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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 €2, 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, Q), M?

(ii) If not, can we give computable sufficient conditions on (X, Q) 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 8 in Q5P (T)
cannot be written in the form B = [X, ¢] for our n-manifold X, and the
answer to (i) is yes if there are no ‘bad’ classes.

We define bordism categories, such as BordoP™(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 : Bord5P™(BG) — s-Zo-tor. Ori-
entations on moduli spaces M on X are induced by trivializations of O on
a subcategory of %otbgpi“(BG) depending on X. We compute spin bor-
dism groups Q5P (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 (Gz-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 [OL37H3959,[6TR0,99]. 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 [9,124,[80].

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

(a) Let (X, p, g) be a compact 7-manifold with coclosed Ga-structure, G a Lie

(d)

group, and P — X a principal G-bundle. Write ./\/IIGD2 for the moduli space
of Ga-instantons on P, that is, irreducible connections V on P satisfying
the curvature condition 72(Fy) = 0, modulo gauge transformations.

Similarly, if (X, €2, g) is a compact 8-manifold with Spin(7)-structure, we

consider moduli spaces M3P™ ) of Spin(7)-instantons on P — X.

Let (X, ¢, g) be a compact 7-manifold with Ga-structure. Write M%* for
the moduli space of associative 3-folds on X, that is, compact p-calibrated
3-submanifolds N C X, in a fixed L-equivalence class a € A5 (X).
Similarly, if (X, €, g) is a compact 8-manifold with Spin(7)-structure, we
consider moduli spaces Mgay of Cayley 4-folds N C X.

In each case, the moduli space M is a smooth manifold if ¢, 2 are generic, and
a derived manifold [56H58.[60] in general, so orientations on M make sense.
There are also orientation problems in Algebraic Geometry. In particular:



(e) Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-fold, and M’ (7) a proper moduli scheme of
Gieseker stable coherent sheaves on X with Chern character a. Borisov—
Joyce [9] showed how to make MS'(7) into a derived manifold. Thus,
if we can choose an orientation on M3 (1) (which has a purely algebro-
geometric definition), we get a virtual class [MS (7)]viyt in Ho(M3(1),2),
which can be used to define Donaldson—Thomas type ‘DT4 invariants’
of X. Later, Oh-Thomas [80] gave an algebro-geometric definition of
[ME(T)]vire, still needing a choice of orientation. DT4 invariants are now
a very active area, see for instance [6L[7,[9,[18]19,2TH32L[47] 61164, [80.82].

Cao—Gross—Joyce |20, Th. 1.15] showed that algebro-geometric orientations
on M3 (1) 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 categories BordSP®(BG) from §4 which are
used in §I2HT3] to solve (a),(b),(e) above. We also define submanifold bordism
categories Bord (M H) in §8 used in §Idlto solve (c),(d), cohomology bordism
categories BordB (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 BotdB (T )op in §71

Let G be a Lie group, and n > 0. The bordism category BotdSPi?(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] : (Xo, Py) —
(X1, P1) equivalence classes [Y, Q] of pairs (Y, Q), where Y is a compact spin
(n 4 1)-manifold with boundary Y = — X, II X; and @ — Y is a principal G-
bundle with Q|sy = Py I P;. The composition of [V, Q] : (Xo, Py) — (X1, P1)
and [Y,Q'] : (X1,P1) = (Xg,P) is [Y IIx, Y',Q IIp, @Q']. The monoidal
structure is (Xo, Pp) ® (X1, P1) = (X0 II X3, Py II P1) on objects.

Then BordSP?(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 7o, and a linear quadratic morphism ¢ : my — 7. For BordSPin(BG)
these are the spin bordism groups m; = QET?(BG) for 1 = 0,1, where BG is
the classifying space of GG, and ¢ is multiplication by «a; in Q?pi“(*) = Zs(a1).
Thus, if we can compute Q5P (BG), we understand BotdSP*(BG) very well.

After some background from Algebraic Topology in §2} our first main results,
in §3, compute the spin bordism groups QSP®(T'), and in some cases Q5P (LT,
for n < 9 and T in the list of spaces

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

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

Here M H is the Thom space of H — O(4), as in §5 and BG is the classi-
fying space of the Lie group G, and K(R, k) is an Eilenberg-MacLane space,



which classifies cohomology classes in H*(—, R). We also compute some maps
ESPin(y . QSPIN(LT T) — QSPIN(T) arising in our orientability theory. The
proofs of theorems in §3] are given in §I5-§I8

As an example, we give a partial statement here of our results for MU(2) and

BSU(m), see Theorems B.IH33 and Corollary B4l Section Bl also gives similar
results for the other spaces in ().

Theorem 1.1. (a) In dimensions n < 9 the reduced spin bordism groups
QOSPin(VU(2)) are as follows:

n | 01,235 4 6 8 9
Gy 0 20 2l Z%e) I 0

Here, writing elements of QSPI®(MU(2)) as [X, M] for X a compact spin n-
manifold and M C X a compact (n — 4)-submanifold with a normal U(2)-
structure, we have

= [8h] € QTP (x), §=1[8*xSL{+}], e=1[5"xS8L87,
<1
2

G = [HP2,HP'] — [HP2, 0], (3 = [CP3 x (S1)2, CP? x {1}2].

= [(K3 x §)/Z>(a) x Sy, K3 x {N} x {1}],

For n =4,6,8 the isomorphisms in (L2) may be written explicitly as

QSPin(pU2)) = Z (X, M] —s #M,
QSPiR(MU(2)) = Z, (X, M] — =1 [\, e1(var),
QSPin (MU (2)) = 72,

M]

(X,

— ( s1gn (M) +f Cl(l/M chQ VM chl VM) )7

which map 6 — 1, e = 1, and & + (1,0,0), &+ (0,1,0), G+ (0,0,1).
(b) There is a map 55*"“(MU( 2)) : QSPIN(LMU(2); MU(2)) — QSPIn(MU(2))
defined in (Z7) below. In the notation of (a), this has image
n 01,235 4 6 8 9
mEPP(MUER)| 0 Z0) Zl) Z($.26.G) ZalaG)

(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 QSP™(MU(2)) =
QSPin(BSU) for n < 9 and QP (BSU(m)) = QSP(BSU) for 2m > n. Hence
QSPin(BSU(m)) and ImESP(MSU(m)) for n < 9 and 2m > n are as in
(C2)—(@C3). Forn=4,6,8 and m > 2,3 and 4 respectively, the description of



QSPin(BSU(m)) may be written explicitly as

QP (BSU(m)) =7,  [X,P]— [y ca(P), (1.4)
QSP(BSU(m)) —Z,  [X, Pl & [, es(P), (1.5)
QSPin(BSU(m)) —» 77, (1.6)
(X, P ([ [P — D - mlReslPl] [ op(P)2, [ ea(P))

which map &+ 1, e = 1 and & + (1,0,0), ¢~ (0,1,0), 3 = (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 below.

Let X be a compact spin n-manifold and P — X a principal G-bundle. Write
Bp = Ap/ Aut(P) for the moduli stack of all connections V on P, modulo gauge
transformations. Suppose n = 1,7,8 mod 8. Then we can define a principal Zo-
bundle Op — Bp which parametrizes orientations at [V] € Bp for the (positive)

Dirac operator ng;r) ® ad(V) twisted by the connection ad(V) on the adjoint
bundle g — ad(P) — X. (The restriction to n = 1,7,8 mod 8 is because

otherwise ﬂgj) is C- or H-linear, and is trivially oriented.) Such orientations
are relevant to instanton moduli spaces, since in (a),(b) we have Mp C Bp, and
Op|m, is the orientation bundle on M p, so that an orientation on Bp induces
orientations of Ga- or Spin(7)-instanton moduli spaces M p.

Using Theorem we define a monoidal functor O : BordSPi?(BG) —
Zs-tor or s-Za-tor, where Zs-tor, s-Zo-tor are the Picard groupoids of (super) Zo-
torsors. This functor controls orientations of moduli spaces Bp in the following
sense: let X be a compact spin n-manifold, and write %Utbipm(BG) for the
subcategory of BordSPi?(BG) with objects (X, P) and morphisms [X x [0, 1], Q].
Then a natural isomorphism nx of functors in the diagram

Bordx (BG) - Z5-tor
inc nXﬂ forget Zg—gradingT (1 7)
BordSPin(BG) o s-Z-tor

is equivalent to choices of orientations for Bp for all principal G-bundles P — X,
invariant under isomorphisms P 2 P’. Using the description of BordSPi?(BG)

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

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a compact spin n-manifold forn =1,7,8 mod 8, and
G be a Lie group. Then Bp is orientable (i.e. the principal Zs-bundle Op — Bp
is trivializable) for all principal G-bundles P — X if and only if

wl(O)([XxSl,gb]) =0 in Zy for all maps ¢ : X x S' — BG,

where m1(0) : Qrslﬂ)riln(BG) — Z3 is a group morphism.



Writing E3P™(BG) : QSPI"(LBG) — QSO (BG) for the natural map, where

LBG is the free loop space of BG, this condition may also be written
m1(0) 0 5P (BG)([X, ¢']) =0 in Zs for all maps ¢' : X — LBG.
Furthermore, Bp is orientable for all X, P if and only if 71(0)o£SPin(BG) = 0.

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

Results like Theorem mean that we can answer orientability problems
by explicit computation of bordism groups Q5Pi?(BG), QSPin(£BG) and mor-
phisms 7;(0). As in Theorem [Tl 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 a € Qrslﬁlfl (BG) may
be written in the form [X x 8!, ¢] 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 : BordSPI(B(G) — s-Zs-tor factors via a monoidal functor
T : BordSPin(BG) — BordSPin(K(Z,4)), where BordSPin(K(Z,4)) is a coho-
mology bordism category from §6l Testing whether a class 5 € Qiﬁiln(K(Z, 4))
may be written in the form [X x 8!, 1] 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 spaces M 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 nx in (7)) is equivalent
to choices of orientations for Bp for all principal G-bundles P — X. However,
saying nx 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 nx in (7).

Our solution, when O factors as O = H o T for a monoidal functor T :
BordSPIY(BG) — BordSPiR(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)) Z5-tor

1
\L_;nc F ﬁ\ forget Zg—gradingT (1 8)
BordSPin(K (Z,4)) L

s-Z5-tor.

Having chosen a flag structure on X, we define nx in (L7) 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, ¢, g) is a compact Ga-manifold then a flag structure on X induces
orientations on moduli spaces M>* of associative 3-folds in X, as in (c) above.



Then the authors [63] showed that a flag structure on X induces orientations on
moduli spaces M$? of Ga-instantons in X when G = SU(m) or U(m), as in (a)
above. We show in Theorem [I04] that the notions of flag structure in [59, §3]
and (L) are equivalent when n = 7.

Equation (L) provides a way to define flag structures in 8 dimensions, when
the ideas of [59] do not apply. We show in Theorem [I0.7 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 & € H*(X,Z) such that [, @ USq*(a) = 1
in Zy, where & € H?(X,Zs) is the mod 2 reduction of a, and Sq*(@) in
H5(X,Z5) is its Steenrod square.

Then the set of flag structures F on X is a torsor for Map(H*(X, Z), Z5).

As defined in ([L8)), a flag structure F' includes an independent Z5 choice for
each a € H*(X, Z), where the choice is canonical for a = 0. However, by impos-
ing extra conditions on F, e.g. by requiring F to factor via BotrdSPir(K (7, 4)) —
BordSPin(K (75, 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 Zs-choice in F in (L) for o € H*(X,Z)
determines the Zs-choices in nx in (7)) for all principal U(m)-bundles P — X
with ca(P) — ¢1(P)? = «, independently of the other Chern classes ¢;(P).

We develop our theory of bordism categories and orientations of moduli
spaces in §4-4T1], with some proofs deferred to §I9 Sections give appli-
cations of our theory to problems (a)-(e) above. Theorems [[3] [[5 [[.§ and
summarize some main results from these sections. See §I0 and §12}-§14] for
definitions and notation.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a compact Lie group on the list
Es, Er, Es, 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 Zs-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 §I0.1] determine orientations on Bp for all P — X.

(b) Let (X,g) be a compact Riemannian spin 8-manifold which satisfies (x)
above. Then Bp is orientable for all principal G-bundles P — X. A choice
of orientation for det ﬂ} =~ 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 = Ejg, we show that condition (%) holds for X if and only if (not just only
if) Bp is orientable for all principal Es-bundles P — X.

(ii) The compact 8-manifold X = SU(3) does not satisfy condition (x). We

show in Example [2.8 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, Go, Eg, E7, or Es.



(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 [[2.7 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 (LY). For example, we show in Example 2.9 that if X is the compact
spin 7-manifold Sp(2) xgp(1)xsp(1) SP(1), so that X x S* is a compact spin 8-
manifold, then Bx xg and Bx xs1«x¢ are not orientable for the trivial G-bundles
XxG—= X, X xS xG— X x 8! for any Lie group G on the list

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

Theorem 1.5. (a) Let (X, v, g) be a compact Ga-manifold with d(x¢) = 0, and
let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (IL9). Then the Ga-instanton moduli
space Mgz is orientable for all principal G-bundles P — X, and a choice of
orientation for det Dy = R and a flag structure on X in the sense of §I0.1]
determine orientations on Mfi? forall P — X.

If (p,g) is torsion-free then det IDx has a canonical orientation.

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

ciative 3-folds M is orientable for all a € A§O(4)(X), and a choice of flag
structure F' on X determines orientations on M%* for all «.

Remark 1.6. Theorem [[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 [LB(b) was already known when M3* 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
§9.21-§9.3l implies that principal Zs-bundle Op — Bp above is the Zs-reduction
of a natural principal Z-bundle O% — Bp. This O% encodes information about
counting how many eigenvalues of twisted Dirac operators )y ® ad(V) cross
zero as one deforms V in a l-parameter family. Write O;ZD’“ — Bp for the Zj-
reduction of O4 — Bp for k > 2, a principal Zj-bundle, with OIZD2 = Op.

Our theory also gives criteria for when the principal Z- or Z-bundles O% or
Olzgk are trivializable, essentially the same as Theorem [[.2] but using morphisms
71(0) to Z or Zj, instead of Z,.

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 (C'F,(X),0) in which the generators are flat connections on
principal G-bundles P — X, usually for G = U(2) or SO(3), and the differential
d is defined by counting self-dual instantons on a principal G-bundle @ — X xR

10



which are asymptotic at 00 in R to given flat connections Vi on X. The issue
of grading Floer theories is whether for H Fj(X) the index k should lie in Z, or
Zy., or Zo (or more generally in a torsor over Z, 7y or Zs).

Following Donaldson—Thomas [39] and Donaldson-Segal [38], if (X, ¢, g) is a
compact Go-manifold, one can imagine trying to define a Floer theory in which
the Floer complex is generated by Ga-instantons on a compact (Ga-manifold
(X, ¥,9), and the differentials obtained by counting Spin(7)-instantons on X 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 O% — Bp or
OIZD’c — Bp would induce a grading of the Floer theory over Z or Z.

In fact, we have proved a negative result: Corollary implies that for
the groups G = SU(m), Sp(m) for m > 2 and Eg, Theorem [[3(a) does not
generalize to Z- or Zj-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 O% — Bp or O]ZD’“ — Bp is not trivializable.

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

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

(a) Let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (L9). Then the Spin(7)-instanton

moduli space M?Dpinm is orientable for all principal G-bundles P — X, and a

choice of orientation for det ﬁ} =~ R and a flag structure on X in the sense of
determine orientations on MP™™ for all P — X.
P

If (,g) is torsion-free then det lb; has a canonical orientation.

(b) The moduli spaces MS¥ 'SP of spin Cayley 4-folds N in X are ori-

entable for all a € Aipin@) (X). A choice of flag structure F on X determines

orientations on MS¥SP™) for 4l o € Aipin(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 (x).
However, the proof relied on [20, Th. 1.11], which is false as in Remark [[4Yiii).

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 D’coh(X), and M, C
M of objects F* in D’coh(X) with [F*] = o € K{,,,(X), are orientable in the
sense of Definition[I3.2. A choice of flag structure F on X in the sense of §10.2
determines an orientation on the moduli stacks M, M. Such orientations are
necessary for defining DT/ invariants of X, as in Borisov-Joyce [9] and
Oh-Thomas [80].

If ca(@) —c1(a)? =0 in HY(X,Z) then we can construct a canonical orien-
tation on My without choosing a flag structure.

Remark 1.11. (i) Cao—Gross—Joyce [20, Cor. 1.17] claimed to prove orientabil-
ity in Theorem without requiring X to satisfy condition (x). However, the
proof relied on [20, Th. 1.11], which is false as in Remark [[4{iii).
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(ii) As explained in §I3] the last part of Theorem [[.I0 resolves an apparent
paradox in the literature on DT4 invariants. In the papers [7|[18,19,21H32] 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 (II0) does not involve orientations, but the right
hand side needs a choice of orientations on the moduli spaces M, to determine
the signs of the DT4 invariants. All relations (II0) in [7,[1819,21H32] involve
only moduli spaces M, on X with ¢1(«) = c2(a) =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 = colim,,_,», 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 tpo(n) : BO(n) — BO coming from the direct limit.

The inclusions O(m) x O(n) — O(m + n) induce a binary operation ppo :
BO x 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 ¢rx : X — BO(n), which we compose with tpo(,) : BO(n) — BO
to get a map @5ty : X — BO classifying the stable tangent bundle of X. Up to
contractible choice this is unique and independent of the Riemannian metric g

12



on X, which permits us to fix the choice of ¢ty below. We have a homotopy
commutative diagram

X

st
\L¢N@B -

LBO(n+1)

BO(n) ————= BO(n + 1) —*_== B,

where R — X is the trivial line bundle. The vector bundle isomorphism
idrx @& — idﬁ :TX ®R — TX &R induces a homotopy _1¢’TX€BB : (bTXGSE =
T xer Whose square is homotopic to the constant homotopy Idg, .- We define
—lyst 1 ¢Fx = &7y to be the horizontal composition of this with Id, -

If X has boundary or corners then TX|spx = T(0X) ® R, where R — X is
the trivial line bundle. Thus we have a homotopy commutative diagram

0X o X
l/aﬁTax ﬂ ¢>Txl/
BO(n—1) BO(n).

Composing with BO(n) — BO shows that

PTxlox = PT(ax)- (2.1)

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

BxB — B
|xs n5 ) 5)
BO x BO FEo BO.

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

B B
e 22)
X

X BO.

An isomorphism of tangential structures vx = (vx,nx) and v = (v, nx)
is represented by a homotopy 7 : vx = 7% such that the diagram

Idg on

Boyx Boy



commutes up to homotopy (of homotopies). Here we only care about 7 up to
homotopy and often we will only care about isomorphism classes of B-structures.
The opposite B-structure —v y is obtained by composing homotopies across

the diagram
B B
/ U”]X
st
X

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

From (21 we see that if X has boundary or corners then composing (2.2))
with ix : 0X — X gives a restriction v x|sx which is a B-structure on 0X.

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

B/ 7
B/ JJ\BO' (23)

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

X BO.

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,idpo).
Every manifold X has an O-structure unique up to homotopy.

(b) The special orthogonal tangential structure is SO = (BSO, fs0), where
BSO = colim,,—, BSO(n) and fso : 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, Bspin), where BSpin =
colim,, o, BSpin(n) and Bspin : 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 spin® tangential structure is Spin® = (BSpin®, Bspinc), for BSpin® =
colim,, o0 BSpin®(n) and Bspine : BSpin® — BO induced by Spin®(n) — O(n).
A Spin®-structure on X amounts to an orientation and a spin® structure.

(e) The unitary tangential structure is U = (BU, By), where BU = colim,, o
BU(m) and fy : BU — BO is induced by the commutative diagram

U(m) U(m) —U(m +1) —=U(m+1) — -

J ! ! J

-—0(2m)—0(2m+1)—0(2m+2)—0(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, fsu), where BSU =
colim,, oo BSU(m) and Bgy : BSU — BO is defined as in (e).

(g) The quaternionic tangential structure is Sp = (BSp, Bsp), where BSp =
colim,, 0o BSp(m) and fgp, : 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 QB(—) 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, vy, f), where X is a compact manifold with
dim X = n, vy is a B-structure on X, and f : X — T is a continuous map.
Given two such triples, a bordism from (Xo,vx,, fo) to (X1,7x,, f1) is a triple
(W, vw,e), where:

(i) W is a compact (n+1)-manifold with boundary, with a given identification
oW = X, II X;.

(ii) vy is a B-structure on W, with a given isomorphism of B-structures
Ywlow = —vx, vy, on OW = X, 11 X;.

(iii) e : W — T is a continuous map such that elgw = fo II f1 under the
identification OW = X, II X;.

Write (Xo,vx,,fo) ~ (X1,7x,, f1) if there exists such a bordism (W, vy, €).
Then ‘~’ is an equivalence relation, called B-bordism, and the equivalence class
[X,vy, f] is called a B-bordism class. The n'" B-bordism group QB (T) is the
set of B-bordism classes [X, 7y, f] with dim X = n, where the group structure
has zero element O = [(}, 0, ], addition [ X, v x, f]+[X', v x/, ['] = [XIIX' v 1T
7X/7fo/]a and inverse _[Xa'YXaf] = [X, _7X7f]'

When T is a point we may omit the necessarily constant map f from the
notation, and write elements of QB (x) as [X, vy].

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 2l Then a B-structure vy on a manifold
X induces a B’-structure TIB (yy) on X. This defines a group morphism

B’
1_‘[B

QB (1) =2 QF(T),  [X.vx, fl— [X. 105 (vx). f.
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If . : U < T is a subspace we can define relative bordism groups QB (T;U),
whose elements [X, 7y, f] are bordism classes of triples (X, vy, f) with X a
compact n-manifold with boundary and B-structure vy, and f : X — T a
continuous map with f(0X) C U C T. These fit into a long exact sequence

Lx

. QB(T)

n

T

. —= QB(U) BT U) -2 QB (U) —= - .

If T is path-connected we define the reduced bordism groups to be QB (T) =
QB(T; {to}), for to € T any base point. As the inclusion of U = {to} has a left

inverse, the long exact sequence reduces to short exact sequences

T

0—)95(*)L>QE(T)—>QE(T)—>O

n=0|n=1|n=2|n=3|n=4|n=>5|n=6| n=7|n=8|n=9
QS0 (x) z 0 0 0 A Z, 0 0 72
QO (%) Z, 0 Z, 0 73 7, 73 Z, 73
QSpin(yy | 7 7y 7y 0 z 0 0 0 7> V&;
QSpin®(4) | 7 0 z 0 72 0 72 0 74 0
QY () z 0 z 0 72 0 VA 0 z°
QSY(x) z Z, Z, 0 A 0 z 0 72

Table 2.1: B-bordism groups of the point

As B-bordism QB () is a generalized homology theory, as in §.2 there is an
Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence Hy(T, QB (%)) = QB (T), where « is the
point. If T'is path-connected then as the splitting QB (T') = QB (x) @ QB(T) is
functorial, this induces a spectral sequence H,,(T, QqB(*)) = Qﬁrq (T'). Thus, a
lot of important behaviour of bordism depends on the bordism groups Q2 (x) of
the point, so much effort has gone into calculating these. Table 2.1l gives values
of QB (%) for B = SO, O, Spin, Spin®, U, SU and n < 9, which are taken from
Stong [88], Anderson, Brown and Peterson [I], 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

n 0 1 2 4 8 9
QSPin(x) | Z(1) | Za{an) | Za(o?) | Z{ou) | Z{ag,ag) | Za(onas, aiog)

a1 = [SY], oy = [K3], ag = [HP?], of = [(K3 x K3)/Z3]
Table 2.2: Explicit presentation of QSPi?(x), n <9
A presentation of QSPIR(x), n < 9 is given in Table 22 where S}, is S!

with the non-bounding spin structure, i.e. the unique spin structure that does
not extend from S' = dD? to D?.
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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 to € T. Write S' = R/Z, with basepoint 0 = 0+ Z.
The free loop space of T'is LT = Mapg, (S',T), with the compact-open topol-
ogy. Points of LT are continuous maps v : S — T, that is, loops in T. The
based loop space of T is QT = Mapg, ((S*,0), (T, to)). Points of QT are contin-
uous maps v : St — T with v(0) = t¢, that is, based loops in T.

Mapping 7 + (0) defines an evaluation map evg : LT — T, with evy *(0) =
QT. It is a homotopy fibration, with fibre QT. Let B be a tangential structure.
As B-bordism QB(—) is a generalized homology theory, the homotopy fibration
gives an Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H,(T,QFQT)) =

p+q

(LT). (2.4)

The fibration has a section s : T' — LT mapping ¢t € T to the constant loop
8! — {t} C T, with evg osy = idy. The morphisms (evp). : QB (LT) — QB(T)
and (s7)« : QB(T) — QB (LT) induce a splitting

QB(LT)=0B(T) e QB(LT;T),  where

2.5
QB(LT;T) = Ker((evo)« : QZ(LT) — QB (T)). (25)
Write IB(T) : QB(LT) — QB(LT;T) for the projection in this direct sum. We
regard QB (LT;T) as a relative B-bordism group.

The decomposition Z3) of QF(LT) corresponds in the spectral sequence
(Z3) to the decomposition QF(QT) = QE (x) & QP (QT). Therefore [ZF) splits
as the direct sum of two spectral sequences, with the first H, (7, QqB(*)) =
QB (T) the ~usuaul spectral sequence for computing QB(T), and the second
being H, (T, QP (OT)) = QF, (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, :
QB (L£S) — QB(LT) is compatible with the splittings ([25). Write

B QP (LS;5) — QP (LT;T)
for the restriction of Lf, to relative B-bordism.

Now a continuous map ¢ : X — LT is equivalent to a continuous map
¢ X x 8 — T, by the tautological definition ¢'(x,y) = ¢(z)(y) for z € X
and y € S'. Define a morphism

E2(T): QP (LT) — QB (T) by

2.6
gr?(T):[X77X7¢]’—>[XX8177XX’YSla(b/]a ( )

where ¢ is as above and g is the B-structure on S! induced from the stan-
dard B-structure on the closed unit disc D? C R? by identifying S' = 9D?.
Here £8(T) maps to QZ (1) = Ker(QB, (T) — QB () c QB (T) as the
projection of Z0) to QF, () is [X x §'] = [X] - [S!] = 0 since S' = D2
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Equation (Z6) is compatible with equivalences (Xo,vx,,%0) ~ (X1,7x,,
#1), and so is well defined. Note that [S,yg:1] = 0 in QF(x). When B = Spin
there is also a second Spin-structure v, on 8* with [S',v%,] # 0 in Q5P ();
it is important that we use yg: rather than v, in (2.6).

Consider the diagram

(sT)« ns
_—
x ]

08, (7). —

0— QB(T)

The top row is exact. If [ X, vy, ] € QB(T) then

& (T) o (s1)+ ([X,vx,9]) = € (D) ([X,vx, 57 0 ¢)])
= [X X Sla7X X781a1/}O7TX] = [Xa'YXﬂ/}] * [817781] = [X77X7¢] *0=0,

where x : QF(T) x QP (x) — QF, | (T) is the natural product. Thus the left

hand triangle of (Z7) commutes, so there exists a unique morphism £B(T') :
QBT T) — Qn+1( ) 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 tg € T there is an Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence

Hy (T, Q5P (x)) = Q5P™(T). (2.8)
Evaluation of the spectral sequence requires knowledge of the graded coefficient
ring @, Q5P (*), which is shown in Table for n < 9.

We explain the meaning of (Z8]), and refer to McCleary [71] for a compre-
hensive introduction to spectral sequences A spectral sequence consists of a
sequence of bigraded abelian groups {(E} ;,d,, ;)}pqez for each r = 2,3,.
the pages of the spectral sequence, and differentials dy, , : £, , — ECT gHr—1-
The groups Erfl of the E”‘l—page are the homology groups of (£, , ;q) of
the E"-page, beginning with E pyq = Hp(T, Qqum( )). If the spectral sequence
is convergent, the groups Ej , stabilize for large values of r to groups EJ<.
Moreover, for each n there is a filtration

0=F 1, CFynC - CFypnCFpiinC---CFnp=Q5P™T).

If T'is a CW complex, then F), , is defined to be the image of the morphism
QSpin(T )y — OSPIN(T) induced by the inclusion of the p-skeleton 7). For all
p,n in N there are natural isomorphisms

Fyon/Fp-1,n = B, (2.9)

pn—p-*
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Fix p. The direct sum @ q E} , over all groups in the p-th column of the
E"-page of the spectral sequence forms a graded module over the graded ring
@B,.cn AP (%), and the differentials df = are linear for this module structure.
Moreover, the filtration is compatible with the graded module structure and for
cach o € Q5P™ () there is a commutative diagram

0 —— Fp1y —S— F EX 0

p,n p,n—p
J{'Oz J{'OL J{-Ot
C
0 — Fpintd — Fpngd — ng’n+d_p — 0.

To emphasize the dependence of the spectral sequence and of the filtration

on the space T', we sometimes write £ (1), d, ,(T), and F) ,(T).
The suspension isomorphism o : Qgpi“ (T)— Qiﬁlfl (3XT) maps the filtration
Fyn to Fpt1,n+1 and so induces a morphism of spectral sequences

By (T) — Ep 4 (3T). (2.10)

On the E2%_page the morphism (2.10) coincides with the suspension isomorphism
o Hy(T, Qsp‘“(*)) — H,11(T, Q?p‘n(*)) in ordinary homology. Moreover, we
have commutative diagrams

0 — Fpo10(T) —— Fpu(T) ——— EX,_(T) —— 0

ok

0 — Fppi1(2T) == Fpy1,041(ET) — B, (ET) — 0.

In general, the differentials in a spectral sequence are difficult to compute.
For the spectral sequence (2.8) it is possible to compute d , d2 | by the follow-
ing result of Maunder [69], see also [T, Lem. 5.6].

Proposition 2.5. For the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence of spin bordism,
the differentials d2 | : Hy(T,Zy) = E? | — E2 5, = H, o(T,Z5) on the E?-
page are dual to the Steenrod operation Sq>. Moreover, d;o = d127,1 o po where
p2: Hy(T,Z) — H,(T,Z5) is reduction modulo two.

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

U, (T): QSPINT) — H,(T,2), [f:X —T]— f.([X]). (2.11)

Proposition 2.6.

U, (T) injective <= Ep° 1, =---= Eg, =0, (2.12)
U, (T) surjective <= dy, o: E} o — E;, ., vanish for all r > 2. .
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Proof. Since (ZTI1)) is a transformation of cohomology theories, it induces a mor-
phism of Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequences. The EZ?-page of the spectral
sequence H,(T; Hy(*,2)) = H,.4(T,Z) consists of a single row, so the spec-
tral sequence collapses and we have a trivial filtration with E,%)O = H, (T,2).
Moreover, we see that Ker U, (T) = F,,_1,,. We can thus factor ¥,,(T') as

QRP(T) = Fup — Fun/Fao10 = By~ Ef g = Ho(T,2),  (2.13)

where the first map is surjective and the last map is injective. Hence (ZI3)) is
injective if and only if F,,_;, = 0. Moreover, (ZI3)) is surjective if and only if
E? , = E;%. These conditions are equivalent to those stated in (2.12). O

n

If By C B2 = H,(T,Z) is freely generated by homology classes ar, ..., a
of orders my,...,my > 0, we can interpret ¥, (T') as a morphism Qﬁpin(T) —
Ly © - ® Ly, Suppose that a; € H"(T,Z,,;) are cohomology classes satis-
fying (a;, o; mod m;) = 0; ;. Then we can write this morphism as

o (D)X, 1) = (Jx F*(ar), - [x F*(ax).

If (2Z12) holds, these give explicit isomorphisms QSPY™(T) 2 Z,, @ --- @& Z,p, .

2.3 Eilenberg—MacLane spaces and Steenrod squares

The differentials in the spectral sequence (Z8) 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 Filenberg-MacLane
space K(A,n) is a connected topological space, well-defined up to homotopy
equivalence, such that m;(K(A,n)) =0 for all n # k and A = 71, (K (A4, n)).

There is a Hurewicz isomorphism
A=, (K(An)) — H,(K(A,n),Z) (2.14)

and a primary class e, € H"(K(A,n), A) that corresponds under the isomor-
phism H"(K(A,n),A) =2 Hom(H,(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 € H™(X,A) correspond bijectively to homotopy classes of maps f : X —
K(A,n) satisfying f*(e,) = u.

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

Sq': H*(X,Zy) — H*(X,Z5),

characterized uniquely by the following axioms:
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(a) Naturality. For any continuous map f: X — Y,
f*oSq" =8Sq'of*.
(b) Normalization. If x € H™(X, Z2) has degree n, then
Sq’(z) = =, Sq"(x) =z U, Sq"(z) =0 for all m > n.
(c) Cartan formula. For all z,y € H*(X,Z5) we have

Sq"(z Uy) = ZSQ ) USq (y).

i+j=n

It follows from these axioms that Sq* 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,5 > 0, i < 27,

o2 j—k— o
Sq* Sq? = Z ( o )Sql—"]_kqu. (2.15)
k=0

The first Steenrod operation Sq' is closely connected to the Bockstein homo-
morphism B : H*(X,Z2) — H*t1(X,7) associated to the short exact sequence

0 7257257, 0,
where po is multiplication by 2 and ps is reduction modulo 2. Specifically,
Sq = pa o By (2.16)
Moreover, for all odd 7 = 2k + 1 there are integral Steenrod operations
SqZ T = By 0Sq** : H*(X, Z5) — H*P? (X, 7) (2.17)

2k+1

into integral cohomology. The Adem relation Sq' o Sq** = Sq implies

p20SqZ T = (p2 0 B2) 0 8q”* = Sq' 0 S¢** =S
Example 2.9. The Zs-cohomology of the classifying space BO(n) is a polyno-

mial Zo-algebra generated by the Stiefel-Whitney classes w1, ..., w,. The Wu
formula calculates the Steenrod squares of these for ¢ < j and states

; L i—k—1
Sq (wj) = Z <j P >wi+jk’wt.

k=0

A sequence I = (iy,i2,---) of natural numbers is admissible if i1 > 2is,
ig > 2ig, ---. The ezcess of an admissible sequence is e(I) = (i1 — 2ia) + (i2 —
2i3) +--- . Write & € H"(X, Z3) for the reduction modulo two of a cohomology
class « € H"(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),Z5) is the polynomial
Zs-algebra on generators Sq'(€,) for all admissible sequences I = (iy,ig,---)
with excess e(I) < n and all entries iy, # 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 H>(X,75) — H™(X,Z,)

characterized uniquely by the following axioms:

(a) Naturality. P is natural in X;
(b) Addition formula. For all z,y € H?"(X,Z3) we have

Pz +y) =PE) +Py) + f2(z V7).
(¢) Normalization. The mod 2 reduction of P is the cup square:
p2 o P(z) = 7°.
If T = pa(Z) can be lifted to & € H*"(X,Z4), then
P(pa(d)) = 3.

Here, fio is the map of coefficients Z3 — Z4 induced by multiplication by 2,
and ps is the map of coefficients 7, — Z5 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 tg € 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 v : S' — T,
with the compact-open topology. The based loop space is the subspace of all
v € LT satisfying v(1) = to. Evaluation at 1 € S* defines a Serre fibration

mr LT — T, ~v+—~(1),
with fibre Q7', and there is an Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence
H, (T, Q5P™(QT)) = QSP™(LT). (2.18)

Inclusion of the constant loops defines a section sp : T' — LT of the fibration,
with 77 o sp = idy and the morphisms (77). : QSPIR(LT) — QSPI(T) and
(s7)s : QSPIN(T) — OSPIN(LT) induce a splitting

QSPR(LT) = QSP(T) @ Q5PN (LT T), (2.19)
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where QSPI(LT;T) is the relative spin bordism group. The decomposition
(ZI9) of Q3P™(LT) corresponds in the spectral sequence ZI8) to the decompo-
sition QP (QT) = QIPR(x) & QFP™(QT). Therefore [ZIJ) splits as Fhe direct
sum of two spectral sequences, the first being Hy, (T, Q3P (x)) = QS_E;“ (T) and
the second being

H, (T, O5P™(QT)) = Q5P (LT 7). (2.20)

If T is a CW complex with p-skeleta 7}, C T for p > 0, then the filtration of
QOSPin(LT. T is

Fypn = Im (Q5P™ (n: ' (Ty); Tp) — QSP™(LT;T)) . (2.21)

In particular, if T is connected, we can take Ty = {*} and then w;l(To) =QT,
so the inclusion j : QT — LT of the based loop space into the free loop space
induces a map

4o : QSPIR(QT) = QSPIR(OT; &) — QSPIn(LT: T)

whose image is the first term Fp , of the filtration (2.21]). The spectral sequence

([220) converges, meaning that Fy ,/Fp—1, = EpS,_, for all p,n.

Proposition 2.12.

Jw injective in dim. n <= d.,_ 1 B, — Eg,, vanish for all r > 2,

Jx surjective in dim. n < E),_, =0 forallp>1. (2.22)

Proof. We can factor j. as
QEP(OT) — EgS, — QP (LT3 T),

where the first map projects from E3,, = Ho(T, QSPin(QT)) = QOSPIR(QT) onto
EgS, modulo the images of all differentials into position (0,n) and the sec-
ond map is the inclusion Fy,, C QSPI(LT;T). The first condition in ([Z22) is
therefore equivalent to the injectivity of j.. The second condition in ([2.22) is
equivalent to the surjectivity of j. since QSPI(LT; T) is obtained from Fp, by
a sequence of extension problems with quotients ETS, 1, E5S, _o,..., so Fon =
QSpin(£T: T if and only if all of these groups vanish. O

2.5 L-equivalence and Thom spaces

Thom [91] introduced the spaces MSO(k) to study which homology classes
a € H,_(X,Z) in an oriented n-manifold X can be represented by a compact
oriented submanifold M C X of codimension k. Extending this idea, requiring
the structure group of the normal bundle to factor through a fixed representation
p: H — SO(k) leads, more generally, to the Thom space M H.
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Definition 2.13. Let H be a Lie group, and p: 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 p will be the inclusion. But we will also be interested in the
case when H = Spin(k) and p is the composition of the double cover Spin(k) —
SO(k) with the inclusion SO(k) — O(k). We will only consider p : H — O(k)
which factorize via SO(k) < O(k), which is needed for the Thom isomorphisms
in 223)—-(224) 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 gg on its fi-
bres. An H-structure on E means a pair (@Q,q) with @ — X a (smooth or
topological) principal H-bundle, so that (Q x O(k))/H — X is a principal
O(k)-bundle, where H acts on @ by the principal bundle action and on O(k) by
h:Aw Ap(h)~! for h € H and A € O(k), and ¢ : (Q x O(k))/H — Fg is an
isomorphism of O(k)-bundles on X, where Fp — X is the frame bundle of E.

If the rank k vector bundle £ — X does not come with a metric gg on
its fibres, then when we want an H-structure on E, we implicitly choose some
ge. As the space of choices of gg 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 M H, a topological space we think of as
natural up to homotopy equivalence. It depends on p 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 E, — BH, with an H-structure. Write S C
D C Ej for the subbundles with fibres the unit sphere {(:1:1, co,TE) € RE .
a3+ --+a7 =1} in R¥, and the unit disc {(z1,...,2x) € R¥ : 234+ 2 < 1}
in R¥, respectively. Then define M H to be the quotient topological space Dy, / Sk
obtained by collapsing the closed subspace Sy in Dy to a point, written {oo}.

Observe that a composition p; = ps ot : Hy — Ho 22 O(k) induces a map

Ly :MHl — MHQ

If p factorizes via SO(k) — O(k), then for (co)homology with coefficients in a
commutative ring R there are Thom isomorphisms, see [91] §I1.2],

H" 8BH,R) = H"(MH, R), a+—s 7 (a) Ut, (2.23)
H,(MH,R) —» H,_,(BH,R), Br— m(tN B), (2.24)

defined in terms of relative cup and cap products with the Thom class ¢ in
H¥(MH,R)= H*(D,,S,, R). In particular, H"(M H, R) and H, (M H, R) both
vanish for n < k. If p does not factorize via SO(k) — O(k), then (2.23)—(224))

hold for commutative rings R of characteristic 2. For the inverse of the homology
Thom isomorphism ([2:24) we introduce the notation

o

H,(BH,R)— H, . ,(MH,R), o+ a”.

Write 7 = 17 € H,(MH, R) for the dual of the Thom class.
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Let s : BH — MH be composition of the zero section of D, with the
projection onto M H. The Euler class of E, is defined by

e=s*(t) € H*(BH,7),
and it determines the ring structure on H*(M H, Z) according to the rule
tut=mr"(e)Ut. (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 C 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 H*(Dvyy; Sva, R) = HH(X; X \ M, R) whose image in H*(X) is
Poincaré dual to the fundamental class [M] € H,,_;(X, R).

Thom spaces were introduced by René Thom [91], who studied the question
of when a homology class &« € H,_(X,Z) in an n-manifold X can be rep-
resented by a compact (n — k)-submanifold M C 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 C X is neat if
M intersects 0X transversely and OM = M N JX. For such submanifolds there
exist collars of 0X that restrict to collars of 9M. Moreover, OM C 0X is again
aneat (n — k — 1)-submanifold such that voys = vas|gas for the normal bundles.

Let 0 < k < nand p : H — O(k) be a Lie group morphism. Let X
be a compact n-manifold without boundary, and consider pairs (M, ) of a
compact, embedded (n—k)-submanifold M C X without boundary, with normal
bundle vy; — M of rank k, and an H-structure yy; on vyy;.

We say that two such pairs (Mo, vas, ), (M1, var, ) are L-equivalent if there
exists a compact, embedded, neat n — k 4+ 1-submanifold N C X x [0, 1] whose
normal bundle vy — N is equipped with an H-structure vy, such that ON =
(Mo x{0})II(Myx{1}), and Y |ar, x {iy = Vs, fori = 0, 1. This is an equivalence
relation on such pairs (M, yar). Write A (X) for the set of L-equivalence classes
[M, v of pairs (M, yar).

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, M H] using
homotopy theory, and this then tells us about submanifolds of X up to L-
equivalence.

Theorem 2.15. (Thom [91].) In Definition 214 there is a natural bijection
A (X) = [X, MH], (2.26)

with [ X, M H] 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~!(c0), so that
U is open in X. On MH \ {co} there is a tautological rank k vector bundle
E, — MH\ {oo} with H-structure, and a section s : M H \ {0} — Ej, such
that limy, 0 ||Sk||(m) = 1, that is, the length ||sg|| approaches 1 at co in M H.

Thus, on U C X we have a topological vector bundle f*(E)) — U with O(k)-
structure and H-structure, and a continuous section f*(s) of f*(Ey), whose
length || f*(s1)|| approaches 1 at U \ U in X.

Choose a smooth vector bundle structure on f*(Ey) — U compatible with
its H-structure. Choose a smooth, generic section 5; of f*(Ejy) which is C°-
close to f*(si). Then 3y is transverse, so M = §; '(0) is a smooth, embedded
(n — k)-submanifold of U. As ||8x|| is close to 1 near U \ U, M cannot approach
U\ U, so M is compact, as X is. There is a natural isomorphism dSg|as : var —
f*(Ex)|a- Thus, vy has an H-structure vy, induced from that on f*(Ey). So
[M,vypm] € [X,MH]. Thom shows that [M,~s] depends only on the isotopy
class [f], and the map [f] — [M, ] gives the bijection (2.20]). O

3 Spin bordism groups of classifying spaces

3.1 Spin bordism groups of some Thom spaces

For low values of n, the structure of QSPi?(x) was determined by Milnor [75]
and is given in Table The group Q?pin(*) >~ 7, is generated by oy = [S}, ],
Q5P () 2 7, is generated by a2 = [SL, x SL], QFP™(x) = Z is generated by
ay = [K3], and Q5P (%) = 0 for all other values of n < 7. For each pair of spaces
(T, S) with S C T, the spin bordism groups QSP™(T; S) = @, QSP(T; S) are
a graded module over the coefficient ring @, Q5Pi?(x). In particular, write
QSpin(T) = QSPIn(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 R*, and let M H be its
Thom space. Each morphism H; — Hs that is compatible with the represen-
tations induces a map M H; — M H,. In particular, we apply this construction
to the maps {1} C SU(2), SU(2) c U(2), SU(2) — Spin(4), U(2) C SO(4),
and Spin(4) — SO(4). Additionally, let M'SO(4) — K(Z,4) be the classifying
map of the Thom class in H*(MSO(4),7) 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:

/\

M{1} — MSU(2) = MSp(1 MSO(4) — K(z,4) (3.1)
MSpin(4) K(Z3,4).

Each map induces a morphism of spin bordism groups, so we can regard el-
ements in QSP®(MH,) as elements in QSPIN(MH,), in QSPI®(K(Z,4)), or in
QSPIn([(Z4,4)). We use the same letter to denote these elements.

In order to have explicit generators that can be used in both Theorem [B.1]
and Theorem [B.2] below, we will present them in a form that makes it clear
whether they can be lifted along £ (M H). For T = MH, an element in the

image of ESP™™(MH) has the form [X x S}, M x {1}], where X is a compact
spin (n — 1)-manifold and the normal bundle of M x {1} has an H-structure.

Generator § in Dimension 4. The normal bundle of a point * in & x S}
is trivial, so .
§=1[8% x 8, {*}] in QFP™(M{1}).

Generator ¢ in Dimension 6. Recall that both S% 22 G5/SU(3) and §? =
CP! are almost complex manifolds. In particular, the normal bundle of S? ¢ S¢
has structure group U(2). The normal bundle of §* C 8% x §! is isomorphic to
the normal bundle of §? C S5, so also has structure group U(2). Define

=[8°x SL,8Y in QSPM(MU(2)).

Generators Cl, o 4 L (2,¢,,¢3 in Dimension 8. The K3 surface as a sub-
manifold of K3 x 83 x S has trivial normal bundle, so

G =[K3x8*x 8t K3x{N}x{1}] in QFP™(M{1}), (3.2)

where N = (1,0,0,0) € 8. We next construct a natural divisor % of the

image of ¢; in Q§P™(MU(2)), and a natural divisor C—l of the image of % in
Q§P™(MSO(4)). Recall that the K3 surface has involutlons «a, B such that if
I, J, K are hyperkahler complex structures on K3, then a maps [ — I, J — —J,
K+~ —K and S maps [ — —I, J — J, K — —K. Then Zs{«, 3) acts freely
on K3. Let Z3y(a, ) act on 83 by a(xg,x1,72,73) = (20,21, —T2, —23) and
[3(330, T1,T2, Ig) = (Io, —T1,T2, —.Ig).

