4 6

H̃p(BU(2),Z) 0 Z〈γ1〉 Z〈γ21 , γ2〉 Z〈γ31 , γ1γ2〉

H̃p(BU(2),Z) 0 Z〈c1〉 Z〈c21, c2〉 Z〈c31, c1c2〉

H̃p(BU(2),Z2) 0 Z2〈γ̄1〉 Z2〈γ̄21 , γ̄2〉 Z2〈γ̄31 , γ̄1γ̄2〉

H̃p(BU(2),Z2) 0 Z2〈c̄1〉 Z2〈c̄21, c̄2〉 Z2〈c̄31, c̄1c̄2〉

The (co)homologies of the Thom spaceMU(2) are the same as for BU(2) except
for a degree shift under the (co)homological Thom isomorphism.

The inclusion U(2) →֒ SO(4) induces a map κ : BU(2) → BSO(4), which
acts on Z- and Z2-cohomology by

κ∗ : p1 7−→ c21 − 2c2, κ∗ : e 7−→ c2, κ∗ :W3 7−→ 0,

κ∗ : w̄2 7−→ c̄1, κ∗ : w̄3 7−→ 0, κ∗ : w̄4 7−→ c̄2.

From this we deduce the action of κ on Z- and Z2-homology to be

κ∗ : γ1 7−→ ω2, κ∗ : γ21 7−→ π1, κ∗ : γ2 7−→ −2π1 + ε, κ∗ : γ31 7−→ ω6,

κ∗ : γ1γ2 7−→ ω′
6, κ∗ : γ̄1 7−→ ω̄2, κ∗ : γ̄21 7−→ ω̄2

2 , κ∗ : γ̄2 7−→ ω̄4,

κ∗ : γ̄31 7−→ ω̄3
2 , κ∗ : γ̄1γ̄2 7−→ ω̄2ω̄4.

The inclusion U(2) →֒ SO(4) induces a map µ : MU(2) → MSO(4). As κ, µ
commute with the Thom isomorphism, we see that µ acts on homology by

µ∗ : τ 7−→ τ, µ∗ : γT1 7−→ ωT1 , µ∗ : (γ21)
T 7−→ πT1 ,

µ∗ : γT2 7−→ −2π
T
1 + εT , µ∗ : (γ31)

T 7−→ ωT6 , µ∗ : (γ1γ2)
T 7−→ ω′T

6 ,

µ∗ : τ̄ 7−→ τ̄ , µ∗ : γ̄T1 7−→ ω̄T2 , µ∗ : (γ̄21)
T 7−→ (ω̄2

2)
T ,

µ∗ : γ̄T2 7−→ ω̄T4 .
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15.5.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(MU(2),ΩSpin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MU(2)),

whose E2-page for p + q 6 10 is shown in Figure 15.9. Since µ : MU(2) →
MSO(4) induces a morphism of the spectral sequences, we can compare Figures
15.4 and 15.9 to see that

d26,0(γ
T
1 ) = α1τ̄ , d

2
8,0 = 0, d210,0

(
(γ31)

T
)
= α1γ̄

2
1 , d

2
10,0

(
(γ1γ2)

T
)
= 0.

The differentials d26,1 = d26,0 ◦ρ2, d
2
8,1 = d28,0 ◦ρ2 are obtained by composing with

the reduction modulo two. This leads to the E3-page of the spectral sequence
for p+ q 6 9, as in Figure 15.10.

4 Z〈α4τ〉 Z〈α4γ
T
1 〉

2 Z2〈α2
1τ̄〉 Z2〈α2

1γ̄
T
1 〉 Z2〈α2

1(γ̄
2
1)
T , α2

1γ̄
T
2 〉

1 Z2〈α1τ̄ 〉 Z2〈α1γ̄
T
1 〉 Z2〈α1(γ̄

2
1 )
T , α1γ̄

T
2 〉

0 Z〈τ〉 Z〈γT1 〉 Z〈(γ21 )
T , γT2 〉 Z〈(γ31)

T , (γ1γ2)
T 〉

4 6 8 10

d210,0d28,0

d28,1

d26,0

d26,1

q

p

Figure 15.9: E2-page of H̃p(MU(2),ΩSpin(∗)q)⇒ Ω̃Spin
p+q (MU(2)), p+ q 6 10

There are no higher differentials (for reasons of degree), and the spectral
sequence collapses at the E3-page. Hence Figure 15.10 is also the E∞-page
for p + q 6 9. The only non-trivial extension problem is in dimension n = 8,
where Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)) could be either Z3 or Z3 ⊕ Z2. Consider the classifying
map φ : MU(2) → K(Z, 4) of the Thom class. By definition, φ∗(e4) = t, so
φ∗(ē′6) = φ∗(Sq2(ē4)) = Sq2(t̄) = w2 ∪ t̄ = c̄1 ∪ t̄, by (15.8). Hence the induced
map φ∗ from Figure 15.10 to Figure 15.3 maps α4τ 7→ α4ǫ4 and α2

1γ̄
T
1 7→ α2

1ǭ
′
6.

Let F̃p,q be the filtration of Ω̃Spin
n (MU(2)) whose associated graded modules

are given by the E∞-page shown in Figure 15.10. Then φ induces a map of
extensions

0 F̃4,8
∼= Z〈α4τ〉 F̃6,8 Z2〈α

2
1γ̄
T
1 〉 0

0 F4,8
∼= Z〈α4ǫ4〉 F6,8 Z2〈α2

1ǭ
′
6〉 0,

φ∗
∼= φ∗ φ∗

∼=
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4 Z〈α4τ〉

2 0 Z2〈α2
1γ̄
T
1 〉

1 0 0 Z2〈α1γ̄
T
2 〉

0 Z〈τ〉 Z〈2γT1 〉 Z〈(γ21)
T , γT2 〉

4 6 8

q

p

Figure 15.10: E3-page of H̃p(MU(2),ΩSpin(∗)q)⇒ Ω̃Spin
p+q (MU(2)), p+ q 6 9.

This is also the E∞-page in this region.

where the far left and far right map are isomorphisms. Hence the map in the
middle is also an isomorphism by the 5-lemma, so F̃6,8

∼= F6,8
∼= Z by (15.5).

The group Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2)) = F̃8,8 is thus an extension of E∞

8,0
∼= Z2 by F̃6,8

∼= Z,
which must be Z3.

15.5.3 Generators

Let n = 4. By Proposition 2.6 we have an isomorphism Ω̃Spin
4 (MU(2)) →

H4(MU(2),Z) ∼= Z, [X,M ] 7→
∫
M 1 and it is easy to see that δ 7→ 1, hence δ

generates Ω̃Spin
4 (MU(2)).

Let n = 6. By Proposition 2.6 we have an injective map Ω̃Spin
6 (MU(2)) →

H6(MU(2),Z) ∼= Z, [X,M ] 7→
∫
M
c1(νM ) with cokernel Z2. We have ε 7→ 2, so

this is the generator of Ω̃Spin
6 (MU(2)).

Let n = 8. Observe that (3.13) is a well-defined morphism that maps ζ1 7→

(1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ′2 7→ (0, 0, 1). As Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2)) ∼= Z3 and (3.13) maps

to a basis, the map (3.13) must be an isomorphism and take values in Z3.

Moreover, it follows that ζ1, ζ2, ζ
′
2 generate Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)).
Let n = 9. From Figure 15.10 we see that the generator in dimension 9 is

obtained by multiplying the generator ζ2 (detected by [X,M ] 7→
∫
M c2(νM ),

corresponding to γT2 ∈ E∞
8,0) by α1. Hence Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)) = Z2〈α1ζ2〉. This
complete the proof of Table 3.1 for MU(2).

15.6 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (MSU(2))

15.6.1 Description of the (co)homology

Recall that H∗(BSU(2),Z) = Z[c2] is a polynomial ring on the second Chern
class. Let γ2 ∈ H4(BSU(2),Z) be dual to c2. The (co)homologies of the Thom
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space MSU(2) are the same as for BSU(2) except for a degree shift under the
(co)homological Thom isomorphism.

15.6.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(MSU(2),ΩSpin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSU(2)),

whose E2-page for p+ q 6 10 is shown in Figure 15.11.

4 Z〈α4τ〉

2 Z2〈α2
1τ̄ 〉 Z2〈α2

1γ̄
T
2 〉

1 Z2〈α1τ̄〉 Z2〈α1γ̄
T
2 〉

0 Z〈τ〉 Z〈γT2 〉

4 8

q

p

Figure 15.11: E2-page of H̃p(MSU(2),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒Ω̃Spin

p+q (MSU(2)), p+q610.

All differentials vanish in this region, so the E2-page is also the E∞-page for
p+ q 6 9. All extensions are trivial in this region.

15.6.3 Generators

Let n = 4. By Proposition 2.6 we have an isomorphism Ω̃Spin
4 (MSU(2)) →

H4(MSU(2),Z) ∼= Z, [X,M ] 7→
∫
M 1 which maps δ 7→ 1, hence δ generates

Ω̃Spin
4 (MSU(2)).
Let n = 8. Observe that (3.10) is a well-defined morphism which, by

Rokhlin’s theorem [66, p. 89], takes values in Z2. It is easy to check that

ζ1 7→ (1, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1). Since Ω̃Spin
8 (MSU(2)) ∼= Z2 and (3.10) maps to a

basis, the map (3.10) must be an isomorphism. Moreover, it follows that ζ1, ζ2
generate Ω̃Spin

8 (MSU(2)).
Let n = 9. From Figure 15.11 we see that the generator in dimension 9 is

obtained from the generator ζ2 (which is detected by
∫
M c2(νM ), corresponding

to E∞
8,0 = Z〈γT2 〉) by multiplication with α1. This proves Table 3.1 for MSU(2).
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15.7 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 4))

15.7.1 Description of the (co)homology

The integer cohomology groups of K(Z2, 4) are not commonly found in the
literature. A general algorithmic framework for computing the cohomology of
Eilenberg–MacLane spaces was developed by Cartan [33]. Moreover, May [70,
Th. 10.4] computes the Bockstein spectral sequence of K(Zpt , n), which implies
the integer cohomology groups, but the result is somewhat complicated. For
convenience, we present here an elementary calculation in degrees 6 10.

For this we begin with the Z2-cohomology of K(Z2, 4), which was described
by Serre [85]. Let f̄ ′

4 ∈ H̃
4(K(Z2, 4),Z2) be the primary class as in §2.3. The

Z2-cohomology is then a polynomial algebra on generators

f̄ ′
4, f̄5 = Sq1(f̄ ′

4), f̄
′
6 = Sq2(f̄ ′

4), f̄7 = Sq3(f̄ ′
4), f̄

′
7 = Sq2 Sq1(f̄ ′

4),

f̄8 = Sq3 Sq1(f̄ ′
4), f̄

′
9 = Sq4 Sq1(f̄ ′

4), f̄
′
10 = Sq4 Sq2(f̄ ′

4), . . . .

This determines H̃n(K(Z2, 4),Z2) for all n 6 10. Dually, H̃n(K(Z2, 4),Z2)
are generated as groups by homology classes ϕ̄′

4, ϕ̄5, . . . , ϕ̄8, (ϕ̄
′
4)

2, again using
Notation 15.1. These groups are recorded in (15.17) and (15.19).

Proposition 15.5. For each n ∈ N, the reduced cohomology H̃∗(K(Z2, n),Z)
consists entirely of elements of order 2k with k > 1.

Proof. We can equivalently prove that the localization H̃∗(K(Z2, n),Z)(2) at
the prime 2 vanishes. This is proved by induction.

For the base case, recall that K(Z2, 1) ≃ RP∞ and that H̃∗(RP∞,Z) is
generated as a ring by an element of order two. In particular, H̃∗(K(Z2, 1),Z)(2)
vanishes. For the inductive step, consider the Serre spectral sequences of the
path space fibration

K(Z2, n) ≃ ΩK(Z2, n+ 1) −→ PK(Z2, n+ 1) −→ K(Z2, n+ 1).

Since localization is an exact functor, it induces a spectral sequence

H̃p(K(Z2, n+ 1);Hq(K(Z2, n),Z)(2)) =⇒ H̃p+q(PK(Z2, n+ 1),Z)(2).

The path space PK(Z2, n + 1) is contractible, H∗(K(Z2, n),Z)(2) vanishes
in positive degree by the inductive hypothesis, and H0(K(Z2, n),Z)(2) ∼= Z(2).
Therefore the E2-page of the spectral sequence reduces to a single row

Ep,02 = H̃p(K(Z2, n+ 1),Z(2)) ∼= H̃p(K(Z2, n+ 1),Z)(2)

and, in particular, degenerates at the E2-page. Hence H̃
p(K(Z2, n+1),Z)(2) ∼=

H̃p(PK(Z2, n+ 1),Z)(2) = 0 for all p, thus completing the inductive step.

The Bockstein spectral sequence gives a method for computing the integral
cohomology of a topological space X from the cohomology with Zp-coefficients
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and the rational cohomology. For each prime p, the short exact sequence of
coefficients

0 Z Z Zp 0
µp ρp

induces an exact couple (see McCleary [71, p.37])

H∗(X,Z) µp
// H∗(X,Z)

ρpss❣❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣

E1 = H∗(X,Zp)
βp

[1]
kk❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲❲

where βp increases the degree by 1. The spectral sequence is singly graded, the
first page being Eq1 = Hq(X,Zp), d1 = ρp ◦ βp. The higher pages are obtained
iteratively by forming derived couples. After r iterations, the exact couple takes
the form

prH∗(X,Z) µp
// prH∗(X,Z)

ρp( 1
pr )tt❤❤❤❤

❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤❤

❤❤❤❤
❤

Er+1,
βp

[1]
jj❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱❱

where Er+1 consists of elements x ∈ H∗(X,Zp) such that βp(x) is divisible by
pr, modulo classes of the form x = ρp (βp(y)/p

s) for 0 6 s 6 r − 1 and y ∈
H∗−1(X,Zp) with βp(y) divisible by ps. The differential is dr+1 = ρp(βp/p

r).
Moreover, there is one summand Zpr in H∗(X,Z) for each summand Zp in

the image of the r-th differential dr : Er → Er; if y generates the Zp summand
and dr(x) = y, then βp(x)/p

r−1 generates the summand Zpr in H∗(X,Z). A
class x ∈ H∗(X,Zp) that survives to the E∞-page corresponds to an infinite
cyclic summand Z〈βp(x)〉 in H∗(X,Z). Moreover, ρp(βp(x)) = d1(x). In this
way one reconstructs the entire integral cohomology of X .

With this background in place, we now calculateH∗(K(Z2, 4),Z). By Propo-
sition 15.5 it suffices to consider the prime p = 2. By (2.16) the first differential
is the Steenrod operation Sq1 = ρ2 ◦ β2. The Adem relation (2.15) allows the
computation of the action of Sq1 on all classes (15.17):

f̄ ′
4 7→ f̄5, f̄5 7→ 0, f̄ ′

6 7→ f̄7,

f̄7 7→ 0, f̄ ′
7 7→ f̄8, f̄8 7→ 0,

f̄ ′2
4 7→ 0, f̄ ′

9 7→ f̄2
5 , f̄ ′

4f̄5 7→ f̄2
5 ,

f̄ ′
10 7→ f̄11, f̄ ′

4f̄
′
6 7→ f̄5f̄

′
6 + f̄ ′

4f̄7, f̄2
5 7→ 0.

Hence E8
2 = Z2〈f̄ ′2

4 〉, E
9
2 = Z2〈f̄ ′

9 + f̄ ′
4f̄5〉, and Eq2 = 0 for 8, 9 6= q 6

10. Moreover, the image of the first differential gives rise to Z2-summands in
H∗(K(Z2, 4),Z) on generators

f5 = Sq1Z(f̄
′
4), f7 = Sq3Z(f̄

′
4), f8 = Sq3Z Sq1(f̄ ′

4), f2
5 ,

where we recall SqZ from (2.17). We claim that

d82(f̄
′2
4 ) = f̄ ′

9 + f̄ ′
4f̄5, (15.14)
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which implies that H9(K(Z2, 4),Z) is isomorphic to Z4, and that the Bockstein
spectral sequence degenerates on the E2-page. Recall the Pontrjagin square
from §2.3.

Lemma 15.6. (a) β2(f̄
′2
4 ) = 2β4P(f̄ ′

4). (b) ρ2(β4P(f̄ ′
4)) 6= 0.

(c) d82(f̄
′2
4 ) 6= 0, hence (15.14) holds.

Proof. (a) Consider the commutative diagram

0 Z Z Z4 0

0 Z Z Z2 0.

µ4

µ2

ρ4

id ρ̄2

µ2 ρ2

By the naturality of the Bockstein homomorphism with respect to short exact
coefficient sequences, we have 2β4 = β2 ◦ ρ2, which implies

2β4P(f̄
′
4) = β2ρ2P(f̄

′
4) = β2(f̄

′2
4 ).

(b) The proof is by contradiction, so suppose that ρ2β4P(f̄
′
4) = 0. Then the

cohomology operation

ρ2 ◦ β4 ◦ P : H4(X,Z2) −→ H9(X,Z2) (15.15)

vanishes for every topological space X . The commutative diagram

0 Z Z Z2 0

0 Z Z Z4 0

µ2

id

ρ2

µ2 µ̃2

µ4 ρ4

and the naturality of the Bockstein homomorphism imply β4 ◦ µ̃2 = β2. By
applying ρ2 ◦ β4 to Definition 2.11(b), we find that

ρ2 ◦ β4 ◦ P(x̄+ ȳ) = ρ2 ◦ β4 ◦ P(x̄) + ρ2 ◦ β4 ◦ P(ȳ) + ρ2 ◦ β4 ◦ µ̃2(x̄ ∪ ȳ)

= ρ2 ◦ β4 ◦ µ̃2(x̄ ∪ ȳ) = ρ2 ◦ β2(x̄ ∪ ȳ) = Sq1(x̄ ∪ ȳ).

Since we have assumed that the operation (15.15) vanishes, the left hand side of
the above equation vanishes which implies Sq1(x̄ ∪ ȳ) = 0 for every topological
space X and x̄, ȳ ∈ H4(X,Z2). This, however, is false: for example, take
X = K(Z2, 4)×K(Z2, 4) and x̄ = f̄ ′

4 × 1, ȳ = 1× f̄ ′
4. Then

Sq1(x̄ ∪ ȳ) = Sq1(f̄ ′
4 × f̄

′
4) = f̄5 × f̄

′
4 + f̄ ′

4 × f̄5 6= 0 ∈ H9(X,Z2).

(c) By (a), β4P(f̄
′
4) = β2(f̄

′2
4 )/2, so d82(f̄

′2
4 ) = ρ2(β4P(f̄

′
4)) and this class is

non-zero by (b).
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We thus find that the Z4-summand in H9(K(Z2, 4),Z) is generated by

f9 = β4P(f̄
′
4),

and this class satisfies 2f9 = β2(f̄
′2
4 ) and ρ2(f9) = f̄ ′

9 + f̄ ′
4f̄5. This completes

the calculation of Hq(K(Z2, 4),Z) for q 6 10, recorded in (15.16).
Dually, we obtain the Z-homology of K(Z2, 4) from the homological Bock-

stein spectral sequence. This leads to Z2-summands in H∗(K(Z2, 4),Z) gener-
ated by ϕ′

4, ϕ
′
6, ϕ

′
7, ϕ

′
9, ϕ

′
10, ϕ

′
4ϕ

′
6 and a class ϕ̃8 ∈ H8(K(Z2, 4),Z) that generates

a Z4-summand such that ρ2(ϕ̃8) = (ϕ̄′
4)

2. This is recorded in (15.18).

n 5 7 8 9 10 0–3,4,6

H̃n(K(Z2, 4),Z) Z2〈f5〉 Z2〈f7〉 Z2〈f8〉 Z4〈f9〉 Z2〈f2
5 〉 0

(15.16)

n 4 5 6 7 8

H̃n(K(Z2, 4),Z2) Z2〈f̄ ′
4〉 Z2〈f̄5〉 Z2〈f̄ ′

6〉 Z2〈f̄7, f̄ ′
7〉 Z2〈f̄8, (f̄ ′

4)
2〉

· · · 9 10 0–3
Z2〈f̄ ′

9, f̄
′
4f̄5〉 Z2〈f̄ ′

10, f̄
′
4f̄

′
6, f̄

2
5 〉 0

(15.17)

n 4 6 7 8 9 10

H̃n(K(Z2, 4),Z) Z2〈ϕ′
4〉 Z2〈ϕ′

6〉 Z2〈ϕ′
7〉 Z4〈ϕ̃8〉 Z2〈ϕ′

9〉 Z2〈ϕ′
10, ϕ

′
4ϕ

′
6〉

· · · 0–3,5
0

(15.18)

n 4 5 6 7 8

H̃n(K(Z2, 4),Z2) Z2〈ϕ̄′
4〉 Z2〈ϕ̄5〉 Z2〈ϕ̄′

6〉 Z2〈ϕ̄7, ϕ̄
′
7〉 Z2〈ϕ̄8, (ϕ̄

′
4)

2〉

· · · 9 10 0–3
Z2〈ϕ̄′

9, ϕ̄
′
4ϕ̄5〉 Z2〈ϕ̄′

10, ϕ̄
′
4ϕ̄

′
6, ϕ̄

2
5〉 0

(15.19)

15.7.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(K(Z2, 4),Ω
Spin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z2, 4)).