Now N is a fixed point of this action and one of {a, 3} can be made to
commute with the obvious complex structure on the (trivial) normal bundle.
If, say, @ 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 x
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83)/Z5{a) x S} and a normal SO(4)-structure as a submanifold of the compact
spin 8-manifold (K3 x 8%)/Zx(c, B) x St. This defines

%1 (K3 x 8%)/Z5(a) x S, K3 x {N} x {1}] in OSP(MU2)), -
% = [(K3 x 8%)/Zs(c, B) xSt K3x{N}x{1}] in QSP™(MSO(4)). '

We will show that indeed Q§P™(M{1}) — QFP™(MU(2)) maps (1 — 2< and
QSP™(MU(2)) — QFP™(MSO(4)) maps & + 2¢, thus justifying the notation.

Recall that a spin structure on an oriented Fuclidean vector bundle W — M
of rank 4 is given by a pair of quaternionic line bundles Eﬁ, — M and an
isomorphism W = Homy (3, E;‘V) In particular, a quaternionic line bundle
structure on W induces a spin structure on W with E% =W and Xy, trivial.

The normal bundle of the embedding HP' < HP?, [q0 : ¢1] — [qo : q1 : 0] is
v = Homy (£, H), where £ is the tautological quaternionic line bundle over HP'.
In particular, v has a Spin(4)-structure with spinor bundles 3, = £ and X}
trivial. Let HP be HP! with the reversed orientation. There is then similarly
an embedding HP' — HP?, [g0 : ¢1] — [Go : @ : 0] whose normal bundle v = £
is a quaternionic line bundle. Define

¢h = [HP?, HPY] — [HP?,0] in QFP™(MSpin(4)),

_ Cas (3.4)
G = [HP2, AP — [HP2,0] in QSP™(MSU(2)).
Here we subtract [HP?, 0] to get elements of QSP™(T) c QgP™(T).
Finally, CP? ¢ CP? has a complex normal bundle, and we define
(3= [CP3 x (81)%,CP? x {1}?] in QP™(MU(2)). (3.5)

Generator 7 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) x 8§%)/SO(3), where SO(3) acts on SU(3) by translation and on
83 by rotation, by embedding it as (SU(3) x {N})/SO(3). Define

n = [(SU(3)xS8%)/SO(3)xSL,SU(3)/SO(3)x{1}] in Q5P™(MSO(4)). (3.6)

3.1.2 Statement of theorem

For an abelian group A, the notation A = Z,,(a1,...,ax) indicates that A is
freely generated by the elements aq,...,ar € A of order m.
The following theorem is proved in §I5l

Theorem 3.1. (a) In dimensions n < 9 the spin bordism groups QSP™(T) of
T = MSU(2), MU(2), MSpin(4), MSO(4), K(Z,4), and K(Z3,4) are as shown
in Table B] with generators d,¢, ... as in G110 and a1 =[S}, ].
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n | QPR (MSU(2)) OSP(MU(2)) | Q5P (MSpin(4))
4 () () ()

5 Z5{16) Z5{16)

6 Z5(a3d) Z(e) Z5(a3d)

8 Z{C1,G2) Z(%,62,Gs) Z(G1, G2, Ca)

9 Z2{1G2) Zs(a1C2) Zs(a1(a, 1)
n | QFPIR(MSO4) | QFP(K(Z,4) | QFP(K(Z3,4))
4 Z{5) VA Z5(6)

8 | Z(G.GG) Z{Ca, Gs) Z4(C2)

9 | Zo(m,01Ga,m) Z3(a12) Z(a12)

Table 3.1: The spin bordism groups in all dimensions n < 9 of various Thom
spaces and of K(Z,4),K(Z3,4). A missing entry stands for the trivial group.
If n <9 is omitted, all groups QSP™(T') are trivial for these 7.

(b) The morphisms between the groups in TableBIl induced by the maps in (B1))
are as indicated by the notation (or obviously trivial) and the rules

QFPR(MSO4)) — QFPIN(K(Z,4)),  § =0, 7 a1l

QIPI(MSpin(4) — QIPP(MSO(4)), G r— G +G+4G,  (B7)
QFP(MU(2)) — QFP(K(Z2,4)), G 0.

(c) The action of oy € Q?pin(*) 15 as indicated by the notation and the rules

041<1 = O, 041% = O, O[1<3 = 0 (38)
(d) Representing elements of QSP™(MH) as pairs [X, M|, where X is a com-
pact spin n-manifold and M C X is a submanifold with an H -structure on its
normal bundle vy, we have the following explicit isomorphisms.
For MSU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

lI\Z

Q5P (MSU(2)) . [X, M) —s #M, (3.9)

GPR(MSUER) = 72, (X, M]— (—2880 [ o)) (3.10)

which map 0 — 1 and {1 — (1,0), (& — (0,1).
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For MU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

QSPin (MU (2)) = Z, [X, M) — #M, (3.11)

QSPiR(MU(2)) = 7, (X, M] — =1 [\, e1(var), (3.12)

QSPin(MU(2)) = 73, (3.13)
]

which map & — 1, e = 1, and & + (1,0,0), ¢+ (0,1,0), G = (0,0,1).
For MSpin(4) we have explicit isomorphisms

prin(MSpin(4)) i Z, [X, M] — #M, (3.14)
QSpin(MSpin(4)) i ZB, (315)
XM (<50, (B, g 2(50,))

which map 6 — 1 and {; — (1,0,0), & — (0,1,0), ¢4 — (0,0,—1).
For MSO(4) we have explicit isomorphisms

Q5P (MSO(4)) = Z, (X, M] —s #M, (3.16)
QgP™(MSO(4)) — 7°, (X, M] — (3.17)

(_w +fM[8(V2M) + pl(ZM)]’fM e(VM),fM(Qe(VM) —I—pl(VM))) ,

=,
=,

which map & — 1 and <+~ (1,0,0), ¢ — (0,1,0), ¢z = (0,0,1).
For K(Z,4) we have explicit isomorphisms

QSP(K(2,4)) —
QSP™ (K (2,4)) —

, X, a] — [y a, (3.18)
2 [X,a]H(fXQQ,fXaUW>, (3.19)
which map 0 — 1 and (2 — (1,0), 3 — (0,1).
For K(Zy,4) we have explicit isomorphisms
QP (K (Z,4) = 2, [X,a] — [y a, (3.20)
OSP™(K (Z2,4)) — Z4, [X,a] — [ P(a), (3.21)
which map § — 1 and (o — 1. Here P denotes the Pontrjagin square from
Definition 2111
3.2 Spin bordism groups of some free loop spaces

In §9.11 we will show that the orientability of a large class of moduli spaces
depends only on the images of the maps £5P™(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 &SP (M H) : QSP™ (LM H; M H) — QSP™(MH), which
we describe explicitly using the elements §, ¢, (1, 42_17 %, 2, (b, ¢35, n constructed
in §811 The following theorem is proved in §I8

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

n 0,1,2 3 4 5 6 7 8
QSPin(LMSU(2); MSU(2)) 0 7 7y 7, 0 72 7,
QSPin(LMU(2); MU(2)) 0 zZ 0 7 0 7° 7
QSPin(£ M Spin(4); MSpin(4)) 0 7 7, 7, 0 7° 73
QOSPin(LK(7,4); K(Z,4)) 0 zZ 0 0 0 7% Z
OSPin(L K (75,4); K(Z2,4)) 0 Z, 0 0 0 ? 72

Table 3.2: The relative spin bordism groups of free loop spaces in dimensions
n < 8. The group Q5P (LK (Zy,4); K(Z2,4)) is not important for our
purposes; it is either Zg, Z4 @ Z3, Z4, or 73.

(b) In dimensions n <9 the images of the morphism £3°(T) : QSP™(LT; T)
— QSP(T) from Z) are as shown in Table B3

(c) Classes in QSPIR (LK (Z4,4); K(Z2,4)) are represented by pairs [X,a] of a
compact spin 8-manifold X and a class & € H*(X x S',7Z5). Under the iden-
tification QYP™(K (Z4,4)) = 75 the map E5P™ (K (Z2,4)) : QFP™ (LK (Z4,4),
K(Z3,4)) = Q5P™(K (Z4,4)) is

&P (K (Z2,4))([X,a]) = [ BUST*(B), (3.22)

where we decompose & = 3 X [SY] + 7 X 1 under the Kiinneth isomorphism.
Similarly, Spm( K(Z,4)) : Q3P™(LK(Z,4); K(Z,4)) — QP™(K(Z,4)) = 75
maps [X, o] — fX B USq%(B), where we instead decompose the reduction of a
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 M H (which describe submanifolds
M C 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 C X can be regarded
as a cohomology class t € H¥(X; X \ M, R), and that it induces the Thom
isomorphism 7* (=) Ut : H*(M) — H**¥(X; X \ M, R), which we will use in
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n Im £SPIR(ASU(2)) | Im ESP(MU(2)) | Im ESP™(MSpin(4))
0,1,2,3,7
4 7(5) 7(5) 7(5)
5 Z3{a16) Z3{a19)
6 Z5(atd) Z(e) Z5(atd)
8 Z{C1,2¢2) Z(%,2(s, C3) Z(C1,C2 — Gz, G2+ G3)
9 Z3{a1(2) Zo{a1 (G +(3))
n Tm &P (MSO(4)) | Tm P (K (Z,4)) | Tm P (K (Z5,4))
0,1,2,3,5,6,7
4 () 7(6) Z,(6)
8 Z(% 262, G3) Z(2(s, Gs) Z(22)
9 Zs (o Sk, 1oy ) Z2{a1C2) Z9{01G2)

Table 3.3: The image Im £5P2™(T') ¢ QSPIR(T') of the morphism (2.7).

n—1
A missing entry stands for the trivial group.

equations (B:24)), B26), and (B28) 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 @ — X by ¢;(P) = (=1)%c;(Q). As H*(BEg,Z) = 7, a principal
Eg-bundle has a characteristic class a;(P) € H*(X, Z).

Recall that a map f : X — Y of topological spaces is n-connected if the
induced map i (f) : m(X) — 7 (Y) of homotopy groups is an isomorphism
for all kK < n and surjective for k = n. If n = oo, we call f a weak homotopy
equivalence. The following theorem is proved in §I6l

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 (B23) to the
submanifold M C X with normal Sp(1)-structure, then

e2(P)F = 7 (ca(var)* 1) Ut 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 [B.25) to the submanifold
M C X with normal U(2)-structure, then

Cl(P) = 0,
cx(P) = (=1)kz* (cl(VM)l“Q) Ut forall k> 2

c2(P)? = (ca(var))t, (3.26)
co(P)es(P) = —7* (Cl(VM)CQ(I/M)) Ut.
(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 B2Z0) to the submanifold
M C X with normal spinor bundles E?,:M — M, then

ar(P) = =7 (ca(Z,, )1 Ut forall k=1

@ (P)? =n* (c2(Bf,) — 2(3;,,)) UL, (3.28)
@(P)? = =" (c2(35,)? = 202(55, )e2(2,,) + 2(27,,)%) Ut
01 (P)g2(P) = 7" (c2(E5, )e2(27,,) — e2(27,,)?) UL
(d) There is a 16-connected map
BEs —s K(Z,4). (3.29)

If P— X is the principal Eg-bundle corresponding under (329) to a cohomol-
ogy class o € HY(X,Z), then
a1(P) = a. (3.30)

Theorem [3.3] implies that Theorem B.1] determines the spin bordism groups
Qrslpi“(BG) for n < 9 of various classifying spaces. The generators in Table B.1]
correspond under (3:23), B.28), B27) 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 < 9 the spin bordism groups Q,Szpin(BG)
for G =SU(2), SU(m) for 2m = n, Sp(m) for 4m+2 > n, and Es are as given
in Table B4l

(b) Representing elements of QSPI®(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 QSP™(BG) = QSPIN (M H) from B23), B25), B27), B29) with
the isomorphisms BII)-BI9) have the following expressions.

For BSU(2) we have explicit isomorphisms

OP(BSU(2)) = Z,  [X,P]— [y ca(P), (3.31)
OSPin(BSU(2)) —» 72, (3.32)
X, P — (fx[_ ngi) - TX)C2(P fX c2(P ) ’
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n | QSPIn(BSU(2)) |QSPIN(BSU(m)), 2m >n | QP (BSp(m)), 4m+2>n
0-37
4 2(5) 7(5) 7(5)
5 Zo{c16) Z2{16)
6 Z5(aid) Z{e) Z5(ad)
8 Z{C1,¢2) Z(&, G, G) Z{C1,C2,Cy)
9 Z(1G2) Z3{onG2) VATCNSTEY:
n QSpin(BFy)
0,1,2,3,5,6,7
4 2(5)
8 Z(C2,C3)
9 Z>{1C2)

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

which map 0 — 1 and {1 — (1,0), (& — (0,1).
For BSU(m), m > 2,3 and 4 respectively, we have explicit isomorphisms

QP (BSU(m)) =7,  [X, Pl [y ca(P), (3.33)
QSP(BSU(m)) — 7,  [X,P]— & [, es(P), (3.34)
QSPin(BSU(m)) —» 7°, (3.35)
(X, P ([ [P — D - el [ (P2, [ ea(P))

which map & — 1, e = 1 and & + (1,0,0), ¢ — (0,1,0), 3 = (0,0,1).
For BSp(m), m > 2, we have explicit isomorphisms

1R

QSP™(BSp(m)) — Z, [X,P]+— — [y a1(P), (3.36)

QgP™(BSp(m)) — 7°, [X,P]— (3.37)
(J"X[m(T)i;ql(P) _ q1(21:)2 n q21(2P)]7fx[ql(P)2 — (P),— [y qg(P)) 7

which map 0 — 1 and (1 — (1,0,0), 2 — (0,1,0), ¢4 — (0,0,—1).
The isomorphism Qgpm(BEg) =~ 7% is just @19) for a = a1(P) the char-
acteristic class of the principal Eg-bundle P — X.
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(c) Theorem determines the bordism groups QSP®(LBG; BG), n < 8, for
each of the groups G = SU(2), SU(m) for 2m — 1 = n, Sp(m) for 4m + 1 = n,
and Eg. We do not write these out explicitly.

(d) Theorem also determines the images Im é:filn(BG), n <9, for each of
the groups G = SU(2), SU(m) for 2m > n, Sp(m) for 4m+2 > n, and Eg. We
give these in Table B0l

n Tm &P (BSU(2)) | Im {3PP(BSp(m)), 4m +2 > n
0,1,2,3,7
4 7(5) 7(5)
5 Z5{a6) Z5{16)
6 Z5(a3d) Z5(a30)
8 Z{G1,2¢2) Z{C1, G2 — G2, + ()
9 Zy{a1 (G2 + G3))
0| e Esum), 2 > 0 | T BE)
0,1,2,3,5,7
4 Z(5) Z(5)
6 Z(e)
8 Z{%, 262, Ga) Z(2G3,G3)
9 Z3(an1(z2) Zs(a1C2)

Table 3.5: The image Im £ (BG) ¢ QSPin(BG) of the morphism (7).

n—1

Proof. As the coefficient groups QSP(x) 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
fe 1 QSPIR(X) — OSPIN(Y) in all dimensions 7 < d. Hence Theorem 3.3 implies
Theorem [3.1]in dimension n < 9 in each of the cases. This proves (a).

The isomorphisms (39)-BI5) are rewritten using (3:24), (326 and B28)),

which leads to B32)-B31). As an example, we explain in detail how BI5) im-
plies (331). By the Hirzebruch signature formula, %réw[) = -3 Jup(TM).
Moreover, the splitting TX |5 = TM G vy gives p1(TX)|am = p1(TM)+p1(var)

and p1(va) = —c2(vim ® C). But vy ® C = Home (X, 5 ) =X, ®c X,

as the quaternionic structure makes X7 = self-conjugate. Hence pi(va) =

—c(X,,, ®c XF,) = —2c2(X,,,) — 2c2(X) ). Substituting these expression

— sign(M)
16

into the calculation of gives

— sign(M) 1 1/ _ 1/ N
—oemA) TX)|p — — Y ) — ).
G S Mpl( )ar = o5 MCz( ) T 37 MCz( oar)
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According to (3.28), —q:1(P) is Poincaré dual to [M], [y ¢2(P) = — [}, c2(%,,,)
and [y [q1(P)? — q2(P)] = [,; c2(%},,) which, in particular, gives the second
and third component of (3317). We can now rewrite the integrals over M in the
previous equation as integrals over X,

#I%(M) 418/ pl(TX)ql(P)+2—14/XQ2(P) 214/ [01(P)* = a2(P)],

giving the first component of (B.37).
Equations (331)-(B30]) have similar proofs, and are left to the reader. Parts
(¢),(d) are immediate from Theorems and O

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(Zs,3).

3.4.1 Description of generators

Again, we first construct elements in QSPi*(G) that will serve as generators, and
describe a convention that allows us to regard these in different spin bordism
groups. Classes in QSP"(@) are represented by pairs [X, ¢] of a compact spin
n-manifold X and a continuous map ¢ : X — G. A continuous group morphism
(G1 — G5 induces a morphism of spin bordism groups, so we can view elements
in QSPIn(G) as elements in QSPIN(Gy). We use the same letter to denote these
elements. We summarize the situation in the following diagram.

N

SU(2) = Sp(1) K(Z,3) — K(Z3,3). (3.38)

\/

Recall from [15, Chs. 3-4] that H*(SU, Z) is an exterior algebra with gener-
ators b; of degree |b;| = 2i —1 for all ¢ > 2. The transgression of b; is the Chern
class ¢; € H?(BSU,Z). For the symplectic group, H*(Sp,Z) is an exterior
algebra with generators a; of degree |a;| = 45 — 1 for all j > 1. The trans-
gression of a; is the symplectic Pontrjagin class ¢; € H*(BSp, Z). The map in
cohomology induced by Sp — SU maps ba; — (—1)%a;, bai+1 — 0 and, similarly,
BSp — BSU maps cg; — (—1)%qi, c2i+1 — 0. Our convention in (338) is that
the map SU — K(Z,3) classifies by € H3(SU,Z) and Sp — K(Z,3) classifies
—ay € H3(Sp, Z), so that ([3.38) commutes up to homotopy.

Observe that the map Sp — SU is not compatible with the zig-zags BSU &
MU(2) — MSO(4) and BSp <= MSpin(4) — MSO(4) constructed using
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B28) and BZ17) (indeed, the maps (B.28) and (B.21) are constructed in a very

different way). To avoid confusion, we will therefore not apply the convention
above for group morphisms G; — G2 in the case Sp — SU.

Generator p in Dimension 3. Let ¢ : S — SU(2) represent the generator
of m3(SU(2)) = Z and define

p=1[8%¢] in QSP™(SUQ2)).

Generator ¢ in Dimension 5. Let ¢ : 8 — SU(3) represent the generator
of m5(SU(3)) = Z and define

¢=1[8%¢] in QP™(SU).

Generators 9, %,192,193 in Dimension 7. The spin 7-manifold K3 x &3
and the projection ¢ : K3 x 8% — 83 = SU(2) define

01 = [K3x 8% ¢] in QSP™(SU(2)).

The image of ¥, in Q?pin(SU) is naturally divisible by two, by (3.45]) below; an

explicit construction is more complicated: recall from above that %—1 is repre-

sented by the submanifold (K3 x 83)/Zs(a) x {1} of (K3 x 83)/Z2{(a) x S}.
As the submanifold does not meet (K3 x 8%)/Zs(a) x {—1}, the Pontrjagin—
Thom collapse determines a map (K3 x 8%)/Zs(a) — QMU(2) into the based
loop space, which we can map via (3.25) to QBSU ~ SU. This gives ¢ :
(K3 x 8%)/Z3{a) — SU and defines

%:[<K3x53>/z2<a>,¢] in Q7P"(SU).

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

(s 9 )

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

' a b la|? +bgb  ac+ bgd
¢: X — 8p(2), ((c d> ,q) — (c&—l—dql_) |e|? + dgd

which we use to define
92 = [(Sp(2) x Sp(1))/(Sp(1) x Sp(1)).¢] in QFP™(Sp).

Finally, the spin 7-manifold CP? x S! has a map ¢ : CP? x S! — U(4)
that sends a 1-dimensional subspace L C C* and A € S! to the transformation
Midy @idy . of C* Define ¢ : CP? x S* — SU(5) by ¢(L, \) = (¢ (L), \~") and

03 = [CP? x 8¢, ¢] in QSP™(SU).
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Generator v in Dimension 8. The compact spin 8-manifold SU(3) and the
natural map ¢ : SU(3) — SU define

v=I[SU(3),¢] in QFP™(SU).

3.4.2 Statement of theorem

The following theorem is proved in §I7l

Theorem 3.5. (a) In dimension n < 8 the spin bordism groups of the spaces
SU(2), SU, Sp, K(Z,3), and K(Z3,3) are as shown in Table 36l

n | QSPR(SU(2)) | QFPR(SU) | QSPR(Sp) |OSPIR(K(Z,3)) | Q5P (K (Z2,3))
3|z Z) | z(p) Z(p) Z>(p)

4| Zx{aip) Zs(o1p)

51 Za(aip) Z(s) Z5(aip)

7 Z(9,) Z(%,93) | Z(91,0) Z(95) 73 or 7,4

8 Z(w) | Zalarts) Z5(v) Z,(v)

Table 3.6: The spin bordism groups QSP(G) for all n < 8 and G = K(Z, 3),
K(Z5,3),SU(2),SU, Sp. A missing entry stands for the trivial group. The
group Q5P (K (Z,,3)) is either Z2 or Zy; it will not be needed.

(b) The morphisms between the groups in Table induced by the maps in
B38) are as indicated by the notation and the rules

. . )
QSPin(SU) — OSPIN(K(7,3)), — —3 —61s, V3 — Vs,
SP(SU) SP(K(Z,3)) 5 2 3 2 (3.39)

QSpin(Sp) — OSPIN(K(Z,3)), 91— —1205, a1lo — 0.

(c) The action of oy € Q?pin(*) 15 as indicated by the notation and the rules

al% = 0, a1191 = O, 041193 = O, 041192 = . (340)

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

Qgpln(SU(2)) — Z7 [X7 ¢] — fX ¢*(b2)7 (341)
QSPin(SU(2)) — Z, (X, ¢] —s — [, 2IX)070a) (3.42)

which map p— 1, 91 — 1.
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For SU we have explicit isomorphisms

Q5P(SU) — Z X, 6] — [y 6" (b2), (3.43)

QP (SU) — 7, (X, ¢] — L [ 6*(b3), (3.44)

Q5P (SU) — 72, (3.45)
[, g ([t — 00 C)) f6%(by) )

Q5P (SU) — Z, [X, 6] — [ ¢ (b2 Ub), (3.46)

which map p— 1, ¢ — 1, % — (1,0), ¥3 — (0,1), v —~ 1.
For Sp we have explicit isomorphisms

Q5P (Sp) — Z, (X, ¢] — — [ ¢*(ar), (3.47)
Q7P (Sp) — 2%, (3.48)
(X6 (i B 1 202 [ 6 (a))

which map p— 1, 91 — (1,0), J2 — (0,—-1).
For K(Z,3) we have explicit isomorphisms

Q5P™(K(2,3)) — Z, [X,a] — [y a, (3.49)
QSP™(K(Z,3)) — Z, (X,a] — 1 [ pi(TX)Uq, (3.50)
QP (K (Z,3)) — 7, [X,a] — [, aUSq*(a), (3.51)

which map p— 1, 92 — —1, and v — 1.
For K(Z,3) we have explicit isomorphisms

QFP™(K (25,3)) — 25, [X,a] — [y a, (3.52)
OSP™(K (72,3)) — Za, [X,a] — [ ausq(@), (3:53)
which map p— 1 and v +— 1.

When possible, we wrote the generators of Q,Slpin(M H) as images under
ESPIM(MH) of elements in Q5P (LM H; M H). If we use Theorem B3 to iden-
tify Q5P (LMH; MH) = Q5P (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 X G, we obtain a principal G-bundle over the suspension, classified
by a map

x : G — BG. (3.54)
Its adjoint is a homotopy equivalence G — Q2BG. Consider the morphism
Q5P (@) — Q5P (LBG; BG) (3.55)

induced by (G,*) ~ (QBG,*) — (LBG, BG). There are topological abelian
group structures on G = K(Z,3) and G = K(Zs,3) for which BG is K(Z,4)
and K(Zs,4), so we can apply the above constructions in these cases also.

The following proposition is proved in §I7.6l
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Proposition 3.6. There is a commutative diagram

QSPin(£BG; BG)

E3) \53‘-"1“@@
(e QSPin(BG). (3.56)
QFP(SG)
Here, we use the suspension isomorphism of the spin bordism generalized ho-
mology theory. FExplicitly, the composition of the diagram takes ¢ : X — G to

the mapping torus principal G-bundle Py — X x S.
On generators, the composition

OSPin(@) — OSPIn(BQ) (3.57)
either way around [B50) has the following effect:

p =90, any G,
S e, G = SU,
V1 1, G=SU(2), Z—4&, G=9U, (3.58)

192’_)<2_<év G:Spa 193’_)<37 GZSU)
U’—)OQCQ, G = SU.

4 Gauge-theoretic bordism categories

4.1 Bordism categories BotdB(BG)

Definition 4.1. Fix a dimension n > 0, a tangential structure B in the sense
of 2Tl and a Lie group G. We will define a symmetric monoidal category
BordB (BG) that we call a bordism category.

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

(b) Morphisms [Y,Q)] : (Xo, Po) — (X1, P1) in BordB(BG) are equivalence
classes of pairs (Y, @), see (c), where Y is a compact (n+ 1)-manifold with
B-structure «y-, there is a chosen isomorphism 0Y = —X II X; of the
boundary preserving B-structures (where — X indicates that Xy has the
opposite B-structure —yy, ), and @ — Y is a principal G-bundle with a
chosen isomorphism Q|gy = Py Il P;. We suppress the isomorphisms from
the notation.

(c) In the situation of (b), let (Yy, Qo) and (Y1, Q1) be two choices for (Y, Q).
We say that (Yo, Qo) ~ (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 v, with a chosen
isomorphism of boundaries identifying B-structures

07 = (—XQ X [0,1])H(X1 X [O, 1])H_YQHY1 (41)

such that along 8%Z we identify 9Y; with (—Xo II X;) x {i} for i = 0,1
in the obvious way, and R — Z is a principal G-bundle such that under

(&1) we have
Rloz = (Po x [0,1]) IL (P x [0,1]) T Qo LT @,

with the obvious compatibility with the chosen isomorphisms Q;|asy, =
Py IT P, over (X IT X;) x {i}. It is easy to see that ‘~’ is an equivalence
relation, so the equivalence classes [Y, Q] are well defined.

If Y,Q] : (Xo, o) — (X1, 1) and [Y',Q] : (X3, P1) — (X, %) are
morphisms, the composition is

Y, Qe [Y,Q = [Y'llx, Y,Q IIp, Q] : (Xo, Po) — (X2, P2).

That is, we glue Y,Y’ along their common boundary component X; to
make a manifold Y’ IIx, Y with B-structure and boundary (Y’ I,
Y) = — X, I X5. To define the smooth structure on Y’ ITx, Y we should
choose ‘collars’ X7 x (—€,0] C Y, X3 x [0,¢) C Y of X3 in YV,Y’, and
similarly for @, @Q’, but the choices do not change the equivalence class
[Y'IIx, Y,Q 1Ip, Q]. Composition is associative.

If (X, P) is an object in BordB (BG), the identity morphism is
idx.py = [X % [0,1],P x [0,1]] : (X, P) — (X, P).

If [Y,Q] : (Xo,Py) — (X3, P1) is a morphism, we can prove that it has an
inverse morphism

Y,Q " = [-Y I (Y Ix,ux, —Y),QI(Q Upup —Q)] :
(X1, Pr) — (Xo, o),
noting that 9(-Y) = —(—Xo II X;) = —X; IT Xy. Thus the category
BordB(BG) is a groupoid, that is, all morphisms are isomorphisms.

Define a monoidal structure ® on BordZ (BG) by, on objects
(X,P)® (X',P)) = (X IX', PILP'),

and if [Y,Q] : (Xo,Po) — (X1,P1), Y, Q] : (X{,F) — (X{,P]) are
morphisms, then

Y, QeY QT=[y1Y,QuqQT]:

(XOaPO) ® (X(/),Pé) — (lepl) ® (X{7P1/>

)

This is compatible with ‘~’, and with compositions and identities.
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(h) The identity in BordB(BG) is 1 = (0,0).

(i) If (X, P) € BordB(BG) we write —(X, P) = (—X, P), that is, we give X
the opposite B-structure —v . Observe that we have an isomorphism

[X % [0,1], P x [0,1]] : (=X, P) @ (X, P) — 1.

Thus —(X, P) is an inverse for (X, P) under ‘®’.

(j) The symmetry isomorphism o(x py,x'.pry = [Y,Q]: (X, P) @ (X', P") —
(X', P') @ (X, P) has (Y,Q) = (X L1 X) x [0, 1], (PII P') x [0,1]) with
the obvious identification of Y with the disjoint union of —(X IT X”)
and X' 1T X.

Hence Botd2(BG) is a Picard groupoid, as in Appendix [Al

In the case G = {1} we will write Bord2 (%) instead of BordB(B{1}). By
definition, objects of BordPZ () 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 BotdB () as X, morphisms
as [Y]: Xo — X1, and so on.

If v : G1 = G4 is a morphism of Lie groups, there is an obvious functor

F, : BordZ(BG1) — BordZ(BGy) (4.2)

mapping (X, P) — (X, (P x G2)/G1) on objects and [Y, Q] — [Y, (Q x G2)/G1]

on morphisms, where GG1 acts on P x G by the principal bundle action on P, and

by g1 : g2 = g2-v(g1) "1 on Ga. In particular, the morphisms {1} — G, G — {1}

induce functors BordZ (x) — BordZ (BG) and BordB (BG) — BordB (x).
Similarly, a morphism of tangential structures induces a functor.

The next proposition motivates the name bordism category, and the choice
of notation ‘BG’ in BordZ(BG). It shows the BordB (BG) can be understood
explicitly using homotopy-theoretic methods. As in §3.3, the groups Q2 (BG)
are often explicitly computable.

Proposition 4.2. (a) BordB(BG) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem [A18(a) are the B-bordism groups

o (BordZ (BG)) = QF(BG), (4.3)
™ (BordF (BG)) = QP | (BG),

and q: QB (BG) — QB (BG) mapping (X, P] — [X x 8', P x 8.

Here in X x S', the S' has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual
orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure Srllb.
Note that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by a1 = [S}] in
Q5P (%) in Table under the natural action of Q5P™(x) on QSP™(BQ).
(b) The isomorphisms [{3) and [A) 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 X : (Xo,Py) — (X1, P1) in
BordB (BG) determines a bijection

0P, | (BG) — Homg oo (5a) (X0, Ro), (X1, P1)) (4.5)
gwen by composition in the diagram of bijections
QB (BG) Homg 005 (6 (X0, o), (X1, P1))

| @ . | 6
Homg,o5(8a)(1,1) — Homg,o5 (56) (19 (Xo, Po), 1@ (X1, P1)).

(d) For the category BordB (x), the analogues of [E3)—EA) are
mo(Bord,} (x)) = Q7 (x),  m1(Bordy? (x)) = Q74 (). (4.7)

Under the identifications (1), @3), @A), the functor Fipe from inc: {1} =< G
induces the morphisms QB (x) — QB(BG) induced by * — BG, * + oo for m =
n,n+1.

Proof. For (a), let (X, P) € BordB(BG). Write —X for X with the opposite B-
structure, as in Definition 2.1l There is an isomorphism [X x [0,1], P x [0, 1]} :
(-X,P)® (X,P) — 1 and hence (=X, P) is an inverse for (X, P) under the
monoidal structure. If [Y, Q] : (Xo, Po) — (X1, P1) is a morphism, we can prove
that it has the inverse morphism

Y,QI™" = [-Y I (Y lx,ux, —Y), QI (Qpup Q)],

where we note that 9(=Y) = —(=Xo II X;) = —X; IT X;. Thus, all morphisms
in BordB(BG) are isomorphisms.

To prove ([E3)), let (X, P) € BordB(BG). The principal G-bundle P — X
is classified by a continuous map fp : X — BG, unique up to homotopy, with
fp(EG) = P for EG — BG the universal principal G-bundle. Hence [X, fp] €
QB (BG). 1t (W, Q] : (Xo, Po) — (X1, P1) is a morphism in BotdZ(BG), then
OW = —Xo II X; and the classifying map fo : W — BG of the principal
G-bundle Q — W can be chosen to extend fp, IT fp,. Hence [X, fp] depends
only on the isomorphism class [X, P], so mapping [X, P] — [X, fp] gives the
map mo(BordB(BG)) — QB(BG) in (@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), morphisms 0 — 0 are equivalence classes [W, Q] where OW =
—QI ) = 0, so W is without boundary. We then map [W,Q] — [W, f] as
for (@3).

We can show from the definitions that ¢ : Q2 (BG) — QB | (BG) maps P —
X to the mapping torus of the Zy-action on PII P — X II X that exchanges the
two copies of X, so that ¢([X, P]) = [((XIIX) x [0, 1])/~, (PIIP) x [0,1])/~].
But (X II X) x [0,1])/~= X x St and (P P) x [0,1])/~= P x S*.

Part (b) is easy. Part (c) is immediate from the theory of Picard groupoids,
and (d) follows from (a) with B{1} ~ . O
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Example 4.3. From Proposition f.2(a) and Tables 2] and B4, we see that
there are equivalences of Picard groupoids

BordSP"(BSU(2)) =

BordSP™(BSU(m)) =

BordSP™ (BSp(m)

BordSP" (BEy

BorogP™ (BSU(2)

BordsP" (BSU(m)

BordsP™ (BSp(m)

BordgP™" (BEs

0@©0)/(2* &2,
030)) (2% @ 7%,
000)) (2% ® 73,
0@0)//(2 ©73),
2% (25 © Z,),
72 6923)// 507Z3), m
) ), m
) )-

1

(4.8)

1%

1%

1%

A
7?7 (75 0 73),
2o 7% (75

1%

~— — — ~— ~— ~— ~— ~~—
1%
/\ —~~ /\ ~ o~

(
(
(
(Z5 & 7,

Here the right hand sides are Picard groupoids of the form 7y //m as in Theo-
rem [A.T§ for abelian groups mg, 7. The decomposition of the m; as A ® B in
([ESR) corresponds to the splitting QSPIn(BG) = QSPin(x) @ OSPI™(BG), where
QSPIn(4) is given in Table 2] and QSP™(BG) in Table B4l Note that mo//m
also depends on a linear quadratic map ¢ : myp — 71, which can be computed
from Theorem [3.1] and Corollary 3.4

4.2 Loop bordism categories BotdZ(LBG)

Definition 4.4. Fix a dimension n > —1, a tangential structure B in the
sense of §2.1.11 and a Lie group G. We will define another Picard groupoid
BordB (LBG) that we call a loop bordism category. It is a simple modification
of Definition .1} we replace the principal G-bundles P -+ X, Q - Y, R — Z
by principal G-bundles P = X xS, Q — Y xS', R — Z x S throughout. So,
for example, objects of BordB(LBG) are pairs (X, P), where X is a compact
n-manifold without boundary with a B-structure 7y, which we generally omit
from the notation, and P — X x 8! is a principal G-bundle.

In the case G = {1} we will write BordZ(x) instead of BordZ(LB{1}).
Then the data P — X x S', Q — Y x S! is trivial, so we may write objects of
BordB (x) as X, morphisms as [Y] : Xg — X3, and so on. This is equivalent to
BordB (x) in Definition 11

If v : G; = G is a morphism of Lie groups, as in (2] there is a functor

E, : BordZ(LBG:) — BordZ (LBG) (4.9)

mapping (X, P) — (X, (P x G2)/G1) on objects and [Y, Q] — [Y, (Q x G2)/G1]
on morphisms. In particular, the morphisms {1} — G, G — {1} induce functors
BordB (x) — BordB (LBG) and BordZ (LBG) — BordB(x).

Similarly, a morphism of tangential structures induces a functor.

We relate the categories of Definitions [£.1] and .41
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Definition 4.5. Let n > 0 and B, G be as above. Define a functor
IBC . BordB | (LBG) — BordB(BG) (4.10)

to act on objects by IB:¢ : (X,P) — (X x 8!, P), and on morphisms by
IBG . [Y,Q] — [Y x S, Q]. Here given the B-structures on X,Y, to define the
B-structures on X x S',Y x 8! we use the standard B-structure on S* = 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 S' whose principal Spin(1)-bundle is
the trivial bundle (R/Z) x Spin(1) — R/Z. Tt is easy to check that B¢ is a
well-defined symmetric monoidal functor. Also IB(G1),IB(Gs) commute with
the change-of-group functors F, in (£.2) and ([@9) in the obvious way.

Proposition 4.6. (a) BotdB(LBG) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem [A18(a) are the B-bordism groups

o (BordF (LBG)) = QP (LBG), (4.11)
™ (BovdB (LBG)) = OB, (LBG), (4.12)

where QB (LBG) is the bordism group of the free loop space LBG = Mapgo (St
BGQG) of the topological classifying space BG of G, and the linear quadratic map
q:QB(LBG) — QB | (LBG) mapping [X,P] — [X x S', P x 8.

Here in X x S, the S' has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual
orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure S}, .
Note that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by oy = [SL] in
QFP™ () in Table under the natural action of QSP™(x) on QSP™(LBG).
(b) The isomorphisms [EII) and [EI2) are compatible with change of group
functors, in particular with {1} — G.

(c) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism A : (Xo,Py) — (X1, P1) in
BordB (LBG) determines a bijection

0P (LBG) — Homg 05 (256 (X0, Po), (X1, P1))
given by composition in the diagram of bijections

0P, (LBG) — Homes 005 (£ 56) (X0, Po), (X1, P1))
fewe N H
Hompoon (£86) (1, 1) —> Homgewon (256 (1 @ (X0, R), 1 ® (X1, Pr)).

(d) There is a commutative diagram

B(BG ~
QB (LBG) gb(ﬂ) ) 071 (BG)
~| @12 e @) (4.13)
Autgoos  (£B6)(1) (m Autg B (Ba) (1)
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Proof. For (a), let (X, P) € BordB(LBG). The principal G-bundle P — X x S*
is classified by a continuous map fp : X x S' = BG, unique up to homotopy.
Then fp is equivalent to a continuous map fp : X — Mapqo(S!, BG) = LBG,
unique up to homotopy, by fp(z) : € = fp(z,e). Hence [X, fr] € QB(LBG).

If (W, Q] : (Xo, Py) — (X1, P1) is a morphism in BotdB(LBG), then oW =
—XpIIX; and the classifying map fg : W xS' — BG of the principal G-bundle
@Q — W can be chosen to extend fp, II fp,, so that fo : W — LBG extends
fr, O fp,. Thus [Xo, fp,] = [X1, fr,] in QB(LBG), so [X, fp] depends only on
the isomorphism class [X, P] of (X, P), and mapping [X, P] — [X, fp] gives the
map mo(BordZ(LBG)) — QB(LBG) in @II).

For the inverse map, if [X, f] € QB(LBG) then f : X — LBG is continuous.
Define f : X x 8! — BG by f(z,e?) = f(z)(e?). Then P = f*(EG) is
initially a topological principal G-bundle P — X x S!, but it can be made
into a smooth G-bundle uniquely up to isomorphism. Thus (X, P) is an object
in BordB(LBG), and [X, P] € m(BordB(LBG)), and the inverse map takes
[X, f] = [X,P]. This gives the bijection (@II). It is easy to see from the
definitions that it is a group isomorphism.

To prove ([AI2), morphisms 0 — 0 are equivalence classes [Y, Q] where 9Y =
—QI1 0 =0, so Y is without boundary. We then map the morphism [V, Q] to
the bordism class [Y, fg] as for the proof of ({@II)), but increasing dimensions
from n to n + 1. Part (b) is easy, (c) is immediate from properties of monoidal
groupoids, and (d) is obvious. O

4.3 Bordism categories Bordy(BG)

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

Definition 4.7. Let X be a compact n-manifold and G a Lie group. Define
PBordx (BG) to be the category with objects P for P — X a principal G-
bundle, and morphisms [Q] : Py — P, be ~-equivalence classes [Q)] of principal
G-bundles @ — X x [0, 1] with chosen isomorphisms Q|x ;3 = P; for i = 0, 1.
If Q, Q' are alternative choices for @), we write Q ~ Q' if there exists a principal
G-bundle R — X x [0, 1] with chosen isomorphisms

Rl x x{oyx[o0,1) = Po x [0,1], Rlxx{1}x[0,1) = P1 x [0,1],

R[x x[0,1]x {0} = Q, Rlxxj01)x{1} = Q'
which are compatible over X x {0,1}? with the given isomorphisms Q|x x (i} =
P; = Q'|xx{i}- To define composition of morphisms [Q] : Py — P and [Q'] :
Py — Py we set [Q']0[Q] = [Q"], where Q" — X x [0,1] is given by Q"|xx (s} =
Qlxxqaey for t € [0, 3], and Q"|x x4y = Q'|xxq2t—1y for ¢t € [3,1], and when
t= % we identify Q”|XX{%} = Qlxx{1} = Q'|x {0} via the given isomorphisms
Qlxx{1y = P =2 Q'|xx{0y- To define the smooth structure on Q" near X x {%}
we use collars as in Definition [T}d).

It is then easy to show that composition is associative, so that Botdx (BG)
is a category, where identity morphisms are idp = [P x [0,1]] : P — P. Every
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morphism in Bordx (BG) is invertible, where the inverse of [Q] : Py — P is
Q7' =1Q']: Pr = Po, with Q'|x sy = Qlx 11y for t € [0,1].

Now suppose that B is a tangential structure, and X has a B-structure
~vx- Since the stable tangent bundles of X x [0,1] and X x [0,1]? are the
pullbacks of the stable tangent bundle of X, pullback of 7 y along the projections
X x[0,1] = X, X x[0,1]? — X induces B-structures on X x[0, 1] and X x [0, 1]2.
Define a functor

I8 : Bordx (BG) — BordB(BG) (4.14)

to map P — (X, P) on objects and [Q] — [X x [0,1], Q] on morphisms, using
the B-structures on X, X x [0,1]. This is well defined as writing Y = X x [0, 1]
and Z = X x [0,1]2, the definitions above of the equivalence ~ on @ and
(X x[0,1],Q), and of compositions of morphisms, and so on, map to those in
Definition 1]

If P — X is a principal G-bundle, we write Bordx (BG)p C Bordx (BG) to
be the full subcategory with one object P in Bordx (BG). Write Hgﬁp for the
restriction of IIE to Bordx (BG)p C Bordx (BG).

If v : G1 — Gg is a morphism of Lie groups as for ([A.2]) there is a functor

FXW : %Otax(BGl) — %UtDX(BGQ)

mapping (X, P) — (X, (P x G2)/G1) on objects and [Q] — [(Q x G2)/G1] on
morphisms.

In a similar way to Propositions and [.6] we can use homotopy theory
to give a partial description of the categories Bord x (BG) and functors I1%.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose B is a tangential structure, X a compact n-manifold
with B-structure v, 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 BordB(BG), and NE :
P+~ (X,P). We have a commutative diagram

Autgowy (Ba) (P) s Autgonnsa) (X, P)
X
|2 5 | (4.15)
B £7 (BG) ~B
Qn (‘CBG) QnJrl(BG)v

where ¢B(BG) is in Definition 24, the right hand column is ([&LH) restricted
to QB (BG) c QB (BG), and xB is defined as follows: let ¢p : X — BG
be a classifying map for P. Then for [Q] : P — P in Autg,w, (sa)(P), as
Q — X x[0,1] is a principal G-bundle with chosen isomorphisms Q|x 1oy =
P = Q|xx1y, we can choose a classifying map ¢q : X x [0,1] = BG for Q
such that ¢q|x« {0y = Polxxq1} = ¢p. Writing S' =R/Z =[0,1]/(0 ~ 1) with
projection 7 : [0,1] — S, define ¢g : X x S = BG by ¢g o (idx xm) = ¢q.
Let (JBQ : X = LBG = Mapqo(S', BG) be the induced map. Then define

XE([Q)) = [X, éq. (4.16)
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Proof. Let [Q] € Autgoro (Be)(P). Then Q@ — X x[0,1] is a principal G-bundle
V_Vith Q|X><{O} = QlXX{l]L = P. Let ¢p : X = BG, ¢g : X x [0,1] — BG,
$g : X x 8! = BG and ¢g : X — LBG be as in the proposition, so that

XE(1Q)) = [X, ¢q]

by ([EI0). Note that ¢p is natural up to homotopy, and ¢g natural up to
homotopies relative to the homotopies of ¢ p, so éQ and hence (;;Q are natural up
to homotopy. The bordism class [X, qgQ] is independent of these homotopies, and
also depends only on @ up to isomorphisms relative to the chosen isomorphisms

Qlxx{0} = Qlxxq1} = P. Hence [X, ¢g] depends only on [Q], and xB ([Q]) is
well defined.

The construction (ZBQ — (;3@ above is the inverse of the construction ¢ — ¢’
in the definition of ¢B(BG) in Definition 224l Thus we see from (Z.6]) that

&2 (BG) oxB([Q]) = [X x ' vx X a1, ).

Define Q — X x S! to be the principal G-bundle obtained by identifying
X x {0} = X x {1} and Q[x {0y = P = Q|xx{1}, so that Q@ — X x [0,1] is the
pullback of Q@ — X x 8! by idy x, where 7 : [0,1] = S! =R/Z =[0,1]/(0~1)
is the projection. Then ¢¢g : X x 8! — BG is a classifying map for Q). Thus we
see from the definition of the isomorphism (@A) that (4] identifies

£B(BG)oxE(1Q) €98, (BG) T [X 81y xve1, Q) € Atbaparo (56 (1).

Hence by (LH)-(6]) we see that
@3) 0 &7 (BG) o x2 ([Q)) (4.17)
= [(X x [0, 1) I (X x 8"), (vx xvo,1) L (7x X 7s1), (P % [0,1]) L1 Q)]

in Autegoros(pa) (X, P). By Definition .7 we have

ng([Q) = [X x [0,1],Q]. (4.18)

Thus, to prove [@LIH) we must show that ({@I7) and (I8 agree. By Defi-
nition 1] this is equivalent to

(X x[0,1],vx X ¥j0,1), Q) (4.19)
~ (X X 8157X X '7815@) il (X X [051]57X X 7[0,1]7P X [07 1])7

where ~ is the equivalence relation in Definition f1Jc).

Define a 2-manifold with corners Y C R? as in Figure Bl by taking the
square [0, 1] and deleting an open disc in its interior, with boundary S. Divide
Y into two regions Y7, Y> by the dotted curves shown, where Y7 is the region
above and Y5 the region below the dotted lines. In Y5, separating the point where
the dotted lines meet into two points (0, 1), (1, 1), we may identify Y3 = [0,1]?,
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Figure 4.1: 2-manifold with corners Y in proof of Proposition

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

Then in Definition EIc) we take V = X x Y, and we define a principal
G-bundle R — V by taking R to be II% (P) on the product of X x Y7, and to
be Q x [0,1] on X x Y2 = X x ([0,1]?) = (X x [0,1]) x [0,1]. The appropriate
B-structure vy on Y is that restricted from the standard B-structure on R?.
In particular, this implies that the boundary B-structure on S' is that induced
from the standard B-structure on the closed unit disc D? C R? by identifying
St = 0D?, as in Definition 24l This proves ([@19), so (@I5) commutes. O

5 Submanifold bordism categories

5.1 Bordism categories BotdZ, (M H)

We define submanifold bordism categories %orbf)k(MH).

Definition 5.1. Fix 0 < k£ < n, a tangential structure B, a Lie group H, and
a morphism of Lie groups p : H — O(k). We define the submanifold bordism
category Bord P (MH) as follows.

(a) The objects of BordP, (MH) are quadruples (X, 3, M,7), where X is a
compact n-manifold without boundary with B-structure § and M C X is
a compact, embedded (n — k)-submanifold of X without boundary, with
an H-structure v on the normal bundle v)y — M of M in X. Here H-
structures are as in Definition

(b) Morphisms [Y, ', N,~'] : (Xo,Bo, Mo,v0) — (X1, 51, M1,71) are equiv-
alence classes of quadruples (Y, 3, N,~'), see (c), where Y is a compact
(n+1)-manifold with boundary with B-structure ', N C Y is a compact,
embedded neat (n— k+ 1)-submanifold with a normal H-structure v/, and
a B-structure-preserving diffeomorphism

Y = X 11 X, (5.1)

identifying B-structures ’|gy = —Bo1153;1 up to chosen isotopies (here —f
is the opposite B-structure to ), which identifies 9N with MyII M7, and
identifies the normal H-structures +'|an = 70 1171 up to chosen isotopies.
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(c)

In the situation of (b), two choices (Y, 8, No, ;) and (Y1, 51, N1,7,) are
equivalent if there exists a quadruple (Z, 8", L,~"), where Z is a compact
(n+2)-manifold with corners with a B-structure 5", and a diffeomorphism

97 = (X x [0,1]) I1 (X x [0,1]) IT (=Yo x {OD) LI (V1 x {1})  (5.2)

that identifies B-structures 8”|sz = (—80 % [0,1]) II (81 x [0, 1]) IT (—08f) x
{0} 1187 x {1} up to chosen isotopies, and along §*Z identifies d(Y, x {a})
with (=X x {0} x{a})II(X1x {1} x {a}) via (5] for @ = 0,1, compatibly
with B-structures.

Moreover, L C Z is a compact, embedded, neat (n — k 4+ 2)-submanifold

with boundary, with a normal H-structure +”, and we require (5.2) to
restrict to a diffeomorphism

OL = (My x [0,1]) I (M x [0,1]) IT No 1T Ny,

identifying the normal H-structures up to chosen isotopies.

If [Y7617N771] : (X07ﬁ07M07’70) — (XluﬁlaMlu/yl) and [YaﬁA/uNaﬁ/] :
(X1, 1, M1,71) — (X2, B2, Ma,vy2) are morphisms, the composition is

V.8, N,4o[Y,5 N,y = [V Ix, Y, §' L, ', N IIr, N, 1L, +].

That is, we glue Y,V along their common boundary component X; to
make a manifold Y’ Iy, Y, and we glue the B-structures /', B along
X1 using the chosen isotopies f'|x, ~ fi, B’|X1 ~ —f, and we glue the
submanifolds N, N along their common boundary component M; C X
to make a neat submanifold N IT m N C V1l x, Y, and we glue the normal
H-structures v/, 4" along M; using v'|x, ~ 71, 9| x, = 71. More precisely,
we should choose collars X; x (—¢,0] C Y, X; x [0,€) C Y which restrict
to collars My x (—¢,0] € N, M x [0,€) C Y such that the normal H-
structures are also of product form, but the choices do not change the
equivalence class [Y Iy, Y, NII wm;, N]. Composition is associative.

) Identities are id(x g a1, = [X x [0,1],8 x [0,1], M x [0,1],~ x [0,1]].
) The monoidal structure on %otbgk(MH) is defined as

(X,B8,M,7) @ (X,5,M,%) = (X X,B11 3, ML M,yII7)

on objects, and similarly for morphisms.
The unit object in BordF, (MH)is 1= (0,0,0,0).

For a pair of objects, the symmetry isomorphism

0(X0,B0,Mo,70),(X1,1,M1,71) — [Y’ ﬁlva FYI] :
(Xo, Bo, Mo, v0) @ (X1, B1, M1,71) — (X1, B1, M1,71) ® (Xo, Bo, Mo, 70)

is the cylinders Y = (X II X1) x [0,1], 8’ = (Bo 1 B1) x [0,1], N = (M 1T
M;)x1[0,1], 7" = (y0IIv1) % [0, 1], where the boundary diffeomorphisms are
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the obvious identifications (XoIT1X7) x {0} = X(I1X; and (XoIIX;)x {1} =
X1 I Xy, swapping round factors at 1 € 9|0, 1], and similarly for boundary
identifications of 8', N,~'.

To simplify notation, from now on we usually omit B-structures 3,3, 3"
and H-structures ~y,v’,~”, leaving them implicit, so we write objects as pairs
(X, M), where X is a compact n-manifold with B-structure and M C X is
a compact (n — k)-submanifold with normal H-structure, and morphisms are
[K N] : (Xo,Mo) — (Xl,Ml), and so on.

With these definitions, it is easy to check that %oraf’:k(MH) is indeed a
symmetric monoidal category, in the sense of Appendix [Al

Define a symmetric monoidal category BotdZ (x) as above but omitting all
submanifolds M, N, ... and normal H-structures ~y,7’,..., so that objects of
BordB (x) are compact n-manifolds X with B-structure 3, and so on. There is
a natural monoidal inclusion functor

12 BordB (x) — BovdB, (MH)
acting by X — (X, () on objects and [Y] — [Y, ] on morphisms.
A composition of Lie groups H; — Ha 22 O(k) induces a functor
F, : Bord P (M Hy) — Bord, (MHy), (5.3)

by converting normal Hi-structures v,7',...on M C X,N CY,... to normal
Hs-structures.

The next proposition uses the theory of Picard groupoids in Appendix [Al

Proposition 5.2. (a) %otaf’:k(MH) 1s a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem [A18(a) are the B-bordism groups

o (Bord P (MH)) = QB (MH), (5.4)
m (Bord B (MH)) = QP | (MH),
and q: QB(MH) — QB (MH) mapping [ X, M] — [X x 8*, M x S'].
Here in X x S, the S' has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual

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

n

Q?pin(*) in Table under the natural action of QSP™(x) on QSP™(MH).
(b) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism X\ : (Xo, My) — (X1, M) in
%otbgk(MH) determines a bijection

QP (MH) — Homo o0, (1) ((Xo, My), (X1, My)) (5.6)
given by composition in the diagram of bijections
QB (MH) Homq;magk(MH)((Xo,Mo), (X1, My))

| &3 . | 5.7)
Hom‘Botafyk(MH)(ﬂﬂ 1) - Hom‘Bataﬁk(MH) (1®(Xo, Mo), 1 (X1, My)).
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(c) For the category BordZ (x), the analogues of (BA)-(EH) are
mo(Bord (x)) 2 Q2 (x),  mi(BordF(x) = QF, (%), (5.8)

Under the identifications (&8), @4), &3], the functor If,’CH induces the mor-
phisms QB (x) = QB (M H) induced by x— M H, *+— 00 for m =n,n + 1.

Proof. For (a), let (X, M) € BordP, (MH). Write —X for X with the opposite
B-structure, as in Definition2Il There is an isomorphism [X x[0, 1], M x[0, 1]] :
(=X, M)® (X,M) — 1 and hence (—X, M) is an inverse for (X, M) under the
monoidal structure. If [V, N] : (Xo, Mp) — (X1, M1) is a morphism, we can
prove that it has the inverse morphism

[V,N]™" = [-Y II (Y Ix,ux, —Y), N I (N Hauar, N)J,

where we note that 9(—Y) = —(—Xo II X;) = —X; IT X;. Thus, all morphisms
in ‘Borag » (M H) are isomorphisms. Equations (5.4)-(5.8) follow from Theorem
and the definition of QB ().

We can show from the definitions that ¢ : QF(MH) — QB (M H) maps
M C X to the mapping torus of the Zs-action on M II M C X IT X that
exchanges the two copies of X, so that ¢([X,M]) = [((X I X) x [0,1])/~,
(M 11 M) x [0,1])/~]. But (X T X) x [0,1])/~ = X x S' and ((M II M) x
[0,1])/~ = M x S'. Part (b) is immediate from the theory of Picard groupoids,
and (c) is straightforward. O

Example 5.3. From Proposition (.2(a) and Tables 2] and Bl we see that
there are equivalences of Picard groupoids

BordSH™ (MSO(4)) = (06 0) /(22 & Z°),
Borogh™(MSO(4)) = (22 @ 2°) ) (23 & Z3), (5.9)
Bordog ™ (MSpin(4)) = (22 & 2%) )/ (2} & 73).

Here the right hand sides are Picard groupoids of the form mg//7; as in Theo-
rem for abelian groups 7y, 7. The decomposition of the m; as A ® B in
(E9) corresponds to the splitting QSP(M H) = QSPn(4) @ OSPI(M H), where
QSPIn(4) is given in Table 2] and QSPi®(M H) in Table Bl Note that mo//m
also depends on a linear quadratic map ¢ : myp — 71, which can be computed
from Theorem [B.11

5.2 Loop bordism categories ’Bowf_l,k(ﬁMH)

Definition 5.4. Fix k,n with 1 < k < n, a tangential structure B, and a
Lie group morphism p : H — O(k). We define a Picard groupoid, the sub-
manifold loop bordism category BordB |  (CLMH) as for BordB, (MH) as in
Definition [5.1], but modified as follows: we reduce the dimensions of X Y. Z by
1, sodmX =n—1,dmY =n, dimZ = n + 1, and we take M, N, L to be
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submanifolds of X x S', Y x S!, Z x 8! instead of X,Y, Z. So, for example, ob-
jects of Bord2 | (LM H) are pairs (X, M) with X a compact (n — 1)-manifold
with B-structure 8, and M C X x 8! a compact embedded (n — k)-submanifold
with an H-structure v on the normal bundle v3; — M of M in X x S'.

We relate the categories of Definitions [£.1] and [(£.4]

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

127 Bovdl | (LMH) — BordP, (MH) (5.10)

to act on objects by If,’cH : (X, M) — (X x 8', M), and on morphisms by
If,’CH : Y, N]— [Y x S', N]. Here given the B-structures on X, Y, to define the
B-structures on X x S, Y x S! we use the standard B-structure on S = R/Z,

which is invariant under the action of R/Z = U(1). It is easy to check that I f ;CH
is a well-defined symmetric monoidal functor.

Here is the analogue of Proposition

Proposition 5.6. (a) %orbfﬁlﬁk(ﬁMH) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants
in Theorem [AI8(a) are the B-bordism groups
o (Bordl | (LMH)) = QP |(LMH), (5.11)
m (BordB | (LMH)) = QB (LMH), (5.12)
and q : QB (LM H) — QB(LMH) which maps M C X x S' to M x 8! C
X x 8 xSt

(b) There is a commutative diagram

B(MH ~
QB(LMH) o P, (MH)
~| 61 o B35 (5.13)
Autgoos | (o) (1) (BTLEICIII) Autesoion, (v (1)-

Proof. The proof of (a) is very similar to the proof of Propositions [5.2(a), with
the difference that objects (X, M) in %oraf_l)k(ﬁMH) correspond to subman-
ifolds M C X x 8, and hence to elements of [X x S', M H|, modifying equation
228). But a continuous map X x 8! — MH is equivalent to a continuous
map X — LM H, which is why QB (LM H) appear in (5.10)-(E.12). Part (b) is
obvious from the definitions. O

5.3 L-equivalence categories Botd% (MH)

The next definition is a variation of Definition[5.1], in which we fix the n-manifold
X, and take Y = X x [0,1] and Z = X x [0, 1]?.
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Definition 5.7. Let 0 < £ < n, and X be a compact n-manifold without
boundary, and p : H — O(k) be a Lie group morphism. We define the L-
equivalence category Bords (M H) as follows:

(a) The objects (M, ) are compact, embedded (n — k)-submanifolds M C X

(b)

(e)

with an H-structure v on the normal bundle vy; — M of M in X.

A morphism [N,7'] : (Mo,v) — (Mi,71) is represented (modulo the
equivalence relation described in (c¢)) by a compact, neat, embedded (n —
k + 1)-submanifold N C X x [0,1] with an H-structure ' on the normal
bundle vy — N, such that

ON = (Mo x {0}) IT (M7 x {1}), ¥'on = y0 1.

In (b), two representatives (Ng,~)) and (N1,v}]) are equivalent if there
exists a compact, neat, embedded (n — k + 2)-submanifold L C X x [0, 1]
with an H-structure 4" on the normal bundle v;, — L such that

AL = (Mox {0} x [0, 1) IT(M; x {1} x [0, 1)) IT(Nox {0})IT(N; x {1}),
7lor = (30 x {0} x [0, INTT(y1 x {1} x [0, LTI (79 x {0}) I (73 x {1}).

If [N,y'] : (Mo,7y0) = (M1,7) and [N,¥] : (My1,71) — (Ma,72) are mor-
phisms, the composition is the morphism (M, vo) — (Ma,~2) obtained by
mapping N < X x [0, 3] by (z,t) — (=, 3t) and mapping N < X x [3,1]
by (z,t) — (z,3(t+ 1)), and gluing the submanifolds N C X x [0, 1] and
N C X x [1,1] along their common boundary component M; C X x {3}
to make a submanifold N IIy;, N in X x [0,1]. To make this smooth at
M, we should choose (N,~'), (N,4’) in their equivalence classes so that
they are of product form My x (1 —¢, 1], M; x [0, €) near the M; boundary.
We glue the H-structures in a similar way, and set

[Nvﬁ/] © [NVY] = [NHMl Na’yl H’Yl '3/]

Composition is associative.
The identity morphism at (M,) is id(ar,,) = [M x [0,1],v x [0,1]].

As in Definition 511 to simplify notation, from now on we usually omit the
H-structures v,v’,~"”, leaving them implicit, so we write objects as M, and
morphisms as [N]: My — Mj, and so on.

Observe that BordX (M H) is a specialization of ‘Boraﬁk(MH) in Definition
511 in which the varying ambient manifolds X, Y, Z in Definition[E.Tlare replaced
by X, X x [0,1], X x [0,1]? respectively, for X fixed. Let B be a tangential
structure, and suppose X has a B-structure 8. This induces B-structures /', 3"
on X x[0,1], X x[0,1]% Define a functor

1% : Bord (MH) — BordZ  (MH) (5.14)
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to map M +— (X, M) on objects and [N] — [X x [0,1], N] on morphisms,
using the B-structures 8,3’ on X, X x [0,1]. This is well defined as writing
Y =X x[0,1] and Z = X x [0,1]?, the definitions above of the equivalence on
N and (X x [0,1],N), and of compositions of morphisms, and so on, map to
those in Definition [5.11

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

Proposition 5.8. In Definition 5.1, Bord% (M H) is a groupoid (that is, all
morphisms are isomorphisms), and there is a natural bijection

7o (Bord (MH)) = A (X), (5.15)

where A(X) is the set of L-equivalence classes in Definition 214, which is
described using homotopy theory in Theorem [2.15]

Proof. If [N] : Mo — M is a morphism in Bord% (M H), so that N C X x [0, 1]
is a compact embedded submanifold with normal H-structure ~', the inverse
morphism is [N]~! = [N] : M1 — My, where

N={(z,1-t): (z,t) e N} € X x [0,1].
The obvious iglentiﬁcation N = N identifies the normal bundles v = vy,
and we give N the normal H-structure 4’ corresponding to 7' under vy, =

vn. Hence BordX (MH) is a groupoid. The isomorphism (E.I5) follows by
comparing Definitions [Z14] and (7 O

In a similar way to Propositions and [5.6] we can use homotopy theory to
give a partial description of the categories Botd% (M H) and functors IT&. The
proof of the next proposition is essentially the same as that of Proposition 4.8

Proposition 5.9. Fiz 0 < k < n, a tangential structure B, a Lie group H, and
a morphism of Lie groups p : H — O(k). Suppose X is a compact n-manifold
with B-structure, and M C X is a compact, embedded (n — k)-submanifold
with normal H-structure. Then M is an object in Bord5 (MH), and (X, M)
an object in BordF (MH), and IF : M — (X, M). We have a commutative
diagram

Aut‘BatD’j((MH) (M) T AUt%ath’k(MH) (X, M)
X
lxﬁ 58| (5.16)
&r (MH)

Q7 (LMH) OF (MH),

where §B (M H) is in Definition 24, the right hand column is (5.6) restricted to
QB (MH) c QB (MH), and xF is defined as follows: let ¢pr : X — MH
be a classifying map for M. Then for [N] : M — M in Autg,ek () (M),
as N C X x [0,1] is a submanifold with normal H-structure with ON = M x
{0,1}, we can choose a classifying map ¢n : X x [0,1] = MH for N such
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that ¢N|xx{0y = ONIxx{1y = ¢m. Writing S' = R/Z = [0,1]/(0 ~ 1) with
projection 7 : [0,1] = S*, define ¢ : X x St — MH by ¢y o (idx x7) = ¢n.
Let ¢n : X — LMH = Mapo(St, MH) be the induced map. Then define

xir ([N]) = [X, éw]. (5.17)

6 Cohomology bordism categories

6.1 Bordism categories BordZ? (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 < k£ < n and a tangential structure B. We define the cohomology
bordism category BordB (K (R, k)) as follows.

(a) The objects of BordB (K (R, k)) are triples (X, 3, C'), where X is a compact
n-manifold without boundary with B-structure 8 and C € C*(X, R) is a
k-cocycle on X. (Here we call C' a cocycle when dC = 0 in C**1(X | R).)

(b) Morphisms [Y, 3, D] : (X, Bo, Co) — (X1, P1,C1) are equivalence classes
of triples (Y, 8, D), see (c), where Y is a compact (n + 1)-manifold with
boundary with B-structure 3/, and D € C*(Y,R) is a k-cocycle on Y,
with a B-structure-preserving diffeomorphism

Y = Xy II X, (6.1)
identifying B-structures f’|gy = —fp I 81 up to chosen isotopies, and

which identifies D]y with Cy I1 Cy in C*(Xo 11 X1, R).

¢) In the situation of (b), two choices (Yy, 3}, Do) and (Y1, 8;, D1) are equiva-
0 1
lentif there exists a triple (Z, 8", FE), where Z is a compact (n+2)-manifold
with corners with a B-structure 8”, and a diffeomorphism

07 = (Xo x [0,1]) T (X7 x [0,1]) IT (Yp x {0}) IT (Y7 x {1}) (6.2)

that identifies B-structures 8”|az = (— 8o x [0,1]) IT (81 x [0, 1]) LI (—8f) x
{0}I13; x {1} up to chosen isotopies, and along 97 identifies 9(Y, x {a})
with (=X x {0} x{a})II(X1 x {1} x {a}) via (6] for a = 0,1, compatibly
with B-structures.

Moreover, E € C*(Z, R) is a k-cocycle such that under ([6.2)) we have

E|x,x10,11 = I, (Co), E|x, x0,1 = I, (C1),
Ely,x {0}y = Do, Ely, xq1y = D1.
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(d) If [KﬁluD] : (X07BO7CO) — (Xluﬁlacl) and [YaﬁA/a-D] : (Xluﬁlucl) —
(Xa, B2, C3) are morphisms, the composition is

V.8, D]oY,8,D] = [YIlx, Y, 8 15, B/, D1l¢, D].

That is, we glue Y,V along their common boundary component X; to
make a manifold Y’ Iy, Y, and we glue the B-structures /', B along
X using the chosen isotopies f'|x, ~ fi, B’|X1 ~ —f3, and we glue the
k-cocycles C, D along their common restrictions C; on X; to make a k-
cocycle D e, D on Y 11 x, Y. Doing these gluings requires choices, but
these do not change the equivalence class. Composition is associative.

(e) Identities are id(x 5,0y = [X x [0,1], 8 x [0,1], T%(C)].
(f) The monoidal structure on BordZ (K (R, k)) is defined as

(X,8,C)@ (X,5,0) = (XTI X, 811 5,CT1C)

on objects, and similarly for morphisms.
(g) The unit object in Bord? (K (R, k)) is 1= (0,0,0).

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

O.(XU)BU)CU))(XhBl;Cl) = [K ﬂ/7D] :
(Xo, B0, Co) ® (X1, B1,C1) — (X1, 81, C1) @ (Xo, Bo, Co)

is the cylinders Y = (Xo I X;) x [0,1], 8/ = (Bo 1 31) x [0,1], D =
%, (Co) I1T%, (C1), where the boundary diffeomorphisms are the obvious
identifications (X()HXl) X {O} = X()HXl and (X()HXl) X {1} = Xl HXO,
swapping round factors at 1 € 9[0, 1].

To simplify notation, from now on we usually omit B-structures 3,3, 3",
leaving them implicit, so we write objects as pairs (X, C'), where X is a compact
n-manifold with B-structure and C' € C*(X, R), and morphisms are [Y, D] :
(X0,Co) — (X1,C4), and so on. With these definitions, it is easy to check
that BordB (K (R, k)) is indeed a symmetric monoidal category, in the sense of
Appendix [A]

The isomorphism class in BordZ (K (R, k)) of an object (X, C') depends only
on X and the cohomology class [C] € H*(X, R). By an abuse of notation, we
will sometimes write objects as (X, a) for « € H*¥(X, R), by which we mean
(X, C) for some choice of k-cocycle C representing .

A morphism of commutative rings p : Ry — Rz induces a functor

F, : BowdB(K(Ry,k)) — BordZ (K (Ry, k)), (6.3)
by converting Ri-cochains C, D, E,... on XY, Z, ... to Ra-cochains.

The next proposition is proved in a very similar way to Propositions and
It justifies the notation BordB (K (R, k)).
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Proposition 6.2. (a) BordZ (K (R, k)) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants in
Theorem [A18(a) are the B-bordism groups

o (BordF (K (R, k))) = QB (K (R, k)), (6.4)
T (%Otaf (K(Rv k))) Qn-i—l( (Rv k))v (6'5)
and q : QF (K(R,k)) — QP (K(R, k) mapping [X,C] = [X x ' II%(O))].
Here K (R, k) is the Eilenberg-MacLane space classifying cohomology H*(—, R)

over R, and in X xS, the S* has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual
orientation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure Sk,

(b) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism X : (Xo,Co) — (X1,C1) in
BordB (K (R, k)) determines a bijection

QB (K(R, k) — Homas o5 (i (1,k)) (X0, Co), (X1, C1)) (6.6)
gwen by composition in the diagram of bijections

07 (K(R k) —

= Homas 008 (1 (1,1)) (X0, Co), (X1,Ch))
| - |
HomygoeoB (k (R k) (1 1) — Homgs oe05 (i (1,k)) (1 (X0, Co), 1@ (X1, C1)).

Example 6.3. From Proposition [£2(a) and Tables 2] and Bl we see that
there are equivalences of Picard groupoids

BoroSP (K (Z,4)) = (09 0) ) (22 & 73),

BoroSP (K (Z,4)) = (22 ® 72) )/ (72 & 7o), 67)
Bord7P (K (Z,4)) = (08 0)//(2* & Za), '
BordSP (K (Z5,4)) = (22 © 7)) (22 ® 7).

Here the right hand sides are Picard groupoids of the form 7o /71 as in Theorem
[A18l for abelian groups mg, 1. The decomposition of the 7; as A @ B in ([6.7)
corresponds to the splitting QSP (K (R, 4)) = QSPIn(5)pQSPin (K (R, 4)), where
QSPin(4) is given in Table2Zdland QSP™ (K (R, 4)) in TableBIl Note that 7o /7
also depends on a linear quadratic map ¢ : myp — 71, which can be computed
from Theorem [B.11

6.2 Loop bordism categories BordZ (LK (R, k))

Definition 6.4. Let R be a commutative ring. Fixn > —1,0 < k< n-+1, and
a tangential structure B in the sense of §2.1.11 We will deﬁne another Picard
groupoid BordB (LK (R, k)) that we call a loop bordism category. It is a simple
modification of Definition E.IF we replace the k-cocycles C € C*¥(X,R), D €
Ck(Y,R), E € C*¥(Z, R) by k-cocycles C € C*¥(X x S',R), D € CF(Y x S', R),
E € C*(Z x 8, R) throughout. So, for example, objects of BordZ (LK (R, k))
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are pairs (X, C), where X is a compact n-manifold without boundary with a
B-structure ~y y, which we generally omit from the notation, and C' € C*(X x
S, R) is a k-cocycle.

We relate the categories of Definitions and
Definition 6.5. Let 0 < k < n and B be as above. Define a functor

[BKER) 80108 | (LK(R, k) — BordB (K (R, k)) (6.8)

to act on objects by [BKER) (X,C) — (X x 8, C), and on morphisms by
[BAHER [Y,D] — [Y x 8!, D]. Here given the B-structures on X,Y, to
define the B-structures on X x S1,Y x S! we use the standard B-structure on
8! = R/Z, which is invariant under the action of R/Z =2 U(1). So, for example,
when B = Spin, we use the Spin-structure on S' whose principal Spin(1)-bundle

is the trivial bundle (R/Z) x Spin(1) — R/Z. It is easy to check that [P ER)
is a well-defined symmetric monoidal functor.

Here is the analogue of Propositions and 4.0 proved in the same way.
Proposition 6.6. (a) BowdZ (LK (R, k)) is a Picard groupoid. Its invariants
in Theorem [AI8(a) are the B-bordism groups

m0(BordB (LK (R, k))) = QB (LK (R, k), (6.9)

m1(BordF (LK (R, k))) = Auteyoron (2 (rp)) (1) = QP (LK (R, K)),  (6.10)

where QB (LK (R, k)) is the bordism group of the free loop space LK (R, k) =

Mapeo(St, K(R, k)) of K(R, k), and the linear quadratic map q: QB (LK (R, k))
— QB (LK (R, k) maps [X,C] — [T (C)].

Here in X xS*, the S* has a U(1)-equivariant B-structure with the usual ori-
entation, so when B = Spin, it has the non-bounding spin structure Srllb. Note

that for B = Spin, this means that q is multiplication by oy = [S}] in Q5P (4)
in Table under the natural action of Q5P™(x) on QSP™(LBK (R, k)).

(b) As in every Picard groupoid, a morphism A : (Xo,Co) — (X1,C1) in
BordB (LK (R, k)) determines a bijection

QP | (LK (R, k)) — Homg,won 2k (r,k)) (X0, Co), (X1,Ch))
given by composition in the diagram of bijections
QP (LK (R, K)) 2 Homes oeo5 (21 (R.k)) (X0, Co), (X1, Ch))
fnw) N H
Homgeeo5 (2K (R.k) (15 1) —> Homegoro5 £k (1,k)) (19 (X0, Co), 10 (X1, C1)).

(c) There is a commutative diagram

&r (K (Rk))

~| G0 P 63| (6.11)
Autgow®  (£K(Rk) (1) ”m) AutogoeoB (K (R,k)) (1)
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6.3 Bordism categories Bordyx (K (R, k))

The next definition is a variation on Definition [6.I, in which we fix the n-
manifold X, and take Y = X x [0,1] and Z = X x [0, 1],

Definition 6.7. Let R be a commutative ring. Let 0 < &k < n and X be a
compact n-manifold. Define Botdx (K (R, k)) to be the category with objects C
for C € C*(X, R) a k-cocycle, and morphisms [D] : Cy — C; be ~-equivalence
classes [D] of k-cocycles D € C*(X x [0,1], R) with D|xy;y = C; for i =0, 1.
If D, D’ are alternative choices for D, we write D ~ D’ if there exists E €
C*(X x [0,1]2, R) with

E|xx{o1x[0,1] = I (Co), Elxxq1yx[01] = Ik (C1),
E|xxp0,11x{0} = D, Elxxpo1x{13 =D’

To define composition of morphisms [D] : Py — P, and [D'] : P, — P> we
set [D'] o [D] = [D"], where D" € C*(X x [0,1], R) is given by DHlXx[o 1=
(idx x2t)*(D) and D”|XX[%71] = (idx x(2t — 1))*(D’), using the maps 2215 :
[0,3] = [0,1] and 2t — 1 : [1,1] — [0, 1].

It is then easy to show composition is associative, so that Bordx (K (R, k))
is a category, where identity morphisms are idg = II%(C) : C — C. Every
morphism in Bordx (K (R, k)) is invertible, where the inverse of [D] : Cy — C4
is [D]7t = [D']: P, — Py with D' = (idx x(1 —¢))~%(D).

Now suppose that B is a tangential structure, and X has a B-structure
~x- Since the stable tangent bundles of X x [0,1] and X x [0,1]? are the
pullbacks of the stable tangent bundle of X, pullback of 7 y along the projections
X x[0,1] = X, X x[0,1]?> — X induces B-structures on X x[0, 1] and X x [0, 1]2.
Define a functor

I8 : Bordx (K(R, k) — BordB (K (R, k)) (6.12)

to map C — (X, C) on objects and [D] — [X x [0,1], D] on morphisms, using
the B-structures on X, X x [0, 1]. This is well defined as writing Y = X x [0, 1]
and Z = X x [0,1]?, the definitions above of the equivalence ~ on D and
(X x [0,1], D), and of compositions of morphisms, and so on, map to those in
Definition [6.]

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 I1%.

Proposition 6.8. Suppose B is a tangential structure, X a compact n-manifold
with B-structure, and C € C*(X,R) for 0 < k < n. Then C is an object in
Bordx (K(R,k)), and (X,C) an object in BordB(K(R,k)), and 1§ : C
(X,C). We have a commutative diagram

AutosoeoB (K (R,k)) (X, C)
65 |
er?Jrl (K(R7 k))v

Autssorox (K (R.1)) (C)

lxg

OB(LK(R,k))

ng

&r (K(R.kK))
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where {8 (K(R,k)) is in Definition 24l the right hand column is (B8] re-
stricted to QB (K(R,k)) C QB (K (R, k)), and x& is defined as follows: let
oo : X = K(R,k) be a classifying map for C. Then for [D] : C — C in
Autgor (K (R1) (C), as D € C*(X x [0,1], R) with D|x (0} = C = D|xxq1},
we can choose a classifying map ¢p : X x [0,1] = K(R, k) for D such that
¢plxx{0y = éplxx(1y = dc. Writing S' = R/Z = [0,1]/(0 ~ 1) with projec-
tion m: [0,1] — §*, define ¢p : X xS' — K(R, k) by ¢po(idx xn) = ¢p. Let
ép: X = LK(R,k) = Mapgo(St, K(R, k)) be the induced map. Then define

XE([D]) = [X, éq].

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 C(X, R) with dC = 0.

(if) Morphisms D : Cy — C; in Bordx (K (R, k)) are cohomology classes [D]
of (k — 1)-cochains D in Cy_1(X, R) with dD = C; — C.

Although Bordx (K (R, k)) itself is simple, the orientation functors we define on
PBordx (K (R, k)) in §9 will not be easy to understand.

(b) There is a natural symmetric monoidal structure on Bord x (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 BotdB (K (R, k))
in §6.01 and the functor 1€ : Bordx (K (R, k)) — BordB (K (R, k)) in EID) is
not monoidal. The monoidal structure on Bordx (K (R, k)) is connected to the
notion of additive flag structures on 7-manifolds in §I0.T] but otherwise we will
make no use of it.

7 Topological bordism categories

The bordism categories Bord2 (BG), Bord P (MH), BordZ (K (R, k)) of §.I
§5.11 §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 BordZ (T, that we call a
topological bordism category.

(a) Objects of BordB(T)iop are pairs (X, f), where X is a compact n-manifold
without boundary with a B-structure =y, which we generally omit from
the notation, and f : X — T is a continuous map.

(b) Morphisms [Y,q] : (Xo, fo) = (X1, f1) in BordB(T)s0p are equivalence
classes of pairs (Y, g), see (¢), where Y is a compact (n+ 1)-manifold with
B-structure “y-, there is a chosen isomorphism 0Y = — X II X; of the
boundary preserving B-structures, and g : Y — T is a continuous map

with gloy = fo II f1.
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(c) In the situation of (b), let (Y5, g0) and (Y1, ¢91) be two choices for (Y, g).
We say that (Yo, g0) ~ (Y1,g1) if there exists a pair (Z, h), where Z is a
compact (n+ 2)-manifold with corners and B-structure 7y, with a chosen
isomorphism of boundaries identifying B-structures

07 = (—Xo x [0,1]) 11 (X x [0, 1) I Y, [T Y} (7.1)

such that along 927 we identify 9Y; with (=X II X7) x {i} for i = 0,1,
and h: Z — T is a continuous map such that under (7)) we have

hloz = (fo o Ilx,) L (f1 o Ilx,) Il go M g1.

It is easy to see that ‘~’ is an equivalence relation.

(d) It [Yag] : (X07f0) - (Xlafl) and [Y/vg/] : (lefl) — (X27f2) are mor-
phisms, the composition is

Y g'lo[Y,g] = [Y'Ix, Y,¢' Iy, g] : (X0, fo) — (X2, f2).

To define the smooth structure on Y’ IIx, Y we should choose ‘collars’
X1 x (=60 CY, X1 x[0,e) CY' of X7 in Y,Y”, but the choices do not
change the equivalence class [Y'IIx, Y, ¢'II¢, g]. Composition is associative.

(e) If (X, f) is an object in BordB (T)top, the identity morphism is
idix, ) = [X x[0,1], follx] : (X, f) — (X, f).
(f) I [Y,g] : (Xo, fo) = (X1, f1) is a morphism, it has an inverse morphism
[V,g] ™" = [V TL(Y Txgux, =), g 11 (9 Mgeny, 9)] :
(X1, /1) — (Xo, fo),

noting that 9(-Y) = —(—Xo II X;) = —X; IT Xy. Thus the category
BordZ (T )top is a groupoid.

(2) Define a monoidal structure @ on BotdB (T )s0p by, on objects
(X, e X f)=XIx, fif),

and if [Y, g] : (Xo, fo) = (X1, 1), [Y',g') : (X3, f4) — (X1, f1) are mor-
phisms, then

YigloY', ¢]=[Y 1Y gllg]:
(Xo, fo) ® (Xg, fo) — (X1, f1) @ (X1, f1)-

(h) The identity in BordB(T)4qp is 1 = (0,0).

(i) If (X, f) € BordB(T)iop we write —(X, f) = (=X, f), that is, we give X
the opposite B-structure —v . Observe that we have an isomorphism

[X x[0,1], foIlx] : (=X, /) ® (X, f) — 1.
Thus —(X, f) is an inverse for (X, f) under ‘®’.
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(j) The symmetry isomorphism o(x py (x5 = [Yog]: (X, f) @ (X', f) —
(X', 1) @ (X, f) has (Vg) = (X TLX') x [0, 1], (f o TLx) T (f o Tx).

Hence B0otdB (7)o, is a Picard groupoid, as in Appendix [Al
The following analogue of Propositions [4.2] and is straightforward.

Proposition 7.2. The invariants of the Picard groupoid BotdB(T)iop in The-
orem [AT8(a) are the B-bordism groups

o (BordZ (1)) = QB (T), (7.2)
m (Bor (1)) = QF, (1), (7.3)

and q: QB (T) — QB (T) mapping (X, f] — [X x S, foIlx].

Here is the analogue of the bordism categories Bordx (BG), Bordk (M H)
and Bordy (K (R, k)) of 43 §5.3 and §6.3

Definition 7.3. Let X be a compact n-manifold and T" a topological space.
Define Botd x (T)top to be the category with objects f for f : X — T a continu-
ous map, and morphisms [g] : fo — f1 be ~-equivalence classes [g] of continuous
maps g : X x [0,1] — T with g|x ;3 = fi for i = 0,1. If g, ¢’ are alternative
choices for g, we write g ~ ¢’ if there exists a continuous map h : X x[0,1]2 = T
with

h|x xtoyx[o,1] = fo o lx, hlxxr1yxo,1 = f1ollx,
h|x x[0,1]x {0} = 9 hlxxjoa)x{1}y = 9"

To define composition of morphisms 9] : fo = f1and [¢'] : f1 — f2 we set
[¢'] o [9] = [9"], where ¢" : X x [0,1] — T is given by ¢"(z,t) = g(x,2t) for
t€[0,1] and ¢"(z,t) = (:1:2t—1)fort€[1 1].

It is then easy to show that composition is associative, so that Botdx (T)ep
is a category, where identity morphisms are id; = [f oIlx] : f — f. Every
morphism in Bordx (T )iep is invertible, where the inverse of [g] : fo — f1 is
g7 =1g']: fr = fo with ¢'(x,t) = gz, 1 —t).

Now suppose that B is a tangential structure, and X has a B-structure v y.
Define a functor

I8 : Bordx (T)iop — BordE(T)iop (7.4)

to map f — (X, f) on objects and [g] — [X x [0,1], g] on morphisms, using the
B-structures on X, X x [0, 1].

Remark 7.4. (a) Here is how to relate Definition [[I] to the categories of §al-
§6. For BordB(BG) as in §L11 we can construct a functor Y : BordZ(BG) —
BordB(BG)iop for T = BG using the Axiom of Choice, as follows: for each
object (X, P) in BordB(BG), we choose a classifying map fp : X — BG for P,
as already used in the proof of Proposition 2] and set T : (X, P) — (X, fp)
on objects. For morphisms [Y, Q] : (Xo, Py) — (X1, P1) with Qloy = Py 11 P,
we choose a classifying map fo : Y — BG for Q with fgloy = fp, IL fp, and set
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T:[Y,Q] — [Y, fo]. Then[Y, fo] is independent of the choice of fg. Comparing
Propositions and [Z.2] we see that Y is an equivalence of categories.
Similarly, BordZ, (M H), BordB(K(R,k)) are equivalent to BordB (T)¢op
with 7= MH and T = K(R, k).
(b) The loop categories BordF(LBG), BordZ (LMH), BordB (LK (R, k)) of
§421 §5.2) §6.2] are equivalent to BordB (T)op, for T = LBG, LMH, LK (R, k).
(c) In a similar way to (a), the categories Bordx(BG), Bordk (M H) and
Bordx (K (R, k)) of §43 §5.3 and §6.3] are equivalent to Bordx (T)iop in Defi-
nition [[3 for T = BG, MH, K(R, k), and these equivalences and those in (a)
identify the functors 11§ in (@I4), (EI4), (GI2) with their analogues in (T4)
up to natural isomorphism.
(d) In Remark E9(b) we noted that Bordx (K (R, k)) is a Picard groupoid,
which is unrelated to the Picard groupoid structure on BordZ (K (R, k)) in §6.11
In a similar way, if the topological space T is an E;-space (a strong kind of
H-space, whose multiplication is homotopy commutative and homotopy asso-
ciative in coherent ways) then we can give Botdx (T')iop & symmetric monoidal
structure, and if T' is a grouplike E1 -space this makes Botd x (T')sop into a Picard
groupoid. But Hg :Bordx (T)top — %otDE(T)mp 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 BotdZ (BG),
%otbf’:k(MH), BordB(K(R,k)), BordZ(T)iop, BordB(x) from §H7l Then
G,G’" are Picard groupoids, as in Appendix [Al Use the notation m; = m;(G),
7 = m(G') for ¢ = 0,1, and q : m9 — w1, ¢ : 7wy, — w} for the linear
quadratic invariants classifying G,G’ as Picard groupoids in Theorem [AI8
Write T, T for the topological classifying spaces M H, BG, K (R, k),T,* cor-
responding to G, G’ in the notation %otbg*(T)*. Write n,n’ and B, B’ for the
n,B in ‘Borbf’:k(MH), ..., BordB(K(R,k)) in G,G’. Then Propositions A.2]
B2 and imply that m = QB (T), i = 0,1, and ¢ is multiplication by
a1 = [S'] € QF(x) under the action of QB (x) on QB(T), where S* has the
U(1)-invariant B-structure, and similarly for 7(, 7}, ¢

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 [AI8(b),(c),
any such F' induces group morphisms fy : mp — 7, and fi : m — 7} with
q o fo = f1 0q, and given such fy, f1, the set of F up to monoidal natural
isomorphism is a torsor over nym(ﬁo, 71). 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 ¢ : T — T up to homotopy.
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(ii)

If G,G’ are topological bordism categories BotdB (T)i0p, BordB(T")top,
then we define F' explicitly by F : (X, f) — (X,¢ o f) on objects and
F :[Y,g] = [Y,¢ o g] on morphisms. Otherwise, we combine this functor
with the equivalences of G, G’ with BotdB (T)s0p, BordZ (T”)40p in Remark
[[4(a) to define F uniquely up to monoidal natural isomorphism.

In the classification of symmetric monoidal functors F' : G — G’ in The-
orem [AT8(b),(c), the morphisms f; for i = 0,1 are ¢, : QF (T) —
QB_,(T’). The condition ¢’ o fo = fi o ¢ is automatic, as ¢, : QB(T) —
QB(T") is QB (x)-linear. Thus, Theorem [ATI8(b),(c) tell us that F :
G — G’ exists with these invariants, and lies in a HZ (o, 7} )-torsor
up to natural isomorphism. The topological construction above deter-
mines F' uniquely up to monoidal natural isomorphism, not just mod-
ulo HZ,, (7o, 7}).

Observe that if ¢ : T — T" is k-connected for k > n+1 then ¢, : QB(T) —
QB(T") is an isomorphism for m < k, so fo, 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 ¢ : T'— T", ¢’ : T — T" with ¢' k-connected for
k > n+1. Then as Fy 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:

7 n

P

i A v (8.1)
g’ = BordZ (T )top-

The data fo, f1 in Theorem [AI8(b),(c) for F is f; = (¢.)7! o ..

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:

g F
j{ N (8.2)

................................................... e

Here we take G 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 £ on X (for example, a Riemannian metric on X, a section of a vector

65



bundle on X, ...). The functor II is the ‘forgetful functor’ which forgets
the extra data £. We require that II should be an equivalence of categories
(this happens if the set of choices of extra data £ for X is contractible
modulo bordisms Y : Xo — X7). Also F: G — G should be given by an
explicit geometric construction involving the extra data &.

Given such G, I, I, since II is an equivalence, there exists F unique up to
monoidal natural isomorphism making ([82]) 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 Bord? (BG), Bordl, (MH), BordP (K (R, k)) as in §-§6 there are
obvious functors to and from Bord B (x):

X—(X,XxG)

Bord B (x) BordB (BG),
(X,P)— X
X—(X,0)
Bord B (x) BordB, (MH), (8.3)
(X, M)— X "
Xi—(X,0)
Bord B (x) BordB (K (R, k)).
(X,0)—X

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 QB (T) — QB (T") preserve the splittings QZ, (T or T') = QF,_,(x) ®
Qf+i(T or T") and act as the identity on QF,;(+). (This is already automatic in
the topological case.) Hence, rather than writing down fo, f1, it is sufficient to
specify f; = fi|QB+_(T) 1 QB (T) — QB (T"), and to check that ¢'o fo = fiogq.
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//Zy or Zs//Z3, 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:

T

gl 0 0//22 or ZQ//ZQ

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, Q" 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 BTl(a)(i)
with target BordB (K (R, k)) is easy, as continuous maps ¢ : T — K (R, k) up to
homotopy are equivalent to cohomology classes v € H*(T, R). When T = BG,
classes v € H¥(BG,R) are called characteristic classes (for example Chern
classes ¢; € H*(BU(m), Z)), and are well studied. Having chosen vy € H*(T, R),
it still requires work to compute the maps ¢, : QB(T) — QB (K (R, k)).

(b) In nearly all the examples we study we have H2 (mo,7;) = 0, so there is

Sym

no issue of specifying F' within the HZ (o, 7} )-torsor in Theorem [AT(c).

8.2 Examples of topological transfer functors

Theorem 3.3 gives examples of classifying space maps ¢ : T — T" as in Definition
BIl(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
FAB;EE((?) : Bord P, (MSU(2)) — BordF (BSU(2)) which are equivalences of cat-
egories, induced by the homotopy equivalence ¢ : MSU(2) — BSU(2) in Theo-
rem B3(a).

(b) For all n > 3, B and m > 2 with 2m > n, there are topological transfer
functors Fﬁ%%;l) : Bord P, (MU(2)) — BordF (BSU(m)) defined as in [BI)
using the diagrams

MU(2) BordF,(MU(2))

. Fy,
¥ | pBSUGm) ¢
) y MU@
P F,

BSU(m) ———= BSU,  B0t0B(BSU(m)) —e> B0otdB (BSU),0p.

Here 1 is the 10-connected map and 1’ the (2m+1)-connected map in Theorem
B3I(b), so that ¢} is an isomorphism for m = n,n+1 as 2m = n. Also Fﬁsﬁ%;n)
s an equivalence of categories if n <9, as ¢ is 10-connected.

(c) For all m >3, B and m > 1 with 4m+ 2 > n, there are topological transfer
functors Fﬁiggﬂl) : Bord P, (MSpin(4)) — Bord,? (BSp(m)) defined as in (81)

using the diagrams

MSpin(4) Bord 7 ,(MSpin(4))
: FX
T R N
BSp(m) ——— BSp, BordB (BSp(m)) Txl> Bord B (BSp)op-

Here x is the 12-connected map and x' the (dm+ 3)-connected map in Theorem
B3lc), so that X' is an isomorphism for m = n,n+ 1 as dm +2 > n. Also

Fﬁzgﬁlﬂa) s an equivalence of categories if n < 11, as x is 12-connected.
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(d) For all n, B there are topological transfer functors Fg}%A) : BordZ (BEs)
— BordB (K (Z,4)), induced by the 16-connected map w : BEy — K(Z,4) in
Theorem B3(d). They are equivalences of categories for n < 15.

8.3 Examples of geometric transfer functors

Example 8.4. Here are some simple geometric transfer functors:

(i) F, : BordZ(BG1) — BordZ (BG,) in ([€2) induced by a morphism of Lie
groups v : G1 — Go.

(ii) F, : Bord? (M Hy) — Bord}, (MHy) in (5.3) induced by a composition
of Lie groups H; — Hy 22 O(k).

(iii) F, : BordB(K(R1,k)) — BordB(K (R, k)) in (6.3) induced by a mor-
phism of commutative rings p : R — Rs.

(iv) If B, B’ are tangential structures and B factors through B’ as in Def-
inition 2.1}, there are obvious functors BordF, (MH) — %otbf’:/k(MH),
BordB(BG) — BordB' (BG), BordB(K (R, k)) — BordB (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 RIKa)(ii).