The E2-page of the spectral sequence is given by (15.18) and (15.19). By Propo-
sition 2.5, the differentials on the E2-page can be deduced from

Sq2(f̄ ′
4) = f̄ ′

6, Sq2(f̄5) = f̄ ′
7, Sq2(f̄ ′

6) = f̄8,

Sq2(f̄7) = f̄ ′
9 Sq2(f̄ ′

7) = 0,

which results in the E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure 15.12
along with all possibly non-zero higher differentials.

We claim that d310,0 = 0, d48,1 = 0, and d37,2 6= 0. For this we will compare
with the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence of K(Z, 4) and use naturality of
the differentials and of the filtrations. Consider the map ψ : K(Z, 4)→ K(Z2, 4),
unique up to homotopy, with ψ∗(f̄ ′

4) = ē4. Then ψ maps the Z-homology by

ǫ4 7−→ ϕ′
4, ǫ′6 7−→ ϕ′

6, ǫ24 7−→ ±ϕ̃8,

ǫ8 7−→ 0, ǫ′10 7−→ ϕ′
10, ǫ4ǫ

′
6 7−→ ϕ′

4ϕ
′
6,

(15.20)
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4 Z2〈α4ϕ
′
4〉

2 Z2〈α2
1ϕ̄

′
7〉

1 Z2〈α1ϕ̄
′2
4 〉

0 Z2〈ϕ
′
4〉 Z4〈ϕ̃8〉 Z2〈ϕ

′
10, ϕ

′
4ϕ

′
6〉

4 7 8 10

q

p

d310,0

d37,2

d48,1

Figure 15.12: E3-page of H̃p(K(Z2, 4),Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z2, 4)),
p+q610. We will show that d37,2 6= 0 and d310,0 = 0.

and the Z2-homology by

ǭ4 7−→ ϕ̄′
4, ǭ′6 7−→ ϕ̄′

6, ǭ7 7−→ ϕ̄7,

ǭ24 7−→ ϕ̄′2
4 , ǭ′10 7−→ ϕ̄′

10 ǭ4ǭ
′
6 7−→ ϕ̄′

4ϕ̄
′
6.

(15.21)

Now (15.4) maps both classes to α2
1ǭ7, ψ maps ǭ7 7→ ϕ̄7, and α

2
1ϕ̄7 vanishes

in the quotient group E3
7,2 as in Figure 15.12. Since ψ maps ǫ4ǫ

′
6 7→ ϕ′

4ϕ
′
6 and

ǫ′10 7→ ϕ′
10 we find d310,0 = 0 in Figure 15.12. Moreover, we have d48,1 = 0 for the

spectral sequence of K(Z, 4) and since ψ maps ǭ24 to ϕ̄′2
4 this implies d48,1 = 0.

Finally, we claim d37,2 6= 0. For this we compare the filtrations of the spectral
sequences for K(Z, 4), see (15.5), and K(Z2, 4). Assume by contradiction that
d37,2 = 0, so E∞

4,4
∼= Z2 for the spectral sequence of K(Z2, 4). Then ψ would

induces a map of filtrations

0 F4,8
∼= Z F6,8

∼= Z F7,8
∼= Z F8,8 = Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2

0 F ′
4,8
∼= Z2 F ′

7,8
∼= Z2 F ′

8,8 = Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4)).

⊂

Z〈α4ǫ4〉

ψ∗

⊂

Z2〈α
2
1 ǭ

′
6〉

⊂

Z2〈α1 ǭ7〉

ψ∗

⊂

Z〈ǫ24〉⊕Z3〈ǫ8〉

ψ∗

⊂
Z2〈α4ϕ

′
4〉

= ⊂
Z4〈ϕ̃8〉

As ψ maps ǫ4 7→ ϕ′
4, the far left vertical map is non-zero. On the other hand,

the generator of F4,8 becomes divisible by 4 in F7,8 while F ′
4,8 = F ′

7,8, so ψ maps
the generator to zero, a contradiction. Hence d37,2 6= 0. We thus obtain the
E∞-page shown in Figure 15.13 in the range p+ q 6 9. All extension problems
are trivial.

Moreover, by comparing Figures 15.3 and 15.13 and using (15.20), (15.21)
we see that the map ψ∗ : Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 4)) → Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 4)) is surjective for

all n 6 9. In particular, δ and α1ζ2 generate Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 4)) for n = 3, 9.
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1 Z2〈α1ϕ̄
′2
4 〉

0 Z2〈ϕ′
4〉 Z4〈ϕ̃8〉

4 8

q

p

Figure 15.13: E∞-page of H̃p(K(Z2, 4),Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z2, 4)), p+q69.

We know that Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4)) ∼= Z4, where the isomorphism is given by the

Pontrjagin square, [X, ᾱ] 7→
∫
X P(ᾱ). As in Definition 2.11(c), if ᾱ can be lifted

to integral cohomology class, then
∫
X P(ᾱ) =

∫
X α∪α mod 4. Now (3.19) maps

ζ2 7→ (1, 0) and ζ3 7→ (0, 1), hence
∫
X
P(ᾱ) = 1 for ζ2 and

∫
X
P(ᾱ) = 0 for ζ3.

This proves that Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4)) = Z4〈ζ2〉 and proves Table 3.1 for K(Z2, 4).

15.8 Proof of Theorem 3.1(b)

The generators in Table 3.1 have already been verified in §15.1–§15.7, so it only
remains to prove (3.7).

Using (3.13), one finds that Ω̃Spin
8 (M{1})→ Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)) maps ζ1 7→ 2 ζ12 .

Similarly, (3.17) shows that Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2))→ Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4)) maps ζ1
2 7→ 2 ζ14 .

We prove ζ1
4 7→ 0 in Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z, 4)) using the isomorphism (3.19), whose
components we can rewrite using the fact that α is Poincaré dual to M as

∫

X

α ∪ α =

∫

M

e(νM ),

∫

X

α ∪

[
p1(TX)

4
+
α

2

]
=

∫

M

p1(TX)|M
4

+
1

2

∫

M

e(νM )

=

∫

M

p1(TM) + p1(νM )

4
+

1

2

∫

M

e(νM ).

Now (3.17) maps ζ1
4 7→ (1, 0, 0), which implies

∫
M
e(νM ) = 0,

∫
M
p1(νM ) = 0,

so the isomorphism (3.19) maps ζ1
4 to zero, as claimed.

We have already shown η 7→ α1ζ2 in Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)) in (15.12).

We prove ζ′2 7→
ζ1
4 + ζ2 + 4ζ3 in Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4)). From
∫
M
c2(Σ

+
ν ) = 0 and∫

M
c2(Σ

−
ν ) = −1 we find

∫
M
e(νM ) =

∫
M
c2(Σ

+
ν )−c2(Σ

−
ν ) = 1 and

∫
M
p1(νM ) =

−2
∫
M c2(Σ

+
ν )− 2

∫
M c2(Σ

−
ν ) = 2, so (3.17) maps ζ′2 7→ (1, 1, 4).

We prove ζ3 7→0 in Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 4)) using the isomorphism [X, ᾱ] 7→

∫
X P(ᾱ)

from (3.21). By Definition 2.11(c), if ᾱ can be lifted to integral cohomology
class, then

∫
X
P(ᾱ) =

∫
X
α ∪ α mod 4. Now (3.19) maps ζ3 7→ (0, 1), hence∫

X P(ā) = 0 for ζ3.
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15.9 Proof of Theorem 3.1(c)

We prove α1ζ1 = 0 in Ω̃Spin
9 (M{1}). As M{1} ∼= S4, the suspension isomor-

phism gives Ω̃Spin
9 (M{1}) ∼= Ω̃Spin

9 (S4) ∼= ΩSpin
5 (∗) = 0 by Table 2.2, hence

α1ζ1 = 0 in Ω̃Spin
9 (M{1}).

We prove α1
ζ1
2 = 0 in Ω̃Spin

9 (MU(2)). The upper horizontal map in the
commutative diagram

Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2)) Ω̃Spin

8 (MSO(4))

Ω̃Spin
9 (MU(2)) Ω̃Spin

9 (MSO(4))

α1 α1

maps ζ1
2 7→ 2 ζ14 . Therefore, the image of α1

ζ1
2 in Ω̃Spin

9 (MSO(4)) is α12
ζ1
4 =

(2α1)
ζ1
4 = 0, since α1 has order two. As the bottom horizontal map is injective

by Table 3.1, this proves α1
ζ1
2 = 0 in Ω̃Spin

9 (MU(2)).

We prove α1ζ3 = 0 in Ω̃Spin
9 (MU(2)). According to (3.7) the upper horizon-

tal map in the commutative diagram

Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2)) Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z2, 4))

Ω̃Spin
9 (MU(2)) Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z2, 4))

α1 α1

maps ζ3 7→ 0, so α1ζ3 = 0 in Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z2, 4)). Since the lower horizontal map

is an isomorphism by Table 3.1, we conclude that α1ζ3 = 0 in Ω̃Spin
9 (MU(2)).

16 Proof of Theorem 3.3

16.1 Construction of maps

The construction of the maps appearing in Theorem 3.3 will use the K-theory
groups KF(X ;A) over the fields F = R, C, or H, which we therefore briefly
review. These were originally constructed by Bott [10]. As in [66, §I.9], for a
well-behaved subspace A ⊂ X of a topological space, a class in KF(X ;A) can
be represented by a chain complexes of F-vector bundles

ξ : V 0 V 1 · · · V n,d d d d2 = 0, (16.1)

over X such that the restriction ξ|A is exact. The precise conditions under
which two chain complexes represent the same element [ξ] in KF(X ;A) are a
little intricate, see [66, §I.9]. We only note the following special cases:

• If (16.1) is exact over the entire space X , then [ξ] = 0.
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• If all differentials vanish, then [ξ] =
∑n

i=0(−1)
i[V i] in KF(X ;A), where

[V i] denotes the K-theory class defined by the complex of length zero.

Depending on the field, set

GF =





O = colimO(n) if F = R,

U = colimU(n) if F = C,

Sp = colimSp(n) if F = H.

These are topological groups with classifying spaces BGF and they represent
the KF-theory groups in terms of sets of homotopy classes of pointed maps:

KF(X ;A)
∼=
−→ [X/A,BGF × Z]◦, [ξ] 7−→ [(fξ, vdimξ)]

In particular, every complex ξ as in (16.1) has a classifying map

fξ : X/A −→ BGF,

which is well-defined up to homotopy.
We will apply this setup to Thom spaces. Recall from §2.5 that a represen-

tation ρ : H → SO(k) defines a Thom space MH = Dρ/Sρ, where Sρ ⊂ Dρ

are the unit sphere and unit disk subbundles of the tautological rank k vector
bundle π : Eρ → BH ; we write π also for the projection Dρ → BH of the unit
disk bundle. As above, a chain complex of F-vector bundles ξH over Dρ such
that the restriction ξ|Sρ is exact has a classifying map

fHξ :MH −→ BGF. (16.2)

The maps in Theorem 3.3(a)–(c) will be classifying maps of certain chain
complexes ξH of vector bundles over MH . In (16.3), (16.5), (16.7) below, we
will write the pullback of a vector bundle as a set of pairs in which the first
entry corresponds to the base and the second entry to the fibre.

(a) Since Sρ ∼= ESp(1) is contractible, we have MSp(1) = Dρ/Sρ ≃ Dρ ≃
BSp(1), which proves Theorem 3.3(a). As this proof does not generalize to
parts (b), (c) and does not show formula (3.24), we give another proof.

If ρ : Sp(1)→ SO(4) is the inclusion, then π : Eρ → BSp(1) is a quaternionic
line bundle. Let H be the trivial quaternionic line bundle. Define a complex
ξSp(1) of vector bundles over Dρ by

[−1] [0]

π∗(H) π∗(Eρ),

(x, q) (x, qx),

(16.3)

using the scalar multiplication of H on Eρ. As indicated, π∗(H) is placed in
degree −1 and π∗(Eρ) in degree 0. Since (16.3) is an isomorphism over points
with x 6= 0, the restriction ξSp(1)|Sρ is exact. We obtain a classifying map

f
Sp(1)
ξ :MSp(1) −→ BSp(1) ⊂ BSp. (16.4)
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As indicated, the map has image in BSp(1) = BSU(2) since f
Sp(1)
ξ is just the

classifying map of the quaternionic line bundle π∗(Eρ)→ Dρ with the framing
(16.3). We prove Theorem 3.3(a) in §16.2.1 below.

(b) If ρ : U(2) → SO(4) is the inclusion, then π : Eρ → BU(2) is a complex
vector bundle of rank 2. Define ξU(2) to be the chain complex

[−1] [0] [1]

π∗Λ0(Eρ) π∗Λ1(Eρ) π∗Λ2(Eρ),

(x, λ) (x, λx),

(x, α) (x, x ∧ α).

(16.5)

The degrees are as indicated, with π∗Λ1(Eρ) ∼= Eρ in degree zero. It is easy to
see that ξU(2)|Sρ is exact, so we obtain a classifying map

f
U(2)
ξ :MU(2) −→ BSU ⊂ BU. (16.6)

As indicated, this map factors over BSU since
(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c1) = 0. This fact and

Theorem 3.3(b) are proved in §16.2.2 below.
Moreover, if we regard a quaternionic line bundle as a vector bundle with

structure group SU(2) ⊂ U(2), then the complexes (16.3) and (16.5) are quasi-
isomorphic and therefore have homotopic classifying maps.

(c) If ρ : Spin(4) → SO(4) is the double cover, then Eρ → BSpin(4) is a real
vector bundle with spin structure. By the usual description of spin structures
for oriented rank 4 vector bundles, this determines a pair of quaternionic line
bundles Σ±

ρ → BSpin(4) and an isomorphism c : Eρ → HomH(Σ
−
ρ ,Σ

+
ρ ), the

Clifford multiplication. Define ξSpin(4) to be the chain complex

[−1] [0]

π∗(Σ−
ρ ) π∗(Σ+

ρ ),

(x, ψ) (x, cx(ψ)),

(16.7)

of H-vector bundles over Dρ. Since cx : Σ−
ρ → Σ+

ρ is an isomorphism when

x 6= 0, we find that ξSpin(4)|Sρ is exact. We thus obtain a classifying map

f
Spin(4)
ξ :MSpin(4) −→ BSp. (16.8)

If we view a quaternionic line bundle as a real vector bundle with spin structure
given by the spinor bundles Σ+

ρ = Eρ, Σ−
ρ = H and Clifford multiplication

(16.3), then the complexes (16.3) and (16.7) coincide.
We prove Theorem 3.3(c) in §16.2.3 below.

(d) In this case, the map is constructed differently: Bott–Samelson [11] show
that π3(E8) ∼= Z and πn(E8) = 0 for all 3 6= n 6 15, so π4(BE8) ∼= π3(E8) ∼= Z
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and πn(BE8) ∼= πn−1(E8) = 0 for all 4 6= n 6 16. By the Hurewicz Theorem,
H4(BE8,Z) ∼= Hom(π4(BE8),Z) ∼= Z and the generator of this group is a degree
four cohomology class, which is classified by a map (see §2.3)

f : BE8 −→ K(Z, 4). (16.9)

16.2 Proofs of Theorem 3.3(a)–(d)

The proof is based on the following theorem, see Thom [91, Th. II.6].

Theorem 16.1 (Whitehead). Let f : X → Y be a cellular map between simply-
connected CW complexes. Suppose that for all coefficients Zp with p > 0, the
map f∗ : H∗(Y,Zp)→ H∗(X,Zp) induced by f is an isomorphism if ∗ < n and
a monomorphism if ∗ = n. Then f is an n-connected map.

In order to apply the Whitehead theorem to a classifying map (16.2), we
need to compute the pullbacks

(
fHξ

)∗
(a) of cohomology class a ∈ H∗(BGF, R),

where R = Zp is a commutative ring. We can use a to define a characteristic
class

KF(X ;A) −→ H∗(X ;A,R), ξ 7−→ a(ξ) :=
(
fHξ

)∗
(a).

Let s : BH → MH be the composition of the zero section of Dρ with the
projection onto MH . By the Thom isomorphism (2.23), we can write

(fHξ
)∗
(a) = a(ξ) = π∗(b) ∪ t (16.10)

for some class b ∈ H∗(BH,R). By applying s∗ to (16.10), we see that b satisfies

a(s∗(ξ)) = b ∪ e (16.11)

for the Euler class e = s∗(t) of the vector bundle Eρ. In each of the cases
(16.3), (16.5), and (16.7), the pullback s∗(ξ) has zero differentials, hence s∗(ξ) =∑n
i=0(−1)

i[s∗(V i)] in KF(BH). This will allow us to compute a(s∗(ξ)) using a
Whitney sum formula and we can then read off the value of b in (16.11) (there
will be a unique such b in each case) and hence determine (16.10).

16.2.1 Proof of Theorem 3.3(a)

To prove that (16.4) is a homotopy equivalence, we will show that

(
f
Sp(1)
ξ

)∗
: H∗(BSU(2),Z) −→ H∗(MSp(1),Z) (16.12)

is an isomorphism in all degrees. Since the cohomology groups on either side
are torsion-free, this implies isomorphisms in Zp-cohomology, and Theorem 16.1

then shows that f
Sp(1)
ξ is a homotopy equivalence. We have H∗(BSU(2),Z) =

Z[c2]. By the Thom isomorphism, we (additively) have H∗(MSp(1),Z) =
π∗Z[c2(Eρ)]t. As for all complex vector bundles, the Euler class e = s∗(t) =
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c2(Eρ) is the top degree Chern class. We calculate the pullback
(
f
Sp(1)
ξ

)∗
(ck2)

of a = ck2 using (16.10) and (16.11). As s∗(ξ) = [Eρ]− [H], we have

a(s∗(ξ)) = c2([Eρ]− [H])k = c2(Eρ)
k = c2(Eρ)

k−1 ∪ e,

hence (
f
Sp(1)
ξ

)∗
(ck2) = π∗c2(Eρ)

k−1 ∪ t for all k > 1.

In particular, (16.12) is an isomorphism, and the above equations also prove
(3.24).

16.2.2 Proof of Theorem 3.3(b)

To prove that (16.6) is 10-connected, we will show that

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
: H∗(BSU,Z) −→ H∗(MU(2),Z) (16.13)

is an isomorphism in all degrees 6 9 and a monomorphism in degree 10. Since

the cohomology groups on either side are torsion-free, this implies that f
U(2)
ξ

induces also an isomorphisms in this range with Zp-coefficients, so Theorem 16.1

completes the proof that f
U(2)
ξ is 10-connected.

Using the Thom isomorphism (2.23), we can describe the cohomology groups
on either side of (16.13) in low dimensions as follows:

H∗(BSU,Z) H∗(MU(2),Z)
4 c2 t
6 c3 π∗[c1(Eρ)]t
8 c4, c

2
2 π∗[c1(Eρ)

2]t, π∗[c2(Eρ)]t
10 c5, c2c3 π∗[c3(Eρ)]t, π

∗[c1(Eρ)c2(Eρ)]t, π
∗[c1(Eρ)

3]t

To calculate (16.13), we use (16.10) and (16.11). As Eρ is a complex vector
bundle, e = c2(Eρ) for its Euler class. Write c = 1 + c1 + c2 + . . . for the total
Chern class. As s∗(ξ) = −[Λ0(Eρ)] + [Λ1(Eρ)] − [Λ2(Eρ)] in K0

C
(BU(2)), the

Whitney sum formula implies

c(s∗(ξ)) =
c(Eρ)

c(Λ2(Eρ))

=
1 + c1(Eρ) + c2(Eρ)

1 + c1(Eρ)
= 1 +

[
1− c1(Eρ) + c1(Eρ)

2 − c1(Eρ)
3 + . . .

]
e.

Hence, comparing terms in each degree, we find

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c1) = 0,

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(ck) = (−1)kπ∗c1(Eρ)

k−2 ∪ t for all k > 2.
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In particular,
(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c1) = 0, which was claimed above. Combined with (2.25)

we find from this also

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c22) =

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c2)

2 = t2 = π∗[c2(Eρ)]t,
(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c2c3) =

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c2)

(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
(c3) = −π

∗[c1(Eρ)c2(Eρ)]t.

Referring back to the table of the cohomology groups in low dimension, these

formulas show that
(
f
U(2)
ξ

)∗
is an isomorphism in all dimension 6 9 and a

monomorphism in dimension 10. Therefore, the Whitehead Theorem completes
the proof, and the above formulas also prove (3.26).

16.2.3 Proof of Theorem 3.3(c)

To prove that (16.8) is 12-connected, we will show that

(
f
Spin(4)
ξ

)∗
: H∗(BSp,Z) −→ H∗(MSpin(4),Z) (16.14)

is an isomorphism in all degrees 6 12. Since the cohomology groups on either

side are torsion-free, this implies that f
Spin(4)
ξ induces also an isomorphisms

in this range with Zp-coefficients, so Theorem 16.1 completes the proof that

f
Spin(4)
ξ is 12-connected.
Recall from Bruner–Catanzaro–May [15, Ch. 4] that H∗(BSp,Z) is a poly-

nomial ring on the symplectic Pontrjagin classes,

H∗(BSp,Z) = Z[q1, q2, · · · ], qi = (−1)ic2i.