Definition 8.5. Let B be a tangential structure and n > 3. We will define
a Picard groupoid %otDE(BSU@)) which is a modification of BordZ(BSU(2))
in Definition @Il The difference is that to each principal SU(2)-bundle P —
X,Q — Y,... in the definition of BordB(BSU(2)), we also associate smooth,
transverse sections s,t, ... of the associated C2-bundles (P x C?)/SU(2) — X,
(Q x C?)/SU(2) = Y,....

In more detail, define objects of %otaf (BSU(2)) to be triples (X, P, s), where
X is a compact n-manifold with B-structure Sx, and P — X is a principal
SU(2)-bundle, and s € I'*°((P x C?)/SU(2)) is a smooth, transverse section of
the C2-bundle (P x C?)/SU(2) — X associated to P — X and the standard
representation of SU(2) on C2. _

Also, morphisms [Y,Q,t] : (Xo, Po,s0) — (X1, P1,s1) in BordB(BSU(2))
are equivalence classes of triples (Y, @, t), where Y is a compact (n+ 1)-manifold
with B-structure Sy, there is a chosen isomorphism 9Y = — X II X; of the
boundary preserving B-structures, and @) — Y is a principal SU(2)-bundle with
a chosen isomorphism Q|gy = PyI1P;, and t € IT*°((Qx C?)/SU(2)) is a smooth,
transverse section of the C2-bundle (Q x C?)/SU(2) — Y with t|gy = s I1 s7.
Equivalences (Yo, Qo,to) — (Y1, Q1,%1) are defined in the obvious way.

We make BordF (BSU(2)) into a symmetric monoidal category in the usual
way. Then BordB(BSU(2)) is a Picard groupoid.

Define a forgetful symmetric monoidal functor

s - BordP (BSU(2)) — BordP (BSU(2))

68



to forget all transverse sections s,t,..., so that Hgsgg)) maps (X, P,s) —

(X, P) on objects, for example.

For an object (X, P, s) as above, observe that as s is transverse, M = s71(0)
is an embedded (n — 4)-submanifold of X. The derivative ds|p; induces an
isomorphism vp; — ((P x C2)/SU(2))|a of vector bundles on M, where vy is
the normal bundle of M in X. Since ((PxC?)/SU(2))|as has an SU(2)-structure,
this induces an SU(2)-structure yps on vpy.

For BordF(MSU(2)) as in §5.1] define a symmetric monoidal functor

Fpgus, : Bord? (BSU(2)) — BordP (MSU(2))
to act by (X, P,s) — (X, M) on objects, where M = s~1(0) C X with normal
SU(2)-structure ~ps as above, and to act by [Y,Q,t] — [Y, N] on morphisms,
where N = ¢t71(0) C Y with normal SU(2)-structure yy. Note that our defi-
nition of ¢ being transverse includes that ¢ is transverse on each boundary or
corner stratum of N, which implies that N = ¢7%(0) is a neat submanifold.

Theorem 8.6. Hgsg(%), Fgé%%?) are equivalences of Picard groupoids. Hence

there exists an equivalence Fgﬁﬁg) m a 2-commutative diagram

BordB(BSU(2)) Foguts,
\LHEISSUU((QZ)) FMSU@2) ‘U’ (84)
BordB(BSU(2)) ——2 BordB, (MSU(2)).

This F gﬁj{gg) is a geometric transfer functor. It is one of the topological
transfer functors Fgé%[gg) in Theorem B3|(a).

Proof. To see that H?SSS((;)) is an equivalence of categories, note that all the

vector bundles (P x C2)/SU(2) — X, (Q x C?)/SU(2) — Y, ... admit transverse
sections, and choices of transverse sections on a boundary 9Y,0Z, ... (with the
obvious compatibility conditions at codimension 2 corners 9?Z) can always be
extended to Y, Z, . ...

To prove Fgé%%?) is an equivalence is more complicated. First, let (X, M)

be an object in BordF,(MSU(2)), so that X is a compact n-manifold with B-
structure Sx and M C X is a compact embedded (n — 4)-submanifold with an
SU(2)-structure yas on its normal bundle vy — M. We will construct (X, P, s)

in BordB(BSU(2)) with Fpet /& (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 vy, an open neighbourhood V' of
M in X, and a diffeomorphism ® : U — V such that # o0 =inc: M — V, and
the derivative of ® normal to 0(M) induces the identity map id : vpr — v
Write w : U — M for the restriction of the projection vy; — M to U. Then

7*(vny) — U is a real rank 4 vector bundle, which has a tautological section

69



§ € T®(n*(vn)) with $(z,e) = e for (x,e) € U C vy, so that x € M and
e € vpm|s. Note that § is transverse with $71(0) = 0(M). Also the SU(2)-
structure yps on vy pulls back to an SU(2)-structure 7*(yar) on 7*(vy) — U.
That is, 7*(vn) has the structure of a complex rank 2 vector bundle with a
Hermitian metric g, and a complex volume form 6, on the fibres.

Choose a partition of unity (71,72) on X subordinate to the open cover
(V,X \ M). Define another smooth section § € I'*°(n*(vy)) by

5= (" (m) + ©(n2)|3°) 712 -4,

where |3| is defined using g,. As (®* (1) + ®*(12)|5]?)~'/? is positive, 5 is also
transverse with §71(0) = 0(M), but it has the extra property that |§| = 1
outside supp ®*(n;) 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 x C?)/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, § induces a trivialization of the SU(2)-
structure of 7*(vy) — U on U \ supp ®*(n1). Define a principal SU(2)-bundle
P’ — X and a smooth section s’ € T°°((P’ x C?)/SU(2)) by

(a) On X \ suppnm C 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 C X take P’ to be the principal SU(2)-bundle associated to the
SU(2)-vector bundle @, (7*(vy)) and s’ to be ®,(5).

(c) On the overlap V' \ suppmn; of (a) and (b), we identify the two using
the trivialization of ®.(7*(vy)) identifying ®.(5) = (1,0), noting that
|®.(8)| =1 on V \ suppn;.

Then s’ is transverse with s’~1(0) = M by construction, and the SU(2)-structure
on vy induced by ds’|as is yas. Hence FMSU(Q)(X, P s = (X, M).

BSU(2)
This construction (X, M) ~ (X, P’, s") (which depends on arbitrary choices
U, V,®,m1,1m2) is close to being an inverse to ng%%?) (X, P,s) — (X, M)

(which involves no arbitrary choices). If we start with (X, P, s), set (X, M) =

F‘gé%[gg)(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 — (0,00) is continuous on X and smooth on X \ M, with f|y = 1,
and f(z) = |s'|¢|/|sle| for # € X \ M. In effect, the only data forgotten by

FgéSU[gg) : (X, P, s) — (X, M) is the function |s|?> : X — [0,00). This data lies

in a contractible set, giving objects which are all isomorphic in %otbf (BSU(2)).
The construction (X, M) ~ (X, P’,s") also works for (Y,N) ~ (YV,Q’,t)
in morphisms [Y, N],[Y,Q’, '], and for the equivalence relations defining mor-

phisms, and can be made compatible with previous choices on boundaries. Using
“MSU(2)

this we can show that F' BSU(2) is an equivalence of categories. The existence of
another equivalence F' E‘%%ng) in a diagram (84]) then follows by category theory
general nonsense. O
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Remark 8.7. We can also generalize Definition and Theorem to the
transfer functors in Theorem B3|(b),(c). We define functors of Picard groupoids

%Otaf (BSU(m)) FMU®)

BSU(m)

e (85)

BordB (BSU(m)) Bord [, (MU(2)).

Here objects of BordB (BSU(m)) are (X, P, s1, ..., $m_1), where X is a compact
n-manifold with B-structure Sx, and P — X is a principal SU(m)-bundle, and
S1y--+3Sm—1 € I'®((P x C™)/SU(m)) are smooth sections of the C™-bundle
(P x C™)/SU(m) — X, such that (s1|z,.- ., Sm—1|+)c has C-dimension m — 2
orm—1 at each x € X, and s1,...,S,—1 are generic with this condition.

Then H]\BKIS[{J(?L) maps (X, P, s1,...,8n-1) — (X,P), and Fgé%(zi) maps

(X,P,81,...,8m—1) — (X, M), where M is the subset of z € X such that
(s1lay- -+, Sm—1]z)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 vy in X. Also H]\Bfls%(a) is an equivalence if n < 9, and F' gé%((i)l)

is an equivalence if 2m > n, so if 2m > n we can complete (B3] with a transfer

functor F 5%1(12(;71) as in Theorem B3(b).

Similarly, we define functors of Picard groupoids

BordB (BSp(m))  prseinca)

BS
HMSpin(4) pim) 8 6
BSp(m) ( : )

BordB (BSp(m)) Bord, ,(MSpin(4)).

Here objects of %orbf(BSp(m)) are (X, P, s1,...,8m), where X is a compact
n-manifold with B-structure Sx, and P — X is a principal Sp(m)-bundle,
and $1,...,8, € I'°((P x H™)/Sp(m)) are smooth sections of the H™-bundle
(P x H™)/Sp(m) — X, such that (s1]s, ..., Sm|z)n has H-dimension m — 1 or
m at each x € X, and s1,..., s, are generic with this condition.

Then Hgsslf(lrr;(f) maps (X, P,s1,...,8m) — (X,P), and ngi}zigzl) maps
(X,P,81,...,8m) — (X,M), where M is the subset of x € X such that
($1]xs- -+ Sm|z)n 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 vj; in X. Also Hgsslf(l;(f) is an equivalence if n < 11, and
ng%((fi) is an equivalence if 4m+2 > n, so if 4m+2 > n we can complete (8.6

with a transfer functor F' Eiggf(l) as in Theorem B3(c).

We can make many other transfer functors by composing functors from Ex-
ample R4 and Theorems and B8] or their quasi-inverses in the case they are
equivalences.
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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 BordF(BG), BordZ, (MH), BordZ (K(R,k)), BordZ (T )op
from §4-47, and

(b) AJ/B is a Picard groupoid as in Appendix [A] where A, B are abelian
groups from the list 0,7 or Zy for k= 2,....
Our most frequent choices for Aj/B will be A =0, B = Z5 giving 0//Z2 =
Zs-tor, the Picard groupoid of Zs-torsors, or A = B = 75 giving Zs [/ 72 =
s-Zo-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z5-graded Z5-torsors, or super Zo-torsors,
since these have applications to orientations of moduli spaces. Examples
with B = Zj or Z are relevant to gradings of Floer homology theories.

As in Theorem [A§|(a), the Picard groupoid A// B depends up to equiva-
lence on A, B and a choice of linear quadratic form ¢ : A — B.

See §9.31-99.5] for examples of orientation functors. We will mainly discuss
orientation functors of two kinds:

(i) Abstract orientation functors, defined using choices of group morphisms
Jfo:m(C) = A, f1:m1(C) = B using Theorem [AT§(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),
Ker L, Coker L, 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 = BordB(BG) from §411 Let X be a compact n-manifold with a B-structure,
so that Definition .7 gives a functor

% : Bord x (BG) — BordB(BG).

An orientation of O for X is a natural isomorphism nx in the 2-commutative
diagram of functors:

Bord x (BG) — 0//B = B-tor
[z ) %) (9.1)
Bord B (BG) © AJ/B.

Here A//B is the category of A-graded B-torsors, and F%ﬁg 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 idp.
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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
Bord?, (MH), BoroF (K (R, k)) and BordZ (T )iop.

The next example gives some motivation for these definitions:

Example 9.3. Suppose X is a compact 8-manifold with a Spin(7)-structure
(Q,g) in the sense of [55 §10], which need not have d? = 0. Then there
is a natural splitting A?T*X = A2T*X @& A3,T*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 Vp on P with 72(FV?) = 0 in
'~ (Ad(P) ® A2T*X). Write M?Dpinm for the moduli space of irreducible
Spin(7)-instantons on P. Then M3P™7) is a derived manifold in the sense
of [66H58]60], and an ordinary manifold if €2 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, €2, g) by
‘counting’ Spin(7)-instantons. In §3.3] using material from [98], we will define
an analytic orientation functor

0 : Bord5P™(BG) — s-Zs-tor.

As in §12.3] it turns out that an orientation of O for X in the sense of Definition

induces orientations on M?Dpinm 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
Bord P (BG), Bord} (M H) or BordP (K (R,k)). Then we can ask:

(a) Is O orientable for all compact n-manifolds X with B-structure y ¢

(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,y ?

(c) If O is orientable for X, ~y, 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(QF(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(QF(X), B).
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Remark 9.5. A very useful technique for answering Question is when two
orientation functors factor via a transfer functor. We will illustrate this for the
case of a topological transfer functor F : BordB(BG) — BordB (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

Bord B (BG) o
\LF 9\ (9.2)
BordB (K (R, k)) o A/ B,

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) n 0//B = B-tor
X id'fr /
Bordx (K (R, k))

g id s iy F%
BordB (K (R, k))

F/ O/
0
U 0 \

BordB(BG) AJ/B.

Here 7y is some orientation for O’ on X. Composing natural isomorphisms
across the diagram gives a natural isomorphism 7x as in (@), which is an
orientation for O on X. Thus, given a diagram ([@.2)):
(i) An orientation 1 for O’ on X determines an orientation nx 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)), BordB(K (R, k))
are smaller and simpler than the domain categories Bordx (BG), BordZ (BG).
Then orientability for O is a sufficient condition for orientability for O, as in

Question [0.4(b), and an orientation n’y for O’ on X is additional data which
determines an orientation nx on X, as in Question [0.4)(c).

Here is our main theorem on orientability, proved in §I9.11

Theorem 9.6. Suppose n > 0, and B is a tangential structure, and O :
BordB(BG) — AJ/B is an orientation functor, as in Definition @1 Then:

(a) Consider the commutative diagram
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IB’G

Autyoon | (2BG) (1) —F Autegeeos (e (1)
ot n—1 dm) n
/ /
B & (BG) OB oW (9.3)
28 o
|nzeea) EICIC
QB (LBG; BG) v 0 > B = Aut 4/ 5(1),

where £B(BG), €B(BG), IB(BG) are as in Definition 24, The top par-
allelogram commutes by [@I13). The bottom left triangle commutes by

@). Define EE’OG 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 24l if and only if 225 = 0.

E.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 x 8! such that [X, Q] represents an element of QB(LBG; BG)\
Ker Er]ibG' This last condition is equivalent to [X x S, Q] representing an
element of QB | (BG)\ Kerm(0), using the isomorphism (@4). Here S*
has the B-structure induced from the standard B-structure on the closed
unit disc D* C R? by identifying S* = 0D?, so for example the bounding
spin structure when B is Spin.

Analogues of (a),(b) hold for orientation functors on the other bordism
categories %otbﬁk(MH), BordB(K (R, k)), BordB(T)iop, as follows:

(i) For %otbﬁk(MH), the analogue of ([@3)) is

el
AUt%othfl’k(ﬁMH) (1) m; AUt%Othyk(MH)(]l)
- ¢P(MH) ~ o(1)
oo ST
QE(EMH;MH) .................................................. kO - B = AU-tA//B(]]-)-

The top parallelogram commutes by (BI3). The bottom left triangle com-
mutes by (27]).

Then in (a), O : Bord 3 (MH) — AJ/B is orientable for every compact
n-manifold X with B-structure if and only 1 Ef,}fo =0, and in (b), O is
orientable for X if and only if there does not exist a compact (n+1—k)-

submanifold M C X x S' with normal H-structure such that [X, M|
represents an element of QB(LMH; MH) \ Ker EE}CHO, or equivalently
[X x 8, M] represents an element of QB (MH) \ Kerm(O).
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(ii) For BowdB(K(R,k)), the analogue of [@3) is

InB,K(R,k)
Autooros (2K (RK)(1) 3 AutyoroB (K (R,k)) (1)
OB(LE (R, b)) ) OB (K(R.k)) °®
n . ’ m dﬂ) n+1 ’
iHn (K(R,K) EB(K(Rk)) —B,K(R,k)
QB (LK (R, k); K(R, k)) O > B = Auta)p(1).

The top parallelogram commutes by [@I1). The bottom left triangle com-
mutes by [27).

Then in (a), O : BordZ (K (R, k)) — AJ/B is orientable for every com-
pact n-manifold X with B-structure if and only if Efig(R’k) =0, and in
(b), O is orientable for X if and only if there does not exist a cohomol-
ogy class v € H¥(X x S, R) such that [X,~] represents an element of
OB(LK(R,k); K(R,k))\ Ker Ei’OK(R’k), or equivalently [ X x S*,~] repre-
sents an element of QF (K (R,k))\ Kerm (0O).

(iii) For BordB (T )iop, the analogue of (@3) is

Aut%otbffl(LT)mp (1) 1B.T AUt‘BatDE(T)mp (1)
- ¢5(T) ~ o(1)
OB(LT - Q7 (T
ni ) m) dﬂ) +1( )
lnn @ éB(m) _er
QB (LT T) v T ~B = Aut /(1)

Then in (a), O : BordB(T)iop — AJ/B is orientable for every compact
n-manifold X with B-structure if and only 1 Efig =0, and in (b), O is
orientable for X if and only if there does not exist a map ¢ : X — LT such
that [ X, ¢] represents an element of QB (LT;T)\Ker Ef)’OT, or equivalently
there does not exist a map ¢ : X xS — T such that [X xS, ¢'| represents
an element of QP (T)\ Kerm (0).

Remark 9.7. Observe that Theorem [0.6(a) and its analogues in (i)—(iii) gives
an answer to Question [@4(a), and part (b) and its analogues in (i)—(iii) gives a
necessary and sufficient answer to Question [0.4b). These answers to Question
9.4(a) are extremely helpful: in any given problem we just have to compute the

. —=B,G —B,H —B,K(R,k . .
morphisms = 5", 270, 2o ( ), which can often be done with enough work.

For Bord P (BG), Boro (M H), the answers to Question 0.4(b) are not al-
ways useful: it is not easy to show the nonexistence of a principal G-bundle Q) —
X x 8t or an (n+ 1 — k)-submanifold M C X x S! satisfying given conditions.
However, for BotdZ (K (R, k)), checking whether there exists a cohomology class
v € H¥(X x S8', R) satisfying given conditions is much more feasible. So our
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favourite strategy for answering Question[@.4(b) for BordB (BG), %otbﬁk (MH)

will be to reduce it to Question [0 4b) for BordB(K (R, k)) by factoring via a
transfer functor as in Remark

9.2 Elliptic operator bordism

We briefly review the construction of the elliptic bordism category BotoE" and
the main result from the second author [98].

Definition 9.8 (see [98 Def. 2.1]). Let ¢ € N and write ‘=’ for equivalence
modulo 8. A first order elliptic differential operator D : T'*°(Ey) — I'*°(Fy) is
{-adapted if the vector bundles Ey, F1 have metric K;-linear structures, where
the (skew) field K, is defined according to Table[@.1] and the following conditions
hold.

o If { =1, then Ey = E; and D is R-linear formally skew-adjoint, D* = —D.

e If / =2, then Ey = E; and D is C-linear formally skew-adjoint, D* = —D.
If ¢ = 3,7, then Ey = E; and D is Ky-linear formally self-adjoint, D* = D.
o If /=5, then Ey = EY and D is H-linear formally self-adjoint, D* = D°.
If £ =6, then Ey = E; and D is C-linear formally self-adjoint, D* = D.

If £ = 0,4, then D is Ky-linear with no further conditions imposed.

=0\ 1 213|456 7
K, RIR|C| HI HIH|IC|R
Iy Z\|\Zy |2y | 0| Z|0|0]O0

Table 9.1: K, is the natural base (skew) field of the real Clifford algebra
Cly_1 and Ty is the coefficient group K O(pt) of K-theory.

For example, the real Dirac operator (meaning the positive Dirac operator
ﬁ;\} if dim M = 0,4 and the skew-adjoint Dirac operator ﬂj\l/{[cw ifdimM =1,2)
on a Riemannian spin manifold M is ¢-adapted by [98] §2.1] with £ = dim M.

Recall from [98], Def. 2.6] that for all k, ¢ € N we can define an elliptic bordism
category %orb%“". The objects are pairs (M, Dy), where M is a compact k-
manifold without boundary and D), is an ¢-adapted elliptic differential operator
on M. A morphism [N, Dy] from My to M; is an equivalence class of pairs
(N,Dy) of a bordism N with N = —My IT My, equipped with an (¢ + 1)-
adapted elliptic differential operator Dy on N that restricts to a the cylindrical
Jorm Cyl(Dary)| o x[0,e0) L CYUDar, )| ar, x (e,,1) from [98, Def. 2.5] over a collar
neighbourhood (M x [0,e0)) IT (M1 x (e1,1]) of the boundary of N. The pair
(N, Dy), modulo higher bordism, is called an elliptic operator bordism.

Recall from [98] that the orientation bundle Oy(Dyps) of a family Dy of ¢-
adapted elliptic differential operators is the principal Zs-bundle O(DET Dyy)
of orientations of the determinant line bundle of Dy, if £ = 0, the principal
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Zs-bundle O(PF D)) of orientations of the Pfaffian line bundle of Dy, if £ =1,
the principal Z-bundle SP (D)) of spectral enumerations if £ = 3,7, and trivial
otherwise. For a single ¢-adapted elliptic differential operator Dy, the orienta-
tion bundle over a point is simply called the orientation torsor Og(Dys) and is a
I'p-graded I'p41-torsor placed in the degree of the real index indy Dys € T'y. 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 ({+1)-adapted elliptic operator bordism
[N,Dn] : (Mo, Dpg,) — (M1, Dary) of C-adapted elliptic differential operators
on compact n-manifolds My, My without boundary induces an isomorphism of
graded orientation torsors, O¢[N,Dyn] : O¢(Dpg,) — O¢(Dar, ), which depends
on (N, Dy) only up to bordism and is continuous in families. This construction
18 functorial and compatible with disjoint unions, so determines a symmetric

monoidal functor
O¢ : BordPle — Ty ))Ty

into the category of I'y-graded T'p41-torsors.

The grading of O¢(M,Dyy) is given by the real index inde(Dps) € Ty If
[N, Dy] is an elliptic operator bordism between empty manifolds, then Op(0,0) =
I's11 and the induced automorphism corresponds to the real index indgy1(Dy) €
Ty11 under the natural isomorphism Aut(Tyy1) = Toy.

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

OE’G : %otbf(BG) — T //Thi1,

following the second author [98] §3.2]. Here BotdB(BG) and I',, /T, 11 are the
Picard groupoids from §4.1] and §9.2] with I',,,T';,11 as in Table

Let (X, P) be an object in BotdB(BG). Write Ax p for the infinite-dim-
ensional moduli space of pairs (gx, Vp), where gx is a Riemannian metric on
X and Vp 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 I'™°(S?T*X), and the moduli space of connections Vp is an
infinite-dimensional affine space modelled on I'*°*(T*X ® Ad(P)).

For (gx,Vp) € Ax p, as B factors through Spin, the metric gx induces a
real Dirac operator Dy : [°(Ey) — I'*°(E;) on the compact spin Riemannian
n-manifold (X, gx) as in Definition (note that the definition depends on n
mod 8). Write )" : T(Ey ® Ad(P)) — I'®(E; ® Ad(P)) for Py twisted
by the real vector bundle Ad(P) = (P x g)/G with connection induced by Vp.
Then lD)v(P is an n-adapted elliptic operator on X, as in Definition Hence

the orientation torsor On(lD;P) is a I',,-graded I';, 4 -torsor.
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Now On(lD)v(P) depends continuously on (9x,Vp) € Ax p. As Ax p is con-
tractible and I';,, I',, 41 are discrete, this means that the grading in I';, is constant
on Ax p, and the I',y;-torsors form a principal I';,41-bundle Rx p — Ax p on
Ax.p. Define a T',,-graded T, 41-torsor OB-¢ (X, P) to have the I',-grading of

On(lD)v(P) for any (9x,Vp) € Ax, p, which is independent of (gx,Vp), and
to have I',,1-torsor the set of constant sections of Rx p — Ax, p, which is a
I'yy1-torsor as Rx p is a principal I',,11-bundle and Ax p is contractible. This
defines the functor O2-“ on objects (X, P) in BordZ(BG).

Next let [V, Q] : (X0, Py) — (X1, P1) be a morphism in BordZ(BG). For
a representative (Y, Q) for [Y,Q], write Ay, for the contractible infinite-dim-
ensional moduli space of pairs (gy, V), where gy is a Riemannian metric on
Y and Vg is a connection on  — X. There are boundary restriction mor-
phisms Ay 5 — Ax,, p, and Ay 5 — Ax, p, mapping (9v, V@) — (9x,, Vr,) =
(ng VQ)|X0 and (ngvQ) = (ngvPl) = (gYu vQ)|X1' For (gYu VQ) € A/Y,Qv
write Py : T°(E}) — I'™°(E}) for the real Dirac operator on the compact
spin Riemannian (n + 1)-manifold (Y, gy) and ﬂ;Q : T (E) @ Ad(Q)) —
I*°(E; ® Ad(Q)) for Dy twisted by V. Then

[V, Dy )« (Xo, B310) — (X1, PY)

is an (n + 1)-adapted elliptic operator bordism as in §9.3] and so by Theorem
induces an isomorphism O,[Y, ﬁ)V/Q] : 0,(Xo, )v(:") — 0, (X7, )v(fl) of
I'),-graded I';,11-torsors. As this depends continuously on (gy, V@) in the con-
tractible space “4/Y,Q= we may pass to global constant sections on Ax,.p,, Ax,,P,
Ay ¢ to obtain an isomorphism OZ-¢([Y, Q]) : 0F-¢ (X, Py) — 0F-%(Xy, Py) of
I',,-graded Ty, 1-torsors. Theorem implies that this depends on (Y, Q) only
up to spin bordism, and hence only on the morphism [Y, Q] in BordZ(BG).
This defines OB¢ on morphisms [Y, Q] in BordZ (BG).

It follows from O,, a symmetric monoidal functor in Theorem [1.9] that OZ-¢
is a symmetric monoidal functor. It is an analytic orientation functor.

Following [62], Def. 1.2], we also define the normalized orientation functor

NBC . B0rdB(BG) — T //Thi1,

by NB.¢ (X, P)=0B-%(X, P)®0B-¢(X, X x G)~! on objects, and NB-%([Y, Q])
=02 4([Y, Q) @02 “([Y, Y xG])~" on morphisms [V, Q] : (Xo, Py) — (X1, P1),
where X x G — X and Y X G — Y are the trivial principal G-bundles, and
we use the Picard groupoid structure on I', /T, 1. Normalized orientations (or
n-orientations for short) are more convenient for some purposes.

Note in particular from Table that when n = 7, O?’G, N?’G map to
0//Z = Z-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z-torsors. We write O?’Z%Nf’zi for

the compositions of O?’G, N?’G with the natural symmetric monoidal functor

Z-tor — Zj-tor of reduction mod k for £ > 2. Then Of’ZC:, Nf’zf are impor-
tant for orientations of moduli spaces of Gs-instantons on Gso-manifolds, and
Of’zci, Nf’zi are important for the grading mod & of a conjectural Floer theory
based on Ga-instantons, in the spirit of [3839].
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When n = 8, O?’G, N?’G map to Z//Zs, the Picard groupoid of Z-graded

Za-torsors. For k > 1 we write Og’sz, Ng’zcjk : BordB(BG) — Zay | Z5 for the

composition of O?’G, NSB’G with the projection Z )/ Zs — Zay [/ Z2 which reduces
gradings mod 2k. Then Og’zcj, Ng’zf 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 §6.11 They are chosen for their relevance to orientations of
moduli spaces of associative 3-folds in Go-manifolds when n = 7, and to moduli
spaces of Cayley 4-folds in Spin(7)-manifolds when n = 8, as in §I4] 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 C 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 I'*°(Ey) — I'*°(E1) on
the spinor bundles of M, linear over L = K,,_4 in Table 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 Ef — 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 C X,

F i T2 (B ®LSF) — (B ®@L 5F). (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 §I4 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 C X of a
Riemannian spin n-manifold (X, gx) the Fueter operators Fj\i/[ are n-adapted
elliptic differential operators, independent of the choice of local spin structure
on M. Moreover, if (X,g9x) = (0Y,gy|oy) and M = ON for a neat (n — 3)-
submanifold N CY of a Riemannian spin (n+ 1)-manifold (Y, gy), then Fﬁ
1s isomorphic to Cyl F]\jfj on a collar neighbourhood of the boundary, as in §9.21

Definition 9.13. Let n > 4, B be a tangential structure factoring through
Spin, and p : H — SO(4) C O(4) be a Lie group morphism. We will define
orientation functors

Ot o™ BordB (MH) — Ty /T
Here Bord2 (M H) and T',, /T;41 are the Picard groupoids from §5.1and §3.2]
with 'y, T 41 as in Table
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Let (X, M) be an object in BordZ,(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, qix v on M as in (@4). Hence the
orientation torsor On(ngX,M) from Definition is a I'y-graded T, 1-torsor.

Now On(ngX,M) depends continuously on gx € Ax. As Ax is contractible
and I',,, I',,+1 are discrete, this means that the grading in I',, is constant on Ay,
and the I';, 1-torsors form a principal I';,11-bundle R; um — Ax on Ax. Define
a I',-graded T, 1-torsor ng’i(X, M) to have the T',-grading of O, (F;;)M)
for any gx € Ay, which is independent of gx, and to have I',,yi-torsor the
set of constant sections of R;M — Ax, which is a T',,1-torsor as R;M is a
principal 'y, +1-bundle and Ay is contractible. This defines the functors Oﬁf’i
on objects (X, M) in BordP,(MH).

Next let [Y, N] : (Xo, Mo) — (X1, M1) be a morphism in BordB (M H). For
a representative (Y, N) for [Y, N], write A} for the contractible moduli space of
Riemannian metrics gy on Y. There are boundary restriction morphisms A} —
Ax, and Ay — Ax, mapping gy — gx, = gv|x, and gy — gx, = gy|x,. For
gy € Ay, write Eq:i,N for the Fueter operators on N. Then

[N, F- y]: (Mo, F

+
gXO,Mo) — (Ml?FgXI,Ml)

is an (n+1)-adapted elliptic operator bordism as in §9.2] and so by Theorem [0.9]
induces an isomorphism O, [N, F;;N] : Op (Mo, ngio,Mo) — Op (M, ngXPMl) of
I',-graded I';, 41-torsors. As this depends continuously on gy in the contractible
space A}, we may pass to global constant sections on Ax,, Ax,, A} to obtain

. : B,H+ . B H+ B,H,+
an isomorphism O, ;"= ([Y, N]) : O, ;"™ (Xo, Mp) — O, ;" (Xo, Mo) of I',-
graded I'),41-torsors. Theorem implies that this depends on (Y, N) only up
to spin bordism, and hence only on the morphism [Y, N] in BotdB (M H). This
defines Of)’f’i on morphisms [V, Q] in Bord P, (MH).

It follows from O,, a symmetric monoidal functor in Theorem[@.9]that Og i
is a symmetric monoidal functor. It is an analytic orientation functor.

We also form the normalized orientation functor ng’o : Bord P, (MH)
— T, //Ts41 by mapping the object (X, M) to the I, ;-torsor

07 %(X, M) = Homyr, ,, (02" (X, M), 07/~ (X, M)),

placed in degree deg 05’4}1’7 (X, M)—deg OEQH’JF(X, M) €T, and similarly on
morphisms. That is, OﬁAH’O = (Oﬁf#)_l ® Of’:;lH’_, using the Picard groupoid
structure on Ty, /T4 1.

Note in particular from Table that when n =7, Of;lH’* maps to 0//Z =

Z-tor, the Picard groupoid of Z-torsors. We write O?&{;: for the composition of
Of;lH’* with the natural symmetric monoidal functor Z-tor — Zj-tor of reduc-

tion mod k for k > 2. Then Oi’fé’: is important for orientations of associative
3-folds in Go-manifolds, as in §14.2
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Similarly, when n = 8, O ;""" maps to Z//Z>. For k > 1 we write Og;fz’;
for the composition of OB H* with the projection Z//Zy — Zs /72 reducing

gradings mod 2k. Then O8 1 Z’: is important for orientations of Cayley 4-folds
in Spin(7)-manifolds, as in §I14.3

9.5 Abstract orientation functors in cohomology bordism

We define orientation functors HZ, HZ, HZQ, ngz which will be very important
for flag structures in §I0l and our study of orientations and orientability in §I11

Definition 9.14. We will define abstract orientation functors
HZ : Bord;P™(K(Z,4)) — 0/ 25,
HE - BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) — 23|22,
HZ2 : BoroSP™ (K (Zy,4)) — 0/ Zs,
HZ? - BordZP ™ (K (Zs,4)) — 22/ 25,

(9.5)

by specifying the data that classifies them in Theorem[A. I8 Here for the Picard
groupoid Zs//Z4, the linear quadratic form ¢ : Zs — Z5 in Theorem [A18(a) is
id : Zo — Z5. By Proposition [6.2], for n = 7,8 and i = 0,1 we have

i (BordiPM (K (Z,4))) = QBT (K(Z,4)) = QP () @ Q8 (K(Z,4)),

n+i n—+i n+1
i (BordP (K (Z,4))) = QSPF (K (Z5,4)) = Q0 (+) @ QU (K (Z2,4)),

where Q5P (%) is given in Tables and QSPI(K(Z,4)), Q5P (K (Z5,4))

in Table Bl We define 7;(HZ) and ;(HZ2) for n = 7,8 and i = 0,1 by

Wi(Hz”QiT;‘(*) = 7Ti(H )|QSP"‘(*) =0, 7TO(H% = 70(H§2) =0,

n+i

T‘—l(H?”fZSSPin(K(ZA)) = 7TO(H8 )lQEPiH(K(ZA)) maps C2 = la C3 = Qa
ﬂ-l(Hg)|Q§pin(K(Z74)) maps 041<2 — l, (96)
T (H7)|asein ¢ (2, 4y) = T0(HE?)lgsvin (g7, 4 MaDs G2+ 1,

VA
7T1(H82)|QSSP"‘“(K(ZQ74)) maps «a1( — 1.

These satisfy the condition ¢’ o fo = f1 o ¢ in Theorem [AT8(b), trivially
for HZ,HZ2, and as ¢ : (o — ai(e, q @ (3 — 0 for HZ, HZZ. Hence there
exist symmetric monoidal functors (Iﬂ) Wlth these invariants m;(HZ), m; (HZ2)
by Theorem [AT8(b). Theorem [AT§|(c) and Example say that the sets
of such functors HZ7 Hg, HZ2, HZz modulo monoidal natural isomorphism are
torsors over H2  (0,7Z2) = 0 and HZ2 (7*,75) = 0 and H2, (0,7Z2) = 0 and

sym sym sym
HZ,,(7* @ 74,75) = 75 respectively. Hence HZ HE, HZ> are unique up to
monoidal natural isomorphism.

There are two choices for H? up to monoidal natural isomorphism, and we
choose one arbitrarily. By Lemma [A6](b), ngz is unique up to mon-monoidal

82



natural isomorphism. This will be all we care about, as we will only be interested
HZ> in relation to orientations for H5? on a compact spin 8-manifold X, and
these do not use the monoidal structure.

By the uniqueness of HZ HZ, there exist monoidal natural isomorphisms
17, Mg in the diagrams

BordSP (K (Z,4)) BordsP" (K (Z,4)) z

z
H7 Hy
K(Zg,4) K(Zg,4)
\LFK(Z,AL) \//777 x \LFK(Z,AL) \//778 S (9'7)
HZ? Hy 2

BordSP (K (Zy,4)) —=0//Za,  BorogP™ (K (Zy,4)) —= Z»// 2>,
where F II(( ((ZZ., 24")4) are the topological transfer functors induced by the obvious map
K(Z,4) — K(Z3,4). Here by Theorem [A18(d), 1 is unique, and 7g lies in a
torsor over Hom(Z*,Z5) = Z3. We choose ng arbitrarily in this torsor.

There is a natural functor inc : BordSPi?(x) — BordSPin(K(Z,4)) for n =
7,8 mapping X — (X,0) on objects and [Y] — [Y,0] on morphisms. In a
similar way to (@1), since 7T7;(H7Zl)|Q7Sliiin(*) = 0, there exist unique monoidal

natural isomorphisms (7, (g in the diagrams

BordSP™ (%) ., BordgP™ (%) .,
\Linc ﬂ@ 2 \Linc \//<8 2 (98)

BoroSP (K (Z,4)) ——= 0//Zs, BordSP™(K(Z,4)) —— 0//Zs.

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
Go-manifolds in [59, §3.2], and also to construct orientations on moduli spaces
of Gy-instantons on Ge-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 C X, and a non-vanishing section s of

the normal bundle vy of N in X. We call (N, s) a flagged submanifold in X.
For non-vanishing sections s, s’ of vy define

d(s,s') =Ne{t-s(y)+(1—t)-s'(y) | te[0,1], ye N} ez,  (10.1)

using the intersection product ‘e’ 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 vy .
For all non-vanishing sections s, s’, s” of vy, this satisfies

d(s,s") =d(s,s") +d(s,s"). (10.2)
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Let (No, so), (N1, 51) be disjoint flagged submanifolds with [Ng] = [N1] in
H5(X,7Z). Choose an integral 4-chain C' with C = N; — Ny. Let N{§, N{ be
small perturbations of Ny, Ny in the normal directions sg, s1. Then NjN Ny =
N{ NNy =0 as sp, s1 are non-vanishing, and NJ N Ny = N{ N Ny = 0 as No, Ny
are disjoint and N{, N are close to Ng, N1. Define D((No, so), (N1, 1)) to be
the intersection number (N] — N/}) e C' in homology over Z. Here we regard

[O] S H4(X, Ny UNl,Z), [N(/)], [N{] S Hg(X \ (NO U Nl),Z)

Note that since N}, N7 are small perturbations and Ny, Ny are disjoint we have
(NoUN7)N(NyUN7) = 0. This is independent of the choices of C and N, Nj.

In [59, Prop.s 3.3 & 3.4] we show that if (No, so), (N1, $1), (N2, s2) are disjoint
flagged submanifolds with [Ng] = [N1] = [N2] in H3(X,Z) then

D((No, s0), (N2, s2)) = D((No, s0), (N1, 51))
+ 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)4ss",

(ii) If (No, so), (N1, s1) are disjoint flagged submanifolds in X with [Ng] = [IV1]
in H3(X,Z) then

F(Ny,s1) = F(No, s0) - (—1)P((Nowso) (N150)),
This is a well behaved condition by (I0.3)—(I04).
We call F' an additive flag structure if it also satisfies
(iii) If (No, so), (N1, s1) are disjoint flagged submanifolds then

F(NoII Ny,s0 Il s1) = F(No,so) - F(Ny,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 T-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 Hs(X,7Z) — {x1}, denoted F'/F, such that

F'(N,s)=F(N,s)-(F'/F)[N]  for all (N,s). (10.6)

(¢) Let F be an additive flag structure on X and € : H3(X,Z) — {£1} a
morphism, and define F' by (I0.0) with F'/F =e. 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 §19.21 The proof involves defining a
modified bordism category Bord5P™ (K (Z,4)) equivalent to BordsP™ (K (Z,4)),
but with objects (X, N) for X a spin 7-manifold and N C X a 3-submanifold,
and an orientation functor HZ : BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) — 0//Z5 equivalent to HZ,
which maps (X, N) to a Zs-torsor of maps {s: (N, s) flagged} — {£1}.

Theorem 10.4. Let X be a compact spin T-manifold. Then a flag structure
on X in the sense of Definition [[0.2 is equivalent to an orientation on X for
the orientation functor HZ of Definition 014l

Remark 10.5. (a) By Definition @2 and Theorem [[0.4] 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

%Otax(K(Z,ﬁl)) 1 0//22
| mspe . riiznl o)
Boros P (K (Z,4))) - 75/ 75.

From now on, we will identify flag structures with such natural isomorphisms.
The set of flag structures is a torsor over Map(H*(X,Z),7Z3), where Map
means arbitrary maps H*(X,Z) — Z,, not just group morphisms.
Note that Map(H*(X,Z7),7,) 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 (I0.7)
which are monoidal with respect to the monoidal structures on Bord x (K (Z,4))
discussed in Remark [69(b), and on 0//Z5. 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 Bord5P™ (K (Z,4)) (from taking disjoint unions X, IT
X5). The set of additive flag structures is a torsor for Hom(H*(X, Z), Z5), which
is finite (this agrees with Hom(H3(X,Z),Z2) in Proposition [0.3 by Poincaré
duality).

(c) We say that a flag structure F factors via Z if we can factor (I07) into a
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diagram of natural isomorphisms for some F’, where 77 is as in (@1

1
J id
%0‘60){(1((2,4)) FK(Z2,4)%0'(0)((K(ZQ,4)) 0//22
g s e i omil os)
. K(Z,4 in
BordSPIN (K (7,4))) — = )%orai"jT (K(Z5,4))) ————= 7,/ Z5.
\—//_//

nr

HT

Here the possible choices for F” are a torsor for Map(H*(X, Z5), 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 Zs are a torsor for the finite group

Map (Im(H*(X,Z) — H*(X, Z,)), Z>).

(d) We say that a flag structure F' is natural at zero if the composition of
natural isomorphisms across the following diagram

1

vid
Bordx (*) — Bordx (K(Z,4)) 0/Z,
jm g jugemrg o] (109)
BordFP" (x) ———= Bord; P (K (Z,4))) —————=75//Z,

7

1

is the identity natural isomorphism id : 1 = 1, where (7 is as in ([@.8]), and the
inclusion functors inc are as in Definition This prescribes natural values
for F at any exact C € C*(X,Z). Flag structures F natural at zero always
exist, and form a torsor over Map(H*(X,Z) \ {0}, Z5), since (I0.) prescribes
F over 0 € H*(X, 7). If we require F to factor via Z,, then they form a torsor
for Map(Im(H*(X,Z) — H*(X, Z5)) \ {0}, Z5).

In Definition [[02] requiring F' in (I0.5) to be natural at zero means requiring
F(0,0) = 1. Additive flag structures are automatically natural at zero.

(e) Combining Im EEP™ (K (Z,4)) =Z(2(s,(3) and Im E5P™ (K (Z4,4)) = Z5(2¢,)
in Table B3] and ([@.8) which implies that

Spi
Im &PM(K(Z,4)) C Ker(m(H?)|Q§pin(K(Z)4))),
Spi
Im 57 Pln(K(ZQ, 4)) - Kel"(ﬂl(Hz?)|Q§pin(K(Zz)4))),
and so Theorem [I.6](ii) shows that HZ and HZ? are orientable for any compact
spin 7-manifold X. This provides an alternative proof to Proposition [0.3(a)

that flag structures, and flag structures factoring via Zs, exist for any compact
spin 7-manifold X.
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10.2 Flag structures in 8 dimensions

For our applications in §I2-4T4] we would like a notion of ‘flag structure’ in
8 dimensions that plays the same role for orienting moduli spaces on Spin(7)-
manifolds and Calabi-Yau 4-folds, that 7-dimensional flag structures do for
moduli spaces on Go-manifolds in [5963].

We have chosen to define flag structures in 8 dimensions by replacing HZ in
Theorem [[0.4 by HZ. It is natural to ask whether there is an equivalent explicit
geometric definition of 8-dimensional flag structures similar to Definition
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 of Definition @14 So
by Definition [@.2] F is a natural isomorphism in the 2-commutative diagram

Bordx (K(Z,4)) 0//2s
e ) e (10.10)
Borog™ (K (Z,4))) Z>)/Z5.

We say that a flag structure F' factors via Zs if as in ({I0.8)) we can factor
(I0I0) into a diagram of natural isomorphisms for some F’, where s is as

in (@)
1

{ id
Bordx (K(Z,4)) —— Bordx (K (Z5,4)) 0//Z»

F
Spin : K(Z,4) \L Spin ’ 0/Z5
s R 3 L Pz (10.1)

s K(Z,4 in H8
BordSP" (K (Z,4))) —= %m?? (K(Z3,4))) —= = 7,/ Z,.
\—778/-’/

HE

We say that a flag structure F' is natural at zero if as in (I09) the compo-
sition of natural isomorphisms across the following diagram

1

Uid
Bordx () — Bordx (K(Z,4)) 075
g g S B
BoroSPIn (1) — > BordSP (K (7, 4))) —— > 7o/ 7

¢

1

is the identity natural isomorphism id : 1 = 1, where (g is as in ([@.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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(x) There does not exist a class « € H*(X,Z) such that [, aU Sq?(a) =1
in Za, where & € H3(X,Z3) is the mod 2 reduction of , and Sq*(a) €
H5(X,Z5) is its Steenrod square.

Then the set of flag structures F' on X is a torsor for Map(H*(X,Z),Z3).
We may also require F' to be natural at zero, and such flag structures form

a torsor for Map(H*(X,Z7) \ {0}, 7Z5).
(b) X admits a flag structure factoring via Zs if and only if the following holds:

There does not exist & € H3(X,Z3) such that auSq*(@) =1 in Z,.
X

Then the set of flag structures F' which factor via Zo are a torsor for the finite
group Map(Im(H*(X,Z) — H*(X,Z5)), Z5).
We may also require F' to be natural at zero, and such flag structures form

a torsor for Map(Im(H*(X,Z) — H*(X, 7))\ {0}, Z5).

Proof. For (a), since 71 (HZ) is nonzero on Q§P™ (K (Z,4)) = Zy (a1 (a) by (@0),
it follows from Theorem [6(ii) and the explicit description of £5P™ (K (Z,4))
in Theorem [3.2(c) that HZ 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 QgP™(LK(Z,4); K(Z,4)) with EP™(K(Z,4))([X, f]) # 0 in 32F). The
set of flag structures is then a torsor for Map(mo(Bordx (K(Z,4))),Z2), where

7o(Bordx (K (Z,4))) = H*(X,Z). The last part holds as in Remark M0.5(d).
For (b), we see from ([[0.IT]) that X admits a flag structure factoring via Zs if
and only if HZQ 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 [0.5(c),(d).
(]

Example 10.8. Consider the compact spin 8-manifold SU(3). The projec-
tion SU(3) — SU(3)/SU(2) = S° is a fibration with fibre SU(2) = &3, so
from the Serre spectral sequence we see that H*(X,R) = H*(S® x S R).
Thus H3(SU(3),Z) = Z{«), H*(SU(3),Z) = Z{(B), and H3(SU(3),Zs) = Z(a),
H®(SU(3),Z3) = Z5(B). One can show that Sq*(a) = 3, so that Jsu@ @y
Sq*(@) = 1 in Z,. Therefore Theorem [II77(*) 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-Kéahler Calabi—Yau 4-fold’. Note that in §13] we will want to know whether
Calabi—Yau 4-folds satisfy Theorem [TO.7(x).