The cohomology of MSpin(4) was determined in §15.4.1, namely

H̃∗(MSpin(4),Z) ∼= π∗H∗(BSpin(4),Z) ∪ t = Z[π∗(c2(Σ
+
ρ )), π

∗(c2(Σ
−
ρ ))] ∪ t,

where t ∈ H̃4(MSpin(4),Z) is the Thom class and Σ±
ρ are the spinor bundles

on BSpin(4). In low degrees, the cohomology is therefore as follows.

H∗(BSp,Z) H∗(MSpin(4),Z)
4 q1 t
8 q21 , q2 π∗[c2(Σ

+
ρ )]t, π

∗[c2(Σ
−
ρ )]t

12 q31 , q1q2, q3 π∗[c2(Σ
+
ρ )

2]t, π∗[c2(Σ
−
ρ )

2]t, π∗[c2(Σ
+
ρ )c2(Σ

−
ρ )]t

To calculate (16.14), we use (16.10) and (16.11). Since W ∼= HomH(Σ
−
ρ ,Σ

+
ρ )

we have e = c2(Σ
+
ρ )− c2(Σ

−
ρ ) for the Euler class. Write q = 1+ q1 + q2 + . . . for

the total symplectic Pontrjagin class. As s∗(ξ) = −[Σ−
ρ ] + [Σ+

ρ ] in quaternionic
K-theory, the Whitney sum formula for symplectic Pontrjagin classes, see [15,
Th. 4.1(iii)] implies

q(s∗(ξ)) =
1− c2(Σ+

ρ )

1− c2(Σ
−
ρ )

= 1−
[
1 + c2(Σ

−
ρ ) + c2(Σ

−
ρ )

2 + . . .
]
∪ e,
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so by (16.10) we find

(
f
Spin(4)
ξ

)∗
(q) = q(ξ) = 1− π∗

[
1 + c2(Σ

−
ρ ) + c2(Σ

−
ρ )

2 + . . .
]
∪ t.

By comparing degrees, we find

(
f
Spin(4)
ξ

)∗
(qk) = −π

∗
[
c2(Σ

−
ρ )

k−1
]
∪ t, for all k > 1,

which, combined with (2.25), gives

(
f
Spin(4)
ξ

)∗
(q21) = t2 = π∗(e) ∪ t = π∗[c2(Σ

+
ρ )− c2(Σ

−
ρ )] ∪ t,

(
f
Spin(4)
ξ

)∗
(q31) = −π

∗[c2(Σ
+
ρ )

2 − 2c2(Σ
+
ρ )c2(Σ

−
ρ ) + c2(Σ

−
ρ )

2] ∪ t,
(
f
Spin(4)
ξ

)∗
(q1q2) = π∗[c2(Σ

+
ρ )c2(Σ

−
ρ )− c2(Σ

−
ρ )

2] ∪ t.

These formulas show that (16.14) is an isomorphism in all degrees 6 12, and
also prove (3.28).

16.2.4 Proof of Theorem 3.3(d)

By construction, π4(f) : π4(BE8) → π4(K(Z, 4)) is an isomorphism. As
πn(K(Z, 4)) = 0 for all 4 6= n, we conclude that the map (16.9) is 16-connected,
which proves Theorem 3.3(d) and (3.30).

17 Proof of Theorem 3.5

The proof follows the same strategy outlined at the beginning of §15. Theorem
3.5(a),(d) are proved in §17.1–§17.5 and Theorem 3.5(b),(c) in §17.7.

17.1 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 3))

17.1.1 Description of the (co)homology

We continue to use Notation 15.1. By Theorem 2.10, H∗(K(Z, 3),Z2), ∗ 6 9,
has generators d̄3, d̄

′
5, d̄

′
9 satisfying

d̄′5 = Sq2(d̄3), d̄′9 = Sq4 ◦ Sq2(d̄3). (17.1)

Since Sq1(d̄3) = 0 as H4(K(Z, 3),Z2) = 0 and Sq2 ◦ Sq2 = Sq3 ◦ Sq1 by (2.15),

Sq2(d̄′5) = 0.
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The Z-homology groups Hn+i(K(Z, n),Z) are computed by Breen–Mikhailov–
Touzé [12, App. B] for n 6 11 and i 6 10. This leads to the following tables.

n 0, 1, 2, 4, 6 3 5 7 8 9 10

H̃n(K(Z, 3),Z) 0 Z〈δ3〉 Z2〈δ′5〉 Z3〈δ7〉 Z2〈δ3δ′5〉 Z2〈δ′9〉 Z3〈δ10〉

n 0, 1, 2, 4, 5, 7 3 6 8 9

H̃n(K(Z, 3),Z) 0 Z〈d3〉 Z2〈d
2
3〉 Z3〈d8〉 Z2〈d

3
3〉

(17.2)

n 0, 1, 2, 4, 7 3 5 6 8 9

H̃n(K(Z, 3),Z2) 0 Z2〈δ̄3〉 Z2〈δ̄′5〉 Z2〈δ̄23〉 Z2〈δ̄3δ̄′5〉 Z2〈δ̄33 , δ̄
′
9〉

n 0, 1, 2, 4, 7 3 5 6 8 9

H̃n(K(Z, 3),Z2) 0 Z2〈d̄3〉 Z2〈d̄′5〉 Z2〈d̄23〉 Z2〈d̄3d̄′5〉 Z2〈d̄33, d̄
′
9〉

17.1.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

The groups (17.2) determine the E2-page of the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral
sequence

H̃p(K(Z, 3),ΩSpin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 3)) (17.3)

for p+ q 6 9. Proposition 2.5 yields the differentials on the E2-page, and this
leads to the E3-page shown in Figure 17.1. The only possible higher differentials
drp,q with p + q 6 9, r > 3 are d38,0, d

3
8,1, and d

3
9,0. We will show that d38,0 = 0

and that d39,0 is an isomorphism.

4 Z〈α4δ3〉 Z2〈α4δ
′
5〉

2 Z2〈α2
1δ̄

′
5〉 Z2〈α2

1δ̄
2
3〉

1 Z2〈α1δ̄
2
3〉 Z2〈α1δ̄3δ̄

′
5〉

0 Z〈δ3〉 Z3〈δ7〉 Z2〈δ3δ′5〉 Z2〈δ′9〉

3 5 6 7 8 9

d38,0

d38,1

d39,0

q

p

Figure 17.1: E3-page of H̃p(K(Z, 3),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 3)), p+ q 6 9

Let
χ : ΣK(Z, 3) −→ K(Z, 4)
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be the classifying map of the image of the primary class d3 under the sus-
pension isomorphism H̃3(K(Z, 3),Z) ∼= H̃4(ΣK(Z, 3),Z). We can compose the
morphism of spectral sequence (2.10) with χ∗ to get a morphism

Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 3))

∼=−→ Ω̃Spin
n+1 (ΣK(Z, 3))

χ∗
−→ Ω̃Spin

n+1 (K(Z, 4)) (17.4)

and a morphism of spectral sequences. In particular, we get a morphism from
Figure 17.1 to 15.2. On the E2-page this is just the suspension isomorphism
in ordinary homology and thus maps δ3 7→ ǫ4 on the E2-page of the spectral
sequence. Dually on cohomology it maps e4 7→ d3, and thus maps ē4 7→ d̄3 on
mod 2 reductions. The induced action on Z2-cohomology preserves Steenrod
squares, so by (15.1) and (17.1) it maps ē′6 7→ d̄′5. Dually, on Z2-homology it
maps δ̄′5 7→ ǭ′6. Also, ē7 7→ d̄23 and ē

′
10 7→ d̄′9 in Z2-cohomology and hence δ̄23 7→ ǭ7

and δ̄′9 7→ ǭ′10 in Z2-homology. It maps δ3δ
′
5 7→ 0 as the group in position (9, 0)

in Figure 15.2 is zero.
Thus we see that the morphism from Figure 17.1 to Figure 15.2 gives an

isomorphism E3
5,2 → E3

6,2, but the zero map E3
8,0 → E3

9,0 = 0. This forces
d38,0 = 0 in Figure 17.1. Similarly, we have an isomorphism E3

6,2 → E3
7,2 and

an injective map E3
9,0 → E3

10,0. Hence d
3
9,0 in Figure 17.1 is the restriction of

d310,0 in Figure 15.2 and we recall from §15.1.2 that d310,0 is surjective, so d39,0 in
Figure 17.1 is an isomorphism. Hence Figure 17.1 leads to the E∞-page shown
in Figure 17.2.

4 Z〈α4δ3〉

2 Z2〈α2
1δ̄

′
5〉

1 Z2〈α1δ̄
2
3〉

0 Z〈δ3〉 Z3〈δ7〉 Z2〈δ3δ′5〉

3 5 6 7 8

q

p

Figure 17.2: E∞-page of H̃p(K(Z, 3),ΩSpin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z, 3)), p+ q 6 8

17.1.3 Determining the filtration

The groups Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z, 3)) in Table 3.6 and (3.49), (3.51) follow from Figure

17.2 for all n 6= 7. For n = 7, there is a nontrivial filtration, which we claim is

0 F ′
3,7
∼=Z F ′

5,7
∼=Z F ′

6,7
∼=Z F ′

7,7=Ω̃Spin
7 (K(Z, 3))∼=Z.⊂

Z〈α4δ3〉

⊂
Z2〈α

2
1δ̄

′
5〉

⊂
Z2〈α1δ̄

2
3〉

⊂
Z3〈δ7〉

(17.5)
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Here the question is whether the extensions by Z2 or Z3 are trivial or nontrivial,
for example, F ′

5,7 is an extension of Z by Z2, so could be either Z or Z⊕ Z2.

We prove (17.5) by relating it to the filtration (15.5) for Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)). The

morphism from the K(Z, 3) spectral sequence to the K(Z, 4) spectral sequence
induced by (17.4) maps the filtration (17.5) to (15.5), mapping F ′

k,7 to Fk+1,8,

and on the graded pieces maps δ3 7→ ǫ4, δ̄
′
5 7→ ǭ′6, δ̄

2
3 7→ ǭ7 and δ7 7→ ǫ8. This

forces all the extensions in (17.5) to be nontrivial, as for example if F ′
5,7 = Z⊕Z2

then the map F ′
5,7
∼= Z ⊕ Z2 → F6,8

∼= Z would map the Z2-summand to zero,

contradicting δ̄′5 7→ ǭ′6. Hence Ω̃Spin
7 (K(Z, 3)) ∼= Z, completing Table 3.6 in the

case of K(Z, 3).
The classes δ3, δ3δ

′
5 are dual to d3 and d̄3d̄

′
5 = d̄3 Sq

2(d̄3), which by Proposi-
tion 2.6 gives the explicit isomorphisms (3.49) and (3.51). By (17.5) the group

Ω̃Spin
7 (K(Z, 3)) ∼= Z has a generator θ = [X,α] such that 12θ = [K3 × S3, α′],

where α′ = 1 × s3 for the generator s3 ∈ H3(S3,Z). Observe that (3.50) de-

termines a well-defined map Ω̃Spin
7 (K(Z, 3)) → Q, [X,α] 7→ 1

4

∫
X
p1(TX) ∪ α.

It maps [K3 × S3, α′] to 12 and hence θ to 1. Therefore, (3.50) takes integer
values and is indeed an isomorphism.

Moreover, it is easy to check (see §17.5) that (3.50) maps ϑ2 7→ −1, so in fact
θ = ϑ2. Clearly, (3.49) maps ρ 7→ 1. The formula Sq2(b2) = b3 in H∗(SU,Z)
implies that (3.51) maps υ 7→ 1.

17.2 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 3))

17.2.1 Description of the (co)homology

Let c̄′3 ∈ H̃
3(K(Z2, 3),Z2) be the primary class as in §2.3. According to Serre

[85], the Z2-cohomology of K(Z2, 3) is a polynomial algebra on

c̄′3, c̄4 = Sq1(c̄′3), c̄
′
5 = Sq2(c̄′3), c̄

′
6 = Sq2 Sq1(c̄′3),

c̄7 = Sq3 Sq1(c̄′3), c̄
′
9 = Sq4 Sq2(c̄′3), c̄

′
10 = Sq4 Sq2 Sq1(c̄′3), . . .

We again follow Notation 15.1, namely classes c̄i lift to Z-cohomology while
classes c̄′i do not admit lifts, see (17.9) below. Dually, H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z2) are
generated by homology classes γ̄′3, γ̄4, γ̄

′2
3 , . . . , γ̄

′2
3 γ̄4, γ̄

′
10.

n 0, 1, 2 3 4 5 6 7

H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z2) 0 Z2〈c̄′3〉 Z2〈c̄4〉 Z2〈c̄′5〉 Z2〈c̄′23 , c̄
′
6〉 Z2〈c̄′3c̄4, c̄7〉

8 9 10
· · · Z2〈c̄24, c̄

′
3c̄

′
5〉 Z2〈c̄′33 , c̄4c̄

′
5, c̄

′
3c̄

′
6, c̄

′
9〉 Z2〈c̄′25 , c̄4c̄

′
6, c̄

′
3c̄7, c̄

′2
3 c̄4, c̄

′
10〉

(17.6)

n 0, 1, 2 3 4 5 6 7

H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z2) 0 Z2〈γ̄′3〉 Z2〈γ̄4〉 Z2〈γ̄′5〉 Z2〈γ̄′23 , γ̄
′
6〉 Z2〈γ̄′3γ̄4, γ̄7〉

8 9 10
· · · Z2〈γ̄24 , γ̄

′
3γ̄

′
5〉 Z2〈γ̄′33 , γ̄4γ̄

′
5, γ̄

′
3γ̄

′
6, γ̄

′
9〉 Z2〈γ̄′25 , γ̄4γ̄

′
6, γ̄

′
3γ̄7, γ̄

′2
3 γ̄4, γ̄

′
10〉

(17.7)

154



To determine the (co)homology of K(Z2, 3) with Z-coefficients we use the
Bockstein spectral sequence as in §15.7.1, where by Proposition 15.5 it suffices
to consider the prime p = 2. The first differential is the Steenrod operation
Sq1 = ρ2 ◦β2 and the Adem relation (2.15) allows the computation of the action
of Sq1 on all classes (17.6). In detail, the action of Sq1 is given by

c̄′3 7→ c̄4, c̄4 7→ 0, c̄′5 7→ c̄′23 , c̄′23 7→ 0,

c̄′6 7→ c̄7, c̄7 7→ 0, c̄′3c̄4 7→ c̄24, c̄24 7→ 0,

c̄′3c̄
′
5 7→ c̄4c̄

′
5 + c̄′33 , c̄′33 7→ c̄′23 c̄4, c̄4c̄

′
5 7→ c̄′23 c̄4, c̄′3c̄

′
6 7→ c̄4c̄

′
6 + c̄′3c̄7,

c̄′9 7→ c̄′25 , c̄′25 7→ 0, c̄4c̄
′
6 7→ c̄4c̄7, c̄′3c̄7 7→ c̄4c̄7,

c̄′23 c̄4 7→ 0, c̄′10 7→ c̄11:= Sq5(c̄′6) 6= 0.

(17.8)

It follows that the Bockstein spectral sequence degenerates at the E1-page, and
the integer cohomology H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z) is a direct sum of Z2-summands on
generators

c4 = Sq1Z(c̄
′
3), c6 = Sq3Z(c̄

′
3), c7 = Sq3Z(c̄4), c24,

c9 = Sq1Z(c̄
′
3c̄

′
5), c4c6, c10 = Sq1Z(c̄

′
3c̄

′
6), c̃10 = Sq1Z(c̄

′
9).

We record this in (17.9).

n 0, 1, 2, 3, 5 4 6 7 8

H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z) 0 Z2〈c4〉 Z2〈c6〉 Z2〈c7〉 Z2〈c24〉

9 10
· · · Z2〈c9〉 Z2〈c4c6, c10, c̃10〉

(17.9)

Dually, the homological mod-2 Bockstein spectral sequence also degenerates
at the E1-page, the first differential d1 = ρ2 ◦ β2 : H∗(X,Z2) → H∗−1(X,Z2)
being dual to (17.8); each summand Z2〈d1(κ̄)〉 in the image of d1 determines a
Z2-summand Z2〈λ〉, where λ is the image of κ̄ under the homological Bockstein
homomorphism β2 : H∗(X,Z2) → H∗−1(X,Z), and ρ2(λ) = d1(κ̄). In this way
we find that H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z) is a Z2-vector space with basis

γ′3 = β2(γ̄4), γ
′
5 = β2(γ̄

′2
3 ), γ′6 = β2(γ̄7), γ

′
3γ4 = β2(γ̄

2
4),

γ′3γ
′
5 = β2(γ̄4γ̄

′
5) = β2(γ̄

′3
3 ), γ′3γ

′
6 = β2(γ̄4γ̄

′
6) = β2(γ̄

′
3γ̄7),

γ′9 = β2(γ̄
′2
5 ), γ̃′9 = β2(γ̄

′2
3 γ̄4), γ

′
10 = β2(γ̄11), γ̃

′
10 = β2(γ̄4γ̄7).

We record this in (17.10). The mod-2 reductions of these homology classes are
as suggested by the notation, namely ρ2(γ

′
i · · · γ

′
j) = γ̄′i · · · γ̄

′
j , as well as the

formulas ρ2(γ̃
′
9) = γ̄′33 + γ̄4γ̄

′
5 and ρ2(γ̃

′
10) = γ̄4γ̄

′
6 + γ̄′3γ̄7.

n 0, 1, 2, 4 3 5 6 7 8

H̃n(K(Z2, 3),Z) 0 Z2〈γ′3〉 Z2〈γ′5〉 Z2〈γ′6〉 Z2〈γ′3γ4〉 Z2〈γ′3γ
′
5〉

9 10
· · · Z2〈γ′3γ

′
6, γ

′
9, γ̃

′
9〉 Z2〈γ′10, γ̃

′
10〉

(17.10)
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17.2.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

We calculate Ω̃Spin
∗ (K(Z2, 3)) using the Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H̃p(K(Z2, 3),Ω
Spin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z2, 3)).

The Adem relation (2.15) implies that Sq2 acts on the classes (17.6) by

c̄′3 7→ c̄′5, c̄4 7→ c̄′6, c̄
′
5 7→ c̄7, c̄

′2
3 7→ c̄24, c̄

′
6 7→ 0,

c̄′3c̄4 7→ c̄4c̄
′
5 + c̄′3c̄

′
6, c̄7 7→ 0, c̄24 7→ 0, c̄′3c̄

′
5 7→ c̄′23 c̄4 + c̄′25 + c̄′3c̄7.

According to Proposition 2.5, the differential d2p,1 in this spectral sequence is

dual to the Steenrod operation Sq2, so given in the dual basis γ̄′3, γ̄4, γ̄
′2
3 , . . . ,

γ̄′23 γ̄4, γ̄
′
10 by the transpose matrix. Moreover, d2p,0 can be identified with d2p,1◦ρ2.

This leads to the E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure 17.3.

4 Z2〈α4γ
′
3〉 Z2〈α4γ

′
5〉

2 Z2〈α2
1γ̄

′
6〉 Z2〈α2

1γ̄7〉

1 Z2〈α1γ̄
′2
3 〉

0 Z2〈γ′3〉 Z2〈γ′3γ4〉 Z2〈γ′3γ
′
5〉 Z2〈γ′9, γ̃

′
9+γ

′
3γ

′
6〉

3 5 6 7 8 9

q

p

d39,0

d36,2

Figure 17.3: E3-page of H̃p(K(Z2, 3),Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z2, 3)), p+q69.

As in §17.1.2 the map χ : ΣK(Z2, 3) → K(Z2, 4), uniquely defined up to
homotopy by the condition that χ∗(f ′

4) is the suspension of c̄′3, maps the sus-
pension of γ̄′6 to ϕ̄′

7 and the suspension of γ̄′3 to ϕ̄′
4 and hence identifies the

differential d36,2 in Figure 17.3 with d37,2 in Figure 15.12. It follows that d36,2 6= 0,
which leads to the E∞-page shown in Figure 17.4.

The extension problems are trivial in dimensions 7 6= n 6 8, while for n = 7
the group Ω̃Spin

7 (K(Z2, 3)) could be Z2
2 or Z4. This proves Table 3.6 forK(Z2, 3).

By Figure 17.4, the groups Ω̃Spin
n (K(Z2, 3)) for n = 3, 8 are isomorphic

to Z2〈γ′3〉 and Z2〈γ′3γ
′
5〉. By (17.6), these classes are dual to c̄′3 and c̄′3c̄

′
5 =

c̄′3 Sq
2(c̄′3), so Proposition 2.6 gives the isomorphisms (3.52) and (3.53).

We have already seen that (3.49) maps ρ 7→ 1 and that (3.51) maps υ 7→ 1.

17.3 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (SU(2))

As SU(2) ∼= S3, we can apply the suspension isomorphism of the generalized

homology theory to get Ω̃Spin
q (S3) ∼= ΩSpin

q−3 (∗) for all q. This proves Table
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1 Z2〈α1γ̄
′2
3 〉

0 Z2〈γ′3〉 Z2〈γ′3γ4〉 Z2〈γ′3γ
′
5〉

3 6 7 8

q

p

Figure 17.4: E∞-page of H̃p(K(Z2, 3),Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (K(Z2, 3)), p+q68.