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
This should be a compatibility between F' and the symmetric monoidal
structure on Bordx (K (Z,4)) discussed in Remark [E9(b).

This does not work very well. The mod 2 intersection form on H*(X, Z) gives
obstructions to making the functor Fgf //222 oHZo Hipi“ in (I0I0) symmetric

monoidal. Even when it does work, it turns out not to be very useful, for reasons
explained in Remark [[3.121 So we have not developed the idea.
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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 @I0l with n = 7 and B = Spin, consider
the normalized orientation functors

N§pin,G : %orb?pin(BG) — ()//Z = Z-tor

for G = SU(2), or SU(m) for m > 4, or Sp(m) for m > 2, or Es. As
in Theorem [A8, using (5.4)—(E0) these are classified up to monoidal natural

isomorphism by two morphisms
mo(NSPI™E) . 08P (BG) — 0,

T (NFP™EY - P (BG) — 7,

and an element of an nym(Q§pin(BG), Z)-torsor. As Q?pin(BG) = 0 by Corol-
lary B4l this torsor is trivial, so the only nontrivial invariant is m(ngin,G)'
In the splitting

QSPin(B@G) = QSPin(x) @ OSPIn(BQ), (11.1)
771(N§pin"G) is 0 on Qgpin(*), by definition of normalized orientations. It acts
on the generators of QgP™(BG) in Table BA as in Table [T

G | ¢ - G| G

m (NSPSURN g | g m (NSPPSUOY S >4 | —2m |1 | 0
G G | G G| G

m (NSP™SP0) > 2 | —4m+1) |1 |0 m (NSPEs) |1 | o

Table 11.1: The morphisms 71 (N3P"™)
(b) In Definition @10 with n = 8 and B = Spin, consider the normalized
orientation functors
NEPIC . BoroSP ™ (BG) — 7/ Z,

for G = SU(2), or SU(m) for m > 5, or Sp(m) for m > 2, or Es. As
in Theorem [AT8, using (5.4)—-(E0) these are classified up to monoidal natural

isomorphism by two morphisms
mo(NSP™C) . 5P™(BG) — Z,

T (NSP™9) : QFP™(BG) — Z, = {0, 1},
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and an element of a torsor over Hsym(Qgpin(BG),Zg). As QgP™(B@) = 7+
by Corollary B4 this torsor is trivial, since calculation gives H?(ZF,7,) =
Alt(ZF,Z5) = 7EFD/2 50 H2 (7%, 75) = 0 by (BJ). We have

sym

NSpin,G) N?pin,G),

7T0( :71'1(

where the right hand side is given in (a). In [ILI), m (NSP™C) is 0 on
QSP™ (%), and acts on the generators of Q§P™(BG) in Table B4l as in Ta-
ble 112

041C2 041C2
m (ngin,SU(Q)) 1 m (ngin,SU(nI))7 m>5|1
a1(e | oa Gy a1Qe
m(NPP) mz2 |1 |0 m (NFP™) | 1

Table 11.2: The morphisms m; (NsSpin’G)

(c) The analogues of (a),(b) for the orientation functors

NZBC s BordIP™ (BG) — 0//Zx = Zy-tor,
NS}Z:C’G : %otogpin(BG) — Zoy )| 72

in Definition [@.10] are obtained by reducing mod k or 2k in Table 111

Now Theorem [0.0)a) gives a necessary and sufficient condition for the orien-
tation functors O = NSP™C, N?%‘:’G, NP t6 be orientable for all compact
spin 7- or 8-manifolds X: we must have E:%n’G = 0, which by ([@3) is equiv-
alent to Im &SP"(B@) C Kerm (O). The images ImESP(BG) are given in
Table BH and the kernels Ker 7 (O) are determined by the actions of 71 (O) in
Tables [T.IHIT.2l Thus we deduce:

Corollary 11.2. Of the orientation functors Nspin’G,N?%i;’G,ngin’G and
N;%i;’G described in Theorem Il for k > 2 and G = SU(2), or SU(m) for
m>=4(n="7) orm>=5(n=238), or Sp(m) for m > 2, or Eg, the following,
and only the following, are orientable for all compact spin 7- or 8-manifolds X:

NSpin,SU(2) NSpin,SU(m) NSpin,Es

NSpin,SU(2) NSpin,SU(2)
7,25 » N7z, » Nez, 7 Ng ) .

8,22y,
The next theorem will be proved in §19.41

Theorem 11.3. (a) In Definition @13 with n = 7, B = Spin, and H = SO(4),
consider the three orientation functors for x = +,—,0

OFR SO 93ora3Rim (MSO(4)) — 0//Z = Z-tor. (11.2)
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As in Theorem [A8] using (B.4)—([E.E) these are classified up to monoidal natural
isomorphism by two morphisms

(Ospm SOM)xy Q5P (MSO(4)) — 0,
m (O3550) 1 3PSO () — 2.

and an element of an Sym(QSpm(MSO( ), Z)-torsor. As QSP™(MSO(4))

=0 by Theorem BNa), this torsor is trivial, so the only nontrivial invariant is

7T1(O§Zin’so(4)’*). In the splitting

QSPIR(MSO()) = QSPI™(+) © AP (MSO(4)), (11.3)

7T1(O§Zin’so(4)’*) is 0 on QSP™ (%), and acts as in Table L3 on the generators
of Q§P™(MSO(4)) in Table B

el
™ (Oszin,SO(ﬁl),ﬂL) “11o0 0

(OSpln ,50(4),— ) _1 1 0
™ (O§7Iiln,SO(4),0) 0 1 0

Table 11.3: The morphisms m; (ospm ,SO(4), )

(b) In Definition I3 with n = 8, B = Spin, and H = SO(4), consider the
three orientation functors for x =+, —,0

OSRmSOM ™ . BordFE™ (MSO(4)) — Z//Zo. (11.4)

As in Theorem [AI8] using (B4)—(GE) these are classified up to monoidal natural

isomorphism by two morphisms

mo(0gh 5O L QPN (MSO(4)) — 7,
m (055 ™50W ") 1 QFPI"(MSO(4)) — Z2 = {0, 1},

and an element of a torsor over HZ, (QSP™(MSO(4)), Z). As QgP™(MSO(4))
> 75 by Theorem [B1Na), this torsor is trivial, since calculation gives H*(Z*,75)
~ Alt(ZF,Z5) = 75D/ g0 H2, (Z%,75) = 0 by (BJ). We have

sym

(OFRMSO ) _ 1 (0SSO 115

o
. . . . Spin,SO(4),*\ .
where the right hand sides are given in (a). In [[I3), 71 (Og; ) is 0

on Qgspin(*)a and acts on the generators of Qgspin(MSO(‘l)) in Table B.1 as in
Table T4
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ars | | n
™ (ngin,SO(4),+) 1 0 2
mOE™ ) |1 1 |7
™ (ngin,SO@),O) 0 1 0

Table 11.4: The morphisms 7y (ngin,so@),*)

(c) If p: H— SO(4) C O(4) is a morphism of Lie groups, then the functors
O?)‘;in’H’*,OSZin’H’* are determined from OSpm SO().x ngln’so(4)’* by Propo-
sition I with Hy = H and Hy = SO(4). For H = SU(2),U(2), Spin(4), The-
orem B1)(a),(b) determine the groups Q3P (M H) and morphisms QSPin(MH)
— QSPIn(V[SO(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 m(O,Sliin’H’*) given in Ta-
bles and [[1.61

G | G e

- (O?l;in,SU(Q),-‘r) 410 7T1( Spln U(2), +) 200 0
m (OFR™SYE ) f—a b1 || & (O3 Spm ATy =201 o
(OSpln ,SU(2), 0) 0 1 71( Spln U(2), 0) 0 1 0

G | G| G

m (ngin,SpinM)Hr) 410 0
(OSplnSpln(4) ) 4 1 —1
n (@) To (1]

Table 11.5: The morphisms 7 (O?)‘;in’H’*)

(d) The analogues of (a)—(c) for the orientation functors
ORI Bord?R™ (M H) — 0//Z), = Z)-tor,
ORI - BordgH™ (M H) — Zoy /| Z>

in Definition Q.13 for H = SO(4),SU(2),U(2), Spin(4) are obtained by reducing
mod k or 2k in Tables T1.3 and 1.5

The next corollary is proved as for Corollary [1.2] but using Tables
and [T.3HTT.6l

Corollary 11.4. Of the orientation functors OSpmH* O?ZI%H* OSpmH*,
OS‘Z‘IZIH* described in Theorem L3 for H = SO( ),SU(2),U(2), Spin(4), * =
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a1(s a1(2
I (ngin,SU(Q),-i—) 0 - (Oglzin,U(Q)H-) 0
m (ngin,SU(Q),f) 1 . (ngin,U(Z)v*) 1
. (ngin,SU@),O) 1 - (ngin,U(QLO) 1

041C2 061C§
Spin,Spin(4),+
(OFF™™™ ) 1o |0

™
m (ngin,Spin(él),—) l l
m (ngin,Spin(él),O) 1 1

Table 11.6: The morphisms 7, (ngin’H’*)

+,—,0, and k > 2, the following, and only the following, are orientable for all
compact spin 7- or 8-manifolds X :

OSpin,SO(4),O OSpin,SU(Q),* OSpin,SU(?),Jr OSpin,U(Q),* OSpin,Spin(4),*

74,7 y V747, y V74,2, y V747, y V747, )
Spin,Spin(4),+ ~Spin,SU(2),x ~Spin,SU(2),* ~Spin,U(2),+ ~Spin,U(2),+
0747, ;Og ;084,70 :Og4 ;084,70 )
OSpin,Spin(4),* OSpin,Spin(4),*

8,4 ’ ~8,4,Z2, :

11.2 Factorizing orientation functors via transfer functors

We now consider examples of diagrams of the form

C 0
Lm (11.6)

c ° AJ/B,

where C,C’ are bordism categories, as in §1-§6] and F' is a transfer functor,
as in §8 and O,Q’ are orientation functors, as in §9 and X\ 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% are the bordism categories Botdx(---) associated to
C,C"asin 43| §5.3 §6.3 and ny is an orientation for O’ on X, then composing
natural isomorphisms across the diagram

¢ 0

\LF
Ch X, 0 AJB (11.7)
M !
0/B
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gives an orientation nx 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 §I21-4I4 and O’ is HZ or HZ from Definition Then an
orientation for O’ is a flag structure in the sense of §I0l

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 « : G — H be a morphism of Lie groups, with induced
Lie algebra morphism ¢, : g — . We say that ¢ : G — H is of complex type
if 1, : g — b is injective, and the quotient G-representation m = /i,(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 Z in (IL8) is that 02 and OB o F, involve
indices of real elliptic operators lD;P,ﬁ)V(Q whose kernels and cokernels differ
by complex vector spaces, so in particular, induq(ﬁ)v(P) = induq(ﬂ)v(cg) mod 2,
and orientations on the (co)kernels of ﬂ)v(P and IDZQ can be identified.

Proposition 11.6. Work in the situation of Definitions 010 and 1.5

(a) Let v : G — H be a morphism of Lie groups of complex type. Then for F,
as in [@9) there exists a canonical monoidal natural isomorphism ef’g making
the following diagram commute:

BordB(BG) i BoroB(BH)
l/ofﬂ €B,CI;I 051H¢ (11.8)
Fn//rn-i-l Z2//Z2 Fn//rn-i-l

Here the functors Ty /Tni1 — Za//Zo are induced by the obvious morphisms
'y — Zo, which are nontrivial if k = 0,1,2,4 mod 8. As in Remark [0 we
can use (IL8) to compare gauge theory orientation problems with groups G, H.
(b) Let G1, G4 be Lie groups. Then there exists a canonical natural isomorphism
CthCb making the following diagram commute:

%orbf(B(Gl X GQ)) OB.G1xG3 Fn//Fn+1

\L(Fncl ,Fncz) CnB,Gl,Gzﬁ\ 5.6, o; G ®T
.G1 0B

BordB(BG1) x BordB(BGy) ——————= T, /Thi1 XDy /Tt

(c) The analogues of (a),(b) hold with NB-C in place of OB throughout.

(d) When G is an abelian Lie group there is a canonical monoidal natural
isomorphism from NB:C : BordB(BG) — T, /T 11 to the constant functor 1.
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The next proposition follows easily from Proposition 1.6l and Theorem [9.6]

Proposition 11.7. In Theorem [0.6, take the orientation functor O to be OB-¢
from Definition 0. 10L Then the morphisms Eff}s,c in Theorem satisfy:

(a) Let v: G — H be a morphism of Lie groups of complex type, in the sense
of Definition I1.0. Then the following diagram commutes:

QB (LBG; BG) - QB(LBH; BH)
—B.G Bira —=B,H

\L_n,of‘c _71,OE‘H \L

| Zy I ER

(b) Let G1,Gs2 be Lie groups. Then the following diagram commutes:

Qf(ﬁB(Gl X Gg);B(Gl X Gz))
= B,G1 XG
\L((Bncl)glv(BHGé)gl) _B,g(l)n IEB?GQ +T

QOB (LBGy: BGy) x QB(LBGy; BGs)

I‘n-i-l

Fn+1 X Fn+1-

To apply Propositions [[1.6] and I1.7 it will be helpful to have a list of mor-
phisms ¢ : G — H of complex type. The next theorem will be proved in §I9.5

Theorem 11.8. Here is a list of Lie group morphisms v : G — H of complex
type, as in Definition L5 for all m > 1:
ErxU(1) — Es, EgxU(1)2 — Es,  Spin(14)x U(1) — Ej,
SU(8)xU(1) — Es, Sp(3)xU(1) — Fy, Spin(7)xU(1) — Fy, (11.9)
G2 — Spin(8), U(m) — SU(m+1), Spin(m) — SO(m),
SU(m) x U(1) — SU(m + 1), Sp(m) x U(1) — Sp(m + 1),
SO(m) x U(1) — SO(m +2), Spin(m) x U(1) — Spin(m + 2).

Here we do not specify the actual morphisms ¢, although these are implicit
in the proof, as we will not need them later. To prove Theorem [[1.8] we show:

(i) Suppose a Lie group H has a torus subgroup T' C H, and write G = Z(T))
for the centralizer of T'. Then inc : G — H is of complex type.

(ii) Let ¢ : G — H be a morphism of connected Lie groups which is a covering
map, e.g. Spin(n) EaEN SO(n). Then ¢ 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 @13l Suppose we are
given a composition of Lie groups Hy — Hy 22 S0(4) € O(4). Then for F,
as in (B3) there exist canonical monoidal natural isomorphisms ef;fii*Hl for

x = +, —, 0 making the following diagram commute:

BoroB, (MH,) f BorB , (MH,)
S P (11.10)
o Ly //Ts.

As in Remark B35, we can use (IL8) to compare submanifold orientation prob-
lems with normal orientations Hy, Ho.

Proof. The definition of Og 1% in Definition did not use the normal H-
structures except to require that p : H — O(4) factors via SO(4), and use the
induced orientations of va; — M, vy — N. These are unchanged by F,. So the
proposition holds with ef);f{ngl the identity natural isomorphism. O

11.2.3 Factorizations mixing classes of orientation functors

To prove the next theorem, we observe using Definition and Theorems
B 0T and I3 that for each triangle in ([TII)-{TI8), the two routes
round the triangle agree on the generators of m;(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
A%, and Table 2.1] and Theorem [B.1] to describe the torsor in which AZ lives.

Theorem 11.10. (a) As in equation (16, there exist monoidal natural iso-
morphisms A1, ..., Ag in the following diagrams of Picard groupoids:

Spin Spin,SU(2),0
Bord 5" (MSU(2)) oFRSU®
| mBSU®@) N
7\LFMSU(2) 11]\ N SPin,SU(2)

BordSPi(BSU(2)) ———— 0//Z,

BorofH™ (MU(2)) orazy "
S s sve)

) 7,Z
BordFP"(BSU(m)) —0/Z>,

%otb?‘f“(MSpin(ﬁl))

| =BSp(m)
- \1/ FMSpin(4)

OSpin,Spin(él),O
7,4,Z5

kf’ﬁ\ NSPin,Sp(m)
BordSP (BSp(m)) ——— 0//Z2,

Bord>P" (BEs) NSBin s
K(Z,4
~ \L FBIés ) A7 ﬁ\ ,

. H
BordSPI(K(Z,4)) ———— 0//Za,

%otagzln(MSU(Q)) Os’iin,SU@),O
:\LFESS%((?) Az \SinSUG) (11.11)

BordSPiN(BSU(2)) ———— Z /22,

Bordgh ™ (MU(2)) oSRin U0
:\LFJ\B;%L(I;;R) A“ﬁ\ NSPin,SU(m) (11'12)

BordSP (BSU(m)) ———> 25/ 75,

Bordgh ™ (MSpin(4)) ~~ 05527
Z\LFESSF;E;H) Aﬁﬁ\ NSPin,Sp(m) (11.13)

BordgP™ (BSp(m)) —2 7,7,

BordS*" (BEs) NSEin B
| FEEY As ph . (11.14)

. H
BordSPIN(K(Z,4)) ———— Z»/Z>.
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Here in (IL12) we have m > 4 orm > 5, and in (ILI3) we have m > 2. In each
diagram, the left hand column is a transfer functor from Theorem [R3, which
is an equivalence of categories, and the rightwards morphisms are orientation

Junctors defined in §9.3-§9.51

The monoidal natural isomorphisms A1, A3, As, A7 are unique. Also g, Ay,
X6, Ag lie in torsors over 73,735,735, 75 respectively, although if we require them
to commute with the functors B3)) to and from ‘BorDSpm( ), the choices are
73,73,73,7%. These choices of \; are a kind of orientation convention.

(b) For x = —,0, but not for x = +, there exist monoidal natural isomorphisms
A§y -, ATy @n the following diagrams of Picard groupoids:

BordP M (MSU(2)) 0202, BordfP™ (MSU(2)) ~~055%, "
|ras&d, e |, Mop (11.15)

BordsP (K (Z,4) —>0//Zz, BordSP " (K (Z,4)) _ Zs )75,

S in, * S in, *
BordSP™ (MU (2 oZrin V@ %mgpm MU(2 ORI V@
K(Z,4 K(Z 4) *
FEZD A FE@ Am . (11.16)

BordsP (K (Z,4) —>0//Zz7 SBotDSSp“‘ — L 57,25,

Bord7 P (MSpin(4)) ~~07%2, """ %otbspm(MSpin( ) 95z
\LFI\I/(I(Siit)(AL) ’\1372‘ Fﬁéiii)(él) Al“ﬁ‘ (11'17)

Bord>P (K (Z,4)) —>0//Zz7 BordgP ™ (K (Z,4)) &, Zs3)Zs.

Forx =0, but not for *x = 4+, —, there exists a monoidal natural isomorphism
A< in the following diagram of Picard groupoids:

%OtDSpm(MSO(ll)) oszi;éso(zl),o
s Naf) y (11.18)
Bord P (K (Z,4)) 4 0//Zs.

The analogue of ({IIIY) for OSZTZSOM)’* does not commute for any * = +, —, 0.

The monoidal natural isomorphisms \§, Ni1, Ais, A5 are unique. Also \j,
g, Ajy lie in torsors over 73,735,735 respectively, although if we require them
to commute with the functors [83)) the choices are 7%,73,73.

Theorem 11.11. (a) The following orientation functors from §9.3-§9.5 factor
via the orientation functor HZ : BordSP™(K(Z,4)) — 0//Zy from Definition
O.IQ which is used to define ﬂag structures on T-manifolds in §L0.1E

(i) N?%i:’c : BordSP(BG) — 0//Zy for G any of the following compact,
connected Lie groups, where Fg, E7 are the simply-connected versions:

Es, Er, Eg, Go, SU(m), U(m), Spin(2m), form > 1. (11.19)
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(ii) O?Ef;’QH’O - BordSP (M H) — 0//Zy for any p : H — O(4) which factors
via SO(4) — O(4).

iii) OSPIHA= . /ordSP™ (VM H) — 0//Z, for any p : H — O(4) which factors
74,7, 7
via U( ) < 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 \i as in
II0)-{IIY), if X is a compact spin T-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 93§90 factor via the orientation
functor HE - %otbgspm(K(Z,él)) — Z3/|Z5 from Definition 010, which is used
to define flag structures on 8-manifolds in §10.2}

(i) NSpin’G - BordgP™(BG) — Zy )| Zs for G any of Lie groups in ([LIJ).

(i) O™ and OFRSM0 « BordSP™(MH) — Z//Z for any p : H —
O(4) which factors via U(2) < O(4) or Spin(4) — O(4).

Hence the orientation functors in (b)(i)—(il) are orientable for every compact
spin 8-manifold X satisfying the condition Theorem [[0(x), and after choosing
a natural isomorphism Xf as in (ILII)-{TID), if X s 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 = Fjg follows from (IT.14). Proposition ITT.6(a),(c)
and Theorem [IT.8 imply that N?)‘Z"G factors via N?‘%‘;’ES for G in the list

E; xU(1), EgxU(1)%, SU(8) x U(1), Spin(14) x U(1).

Hence N?%in’a for these G also factor via HZ. From Proposition IT.6(b)—(d) we

deduce that NSpm GXUM" g ctors via HZ if and only if N?IZ“’G does. Thus (i)
follows for G = E7,E6,SU( ), Spin(14). ’

From the complex type morphisms SU(m) x U(1) — SU(m+1) and Spin(m)
x U(1) — Spin(m + 2) in Theorem [[T.8] and (i) for SU(8), Spin(14), we deduce
(i) for G = SU(m) with 1 < m < 8 and G = Spin(2m) with 1 < m < 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 < m < 7 from the complex type morphism U(m) — SU(m + 1) and (i)
for SU(m) for 2 < m < 8.

The argument above using the complex type morphism SU(m) x 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 F, : Bord5P™(BSU(m)) — BorosP™(BSU(m + 1))
induced by the inclusion ¢ : SU( ) < 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 (ITI8) and (ITIQ) for p : H — SO(4).
Part (a)(iii) follows from (IT.16)—-(I1.I7) for x = — and (II.I0) in the same way.
The last part of (a) is immediate from equation (IT7) and §I0.11 The proof of
(b) is very similar to that of (a), using Theorem [[0.7}a). O

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 dim G > 0, and centre Z(G) C G, and Lie algebra g.

(¢) A principal G-bundle 7 : P — X. We write Ad(P) — X for the vector
bundle with fibre g defined by Ad(P) = (P x 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 Vp on the principal bundle P — X.
This is a real affine space modelled on the infinite-dimensional vector space
I'*°(Ad(P) ® T*X), and we make Ap into a topological space using the C*
topology on I'*(Ad(P) ® T*X). Here if E — X is a vector bundle then I'*°(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 v : P — P with w oy = w. 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) C Gp on Ap is trivial, so the
Gp-action on Ap descends to a Gp/Z(G)-action.

Each Vp € Ap has a (finite-dimensional) stabilizer group Stabg, (Vp) C Gp
under the Gp-action on Ap, with Z(G) C Stabg,(Vp). As X is connected,
Stabg, (Vp) is isomorphic to a closed Lie subgroup H of G with Z(G) C H. As
in [37, p. 133] we call Vp irreducible if Stabg, (Vp) = Z(G), and reducible oth-
erwise. Write A%", A4 for the subsets of irreducible and reducible connections
in Ap. Then A% is open and dense in Ap, and AS? is closed and of infinite
codimension in the infinite-dimensional affine space Ap.

We write Bp = [Ap/(Gp/Z(@Q))] 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 [T7[78]. Write B = [AY/(Gp/Z(G))] for the substack
B C Bp of irreducible connections. As Gp/Z(G) acts freely on A%, we may
consider Bi;f as a topological space (which is an example of a topological stack).
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We define (n-)orientation bundles Og',N g’ on the moduli spaces Bp:

Definition 12.2. Work in the situation of Definition [[2.1], with the same nota-
tion. Suppose we are given real vector bundles Fy, F1 — X, of the same rank r,
and a linear elliptic partial differential operator D : T'*°(Ey) — I'*°(E4), of de-
gree d. As a shorthand we write Eo = (Ey, F1, D). With respect to connections
Vi, on Eg @ Q" T*X for 0 < i < d, when e € I'™°(E,) we may write

D(e) =YL ai- Vige, (12.1)

where a; € T®°(E; @ By ® S'TX) for i = 0,...,d. The condition that D is
elliptic is that agl, - € : Eg|l, — Eil, is an isomorphism for all z € X and
0+# ¢ e TrX, and the symbol o(D) of D is defined using agq.

Let Vp € Ap. Then Vp induces a connection V4(py on the vector bundle
Ad(P) — X. Thus we may form the twisted elliptic operator

DVaaw) : T°(Ad(P) ® Eo) — I (Ad(P) ® Ey),

o L _ (12.2)
DYadr) e —s Zi:o(ldAd(P) ®£Li) . led(P)(X)EOe’
using the connections Vaqpygr, on Ad(P) ® By @ @' T*X for 0 < i < d
induced by Vaq(py and Vg, .
Since DVad(P) is a linear elliptic operator on a compact manifold X, it
has finite-dimensional kernel Ker(DV44(”) and cokernel Coker(DV4d(”). The
determinant det(DYA4(") is the 1-dimensional real vector space

det(DV44")) = det Ker(DV44") @ (det Coker(DvAd“”))*,

where if V is a finite-dimensional real vector space then det V- = A9™ VY Recall
that the index is ind5* = dim Ker(DV44») — dim Coker(DVA4») € Z.

These operators DVAd(®) vary continuously with Vp € 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 L5* — Ap with fibre
LEe|g, = det(DVram) at each Vp € Ap. It is equivariant under the action
of Gp/Z(G) on Ap, and so pushes down to real line bundles LE* — Bp on the
topological stacks Bp. We call LIED' the determinant line bundle of Bp. The
restriction LJE;’| iz is a topological real line bundle in the usual sense on the
topological space B

For a real line bundle L — T we write O(L) = (L \ 0(T))/(0,00) for the
principal Zs-bundle of (fibrewise) orientations on L. That is, we take the com-
plement of the zero section of L and quotient by (0, 00) acting on the fibres by
scalar multiplication.

Define the orientation bundles O5* = O(LE*) — Ap and OE* = O(LE*) —
Bp. The fibres of Og' — Bp are orientations on the real line fibres of LII”;' — Bp.
The restriction Og' | Birr is a principal Z;-bundle on the topological space Biﬁr,
in the usual sense.
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We say that Bp is orientable if Og’ is isomorphic to the trivial principal
Zo-bundle Bp x Zo3 — Bp. An orientation w on Bp is an isomorphism w :
Og’ =, Bp xZ5 of principal Zs-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 Zy-bundle N5* — Bp, by Np* = Op* ®z, O%%cljvo. That is,
we tensor Og' with the orientation torsor O)E(.XG“VO] of the trivial principal
G-bundle X x G — X at the trivial connection VY. An n-orientation of Bp is
an isomorphism v : Ng' in X Z5. 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,
Lg’,Og' in Definition depend on the elliptic operator D : T'*°(Ey) —
['*°(E1) up to continuous deformation amongst elliptic operators, and thus only
on the symbol o(D) of D (essentially, the highest order coefficients aq in (I2:1])),
up to deformation.

(ii) For orienting moduli spaces of ‘instantons’ in gauge theory, as in §12.2-
§12.31 we usually start not with an elliptic operator on X, but with an elliptic
complex

D, Dy

0 —= [®(Ey) —22 - T (By) I~ (E,) —0. (12.3)

If £ > 1 and Vp is an arbitrary connection on a principal G-bundle P — X then
twisting (I2.3)) by (Ad(P), Vaacpy) as in (I2.2) may not yield a complex (that
is, we may have Divfld(m o DivAd(P) £ 0), so the definition of det(Dy **®) does
not work, though it does work if Vp satisfies the appropriate instanton-type
curvature condition. To get round this, we choose metrics on X and the FE;, so

that we can take adjoints D}, and replace (IZ3)) by the elliptic operator

0o Z'L(D2i+D;i—1) 0o
r (®0<i<k/2 E2i) r (®O<i<k/2 E2i+1)v (12'4)
and then Definitions works with (IZ4) in place of F,.

Proposition 12.4. (a) In the situation of Definitions [2IHI2.2], suppose (X, g)
18 a compact spin Riemannian T-manifold and Ee is a first order elliptic operator
whose symbol is isomorphic to that of the Dirac operator IDx of X. Then:

(i) Bp is orientable for every principal G-bundle P — X if and only if
O?y‘%‘:’c (or equivalently, N?‘;:’G) in Definition [0.10] is orientable for X.

(ii) An orientation of O?IZ“’G 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?;;:,G 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 lD; of X. Then the analogues of (i)—(iii) hold for
Ogspin’G, Ngspin’c in Definition Q.10
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Proof. For (a), since orientations of Og',N g’ are unchanged by continuous
deformations of E,, we can assume that E, is the Dirac operator [Dy. Now
O?)‘Z"G(X, P) in Definition @.I0lis defined to be the Zs-reduction of the Z-torsor
of constant sections of the principal Z-bundle over Ax p with fibre O7(D)V(P ) at
(9x,Vp). So fixing gx = g, O?‘;;’G(X, P) is the Zy-torsor of constant sections
of the principal Zs-bundle over Ap in Definition [2.] with fibre O7(D)V(P) Rz 724
at Vp. But O7(D§P) ®z Z9 is the Zs-torsor of orientations of D)V(P. Thus
O?%T’G(X , P) is canonically isomorphic to the Zs-torsor of trivializations of
OE* — Ap in Definition

Now Of* — Bp is the quotient of OL* — Ap by Gp/Z(G). There is a
surjective group morphism from Gp = Aut(P) to Homgewo (Ba) (P, P) taking
v € Gp to the isomorphism class [(P x [0,1]),] : P — P of its mapping cone
(P % [0,1])~, that is, to the principal G-bundle P x [0,1] — X x [0, 1] where the
chosen boundary isomorphism P|x {0} — P is the identity idp, but P|x 1} —

P is 4. Under the functor O?‘Z"G, Homg oo (BG) (P, P) acts on the Zs-torsor

O?‘Z"G(X, P), so composing with Gp — Homg o (Ba) (P, P) gives an action of
Gp on O?‘;;’G(X, P). Then Z(G) C Gp acts trivially on O?‘;;’G(X, P), so the
action descends to Gp/Z (@), and the Gp/Z(G)-action on O?%i:’G(X, P) induced
by O?‘Z"G agrees with the Gp/Z(G)-action on the Zs-torsor of trivializations
of OE* — Ap under the identification of this with O?)%i;’G(X, P).

Therefore an orientation of Bp, that is, a trivialization of Og' — Bp, is
canonically equivalent to a natural isomorphism 7% in the diagram

Bordx (BG)p 1
% ”§m (12.5)

BordSPin(BQ) = 0//Z = Zs-tor,

where Bordx (BG)p C Bordx (BG) is the full subcategory with one object P.

An orientation of O?}%‘;’G for X is a natural isomorphism nx in (@] for

025™¢ with A = 0, B = Z,. Restricting (@1) to Bordx (BG)p C Bordx (BG)
gives (IZH). Thus, an orientation of O?%‘:’G for X induces orientations of Bp for
all principal G-bundles P — X. As isomorphisms v : P — P’ lift to morphisms
[(Px]0,1])4] : P — P’ in Bord x (BG) by the mapping cone construction, these
orientations on Bp depend on P only up to isomorphism. Conversely, as the
morphism Gp — Homg o (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 O?‘Z"G for X. This proves (a)(ii).

The proof of (a)(iii) is the same, but with N5, N?‘Z"G in place of O5*,
O?‘;n’G. Noting that Bp is orientable if and only if it is n-orientable, as
NE= NZB™C differ from OF*, 035 ™ by the fixed Zo-torsor O%%, ¢ |(vo], 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?%‘:’G for X.
Part (b) is proved as for (a). O

Remark 12.5. We restrict to n = 7 or 8 in Proposition [[T.0] 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 Dy is
C- or H-linear, so moduli spaces Bp with orientation bundles Og’ defined using
Dirac operators have canonical orientations for essentially trivial reasons.

Combining Theorem [IT.TT] Proposition[I2.4] and the material on flag struc-
tures in §I0 yields:

Theorem 12.6. Let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (ILI9). Then:

(a) In Definitions [2IHI2Z.2, suppose (X,g) is a compact spin Riemannian
7-manifold and Eo is a first order elliptic operator whose symbol is iso-
morphic to that of the Dirac operator IDx 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 det Eq = R then
a choice of flag structure on X determines orientations on Bp for all P.

(b) In Definitions M2IHIZ2, 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 ]Z); of X. Suppose also
that X satisfies condition Theorem [I01x). 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 det Eq = R then
a choice of flag structure on X determines orientations on Bp for all P.

When G = Fg, as FgéfA) in (III4) is an equivalence, Bp is orientable
for every Es-bundle P — X if and only if Theorem [I00(*) holds.

Remark 12.7. Cao—Gross—Joyce [20, Th. 1.11] claimed to prove orientability
of Bp in Theorem [IZ6{(b) for G = U(m) or SU(m), without assuming Theorem
[[07(+). 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 75(SU(4)) =
Z — H5(SU(4),Z) = Z is an isomorphism, whereas it is 24-— : Z — Z. Example
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 [[0.8] the compact spin 8-manifold SU(3) does
not satisfy Theorem [[0.7((*). Writing S' = R/Z, define a principal SU(3)-bundle
Q — SU(3) x St by

Q= SU(3) x R x SU(3) (v,2,80)Z~(v,2+2)  SU(3) x R/Z
~Z, n:(y,2,6) = (v, 2 +n,00") =SU(3) x S

103



Then c3(Q) = a X Pd[*] for H3(SU(3),Z) = Z{a) and H*(S',7) = Z{Pd([«])).
Thus, writing ¢¢g : SU(3) x 8! — BSU(3) for the classifying map of @, so that
[SU(3) xSY, ¢g] € Q5P™(BSU(3)), then composing with ¢y : BSU(3) — K(Z,4)
gives [SU(3) x 8!, o K Pd[«]] € Q§P™(K (Z,4)).

As in Example we have fSU(3) aUSq?*(a) = 1 € Z. Hence by Theorem
B2(c), [SU(3) x S', a R Pd[+]] is the nonzero element a1y in Q§P™ (K (Z, 4)), so
m1(HE) ([SU(3) x S',a W Pd[+]]) = 1 in Z; by ([@.6). As N;%T’SU(B) factors via
HZ by Theorem [[TII(b), we see that w1 (N35°"™)([SU(3) x 8!, ¢q]) = 1.

Write P for the trivial SU(3)-bundle P = SU(3) x SU(3) — SU(3). The
bundle @ — SU(3) x S! induces a map S' — Bp, and the calculation above
implies that the monodromy of the orientation bundle Op — Bp around this
loop is 1 in Z5. Therefore Bp is not orientable. This contradicts [20, Th. 1.11].

If « : SU(3) — H is a complex type Lie group morphism, it follows from
Proposition[IT.68that By is not orientable for R the trivial H-bundle over SU(3).
This holds when H is SU(m), U(m) or Spin(2m) for m > 3, G, Eg, E7, or Es.

Example 12.9. Theorem [12.0] tells us nothing about orientability for the Lie
groups G = Sp(m) for m > 2, which do not appear in (IT.19).

(i) It follows from [63] Ex. 2.23] that for X is the compact spin 7-manifold S”,
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) Xgp(1)xsp(1)
Sp(1), Bx xsp(2) is not orientable for the trivial Sp(2)-bundle X x Sp(2) —
X. Using Proposition[IT:6}a), Theorem [IT.8 and the isomorphism Spin(5)
2 Sp(2), we deduce that Bxx¢ is not orientable for the trivial G-bundle
X X G = X for any Lie group G on the list

Fy, Sp(m+1), Spin(2m+3), SO(2m+3), wherem >1. (12.6)

(iii) Asin |20, Ex. 1.14] for G = Sp(m), it follows from (ii) that for X the com-
pact spin 8-manifold Sp(2) Xgp(1)xsp(1) SP(1) X S*, Bx x ¢ is not orientable
for the trivial G-bundle X x G — X for any G on (I2.4]).

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 [[2.6(a), suppose G = U(m), and P — X
is a principal U(m)-bundle with cz(P)—c1(P)? =0 in H*(X,Zs). By requiring
the flag structure F' to factor via Zs and be natural at zero, the n-orientation
on Bp is independent of the choice of F, and so is canonical.

(b) In Theorem IZB(Db), suppose G = U(m), and P — X is a principal U(m)-
bundle with ca(P) — c1(P)? =0 in HY(X,Z). By requiring the flag structure F
to be natural at zero, the m-orientation on Bp is independent of the choice of
F, and so is canonical.

If X satisfies Theorem [[O(t) then we can also require F to factor via Zs,
and the above holds if instead co(P) — c1(P)? =0 in H*(X, Z5).

104



Proof. Theorem works by pulling back orientations along the sequence of
bordism categories Bord x (BU(m)) —Bord x (BSU(m + 1)) — Bordx (K (Z,4)),
followed by Bordx (K (Z,4)) — Bordx(K(Z2,4)) for flag structures factoring
via Z3. 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) = ca(P) — ¢1(P)?, as the C™-bundle E
corresponding to P is mapped to the C™*l-bundle E & A™E*, and cy(E @
A™E*) = co(E) — ¢1(E)?. This is mapped to a 4-cocycle C' in Bordx (K (Z,4))
with [C] = ¢2(Q) = ca(P)—c1(P)? in H*(X, Z), and further mapping to ca(P)—
c1(P)? in H*(X,Z5) for flag structures factoring via Zs.

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 H*(X,Z). Thus, F determines
an orientation on Bp independent of the choice of F if co(P) — ¢1(P)? = 0 in
H*(X,Z). If also F factors via Z then the orientation on Bp is independent
of F if ca(P) — ¢1(P)? = 0 in H*(X, Zz). The proposition now follows from the
existence of such flag structures in Remark and Theorem [I0.7 O

12.2 (Gs-instantons on GGo-manifolds

We discuss the exceptional holonomy group Gs in 7 dimensions, and Gs-instan-
tons. See the first author [55, §10] for background on this.

Definition 12.11. Let R” have coordinates (z1,...,z7). Write dx;;; for the
3-form dx; A dx; Aday on R7. Define a 3-form ¢ on R? by

po = dx123 + dx145 + dx167 + dx246 — dX257 — dx347 — dx356.

The subgroup of GL(7,R) preserving o is the holonomy group Ga. It also
preserves the orientation and the Euclidean metric go = da? + - - + da2 on R7.

Let X be a 7-manifold. A Ga-structure (p,g) on X is a 3-form ¢ and
Riemannian metric g on X, such that for all x € X there exist isomorphisms
T,X = R7 identifying ¢|, = o and g|, = go. We call (p,g) torsion-free if
de = d(xp) = 0. This implies that Hol(g) C Ga. A Ga-structure induces an
orientation and spin structure on X. A Ga-manifold (X, ¢, g) is a 7-manifold
X with a Ga-structure (g, g). Examples of compact, torsion-free Ga-manifolds
with holonomy G were constructed by the first author [55, §11-§12].

Suppose (X, p,g) is a compact Ga-manifold with d(xp) = 0. Let G be
a Lie group, and P — X a principal G-bundle. A Ga-instanton on P is a
connection Vp on P whose curvature satisfies FV? A xp = 0 in I*°(Ad(P) ®
AST*X). Write Mgz for the moduli space of irreducible G2-instantons on P,
as a subspace of B in Definition TZI As d(xp) = 0, the deformation theory
of ./\/lg2 is controlled by an elliptic complex, so one can show that MIGf is a
derived manifold of virtual dimension 0 in the sense of [56H58/[60]. If ¢ is generic
in its cohomology class, then M}C? is an ordinary O-manifold. Examples and
constructions of Gao-instantons are given in [73}[83][84,T00HI0Z].

As in [62, §4.1], the orientation bundle of M2 is the restriction to MG? of
Og’ — Bp, for E, the Dirac operator of the spin structure on X induced by
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,g), SO we may orient M2 by restricting orientations on OZ* — Bp. We
N y P by g P
also define normalized orientations on ./\/llci2 using NE' — Bp.

The next theorem follows from Theorem [I2Z6a) and Definition I2111 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, ,g) be a compact Go-manifold with d(xp) = 0,
and let G be any of the Lie groups in the list (ILI9). Then a choice of flag
structure F' on X in the sense of Y1011 determines normalized orientations on
Gs-instanton moduli spaces Mgz for all principal G-bundles P — X.

If we also choose an orientation for det Dy = R then normalized orienta-
tions are equivalent to orientations on Mgz.

Remark 12.13. (a) Donaldson and Segal [38] propose defining enumerative
invariants of (X, ¢, g) by counting ./\/ng, with signs, and adding correction terms
from associative 3-folds in X, as in §14.21 The signs come from an orientation
on MJGf. Thus, Theorem [[2.12] contributes to the Donaldson—Segal programme.

(b) One can imagine trying to define a Floer theory using Ge-instantons on
principal G-bundles, similar to instanton Floer homology for compact oriented
3-manifolds [36], in which the Floer complex is generated by Gs-instantons on
a compact Ga-manifold (X, ¢, g), and the differentials obtained by counting
Spin(7)-instantons on X 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 NSP™¢ or N?‘Z"G from §9.3 would
induce a grading of the Floer theory over Z or Z.

In fact, we have proved a negative result: out of the groups G = SU(m),

Sp(m) for m > 2 and Ejg, Corollary[IT.2shows that N?‘;:’SU(m) and N?‘Z”ES are

orientable for all compact spin 7-manifolds X, but no other N?pi“’c or N?%T’G

have this property. Thus, even for G = SU(2), there are obstructions to grading
the Floer theory over Z or Zj, 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 R® have coordinates (z1,...,z5). Write dx;;x for the
4-form dz; A dxj A day A dz; on R®. Define a 4-form Qg on R® by

Qo = dxi234 + dxi1256 + dX1978 + dX1357 — dX1368 — dX1458 — dX1467
— dxa3s8 — dx2367 — dX2457 + dXa2468 + dX3456 + dX3478 + dXs5675.

The subgroup of GL(8, R) preserving {2 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 R® and the Euclidean metric go = da? + - - - + dz? on RS.

Let X be an 8-manifold. A Spin(7)-structure (£, g) on X is a 4-form © and
Riemannian metric g on X, such that for all x € X there exist isomorphisms
T, X = R® identifying Q|, = Qo and g|, = go. We call (2,g) torsion-free if
dQ = 0. This implies that Hol(g) C Spin(7).

A Spin(7)-manifold (X,$,g) is an 8-manifold X with a Spin(7)-structure
(Q,g9). 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 hyperkéhler 8-manifolds, are also torsion-free Spin(7)-manifolds.

Let (X,€Q,g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold. Then (2, g) induces a split-
ting A2T*X = A2T*X @ A%, T*X into vector subbundles of ranks 7,21, the
eigenspaces of o — *(a A Q). Suppose G is a Lie group and P — X a principal
G-bundle. A Spin(7)-instanton on P is a connection Vp on P whose curvature
satisfies 72(FV?) = 0 in [°°(Ad(P) ® A2T*X).

Write ./\/lSpinm for the moduli space of irreducible Spin(7)-instantons on P,

as a subspace of B in Definition TZI The deformation theory of /\/llsppinm is

controlled by an elhpt1c complex, so one can show that MSpm " is a derived

manifold in the sense of [56H5860]. If Q is generic amongst Spin(7) 4-forms,
then M?Dpinm 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 ./\/ls’pm(7 is the restriction to
MSpm D of OE' — Bp, for E, the positive Dirac operator of the spin structure

Spin(7)

on X induced by (€2, g), so we may orient M5 by restricting orientations

a(™) using NE° — Bp.

The next theorem follows from Theorem [[2.6(b) and Definition [2.141

S
on OE'. We also define normalized orientations on M7, Pl

Theorem 12.15. Let (X,Q,g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold, and suppose
that X satisfies condition Theorem [0 (). Let G be any of the Lie groups in
the list (ITI9). Then a choice of flag structure F on X as in §I0.2 determines
normalized orientations on Spin(7)-instanton moduli spaces ./\/lipinm for all
principal G-bundles P — X . If we also choose an orientation for det E; =R

S 7
then normalized orientations are equivalent to orientations on M'p pin(7)

Remark 12.16. (a) Cao—Gross—Joyce [20, Cor. 1.12] claim the result of The-
orem for G = U(m) or SU(m), without assuming Theorem [[0.7(*). Un-
fortunately, as in Remark 2.7, 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, €2, g), similar
to Donaldson invariants of compact oriented 4-manifolds, by ‘counting’ moduli
spaces ./\/lSpln D, 5pin(™) i Theorem would be
necessary for this.

The orientations on Mp

(c) The proof of Theorem 2T implicitly involved a choice of natural isomor-
phism Ag in (ITI4)) in Theorem [T.I0(a), where there are 4 possibilities for A
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respecting trivializations on Qg™ (*). A choice of A amounts to a bordism-
invariant ortentation convention.

(d) There are usually many choices for the flag structure F' in Theorem [[2.T5]
To reduce the choice, if X satisfies Theorem [[07(1) we can require F to factor
via Zo, 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 dimension m with trivial canonical bundle Kx = Ox. By the
Calabi Conjecture, X admits Ricci flat Kéhler metrics g, which have holonomy
Hol(g) C 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 on X. See Hartshorne [49] §11.5] and Huybrechts and Lehn [52].
We can also consider the bounded derived category D’coh(X) of complexes of
coherent sheaves. For triangulated categories and derived categories see Gelfand
and Manin [43], and for properties of D’coh(X) see Huybrechts [51]. We will
be interested in moduli spaces M of objects in coh(X) or Dbcoh(X).

We summarize some ideas from Derived Algebraic Geometry [81L92H96] and
Donaldson—Thomas type invariants of Calabi—Yau 4-folds [9}24]80]:

(a) Let X be a smooth projective C-scheme. Then Toén and Vaquié [94]
construct a derived moduli stack M of objects in coh(X) or in D’coh(X),
as a locally finitely presented derived C-stack in the sense of Toén and
Vezzosi [92,[93,05,06]. It has a wvirtual dimension vdim¢ M, a locally
constant map M — Z. The classical truncation M = ¢((M) is the usual
moduli stack, as an Artin C-stack or higher C-stack.

(b) Pantev, Toén, Vaquié and Vezzosi [81] introduced a theory of shifted sym-
plectic Derived Algebraic Geometry, defining k-shifted symplectic struc-
tures w 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 D’coh(X) then M
has a (2 — m)-shifted symplectic structure, [81, Cor. 2.13].

Also L; : i*(Lam) — Lag is an m-Calabi—Yau obstruction theory on M, a
classical truncation of the shifted symplectic structure on M.

(c¢) If (S,w) is a k-shifted symplectic derived stack for k even, Borisov—-
Joyce [9], §2.4] define a notion of orientation on (S,w), or on the classical
truncation S = t¢(S). See Definition below.