3.6 for SU(2). Moreover, it is easy to see that (3.41) maps ρ 7→ 1 and (3.42)
maps ϑ1 7→ 1.

17.4 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (SU)

We will use the spectral sequence

H̃p(SU,Ω
Spin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (SU). (17.11)

Borel [8, Th. 8.2] shows that the cohomology H∗(SU,Z) is an exterior algebra
on generators bi of degree 2i − 1, i > 2, which are dual to homology classes
βi ∈ H2i−1(SU,Z) such that (i − 1)!βi corresponds under the Hurewicz ho-
momorphism to the generator λi : S2i−1 → SU of π2i−1(SU). The reduced
cohomology H̃n(SU,Z) for n 6 9 is therefore given by

n 0, 1, 2, 4, 6 3 5 7 8 9

H̃n(SU,Z) 0 Z〈b2〉 Z〈b3〉 Z〈b4〉 Z〈b2b3〉 Z〈b5〉
(17.12)

From the Universal Coefficient Theorem we obtain the homology, as follows.
Here bi · βi = 1 and β2β3 is the generator dual to b2b3 as in Notation 15.1 (we
make no use of the product on H∗(SU,Z)).

n 0, 1, 2, 4, 6 3 5 7 8 9

H̃n(SU,Z) 0 Z〈β2〉 Z〈β3〉 Z〈β4〉 Z〈β2β3〉 Z〈β5〉
(17.13)

The E2-page of the spectral sequence (17.11) is therefore as in Figure 17.5.
We have shown all non-zero terms H̃p(SU,Ω

Spin
q (∗)) with p + q 6 9 and all

possible non-zero differentials d2p,q in this range.
As before, the differentials d2p,0, d

2
p,1 are determined using Steenrod squares,

see Proposition 2.5. Borel [8, Th. 8.3] proves that

Sq2 : b̄2 7−→ b̄3, Sq2 : b̄3 7−→ 0, Sq2 : b̄4 7−→ b̄5,

so

d25,0 : β3 7−→ α1β̄2, d25,1 : α1β̄3 7−→ α2
1β̄2,

d27,0 = d27,1 = 0, d29,0 : β5 7−→ α1β̄4.
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4 Z〈α4β2〉 Z〈α4β3〉

2 Z2〈α2
1β̄2〉 Z2〈α2

1β̄3〉 Z2〈α2
1β̄4〉

1 Z2〈α1β̄2〉 Z2〈α1β̄3〉 Z2〈α1β̄4〉 Z2〈α1β̄2β̄3〉

0 Z〈β2〉 Z〈β3〉 Z〈β4〉 Z〈β2β3〉 Z〈β5〉

3 5 7 8 9

d25,1 d27,1

d25,0 d27,0 d29,0

q

p

Figure 17.5: E2-page of H̃p(SU,Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (SU), p+ q 6 9

4 Z〈α4β2〉

2 Z2〈α2
1β̄3〉

1

0 Z〈β2〉 Z〈2β3〉 Z〈β4〉 Z〈β2β3〉

3 5 7 8

d38,0d58,0

q

p

Figure 17.6: E3 = E∞-page of H̃p(SU,Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (SU), p+ q 6 8

From this we deduce the E3-page of (17.11) shown in Figure 17.6.
The only possible higher differentials are d38,0 and d58,0, which we claim are

both trivial. For this we compare (17.11) with the spectral sequence (17.3).
Let φ : SU → K(Z, 3) be the classifying map of the cohomology class b2 ∈
H3(SU,Z). Then φ∗(β2) = δ3 and φ∗(β3) = δ′5, and thus in Figures 17.6 and
17.1, in positions (3, 4), (5, 2), (8, 0) it maps α4β2 7→ α4δ3, α

2
1β̄3 7→ α2

1δ̄
′
5, and

β2β3 7→ δ3δ
′
5. But in Figure 17.1 we have shown that d38,0 = 0, and d58,0 = 0 is

trivial as it maps Z2 → Z. Thus in Figure 17.6 we must have d38,0 = d58,0 = 0,
so Figure 17.6 is also the E∞-page of the spectral sequence.

Figure 17.6 determines the groups Ω̃Spin
n (SU) for n 6 8 in Table 3.6, except

for n = 7 where we have a filtration. For n = 7 we use that ψ : SU → K(Z, 3)
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induces a morphism of filtrations

0
F3,7
∼= Z

F5,7
∼= Z

F7,7 = Ω̃Spin
7 (SU)

∼= Z2

0
F ′
3,7
∼= Z

F ′
5,7
∼= Z

F ′
7,7 = Ω̃Spin

7 (K(Z, 3)).
∼= Z

⊂

Z〈α4β2〉

∼=

⊂

Z2〈α
2
1β̄3〉

∼=

⊂

Z〈β4〉

ψ∗

⊂
Z〈α4δ3〉

⊂
Z2〈α

2
1 δ̄

′
5〉

⊂
Z2〈α1 δ̄

2
3〉⊕Z3〈δ7〉

Here the bottom line was computed in (17.5), and in particular we have
F ′
5,7
∼= Z, not F ′

5,7
∼= Z ⊕ Z2. As ψ∗ induces isomorphisms F3,7 = Z〈α4β2〉 →

F ′
3,7 = Z〈α4δ3〉 and F5,7/F3,7 = Z2〈α2

1β̄3〉 → F ′
5,7/F

′
3,7 = Z2〈α2

1δ̄
′
5〉, it follows

that F5,7
∼= Z, and hence Ω̃Spin

7 (SU) ∼= Z2.
Using Proposition 2.6, Figure 17.6 implies the explicit isomorphisms Ψn(SU)

for n = 3, 5, 8 which, by definition of β2, 2β3, β4, β2β3 can be written as (3.43),
(3.44), (3.46).

We have already seen that (3.41) maps ρ 7→ 1 in the SU(2)-case. Recall
that ς = [S5, φ] for the generator φ ∈ π5(SU). We have φ∗([S5]) = 2β3 un-
der the Hurewicz homomorphism, so (3.44) maps ς 7→ 1. For υ, recall that
H∗(SU(3),Z) = Z[b2, b3]/(b

2
2, b

2
3). For the inclusion φ : SU(3) → SU we have

φ∗(b2b3) = b2b3, and this class is Kronecker dual to the fundamental class of
SU(3), so (3.46) maps υ 7→ 1.

Finally, we explain how to get the explicit isomorphism (3.45). By the

spectral sequence, we have an isomorphism Ω̃Spin
7 (SU)/F5,7

∼=
−→ Z, [X,φ] 7→∫

X φ
∗(b4), which is the second component of (3.45). Observe that ϑ3 is mapped

to 1 under this isomorphism, hence determines a splitting Ω̃Spin
7 (SU) = F5,7 ⊕

Z〈ϑ3〉 with projection Ω̃Spin
7 (SU) → F5,7, [X,φ] 7→ [X,φ] −

∫
X
φ∗(b4) · ϑ3.

According to the diagram above, ψ : SU → K(Z, 3) induces a morphism

F5,7 → F ′
5,7 ⊂ Ω̃Spin

7 (K(Z, 3)) whose image has index 6, so (3.50) (divided

by −6) is an isomorphism F5,7 → Z, [X,φ] 7→ − 1
24

∫
X p1(TX)φ∗(b2), and the

image of [X,φ]−
∫
X φ

∗(b4)ϑ3 is − 1
24

∫
X p1(TX)φ∗(b2)+

1
6

∫
X φ

∗(b2), which gives
the second component of (3.45).

For ϑ1 we have φ∗(b2) = 1 ⊠ [S3], φ∗(b4) = 0 and p1(TX) = −48[K3]⊠ 1,
so (3.45) maps ϑ1 7→ 2 and hence ϑ1

2 7→ 1.

Finally, for ϑ3 = [CP3 × S1, φ] we have H∗(CP3 × S1,Z) = Z[u, s]/(u4, s2)
and one checks that p1(TX) = 4u2 ⊠ 1, φ∗(b2) = u⊠ s, and φ∗(b4) = u3 ⊠ s, so
(3.45) maps ϑ3 7→ (0, 1).

17.5 Computation of Ω̃Spin
n (Sp)

We use the spectral sequence

H̃p(Sp,Ω
Spin
q (∗)) =⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (Sp).
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Recall that H∗(Sp,Z) is an exterior Z-algebra on generators ai of degree 2i− 1.
Let θi ∈ H2i−1(Sp,Z) be the homology class dual to ai. The E2-page of the
spectral sequence is shown in Figure 17.7.

4 Z〈α4θ1〉

2 Z2〈α2
1θ̄1〉 Z2〈α2

1θ̄2〉

1 Z2〈α1θ̄1〉 Z2〈α1θ̄2〉

0 Z〈θ1〉 Z〈θ2〉

3 7

q

p

Figure 17.7: E2-page of H̃p(Sp,Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (Sp), p+ q 6 10.
This is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 9.

All differentials drp,q with p+ q 6 10, r > 2 vanish for degree reasons, so this
is also E∞-page for p+ q 6 9. All extension problems are trivial, which proves
Table 3.6 for Sp.

The isomorphism (3.47) follows from Figure 17.7 and Proposition 2.6, and
it clearly maps ρ 7→ 1. Observe that (3.48) defines a well-defined morphism

Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp)→ Z2. It clearly maps ϑ1 7→ (1, 0) as

∫
X
φ∗(a2) = 0.

Recall from the proof of Lemma 18.2 that H∗(X,Z) = Z[x, y]/(x2, y2),
φ∗(a1) = x, φ∗(a2) = xy, and p1(TX) = −4y. Therefore, (3.48) maps ϑ2 7→

(0,−1). As Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp) ∼= Z2 and (3.48) maps ϑ1, ϑ2 to a basis of Z2, we conclude

that (3.48) is an isomorphism.

17.6 Proof of Proposition 3.6

By unravelling the definitions, the composition of (3.55) with ξ̂Spinn−1 (BG) is
(3.57). The main content of Proposition 3.6 is how it maps the generators. We
explain how comparing (3.37) and (3.48) shows ϑ2 7→ ζ2− ζ′2 in detail; the other
cases are similar and will be left to the reader. Since q1, q2 ∈ H∗(BSp,Z) are
the transgressions of a1, a2 ∈ H

∗(Sp,Z), there is a commutative diagram

Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp) Z2

Ω̃Spin
8 (BSp) Z3.

(3.48)

(3.57)









1 0

0 1

0 1









(3.37)

Therefore, that ϑ1 7→ (1, 0), ϑ2 7→ (0, 1) in (3.48) implies that (3.57) maps
ϑ1 7→ ζ1, ϑ2 7→ ζ2− ζ′2, recalling that (3.37) maps ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 0,−1).
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It is obvious that ρ 7→ δ. By comparing (3.11) and (3.44), one finds ς 7→ ε.
Similarly, comparing (3.32) and (3.42) shows ϑ1 7→ ζ1, comparing (3.35) and
(3.45) shows ϑ1

2 7→
ζ1
2 , and comparing (3.35) and (3.45) shows ϑ3 7→ ζ3

Finally, we prove that Ω̃Spin
8 (SU)→ Ω̃Spin

9 (BSU) is surjective, which shows
υ 7→ α1ζ2. This is the most difficult part of the proof as there is no explicit
(cohomological) isomorphism Ω̃Spin

9 (BSU) ∼= Z2. Let C be the mapping cone of
the map χ : ΣSU → BSU from (3.54). Using the induced long exact sequence
of the mapping cone,

· · · Ω̃Spin
9 (ΣSU) Ω̃Spin

9 (BSU) Ω̃Spin
9 (C) · · · ,

χ∗ ∗

we see that it suffices to show Ω̃Spin
9 (C) = 0. To see this, we will use the Atiyah–

Hirzebruch spectral sequence, so we need to determine the ordinary homology
of C. From the analogous long exact sequence in ordinary homology

· · · Hn(ΣSU) Hn(BSU) Hn(C) · · ·
χ∗ ∗

one finds Hn(C,Z) = 0 for all 8 6= n < 10, H8(C,Z) ∼= Z, and H10(C,Z) ∼= Z2.
This leads to the E2-page for the spectral sequence shown in Figure 17.8. The
differential d210,0 is dual to Sq2 : H8(C,Z2) → H10(C,Z2). We claim that

d210,0 6= 0, which implies Ω̃Spin
9 (C) = 0, as claimed.

2 Z2

1 Z2 Z2
2

0 Z Z2

8 10

q

p

d210,0

Figure 17.8: E2-page of H̃p(C,Ω
Spin
q (∗))⇒ Ω̃Spin

p+q (C), p+ q 6 10.

The prove d210,0 6= 0, we calculate the Steenrod square using Lemma 15.4,
which we apply to K = BSU as follows. First, observe that χ : ΣΩK → K
as in the lemma can be identified with χ : ΣSU → BSU composed with the
suspension of the homotopy equivalence ΩBSU ≃ SU. Denote the suspension
isomorphism H̃n(X,Z2) → H̃n+1(ΣX,Z2) by a 7→ aσ. Using the long exact
sequence in cohomology

Hn(C,Z2) Hn(BSU,Z2) Hn(ΣSU,Z2) Hn+1(C,Z2)
∗ χ∗

δ

we find that H8(C,Z2) ∼= Z2 is generated by a class c with ∗(c) = c̄22 and
H10(C,Z2) ∼= Z2

2 has generators a, b where ∗(a) = c̄2c̄3 and b = δ((b̄2b̄3)
σ).
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Here χ∗(c̄2) = b̄σ2 , so ē = b̄2 in the notation of Lemma 15.4, thus

Sq2(c) = δ(Sq2(b̄2) ∪ b̄2)
σ = δ(b̄2b̄3)

σ = b

is non-zero.

17.7 Proofs of Theorem 3.5(b),(c)

We prove (b). To show that Ω̃Spin
7 (SU)→ Ω̃Spin

7 (K(Z, 3)) maps ϑ1

2 7→ −6ϑ2 and

ϑ3 7→ ϑ2, we use the isomorphism (3.50): we know that (3.45) maps ϑ1

2 7→ (1, 0),

so
∫
X φ

∗(b4) = 0 and
∫
X
p1(TX)φ∗(b2)

24 = −1. Since α = φ∗(b2), this means that

(3.50) evaluates to −6, proving ϑ1

2 7→ −6ϑ2. Similarly, (3.45) maps ϑ3 7→ (0, 1)

so
∫
X
φ∗(b4) = 1 and

∫
X
p1(TX)φ∗(b2)

24 = 1
6 and (3.50) evaluates to 1, so ϑ3 7→ ϑ2.

The proof that ϑ1 7→ −12ϑ2 follows similarly by comparing (3.42) and (3.50).
To show α1ζ2 7→ 0, consider the commutative diagram

Ω̃Spin
8 (Sp) = Z2〈α1ϑ2〉 Ω̃Spin

9 (BSp) = Z2〈α1ζ2, α1ζ
′
2〉

Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 3)) = Z2〈υ〉 Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z, 4)) = Z2〈α1ζ2〉,

(3.57)

(3.57)

∼=

where the groups are taken from Table 3.1 and Table 3.6. By Proposition 3.6,
(3.57) maps α1ϑ2 7→ α1ζ2 + α1ζ

′
2 and υ 7→ α1ζ2, so the bottom horizontal map

in the diagram is an isomorphism. The right vertical map sends α1ζ2 + α1ζ
′
2 to

α1ζ2 + α1(
ζ1
4 + ζ2 + 4ζ3) = α1

ζ1
4 = 0 by (3.7) and (3.8), hence α1ϑ2 7→ 0 also

under the left vertical map.
We prove (c). By Proposition 3.6 the morphism (3.57) maps ϑ1 7→ ζ1,

ϑ1

2 7→
ζ1
2 , ϑ3 7→ ζ3, and υ 7→ α1ζ2. In particular, we see from Table 3.4 and

Table 3.6 that Ω̃Spin
8 (SU)→ Ω̃Spin

9 (BSU) from (3.57) is an isomorphism. From

(3.8) we know α1
ζ1
2 = 0 and α1ζ3 = 0 in Ω̃Spin

9 (BSU) which therefore implies

α1
ϑ1

2 = 0 and α1ϑ3 = 0. Finally, α1ϑ1 = 0 as Ω̃Spin
8 (SU(2)) ∼= Ω̃5(∗) by the

suspension isomorphism and Table 2.2, as SU(2) ∼= S3.

18 Proof of Theorem 3.2

18.1 Computation of ΩSpin
n (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4))

From (2.20) for T = K(Z, 4) and the homotopy equivalence ΩK(Z, 4) ≃ K(Z, 3)
we obtain a spectral sequence

Hp(K(Z, 4), Ω̃Spin
q (K(Z, 3))) =⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)). (18.1)

Recall the groups Ω̃Spin
q (K(Z, 3)) from Table 3.6. This leads to the E2-page

of the spectral sequence (18.1) for p+ q 6 9 as shown in Figure 18.1.
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9 ?

8 Z2

7 Z

3 Z Z Z2

0 4 6

d66,3

q

p

Figure 18.1: E2-page of the spectral sequence Hp(K(Z, 4), Ω̃Spin
q (K(Z, 3)))⇒

ΩSpin
p+q (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)), p+ q 6 9. This is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 8.

The only possible higher differential in this region is d66,3. By construction,

η lifts to ΩSpin
8 (LMSO(4);MSO(4)) and by (3.7) we have η 7→ α1ζ2 under

the natural morphism Ω̃Spin
n (MSO(4)) → Ω̃Spin

n (K(Z, 4)). Hence the image

of η in ΩSpin
8 (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)) maps under ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z, 4)) to α1ζ2 6= 0, so

ΩSpin
8 (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)) 6= 0 which then forces d66,3 = 0. Therefore Figure 18.1

is also the E∞-page of (18.1) for p+ q 6 8. All extension problems in this range
are trivial, so Table 3.2 follows.

The class δ can clearly be lifted along ξ̂Spinn−1 (K(Z, 4)) and we have just seen
that α1ζ2 can be lifted, proving Table 3.3 for n 6= 8. For n = 8, observe the
following.

Lemma 18.1. The image of ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4)) has index at least two.

Proof. We use the isomorphism Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2 from (3.19). Classes in

ΩSpin
7 (LK(Z, 4);K(Z, 4)) are represented by pairs [X,α] of a compact spin 7-

manifold X and a cohomology class α ∈ H4(X × S1,Z). Under the Künneth
isomorphism, we can decompose α = β⊠ s+ γ⊠ 1 (here, s ∈ H1(S1,Z) denotes
the generator) and therefore

α ∪ α = β2 ⊠ s2 + 2β + 2βγ ⊠ s+ γ2 ⊠ 1 = 2βγ ⊠ s+ γ2 ⊠ 1, (18.2)

which integrates to 2
∫
X βγ over X × S1. Hence for classes in the image of

ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4)) the first component in (3.19) is even.

On the other hand, ζ3 can clearly be lifted along ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4)) and, ac-
cording to the following lemma, 2ζ2 can also be lifted so, conversely, the image
of ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4)) has index at most two. This proves Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z, 4)) =
Z〈2ζ2, ζ3〉 and completes the proof of Table 3.3 for K(Z, 4).

Lemma 18.2. The class 2ζ2 ∈ Ω̃Spin
8 (MU(2)) can be lifted along the map

ξ̂Spin7 (MU(2)) : ΩSpin
7 (LMU(2);MU(2)) −→ Ω̃Spin

8 (MU(2)).
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Proof. By Corollary 3.4 we can equivalent show that 2ζ2 ∈ Ω̃Spin
8 (BSU) lifts to

ΩSpin
7 (LBSU;BSU). We thus need to construct a compact spin 7-manifold X

and a principal SU(n)-bundle P → X×S1b which maps to (0, 2, 0) under (3.35).

The image of ϑ2 ∈ Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp) in Ω̃Spin

8 (BSp) under (3.57) is a mapping torus
principal Sp(2)-bundle P → X×S1, where X = (Sp(2)×Sp(1))/(Sp(1)×Sp(1))
is a compact spin 7-manifold. Observe that X is the total space of a 3-sphere
bundle over S4 = Sp(2)/(Sp(1)×Sp(1)). This bundle has a section, so the Gysin
sequence splits and yields H∗(X,Z) = Z[x, y]/(x2, y2) where x ∈ H3(X,Z)
is Poincaré dual to the section and where y ∈ H4(X,Z) is the pullback of
the generator of H4(S4,Z). For the map φ : X → Sp(2) one checks that
φ∗(a1) = x, φ∗(a2) = xy, and p1(TX) = −4y. Since q1, q2, . . . ∈ H∗(BSp,Z)
are the transgressions of a1, a2, . . . ∈ H∗(Sp,Z), this implies q1(P ) = x ⊠ s,
q2(P ) = xy ⊠ s, where s ∈ H1(S1,Z) is the generator. Let Q → X × S1 be
the pullback along the projection X × S1 → S4 of the standard SU(2)-bundle
over S4, so c2(Q) = y ⊠ 1. If we view P as a principal SU(4)-bundle with
c2n(P ) = (−1)nqn(P ), then the Whitney direct sum SU(6)-bundle P ⊕ Q →
X × S1 satisfies c2(P ⊕Q) = −x⊠ s+ y ⊠ 1 and c4(P ⊕Q) = 0. This implies
that (3.35) maps [X×S1, P⊕Q] to (0,−2, 0) so, after reversal of the orientation
on X , we have constructed a preimage of 2ζ2.