108



(d) Let (S,w) be a proper, oriented —2-shifted symplectic derived scheme
with & = t((S8). Then Borisov—Joyce [9, Cor. 1.2] construct a virtual
class [Slyirt in Hy(S,Z) using Derived Differential Geometry [56H58/60],
of real dimension vdime & = % vdimg S. Note that this is half the expected
dimension. Oh-Thomas [80] provide an alternative definition of [S]yiy in
the style of Behrend—Fantechi [4].

Oh-Thomas [80] define their virtual class [M]yiyt only when M 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
for M 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 : Ko(coh(X)) = HV*(X, Q). Write C(coh(X)) C K(coh(X)) for
the set of classes [E] € K (coh(X)) of nonzero objects E € coh(X). Let 7
be a Gieseker stability condition on coh(X).

Then for each a € C(coh(X)) we have have moduli schemes M (1) C
M (1) of 7-(semi)stable coherent sheaves in class a. Here M3 (1) is a
fine moduli scheme which is the classical truncation to(M? (7)) of a —2-
shifted symplectic derived moduli scheme M (1), and M (7) is a coarse
moduli scheme, which is proper.

Suppose that M3 (7) = M (1), that is, there are no strictly semistable
sheaves in class a. Then M2 (1) = to(M3 (7)) is the classical truncation
of a proper —2-shifted symplectic derived moduli scheme M (7).

Suppose M (7) is orientable, and choose an orientation. Then by (d)
we get a virtual class [MS(7)]virt in Ho (M (7),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 [67,9L[18| 1921+
32,147 [61.[64,[80L[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 A : £* — L, w @ (£%)Y = L°[-2]. Then we have a
determinant line bundle det £L* — M, and w induces an isomorphism detw :
(det £L*)* — det L*. A (4-Calabi-Yau) orientation for (M, \,w) is a choice of
isomorphism g : Opg — det L® with po p* = detw.

Here p is basically a square root of detw. Locally on M in the étale topol-
ogy there are two choices for u, and there is a principal Z-bundle Opny — M
parametrizing choices of u. We say that (M, \,w) is orientable if Opy is trivi-
alizable, and an orientation is a trivialization Oy = M X Zs.

Answering the following question is very important for developing a theory
of DT4 invariants, as without orientations, DT4 invariants cannot be defined:

109



Question 13.3. Let X be a Calabi—Yau 4-fold, and M the moduli stack of ob-
jects in coh(X) or DPcoh(X), with its natural 4-Calabi-Yau obstruction theory.
Is M orientable in the sense of Definition [[32F If so, what extra data on X is
needed to construct an orientation on M?

Remark 13.4. Cao—Gross—Joyce [20, Cor. 1.17] claimed to prove moduli stacks
M of objects in coh(X) or D’coh(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
2.7 and 02.76l(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 [I3.7] below corrects the
mistake, and answers Question [[3.3] under the extra condition Theorem [T0.7)(*).

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 D’coh(X), a higher stack.
It has a decomposition M = T[], cxo (x) M, where M, is the substack of
top

complezes G* with class [G*] = a in the topological K-theory of the underlying
8-manifold of X. There is a natural 4-Calabi—Yau obstruction theory ¢ : F* —
Lag, 0: F* =5 (F*)V[2] on M, and hence a principal Za-bundle OF" — M of
orientations on M as in Definition 3.2} restricting to O — M.

Write M™P 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 Oze lifts to a principal Zy-bundle OF P — M™P  restricting to
OF %P 5 MIP | such that trivializations of O and OF*°P are naturally in
1-1 correspondence.

(b) Write C = Mapgo (X, BU x Z), where BU = lim BU(n) is the unitary
classifying space. It has a natural decomposition C = HaeKE (X) Cw, where C,
is connected. Taking the elliptic operator Eq — X to be the positive Dirac oper-

ator lD+ 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

m+ _ 5 + 5* . o° (AO,evenT*X) T (AO,oddT*)()7

in [62, §2.4] we construct a principal Zy-bundle Oc — C, restricting to O¢, —
Co. It is thought of as a bundle of orientations on C, and is obtained from the
bundles O%* — Bp in §I211 for U(m)-bundles P — X in a limiting process
as m — o0.

From the definition of Oc,, if k € N then and Zqk : Co — Coyrjox] 8
the homotopy equivalence induced by direct sum with the trivial vector bundle

k . c . ~
@®" Ox — X, then there is a canonical isomorphism Oc, = E}, 1 (Oc,  11041)-
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(Actually, for a general spin 8-manifold, Oc,, and Zj, ;(Oc,  yj0.;) differ by

the Zy-torsor Or(det lDJr)@k, s0 in general we should restrict to k even. But as
X is a Calabi-Yau 4-fold there is a canomnical isomorphism Or(det D, ) = 75.)

(c) We relate (a),(b) as follows: using the classifying morphism of the universal
compler U* — X X M, as in [20, Th. 1.15] we can define a continuous map
® : M™P — C, natural up to homotopy, restricting to ®, : M'P — C, for a €
K{,,(X). Then there are natural isomorphisms OF"top = ®*(O¢. ) of principal
Zy-bundles on M. Hence, a trivialization of Oc, induces trivializations of
O™ tor qnd OF".

(d) Let P — X be a principal U(m)-bundle, and Oh* — Bp be as in §IZ11 for
FEo, — X the positive Dirac operator E+ of the spin structure on X induced by
the Calabi-Yau 4-fold structure. Write 8 = [P] € K{, (X).

Write B;fp for the topological realization of the topological stack Bp, a topo-
logical space natural up to homotopy equivalence. Then Og’ lifts to a principal
Zy-bundle OB*"*P — B such that trivializations of OE* and Op*'*" are
naturally in 1-1 correspondence.

(e) We relate (b),(d) as follows: using the universal principal U(m)-bundle
Up — X x Bp we can define a continuous map Vg : ngp — Cg, natural up

to homotopy. Then the construction of Oc, implies that there is a natural

isomorphism Og"mp = ‘I’E(OCB) of principal Zo-bundles on Bﬁg’p. Hence, a

trivialization of Oc, induces trivializations of Og' and Op*" .

(£) In (d),(e), suppose m > 5. Then Vg : BE® — Cg induces isomorphisms
mi(BEP) — m;(Cg) for i = 0,1. Therefore (e) induces a 1-1 correspondence be-
tween trivializations of Oc,,, Og', and Og"mp, so in particular, a trivialization
of Og' induces a trivialization of Oc,.

(8) Let a € K (X) and set k = max(5 — rank o, 0), m = min(5, rank ), and
B = a+ k[Ox]. Then there exists a principal U(m)-bundle P — X, unique
up to isomorphism, with [P] = B in K{, (X). By (a)-(f), we now see that a
trivialization of Og' induces trivializations of Og”tOp,Ocﬁ,OCQ,()f',top, and

. . . . . . .
O%". That is, an orientation on Bp induces an orientation on M.

Remark 13.6. We offer some explanation of Theorem For simplicity,
let us start with moduli spaces M*“®(7) of Gieseker stable vector bundles
E — X in class o € K{), (X) with ¢1(a) = 0, where ranka = r > 4.

By the Hitchin—-Kobayashi correspondence, every such £ — X admits a
natural Hermitian-Einstein connection Vg, and then (E,Vg) 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 F in this way. As
r > 4, every complex vector bundle E' — X with [E'] = a has E' @ E.

This induces an isomorphism from M*“*(7) to the moduli space Mipmm
of irreducible Spin(7)-instantons on the principal U(r)-bundle P — X associated
to E, and hence an inclusion M} *****(7) < Bp. Since DT4 orientations on
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M (1) are basically orientations of Spin(7) instanton moduli spaces, as in
§12.3, an orientation on Bp pulls back to a DT4 orientation of MY (7).

Now MY*“*(7) is a finite-dimensional C-scheme, whereas Bp is an infinite-
dimensional topological stack. One might think that MY*“%(7) is a simpler
object, but in fact orientations on Bp are much easier to understand. In ex-
amples it is difficult to describe MY*"®(7) explicitly. It could have N > 0
connected components, so that M} **“**(7) would have 2V orientations, but Bp
is connected and so has only 2 orientations. Thus pulling back orientations from
Bp to MY*“™ (1) gives orientations with fewer arbitrary choices.

Theorem [13.3] gives orientations not just on moduli spaces of vector bundles
Vect(X), but also of coherent sheaves coh(X), and complexes in D’coh(X). The
rough analogue in Differential Geometry of passing from Vect(X) to D’coh(X)
is taking the limit » — oo, for r = rank E. More precisely, the analogue in
Topology is passing from ]_[T20 Mapeo (X, BU(r)) to Mapeo (X, BU x Z), where
BU =lim BU(n), and the Z factor keeps track of the rank r.

In thé notation of g7 we can understand orientations in Theorem as
natural trivializations of an orientation functor

Fx : %Utbx(BU X Z)mp — Z//ZQ.

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 [MO(x). Then the moduli stacks M of all objects in
DPcoh(X), and My C M of objects F* in D’coh(X) with [F*] = a € K{, (X)),
are orientable in the sense of Definition 032l A choice of flag structure F
on X in the sense of §I0.2 determines an orientation on the moduli stacks
M, Mq,. Such orientations are necessary for defining DT4 invariants of X,
as in Borisov-Joyce [9] and Oh—Thomas [80].

If ca(@) —c1(a)? =0 in H*(X,Z) then we can construct a canonical orien-
tation on My without choosing a flag structure.

If X satisfies Theorem IITA(1) and ca(a) —ci(a)? = 0 in H*(X, Z53) then we

can construct a canonical orientation on My without choosing a flag structure.

Proof. Theorem Wlﬂ shows that a flag structure ' on X determines normal-
ized orientations on O%* — Bp for all principal U(m)-bundles P — X. Since a

Calabi-Yau 4-fold X has a canonical trivialization of det JD;, normalized orien-
tations on Og' — Bp are equivalent to orientations Og' — Bp. The first part
of the theorem then follows from Theorem [[3.5(g). The last two parts follow
from Proposition TZI0(b). O

Example 13.8. If X is a smooth sextic in CP® then X is a Calabi-Yau 4-
fold, and the Lefschetz Hyperplane Theorem implies that H?(X,Z) = 0, so
Theorem [[0.7(*),(f) hold trivially, and Theorem [[3.7 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-stack M in Theorems and [I3.7 contains
as open Artin C-substacks the moduli stacks M ", M5 AVt of coherent
sheaves, and semistable coherent sheaves, and algebraic vector bundles on X,
respectively. The principal Z-bundle OF" — M, and orientations on M, may
be restricted to M, ... M*. Thus, Theorem [[3.7 s still interesting if we
only care about M ... MY rather than M.

(b) What Theorem [[37really means is that we have an algorithm for construct-
ing orientations on M., which depends only on X, a and the flag structure F.

Note that other algorithms are possible, which would yield orientations on
M, differing from those in Theorem [I3. 71 by a sign depending on natural invari-
ants in the problem such as ranka, x(X), [y ci(@)?* and [y c2(a)ca(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 [[0.7(*) does not hold. But note from Example that Theorem
[[07(«) fails for SU(3), which is a compact complex 4-manifold with trivial
canonical bundle, and so a ‘non-Kéahler Calabi—Yau 4-fold’.

One frequent theme in the literature on DT4 invariants, which appears in
[7/I8T92TH32] and we summarize in Conjecture [[3.10, 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 inlb"(X) cn (LMY for L — X a line bundle. See also [7,29)].

(b) Bojko [1] proposes formulae for integrals of Segre classes, Verlinde classes
and Nekrasov genera over Hilb"(X).

(c) Cao—Maulik—Toda 25, Conj. 1.3] relate genus 0 Gromov—-Witten invariants
of X and 1-dimensional DT} invariants. Cao—Toda [32, Conj. 1.2] make a
related conjecture. See also [I8[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 DT} 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 DT/
invariants counting 1-dimensional sheaves, and also [27, Conj. 1.10] to reduced
Pandharipande—Thomas style DT/ 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 involve only mod-
uli spaces M, on X with ¢1(a) = c2(a) = 0 in H*(X,Z). Thus the second
paragraph of Theorem implies:

Corollary 13.11. As in Conjecture 310, for a Calabi-Yau 4-fold X there are
congectures in [QI8ITIRTH3Z] of the form [I31]) relating conventional invariants
of X (which require no choice of orientation) and DT/ invariants of X (which
do require a choice of orientation), an apparent paradoz. If X satisfies Theorem
[07(x) then Theorem M3 provides canonical orientations for all the moduli
spaces M, occurring in Conjecture [[3.10, resolving this paradozx.

Remark 13.12. In the situation of Theorem [[37 supposing Theorem [I0.7(*)
holds, if a, 8 € K{), ,(X) then given orientations O, Op on M, Mg, as in [20,
§3.3] we can construct an orientation O, *Og on M4 g, by relating orientations
at [E3] € My and [Ef] € Mg to that at [E] ® Ej] € Maipg. This satisfies
Op %0y = (—1)X(@XBB X))+ Og and (O x Op) x O = O * (O % O.,).
Thus, if we have constructed orientations O, on M, for all @ € K7, (X) then
there are signs €q,5 € {£1} with Oa1p = €a,8 00 x Op for all o, 8 € K{, (X),
which satisfy eq geg o = (—1)X(@XELIX(@) and €, 511654 = €a,56a+5,7-

To develop a nice theory of DT4 invariants, it would be helpful if we could
compute the signs e, g for the orientations O, constructed in Theorem [I3.7]
from a flag structure F'. In general we cannot arrange that e, g = 1 because of
the identity €, gep o = (—1)X(@XBB)Fx(e0),

As in Remark [[3.6] we can interpret orientations on M in terms of an ori-
entation functor Fx : Botdx (BU X Z)iop — Z//Z2. Now BU x Z is a group-like
H-space, and therefore Bordx (BU X Z)i,p, is a Picard groupoid as in Remark
[[4(d). The signs €, g 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 [I0.9

Unfortunately, our construction of orientations O, on M, in Theorem [I3.7]
is not well adapted to computing the signs €, 5. This is because the construction
involves pulling orientations back along a functor

E(ZD . Bordx (BU x Z)40p — Bordx (K(Z,4)). (13.2)

However, although both categories in (I3.2)) are symmetric monoidal, the functor
Hg(UZX’? is not monoidal. To see this, note that on isomorphism classes of objects
([[32) maps a in K, (X) to ca(@) — c1(a)? in H*(X, Z), which is not additive
in . This non-additivity arises because we define orientations on Bp for U(m)-
vector bundles E — X in §I2 by turning them into SU(m + 1)-vector bundles

E ® A™E* — 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 G® be a reductive complex
algebraic C-group. Consider the derived moduli stack M of all algebraic prin-
cipal G®-bundles P — X, and open substacks M3 C M of bundles P with
fixed topological invariants «, and satisfying some (semi)stability condition.

By Pantev—Toén—Vaquié—Vezzosi [81] §2], as G® is reductive, the quotient
stack [*/G®] has a 2-shifted symplectic structure. Now M is the derived map-
ping stack Map(X, [*/G®]), where X is a Calabi—Yau 4-fold and [*/G°] is 2-
shifted symplectic, so by [81, §2], M and hence M? C M have —2-shifted
symplectic structures. The classical truncations M, M2 have 4-Calabi—Yau
obstruction theories, as in §I3.11 Thus as in Definition we have a notion of
orientation on M and M.

When G® = GL(r, C), algebraic principal G-bundles P¢ — 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, M3’ are the
restrictions of those discussed in §13.1to the open substacks of vector bundles.

(b) Let G® be the maximal compact subgroup of G¢, a real Lie group. Let
@ — X be a C* principal G®-bundle, in the sense of Differential Geometry.
Then we can consider moduli spaces Bg of connections on (), and orientations
on Bg, as in 1211

As the inclusion G* — G°® is a homotopy equivalence, for any C°° principal
G®-bundle P — X there exists a C* principal G®-bundle @ — X, unique up
to isomorphism, such that P & Q xXgr G¢. Given a C'*° principal G*-bundle
Q — X, write Mg C M for the open and closed substack of algebraic principal
G®-bundles P — X whose underlying C'*° principal G®-bundle Poee — X
has Pooo = Q Xgr G, and Mg for the classical truncation of Mg.

The authors expect that there should be a generalization of Theorem
to principal G®- and G®-bundles, such that B¢ orientable implies that Mg is
orientable, and an orientation of Bg lifts to an orientation of Mg.

If this is true, then our orientability theory, and results such as Theorem
[28(b), could be used to prove orientability of, and construct canonical orien-
tations for, moduli spaces M and M for suitable groups G°.

(c) It is natural to hope that one could build enumerative invariants ‘counting’
(semistable) principal G®-bundles on X, generalizing DT4 invariants in §I3.11
§I3.21 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 dim X > 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 G®-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 Gémez—Sols [46] and Fernan-
dez Herrero-Gémez—Zamora [41]. Given a representation p : G° — GL(r,C),
they define a principal p-sheaf (£, P,1) to be a rank r torsion-free sheaf £ on
X and an isomorphism 1) : £|y = P xge ,C", for U C X the dense open subset
where £ is locally free, and P — U a principal G°-bundle. Gémez—Sols [46] show
that principal p-sheaves have projective (hence proper) coarse moduli schemes.

Unfortunately, the authors do not expect the —2-shifted symplectic structure
on moduli stacks of principal G®-bundles to extend to moduli stacks of principal
p-sheaves. So it may not be possible to use [41.46] to define DT4 invariants
‘counting’ principal G®-bundles.

(d) When G€ 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 G®-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 £& — X with an isomorphism w : & — &Y with w = w".
Similarly, for r even, a principal Sp(r/2,C)-bundle P — X is equivalent to a
rank 7 vector bundle £ — X with an isomorphism w : £ — €Y with w = —wV.
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 £°, semistable under a suitable stability condition, with an
isomorphism w : £* — (£*)Y in Dbcoh(X) with w = +w".

Derived moduli stacks of such (£°,w) are the fixed points M?? of a Zy-action
on the derived moduli stack M of perfect complexes £°. Since M is —2-shifted
symplectic by [8T, Cor. 2.13], it follows that M?%2 is —2-shifted symplectic. To
generalize G® = O(r,C) to SO(r,C) or Spin(r, C), we add an orientation, or a
spin structure, to (£°,w). This makes sense, and is well behaved.

The first author’s PhD student Chenjing Bu [16[I7] 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 MBSO AP AP for the —2-shifted symplectic derived mod-
uli stacks of pairs (£°*,w) on a Calabi-Yau 4-fold X in (d), with orientations
or spin structures for M5° M5 We decompose M° = M2 1T M, into
substacks with rank £* even or odd, and similarly for M5° AM5Pn,

The authors expect that there should be a generalization of Theorem
which says (roughly) that orientations of M2 (or M9,) can be pulled back
from orientations of Bg in §I2.1] for @ — 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 M5O, MSQ, MEP MBP™ and MSP. Since Spin(2m) lies on the
list (ITI9), from Theorem [IZ0(b) we make the prediction that if X satisfies
condition Theorem MO7(*) then MEP™ should be orientable, and a choice of
flag structure on X should determine an orientation on ME};’ i
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14 Applications to moduli spaces of
submanifolds

In §T4.2-4T4.3] we will study orientations on various moduli spaces M, from
calibrated geometry. In good cases M, is a manifold. Our approach is to write
down an embedding M, < B, of M, into an infinite-dimensional moduli
space B, defined in §I4.11 If M, is a moduli space of submanifolds M C X
satisfying a p.d.e., then B, is the moduli space of all submanifolds in the same
L-equivalence class o € A (X).

We will construct principal Zs-bundles Og_, — B, such that the orientation
bundle Opnq, — M, is Op, |m, . Thus, an orientation of B, (that is, a triv-
ialization Op_, = B, X Zs) induces an orientation of M,. We will show that
orientations of B, are induced by orientations of analytic orientation functors
on X, as in §9.41 Hence by the results of §9 and §I0, we can sometimes show
that B, and thus M,, are orientable, and that a flag structure on X induces an
orientation on B, and hence on M.

14.1 Infinite-dimensional moduli spaces of submanifolds

The next definition shows how the analytic orientation functors of §9.4] lead
to principal Z,-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 p : H — SO(4) C O(4) be a Lie group
morphism. Using the notation of Definition 214} for each a in AZ ,(X) write
B for the infinite-dimensional moduli space of pairs (M, vyys) where M C X is
a compact, oriented (n — 4)-submanifold and ~j; is an isotopy class of normal
H-structures for M C X with [M,vy] = a. By Hamilton [48, Ex. 4.4.7], BH
has the structure of a Fréchet manifold, though we care about B primarily as
a topological space.

Suppose that n = 1,7,8 mod 8. Define principal Z-bundles OF, 0,09 —
B to have fibres at M € BY

j: =
OF a1 = {Or(KerFM), n=1 mod 8, (14.1)

Or(Ker Fi;) ®z, Or(Coker F3;), n=7,8 mod 8,

and 09|y = O |v @z, O |ar, where Fiio are the Fueter operators of (I4), and
Or(V) is the Zs-torsor of orientations on V. Here F]\jfj is linear over K,, in Table
0.1, and we restrict to n = 1,7,8 mod 8 as otherwise Fj\iz[ is linear over C or H
and Or(- - ) are canonically trivial. As in Definition 0.8 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 Z;-bundles.

Proposition 14.2. In Definition [41] an orientation for X in the sense of
Definition of the orientation functors Oiam’H’Jr, Ogim’H’*, Ogiln’H’O in
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Definition @13, or their Zs-reductions O:ii%’f"'r, Oiiﬁ%’f’_, O:ii%’f’o when
n = 7 mod 8, induces trivializations of the principal Z-bundles OF — B,
O, — BE 08 — BH | respectively, for all o € A, (X).

a )

Proof. By Definition @2, an orientation of OSP™F for X is a natural isomor-

phism 7x : F ,2//%22 ° O,Sziin’H’Jr oni"i“ = 1. But unwinding the definitions shows

that Ff;%i ° Ovsliin’H’Jr o TISP™ maps M — Oy for a = [M]. Thus nx (M)
gives an isomorphism OF |y — Zo.

We claim these isomorphisms depend continuously on M € B and so
define trivializations of OF — B for all « € A ,(X). To see this, note that
a Fréchet-smooth map v : [0,1] — B gives a smooth 1-parameter family of
(n — 4)-submanifolds M; C X for t € [0,1], so that N = [[,c(q 1) Me % {t} is
an (n — 3)-submanifold of X x [0, 1], which defines a morphism [N] : My — M;
in Bord'y *(MH). The compatibility of x with morphisms in Bord’y *(M H)
then implies that the isomorphisms Of |y, — Zs are continuous in ¢ € [0,1].

The cases OSBRI~ QSPIMH0 416 the same. The proposition follows. O

Remark 14.3. Although classes o € AL ,(X) correspond to isomorphism
classes in Bordy *(MH), the spaces BY have many connected components,
as for My, M7 C X to be L-equivalent is weaker than for them to be connected
by a smooth family of diffeomorphic submanifolds M; C X for t € [0,1]. So
there are many more choices of orientations for OF — B than those coming
from an orientation of O:iin’H’+ for X.

Combining Theorem [T.11] Proposition[I4.2] and the material on flag struc-
tures in §I0 yields:

Theorem 14.4. (a) In Definition 041l suppose (X,gx) is a compact spin
Riemannian 7T-manifold. Then O° — BH is trivializable for any p : H — SO(4)
and all o« € A(X), and O, — B is trivializable for any p : H — SO(4)
which factors via U(2) or Spin(4), and all o € A¥(X). In each case a choice
of flag structure F on X determines trivializations of OS,0; — BH.

(b) In Definition TZIl suppose (X, gx) is a compact spin Riemannian 8-mani-
fold satisfying Theorem [[0Z(*). Then O° — BX and O, — B are trivializable
for any p : H — SO(4) which factors via U(2) — SO(4) or Spin(4) — SO(4),
and all o € A (X). In each case a choice of flag structure F on X determines
trivializations of OY,0, — BH.

14.2 Associative 3-folds in GGo-manifolds

See the first author [55, §10] for background on Gy and associative 3-folds.

Definition 14.5. Let (X, p,g) be a compact Gz-manifold, as in Definition
[217] and M C X be an oriented 3-submanifold. We call M an associative
3-fold if M is calibrated with respect to ¢, that is, if @[y = volys is the volume
form of M, defined using the orientation of M and the Riemannian metric
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glam. (We do not need dp = 0, though this is part of the usual definition of
calibration.)

Let p: H — SO(4) C O(4) be a Lie group morphism. Using the notation of
Definition 214} for each o in AY¥ (X) write M?5H for the moduli space of pairs
(M, ~ar) where M C X is a compact associative 3-fold and vy, is an isotopy class
of normal H-structures for M C X with [M, ] = «, such that the orientation
induced by «yas on the fibres of vy, agrees with that induced by the orientations
on X and M. Then M># is a subset of BX in Definition [[Z1l

As in McLean [72] §5], the deformation theory of MZSS’H is controlled by
an elliptic operator, so one can show that M*># is a derived manifold of
virtual dimension 0 in the sense of [56-58,[60]. If ¢ is generic then M*5H ig
an ordinary O-manifold. Examples of compact associative 3-folds in compact
7-manifolds with holonomy G 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

MZSS’SO(‘” is unobstructed. We give a new proof.

Theorem 14.6. Let (X, ¢, g) be a compact Ga-manifold and p : H — SO(4) C
O(4) be a Lie group morphism. Then a choice of flag structure F' on X in
the sense of §I0.11 determines orientations on the moduli spaces of associative

3-folds M*H for all a € AJ(X).

Proof. By McLean [72, Th. 5.2], the deformation complex of M C X can be
identified with the Fueter operator from (0.4) for n =7,

Fyp=Dy)™ :T®(Ey@nX,) — I'(E @y %).

Hence the orientation bundle of MZSS’H is canonically isomorphic to the restric-
tion to M5 < BH of the principal Zs-bundle O, — B in Definition [Z1l

Now Theorem [[4.4(a) does not tell us that O, — B is trivializable. In
fact, Corollary 1.4 says O?IZZSOM)’* can be non-orientable for some spin 7-
manifolds X, so O, — B 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 Ey & E; = X7, Thus we can identify E; @y X} = A°T*M & AYT*M.
The Fueter operator F' I\t[ can be deformed into the Hodge-de Rham operator

#(d +d*) : T°(AT*M @ A*°T*M) — T°(A°T*M @ A*T*M).

Since the orientation Zs-torsor of %(d + d*) has a canonical trivialization, it
follows that the restriction of O} — BH to M**# < B is canonically trivial.
(But see Remark [[4.7(c) for a warning about this.)

Combining the two facts above, the orientation bundle of M5 is canon-
ically isomorphic to the restriction to M**# < BH of the principal Z,-bundle
0% — BH . Thus, trivializations of 0% — B restrict to orientations of M*5H
The theorem now follows from Theorem [[44a). O
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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, ¢, g) by counting Gs-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 Zj, 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 x R. However, Corollary [I1.4]
shows that there must be obstructions to doing this.

(c) Here is a rather confusing point. In dimension 7, at least for torsion-free
Go-structures, the elliptic operators Fl\i/[ and *(d 4+ d*) are self-adjoint, so that
Ker Fi; = Coker Fi7, and Or(Ker F3;) 2 Or(Coker F;), and in ([ZI)) we have
a canonical isomorphism Or(Ker Fi;) @z, Or(Coker Fy;) 2 Z,. Naively, this
might lead us to believe that the Zy-bundles OF, 0, ,0% — B in Definition
[[4T] are canonically trivial.

In fact this is false. Although we have canonical isomorphisms O¥ |y =2 Z5
at each point M € B these isomorphisms do not depend continuously on
M € BE, and can jump discontinuously when Ker F' ]\jj jump in dimension, so
they do not give trivializations of the principal Zs-bundles O — BX.

The proof of Theorem is an exception to this. On M>5H < BH we
can replace Fy; by #(d + d*). As the kernel of *(d + d*) is isomorphic to
H°(M,R) @ H*(M,R) it cannot jump in dimension as M varies smoothly, so
the induced canonical isomorphisms O | = 75 depend continuously on M in
M2SH and OF | s 1s canonically trivial. We do not expect OF to be trivial

H .
on B! 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, Q, g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold, as in Definition
214 and let M C X be an oriented 4-submanifold. We call M a Cayley 4-fold
if M is calibrated with respect to 0, that is, if Q|y; = volys is the volume form
of M, defined using the orientation of M and the Riemannian metric g|ps. (We
do not need d2 = 0 here.)

Let p: H — SO(4) C O(4) be a Lie group morphism. Using the notation of
Definition 214, for each a in AX (X)) write MS®H for the moduli space of pairs
(M,~ar) where M C X is a compact Cayley 4-fold and v, is an isotopy class
of normal H-structures for M C X with [M,yp] = «, such that the orientation
induced by s on the fibres of vy, agrees with that induced by the orientations
on X and M. Then M is a subset of B in Definition [Z.1l

By McLean [72] Th. 6.3], the deformation complex of M C X can be iden-
tified with the elliptic Fueter operator from (@.4) for n = 8,

Fy = @3)% :T®(S] 0n %) — Iy, 0u ;).
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The index of F); is given by the Atiyah—Singer index formula as

X(M) + sign(M)
2

ind Fy, = /M A(TM)ch(S;) = — [M] e [M]. (14.2)

Using this one can show that MS®# is a derived manifold of virtual dimension
(IZ2) in the sense of [56/58,60]. If Q is generic then MS® is an ordinary
manifold of dimension (I42)). Examples of compact Cayley 4-folds in com-
pact 8-manifolds with holonomy Spin(7) are given in [55, §14]. From Definition
[MZT, we see that the orientation bundle OS®-# of M is the restriction to
MEYH <« BH of O — BY. Hence Theorem [[Z4(b) implies:

Theorem 14.9. Let (X,Q,g) be a compact Spin(7)-manifold satisfying The-
orem [[07(*), and suppose p : H — SO(4) factors via U(2) — SO(4) or
Spin(4) — SO(4). Then the moduli spaces MS™H in Definition TZ8 are ori-
entable for all o € AH(X). A choice of flag structure F on X in the sense of
§10.2 determines orientations on MS™H for all o € AY(X).

Theorem [I4.9]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 C X is a Cayley 4-fold then spin
structures on the normal bundle vy; of M C X are equivalent to spin structures
on M by 2-out-of-3. Thus taking H = Spin(4) in Theorem [[4.9 implies that if
(X,Q,g) is a compact Spin(7)-manifold satisfying Theorem [[0.7(*) then mod-
uli spaces of compact, spin Cayley 4-folds M C X are orientable, and a flag
structure F on X determines orientations on them.

(b) Although studying moduli spaces ./\/lgay’H of Cayley 4-folds M C 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 Gs-instanton case discussed
in Donaldson and Segal [38], it is expected that a sequence (V)52 ; of Spin(7)-
instantons on a principal SU(2)-bundle P — X over a Spin(7)-manifold (X, 2, g)
may ‘bubble’ (develop removable singularity) along a Cayley 4-fold M C X.

If the limit connection Vo 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 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 [B.1la),(d). Later in
§I5.8-415.9 we will prove Theorem BII(b),(c).

(i) Compute QSP™(T') using the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence (8],
as explained in §22 To do this, we first need to determine H,(T,Z),
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flp(T, Z5) and the action of the Steenrod square Sq®. By Proposition 2]
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)-(B.2I)), thus proving Theorem BII(d).

(iii) Solve the extension problems ([2.9]) and verify the generators listed in Table
B partly using step (ii). This proves Theorem B.1l(a).

15.1 Computation of Q5P (K (Z, 4))
15.1.1 Description of the (co)homology
We describe the (co)homology of K (Z,4) and choose notation for the generators.

Notation 15.1. A bar accent ‘*’ indicates the specialization to Zs-(co)hom-
ology of a symbol * in Z-(co)homology. In cohomology €3, ese;, ... mean cup
products of ey, €, . . .; cohomology variables e; originate from H*(K(Z,4),Z),
and €} are variables in H*(K(Z,4),Z) not coming from H*(K(Z,4),Z). Where
there are nontrivial pairings between homology and cohomology over Z or 75, we
write ¢;, €, for the homology variables dual to €;, €, so for example (eq, €4) = 1.
Homology products such as €,€; mean the homology class dual to e4éj, in the
given bases we have written down.

From Serre [85] Th. 3] we find that in the range n < 10, the Zs-cohomology
H*(K(Z,4),Z2) has generators éq, &, €7, €;, where

e, =Sq’(es),  er=Sq’(es), el =5q"(e) =Sqa*Sq*(es).  (15.1)

Since Sq® 0 Sq® = Sq” 0Sq* by [ZIH) and Sq*(&4) = 0 as H>(K(Z,4),Z5) = 0,
we see that Sq?(es) = 0. Also Sq*(€5) = 0 by the Cartan formula.

The homology groups H,,+;(K(Z,n),Z) are computed by Breen—-Mikhailov—
Touzé [12, App. B] for n < 11 and i < 10 (alternatively, one could use for this
the Bockstein spectral sequence described in §I5.7.0] below). This leads to the
following table.

n 0,1,2,3,57,94 6 8 10
HA(K(Z,4,2)] 0 Z{es) Zoleh) Z(E)OTs{es) Zaleho each)

n 0,1,2,3,5,6,10 4 7 8 9
A™(K(Z,4),7) 0 Zles) Zzler) Z(e) Zs{eo)

n 0,1,2,3,5,9 4 6 7 8 10 (15.2)
H,(K(Z,4),7,) 0 Zy(es) Z2(e) Za(er) Z2(€]) Za(€q, €aép)

n 0,1,2,3,5,9 4 6 7 8 10

(K2 4),2:)] 0 Zales) Zo(eh) Za(er) Zo(E3) Za(ho, Eacl)
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15.1.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H,(K(Z,4), 5P (x)) = Q5P (K (Z,4))

whose E2-page for p 4+ ¢ < 10 is shown in Figure [5.11

1 ZQ<O(1€4> ZQ<O&1€%> ZQ<O(1€7> ZQ<O(1€42L>

d2
0 Z{es) " Zo(e5) Z{e5)DZs(es) Z2(€)o, eacg)

1 6 7 8 0 7

Figure 15.1: E2-page of H,(K(Z,4), QSPin(x)) = QS}:;“(K(Z, 4)), p+¢q <10

Note that Stong [89] has already computed Q5P (K (Z,4)) and obtained the
following result.

n |O,1,2,3,5,6,7 4 8 9

osein(k(z,4) | 0 7 7 1,

(15.3)

Nevertheless we will compute the spectral sequence for QSPI*(K(Z,4)), as this
will yield some facts needed later in the proof. Moreover, we wish to determine
explicit generators for QSPIn(K (Z,4)).

As Sq*(e4) = &, Sq*(é) = Sq*(e3) = 0, Proposition implies that the
only non-trivial differentials in Figure I5.1] are dg , and dg ;. This leads to the
E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure

The only possible non-zero higher differential in Figure is d3y . Now
QSP™ (K (Z,4)) = Z, from ([5.3) implies that d3y o is surjective. Hence Figure
leads to the E°°-page shown in Figure[I5.3l For later reference we record
the following.

Lemma 15.2. For the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence of K(Z,4) we have
d?o,o(ello) = ajer, d?o,o(@le/ﬁ) = ajér. (15.4)

Proof. We use the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence of K(Z,3) discussed in
171 below. The morphism from Figure I7.1] to Figure [5.2] yields a commuta-

123



4 Z{ages) Zo{ogep)

2 Z5(ajeg)

1

0 Z(es) Z{e5)®Z3(es) Za(€rg, €acp)
1 6 7 8 0 7

Figure 15.2: E%-page of H,(K(Z,4), Q5P (x)) = Q5P (K(Z,4)), p+q < 10

tive diagram
E§ o(K(Z,3)) = Z2(0g) — Efo(K(Z,4)) = Z(€}, €acg)
|t |t

E§5(K(Z,3)) = Z2(a303) —— B} ,(K(Z,4)) = Zx(ofe).

The horizontal maps are induced by the suspension in ordinary homology com-
posed with .. We have seen above that & — €, 163 — aiér and that dj  :
75(04) — Z2(0303) in Figure IZis an isomorphism, hence d3, o(¢},) = oiéer.
This proves the first equality in ([5.4]).

To prove the second equality, consider the space K(Z,2) A K(Z,2). Since
K(Z,2) ~CP>®, H*(K(Z,2) NK(Z,2),7) is the subring of the polynomial ring
Z[f, g] consisting of all polynomials p(f, g) satisfying p(f,0) = p(0,g9) = 0. Let
w: K(Z,2)NK(Z,2) — K(Z,4) be a classifying map with p*(es) = fg. Consider
the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence H,(K(Z,2) A K(Z,2),Q5P" () =
QEE;“(K(Z, 2) A K(Z,2)) and recall Proposition ZF] to compute d2, o, dZ ;. We
have Sq*(f™g") = mf™t1g" + nfmg"t! in Zy-cohomology. Write ¢iy? for the
homology classes dual to the cohomology classes fig?. The spectral sequence
has E120,0 = Z{o*yY, 0392, 0243, ply?) and E%g = 0. Hence E’?)2 = 0 and from
the expression for the Steenrod square we get EY) o = Z{p'y' + ¢*7*, 0*7° +
©'y*). The map u induces a morphism of spectral sequences, so in particular
a morphism from the E3-page of the spectral sequence for K(Z,2) A K(Z,2) to
Figure This yields a commutative diagram

Eldo,O(K(Za 2) A K(Z7 2))
= Z{p*"v' + 0372, 2% + ply?)
ld‘i’o)o ldi’o,o

E35(K(2,2) NK(Z,2)) =0 ————— E}5(K(Z,4)) = Z>(ofer).

—— B3 o(K(Z,4)) = Za(€}, eacty)
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The horizontal maps are induced by s, : H,(K(Z,2) A K(Z,2), 057" (%)) —

H,, (K (Z,4), Q5P (x)). Now pu(p*7") = €lg, pe(0°7%) = eact, pa(9%7°) = eacg,
px(0'9*) = €], so the commutative diagram implies d3 (€] + €sef) = 0. The

second equation in (I54) then follows from the first equation. O
q
4 Z{ay€q)
2 Z>{afeg)
1 Zy{arér)  Za(anéy)
0 Z({e4) Z(e3) ®Z3(es)
1 G 7 g b

Figure 15.3: E>-page of H,(K(Z,4), Q57" (x)) = QSPI"(K(Z,4)), p+q <9

15.1.3 Determining the filtration and generators

From Figure 5.3 we see that the filtration of QSP (K (Z,4)) is trivial for n < 7.
For n = 8 we claim that the filtration is

0 C Fys™7 C Fsg™7 C Frg™7Z C Fyg=Q5P™(K(Z,4))=72 (15.5)
Z(cuseq) Zs{ale)) Z3(ar€r) Z(e2)DZ3(es)

Here the graded pieces are as in Figure [5.3 By ([5.3) we have Q5P™ (K (Z,4))
= 72. Therefore all the extensions in (I5.5) must be nontrivial, as claimed (for
instance, we cannot have Fsg = Z @ 7o, as then Qgpi“(K(Z, 4)) would have a
Z, subgroup, contradicting Q5P (K (Z,4)) = 72).

We verify that the elements given in Table [3I] are indeed generators and
prove (BI8) and (319).

Let n = 4. From Proposition 26 we have an isomorphism Q$P™ (K (Z,4)) —
Hy(K(Z,4),Z) = Z, [X,a] = [, a, which proves (3I8). The generator ¢ is
represented by [S? x 8L, a], where o € H?(S3 x S}t) is Poincaré dual to a point.
As {(a, [8? x SL]) = 1, § maps to 1 under the isomorphism (ZI1) and hence §
generates Q5P (K (Z,4)).

Let n = 8. We can use ([I50) to successively choose generators (4, (% of
Fis = Z{G) and QFP™(K(Z,4)) = Fys = Z{G3, C5) with 12¢; = auey and ¢
mod (¢4) = €7 mod (¢4). Recall that ages is represented by K3 x S* and the
cohomology class PA[K 3 x {*}]. Observe that (8:19) is a well-defined morphism.
Table [[5.1] shows the values of the integrals [, a U« and [, o Up(TX) for
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[K3 x 8* PA[K3 x {*}]] and for (2, (3. From this we see that equation (B.19)
maps [K3 x S*, PA[K3 x {*}]], (2,3 to (0,12),(1,0), (0, 1) respectively.

[K3 x 84,Pd[K3 x {«}] | ¢ (3
JxaUa 0 1 0
[y aUp(TX) | 48 2|4

Table 15.1: Invariants of [K3 x S* Pd[K3 x {*}]], (2, (3

As QSP(K(Z,4)) = 72 this forces [K3 x 8%, PA[K3 x {*}]] = 12(s, so
¢ = (3. Also, as [y aUa =1 for ¢; we see that ¢, mod ((3) = € mod ((3),
50 (a is a possible choice for ¢}. This proves QSP™ (K (Z,4)) = Z(Ca, (3), and as
BI9) maps (2,3 to (1,0),(0,1) it also follows that [BI9) is an isomorphism.

Let n = 9. By Figure [[5.3] we have a commutative diagram of extensions

Frs Fgg = Egh =
0— ’ E— ’ E— ’ 0
= Z(C3) Z{Ca,C3) Z(e3) @ Zs(es)
J l J (15.6)
[e%1 aq o1
0 0 Fyo=Q3"™(K(Z,4)) — Eg§ =Z>(a1€}) — 0.

This proves a;(s = 0, claimed in (X)), and that o, ¢, generates Q5P™ (K (Z,4)).
This completes the proof of Table Bl for K(Z,4).

15.2 Computation of QSP™(1/SO(4))
15.2.1 Description of the (co)homology

Brown [14], Th. 1.5] shows that H*(BSO(4),Z) = Z[p1, e, W3]/{(2W35 = 0), which
leads the following tables of (co)homology groups.

D 0,1 2 3 4 5 6
H,(BSO(4),Z) | 0 Zz{w2) 0 Z(mi,e)  Za{ws) Z5(we, wg)
H?P(BSO(4),Z) | 0 0 Za(W3) Z{pi,e) 0 Zo(W3)
H,(BSO(4),Z3)| 0 Za(w2) Zo(ws) Zo(@3,@4) Za(wows) Zo(w3,w3,wowa)
HP(BSO(4),Z3)| 0 Za2(wz) Zo(ws) Za(w3,1ws) Zo(wats) Z2(w3, 03, Watby)

Here we use the following notation. The Stiefel-Whitney classes are written wy,
so the polynomials P(ws, Ws, . ..) form a basis of H*(BSO(4),Z2) and we write
the dual basis of H,(BSO(4),Z3) as P(@z2,&®3,...). The Pontrjagin and Euler
classes form a basis {p1, e} of H*(BSO(4),Z) and we write {m,e} for the dual
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basis of Hy(BSO(4),Z). The remaining classes are defined using the Bockstein
homomorphism by

W3 = B(w2), wy = B(@3), ws = B(@3), we = B(@3w3), wi = B(@swa).
The mod 2 reductions of the integral (co)homology classes are
p1|—>w§, 6’—)154, W3I—>’LI)3, WQ’—)Q_JQ, T ’—)@%,
E > Wy, Wp — Wals, we — (Dg, Wé — Woly. (157)

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

0, ifk=1
St =147 ’ 15.8
@ (1) {wkT, if k> 2. (158)

15.2.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H,(MSO(4), Q5P (x)) = QSP™(MSO(4)),

whose E2-page for p 4+ ¢ < 10 is shown in Figure [5.4l

q
4 Z{ayT)
_ _ _ 7 012 —2 T7
2 | Zo(a37) Zolatal) Zofadwd) L2l0T(@)
a1w4>
dg
_ _ _ VA o) T _
1 Zo{onT) Zz<a1w2T> Zz<a1wg> 2<a01[1(g%1)> ' Zo(an (ew3)T)
4
dz,o d?o,o
0 Z(t)  Zy{wi) Z(n{ eT) Zy(wf)  Za(wi ,wih)
1 6 7 8 9 0 ?

Figure 15.4: E%-page of H,(MSO(4), Q5P (x)) = QZS)JI:;“(MSO(ZL)), p+q<10

From Proposition[ZHland (I5.8)) we find that the only non-trivial differentials
d%yq with p 4+ ¢ < 10 are d§ o, d , 3y, and that for these we have

dg,o(sz) =T, d%J(al@zT) = o7, d%o,o(wg) = (@3)", d%o,o(WéT) =0.

This leads to the E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure[[5.5l Observe
that the only possible non-zero higher differentials are d§ , and d q.
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Figure 15.5: E%-page of H,(MSO(4), Q5P (x)) = Q5P (MSO(4)) for

p+ ¢ < 10. This is also the E*°-page for p+ ¢ < 9.

We will show that dj , = d3, o = 0, so the spectral sequence converges at the
E3-page, and Figure is also the E°°-page of the spectral sequence in the
region p + ¢ < 9. Cousider the classifying map ¢ : MSO(4) — K(Z,4) of the
Thom class in H*(MSO(4),7). As ¢ induces a morphism of spectral sequences,
it induces a morphism from Figure to Figure In particular, this gives
commutative diagrams

E3 o (MSO(4)) = Zo(wl) —2—— E3(K(Z,4)) =0

lds,()(Msom)) ld;?;,o(K(z,zx))
_ oM _
E35(MSO(4)) = Zy(0fw]) —— E§o(K(Z,4)) = Zy(oFeg)

and

B o(MSO(4)) = Zo(wil) —2— B}y o(K(Z,4)) = Za(€lo, eact)

ldi’o,o<MSO(4>> ld?o,(J(K(z,zx))
B} ,(MSO()) = Zy(ade) —Z— B} ,(K(Z,4)) = Za(a¥er).

Since ¢.(@wl) = €, the bottom horizontal map in the first diagram is an iso-
morphism, which implies d§ ,(MSO(4)) = 0. Since ¢.(@3) = &, the bottom
horizontal map in the second diagram is an isomorphism. Moreover, ¢.(wgl ) =
€1p+eacg and d§070(K(Z, 4))(eho) = d§070(K(Z, 4))(esgq) = a%?? by ([5.4), hence
d3yo(MSO(4)) = 0 by the commutative diagram.

15.2.3 Determining the filtration and generators

From Figure [[5.5 we see that Q,Slpin(MSO(él)) =0forn=0,1,2,3,5,6,7.
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Let n = 4. By Proposition L8 there is an isomorphism Q5P™(MSO(4)) —
Hy(MSO(4),Z) = Z, [X,M] + [,, 1 and & = 1, hence Q§P™(MSO(4)) = Z(5).