18.2 Computation of ΩSpin
n (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)); proof of (c)

The spectral sequence (2.20) for T = K(Z2, 4) and the homotopy equivalence
ΩK(Z2, 4) ≃ K(Z2, 3) yield a spectral sequence with

Hp(K(Z2, 4), Ω̃
Spin
q (K(Z2, 3))) =⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)). (18.3)

Recall the groups Ω̃Spin
q (K(Z2, 3)) from Table 3.6. Moreover, the homology

groups Hp(K(Z2, 4),Z2) are given in (15.19). For the spectral sequence (18.3),
this leads to the E2-page shown in Figure 18.2.

The obvious map K(Z, 4) → K(Z2, 4) induces a morphism of spectral se-
quences from (18.1) to (18.3). A comparison of (3.49) and (3.52) shows that

Ω̃Spin
3 (K(Z, 3)) → Ω̃Spin

3 (K(Z2, 3)) can be identified with the projection Z →

Z2. Similarly, a comparison of (3.51) and (3.53) shows that Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z, 3)) →

Ω̃Spin
8 (K(Z2, 3)) is an isomorphism. The map H6(K(Z, 4),Z) = Z2〈ε′6〉 →

H6(K(Z2, 4),Z2) = Z2〈ϕ′
6〉 is an isomorphism. The fact that d66,3 = 0 for

the spectral sequence (18.1) therefore implies d66,3 = 0 in Figure 18.2.

Recall that classes [X, ᾱ] in ΩSpin
n (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) are represented by

a compact spin n-manifold X and cohomology class ᾱ ∈ H4(X×S1,Z2), which
we can decompose as ᾱ = β̄ ⊠ s̄ + γ̄ ⊠ 1, where s̄ ∈ H1(S1,Z2) denotes the
generator. Consider the morphism

ΩSpin
8 (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) −→ Z2

2,

[X, ᾱ] 7−→
(∫

X
β̄ ∪ Sq2(β̄),

∫
X
Sq1(β̄) ∪ γ̄

)
.

(18.4)

The following two examples prove the surjectivity of (18.4):
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9 ?

8 Z2

7 Z2 or Z4

3 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2

0 4 5 6

d66,3

d55,3

q

p

Figure 18.2: The E2-page of the spectral sequence
Hp(K(Z2, 4), Ω̃

Spin
q (K(Z2, 3))) ⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)), p+ q 6 9. We
will show d66,3 = 0 and d55,3 = 0, so this is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 8.

• The Lie group X = SU(3) is a compact spin 8-manifold with cohomology
H∗(SU(3),Z2) = Z2[b̄2, b̄3]/(b̄

2
2, b̄

2
3), where b̄2, b̄3 have degrees 3 and 5. We

have Sq1(b̄2) = 0 and Sq2(b̄2) = b̄3. Letting β̄ = b̄2, γ̄ = 0, we see that
(18.4) maps [X, ᾱ] 7→ (1, 0).

• X = RP7 × S1b is a compact spin 8-manifold with cohomology H∗(RP7 ×
S1,Z2) = Z2[t̄, s̄]/(t̄

8, s̄2). We have Sq1(t̄3) = t̄4, Sq2(t̄3) = t̄5. Letting
β̄ = t̄3 ⊗ 1, γ̄ = t̄3 ⊗ s̄, we see that (18.4) maps [X, ᾱ] 7→ (0, 1).

The fact that (18.4) is surjective implies that

d55,3 = 0, ΩSpin
8 (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) ∼= Z2

2. (18.5)

The image of the second example under ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z2, 4)) is zero: RP7×S1b×S
1
b

with the class ᾱ = (t̄3⊗ 1)⊗ s̄+(t̄3⊗ s̄)⊗ 1 = t̄3⊗ (s̄⊗ 1+ 1⊗ s̄) is nullbordant
because there is a spin diffeomorphism (the change of coordinates (x, y) 7→
(x+y, x) of the torus S1b×S

1
b) that takes this example to [RP7×S1b×S

1
b, t̄

3×s̄×1],
which bounds the spin 8-manifold RP7 × S1b ×D

2 with class t̄3 × s̄× 1.
Since the second example, [X, ᾱ] with RP7 × S1b, maps to (0, 1) under the

isomorphism (18.4) and ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z2, 4)) : Ω
Spin
8 (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) ∼= Z2

2 →

Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)) ∼= Z2 is non-trivial, it must be the projection onto the first

component of the isomorphism (18.4). This proves Theorem 3.2(c) for K(Z2, 4).

Since Ω̃Spin
9 (K(Z, 4)) → Ω̃Spin

9 (K(Z2, 4)) is an isomorphism by Table 3.1, the

same description holds also for ξ̂Spin8 (K(Z, 4)).

Figure 18.2 and (18.5) imply Table 3.2: The image of ξ̂Spinn−1 (K(Z2, 4)) is

at least as large as the image of ξ̂Spinn−1 (K(Z, 4)), which verifies Table 3.3 ex-

cept for the case n = 8, where Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4)) contains at least the sub-
group Z2〈2ζ2〉 ⊂ Z4〈ζ2〉 of index two. On the other hand, the image is a
subgroup of index at least two. To see this, recall that the Pontrjagin square

165



defines an isomorphism ΩSpin
8 (K(Z2, 4)) ∼= Z4, [Y, ᾱ] 7→

∫
Y
P(ᾱ). If [X, ᾱ] ∈

ΩSpin
7 (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)), where ᾱ = β̄⊗ s̄+ γ̄⊗ 1, then by Definition 2.11(c)

we have
∫
X×S1 P(ᾱ) mod 2 =

∫
X×S1 ᾱ ∪ ᾱ which by (18.2) integrates to 0 over

X ×S1. In other words, every element in Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4)) has
∫
Y P(ᾱ) ∈ Z4

even. This completes the verification of Table 3.3.

18.3 Computation of ΩSpin
n (LMSU(2);MSU(2))

There is a spectral sequence

Hp

(
MSU(2), Ω̃Spin

q (ΩMSU(2))
)
=⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LMSU(2);MSU(2)), (18.6)

so we determine Ω̃Spin
q (ΩMSU(2)) first. By Theorem 3.3, there is a homotopy

equivalence ΩMSU(2) ≃ ΩBSU(2) ≃ SU(2) ∼= S3, so Ω̃Spin
q (ΩMSU(2)) ∼=

Ω̃Spin
q (S3) ∼= ΩSpin

q−3 (∗) for all q. This yields the E2-page of the spectral sequence
(18.6) shown in Figure 18.3. All differentials drp,q with p+ q 6 9, r > 2 vanish,
for degree reasons. Thus the E2-page is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 8. All the
extension problems are trivial and so we obtain Table 3.2 for MSU(2).

7 Z

5 Z2 Z2〈τ̄ 〉

4 Z2 Z2〈τ̄ 〉

3 Z Z〈τ〉

0 4

q

p

Figure 18.3: E2 = E∞-page of Hp(MSU(2), Ω̃Spin
q (SU(2)))⇒

ΩSpin
p+q (LMSU(2);MSU(2)), p+ q 6 9

Since δ to ΩSpin
3 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)), the map ξ̂Spinn−1 (MSU(2)) is clearly

surjective for n = 4, 5, 6. Moreover, the image of ξ̂Spin7 (MSU(2)) has index two:

Indeed, an element of ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) is represented by a pair [X,M ]

where X is a compact spin 7-manifold and M is a 4-dimensional submanifold
M ⊂ X ×S1 with an SU(2)-structure on its normal bundle. By (3.24), we have∫
M c2(νM ) =

∫
X α ∪ α where α ∈ H4(M × S1,Z) is Poincaré dual to [M ]. The

calculation (18.2) shows that
∫
M
c2(νM ) is always even. The isomorphism (3.10)

now proves that ξ̂Spin7 (MSU(2)) has index at least two. Obviously, ζ1 can be

lifted to ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) and, according to the following lemma, 2ζ2

can also be lifted. This proves Table 3.3 for the case MSU(2).
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Lemma 18.3. We can lift 2ζ2 ∈ Ω̃Spin
8 (MSU(2)) along ξ̂Spin7 (MSU(2)).

Proof. Lemma 18.2 shows that 2ζ2 can be lifted to ΩSpin
7 (LMU(2);MU(2)),

which we improve here to ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)). Unfortunately, we do

not know an explicit construction of the lift, so we give an abstract argument.
The inclusion SU(2) → U(2) induces a map ψ : MSU(2) → MU(2), which

leads to a commutative diagram

ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) ΩSpin

8 (MSU(2)) = Z〈ζ1, ζ2〉

ΩSpin
7 (LMU(2);MU(2)) ΩSpin

8 (MU(2)) = Z〈 ζ12 , ζ2, ζ3〉.

ξ̂Spin
7 (MSU(2))

(Lψ)∗ ψ∗

ξ̂Spin
7 (MU(2))

The map ψ also induces a morphism between the spectral sequences (18.6)
and (18.7) below so, in particular, a morphism between the E∞-pages of these
spectral sequences, which are shown in Figure 18.3 and Figure 18.4 below. These
imply that the following extension problems are mapped onto each other:

0 F1 = Z〈ζ1〉 ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) Z 0

0 F ′
1 = Z〈 ζ12 , ζ3〉 ΩSpin

7 (LMU(2);MU(2)) Z 0.

(Ωψ)∗ (Lψ)∗ ∼=

Hence ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) and ΩSpin

7 (LMU(2);MU(2)) are the exten-
sions obtained from F1 and F ′

1, respectively, by adjoining one generator τ ,

which can chosen in ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)). Since 2ζ2 is in the image

of ξ̂Spin7 (MU(2)) and since ξ̂Spin7 (MU(2)) maps F ′
1 to the complement of ζ2,

by the commutative diagram it must be that ξ̂Spin7 (MU(2))(τ) ∈ 2ζ2 + Z〈ζ1〉,

hence ξ̂Spin7 (MSU(2))(τ) ∈ 2ζ2 + Z〈ζ1〉. Since ζ1 can obviously be lifted along

ξ̂Spin7 (MSU(2)), we conclude 2ζ2 can also be lifted along ξ̂Spin7 (MSU(2)).

18.4 Computation of ΩSpin
n (LMU(2);MU(2))

There is a spectral sequence

Hp

(
MU(2), Ω̃Spin

q (ΩMU(2))
)
=⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LMU(2);MU(2)), (18.7)

so we determine Ω̃Spin
q (ΩMU(2)) first. By Theorem 3.3 there is a 9-connected

map ΩMU(2)→ ΩBSU ≃ SU, so Ω̃Spin
q (ΩMSU(2)) ∼= Ω̃Spin

q (SU) for q 6 9.
By using Table 3.6 we obtain the E2-page of the spectral sequence (18.7) for

p+ q 6 9 as shown in Figure 18.4.
The only possible higher differentials in this region are d44,5, d

6
6,3. We claim

that these vanish, so the E2-page is also the E∞-page for p+q 6 8. All extension
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8 Z〈1〉

7 Z2〈1〉

5 Z〈1〉 Z〈τ〉

3 Z〈1〉 Z〈τ〉 Z〈γT1 〉

0 4 6

d44,5

d66,3

q

p

Figure 18.4: E2 = E∞-page of Hp

(
MU(2), Ω̃Spin

q (ΩMU(2))
)

⇒ ΩSpin
p+q (LMU(2);MU(2)), p+ q 6 9

problems are trivial, which proves Table 3.2 for the caseMU(2). It only remains
to prove that d44,5, d

6
6,3 both vanish. It suffices to show

ΩSpin
8 (LMU(2);MU(2))⊗ Q ∼= ΩSpin

8 (LBSU;BSU)⊗ Q ∼= Q,

where the first isomorphism is by Theorem 3.3.
Recall from Dold [35] that over the rational numbers we have a Chern–Dold

character isomorphism of homology theories

ΩSpin
n (X ;A)⊗ Q ∼= Hn(X ;A,Q[t]) =

⊕
i>0

Hn−4i(X ;A,Q),

where
⊕

n∈N
ΩSpin
n (∗) ⊗ Q = Q[t] is a polynomial ring with a variable t of

degree 4, namely t = α4 ⊗ 1 ∈ ΩSpin
4 (∗) ⊗ Q. In particular, the Chern–Dold

character induces a morphism of spectral sequences and we can equivalently
show H8(LBSU;BSU,Q[t]) ∼= Q.

Lemma 18.4. Let (X,µ, e) be an H-space structure. Then X × ΩX is weakly
homotopy equivalent to the free loop space LX. Hence by the Künneth Theorem,

H∗(LX ;X,Q) ∼= H∗(X,Q)⊗ H̃∗(ΩX,Q).

Proof. There is a commutative diagram

ΩX ΩX

X × ΩX LX

X X

idΩX

ι2

π1

ζ

ev1

idX
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where ζ(x, γ) for x ∈ X , γ ∈ ΩX is defined (using the H-space structure) to
be the (possible unbased) loop t 7→ µ(x, γ(t)). The columns of this diagram are
fibrations and hence induce a pair of long exact sequences of homotopy groups

· · · πn(ΩX) πn(X × ΩX) πn(X) · · ·

· · · πn(ΩX) πn(LX) πn(X) · · · ,

idπn(ΩX) ζ∗ idπn(X)

so πn(ζ) : πn(X × ΩX)→ πn(LX) is an isomorphism by the 5-lemma.

By applying Lemma 18.4 to X = BSU and ΩX ≃ SU, we find

H∗(LBSU;BSU,Q[t]) ∼= H∗(BSU,Q)⊗ H̃∗(SU,Q)⊗ Q[t],

where H̃∗(SU,Q) consists of polynomials P (b2, b3, · · · ) with zero constant term.
Hence H8(LBSU;BSU,Q[t]) = Q〈b2b3〉 is non-zero, as claimed.

18.5 Computation of ΩSpin
n (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4))

There is a spectral sequence

Hp

(
MSpin(4), Ω̃Spin

q (ΩMSpin(4))
)
=⇒ ΩSpin

p+q (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)), (18.8)

so we determine Ω̃Spin
q (ΩMSpin(4)) first. By Theorem 3.3 there is an 11-

connected map ΩMSpin(4) → ΩBSp ≃ Sp, so Ω̃Spin
q (ΩMSU(2)) ∼= Ω̃Spin

q (Sp)
for q 6 11. These groups were determined in Table 3.6. This leads to the
E2-page for p+ q 6 9 shown in Figure 18.5.

All differentials drp,q with p+q 6 9, r > 2 vanish, so this is also the E∞-page
for p + q 6 8. Clearly the extensions problems are all trivial for p + q 6 7. To
see that the extension problem is also trivial for p+ q = 8, we argue as follows.
From the filtration (the first column in Figure 18.5 corresponds to the inclusion
of the fibre ΩMSpin(4) ≃11 Sp) and the E∞-page we obtain a commutative
diagram with exact rows:

0 Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp) ΩSpin

7 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)) Z〈ρ〉 0

0 Ω̃Spin
8 (Sp) ΩSpin

8 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)) Z2〈α1ρ〉 0

α1 α1 mod 2

The left vertical map is surjective by Table 3.6 and the right vertical map is also
surjective, so the four lemma implies that the middle vertical map is also surjec-
tive. Since 2α1 = 0, every element in the image has order two, which contradicts
ΩSpin

8 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)) = Z4. Hence ΩSpin
8 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)) =

Z2
2, completing the proof of Table 3.2.
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9 Z2〈α
2
1ϑ2〉

8 Z2〈α1ϑ2〉

7 Z〈ϑ1, ϑ2〉

5 Z2〈α2
1ρ〉 Z2〈α2

1ρ〉

4 Z2〈α1ρ〉 Z2〈α1ρ〉

3 Z〈ρ〉 Z〈ρ〉

0 4

q

p

Figure 18.5: E2-page of H̃p(MSpin(4),ΩSpin
q (ΩMSpin(4))) ⇒

Ω̃Spin
p+q (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)), p+ q 6 9.
This is also the E∞-page for p+ q 6 9.

18.6 Proof of Theorem 3.2(b)

In this section, we show that the image of the map

ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) : ΩSpin
n−1 (LT ;T ) −→ Ω̃Spin

n (T )

defined in (2.7) is given by Table 3.3, for the various spaces T .

Lemma 18.5. For n = 8 and each T =MSU(2), MU(2), MSpin(4), MSO(4),

K(Z, 4), and K(Z2, 4), the class ζ2 ∈ Ω̃Spin
8 (T ) is not in the image of ξ̂Spin7 (T ).

Proof. Consider the case T = K(Z2, 4). Elements in Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4)) have
the form [X×S1b , ᾱ] for a compact spin 7-manifold X and ᾱ ∈ H4(X ×S1,Z2).
If we decompose ᾱ = β̄ ⊠ [S1] + γ̄ ⊠ 1 using the Künneth isomorphism, we
find

∫
X×S1 ᾱ ∪ ᾱ = 2

∫
X
β̄ ∪ γ̄ = 0. In particular, the mod 2 reduction of the

Pontrjagin square
∫
X×S1 P(ᾱ) mod 2 =

∫
X×S1 ᾱ ∪ ᾱ vanishes, see Definition

2.11(c), so the isomorphism (3.21) implies that ζ2 /∈ Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4)).
Each T as in the statement of the lemma has a morphism T → K(Z2, 4),

which determines a commutative diagram

ΩSpin
7 (LT, T ) Ω̃Spin

8 (T )

ΩSpin
7 (LK(Z2, 4);K(Z2, 4)) Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z2, 4)).

ξ̂Spin
7 (T )

ξ̂Spin
7 (K(Z2,4))
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According to Table 3.1, the right vertical morphism maps ζ2 to itself, hence
ζ2 /∈ Im ξ̂Spin7 (K(Z2, 4)) implies ζ2 /∈ Im ξ̂Spin7 (T ).

Next, we show that the groups listed in Table 3.3 are all contained in the
image of ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) using the following lemma.

Lemma 18.6. The following elements have natural lifts along ξ̂Spinn−1 .

(a) δ to ΩSpin
3 (LM{1}) and ε to ΩSpin

5 (LMU(2);MU(2));

(b) ζ1 to ΩSpin
7 (LM{1};M{1}), ζ1

2 to ΩSpin
7 (LMU(2);MU(2)), and ζ1

4 to

ΩSpin
7 (LMSO(4);MU(4));

(c) 2ζ2 to ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2));

(d) ζ2 ± ζ′2 to ΩSpin
7 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4));

(e) ζ3 to ΩSpin
7 (LMU(2);MU(2));

(f) α1ζ2 to ΩSpin
8 (LMU(2);MU(2));

(g) η to ΩSpin
8 (LMSO(4);MSO(4)).

Proof. All elements of the form [X × S1b ,M ] are in the image of ξ̂Spinn−1 , so the
claim is obvious apart from the cases (c), (d), and (f). Part (c) was already
proved in Lemma 18.3. To prove (d), note that according to (3.58) the compo-
sition

Ω̃Spin
7 (Sp)

ΩSpin
7 (LBSp;BSp) ∼=

ΩSpin
7 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4))

ΩSpin
8 (MSpin(4)).

(3.55) ξ̂Spin

n−1 (MSpin(4))

maps ϑ2 7→ ζ2− ζ′2. By (c), we can lift 2ζ2 to ΩSpin
7 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)), which

maps to ΩSpin
7 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)), and therefore 2ζ2 − (ζ2 − ζ′2) = ζ2 + ζ′2

can also be lifted. Part (f) follows from (3.58) as υ 7→ α1ζ2.

We now complete the proof of Theorem 3.2(b) and verify Table 3.3. In view
of Table 3.1, Lemma 18.6(a) shows that (2.7) is surjective for all n 6 7 and
all T .

If n = 8, then Lemma 18.5 implies the image of ξ̂Spin7 (T ) is a subgroup of
index at least two. Moreover, by Lemma 18.6(b)–(e) the subgroups listed in

Table 3.3 are all contained in the image of ξ̂Spin7 (T ) and are clearly subgroups
of index two, so must be the entire image. This proves Theorem 3.2(b) for n = 8
and all T .

Let n = 9. Lemma 18.6(f) implies α1ζ2 ∈ Im ξ̂Spin8 (T ) for T = MU(2),

MSO(4),K(Z, 4),K(Z2, 4), and then Table 3.1 shows that Im ξ̂Spin8 (T ) is sur-

jective in these cases. Moreover, Lemma 18.6(g) implies η ∈ Im ξ̂Spin8 (MSO(4))

and, the image of ξ̂Spinn−1 (T ) being closed under multiplication by α1, Lemma

18.6(b) implies α1
ζ1
4 ∈ Im ξ̂Spin8 (MSO(4)). Hence ξ̂Spin8 (MSO(4)) is surjective

by Table 3.1.
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It remains to prove Table 3.3 for T =MSU(2) and T =MSpin(4). Consider
the commutative diagram induced by ψ :MSU(2)→MU(2),

ΩSpin
8 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) Ω̃Spin

9 (MSU(2))

ΩSpin
8 (LMU(2);MU(2)) Ω̃Spin

9 (MU(2)).