Let n = 8. Observe that (3:17) is a well-defined morphism QgP™(MSO(4))
— %Z @ 72 (we will shortly show that it actually maps to 7% C %Z @® 7?). For
%, (2, (3, calculation shows that the invariants are as in Table [[5.2] so %, (2,3
are mapped to (1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1) under (BIT). According to Figure
the group Q§P™(MSO(4)) has a filtration

0 C Fig C Fog C Frg C Fyg=QP"(MSOM4)). (15.9)

Z(cT) Z2(aioly  Za{ar@l) 7(xT T

By (ZII) the projection Fyg — Fyg/Frs = EgG = Z(n{ ,e") = 72 is given by
(X, M] = ([, p1(var), [5 €(var)), so from Table I5.2 we see that (2, (3 are lifts
to Fyg of a basis of Fyg/Frg. Moreover, Fyg = Z(ayr) C QSP™(MSO(4)) is
generated by

G =[K3x8 xS, K3x{N}x{1}], (15.10)
since iy = [K3] and [8% x SE,{N} x {1}] maps to 7 € Hy(MSO(4),Z). Note
that (I5.10) is mapped to (4,0,0) by BIT), so its invariants are those of 4% in
Table

- G |G
fMj pl(TMJ) —12 0 3
fMj e(v) 0 1 0
fMj p1(v) 0 -2 11

Table 15.2: Invariants of %, ¢2,C3

From (I5.9) we see there are three possibilities:

(1) F678 = F718 = Z, the maps F478 — F678 and F678 — F718 are 2- : 7 — Z,
and ¢; in (I5.10) is divisible by 4 in Q§P™(MSO(4)).
(i) Frg=7Z® Zz, and ¢; in (I5I0) is divisible by 2 but not by 4.
(iii) Frg =7 @72 or Z® Zy4, and ¢; is indivisible in Q§P™ (M SO(4)).

From this and the fact that (1, (2, {3 map to (4,0,0),(0,1,0), (0,0,1) under
([B17), we see that the image of (317) in $Z®Z? must be Z3 in case (i), 2Z® 72
in case (ii), and 4Z @ Z? in case (iii). But the latter two cases contradict that

BI1) maps % — (1,0,0). Thus case (i) must hold. This forces (BIT) to be

an isomorphism and also QgP™(MSO(4)) = Z(%,Co,C3). Let ¢ : MSO(4) —
K(Z,4) be the classifying map of the Thom class in H*(MSO(4),Z). Then
#.(¢1) = [K3 x 83 x St, a] where « is Poincaré dual to K3 x {N} x {1}. Hence
a? =0 and fK3><{N}><{1}p1(V) =0, so [BI9) proves ¢«(¢1) = 0, which implies
that ¢, () = 0.
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Let n = 9. From Figure [5.5 we know that Q§P™(MSO(4)) has a 3-step
filtration with quotients Z5, Z5,7Z5. There is a commutative diagram of exten-
sions

, F&S _ ®Spin
—70%) © =z © =n%e” S SOW

Lk

Feo=0 C Fr9g=Zy C Fyo C Q5P (MSO(4)).
EZ,=2Z5(a30]) Eg =Z(an1e]) E§S=22(w)
&1

Observe that a; maps E75 — E7% isomorphically, so a1 is a generator of

F7 9. Multiplication by «; also induces a morphism of extensions

073%%)

Frg= Z<%> — I3 = Z<%7C2,43> — Egy =Z(ni ")

b - Je

Fr9 = Zz<a1%> Fg g B3 = Zs(oni]),

where the matrix is a consequence of the second and third row of Table and
where the right vertical map is (0, 1) because ay 7! = a1 (03)T and e’ = aqw?
by (I57). By the commutative diagram a;(> maps to a non-zero element in
ngl, hence a1( is a generator of Fg o/ F7 9. Moreover, we have Fg g = Z% rather
than 74, as this would imply 2041% = a1(s, contradicting that «; has order 2,
while a;¢s # 0 in Q5P (K (Z,4)).

The final step of the filtration of Q§P™(MSO(4)) is obtained by adjoining
an element which maps to the generator of Ho(MSO(4),7) = Zy(wl). As wl
mod 2 = (@@3)7, any [X, M] € Q5P™(MSO(4)) with Sy w2(var)ws(var) # 0
generates Fy g/Fgg. Observe that n has this property. We have Fy ¢ = Zg, in
other words, we claim the extension problem 0 — Fgg9 — Fyo9 — Zo — 0 is
trivial: the other possibilities are Zo @ Z4 and Z4 & Z5 in which case n = 2041%
or n = 2a1(2 and by applying ¢, we would get ¢.(n) = 2 - ¢. (al%) =0 or
¢« (n) = 2¢«(a1(2) = 0, which contradicts ¢.(n) # 0, which we show next. This
completes the proof of Table B for MSO(4).

For this, observe that 7 has a natural lift to 7 € Q§P™(QMSO(4)); elements
of QSPIN(ON/SO(4)) are bordism classes [X, M] where X is a compact spin n-
manifold and M C X x 8! is a compact oriented (n — 4)-submanifold with
M N (X x {—1}) = 0. There is a commutative diagram

QP (QMSO(4)) — Q5P™(MSO(4))

JW)* l@x (15.11)
Q5P (QK (Z,4)) 5 Spin
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Observe that there is well-defined morphism Q§P™ (K (Z,3)) — Zs, [X, o] —

[+ @USq?(@). The image (Q¢).(7) in QgP™ (K (Z,3)) is given by X = (SU(3) x
)§) /S0(3) and the cohomology class a dual to the fundamental class of the Wu
manifold M, embedded as (SU(3) x {N})/SO(3). Since fSU(3 «5%)/50(3) @ U

Sq?(a = [y wavar) Uws(var) # 0, it follows that (Q¢).(7) # 0. Moreover,
the bottom horizontal map in (EIE:[I) is an isomorphism by Lemma in the
following section, so ¢.(n) # 0 and hence

¢ (n) = a1z (15.12)
n QSPIN(K(Z,4)).

15.3 Proofs of two technical lemmas

For a topological group G, recall the map x : ¥G — BG from (3.54). Write
H*(X) — H*"Y(XX), a+ a° for the suspension isomorphism.

Lemma 15.3. For n =8 and G = K(Z,3) the induced map QgP™ (K (Z,3))
Qgpin(EK(Z, 3)) X QQSpin(K(Z, 4)) s an isomorphism.

Proof. Let C be the mapping cone of x : XK (Z,3) — K(Z,4). To prove the
lemma, we will use the induced long exact sequence

1

- — OSPIN(DK(Z,3)) X5 QSPIN(K(Z,4)) 25 O5Pn(C) 25 - (15.13)

and determine Q,Slpin(C) using the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence. We
compute the Z3-(co)homology groups of C' using the long exact sequence

X AnN(SK(Z,3),Z,) < H(K(Z,4),Z5) <~ H"(C,Zs) +—
£ g (K(Z,3),75)

Recall H"(K(Z,4),Z5) from ([I5.2). The groups H"(K(Z,3),Z5) are shown in
(IZ2) below. Using x*(e4) = (d3)? and the fact that x* commutes with stable
cohomology operations, the long exact sequence implies H3(C,Zy) = Z,(c) for
the unique class ¢ sat1sfy1ng 75(€) = &3 and H'(C,Zs) = Z2(5(dsd5)?,b) for a
class b satisfying j*(b) = €,4&5. Moreover H™(C,Z3) = 0 for all other values 8 #
n < 9. To compute Sq° (¢), we will use the following lemma, which is applicable
since x can be identified with the canonical map ¥QK(Z,4) — K(Z,4). In the
notation of the lemma, we have d = &, and & = ds, hence Sq?(¢) is the image
of ds U Sq?(ds) = d3 U di under the suspension and codifferential, which is the
generator of H'9(C,Zs). Therefore, Sq*(¢) # 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
H,(C,Z5) 0 zy 73
H,(C,2) 0 7 7
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The E?-page of the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence ﬁp(C, Qspi“(*)) =
QEE;“(C) is shown in Figure I5.6l The only possible non-zero differential in
the region p + ¢ < 10 is d%o,m which by Proposition 2.5 is dual to the Steenrod

square Sq? : H3(C,Zy) — H'(C,Z5), hence non-zero. This leads to the E>-
page shown in Figure 5.7

Figure 15.6: E2-page of H,(C, Qqui“(*)) = QEEZH(C’), p+q<10

Figure 15.7: E*-page of H,(C; Q5P (x)) = QS}:;“(C), p+q<9
All extensions are trivial in Figure [5.7, so QSP™(C) = 0 for all 8 #n < 9.
By ([[5.13), the map . : Q5P™(2K(Z,3)) — Q5P™(K(Z,4)) is then surjective.
O

Lemma 15.4. Let x : QK — K be the map adjoint to idax : QK —
QK and form the mapping cone cofibre sequence YQK =5 K —Ls C. Let
de fl”(K, Z5), and suppose there is a unique class ¢ € fIQ"(C, Zs) satisfying
7*(¢) = d U d, whose Steenrod square we wish to compute.

Let € € H" Y (QK, Z5) be the unique class with & = x*(d). Then Sq*(¢) €
H?"t2(C,Z35) equals the image of Sq*(€) Ue € H?" (UK, Z5) under the suspen-
ston isomorphism and the co-differential of the mapping cone sequence,

H>(OK, Z5) -2 > Y(SQK, 7o) — H22(C, Z,).
Proof. View the one-point union KV K as the subcomplex (K x {x})U({*} x K)

of K x K. As the inclusion of a subcomplex is a cofibration, the mapping cone of
the inclusion is just the smash product KAK. There is a homotopy-commutative
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diagram whose rows are cofibre sequences

YOK —X 3 K J

b b e

KVEK — KxK —"5 KAK,

defined as follows. The map A’ is adjoint to the map QK — Q(K V K) that
sends a loop 7 : [0,1] — K, s — 7(s) to the concatenation of the loop (v(s),*)
with the loop (x,7(s)) in KV K. There is a homotopy {h;}¢cjo,1] : Aox ~ oA,
namely

(v(2%).%) if s € [0, 5],
ha() s (0(F5). v (B)ifs € [0 51,
(or(B8)) ifse [l

The map 70 A : K — K A K and the null-homotopy {70 ht}sepo,1] : o Aoy =~
moro A’ = x together induce a map A” : C'— K A K on the mapping cone (the
induced map on the mapping cone depends on the choice of null-homotopy).

Let 7: K A K — K A K be the map that exchanges the two factors of K.
Then 7o 7o h; defines another null-homotopy of To Ao x = Tomo Aoy whose
induced map on the mapping cone is simply To A” : C — K A K.

Observe that 5*(A”)*(d x d) = A*(d x d) = d?, in terms of the cross product
on (relative) cohomology, so ¢ = (A”)*(d x d) by the characterization of t. Using
the naturality and the Cartan formula for the Steenrod operations, we compute

Sq?(c) = (A")* Sq*(d x d) = (A")*(Sq*(d) x d + d x Sq*(d))
= (A")*(Sq*(d) x d) + (A")*7* (Sa*(d) x d).

As 7 (A")* = m*A* and g*(A")*7* = T*A*T* = m*A* we have 7* Sq*(c) = 0 in
Z3-cohomology, so from the long exact sequence of the mapping cone we know
that Sq*(c) is in the image of 6. We can write Sq*(c) in an explicit way as an
image under ¢ as follows. Let {k;};c[0,1] be the concatenation of the homotopy
{mohi}iepo,1) with the inverse homotopy {7 o7 o ht}iepo,1]- Then {ki}icio,1) is a
homotopy from the constant map QK — K A K to itself, so can be viewed as
amap k : X2QK — K A 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

(A")*(Sq®(d) x d) + (A")*7*(Sq*(d) x d) = 6k*(Sq*(d) x d).
It is not hard to see that k is homotopic to the map

idsl A idsl AA
= s

Y2O0K = S'AS'AQK S'AS'AQKAQK 2 S'AQKAS'AQK

XX K AK,

s0 k*(Sq*(d) x d) = (Sq*(e) U e)? and therefore Sq*(c) = 6(Sq*(e) Ue)?. O
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15.4 Computation of QSP"()/Spin(4))

15.4.1 Description of the (co)homology

As Spin(4) = Sp(1) x Sp(1), we have BSpin(4) = BSp(1) x BSp(1) and hence
H*(BSpin(4),Z) = Z[cf,c5 ] is a polynomial ring in two variables ci, the sec-
ond Chern classes of the spinor quaternionic line bundles ¥* — BSpin(4). Du-
ally, Hy(BSpin(4),Z) = Z{v5 ,7, ) is generated by homology classes {75 ,v5 }
dual to {cf,c; }. As the Z-(co)homology of BSpin(4) has no torsion, the Zo-
(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

H,(MSpin(4), Q5P (x)) = Q5P (M Spin(4)),

whose E2-page for p 4+ ¢ < 10 is shown in Figure 5.8

q
4 Z(aur)
2 Zo(a37)  Z2(ai(73)",0f(35)7)
1 Zo{onT)  Zz(an(33)" 1 (32)")
0 Z({r) Z((v)" ()"

1 g P

Figure 15.8: E%-page of H,(MSpin(4), Q5P (x)) = QZS)JI:;“(MSpin(ZL)),

p+q <10, which is also the E>-page for p + ¢ < 9.

All differentials vanish in this region, so this is also the F°°-page for p+q < 9.
Moreover, all extension problems are trivial.

15.4.3 Generators
Let n = 4. By Proposition we have an isomorphism Q5P™(MSpin(4)) —
Hy(MSpin(4),Z) = Z, [X,M] — [,,1 and it is easy to see that § — 1, hence J
generates Q5P (MSpin(4)).

Let n = 5,6. From Figure[I5.§ we see that the generators in dimensions 5, 6
are obtained from the generator of QP™ (MSpin(4)) by multiplication by o, a2,
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Let n = 8. Observe that [B.I3) is a well-defined morphism which, by
Rokhlin’s theorem [66, p.89], takes values in Z3. It is easy to check that ([B.15)
maps (1 — (—1,0,0), (2 — (0,1,0), and ¢} — (0,0, —1), where we note that ¢}
is obtained from (3 by exchanging the two normal spinor bundles and reversing
the orientation on M. As QSP™(MSpin(4)) = 7% and BI5) maps to a basis, it
follows that BI5) an isomorphism and that ¢1, ¢, ¢, generate Qg P™ (M Spin(4)).

Let n = 9. From Figure [[5.8 we see that the generator in dimension 9 is

obtained from the generator in dimension 8 by multiplication with «y. This
completes the proof of Table B for MSpin(4).

15.5 Computation of Q5P ()/U(2))
15.5.1 Description of the (co)homology

Recall that H*(BU(2),Z) = Z[c1, ¢2] is a polynomial ring on the Chern classes.
Write v1 € Ho(BU(2),Z) and vy, € Hy(BU(2),Z) for the homology classes dual
to ¢1 and co. This gives the following table of (co)homology groups.

p 0,1,3,5 2 4 6
Hy(BU(2), 2) 0 Z(m) ZOhie)  Z(R )
H?(BU(2),2) 0 Zic1)  Z{(c3,ca) Z{(c3,c1ca
H,(BU(2),75) 0 Zy(M) 7231, %2)  Za(3P, 172)
H?(BU(2),7Z5) 0 Zo(er)  Z2(E3,6)  72(E,616)

The (co)homologies of the Thom space MU(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 « : BU(2) — BSO(4), which
acts on Z- and Zs-cohomology by

K*:p1— 3 — 2cy, K" e r— co, K W3 +— 0,
* * *

K™ :Wq —> C1, K" g — 0, K® 1 W4 —> Co.

From this we deduce the action of k on Z- and Zs-homology to be

. . A2 . .

Ky 1771 > w2, Ky 1Y) > T, Ky @ Y2 —> —2m + €, Ky 171 > We,
. / .5 ~ .52 —2 .~ -
Rs 1 M17Y2 V7 Wey  Kx @Y1 > W2, K 2701 > W3, Ry 1 Y2 V> Wa,
.53 -3 A o
Ry 1 Y] V> Wo, Rx 1 Y1772 > Wal4.

The inclusion U(2) < SO(4) induces a map p : MU(2) — MSO(4). As k,pu
commute with the Thom isomorphism, we see that u acts on homology by

: AT T (A2\T T
Wy i T — T, T T AT s (75) —

e iy — =21 +eT, e ()T o wi, e ()" o W

Wi i T —> T, TR =" e s (FHT — (@2)T

)

. =T —T
Mt Yg = Wy

135



15.5.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

Consider the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence

H,(MU(2), Q3P (x)) = QPR (MU(2)),

whose E2-page for p + ¢ < 10 is shown in Figure [5.91 Since p : MU(2) —
MSO(4) induces a morphism of the spectral sequences, we can compare Figures
54 and I5.9] to see that

dg,o(ﬁ[) =T, d%,o =0, d%o,o((Wf)T) = 0‘17127 d%o,o((%%)T) =0.
The differentials d§ | = dg 5o pa, d3 ; = d3 oo p2 are obtained by composing with
the reduction modulo two. This leads to the E3-page of the spectral sequence

for p+ ¢ <9, as in Figure [[5.10

q

0 Z() Z{y{) ()" ZOD)T ()T

1 6 3 T

Figure 15.9: E2-page of H,(MU(2), Q5P (x),) = QS}:;“(MU(Q)), p+q<10

There are no higher differentials (for reasons of degree), and the spectral
sequence collapses at the E3-page. Hence Figure is also the E*°-page
for p+ ¢ < 9. The only non-trivial extension problem is in dimension n = 8,
where Q5P (MU(2)) could be either Z3 or Z3 @ Z,. Consider the classifying
map ¢ : MU(2) — K(Z,4) of the Thom class. By definition, ¢*(eq) = ¢, so
¢*(es) = ¢*(Sq*(€4)) = Sq*(t) = wy Ut = & U, by [I5.8). Hence the induced
map ¢, from Figure to Figure maps a7 — agey and oy — ale.
Let F,, be the filtration of QSPIn(MU(2)) whose associated graded modules
are given by the F°°-page shown in Figure Then ¢ induces a map of
extensions

0 —— Fuig 2 Z{auT) Fsg Zy(aiyf) —— 0
oo [P
0—— F478 = Z<O{4€4> F6,8 ZQ<O{%€’6> — 0,
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4 Z{ayT)
2 0 Z5(a37T)
1 0 0 Zy(n73)
0 Z(T) z2vf)  Z(() )
T 6 g P

Figure 15.10: E3-page of H,(MU(2), Q5P (x),) = QZS)JI:;“(MU(Q)), p+q<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 F6,8 > [ss =2 Z by (I50).
The group QgP™(MU(2)) = Fy g is thus an extension of Eg) = 7%by Fos 2 Z,
which must be Z3.

15.5.3 Generators

Let n = 4. By Proposition we have an isomorphism Q5P™(MU(2)) —
Hy(MU(2),Z) = Z, [X,M] — [,,1 and it is easy to see that § — 1, hence J
generates Q3P (MU(2)).

Let n = 6. By Proposition L8 we have an injective map Q5™ (MU(2)) —
Hg(MU(2),2Z) = Z, [X,M] ~ [,, c1(var) with cokernel Z;. We have & — 2, so
this is the generator of Q§P™(MU(2)).

Let n = 8. Observe that (3I3) is a well-defined morphism that maps ¢;
(1,0,0), Ca — (0,1,0), ¢, = (0,0,1). As QP™(MU(2)) = 7* and BI3) maps
to a basis, the map (B.I3) must be an isomorphism and take values in Z3.
Moreover, it follows that ¢y, Ca, ¢ generate QgP™(MU(2)).

Let n = 9. From Figure we see that the generator in dimension 9 is
obtained by multiplying the generator (o (detected by [X, M] — [, c2(var),
corresponding to 75 € E§%) by ai. Hence QP (MU(2)) = Zo(aila). This
complete the proof of Table Bl for MU(2).

15.6 Computation of QSP™()/SU(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 v € Hy(BSU(2),Z) be dual to cz. 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

H,(MSU(2), 287" (+)) — Q5P (MSU(2),

p+q

whose E?-page for p 4+ ¢ < 10 is shown in Figure [5.111

q
4 Z{oyT)
2 Z5(aiT)  Zx(ai7;)
1 Zolan 7y Za{an”d)
0 Z() Z{vy)
1 g 7P

Figure 15.11: E%-page of H,(MSU(2), Q5P (x)) = Q5P (MSU(2)), p+¢< 10.
All differentials vanish in this region, so the E2-page is also the E°°-page for
p+q<9. All extensions are trivial in this region.

15.6.3 (Generators

Let n = 4. By Proposition we have an isomorphism Q5P™(MSU(2)) —
Hy(MSU(2),Z) = Z, [X,M] — [,,1 which maps § — 1, hence § generates
Q5P (MSU(2)).

Let n = 8. Observe that (BI0) is a well-defined morphism which, by
Rokhlin’s theorem [66, p. 89], takes values in Z2. It is easy to check that
G o~ (1,0), ¢ — (0,1). Since Q5P™(MSU(2)) = 7% and @I0) maps to a
basis, the map (3I0) must be an isomorphism. Moreover, it follows that (1, (s
generate Q5P (MSU(2)).

Let n = 9. From Figure [5.11] we see that the generator in dimension 9 is
obtained from the generator (> (which is detected by [ s C2(var), corresponding
to g% = Z(y3 )) by multiplication with o. This proves Table Bl for MSU(2).

138



15.7 Computation of QSPi"(K(Z,,4))
15.7.1 Description of the (co)homology

The integer cohomology groups of K(Z3,4) 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 (Z,¢,n), which implies
the integer cohomology groups, but the result is somewhat complicated. For
convenience, we present here an elementary calculation in degrees < 10.

For this we begin with the Zs-cohomology of K(Z2,4), which was described
by Serre [85]. Let f} € H*(K(Z2,4),75) be the primary class as in §23. The
Z5-cohomology is then a polynomial algebra on generators

Fio 5 =Sd"(f1), f&é=Sd*(f1), fr=Sd*(f), fs =Sa’>Sq' (1),
fs =Sa®Sa' (f1), fo=9Sa*Sd"(f1), fio=Sa*Sa*(f1), ...

This determines H"(K(Zy,4),Z5) for all n < 10. Dually, H, (K (Zs,4),75)
2

are generated as groups by homology classes @}, @5, ..., @s, (@})*, again using

Notation 5.1l These groups are recorded in (I517) and (I5.19).

Proposition 15.5. For each n € N, the reduced cohomology H*(K(Z2,n),7)
consists entirely of elements of order 28 with k > 1.

Proof. We can equivalently prove that the localization H*(K(Z3,n), 7)) at
the prime 2 vanishes. This is proved by induction.

For the base case, recall that K(Zs,1) ~ RP™ and that H*(RP*>,Z) is
generated as a ring by an element of order two. In particular, H*(K (Zs,1), Z)2)
vanishes. For the inductive step, consider the Serre spectral sequences of the
path space fibration

K(Za,n) ~ QK (Zy,n+1) — PK(Za,n+1) — K(Z2,n+1).
Since localization is an exact functor, it induces a spectral sequence
HP(K (Z2,n +1); HI(K (Z,n), Z)(2)) = HP*4(PK(Zs,n+1),Z) ().
The path space PK(Zz,n + 1) is contractible, H*(K(Z2,n), 7)) vanishes
in positive degree by the inductive hypothesis, and H°(K (Z5,n), 7)) = Z2).
Therefore the E>-page of the spectral sequence reduces to a single row

EYY = HP(K(Za,n+1),Z(5)) = HP (K (Z2,n + 1),Z) (3

and, in particular, degenerates at the Fs-page. Hence ﬁp(K(Zg, n+1), Z)(Q) =
HP(PK(Zy,n +1), Z)(2y = 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 Z,-coefficients
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and the rational cohomology. For each prime p, the short exact sequence of
coefficients

0 7 7 7, 0
induces an exact couple (see McCleary [71], p.37])

H*(X,Z)

— H*(X,7)

[1] /
Bp Pp

By = H*(X,Z,)

where /3, increases the degree by 1. The spectral sequence is singly graded, the
first page being Ef = HY(X,Z,), di = pp © Bp. The higher pages are obtained
iteratively by forming derived couples. After r iterations, the exact couple takes
the form

’“H*(X Z) P H*(X,Z)

ﬂp ()
’I"+1;

where E, 41 consists of elements © € H*(X,Z,) such that §,(z) is divisible by
p", modulo classes of the form x = p, (B,(y)/p®) for 0 < s < r—1landy €
H*7Y(X,Z,) with ,(y) divisible by p*. The differential is d,1+1 = p,(8,/p").

Moreover, there is one summand Z,- in H*(X, Z) for each summand Z, in
the image of the r-th differential d, : E, — E,; if y generates the Z, summand
and d,(z) = y, then B,(z)/p"~! generates the summand Z,- in H*(X,Z). A
class © € H*(X,Z,) that survives to the E,-page corresponds to an infinite
cyclic summand Z(8,(z)) in H*(X,Z). Moreover, py(8y(z)) = di(z). In this
way one reconstructs the entire integral cohomology of X.

With this background in place, we now calculate H* (K (Z3,4),7Z). By Propo-
sition it suffices to consider the prime p = 2. By (ZI0]) the first differential
is the Steenrod operation Sq' = py o B5. The Adem relation @I5) allows the
computation of the action of Sq* on all classes (I5.17):

fi= fs, f5 0, fo = I,
Jr—0, fre fs, fa 0,
20, forr f2, fifs = 13,
flo = fu, fafs = fsfe + fafq, f2=0.

Hence ES = Zo(f?), EY = Zo(fi + fifs), and EY = 0 for 8,9 # ¢ <
10. Moreover, the image of the first differential gives rise to Zs-summands in
H*(K(Z3,4),7) on generators

fs=8a(f).  fr=Saz(fi),  fs=SazSd'(fa),  f3,
where we recall Sq, from [2I7). We claim that
dy(f%) = fo + fafs, (15.14)
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which implies that HY(K (Z3,4),7) is isomorphic to Z4, and that the Bockstein
spectral sequence degenerates on the Fs-page. Recall the Pontrjagin square

from §2.3

Lemma 15.6. (a) 52(f?) = 264P(fi).  (b) p2(BaP(f5)) # 0.
(c) d5(fi2) # 0, hence (I514) holds.

Proof. (a) Consider the commutative diagram

0 7" 7" .7, 0
lﬁ’a lid lﬁg
0 7" 7”2 7, 0.

By the naturality of the Bockstein homomorphism with respect to short exact
coefficient sequences, we have 284 = 2 0 p2, which implies

2B4P(f1) = BapaP(f1) = Ba(f1).

(b) The proof is by contradiction, so suppose that psB4P(f;) = 0. Then the
cohomology operation

p2ofsoP: HY(X,Zs) — H(X,Z5) (15.15)

vanishes for every topological space X. The commutative diagram

0 77— 72 47, 0
bbb
0 7" 7" .7, 0

and the naturality of the Bockstein homomorphism imply 84 o fic = (2. By
applying ps o 84 to Definition 2TT(b), we find that

p20PBaoP(T+Y)=pzoBaoP(Z)+ p2ofaoP(y)+p2oPsofiz(TUY)
= p2of10fi2(TUY) = p2 0 f2(TUY) = Sq' (T UY).

Since we have assumed that the operation (I5.15]) vanishes, the left hand side of
the above equation vanishes which implies Sq* (Z Ug) = 0 for every topological
space X and 7,9 € H*(X,Zy). This, however, is false: for example, take
X = K(Z3,4) x K(Z2,4) and & = f; x 1,y =1 x f;. Then

Sa'(@ug) =Sa' (fix f1) = fs x fi+ fix 5 #0 € H'(X, Z>).

(c) By (a), B1P(fi) = Ba(fi?)/2, s0 d5(fi?) = p2(Bu4P(fi)) and this class is
non-zero by (b). O
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We thus find that the Z4-summand in H?(K(Zz,4),7) is generated by

fo = B4P(f1),

and this class satisfies 2fg = B2(f;?) and pa(fo) = fo + fifs. This completes
the calculation of HY(K(Z3,4),7) for ¢ < 10, recorded in (I5.IG]).

Dually, we obtain the Z-homology of K(Zs,4) from the homological Bock-
stein spectral sequence. This leads to Zs-summands in H,(K(Zz2,4),Z) gener-
ated by ¢4, 06, %, 05, V1o, P and a class g € Hg(K (Z2,4), Z) that generates
a Z4-summand such that pa(@s) = (¢4)?. This is recorded in (I5.I8).

n 5 7 8 9 100346 o0
H"(K(Z2,4),Z) | Z2(f5) Zo(f7) Z2(fs) Za(fo) Z2(f2) 0 '
n 47 57 67 7 _ 78 _
H™M(K(Z2,4),72)| Zo(f1) Z2(fs) Za(f&) Zo2(fz, [7) Z2(fs, (f1)?)
9 10 0-3
T i) Tl T 73 0 (15.17)
n 4 6 7 8 9 10
H,\(K(Z2,4),2) | Z2(0y) Z2{ps) Za(wr) Za(Ps) Za(py) Z2(@'g, ©4¥6)
073,5 (15.18)
n 4 5 6 7 8
H,\ (K (Z2,4),75)| Z5(@}) ZalPs) Za(p) Z2(p7,8%) Z2(@s, (24)%)
9 10 0-3
2 (5 R Y e - R (15.19)

15.7.2 Computation of the spectral sequence
Consider the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral sequence

Hy (K (Z2,4), Q5P () = Q" (K (Z2,4)).

The E?-page of the spectral sequence is given by (I5.18) and (I5.19). By Propo-
sition 2.5 the differentials on the E2-page can be deduced from

Sq2(fi):féu Sq2(f5):f’§u Sq2(fé):f87
Sa*(fr) = fs Sq*(f7) =0,
which results in the E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure [5.12
along with all possibly non-zero higher differentials.
We claim that d3;, = 0, dg; = 0, and d3 , # 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 ¢ : K(Z,4) — K(Z3,4),
unique up to homotopy, with ¢*(f;) = €4. Then ¢ maps the Z-homology by

/ ! / 2 =
€4 Py, €6 Py €4 ? 19087 (15 20)
/ / / / / :
€8 —— Oa €10 — P10;  €4€e — PaPs,
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Figure 15.12: E®-page of H,(K(Z2,4), Q5P (x)) = QOPI (K (Z,,4)),

p+q<10. We will show that d3 , # 0 and d3, , = 0.

and the Zs-homology by

Gr— @y & @ G P 1591
@ @ B Plo @l — P 1520

Now ([I5.4) maps both classes to a?é7, ¢ maps €7 — @7, and a@7 vanishes
in the quotient group E?, as in Figure Since 1 maps eqef — )i and
€ho = ¢l we find d3; o = 0 in Figure [5.120 Moreover, we have dg ; = 0 for the
spectral sequence of K(Z,4) and since ¢ maps é; to @/ this implies dg ; = 0.

Finally, we claim d%z = 0. For this we compare the filtrations of the spectral
sequences for K(Z,4), see (I5.H), and K(Z2,4). Assume by contradiction that
d3, =0, so B = Z5 for the spectral sequence of K(Z5,4). Then 1 would
induces a map of filtrations

Z{ages) Z5{a?e)) Zo (a1 E7) Z(2)DZ3(es) o
0 C Fag™7 C Fog™7 C Frg=7 C Fyg= Q"™ (K(Z,4)) =72

0C Fjg=Zy —————— Fig=7, C Fig=0""(K(Z2,4)).
Z2(eal) Z4(ps)

As ¢ maps e4 — ), the far left vertical map is non-zero. On the other hand,
the generator of Fy g becomes divisible by 4 in F7 g while Fj ¢ = F7 ¢, s0 ¢ maps
the generator to zero, a contradiction. Hence d3, # 0. We thus obtain the
E*-page shown in Figure[I5.13]in the range p + ¢ < 9. All extension problems
are trivial.

Moreover, by comparing Figures [[5.3 and and using (I520), (I521)
we see that the map 1, : Q5P (K (Z,4)) — QSPIn(K(Z,,4)) is surjective for
all n < 9. In particular, § and a ¢y generate Q5P (K (Z,,4)) for n = 3,9.
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1 Z>{cr @2)
0 Z5(p}y) Z4(Ps)
I 1 g 7

Figure 15.13: E>-page of H, (K (Z,,4), QSPin(x)) = QSE;“(K(ZQ, 4)), p+¢<9.

We know that Q§P™ (K (Z3,4)) = Z4, where the isomorphism is given by the
Pontrjagin square, [X, @] — [ P(@). As in Definition 2.IT)(c), if & can be lifted
to integral cohomology class, then [, P(a) = [, «Ua mod 4. Now (3.I9) maps
Co = (1,0) and (3 — (0,1), hence [, P(a) =1 for ¢ and [, P(a) = 0 for (3.
This proves that Q5P™ (K (Zy,4)) = Z4(¢2) and proves Table Bl for K (Zy,4).

15.8 Proof of Theorem [3.7i(b)

The generators in Table 3.l have already been verified in §I5.IH{T5.7, so it only
remains to prove (&1).

Using B.I3), one finds that Qgpi“(M{u) - Qgpi“(MU(z)) maps (1 — 2.
Similarly, (317) shows that Qgp‘“(MU(z)) — QFP™(MSO(4)) maps & — 2.

We prove % — 0 in QFP™(K(Z,4)) using the isomorphism (3I9), whose
components we can rewrite using the fact that « is Poincaré dual to M as

/XaUa = /Me(VM),

o[PS 5] [ L
— [ DR 2 o),

Now (BIT) maps % + (1,0,0), which implies [, e(var) =0, [, p1(var) = 0,
so the isomorphism (BI9) maps % to zero, as claimed.

We have already shown 7 — a1y in Q5P™(K(Z,4)) in ([5.12).

We prove ¢4 — & + (o + 4G in QgP™(MSO(4)). From Sy c2(5F) =0 and
Jare2(37) = —1wefind [y, e(var) = [y c2(55) —c2(,) = Tand [y, pi(var) =
=2 [, c2(E5) =2 [, c2(2)) =2, so BID) maps ¢5 — (1,1,4).

We prove 30 in Q5P™ (K (Z2, 4)) using the isomorphism [X, &)+ [, P(a)
from (B2ZI). By Definition ZTT|(c), if & can be lifted to integral cohomology
class, then [, P(a) = [y o Uamod4. Now [BIJ) maps (3 — (0,1), hence
fX P(C_L) = 0 for <3.
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15.9 Proof of Theorem [B3.1](c)

We prove ai¢; = 0 in Q§P™(M{1}). As M{1} = 8%, the suspension isomor-
phism gives Q5P (M{1}) = Q5P™(S%) = QFP™(x) = 0 by Table 22 hence
a1(y =0 in Q§P™(M{1}).

We prove al% = 0 in Q§P™(MU(2)). The upper horizontal map in the
commutative diagram

QP (MU(2)) —— QFP™(MSO(4))

[ [
Q5P (MU(2)) —— QFP™(MSO(4))
maps <2—1 — 2%. Therefore, the image of al% in Qgpin(MSO(él)) is aﬂ%1 =
(2041)%1 = 0, since a3 has order two. As the bottom horizontal map is injective
by Table B} this proves gl% =0 in Q§P™(MU(2)).
We prove o (s = 0 in Q5P™(MU(2)). According to (3.7) the upper horizon-
tal map in the commutative diagram

QP (MU(2)) — Q5P (K (Z2,4))

2 b

QP (MU(2)) —— QP™ (K (Z2,4))

maps (3 — 0, 50 ails = 0 in Q5P (K (Z3,4)). Since the lower horizontal map
is an isomorphism by Table Bl we conclude that a;¢s = 0 in Q5P™(MU(2)).

16 Proof of Theorem 3.3

16.1 Construction of maps

The construction of the maps appearing in Theorem will use the K-theory
groups Kr(X;A) over the fields F = R, C, or H, which we therefore briefly
review. These were originally constructed by Bott [I0]. As in [66, §I.9], for a
well-behaved subspace A C X of a topological space, a class in K¢(X; A) can
be represented by a chain complexes of F-vector bundles

g vo 4yt 4, dyn dz =0, (16.1)

over X such that the restriction &[4 is exact. The precise conditions under
which two chain complexes represent the same element [¢] in Kp(X; A) are a
little intricate, see [60, §1.9]. We only note the following special cases:

e If (TG is exact over the entire space X, then [{] = 0.
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e If all differentials vanish, then [¢] = Y1 (—=1)![V?] in K§(X;A), where
[V'#] denotes the K-theory class defined by the complex of length zero.

Depending on the field, set

O =colimO(n) ifF =R,
Gr =(U=colimU(n) ifF =C,
Sp = colim Sp(n) if F =H.

These are topological groups with classifying spaces BGy and they represent
the Kr-theory groups in terms of sets of homotopy classes of pointed maps:

o

Kr(X;A) — [X/A,BGr x Z]°,  [¢] — [(fe, vdimg)]
In particular, every complex & as in (IG.I]) has a classifying map
fe: 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 p : H — SO(k) defines a Thom space MH = D,/S,, where S, C D,
are the unit sphere and unit disk subbundles of the tautological rank k vector
bundle 7 : E, — BH; we write 7 also for the projection D, — BH of the unit
disk bundle. As above, a chain complex of F-vector bundles ¢ over D, such
that the restriction §|g, is exact has a classifying map

f& MH — BG. (16.2)

The maps in Theorem B3(a)—(c) will be classifying maps of certain chain
complexes ¢H of vector bundles over M H. In ([I6.3), (I6.5), (I6.7) 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 S, = ESp(1) is contractible, we have MSp(1) = D,/S, ~ D, ~
BSp(1), which proves Theorem B3(a). As this proof does not generalize to
parts (b), (¢) and does not show formula (3.24]), we give another proof.

If p: Sp(1) — SO(4) is the inclusion, then 7 : E, — BSp(1) is a quaternionic
line bundle. Let H be the trivial quaternionic line bundle. Define a complex
£5p(1) of vector bundles over D, by

™ (H) —— 7(E,), (16.3)

(x,q) —— (z,q2),

using the scalar multiplication of H on E,. As indicated, 7*(H) is placed in
degree —1 and 7*(E,) in degree 0. Since (I6.3) is an isomorphism over points
with  # 0, the restriction £5P(1)] s, is exact. We obtain a classifying map

75 MSp(1) — BSp(1) C BSp. (16.4)
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As indicated, the map has image in BSp(1) = BSU(2) since fESp(l) is just the
classifying map of the quaternionic line bundle 7*(E,) — D, with the framing
(I63). We prove Theorem B3[a) in §16.2.7] below.

(b) If p : U(2) — SO(4) is the inclusion, then m : E, — BU(2) is a complex
vector bundle of rank 2. Define £€Y(?) to be the chain complex

[_1] [0] [1]
T A E,) —— m*AN(E,) — 7 A%(E,), (16.5)
(2, )) —— (z,\x),

(z,0) ——— (z,2 A ).

The degrees are as indicated, with 7*A'(E,) = E, in degree zero. It is easy to
see that §U(2)|5p is exact, so we obtain a classifying map

&% MU(2) — BSU c BU. (16.6)

As indicated, this map factors over BSU since (ng<2))*(01) = 0. This fact and
Theorem [33|b) are proved in §I6.2.2 below.

Moreover, if we regard a quaternionic line bundle as a vector bundle with

structure group SU(2) C U(2), then the complexes (I6.3) and (I6.5) are quasi-
isomorphic and therefore have homotopic classifying maps.
(c) If p : Spin(4) — SO(4) is the double cover, then E, — 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 ¥ — BSpin(4) and an isomorphism ¢ : E, — Homy(X,,X}), the
Clifford multiplication. Define £5P™*) to be the chain complex

[=1] [0]

(D) —— 7 (), (16.7)

(@, 9) —— (2, ¢ (¥)),

of H-vector bundles over D,. Since ¢, : ¥, — E:j is an isomorphism when
x # 0, we find that ¢5Pin(4)| s, is exact. We thus obtain a classifying map

FPY - 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 E;‘ = E,, ¥, = H and Clifford multiplication

[IE3), then the complexes (IG3) and ([IE7) coincide.
We prove Theorem B3(c) in §16.2.3] below.

(d) In this case, the map is constructed differently: Bott—Samelson [11] show
that m3(Fg) = Z and m,(Fs) = 0 for all 3 # n < 15, so m4(BEs) 2 w3(Eg) = Z
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and m,(BEg) & m,_1(Eg) = 0 for all 4 # n < 16. By the Hurewicz Theorem,
H*(BFEs,7) = Hom(n4(BFEsg), Z) = 7 and the generator of this group is a degree
four cohomology class, which is classified by a map (see §2.3)

f:BEs — 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. I1.6].

Theorem 16.1 (Whitehead). Let f: X — Y be a cellular map between simply-
connected CW complezes. Suppose that for all coefficients Z,, with p > 0, the
map f*: H*(Y,Z,) — H*(X, Z,) 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 (I6.2]), we
need to compute the pullbacks (ng)*(a) of cohomology class a € H*(BGrF, R),
where R = 7, is a commutative ring. We can use a to define a characteristic
class

Ke(X;A) — HY(X; A,R),  &—alf) = (f) ().

Let s : BH — MH be the composition of the zero section of D, with the
projection onto M H. By the Thom isomorphism (Z23]), we can write

(ff) (@) = a(§) =7 () U (16.10)
for some class b € H*(BH, R). By applying s* to (I6.10), we see that b satisfies
a(s*(§)) =bUe (16.11)

for the Euler class e = s*(¢) of the vector bundle E,. In each of the cases
I63), @65), and ([I6.7), the pullback s* () has zero differentials, hence s*(£) =
S o(=1)i[s* (V)] in K¢(BH). This will allow us to compute a(s*(§)) using a
Whitney sum formula and we can then read off the value of b in (IGIT]) (there
will be a unique such b in each case) and hence determine (TG.I0).

16.2.1 Proof of Theorem [B.3|(a)
To prove that (I6.4]) is a homotopy equivalence, we will show that

(fSP(l))* : H*(BSU(2),Z) — H*(MSp(1),2) (16.12)

is an isomorphism in all degrees. Since the cohomology groups on either side
are torsion-free, this implies isomorphisms in Z,-cohomology, and Theorem [[6.1]
then shows that f?p(l) is a homotopy equivalence. We have H*(BSU(2),7Z) =
Z[co). By the Thom isomorphism, we (additively) have H*(MSp(1),7Z) =
m*Z[ca(E,)]t. As for all complex vector bundles, the Euler class e = s*(t) =
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c2(E,) is the top degree Chern class. We calculate the pullback (fSp(l)) (ch)
of a = c§ using ([6.10) and (I6.I0). As s*(¢) = [E,] — [H], we have

a(s™(§)) = 02([EP] o [E])k = 02(Ep)k = C2(Ep)k71 Ue,

hence
(fSp 1)) (h) =m"ca(Ey)F Ut forallk>1

In particular, (I6.I2) is an isomorphism, and the above equations also prove

E2.

16.2.2 Proof of Theorem B.3|(b)
To prove that (I6.0) is 10-connected, we will show that

(f&®)": H*(BSU,Z) — H*(MU(2),2) (16.13)

is an isomorphism in all degrees < 9 and a monomorphism in degree 10. Since
the cohomology groups on either side are torsion-free, this implies that fU(2

induces also an 1som0rph1sms 1n this range with Z,-coeflicients, so TheoremlﬂE[I

completes the proof that fg is 10-connected.
Using the Thom isomorphism ([2.23]), we can describe the cohomology groups
on either side of (I6.13) in low dimensions as follows:

| H*(BSU,Z) H*(MU(2),2)
4 C2 t
6 C3 *
8 | e 63 7T*[C( )]h “lea(Ep)]t
10 | c5, cac3 m*[es(Ep)t, 7 [ (Bp)ea(Ep)lt, m*[e1(Ep)°Jt

To calculate (I6.13)), we use (I6.10) and (IEII). As E, is a complex vector
bundle, e = c2(E,) for its Euler class. Write ¢ =1+ ¢ + ¢2 + ... for the total
Chern class. As s*(§) = —[AY(E,)] + [AY(E,)] — [A%(E,)] in KQ(BU(2)), the
Whitney sum formula implies

* _ (B
O )

_l+a (Ep) + c2(Ep)
B I+a (Ep)

=1+ [1 —c1(Ep) +e1(Ey)? — (B, +.. } e.

Hence, comparing terms in each degree, we find

(D) () = (D' m*ea(Bp) 2 Ut forall k> 2
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In particular, (fg@))*(cl) = 0, which was claimed above. Combined with (2:25])
we find from this also

(D) (B) = (££P) (c2)? = 12 = 7 [ea (B,
(fe (2)) (cac3) = (fg@))*(cz)(fg@))*(cs) = —71*[c1(E,)ca(E,)]t.

Referring back to the table of the cohomology groups in low dimension, these
formulas show that ( fEU (2))* is an isomorphism in all dimension < 9 and a
monomorphism in dimension 10. Therefore, the Whitehead Theorem completes
the proof, and the above formulas also prove (3.20).

16.2.3 Proof of Theorem B.3(c)
To prove that ([I6.8) is 12-connected, we will show that

(fE7™ )" H*(BSp, Z) — H*(MSpin(4),2) (16.14)

is an isomorphism in all degrees < 12. Since the cohomology groups on either
side are torsion-free, this implies that fSpm(4) induces also an isomorphisms

in this range with Z,-coefficients, so Theorem [I6.1] completes the proof that

fgspi“(‘l) 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*(BSI%Z):Z[QM‘]%L qi = (_1)1021
The cohomology of MSpin(4) was determined in §I5.4.T] namely
H*(MSpin(4),Z) = 7* H*(BSpin(4),Z) Ut = Z[m* (ca(X))), m* (ca(X,))] U,

where t € H*(MSpin(4),7) is the Thom class and Eff are the spinor bundles
on BSpin(4). In low degrees, the cohomology is therefore as follows.

| H*(BSp,Z) H*(MSpin(4),7)

4 q1 t
8 | ai, a2 T le (BN e ()l
12 | 7 quazs g3 7 [ea(B)°E o [ea(B5)%]t, m[e2(BF)ea(B5)]E

To calculate (I6.14), we use (I6.10) and (I6.I1). Since W = Homy (X, , )

we have e = c2(X}) — co(X,) for the Euler class. Write ¢ =141 +¢2 +... for
the total symplectic Pontrjagin class. As s*(§) = —[2,] + [£] in quaternionic
K-theory, the Whitney sum formula for symplectic Pontrjagin classes, see [15]
Th. 4.1(iii)] implies
. 1— (X))

q(s*(£)) = -

P

ot — L e tea@)’ +. Jue,
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so by ([IGI0) we find
(f ) (@) = 9(&) =1 =7 [1+e2(5,) + ea(2,)? + ... UL,
By comparing degrees, we find
(f?pin(4))*(%) = % [02(2;)’“*1] u't, for all k > 1,
which, combined with (2:25]), gives
Spin *
(7Y (a)
(ffpln(4))*(q%) —1*[e2(55)? = 2e2(SF)ea(S))) + e2(27)?] U,
(f§p1n<4))*(qlq2) = [e2(S)ea(B,) — ea(8,)? Ut

These formulas show that (I6.14) is an isomorphism in all degrees < 12, and

also prove ([B.28)).