ξ̂Spin
8 (MSU(2))

(Lψ)∗ ψ∗

ξ̂Spin
8 (MU(2))

According to Theorem 3.2(a) we have ΩSpin
8 (LMSU(2);MSU(2)) ∼= Z2 and

ΩSpin
8 (LMU(2);MU(2)) ∼= Z, so the left vertical morphism (Lψ)∗ in the dia-

gram vanishes. By the commutativity of the diagram, ψ∗(Im ξ̂Spin8 (MSU(2))) =

Im(ξ̂Spin8 (MU(2) ◦ (Lψ)∗) = 0. The right vertical map ψ∗ in the diagram is an

isomorphism by Table 3.1, hence Im ξ̂Spin8 (MSU(2)) = 0.

For T = MSpin(4), note in §18.5 that α1 : ΩSpin
8 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4))

→ ΩSpin
9 (LMSpin(4);MSpin(4)) is surjective. We know Im ξ̂Spin7 (MSpin(4)) =

Z〈ζ1, ζ2 − ζ′2, ζ2 + ζ′2〉 and have α1ζ1 = 0 by (3.8), hence Im ξ̂Spin8 (MSpin(4)) =

α1 Im ξ̂Spin7 (MSpin(4)) = Z2〈α1(ζ2 + ζ′2)〉.

19 Proofs of theorems in §9–§11

19.1 Proof of Theorem 9.6

For (a), let X be a compact n-manifold with a B-structure. By Definition 9.2,
O is orientable for X if and only if there exists a natural isomorphism ηX in the
diagram

✗✗✗✗�� ηX

BordBn (BG)
O

++❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱❱

❱❱

BordX(BG)

ΠB

X
33❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢

1 ++❳❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳
A//B

F
0//B

A//B
ss❣❣❣❣❣

❣❣❣❣❣
❣❣❣❣

0//B.

As B is abelian, the existence of ηX is equivalent to the commuting of the
diagram for each object P in BordX(BG):

AutBordB
n (BG)(X,P )

O

++❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲❲

AutBordX (BG)(P )

ΠB

X,P 22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡

0 ,,❨❨❨❨❨❨
❨❨❨❨❨❨❨

❨❨❨❨❨
B

idBss❢❢❢❢❢
❢❢❢❢❢

❢❢❢❢❢
❢❢❢❢❢

B.

(19.1)
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We extend (19.1) to the diagram:

ΩB

n (LBG;BG)
ξ̂Bn (BG) // ΩB

n+1(BG)

(4.5) ∼=��
(4.4)

∼= ++❲❲❲❲
❲❲❲❲❲

❲❲❲❲❲
❲❲

ΩB

n (LBG)

ΠB

n (BG)
OO

ξBn (BG)
22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡
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❣❣❣❣❣
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B.

(19.2)

Here the top left triangle commutes by (2.7), the top left parallelogram com-
mutes by (4.15), the top right triangle commutes by (4.6), and the bottom right
triangle commutes as O is a monoidal functor.

We know that all of (19.2) commutes except possibly the bottom parallel-
ogram. The route clockwise round the outside of (19.2) from ΩB

n (LBG) to B

appears in (9.3) as a route from ΩB

n (LBG) to B. If ΞB,G
n,O ≡ 0 then the com-

position of this route in (9.3) is 0, since (9.3) commutes. Thus the outside of
(19.2) commutes. This forces the bottom parallelogram of (19.2) to commute,
so O is orientable for X . This proves the ‘if’ part of (a).

For the ‘only if’, suppose O is orientable for every compact n-manifold X
with B-structure. Any element ω̃ of ΩB

n (LBG;BG) can be lifted through
ΠB

n (BG) to some ω ∈ ΩB

n (LBG), and we may then choose an object (X, Q̄)
in BordBn (LBG) whose class in π0(BordBn (LBG)) is identified with ω under
(4.11). Then Q̄ → X × S1 is a principal G-bundle. Define P → X by
P = Q̄|X×{0}. Define Q → X × [0, 1] to be the pullback of Q̄ → X × S1

by idX ×π, where π : [0, 1]→ S1 = R/Z = [0, 1]/(0∼1) is the projection. Then
Q|X×{0} = Q|X×{1} = P , so [Q] : P → P is a morphism in BordX(BG), that
is, [Q] ∈ AutBordX (BG)(P ). The definition of χB

P in Proposition 4.8 implies that
χB

P ([Q]) = ω.
Since O is orientable for X , (19.2) commutes. So comparing the two routes

round the outside of (19.2) from [Q] ∈ AutBordX(BG)(P ) and using χB

P ([Q]) = ω
shows that the route clockwise round the outside of (19.2) from ω ∈ ΩB

n (LBG)

to B is 0. Hence in (9.3) we see that ΞB,G
n,O ◦ Π

B

n (BG)(ω) = ΞB,G
n,O (ω̃) = 0. As

this holds for all ω̃ ∈ ΩB

n (LBG;BG), this proves that ΞB,G
n,O ≡ 0, completing (a).

Part (b) follows by a minor modification of the argument above: if X is

fixed, O is orientable for X if and only if ΞB,G
n,O is zero on every element of

ΩB

n (LBG;BG) of the form [X,Q], for this fixed X , where Q→ X × S1 relates
to P in (19.1) by P = Q|X×{0} for 0 ∈ S1 = [0, 1]/(0 ∼ 1). The analogues
(i)–(iii) are proved in a very similar way.

19.2 Proof of Theorem 10.4

Definition 19.1. We will define a new bordism category B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)),

and show that it is equivalent to Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) in Definition 6.1.
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(a) Objects of B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) are triples (X,N, [N ]fund) for X an ori-

ented, spin 7-manifold and N ⊂ X a compact, oriented 3-submanifold,
and [N ]fund ∈ C3(X,Z) a choice of fundamental cycle for N in homology.

(b) Morphisms [Y,C] : (X0, N0, [N0]fund)→ (X1, N1, [N1]fund) are equivalence
classes of pairs (Y,M), see (c), where Y is a compact, oriented, spin 8-
manifold with boundary ∂Y = −X0 ∐ X1 in oriented spin 7-manifolds,
and C ∈ C4(Y,Z) is a 4-chain on Y such that ∂C = −[N0]fund + [N1]fund.

(c) In the situation of (b), two choices (Y0, C0) and (Y1, C1) are equivalent if
there exists a pair (Z,D), where Z is a compact, oriented, spin 9-manifold
with corners with an oriented, spin diffeomorphism

∂Z ∼= (−X0 × [0, 1])∐ (X1 × [0, 1])∐ (−Y0 × {0})∐ (Y1 × {1}),

and D ∈ C5(Z,Z) is a 5-chain on Z with

∂D = −[N0]fund ⊠ [0, 1]fund + [N1]fund ⊠ [0, 1]fund − C0 + C1.

(d) If [Y,C] : (X0, N0, [N0]fund) → (X1, N1, [N1]fund) and [Ŷ , Ĉ] : (X1, N1,
[N1]fund)→ (X2, N2, [N2]fund) are morphisms, the composition is

[Ŷ , Ĉ] ◦ [Y,C] =
[
Ŷ ∐X1 Y, Ĉ + C

]
.

That is, we glue Y, Ŷ along their common boundary component X1 to
make an oriented spin 8-manifold Ŷ ∐X1 Y , and we add the 4-chains Ĉ, C.
Composition is associative.

(e) Identities are id(X,N,[N ]fund) =
[
X × [0, 1], [N ]fund ⊠ [0, 1]fund

]
.

(f) The monoidal structure on B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) is defined as

(X,N, [N ]fund)⊗ (X̂, N̂ , [N̂ ]fund) = (X ∐ X̂,N ∐ N̂ , [N ]fund + [N̂ ]fund)

on objects, and [Y,C]⊗ [Ŷ , Ĉ] = [Y ∐ Ŷ , C + Ĉ] on morphisms.

(g) The unit object in B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) is 1 = (∅, ∅, 0).

(h) For a pair of objects, the symmetry isomorphism is

σX0,X1 = [Y,C] : (X0, N0, [N0]fund)⊗ (X1, N1, [N1]fund)

−→ (X1, N1, [N1]fund)⊗ (X0, N0, [N0]fund)

where Y = (X0 ∐ X1) × [0, 1] and C = [N0]fund ⊠ [0, 1]fund + [N1]fund ⊠
[0, 1]fund, taking the boundary diffeomorphisms to be the obvious identi-
fications (X0 ∐ X1) × {0} ∼= X0 ∐ X1 and (X0 ∐ X1) × {1} ∼= X1 ∐ X0,
swapping round factors at 1 ∈ ∂[0, 1].

Next, we define an orientation functor H̃Z
7 : B̃ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))→ 0//Z2. For

each object (X,N, [N ]fund) in B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) with N 6= ∅, define

H̃
Z

7 (X,N, [N ]fund) =
{
F :

{
nonvanishing sections s of νN → N

}
→ {±1}

such that F (s) = (−1)d(s,s
′)F (s′) for all s, s′

}
, (19.3)
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where d(s, s′) is as in (10.1). Let s0 be a nonvanishing section of νN → N , and
define a function F0 as in (19.3) by F0(s) = (−1)d(s,s0). Then from (10.2) we
see that H̃Z

7 (X,N) = {F0,−F0}, so H̃Z
7 (X,N) is a Z2-torsor under the Z2 action

of multiplying functions F by {±1}. When N = ∅ we define H̃Z
7 (X, ∅) = {±1}.

Now let [Y,C] : (X0, N0, [N0]fund) → (X1, N1, [N1]fund) be a morphism in

B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)). We will define an isomorphism of Z2-torsors

H̃
Z

7 ([Y,C]) : H̃
Z

7 (X0, N0, [N0]fund) −→ H̃
Z

7 (X1, N1, [N1]fund). (19.4)

Let F ∈ H̃Z
7 (X0, N0, [N0]fund). Define

H̃
Z

7 ([Y,C])(F ) :
{
nonvanishing sections s1 of νN1 → N1

}
−→ {±1}

as follows: choose a representative (Y,C) for [Y,C]. Choose a nonvanishing
section s0 of νN0 → N0. Choose a vector field v on Y which is tangent to
∂Y = X0 ∐ X1 at ∂Y , and which on N0 ⊂ X0 projects to the section s0 of
νN0 , and on N1 ⊂ X1 projects to the section s1 of νN1 . Define C′ ∈ C4(Y,Z)
by C′ = exp(ǫv)(C) for ǫ > 0 small. That is, we move C a small distance in
direction of v. As s0, s1 are nonvanishing, exp(ǫv)(Ni) is disjoint from Ni in
Xi ⊂ ∂Y for i = 0, 1. Hence ∂C and C′ have disjoint support, and C and
∂C′ have disjoint support. Therefore we can define the homological intersection
C • C′ ∈ Z on the oriented 8-manifold Y , generalizing the intersection product
• : H4(Y,Z)×H4(Y,Z)→ Z. Now define

H̃
Z

7 ([Y,C])(F ) : s1 7−→ F (s0) · (−1)
C•C′

. (19.5)

This also makes sense if N0 = ∅ or N1 = ∅, when we replace F (si) by F ∈ {±1}.
One can show that if we replace s0 by ŝ0, giving Ĉ

′ instead of C′, then C •
Ĉ′ = d(ŝ0, s0)+C •C′. As F (ŝ0) = (−1)d(ŝ0,s0)F (s0), we see H̃Z

7 ([Y,C])(F )(s1)
is independent of the choice of s0. Similarly, if we replace s1 by s̃1, giving
C̃′ instead of C′, then C • C̃′ = C • C′ + d(s1, s̃1), so H̃Z

7 ([Y,C])(F )(s1) =
(−1)d(s1,s̃1)F (s̃1), and H̃Z

7 ([Y,C]) does map as in (19.4). It is also straightfor-
ward to show using (c) above that H̃Z

7 ([Y,C]) is independent of the representative
(Y,C). Hence H̃Z

7 ([Y,C]) is well defined.
It is now easy to show that H̃Z

7 is compatible with composition, and so is
a functor. We define a monoidal structure on H̃Z

7 by, for all (X0, N0, [N0]fund),

(X1, N1, [N1]fund) in B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)), as in (A.2) we define isomorphisms in

0//Z2 by

φX0,X1 : H̃Z

7 (X0, N0, [N0]fund)⊗Z2 H̃
Z

7 (X1, N1, [N1]fund)

−→ H
Z

7 (Z0 ∐X1, N0 ∐N1, [N0]fund + [N1]fund),

φX0,X1 : F0 ⊗Z2 F1 7−→
(
s0 ∐ s1 7−→ F0(s0) · F1(s1)

)
,

and we define φ1 : 10//Z2
= Z2 → H̃Z

7 (∅, ∅, 0) = {±1} to be the usual iso-
morphism n 7→ (−1)n. The φX0,X1 commute with symmetric structures, so

H̃Z
7 : B̃ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))→ 0//Z2 is a symmetric monoidal functor.
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Proposition 19.2. There is an equivalence of Picard groupoids

Φ : Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

≃
−→ B̃ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)). (19.6)

and a monoidal natural isomorphism η : H̃Z
7 ◦ Φ⇒ HZ

7 .

Proof. By Poincaré duality, if X is a compact oriented n-manifold without
boundary we have canonical isomorphisms H4(X,Z) ∼= Hn−4(X,Z), and if X
has boundary then H4(X,Z) ∼= Hn−4(X, ∂X,Z). In fact, we can use complexes
(Cn−∗(X,Z), ∂) rather than (C∗(X,Z), d) to compute cohomology.

SinceBord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) in Definition 6.1 does not depend, up to equivalence

of categories, on the cochain model (C∗(−,Z), d) used to define cohomology of

manifolds, we can define a variant B̂ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) of Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) in

Definition 6.1 in which we replace 4-cochains C ∈ H4(X,Z) for an n-manifold
X by (n − 4)-chains C′ ∈ Hn−4(X,Z), and this will give an equivalent Picard

groupoid B̂ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) ≃ Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)).

Next observe that there is an obvious forgetful functor B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))→

B̂ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) mapping (X,N, [N ]fund) 7→(X, [N ]fund) on objects and [Y,C]

7→ [Y,C] on morphisms. As the definitions of morphisms in the two cate-

gories are the same, this is an equivalence of B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) with a sub-

category of B̂ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)). An object (X,B) in B̂ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)), so that

B ∈ C3(X,Z) with ∂B = 0, lies in the essential image of B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))

if [B] = [N ] ∈ H3(X,Z) for some compact, oriented, embedded submanifold
N ⊂ X . But by Thom [91, Th. II.27], every class in H3(X,Z) is realized by an

compact oriented 3-submanifold. So B̃ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) ≃ B̂ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)).

Composing with the equivalence B̂ord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) ≃ Bord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) gives

the equivalence of Picard groupoids (19.6).
To show there is a monoidal natural isomorphism η : H̃Z

7 ◦Φ⇒ H
Z
7 , we apply

Theorem A.18(c). By Proposition 6.2, we must show three things:

(i) π0(H̃
Z
7 ◦ Φ) = π0(H

Z
7 ) in morphisms ΩSpin

7 (K(Z, 4))→ 0;

(ii) π1(H̃
Z
7 ◦ Φ) = π1(H

Z
7 ) in morphisms ΩSpin

8 (K(Z, 4))→ Z2;

(iii) The difference class ω(H̃Z
7 ◦ Φ,H

Z
7 ) in H

2
sym(Ω

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)),Z2) is zero.

Here (i) is clearly trivial, and (iii) is trivial as ΩSpin
7 (K(Z, 4)) = 0 by Tables 2.1

and 3.1. For (ii), π1(H̃
Z
7 ) maps [Y, α] 7→ α•α mod 2, where Y is a compact spin

8-manifold, α ∈ H4(Y,Z), and • : H4(Y,Z) ×H4(Y,Z) → Z is the intersection
product. Also π1(Φ) maps [Y, β] 7→ [Y,Pd−1(β)], where Y is a compact spin
8-manifold, β ∈ H4(Y,Z), and Pd−1 : H4(Y,Z) → H4(Y,Z) is the Poincaré
duality isomorphism. Therefore π1(H̃

Z
7 ◦ Φ) maps [Y, β] 7→

∫
Y
β ∪ β mod 2.

But π1(H
Z
7 ) is defined on the generators of Ω̃Spin

8 (K(Z, 4)) in (9.6), and from
(3.4)–(3.5) and (9.6) we see that π1(H

Z
7 ) does map [Y, β] 7→

∫
Y β ∪ β mod 2.

The proposition follows.

Now let X be a compact spin 7-manifold. Proposition 19.2 implies that
orientations on X for the orientation functors HZ

7 : Bord
Spin
7 (K(Z, 4))→ 0//Z2
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and H̃Z
7 : B̃ord

Spin
7 (K(Z, 4)) → 0//Z2 are equivalent. However, Definition 19.1

is designed so that an orientation on X for H̃Z
7 is equivalent to a flag structure on

X in the sense of Definition 10.2. To see this, note that if (N0, s0), (N1, s1) are
disjoint flagged submanifolds in X with [N0] = [N1] in H3(X,Z), and [Ni]fund
is a fundamental chain for Ni, then we can choose C ∈ C4(X × [0, 1],Z) with
∂C = −[N0]fund × {0} + [N1]fund × {1}, and as in Definition 19.1 with Y =
X × [0, 1] we can choose C′ and define the sign (−1)C•C′

in (19.5). But we can
show that in this case (−1)C•C′

= (−1)D((N0,s0),(N1,s1)) for D((N0, s0), (N1, s1))
as in Definition 10.1. Theorem 10.4 follows.

19.3 Proof of Theorem 11.1

All of part (a) is immediate except the data in Table 11.1. To prove Table 11.1

when G = SU(m), observe that for [X,P ] in ΩSpin
8 (BSU(m)) we can compute

π1(N
Spin,SU(m)
7 )([X,P ]) as the index of the positive Dirac operator /D

+
X on the

compact spin 8-manifold X twisted by the real vector bundle Ad(P ). Let E →
X be the vector bundle associated to the principal SU(m)-bundle P → X with
fibre Cm. To compute the numerical index of an elliptic operator, we may pass
to its complexification and then we can apply the Atiyah–Singer Index Formula.
As (Ad(P )⊗ C)⊕ C = E∗ ⊗ E, this gives

ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗Ad(P )

)
=

∫
X Â(X) ch

(
su(E)⊗ C− su(Cm)⊗ C

)

=
∫
X

(
1− p1(TX)

24 + 7p1(TX)2−4p2(X)
5760

)
·
(
ch(E∗) ch(E)−m2

)
.

Using c1(E) = 0 to simplify the expression, we have

ch(E) ch(E∗)−m2 = −2mc2(E) +
(6 +m)c2(E)2 − 2mc4(E)

6
,

which we substitute into the index formula and find

ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗Ad(P )

)
= m

12

∫
X
p1(TX)c2(E)+m+6

6

∫
X
c2(E)2−m

3

∫
X
c4(E). (19.7)

In Theorem 11.1, we have described P → X in terms of a 4-dimensional
submanifold M ⊂ X and a U(2)-structure on its normal bundle νM . We can
rewrite the above index formula in terms of integrals over M , as follows. Let
α ∈ H4(X,Z) be the cohomology class Poincaré dual to [M ]. Then c2(E) = α
and c4(E) = c1(νM )2α. Moreover, p1(TX)|X = p1(νM )+p1(TM) and p1(νM ) =
−c2(νM⊗C) = −c2(νM⊕νM ) = −2c2(νM )+c1(νM )2. Also, α2|X = α∪e(νM ) =
α ∪ c2(νM ). Inserting all this into (19.7) and using the Hirzebruch Signature
Theorem gives

ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗Ad(P )

)
= m

12

∫
M

(
p1(TM)− 2c2(νM ) + c1(νM )2

)

+ m+6
6

∫
M
c2(νM )− m

3

∫
M
c1(νM )2

= m
4 sign(M) +

∫
M
c2(νM )− m

4

∫
M
c1(νM )2.
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Recall from Theorem 3.1(d) that (3.13) maps ζ1
2 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0),

and ζ3 7→ (0, 0, 1). By the previous formula, ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗ Ad(P )

)
is the inner

product of (3.13) with the vector (−2m, 1, 0). This verifies Table 11.1 in the
case G = SU(m).

The proof of Table 11.1 in the case G = Sp(m) is similar, and we explain the

details next. For [X,P ] in ΩSpin
8 (BSp(m)) let E → X be the quaternionic vector

bundle associated to P → X with fibre Hm. For Sp(m), the complexified adjoint
representation is the second symmetric power of the defining representation,
therefore Ad(P )⊗ C = S2

C
E. Viewing E as a complex vector bundle, we have

chS2
CE = m(2m+ 1)− (2m+ 2)c2(E) +

m+ 7

6
c2(E)2 −

m+ 4

3
c4(E).

The Atiyah–Singer Index Formula therefore gives

ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗Ad(P )

)
=

∫
X

(
1− p1(TX)

24 + 7p1(TX)2−4p2(X)
5760

)
·

(
−(2m+2)c2(E)+m+7

6 c2(E)2−m+4
3 c4(E)

)
(19.8)

= m+1
12

∫
X
p1(TX)c2(E) + m+7

6

∫
X
c2(E)2 − m+4

3

∫
X
c4(E).

In Theorem 11.1, we have described P → X in terms of a 4-dimensional sub-
manifold M ⊂ X and a Spin(4)-structure on its normal bundle νM , with spinor
bundles Σ±

νM . We can rewrite the above index formula in terms of integrals over
M , as follows. We have

c2(E) = α, c2(E)2 =
(
c2(Σ

+
νM )− c2(Σ

−
νM )

)
α, c4(E) = −c2(Σ

−
νM )α.

Moreover, since νM = HomH(Σ
−
νM ,Σ

+
νM ) we have p1(νM ) = −2c+2 − 2c−2 and

hence p1(TX)|M = p1(TM)+ p1(νM ) = p1(TM)− 2c+2 − 2c−2 . Inserting all this
into the index formula (19.8) and applying the Hirzebruch Signature Theorem
gives

ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗Ad(P )

)
= m+1

4 sign(M) +
∫
M c2(Σ

+
νM ).

Recall from Theorem 3.1(d) that (3.16) maps ζ1 7→ (1, 0, 0), ζ2 7→ (0, 1, 0),

and ζ′2 7→ (0, 0,−1). By the previous formula, ind
(
/D
+
X ⊗Ad(P )

)
is in this case

the inner product of (3.16) with the vector (−4m− 4, 1, 0). This verifies Table
11.1 in the case G = Sp(m).

All of (b) is immediate except the data in Table 11.2. Now as N
Spin,G
8 is

a symmetric monoidal functor it satisfies q′ ◦ π0(N
Spin,G
8 ) = π1(N

Spin,G
8 ) ◦ q.

But q : ΩSpin
8 (BG) → ΩSpin

9 (BG) acts by multiplication by α1 by Proposition
5.2(a), and q′ : Z → Z2 is reduction mod 2. As all the generators in Table
11.2 are of the form α1ζ, the data in Table 11.2 is determined by Table 11.1 as
shown. Part (c) is immediate. This completes the proof.

19.4 Proof of Theorem 11.3

For part (a), by Theorems 3.1 and A.18 and (5.4)–(5.5), all we have to do is

determine π1(O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ). In the splitting (11.3), π1(O

Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 ) = 0 on
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ΩSpin
8 (∗), as ΩSpin

8 (∗) corresponds to elements [Y,N ] ∈ ΩSpin
8 (MSO(4)) with

N = ∅, so the action of (11.2) (as the index of an operator on N) is clearly zero.
Thus it remains only to prove Table 11.3.

To compute the action of O
Spin,SO(4),∗
7,4 in (11.2) on ζ1

4 , ζ2, ζ3 in (3.3)–(3.5),
observe that in the case in which N and the fibres of νN → N are spin,

O
Spin,SO(4),±
7,4 ([Y,N ]) = O7

(
[N,F±

N ]
)
= indF±

N =

∫

N

Â(TN) ch(Σ±
ν ),

where the first step holds by Definition 9.13 with F±
N the Fueter operators of

Definition 9.11, the second step by Theorem 9.9, and the third by the Atiyah–
Singer Index Theorem, with Σ±

ν the spinor bundles of νN → N . As c1(Σ
±
ν ) = 0

so that ch(Σ±
ν ) = 2− c2(Σ±

ν ), we see that

O
Spin,SO(4),±
7,4 ([Y,N ]) =

∫

N

( 1

12
p1(TN)− c2(Σ

±
ν )

)
.

Using e(ν) = c2(Σ
+
ν ) − c2(Σ

−
ν ) (the Euler class), and p1(ν) = −2c2(Σ+

ν ) −
2c2(Σ

−
ν ) (the first Pontryagin class), we may rewrite these as

O
Spin,SO(4),+
7,4 ([Y,N ]) =

∫

N

( 1

12
p1(TN)−

1

2
e(ν)−

1

4
p1(ν)

)
, (19.9)

O
Spin,SO(4),−
7,4 ([Y,N ]) =

∫

N

( 1

12
p1(TN) +

1

2
e(ν)−

1

4
p1(ν)

)
. (19.10)

Equations (19.9)–(19.10) also hold when N and νN → N are not spin, so that
Σ±
ν are not defined and Â(TN) need not be integral, but p1(TN), e(ν), p1(ν)

are defined and integral. Also O
Spin,SO(4),0
7,4 ([Y,N ]) = O

Spin,SO(4),−
7,4 ([Y,N ]) −

O
Spin,SO(4),+
7,4 ([Y,N ]) by definition, so

O
Spin,SO(4),0
7,4 ([Y,N ]) =

∫

N

e(ν) = [N ] • [N ], (19.11)

where [N ]•[N ] is the self-intersection ofN in Y . Table 11.3 now follows from Ta-
ble 19.1, which is an easy computation, and (19.9)–(19.11). This completes (a).

ζ1
4 ζ2 ζ3∫

Mj
p1(TMj) −12 0 3

∫
Mj

e(ν) 0 1 0
∫
Mj

p1(ν) 0 −2 1

Table 19.1: Invariants of ζ14 , ζ2, ζ3 in (3.3)–(3.5)

For part (b), by Theorems 3.1 and A.18 and (5.4)–(5.5), all we have to do
is determine π0(O), π1(O) for O as in (11.4). For π0(O), equation (11.5) follows
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from Definition 9.13. Also π1(O) is zero on ΩSpin
9 (∗) as in (a) above. Thus it

remains only to prove Table 11.4. As the symmetric monoidal functors (11.4)
commute with the linear quadratic invariants q in Theorem A.18(a), and in

Bord
Spin
8,4 (MSO(4)) we have q( ζ14 ) = α1

ζ1
4 , q(ζ2) = α1ζ2 by the description of q

in Proposition 5.2(a), and in Z//Z2 we have q(m) = m mod 2, the α1
ζ1
4 , α1ζ2

columns in Table 11.4 follow from (11.5) and the ζ1
4 , ζ2 columns in Table 11.3.

For the η column in Table 11.4 observe from (3.6) that the normal bundle ν of
SU(3)/SO(3)×{(1, 0)} in (SU(3)×S3)/SO(3)×S1 is E⊕R, whereE is the normal
bundle of SU(3)/SO(3) in (SU(3) × S3)/SO(3), and R is the normal bundle of
{(1, 0)} in S1. Changing the sign in the R summand exchanges the (locally

defined) spin bundles Σ±
ν in Definition 9.11, and so exchanges π1

(
O

Spin,SO(4),±
8,4

)

acting on η. Hence

π1
(
O

Spin,SO(4),+
7,4

)
(η) = π1

(
O

Spin,SO(4),−
7,4

)
(η).

As O
Spin,SO(4),0
7,4 = O

Spin,SO(4),−
7,4 −O

Spin,SO(4),+
7,4 , the third row in the η column

in Table 11.4 follows. Part (c) follows from Theorem 3.1(a),(b) and Proposition
11.9, and part (d) is immediate.

19.5 Proof of Theorem 11.8

We will first show that:

(i) Suppose a Lie group H has a torus subgroup T ⊆ H , and write G = Z(T )
for the centralizer of T . Then inc : G →֒ H is of complex type.

(ii) Let ι : G→ H be a morphism of connected Lie groups which is a covering
map. Then ι is of complex type.

(iii) Compositions of complex type morphisms are of complex type.

Parts (ii),(iii) are obvious. For (i), write g, h for the Lie algebras of G,H .
Under the adjoint representation of T on h we have a splitting h = g⊕m, where
g is a trivial T -representation and m contains only nontrivial T -representations.
Let U(1) ⊆ T be a sufficiently general U(1)-subgroup. Then m contains only
nontrivial U(1) representations, so we may split m =

⊕
k>0 Vk⊗R R2[k] as U(1)-

representations, where Vk is a real vector space and R2[k] is the irreducible real
U(1)-representation with action eiθ 7→

(
cos kθ sin kθ
− sin kθ cos kθ

)
.

We make m into a complex vector space by identifying R2[k] ∼= C with i ∈ C

acting by
(

0 1
−1 0

)
. As the G- and U(1)-actions on m commute and the complex

structure on m is determined by the U(1)-action, it is preserved by G. Hence
inc : G →֒ H is of complex type.

Suppose now that H is a compact, connected, simply-connected, simple Lie
group corresponding to a Dynkin diagram Γ, e.g. H = E8. Then H has a
maximal torus U(1)Γ0 with U(1) factors corresponding to the set of vertices Γ0

of Γ. Choose k vertices v1, . . . , vk in Γ, corresponding to a subgroup U(1)k ⊂ H .
Then inc : Z(U(1)k) →֒ H is of complex type by (i).
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By Lie theory, it is easy to show the Lie algebra of Z(U(1)k) is z(U(1)k) =

u(1)⊕
k

⊕ g, where g is the semisimple Lie algebra whose Dynkin diagram Γ′ is
the result of deleting vertices v1, . . . , vk and any edges meeting them from Γ.
Write G for the compact, connected, simply-connected, semisimple Lie group
with Dynkin diagram Γ′. It is then nearly true that Z(U(1)k) = U(1)k ×G.

In fact Z(U(1)k) could have finitely many connected components, and its
identity component Z(U(1)k)1 is of the form Z(U(1)k)1 = (U(1)k × G)/K for
K ⊂ U(1)k ×G a finite normal subgroup. But Z(U(1)k) →֒ H of complex type
implies that Z(U(1)k)1 →֒ H is of complex type, which implies that U(1)k×G →֒
H is of complex type by (ii),(iii).

In (11.9), the morphisms E7 × U(1) → E8, E6 × U(1)2 → E8, Spin(14) ×
U(1)→ E8, SU(8)×U(1)→ E8, Sp(3)×U(1)→ F4, and Spin(7)×U(1)→ F4,
all arise this way by deleting 1 or 2 vertices from the Dynkin diagrams E8, F4.

ForG2 → Spin(8), we have inclusionsG2 →֒ Spin(7) →֒ Spin(8), where in Lie
algebras spin(7)/g2 and spin(8)/spin(7) are both the irreducible 7-dimensional
G2-representation Λ7. Hence spin(7)/g2 ∼= Λ7⊕Λ7

∼= Λ7⊗R C, so G2 →֒ Spin(8)
is of complex type. Also Spin(m)→ SO(m) is by (ii).

Next consider the three embeddings of Lie groups:

(A) U(1) −→ SU(m+ 1), eiθ 7−→ diag
(
eiθ, . . . , eiθ, e−imθ

)
,

(B) U(1) −→ Sp(m+ 1), eiθ 7−→ diag
(
1, . . . , 1, eiθ

)
,

(C) U(1) −→ SO(m+ 2), eiθ 7−→




1 0 · · · 0 0 0
0 1 0 · · · 0 0
... 0

. . .
. . .

...
...

0
...

. . . 1 0 0
0 0 · · · 0 cos θ sin θ
0 0 · · · 0 − sin θ cos θ




.

For (A), Z(U(1)) ∼= U(m) ⊂ SU(m + 1), where the embedding U(m) →֒
SU(m + 1) maps A 7→

(
A 0
0 detA−1

)
. Hence U(m) →֒ SU(m + 1) is of complex

type by (i), completing Theorem 11.8(a). Also SU(m) × U(1) → U(m) is a
covering map, so SU(m)×U(1)→ SU(m+ 1) is of complex type by (ii),(iii).

For (B), Z(U(1)) ∼= Sp(m)×U(1) ⊂ Sp(m+1), so Sp(m)×U(1) →֒ Sp(m+1)
is of complex type by (i). For (C), Z(U(1)) ∼= SO(m)×SO(2) ⊂ SO(m+2) with
SO(2) ∼= U(1), so SO(m) × U(1) → SO(m + 2) is of complex type by (i). We
show Spin(m)×U(1)→ Spin(m+2) is of complex type by lifting to Spin groups.
We have now constructed the last four complex type morphisms in (11.9). This
completes the proof of Theorem 11.8.

A Picard groupoids

Categorical groups may be viewed as a categorification of the concept of a
group. Similarly, Picard groupoids categorify abelian groups. These will be
important tools in this monograph, so we briefly review them here. We state a
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classification result for Picard groupoids, originally due to Sinh [87], and develop
it from our point of view. This is mainly to fix the necessary terminology that is
needed to prove an additional classification result for morphisms between Picard
groupoids, Theorem A.18, that we could not find in the literature.

For more background on symmetric monoidal categories, we refer to Joyal–
Street [54] and MacLane [68, Ch. VII.1 & Ch. XI].

Definition A.1. A monoidal category (C,⊗, 1, α) is a category C with a tensor
product functor ⊗ : C × C → C, a unit object 1 ∈ C, a natural associativ-
ity isomorphism α, and unit isomorphisms. Usually, we will not make these
explicit, which is justified by MacLane’s coherence theorem. To simplify our
exposition, we will usually assume that all unit isomorphisms are identities.
The set π0(C) of isomorphism classes of objects of a monoidal category is a
(possibly non-commutative) monoid. Moreover, the operation induced by the
tensor product and the ordinary composition agree in the automorphism group
π1(C) = AutC(1), which implies that π1(C) is an abelian group (Eckmann–Hilton
argument). We write π0(C) multiplicatively and π1(C) additively.

A categorical group is a monoidal category (G,⊗, 1, α) in which all morphisms
are invertible and for which the monoid π0(G) is a group.

This means that every object x has a dual, an object x∗ for which there exist
isomorphisms ǫx : x∗ ⊗ x ∼= 1 and ηx : 1 ∼= x ⊗ x∗ (one usually requires some
axioms, which play no role here). In a categorical group, all of the automorphism
groups can be identified with each other via

π1(G) −→ AutG(x),
(
1

ϕ
−→ 1

)
7−→

(
x ∼= 1⊗ x

ϕ⊗x
−−−→ 1⊗ x ∼= x

)
. (A.1)

Definition A.2. Let G be a categorical group. The conjugation λG : π0(G) →
Aut(π1(G)), x 7→ λx, takes λx(ϕ) for x ∈ π0(G) and ϕ ∈ π1(G) to

1
ηx
−→ x⊗ x∗ ∼= x⊗ 1⊗ x∗

x⊗ϕ⊗x∗

−−−−−→ x⊗ 1⊗ x∗ ∼= x⊗ x∗
η−1
x−−→ 1.

Example A.3. Given a group π0 and an abelian group π1, let G = π0//π1
denote the category of π0-graded π1-torsors. In other words, the objects of G
are all pairs (x, S), where x ∈ π0 and S is a set with a free, transitive left
action of the group π1. If x = y, then HomG

(
(x, S), (y, T )

)
is the set of all π1-

equivariant maps ϕ : S → T, otherwise the morphism set is defined to be empty.
Define the tensor product of objects by (x0, S0)⊗ (x1, S1) = (x0x1, S0 ⊗π1 S1),
where S0 ⊗π1 S1 = (S0 × S1)/π1 is the quotient by the anti-diagonal π1-action.

As any two π1-torsors are isomorphic and every isomorphism is multiplica-
tion by a group element, G is a categorical group with π0(G) = π0, π1(G) = π1,
and a trivial conjugation action of π0(G) on π1(G). In Example A.5 we will
generalize this construction and get a possibly non-trivial conjugation action.

In case π1 = 0 the construction of the category π0//π1 boils down to the
abelian group π0 viewed as a discrete monoidal category in the usual way.
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We wish to classify all categorical groups up to monoidal equivalence. Recall
here that a monoidal structure on a functor F : C → D of monoidal categories
(C,⊗C, 1C) and (D,⊗D, 1D) is a collection of isomorphisms

F (x)⊗D F (y)
φx,y
−−−→ F (x⊗C y), 1D

φ1

−→ F (1C), (A.2)

for all objects x, y of C, compatible with the associativity and unit isomorphisms
in C and D, see [54, p. 25]. A monoidal transformation of such functors is a
natural transformation F ⇒ G that maps the isomorphisms (A.2) for F and G
onto each other, see [54, p. 25]. A monoidal equivalence is a pair of monoidal
functors whose composites either way admit monoidal natural isomorphisms to
the identity functors of C and D.

Monoidal structures are categorically well-behaved. For example, if F : C
∼
−→

D is an equivalence of categories and (D,⊗D, 1D) has a monoidal structure,
then there is a monoidal structure on C and F such that F becomes a monoidal
equivalence. Indeed, by doctrinal adjunction every equivalence F is part of an
adjoint equivalence (F,G, ǫ, η) and we can define x ⊗C y = G(F (x) ⊗D F (y)),
φx,y = ηF (x),F (y), and 1C = G(1D).

Definition A.4. Let π0 be a group, π1 an abelian group, and λ : π0 → Aut(π1)
a group action. Recall that the normalized bar cochain complex has as its
nth cochain group Cn(π0, π1) the set of all maps β : (π0)

×n → π1 such that
β(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 whenever xi = 1 for some i. The codifferential is defined by

δβ(x1, . . . , xn+1) =λx1β(x2, . . . , xn+1) +

n∑

i=1

(−1)iβ(x1, . . . , xixi+1, . . . , xn+1)

+ (−1)n+1β(x1, . . . , xn).

The cohomology of this cochain complex is the group cohomology H∗(π0, π1).

Example A.5. Let π0 be a group, π1 an abelian group, λ : π0 → Aut(π1) a
group action, and α ∈ C3(π0, π1) be a normalized 3-cocycle satisfying δα = 0.
We will define a categorical group G(π0, π1, λ, α). The object set is π0 and the
morphism set from x to y is π1 if x = y and empty otherwise. The composition
is given by the binary operation on π1 whenever this makes sense. The tensor
product is defined using the binary operations on π0 and π1 as

(
x0

ϕ0
−→ x0

)
⊗
(
x1

ϕ1
−→ x1

)
=

(
x0x1

ϕ0+λx0(ϕ1)
−−−−−−−−→ x0x1

)
.

The associativity isomorphism is α(x0, x1, x2) ∈ π1, which is viewed as an ele-
ment of HomG(x0(x1x2), (x0x1)x2). All of the unit isomorphisms are identities.

Notice that G(π0, π1, λ, α) is a categorical group with π0(G) = π0, π1(G) =
π1, and conjugation action λ. For categorical groups of this kind, all of the ter-
minology for monoidal categories boils down to concepts in group cohomology:
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Lemma A.6. (a) Monoidal functors F : G(π0, π1, λ, α)→ G(π′
0, π

′
1, λ

′, α′) are
in 1-1 correspondence to triples (f0, f1, φ) of group morphisms f0 : π0 → π′

0 and
f1 : π1 → π′

1 and where φ ∈ C2(π0, π
′
1) is a 2-cochain such that

f1 ◦ λ = λ′ ◦ (f0 × f1), (f0 × f0 × f0)
∗(α′) + δφ = (f1)∗(α) ∈ C

3(π0, π
′
1).

(b) Let F and G be monoidal functors with triples (f0, f1, φ) and (g0, g1, γ).
Then F and G are (non-monoidally) naturally isomorphic if and only if f0 = g0
and f1 = g1. In this case, there exists a monoidal natural isomorphism if and
only if the difference class ω(F,G) = [φ− γ] ∈ H2(π0, π

′
1) vanishes. Given a

monoidal functor F and ω ∈ H2(π0, π
′
1), there exists a monoidal functor G such

that f0 = g0, f1 = g1, and ω(F,G) = ω. In other words, the set of all monoidal
functors F up to monoidal natural isomorphism with given π0(F ) = f0 and
π1(F ) = f1 is a H2(π0, π

′
1)-torsor.

(c) If non-empty, the set of all monoidal natural isomorphisms F ⇒ G is a
torsor over the group H1(π0, π

′
1).

Proof. Everything follows by spelling out the definitions in the special case of
Example A.5.

In particular, (a) implies that the identity functor can be made into a
monoidal equivalence between G(π0, π1, λ, α) and G(π0, π1, λ, α′) if and only if
α and α′ represent the same group cohomology class in H3(π0, π1).

Definition A.7. A category is skeletal if x ∼= y for objects implies x = y.

In particular, the set of objects in a skeletal category is π0(G). By choosing an
object in every isomorphism class, one obtains the following well-known result.

Lemma A.8. Every category G has an equivalent skeletal full subcategory skG.

On the subcategory skG we can construct a monoidal structure such that
the inclusion functor becomes a monoidal equivalence. We conclude:

Lemma A.9. Every skeletal categorical group G is monoidally isomorphic to
the category G(π0, π1, λ, α) where π0 = π0(G), π1 = π1(G), λ is the conjugation
action, and α ∈ C3(π0, π1) satisfies δα = 0 and corresponds to the collection of
associativity isomorphisms in G, viewed as belonging to π1 by (A.1).

The group cohomology class [α] ∈ H3(π0, π1) is called the associativity in-
variant of G (it is independent of the choice of monoidal structure on the skeletal
subcategory).

We see that (π0, π1, λ, [α]) is a complete invariant of categorical groups in
the sense that every quadruple arises as the invariants a categorical group. Con-
versely, the quadruple uniquely describes the categorical group up to monoidal
equivalence. This kind of argument also shows that every result that holds in
the special case of Example A.5 and is invariant under monoidal equivalence
remains true for general categorical groups. This leads to the following result.
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Theorem A.10. (a) For every quadruple (π0, π1, λ, [α]), where π0 is group, π1
is an abelian group, λ : π0 → Aut(π1) is a morphism, and [α] ∈ H3(π0, π1),
there exists a categorical group G with these invariants.

(b) Consider categorical groups G and G′ with invariants (π0, π1, λ, [α]) and
(π′

0, π
′
1, λ

′, [α′]). Let f0 : π0 → π′
0 and f1 : π1 → π′

1 be group morphisms such
that f1◦λ = λ′◦(f0×f1). Then there exists a monoidal functor F : G → G′ with
π0(F ) = f0 and π1(F ) = f1 if and only if (f0)

∗([α′]) = (f1)∗([α]) in H
3(π0, π

′
1).

(c) Let F,G : G → G′ be monoidal functors of categorical groups with π0(F ) =
π0(G) and π1(F ) = π1(G). There is a monoidal transformation F ⇒ G if and
only if the difference class ω(F,G) ∈ H2(π0(G), π1(G′)) vanishes. The set of all
monoidal functors F : G → G′ with given π0(F ) = f0 and π1(F ) = f1 modulo
monoidal natural isomorphism is a torsor over H2(π0(G), π1(G′)).

(d) Let F,G : G → G′ be monoidal functors of categorical groups. Define an
equivalence relation ∼ between monoidal transformations θ : F ⇒ G such that
θ1 ∼ θ2 if there exists ǫ ∈ AutG′(1) = π1(G

′) such that the following commutes
in G′ for all objects x ∈ G:

1⊗ G(x)
unit iso.

//

ǫ⊗θ1��

G(x)
unit iso.

// G(x) ⊗ 1

θ2⊗ǫ ��
1⊗ G′(x)

unit iso. // G′(x)
unit iso. // G′(x) ⊗ 1.

(A.3)

If non-empty, the set of all monoidal transformations θ : F ⇒ G modulo equiv-
alence ∼ is a torsor over H1(π0(G), π1(G′)).

The next goal is to classify Picard groupoids and to classify the monoidal
functors and transformations between them.

Definition A.11. A symmetry σ on a monoidal category (C,⊗, 1, α) is a natural
isomorphism σx,y : x ⊗ y → y ⊗ x such that σy,x ◦ σx,y = 1x⊗y and such that
the unit and the hexagon coherence diagrams of [68, XI, §1, eq. (7)] commute.
A Picard groupoid is a categorical group G equipped with a symmetry σ.

In particular, π0(G) is then a commutative monoid and the conjugation ac-
tion becomes trivial. From now on, we write the abelian groups π0, π1 additively.

Example A.12. Additive categories are symmetric monoidal categories.

Recall that for a symmetric monoidal functor of symmetric monoidal cat-
egories the isomorphisms (A.2) are required to commute with the symmetry,
see [68, XI, §2]. A symmetric monoidal functor between Picard groupoids is
also called a morphism of Picard groupoids. There are no further conditions
for a monoidal transformation between symmetric monoidal functors. Symme-
tries are also categorically well-behaved and can be transported along monoidal
equivalences using an adjoint equivalence as above.

Example A.13. This example is very instructive; there are two categori-
cal groups with π0 = π1 = Z2. Both have objects 0, 1 and tensor product
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x + y = x+ y, where ‘ ’ denotes the remainder modulo two. Both of the cat-
egorical groups have Aut(0) = Aut(1) = {1, η}, where η2 = 1. One of the
categorical groups has a trivial associativity isomorphism α(x, y, z) = 1. The
other, nonequivalent categorical group has α(1, 1, 1) = η and α(x, y, z) = 1 for
all (x, y, z) 6= (1, 1, 1), representing the non-trivial class in H3(Z2,Z2) ∼= Z2.

Only the first category admits a symmetry. Hence, up to (non-symmetric)
monoidal equivalence, there is a unique Picard groupoid with π0 = π1 = Z2.
However, there are two inequivalent symmetries on the unique two-object two-
morphism categorical group: the trivial symmetry σ(1, 1) = 1 and the non-
trivial symmetry σ(1, 1) = η. This boils down to equipping the categorical group
of Z2-graded Z2-torsors with the ordinary symmetry or the super symmetry.

Later we will see in general that the associativity invariant [α] vanishes
for Picard groupoids. Instead, there is a quadratic invariant coming from the
symmetry. Before defining this invariant, we briefly recall quadratic maps.

Definition A.14. Let π0 and π1 be abelian groups.

• A map q : π0 → π1 is quadratic if bq(x, y) = q(x+ y)− q(x)− q(y) defines
a bilinear map. This implies q(λx) = λ2q(x) for λ ∈ Z. Let Quad(π0, π1)
be the abelian group of all quadratic maps.

• A bilinear map α : π0×π0 → π1 is alternating if α(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ π0
and skew-symmetric if α(x, y) + α(y, x) = 0 for all x, y ∈ π0. (This is also
a good definition when α is not bilinear.) Let Alt(π0, π1) be the abelian
group of all alternating bilinear maps and let Skew(π0, π1) be the abelian
group of all skew-symmetric bilinear maps.

By expanding α(x + y, x + y) = 0, one finds Alt(π0, π1) ⊂ Skew(π0, π1). If
a quadratic map q : π0 → π1 is also a linear map, then q(2x) = 4q(x) and
q(2x) = q(x + x) = q(x) + q(x), so 2q(x) = 0. Therefore, q factors through a
linear map π0/2π0 → π1. Conversely, every linear map π0/2π0 → π1 determines
a linear quadratic map by composing with the canonical projection. Hence
Hom(π0/2π0, π1) ⊂ Quad(π0, π1) is the subset of linear quadratic maps.

Proposition A.15. (a) There is a short exact sequence

0 Alt(π0, π1) Skew(π0, π1) Hom(π0/2π0, π1) 0,∆∗

(A.4)

where ∆∗ maps α ∈ Skew(π0, π1) to the quadratic map q(x) = α(x, x).

(b) There is a group morphism A : Z2(π0, π1) → Alt(π0, π1) that maps a 2-
cocycle F : π0 × π0 → π1 to the alternating bilinear map α(x, y) = F (x, y) −
F (y, x). Moreover, A is surjective with kernel the symmetric 2-cocycles.

Proof. (a) If α ∈ Skew(π0, π1), then the map bq associated to q(x) = α(x, x)
vanishes and is therefore bilinear. Moreover, q(x + y) = α(x + y, x + y) =
α(x, x) + α(y, y) = q(x) + q(y). We prove surjectivity of ∆∗ in (A.4), which is
the only non-trivial assertion of the exact sequence. Pick a basis {fk} of the
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Z2-vector space π0/2π0. Since a linear quadratic map q satisfies 2q = 0, we
can define a bilinear map α : π0/2π0 ⊗ π0/2π0 → π1 by α(fk, f ℓ) := δk,ℓq(fk).
Evidently, the pullback of α to π0 ⊗ π0 is a (diagonal) skew-symmetric bilinear
form that maps to q under ∆∗.

(b) We show that α(x, y) = F (x, y)− F (y, x) is bilinear: As F is a 2-cocycle,

F (x + y, z) + F (x, y) = F (x, y + z) + F (y, z), (A.5)

F (z, x+ y) + F (x, y) = F (z + x, y) + F (z, x), (A.6)

F (x, z + y) + F (z, y) = F (x+ z, y) + F (x, z). (A.7)

Subtracting (A.6) from (A.5) and then using (A.7) gives α(x + y, z) = F (x +
y, z)− F (z, x+ y) = F (x, z)− F (z, x) + F (y, z)− F (z, y) = α(x, z) + α(y, z).

To show that A is surjective we will assume that π0 is a finitely generated
abelian group, an assumption that can be removed by observing that every
abelian group is a filtered colimit of finitely generated abelian groups. Write
π0 = Zn ⊕ Zq1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zqn for prime powers qk. Let e1, . . . , en ∈ Zn and fk ∈
Zqk be the corresponding cyclic generators. Being alternating, α is completely
determined by its values

αij = α(ei, ej), αik = α(ei, fk), αkℓ = α(fk, f ℓ),

for all i < j and k < ℓ. Moreover, qkαik = 0 and qkαkℓ = qℓαkℓ = 0. This
implies that we can define a bilinear map F : π0 ⊗ π0 → π1 by

F (ei, ej) =

{
αij if i < j,

0 if i > j,
F (fk, f ℓ) =

{
αkℓ if k < ℓ,

0 if k > ℓ,

F (ei, fk) = αik for all i, k, F (fk, ei) = 0 for all i, k.

Being bilinear, F defines a 2-cocycle in Z2(π0, π1) and α(x, y) = F (x, y)−F (y, x)
is easily checked on the cyclic generators.

Example A.16. Continue with the categorical group G(π0, π1, λ, α) from Ex-
ample A.5 and the trivial action λ = 1. By the hexagon coherence diagrams
of [68, XI, §1, eq. (7)], a symmetry on G(π0, π1, 1, α) is equivalently a skew-
symmetric map σ : π0 × π0 → π1 satisfying

−α(z, x, y) + σ(x + y, z)− α(x, y, z) = σ(x, z)− α(x, z, y) + σ(y, z).

Set α = 0, so that a symmetry isomorphism is just a skew-symmetric bilinear
form σ ∈ Skew(π0, π1) and define P(π0, π1, σ) to be the Picard groupoid with
symmetry σ and underlying categorical group G(π0, π1, 1, 0).

For Picard groupoids of this kind, all of the terminology for symmetric
monoidal categories again boils down to linear algebra. For example, a sym-
metric monoidal functor P(π0, π1, σ) → P(π′

0, π
′
1, σ

′) is equivalently a triple
(f0, f1, φ), where f0 : π0 → π′

0, f1 : π1 → π′
1 are group morphisms and

φ ∈ C2(π0, π
′
1) is a normalized 2-cocycle satisfying

σ′(f0(x), f0(y))− f1(σ(x, y)) = φ(x, y)− φ(y, x). (A.8)
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Consider a pair of monoidal functors (f0, f1, φ) and (g0, g1, γ). A non-monoidal
natural isomorphism exists precisely when f0 = g0 and f1 = g1 and is then
given by an arbitrary map u : π0 → π′

1 of sets. For a monoidal transformation,

u(x)− u(x+ y) + u(y) = φ(x, y) − γ(x, y).

The obstruction for the existence of a monoidal transformation is therefore the
group cohomology class [φ − γ] ∈ H2

sym(π0, π
′
1) ⊂ H2(π0, π

′
1), see Theorem

A.18(c) below.

Lemma A.17. Let G be a Picard groupoid. Then the associativity invariant
[α] ∈ H3(π0(G), π1(G)) vanishes. In particular, the underlying categorical group
of G is monoidally equivalent to some G(π0, π1, 1, 0).

Proof. This is essentially a consequence of Eilenberg–MacLane [40, Th. 26.1]
(or see [53, p.7]) and we use their terminology of ‘symmetric cochains’ which
are certain pairs (α, σ). As the conjugation action of G vanishes, Theorem A.10
implies that the underlying categorical group of G is monoidally equivalent to
some G(π0, π1, 1, α). For the symmetry σ of G a calculation shows that σ(x, x)
is a linear quadratic form, so by (A.4) there exists σ′ ∈ Skew(π0, π1) with
σ(x, x) = σ′(x, x). By bilinearity, (0, σ′) is a symmetric 3-cocycle. Now [40,
Th. 26.1] implies that (α, σ) and (0, σ′) are cohomologous, since they agree on
the diagonal. In particular, α = ∂φ is a coboundary. Then the 2-cochain φ de-
termines a monoidal structure on the identity functor that makes G(π0, π1, 1, α)
monoidally equivalent to G(π0, π1, 1, 0).

Transporting the symmetry from G to G(π0, π1, 1, 0), we conclude that ev-
ery Picard groupoid is symmetric monoidally equivalent to P(π0, π1, σ) for
some σ ∈ Skew(π0, π1). However, there are symmetric monoidal equivalences
P(π0, π1, σ) → P(π0, π1, σ′) that change σ by a 2-cocycle, so by Proposition
A.15 only the linear quadratic form q(x) = σ(x, x) is an invariant of G, called
the symmetry invariant. The triple (π0, π1, q) is a complete invariant of Picard
groupoids. As before, every result that holds in the special case of Example
A.16 and is invariant under symmetric monoidal equivalence remains true for
general Picard groupoids. This leads to the following classification result for
Picard groupoids:

Theorem A.18. (a) Let π0 and π1 be abelian groups. Up to equivalence,
Picard groupoids G with π0(G) = π0 and π1(G) = π1 are classified by their
symmetry invariant, a linear quadratic form q : π0(G) → π1(G). Conversely,
every triple (π0, π1, q) occurs as the invariants of some Picard groupoid.

(b) Let G and G′ be Picard groupoids with symmetry invariants q and q′. Let
f0 : π0(G)→ π0(G′) and f1 : π1(G)→ π1(G′) be group morphisms. There exists
a symmetric monoidal functor F : G → G′ with π0(F ) = f0 and π1(F ) = f1 if
and only if q′ ◦ f0 = f1 ◦ q.

(c) Let F,G : G → G′ be symmetric monoidal functors of Picard groupoids with
π0(F ) = π0(G) and π1(F ) = π1(G). There is a monoidal natural isomorphism
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F ⇒ G if and only if the difference class ω(F,G) ∈ H2(π0(G), π1(G′)) vanishes.
Furthermore, ω(F,G) lies in the subgroup H2

sym(π0(G), π1(G
′)), which is part of

a short exact sequence

0 // H2
sym(π0(G), π1(G

′)) // H2(π0(G), π1(G
′)) // Alt(π0(G), π1(G

′)) // 0. (A.9)

The set of all symmetric monoidal functors F : G → G′ with given π0(F ) =
f0 and π1(F ) = f1 modulo monoidal natural isomorphism is a torsor over
H2

sym(π0(G), π1(G
′)).

(d) Let F,G : G → G′ be symmetric monoidal functors of Picard groupoids.
If non-empty, the set of all monoidal natural isomorphisms F ⇒ G is a torsor
over H1(π0(G), π1(G′)). Here H1(π0(G), π1(G′)) = Hom(π0(G), π1(G′)) as π0(G)
acts trivially on π1(G′).

Proof. (a) This is immediate from the preceding discussion.

(b) By choosing identifications G ≃ P(π0, π1, σ) and G′ ≃ P(π′
0, π

′
1, σ

′), symmet-
ric monoidal functors G → G′ correspond to 2-cocycles φ ∈ C2(π0, π

′
1) satisfying

(A.8). Suppose that q′ ◦ f0 = f1 ◦ q. Then the left hand side of (A.8) vanishes
for x = y, hence is in the kernel of Skew(π0, π

′
1)→ Hom(π0/2π0, π

′
1). By Propo-

sition A.15(a) and (b) these are the alternating forms which can all be written
as φ(x, y)− φ(y, x) for some 2-cocycle φ.

(c) The exact sequence follows from Proposition A.15, and the rest follows from
Theorem A.10(c), but also requiring functors to be symmetric monoidal.

(d) This follows from Theorem A.10(d) and the fact that the equivalence relation
∼ on monoidal transformations θ : F ⇒ G defined in (A.3) is trivial in the
symmetric case.

It follows that every Picard groupoid is equivalent to a category of π0-graded
π1-torsors G = π0//π1 (see Example A.3) with symmetry isomorphism deter-
mined by σ ∈ Skew(π0, π1) as

(x0, S0)⊗σ (x1, S1) −→ (x1, S1)⊗σ (x0, S0),

s0 ⊗σ s1 7−→ σ(x0, x1)(s1 ⊗σ s0).

These Picard groupoids are equivalent if the ‘diagonal’ quadratic forms σ(x, x)
coincide. We may therefore view a symmetry isomorphism as a sign convention
when commuting objects past each other. From this point of view, Theorem
A.18 classifies all possible sign conventions on π0//π1 up to equivalence. Sign
conventions are very important in the construction of the Quillen determinant
line bundle (see [97]) and they are equally important here.

Remark A.19. The similarity between Theorems A.10, A.18 and obstruction
theory (Postnikov invariants, in particular in stable homotopy theory) is not a
coincidence. The reason is that Picard groupoids are a model for stable homo-
topy 1-types. In this context, the invariant q is called the stable 1st Postnikov
invariant.
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Example A.20. To calculate the obstruction ω(F,G) for a pair of symmetric
monoidal functors F,G : G → (π′

0//π
′
1,⊗σ′), where σ′ ∈ Skew(π′

0, π
′
1), the sym-

metric monoidal equivalence Z : P(π0, π1, σ) → G needs to be made explicit.
Pick an object xi of G in each isomorphism class [xi] ∈ π0(G). This determines
the functor Z, by mapping [xi] to the object xi and an automorphism f ∈ π1(G)
of [xi] to f ⊗ xi ∈ AutG(xi). Pick isomorphisms ζi,j : xi ⊗ xj → xi+j such that
these satisfy the associativity axiom for a monoidal structure on Z (always pos-
sible by Lemma A.17). By choosing bases of each torsor F (xi), the morphism
of torsors

F (xi)⊗ F (xj) F (xi ⊗ xj) F (xi+j)
φxi,xj F (ζi,j)

determines a 2-cocycle φi,j ∈ C2(π0, π
′
1). Here, φx,y denotes the monoidal struc-

ture on F. Another choice of bases changes φi,j by a coboundary. In the same
way, we obtain from G a 2-cocycle ψi,j ∈ C2(π0, π

′
1). Then [φi,j − ψi,j ] is the

obstruction class for the existence of a symmetric monoidal isomorphism F ∼= G.

Example A.21. In the situation of Theorem A.18(c), write πi = πi(G), π
′
i =

πi(G′), and suppose that π0 is a finitely generated abelian group and π′
1 = Z2.

Then for n, ap,k > 0 with only finitely many ap,k nonzero we may write

π0 ∼= Zn ×
∏

p prime, k > 1

(Zpk)
ap,k .

Since H2
sym(Γ1 × Γ2,Z2) ∼= H2

sym(Γ1,Z2)×H2
sym(Γ2,Z2) it follows that

H2
sym(π0,Z2) ∼= H2

sym(Z,Z2)
n ×

∏

p prime, k > 1

(H2
sym(Zpk ,Z2))

ap,k .

Calculation shows that

H2
sym(Z,Z2) = 0, H2

sym(Zpk ,Z2) ∼=

{
Z2, p = 2,

0, p > 2.

Thus, each factor of Z2k in π0 contributes a factor Z2 to H2
sym(π0,Z2).

Write G = {γ ∈ π0 : 2G = 0} for the 2-torsion subgroup of π0. Then
G ∼=

∏
k>1

(
Z2〈2k−1〉

)a2,k , that is, each factor of Z2k in π0 contributes a factor

Z2 to G. We can make the relationship between H2
sym(π0,Z2) and G explicit as

follows: there is an isomorphism Ψπ0 : H2
sym(π0,Z2)→ Hom(G,Z2), such that

Ψπ0([C]) : γ 7−→ C(γ, γ) + C(0, 0) (A.10)

whenever [C] ∈ H2
sym(π0,Z2) is represented by a cocycle C ∈ C2(π0,Z2) which

is symmetric, i.e. C(α, β) = C(β, α) for α, β ∈ π0, and γ ∈ G ⊂ π0.
To see that (A.10) is well defined, note that if C′ = C+dD for D : π0 → Z2

then C′(γ, γ) = C(γ, γ) + D(2γ) = C(γ, γ) + D(0) as 2γ = 0 and C′(0, 0) =
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C(0, 0) +D(0), and the condition dC = 0 implies that Ψ([C]) is a group mor-
phism. The map Γ 7→ ΨΓ is compatible with products Γ = Γ1×Γ2, and we can
check that ΨΓ is an isomorphism for Γ = Z2k , k > 1, so ΨΓ is an isomorphism
for any finitely generated abelian group Γ.

Now let F,G be as in Theorem A.18(c). As πi(F ) = πi(G) there exists a
(not necessarily monoidal) natural isomorphism ζ : F ⇒ G. Define a symmetric
cocycle Cζ ∈ C2(π0,Z2) by, for all objects M1,M2 ∈ F

Cζ([M1], [M2])

= F⊗(M1,M2) ◦ (ζ(M1)⊗ ζ(M2))
−1 ◦G⊗(M1,M2)

−1 ◦ ζ(M1 ⊗M2)

∈ HomG(F (M1 ⊗M2), F (M1 ⊗M2)) ∼= Z2,

where F⊗(M1,M2) : F (M1) ⊗ F (M2) → F (M1 ⊗M2) is the isomorphism in
(A.2). Then ω(F,G) = [Cζ ] ∈ H2

sym(π0,Z2). So Theorem A.18(c) says that a
monoidal isomorphism η : F ⇒ G exists if and only if [Cζ ] = 0, or equivalently,
if Ψ([Cζ ]) = 0, that is, if Cζ(γ, γ) + Cζ(0, 0) = 0 ∈ Z2 for all γ ∈ G ⊆ π0.
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Math. France 87 (1959), 293–310.

191

https://arxiv.org/abs/alg-geom/9601010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.7360
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.08441
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01056
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.00690


[11] R. Bott and H. Samelson, Applications of the theory of Morse to symmetric
spaces, Amer. J. Math. 80 (1958), 964–1029.

[12] L. Breen, R. Mikhailov and A. Touzé, Derived functors of the divided
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ment. Math. Helv. 28 (1954), 17–86. English translation: pages 131–209
in S.P. Novikov and I.A. Taimanov, editors, Topological library. Part 1:
cobordisms and their applications, World Scientific, 2007.
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