16.2.4 Proof of Theorem [B.3|(d)

t* =n*(e)Ut = 7" [CQ(E:) —ca(¥,)]ut,

By construction, ma(f) : ma(BEg) — ma(K(Z,4)) is an isomorphism. As
(K (Z,4)) = 0 for all 4 # n, we conclude that the map (I6.9) is 16-connected,
which proves Theorem B3(d) and (330).

17 Proof of Theorem

The proof follows the same strategy outlined at the beginning of §I51 Theorem
B5(a),(d) are proved in §JIZ.IHIT.H and Theorem B5(b),(c) in §I7.17

17.1 Computation of Q5P (K(Z,3))
17.1.1 Description of the (co)homology

We continue to use Notation (5.1l By Theorem 210, H*(K(Z,3),Z2), * <9,
has generators ds, d, dy satisfying

di =S8q’(ds),  dy =Sq*oSq*(ds). (17.1)
Since Sq'(ds) = 0 as H*(K(Z,3),Z5) = 0 and Sq® 0 Sq® = Sq® 0 Sq* by (2I7),

Sq*(d5) = 0.
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The Z-homology groups H,,.;(K(Z,n),Z) are computed by Breen—-Mikhailov—
Touzé [12, App. B] for n < 11 and ¢ < 10. This leads to the following tables.

n 01,246 3 5 7 8 9 10
f{n(K(Z,fS),Z) 0 Z(03) Z2(0L) Z3(07) Z2(030%) Z2{d4) Z3(d10)

n 0,1,2,45,7 3 6 8
- (17.2)
H"(K(Z,3),2) 0 Z(d3) Zo(d3) Zs(ds) Za(d3)

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

Ho(K(Z,3),Z5) | 0 Z3(55) Zo(0L) Z(32) Zo(850%) Zo(63,8h)

n 0,1,2,47 3 5 6 8 9
H™(K(Z,3),7) 0 Zy(ds) Zo(ds) Zo(d3) Zo(dsds) Zo(d3,dy)

17.1.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

The groups (I7.2) determine the E?-page of the Atiyah—Hirzebruch spectral
sequence

H,(K(Z,3), Q5P (x)) = QSPI"(K(Z,3)) (17.3)

for p 4+ ¢ < 9. Proposition yields the differentials on the E2?-page, and this
leads to the E3-page shown in Figure[[Z.1l The only possible higher differentials
dy , with p+q <9, r >3 are dj o, di, and dj ;. We will show that d3, =0
and that d§ ; is an isomorphism.

4 | Z(cubs)  Zolaudl)
2
1
0 Z(53)
3 5 3 7 8 9 P

Figure 17.1: E*-page of H,(K(Z,3), Q5PI"(x)) = QS}:;’“(K(Z, 3),p+q¢<9

Let
x:2XK(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 H?3(K(Z,3),Z) = H*(XK(Z,3),Z). We can compose the
morphism of spectral sequence (ZI0) with x. to get a morphism

OSPin(K(7,3)) = OSPIN(SK(2,3)) X5 Q5P (K (2, 4)) (17.4)
and a morphism of spectral sequences. In particular, we get a morphism from
Figure 7.1l to On the E?-page this is just the suspension isomorphism
in ordinary homology and thus maps d; — €, on the E2-page of the spectral
sequence. Dually on cohomology it maps e4 — ds, and thus maps é4 — ds on
mod 2 reductions. The induced action on Zj-cohomology preserves Steenrod
squares, so by (I5.0) and (IZ.) it maps € — d5. Dually, on Zs-homology it
maps 65 — €. Also, é7 — d3 and &}, — dj in Zs-cohomology and hence 42 ~ &
and &) + &, in Zo-homology. It maps §30% — 0 as the group in position (9,0)
in Figure is zero.

Thus we see that the morphism from Figure [[7.1] to Figure gives an
isomorphism E$, — Eg,, but the zero map E§, — E§, = 0. This forces
d3 o = 0 in Figure IZ1l Similarly, we have an isomorphism Ej, — E2, and
an injective map Ej , — Ef, o. Hence dj ; in Figure I71]is the restriction of
d3y o in Figure and we recall from §I5.T2that di, , is surjective, so dj ; in
Figure [7.1lis an isomorphism. Hence Figure [[7.1] leads to the E°°-page shown
in Figure

q
4] Z{auds)
2 Z5(a3d%)
1 Z>(103)
0 Z(53) Z3(67)  Z2(d305)
3 5 6 7 8 P

Figure 17.2: E>-page of H,(K(Z,3), Q5P (x)) = QSPI"(K(Z,3)), p+q < 8

17.1.3 Determining the filtration

The groups QSP*(K(Z,3)) in Table and B49), (BEI) follow from Figure
for all n # 7. For n = 7, there is a nontrivial filtration, which we claim is

0 C Fj,2Z C FL;27 C F{;~7 C F.;=0P"(K(Z,3)=Z. (17.5)
Z(a4b3) Z2(a38)) Z2(163) Z3(d7)
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Here the question is whether the extensions by Z5 or Z3 are trivial or nontrivial,
for example, Fy ; is an extension of Z by 73, so could be either Z or Z & Z.

We prove (IZ5) by relating it to the filtration (I5.5) for QSP™ (K (Z,4)). The
morphism from the K(Z,3) spectral sequence to the K(Z,4) spectral sequence
induced by (I74) maps the filtration (IZ3) to (ILH), mapping F}, ; to Fii1s,
and on the graded pieces maps 3 + €4, 0 + €, 05 +> & and d7 + eg. This
forces all the extensions in (IZ.5)) to be nontrivial, as for example if F; ; = Z@& 75
then the map Fy ; =2 7 ® Zy — Fgg = Z would map the Zz-summand to zero,
contradicting 05 — &. Hence Q5P™ (K (Z,3)) = Z, completing Table B8 in the
case of K(Z,3).

The classes &3, 9305 are dual to dz and dzdi = d3 Sq?(ds), which by Proposi-
tion [2.6] gives the explicit isomorphisms ([B49) and B.EI). By (ITH) the group
Q5P (K (Z,3)) = 7 has a generator § = [X, o] such that 120 = [K3 x 83, /],
where o/ = 1 x s3 for the generator s3 € H?(S%,7). Observe that ([3.50) de-
termines a well-defined map Q5P (K(Z,3)) — Q, [X,a] — 1 < P1(TX)U a.
It maps [K3 x S, a'] to 12 and hence 6 to 1. Therefore, ([3.50) takes integer
values and is indeed an isomorphism.

Moreover, it is easy to check (see §I7.0) that (350) maps ¥2 — —1, so in fact
0 = 5. Clearly, 3:49) maps p — 1. The formula Sq*(b2) = bz in H*(SU, Z)
implies that (3.51) maps v +— 1.

17.2 Computation of QSP*(K(Z,,3))
17.2.1 Description of the (co)homology
Let & € H3(K(Z3,3),Z3) be the primary class as in §31 According to Serre
[85], the Zs-cohomology of K(Z3,3) is a polynomial algebra on
¢, @ =8q'(¢y), & =Sq”(ch), ¢;=5q"Sq’ (),
¢r =54>8q'(e), & =Sq'Sq’(e), @ = Sq*Sa” Sq' (), ..
We again follow Notation [[5.1] namely classes ¢; lift to Z-cohomology while

classes & do not admit lifts, sece (IZ9) below. Dually, H,(K(Zz,3),Z3) are
generated by homology classes 75, ¥4, Y5, - - - , Y574, V10~

n 0,1,2 3 4 5 6 7
H"(K(Z3,3),2Z2) 0 Zy(ch) Za(ea) Z2(ch) Z2(c¥, ) Z2(cheq,cr)
8 9 10
- | 2o(c, Esct) Zo(C5, each, e, ) Zo(CF, Cacy, CyCr, 5 Ca, Chg) (17.6)
n 0,1,2 3 4 5 6 7
Hn(K(Z2,3),Z2) 0 Zo(s) Z2(Ya) Z2(F5) 22075, 76) Z2(757a, )
| 8 9 10 a1

| Z2(33, W54%) 2oV, A4, V56, Vo) L2 (VE, a7V, V577, V5274, Vio)
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To determine the (co)homology of K(Z3,3) with Z-coefficients we use the
Bockstein spectral sequence as in §I5.7.1l where by Proposition it suffices
to consider the prime p = 2. The first differential is the Steenrod operation
Sq' = paofy and the Adem relation (Z.I5) allows the computation of the action
of Sq* on all classes (IZ.6). In detail, the action of Sq' is given by

> Cy, ¢y 0, ey~ Cf, e =0,
Cy > Cr, ér =0, ChCy > 3, 20,

—/ p— —13 —13 —12 — = = —12 —! =/ = = — =
CyCp > C4Cs + C5, Cs > C3C4, CaCh > CqCa, CyCq > Calq+ C3C7, (17.8)

Cy > 2, 20, CaCly = CyCr, Cyly > C4C1,
12— —/ = e 5/~
G54 — 0, G — C11:=Sq°(¢g) # 0.

It follows that the Bockstein spectral sequence degenerates at the Eq-page, and
the integer cohomology H™(K(Z3,3),Z) is a direct sum of Zs-summands on
generators

Cq4 = Sqlz(ég)v Ce = Sq%(éé)v Cr = Sq%(@;), 04217
co = Saz (), C4Ce, c10 = Sz (5c), G0 = Sqz(ch).
We record this in (I7.9)).
n 0,1,2,3,5 4 6 7 8
H"(K(Z2,3),2) | 0 Zy(ca) Za(cs) Za{cr) Za(cf)

| 9 10
| Z5(co) Z2{cacs, c10,¢10)

(17.9)

Dually, the homological mod-2 Bockstein spectral sequence also degenerates
at the E'l-page, the first differential d* = py o B2 : Hyu(X,Z2) — H._1(X,7Z5)
being dual to (I7.8); each summand Z2(d'(%)) in the image of d' determines a
Zy-summand Z5(\), where A is the image of & under the homological Bockstein
homomorphism fg : H,(X,Z3) — H._1(X,Z), and pa(\) = d*(&). In this way
we find that H,, (K (Z2,3),Z) is a Zs-vector space with basis

Vs = B2(Fa), v = B2(V5), V6 = B2(Ar), viva = B2(75),
Vive = Bo(F475) = B2(75), V4ve = Ba(Fad) = B2 (F577),
V6 = B2(7), b = B2(3574), Yio = B2(F11), Vio = B2(Fai7).

We record this in (IZI0). The mod-2 reductions of these homology classes are
as suggested by the notation, namely pa(v;---7}) = 7;---7;, as well as the

formulas p2(59) = 75 + 7475 and pa(¥io) = Fa76 + V577

n 0,1,2,4 3 5 6 7 8
Fn(K(Z23).2)] 0 Za(oh) Zal) Zot) Zalvbna) Zatinl)
9 10
— — 17.10
T30 a0 ) (17.10)
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17.2.2 Computation of the spectral sequence

We calculate Q8P™ (K (Zy,3)) using the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence

Hy(K(Z3,3), 5P (x)) = QSPIN(K (22, 3)).

The Adem relation ZI5) implies that Sq® acts on the classes (IZ.8) by
Gy > C, Cyr> Gy Chr Cr, Ty, g0,
hCy > CaCy + CyCy, Cr = 0, €5 > 0, Cych = E7¢y + C2 + yer.

According to Proposition 2.5 the differential df))l in this spectral sequence is

dual to the Steenrod operation Sq?, so given in the dual basis 74, 34, 72, - . .,
%244, 710 by the transpose matrix. Moreover, d%,o can be identified with d%ylopg.
This leads to the E3-page of the spectral sequence shown in Figure I7.3

q
4 | Zy{osys) Zo(auvs)

0 VAYGEY) Zo(v5va) Z2{v575) Z2{v9, Vo +7576)

3 5 6 7 8 9 P

Figure 17.3: E®-page of H,(K(Z2,3), Q5P (x)) = OOV (K (Z5,3)), p+¢<9.

As in §I7.1.2 the map y : XK(Z2,3) — K(Z2,4), uniquely defined up to
homotopy by the condition that x*(f) is the suspension of ¢, maps the sus-
pension of 7§ to @5 and the suspension of 74 to @) and hence identifies the
differential df , in Figure [73 with d3 , in Figure [5.12 It follows that dg , # 0,
which leads to the E*-page shown in Figure [[7.4

The extension problems are trivial in dimensions 7 # n < 8, while for n =7
the group Q5P™ (K (Z3, 3)) could be Z3 or Z4. This proves TableBBlfor K (Z2, 3).

By Figure 74 the groups Q5P (K(Zy,3)) for n = 3,8 are isomorphic
to Za(v%) and Zao(v47yL). By (6D, these classes are dual to & and &y =
@, Sq* (), so Proposition 26 gives the isomorphisms ([352) and (353).

We have already seen that ([3:49) maps p — 1 and that (85I) maps v — 1.

17.3 Computation of QSP*(SU(2))

As SU(2) = 83, we can apply the suspension isomorphism of the generalized
homology theory to get Q?pin(53) = Qqsfgn(*) for all ¢. This proves Table
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1 Z{a17%)

0 Z5(v3) Zo(v3va)  Z2(V37%5)

p

Figure 17.4: E®-page of H,(K(Z3,3), Q5P (x)) = QOP™ (K (Z5,3)), p+¢<8.

for SU(2). Moreover, it is easy to see that ([B.41I]) maps p — 1 and ([B42)
maps 1 — 1.

17.4 Computation of Q5P*(SU)

We will use the spectral sequence

H,(SU, Q5P (x)) = QSPI™(SU). (17.11)

Borel [8, Th. 8.2] shows that the cohomology H*(SU, Z) is an exterior algebra
on generators b; of degree 2¢ — 1, ¢ > 2, which are dual to homology classes
Bi € Ho;—1(SU,Z) such that (i — 1)!8; corresponds under the Hurewicz ho-
momorphism to the generator \; : S*~1 — SU of my;_1(SU). The reduced
cohomology H™(SU, Z) for n < 9 is therefore given by

n 0,1,2,46 3 5 7T 8 9
A su,z) |0 Z(bs) Z{bs) Z(bs) Z{bsbs) Z(bs)

(17.12)

From the Universal Coefficient Theorem we obtain the homology, as follows.
Here b; - 8; = 1 and (203 is the generator dual to babs as in Notation [[5.1] (we
make no use of the product on H,(SU, Z)).

n | 0,1,2,4,6 3 5 7 8 9
H(SU.Z) | 0 Z(B) Z2(Bs) Z(Bs) Z{BaBs) Z(Bs)

The E2-page of the spectral sequence (I7.I1)) is therefore as in Figure
We have shown all non-zero terms ﬁp(SU,Qgpi“(*)) with p +¢ < 9 and all
possible non-zero differentials d;q in this range.

As before, the differentials d? ,,d2 ; are determined using Steenrod squares,

p,0° “p,
see Proposition 225 Borel [8, Th. 8.3] proves that

(17.13)

Sq? : by —> bs, Sq%:b3+— 0, Sq*:bsr—> bs,
SO

2 5 2 5 27
ds o 1 B3 —> a1, ds 1 o183 — ajfBa,

2 2 2 . 2
dzo=dz, =0, dy i Bs — a1fa.
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4 Z (i f32) Z{aufs)
2 Zy(03Ba)  Za(aifs)  Za(aifa)
a2y 23
1 ZolarfBe)  ZalarBs)  Zolarfa)_ Za{a1Befs)
dg,o CEN M
0 Z{Ba) Z{B3) Z{B4) Z{B32f33) Z{B3s)
3 5 7 8 g 7
Figure 17.5: E%-page of H,(SU, QSPin(x)) = QSP™(SU), p+ ¢ < 9
q
4 Z(a462>
2
1
0

Figure 17.6: E® = E>-page of H,(SU, QSPin(x)) = QOP™(SU), p+ ¢ < 8

From this we deduce the E3-page of (IZ.I1) shown in Figure

The only possible higher differentials are dg , and dg ,, which we claim are
both trivial. For this we compare (IT.I1)) with the spectral sequence (I7.3).
Let ¢ : SU — K(Z,3) be the classifying map of the cohomology class bs €
H3(SU,Z). Then ¢.(32) = 3 and ¢.(B3) = 9%, and thus in Figures and
71l in positions (3,4),(5,2),(8,0) it maps asfB2 + aud3, a2B3 — a26l, and
Baf3 + 0305. But in Figure I7.1] we have shown that df , = 0, and dg , = 0 is
trivial as it maps Zs — Z. Thus in Figure we must have d§ ; = d3 , = 0,
so Figure is also the E°°-page of the spectral sequence.

Figure determines the groups Qrslpi“(SU) for n < 8 in Table 3.0l except
for n = 7 where we have a filtration. For n = 7 we use that ¢ : SU — K(Z,3)
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induces a morphism of filtrations

Z{cqB2) Z2(a3 Bs) Z{Ba) ~Spin
0 . F37 Cl F5q Fr 7 = Q7P™(SU)

~7 ~7 >~ 72

lg F Jw*

. By P )
Z _ Z _ ~7
Z{43) Zg(af(?g) Z2<0¢15§>@ZS<57>

R =
R

Here the bottom line was computed in ([I7.H]), and in particular we have
Fi; =7, not F§, =7 &7y As 1, induces isomorphisms F37 = Z{ayf2) —
Féj = Z{oud3) and Fy7/F37 = Z9(a2B3) — Fé)7/F§77 = 7Z5(a26L), it follows
that Fs; = Z, and hence Q5P™(SU) = 72,

Using Proposition 2.6 Figure[[7.86 implies the explicit isomorphisms ¥, (SU)
for n = 3,5,8 which, by definition of 83,2083, 4, 8283 can be written as (343),

B.1), 3.16).
We have already seen that [B.41I) maps p — 1 in the SU(2)-case. Recall

that ¢ = [S°, ¢] for the generator ¢ € 75(SU). We have ¢.([S?]) = 283 un-
der the Hurewicz homomorphism, so (8.:44) maps ¢ — 1. For v, recall that
H*(SU(3),Z) = Z[b,b3]/(b3,b%). For the inclusion ¢ : SU(3) — SU we have
@*(babs) = babs, and this class is Kronecker dual to the fundamental class of
SU(3), so (3.40) maps v > 1.

Finally, we explain how to get the explicit isomorphism ([B.45). By the
spectral sequence, we have an isomorphism Q?pi“(SU)/F517 =z, (X, 9] —
S « @*(ba), which is the second component of (3.45]). Observe that 93 is mapped
to 1 under this isomorphism, hence determines a splitting Q3P (SU) = F 7 @
Z(93) with projection QFP™(SU) — Fs7, [X, 0] — [X, 6] — [ ¢*(bs) - V5.
According to the diagram above, v : SU — K(Z,3) induces a morphism
Fs7 — Fi, C QSP™(K(Z,3)) whose image has index 6, so (350) (divided
by —6) is an isomorphism F5 7 — Z, [X,¢] = —5; [ p1(TX)¢*(b2), and the
image of [X, @] — [, ¢* (ba)V3 is —5 [ p1(TX)9* (b2)+ % [y #*(b2), which gives
the second component of .

For 91 we have ¢*(by) = 1 X [S3], ¢*(bs) = 0 and p1(TX) = —48[K3] X 1,
so (343) maps ¥; — 2 and hence 19—21 — 1.

Finally, for 93 = [CP® x S', ¢] we have H*(CP® x S',Z) = Z[u, s]/(u*, s?)
and one checks that p;1(TX) = 4u? K 1, ¢*(bg) = uK s, and ¢*(by) = u®> K s, s0
B43) maps 93 — (0,1).

17.5 Computation of Q5P (Sp)
We use the spectral sequence
H,(Sp, Q5P10 (x)) = Q5PIn(Sp),

p+q
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Recall that H*(Sp, Z) is an exterior Z-algebra on generators a; of degree 2i — 1.
Let 0; € Ha;_1(Sp,Z) be the homology class dual to a;. The E%-page of the
spectral sequence is shown in Figure 7.7

q
4 Z<a401>

2 ZQ<Q%§1> Zz<0&%§2>
1 ZQ<OZ1§1> ZQ<Q1§2>

0 Z{61) Z{02)

p

3 7

Figure 17.7: E%-page of H,(Sp, QSPin(x)) = QSE;“(Sp), p+q < 10.

This is also the E*°-page for p + ¢ < 9.

All differentials dj, , with p+¢ < 10, 7 > 2 vanish for degree reasons, so this
is also E*°-page for p + ¢ < 9. All extension problems are trivial, which proves
Table for Sp.

The isomorphism B47) follows from Figure [[7.7 and Proposition 2.6 and
it clearly maps p + 1. Observe that ([B.48) defines a well-defined morphism
Q5P (Sp) — Z2. 1t clearly maps ¥ — (1,0) as Jx ¢*(az) = 0.

Recall from the proof of Lemma that H*(X,7) = Z[x,y]/ (2%, y?),
¢*(a1) = z, ¢*(a2) = zy, and p;(TX) = —4y. Therefore, B48) maps I3 —
(0,—1). As Q5P™(Sp) = 72 and ([BAR) maps 1,9 to a basis of Z2, we conclude
that ([B.48)) is an isomorphism.

17.6 Proof of Proposition

By unravelling the definitions, the composition of [B55) with &SP (BG) is
BX10). The main content of Proposition 3.8 is how it maps the generators. We
explain how comparing (8337) and [B:48]) shows 3 — (2 — (4 in detail; the other
cases are similar and will be left to the reader. Since ¢1,q2 € H*(BSp,Z) are
the transgressions of a1, as € H*(Sp, Z), there is a commutative diagram

agein(sp) -, 72

= 1

aSein(ggpy BT 73

Therefore, that ¥ — (1,0), ¥2 — (0,1) in (B4])) implies that B57) maps
V1 = (1, 2 — (o — b, recalling that (337) maps (2 — (0,1,0), {2 — (0,0, —1).
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It is obvious that p — J. By comparing B.11) and (3.44), one finds ¢ +— ¢.
Similarly, comparing (8:332)) and (B42) shows ¥ — (1, comparing [B35]) and
B8] shows % — %, and comparing (335) and B45]) shows 93 — (3

Finally, we prove that QSP™(SU) — QFP™(BSU) is surjective, which shows
v +— a1Cz. This is the most difficult part of the proof as there is no explicit
(cohomological) isomorphism Q$P™(BSU) 2 Z,. Let C be the mapping cone of
the map x : ¥XSU — BSU from [B54]). Using the induced long exact sequence
of the mapping cone,

- —— QPP (SSU) X QFP(BSU) —— OP(C) —— -

)

we see that it suffices to show Q5P™(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

. —— H,(¥SU) X~ H,(BSU) —X— H,(C) — ---

one finds H,(C,Z) =0 for all 8 # n < 10, Hg(C,Z) 2 Z, and Hyo(C,Z) = 7°.
This leads to the E2-page for the spectral sequence shown in Figure [7Z.8l The
differential d3,, is dual to Sq* : H®(C,Zy) — H'(C,Z5). We claim that

d390 # 0, which implies Qgpin(C) =0, as claimed.

q
2 7,
1 g 3
0 z ™~ 7
g ORI

Figure 17.8: E2-page of H,(C, QePin(x)) = QEE;“(C), p+q < 10.

The prove d%o,o # 0, we calculate the Steenrod square using Lemma [15.4]
which we apply to K = BSU as follows. First, observe that xy : ¥XQK — K
as in the lemma can be identified with x : ¥SU — BSU composed with the
suspension of the homotopy equivalence 2BSU ~ SU. Denote the suspension
isomorphism H™(X,Zy) — H" T (XX,Z5) by a — a°. Using the long exact
sequence in cohomology

s H(C,Z5) L5 H"(BSU,Z,) X5 H™(SSU,Z5) % H"(C,Z,) —

we find that H®(C,Zy) = Z, is generated by a class ¢ with j*(¢c) = ¢ and
H'Y(C,75) = 73 has generators a,b where j*(a) = ¢2¢3 and b = §((b2b3)?).
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Here x*(¢2) = bg, so € = by in the notation of Lemma 5.4} thus
Sq2(c) = 6(Sq?(ba) U ba)? = 6(bab3)® = b

iS non-zero.

17.7 Proofs of Theorem [3.5|(b),(c)

We prove (b). To show that Q5P™(SU) — Q5P™ (K (Z,3)) maps % —605 and

3 > J2, we use the isomorphism ([B50): we know that (3.45]) maps 19—21 — (1,0),

s0 [y ¢*(bs) =0 and [, % = —1. Since a = ¢*(by), this means that

[B50) evaluates to —6, proving 2 +— —69s. Similarly, (345) maps 95 — (0,1)

so [y ¢*(bs) =1 and [ % = ¢ and B350) evaluates to 1, so 3 — 5.

The proof that ¥; — —12¢5 follows similarly by comparing (342) and EE0).
To show a1 (s — 0, consider the commutative diagram

QS (Sp) = Za(arda) 0 O™ (BSp) = Za(m G, n )

l |

OFPI™(K(2,3)) = Za(o) T2 Q5P (K(Z,4)) = Za(Ga),

where the groups are taken from Table [3I] and Table By Proposition [3.6]
B57) maps o192 — a1le + @1¢ and v — a1(a, so the bottom horizontal map
in the diagram is an isomorphism. The right vertical map sends a;(s + a1¢5 to
a1ls + al(% + 6+ 4¢G) = al% =0 by B1) and (B.8]), hence a3¥2 — 0 also
under the left vertical map.

We prove (¢). By Proposition the morphism (357) maps 1 — (1,
% — %, 93 — (3, and v — a1(s. In particular, we see from Table [3.4] and
Table B8 that Q§P™(SU) — Q5P™(BSU) from (B57) is an isomorphism. From
B3) we know a1 =0 and ;¢ = 0 in Q§P™(BSU) which therefore implies
a1% =0 and a;93 = 0. Finally, a9 = 0 as Q5P (SU(2)) = Q5(x) by the
suspension isomorphism and Table 2.2 as SU(2) = S3.

18 Proof of Theorem

18.1 Computation of Q5P (LK (7,4); K(Z,4))

From (220) for T = K(Z,4) and the homotopy equivalence QK (Z,4) ~ K(Z,3)
we obtain a spectral sequence

Hy(K(Z,4),05P™(K(Z,3))) = QPN (LK (Z,4); K(Z,4)). (18.1)

Recall the groups Qquin(K(Z, 3)) from Table This leads to the E%-page
of the spectral sequence (I8 for p + ¢ <9 as shown in Figure [[]11
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9 ?
8 7,
dg 5
7 7
3 Vi Vi Z,
0 1 6 P

Figure 18.1: E?-page of the spectral sequence H, (K (Z,4), QSpi“(K(Z, 3))) =

QSE;’“(ﬁK(Z 4); K(Z,4)), p+ q < 9. This is also the E*-page for p+ ¢ < 8.

The only possible higher differential in this region is dg?,. By construction,
n lifts to Q§P™(LMSO(4); MSO(4)) and by BZ) we have  — a1(, under
the natural morphism QSP®(MSO(4)) — QSPIn(K(Z,4)). Hence the image
of n in QFP™(LK(Z,4); K(Z,4)) maps under £gP™(K(Z,4)) to aily # 0, so
Q§P™ (LK (Z,4); K(Z,4)) # 0 which then forces dg 3 = 0. Therefore Figure IRl
is also the E*°-page of (I8 for p+ g < 8. All extension problems in this range
are trivial, so Table [3.2] follows.

The class & can clearly be lifted along £5P (K (Z,4)) and we have just seen
that a1 can be lifted, proving Table B3] for n # 8. For n = 8, observe the
following.

Lemma 18.1. The image of {Spm( K(Z,4)) has indez at least two.

Proof. We use the isomorphism Q§P™ (K (Z,4)) = 72 from @I9). Classes in
Q5P (LK (Z,4); K(Z,4)) are represented by pairs [X,a] of a compact spin 7-
manifold X and a cohomology class o € H*(X x S*, 7). Under the Kiinneth

isomorphism, we can decompose o = FX s+ vX 1 (here, s € H*(S!,7) denotes
the generator) and therefore

aUa=Rs?+20+287Rs+72K1=287Rs+~2K1, (18.2)

which integrates to 2 [ By over X X S'. Hence for classes in the image of
cSPIN (7, 4)) the first component in (FI9) is even. O

On the other hand, (3 can clearly be lifted along £5P™ (K (Z,4)) and, ac-
cording to the following lemma, 2(> can also be lifted so, conversely, the image
of E3P™(K(Z,4)) has index at most two. This proves Im &P (K (Z,4)) =

Z(2(2,(3) and completes the proof of Table B3l for K(Z,4).

Lemma 18.2. The class 2¢; € QgP™(MU(2)) can be lifted along the map
P (MU(2)) : QPP (LMU(2); MU(2)) — Q5P (MU(2)).
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Proof. By Corollary B4l we can equivalent show that 2¢, € Q§P™(BSU) lifts to
Q?pin(ﬁBSU; BSU). We thus need to construct a compact spin 7-manifold X
and a principal SU(n)-bundle P — X x S} which maps to (0,2,0) under (3.35).

The image of 95 € Q5P™(Sp) in QFP™ (BSp) under (B57) is a mapping torus
principal Sp(2)-bundle P — X x 8!, where X = (Sp(2) x Sp(1))/(Sp(1) x Sp(1))
is a compact spin 7-manifold. Observe that X is the total space of a 3-sphere
bundle over §* = Sp(2)/(Sp(1) x Sp(1)). This bundle has a section, so the Gysin
sequence splits and yields H*(X,Z) = Z[z,y]/(2?,y*) where z € H3(X,Z)
is Poincaré dual to the section and where y € H?*(X,Z) is the pullback of
the generator of H*(S*,7). For the map ¢ : X — Sp(2) one checks that
¢*(a1) = z, ¢*(az2) = zy, and p1(TX) = —4y. Since ¢1,¢2,... € H*(BSp, Z)
are the transgressions of a1, asq,... € H*(Sp,Z), this implies ¢1(P) = = K s,
q2(P) = vy X s, where s € H'(S',7) is the generator. Let Q@ — X x S! be
the pullback along the projection X x S — S* of the standard SU(2)-bundle
over 8% so c2(Q) = y X 1. If we view P as a principal SU(4)-bundle with
can(P) = (—=1)"g,(P), then the Whitney direct sum SU(6)-bundle P & Q —
X x S! satisfies c2(P® Q) = —r K s+ y X1 and cs(P @ Q) = 0. This implies
that (3.35) maps [X xS, P& Q)] to (0, —2,0) so, after reversal of the orientation
on X, we have constructed a preimage of 2(s. O

18.2 Computation of QOSPI"(LK (Z,,4); K(Z5,4)); proof of (c)

The spectral sequence (Z20) for T = K(Z3,4) and the homotopy equivalence
QK (Z5,4) ~ K(Z2,3) yield a spectral sequence with

Hy(K (Z2,4), 5P™(K (Z5,3))) = QPN (LK (Z5,4); K (Z5,4)).  (18.3)

p+q

Recall the groups Qquin(K (Z2,3)) from Table Moreover, the homology
groups H, (K (Z3,4),Z3) are given in (I5.19). For the spectral sequence (IS3]),
this leads to the E2-page shown in Figure I8.2

The obvious map K(Z,4) — K(Z3,4) induces a morphism of spectral se-

quences from ([I8T)) to (IZ3). A comparison of [B49) and ([BEZ) shows that
Q5P (K (Z,3)) — Q5P™(K (Z1,3)) can be identified with the projection Z —
Z,. Similarly, a comparison of B51) and [353) shows that Q5P (K (Z,3)) —
Q§P™ (K (Z3,3)) is an isomorphism. The map Hg(K(Z,4),Z) = Za(ek) —
Ho(K(Z2,4),Z2) = Z3(pg) is an isomorphism. The fact that d§; = 0 for
the spectral sequence (I8J) therefore implies df ; = 0 in Figure

Recall that classes [X,a] in QSPI(LK(Zy,4); K(Z3,4)) are represented by
a compact spin n-manifold X and cohomology class & € H*(X x S!,Z5), which
we can decompose as @ = X 5+ 5 X 1, where 5 € H'(S',Z,) denotes the
generator. Consider the morphism

QP (LK (Zy,4); K (Z5,4)) — 72,
B . I (18.4)
X,a] — (Jy BUSE(B), [y Sa'(H)U7),

The following two examples prove the surjectivity of (I8.4):
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9 ?
8 7o
g
7 ZQ or Z4 d5
x
3 ZQ Z2 ZQ ZZ
0 1 5 7

Figure 18.2: The E2-page of the spectral sequence
HP(K(ZQ74)’Qgpin(K(Z%3))) Qspln(ﬁK(ZQa )7K(2274)) p+q<9. We

ptaq
will show dg 5 = 0 and d3 3 = 0, so this is also the E>-page for p 4 ¢ < 8.

e The Lie group X = SU(3) is a compact spin 8-manifold with cohomology
H* (SU( ), Z2) = Z3bs, bg]/(b%, b3), where by, b have degrees 3 and 5. We
have Sq'(bz) = 0 and Sq*(bs) = bs. Letting § = by, ¥ = 0, we see that

(&) maps [X, a] - (1,0).

e X =RP” x S} is a compact spin 8-manifold with cohomology H*([R[P7 X
S',25) = Zo[t,5]/(1,5?). We have Sq'(£%) = t*, Sq*(t®) = #°. Letting
B=t®1, 5 =1 ®35, we see that (I8.4) maps [X,a] — (0,1).

The fact that (I8 is surjective implies that
g =0,  OP"(LK(Z,4); K (22,4) = 73, (18.5)

The image of the second example under £ P (K (Z4,4)) is zero: RP7 xS} xS}
with the classa = (£ ®1)®5+ (PR35 @1 =1 ® (5@ 1+1®3) is nullbordant
because there is a spin diffeomorphism (the change of coordinates (x,y) —
(z+y, z) of the torus S} xS}) that takes this example to [RP7 x S! xS}, 3 x5x 1],
which bounds the spin 8-manifold RP” x S} x D? with class £* x 5 x 1.

Since the second example, [X,a] with RP” x S}, maps to (0,1) under the
isomorphism (I84) and £§P™ (K (Zs,4)) : Q5P™ (LK (Z4,4); K (Z9,4)) = 73 —
QSP™(K(Z,4)) = 7y is non-trivial, it must be the projection onto the first
component of the isomorphism (I84]). This proves Theorem [3.2(c) for K(Z5,4).
Since Q§P™(K(Z,4)) — Q5P™(K(Z,,4)) is an isomorphism by Table B, the
same descr1pt1on holds also for £5P™ (K (Z,4)).

Figure and (I83) imply Table B2 The image of £3P7 (K (Zs,4)) is
at least as large as the image of £5P™(K(Z,4)), which verifies Table ex-
cept for the case n = 8, where Im 5P (K (Z,,4)) contains at least the sub-
group Z2(2¢3) C Z4((2) 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
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defines an isomorphism QSP™(K (Zs,4)) = Zy4, [Y,a] — Jy Pla). If [X,a] €
Q5P (LK (Z9,4); K(Z,4)), where @ = B®5+7®1, then by Definition 2T} c)
we have [y o P(@) mod 2= [y o &Ua which by (I82) integrates to 0 over

X x S'. In other words, every element in Im E2P™ (K (Z4,4)) has Jy Pla) € 24
even. This completes the verification of Table 3.3

18.3 Computation of Q5P(L£MSU(2); MSU(2))

There is a spectral sequence

H,(MSU(2), Q5P(QMSU(2))) = QP (LMSU(2); MSU(2)),  (18.6)

so we determine Qspi“(QM SU(2)) first. By Theorem B3] there is a homotopy
equivalence QMSU(2) ~ QBSU(2) ~ SU(2) = 83, so QSPIN(QMSU(2)) =
Q?pin(53) = Qqsfg‘(*) for all . This yields the E2-page of the spectral sequence
(I86) shown in Figure All differentials dj, , with p+¢ <9, r > 2 vanish,
for degree reasons. Thus the E?-page is also the E>-page for p+q < 8. All the
extension problems are trivial and so we obtain Table for MSU(2).

q
7 7z
5 79 Z5(T)
4 Zs Z5(7)
3 z 2(7)
0 7

Figure 18.3: E? = E>-page of H,(MSU(2), Qspi“(SU(Q))) =
QOPIN(LMSU(2); MSU(2)), p+q < 9

Since 0 to Q5P™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)), the map 5P (MSU(2)) is clearly
surjective for n = 4,5,6. Moreover, the image of £P™(MSU(2)) has index two:
Indeed, an element of Q5P™ (LM SU(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 C X x 8 with an SU(2)-structure on its normal bundle. By ([3.24]), we have
[ c2(vmr) = [y aU o where o € HY(M x S',7) is Poincaré dual to [M]. The
calculation (I8.2) shows that [}, ca(var) is always even. The isomorphism (B.I0)
now proves that £5P™(MSU(2)) has index at least two. Obviously, ¢; can be
lifted to QSP™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)) and, according to the following lemma, 2¢,
can also be lifted. This proves Table B3 for the case MSU(2).
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Lemma 18.3. We can lift 2(; € Q5P™(MSU(2)) along E5P™(MSU(2)).

Proof. Lemma shows that 2¢y can be lifted to QSP™(LMU(2); MU(2)),
which we improve here to QSP™(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 ¢ : MSU(2) — MU(2), which
leads to a commutative diagram

Spin Afpin(MSU(Q)) Spin
QP(LMSU(2); MSU(2)) ————— Qg7 (MSU(2)) = Z{G1, C2)

Jew. |-

Spin ) E2PIn(MU(2)) Spin _ S}
Q2P (LMU(2); MU(2)) -———5 QP (MU(2)) = Z(%, (2, G3).

The map ¢ also induces a morphism between the spectral sequences (I8.0])
and (I81) below so, in particular, a morphism between the E°°-pages of these
spectral sequences, which are shown in Figure[I8.3 and Figure[I8.4below. These
imply that the following extension problems are mapped onto each other:

0 —— P =7(¢) — QSP™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)) —— Z —— 0

l(sw)* l(cz/m F

0 —— F{ =Z(%,G) — QFP™(LMU(2); MU(2)) —— Z —— 0.

Hence Q5P™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)) and Q5P™(LMU(2); MU(2)) are the exten-
sions obtained from F; and Fj, respectively, by adjoining one generator T,
which can chosen in QSP™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)). Since 2(, is in the image
of ESP™(MU(2)) and since £5P™(MU(2)) maps F] to the complement of (s,
by the commutative diagram it must be that £&SP™(MU(2))(r) € 2¢2 + Z(C1),
hence £5P™(MSU(2))(7) € 2¢, + Z(¢1). Since ¢; can obviously be lifted along

cSPIR (L[S U(2)), we conclude 2¢; can also be lifted along £SP™(MSU(2)). O

18.4 Computation of Q5P (LM U(2); MU(2))

There is a spectral sequence

H,(MU(2), Q5P™(QMU(2))) = QPN (LMU(2); MU(2)), (18.7)
so we determine Qspi“(QM U(2)) first. By Theorem B3 there is a 9-connected
map QMU(2) — QBSU ~ SU, so QSPIn(QAMSU(2)) = QSPI®(SU) for ¢ < 9.

By using Table we obtain the Fs-page of the spectral sequence ([I81) for
p+q <9 as shown in Figure I84]

The only possible higher differentials in this region are di5, dg)3. We claim
that these vanish, so the E?-page is also the E>-page for p+q < 8. All extension
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Figure 18.4: E? = E>-page of H,(MU(2), Qquin(QMU(Q)))

= QPP (LMU(2); MU(2)), p+¢ < 9

problems are trivial, which proves Table 32 for the case MU(2). It only remains
to prove that dj 5, dgg both vanish. It suffices to show

QFPR(LMU(2); MU(2)) © Q= Q57" (LBSU; BSU) @ 0> Q,

where the first isomorphism is by Theorem
Recall from Dold [35] that over the rational numbers we have a Chern-Dold
character isomorphism of homology theories

QPIR(X; A) © Q = Ha(X; A,Q[1) = D), Hn-(X: 4,Q),

where @, 2P (x) ® Q = Q[t] is a polynomial ring with a variable ¢ of
degree 4, namely t = a4 ® 1 € prin(*) ® Q. In particular, the Chern—Dold

character induces a morphism of spectral sequences and we can equivalently
show Hg(LBSU; BSU, Q[t]) = Q.

Lemma 18.4. Let (X, p,e) be an H-space structure. Then X x QX is weakly
homotopy equivalent to the free loop space LX. Hence by the Kiinneth Theorem,

H.(LX;X,Q) = H.(X,Q) ® H.(QX,Q).

Proof. There is a commutative diagram

Ox Mex L ax
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where ((z,7) for x € X, v € QX is defined (using the H-space structure) to
be the (possible unbased) loop t — p(x,vy(t)). The columns of this diagram are
fibrations and hence induce a pair of long exact sequences of homotopy groups

= (X)) —— (X X QX)) —— 1 (X)) —— -+

lidwmszX) JC* lidm(m

—— (X)) —— (LX) ——— (X)) —— -

50 T (€) : mp (X X QX) — 7, (LX) is an isomorphism by the 5-lemma. O
By applying Lemma [I84] to X = BSU and QX ~ SU, we find

H.(LBSU; BSU, Q[t]) = H.(BSU,Q) ® H.(SU, Q) ® Q[t],

where H,(SU, Q) consists of polynomials P (b, bs, - - - ) with zero constant term.
Hence Hg(LBSU; BSU, Q[t]) = Q(b2b3) is non-zero, as claimed.

18.5 Computation of Q5P (LM Spin(4); MSpin(4))

There is a spectral sequence

H,(MSpin(4), Q5P (QMSpin(4))) = QP (LM Spin(4); MSpin(4)), (18.8)

so we determine Qgpi“(QMSpin(él)) first. By Theorem [33] there is an 11-
connected map QM Spin(4) — QBSp =~ Sp, so Q?pi“(QMSU@)) = Qqui“(Sp)
for ¢ < 11. These groups were determined in Table This leads to the
E2-page for p + g < 9 shown in Figure

All differentials dj, , with p+¢ <9, r > 2 vanish, so this is also the E*-page
for p 4+ g < 8. Clearly the extensions problems are all trivial for p + ¢ < 7. To
see that the extension problem is also trivial for p + ¢ = 8, we argue as follows.
From the filtration (the first column in Figure [[8.5] corresponds to the inclusion
of the fibre QMSpin(4) ~1; Sp) and the E°°-page we obtain a commutative
diagram with exact rows:

0 — Q5P (Sp) —— QSPI(L M Spin(4); MSpin(4)) — Z(p) — 0

J{al J{al J{ mod 2

0 — Q5PI(Sp) —— QSP (LM Spin(4); MSpin(4)) — Za(a1p) — 0

The left vertical map is surjective by Table and the right vertical map is also
surjective, so the four lemma implies that the middle vertical map is also surjec-
tive. Since 2a; = 0, every element in the image has order two, which contradicts
QSP™ (LM Spin(4); MSpin(4)) = Z4. Hence Q5P™ (LM Spin(4); MSpin(4)) =
73, completing the proof of Table
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Figure 18.5: E2-page of H,(MSpin(4), Q8P (QMSpin(4))) =
QP™(LMSpin(4); MSpin(4)), p + ¢ < 9.
This is also the E*°-page for p + ¢ < 9.

18.6 Proof of Theorem [3.2|(b)

In this section, we show that the image of the map

EPT(T) - QPP(LT; T) — Q5P™(T)
defined in ([2.7)) is given by Table B3] 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 (Z3,4), the class ¢ € QgP™(T) is not in the image of £E5°™(T).

Proof. Consider the case T = K (Z,4). Elements in Im £5P™ (K (Z,4)) have
the form [X x S}, @] for a compact spin 7-manifold X and @ € H*(X x S, Z,).
If we decompose @ = B K [S!] + 4 K 1 using the Kiinneth isomorphism, we
find [y, qo@Ua=2[, U7 =0. In particular, the mod 2 reduction of the
Pontrjagin square fXxSl P(a) mod 2 = fX><$1 @ U @ vanishes, see Definition
Z11)(c), so the isomorphism (3:2I) implies that Co ¢ Tm E5P™ (K (Za, 4)).

Each T as in the statement of the lemma has a morphism T — K(Zs,4),
which determines a commutative diagram

P (T)

QP (LT, T)

. J/ FSpin
OSPIR (LK (7, 4); K (2, 4)) T 224

QIP(T)

QP (K (Z2,4)).
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According to Table Bl the right vertical morphism maps (2 to itself, hence
Co ¢ Tm &P (K (Z5,4)) implies ¢ ¢ Im EEP™(T). O

Next, we show that the groups listed in Table [3.3] are all contained in the
image of 5P (T') using the following lemma.

Lemma 18.6. The following elements have natural lifts along {Spm.

(a) 6 to Q3P™(LM{1}) and & to QSP™(LMU(2); MU(2));

(b) ¢ to QFP(LM{1}; M{1}), & to QFP™(LMU(2); MU(2)), and - to
QFP™(LMSO(4); MU(4));

(c) 2¢a to QSP™(LMSU(2); MSU(2));

(d) G+ to QFP™(LMSpin(4); MSpin(4));

(e) Gs to QFP™(LMU(2); MU(2));

(£) a1Ca to QFP™(LMU(2); MU(2));

(8) 1 to QFP™(LMSO(4); MSO(4)).

Proof. All elements of the form [X x S, M] are in the image of £>P™, so the
claim is obvious apart from the cases (c), (d), and (f). Part (c¢) was already
proved in Lemma [I83 To prove (d), note that according to [B.58]) the compo-

sition

~ Spin @zm  QOSP(LBSp; BSp) = ESPT(MSpin(4) _ghin .
Q3P Lo ’ QP (MSpin(4)).
7 (Sp) — Q?pm(ﬁMSpm(él),MSpm( )ﬁ 8 ( Spln( ))
maps g — (2 — Cb. By (c), we can lift 2¢, to Q5P™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)), which
maps to Q5P (LM Spin(4); MSpin(4)), and therefore 2¢; — (¢o — ¢4) = Ca + ¢
can also be lifted. Part (f) follows from [B58) as v — a;1(s. O

We now complete the proof of Theorem B2(b) and verify Table B3l In view
of Table Bl Lemma [I80(a) shows that ([27) is surjective for all n < 7 and
all T'.

If n = 8, then Lemma implies the image of £P™(T) is a subgroup of
index at least two. Moreover, by Lemma [I8.6(b)—(e) the subgroups listed in
Table B3] are all contained in the image of §Spm(T) and are clearly subgroups
of index two, so must be the entire image. This proves Theorem B2(b) for n = 8
and all 7T'.

Let n = 9. Lemma I86(f) implies a;¢o € Im&P™(T) for T = MU(2),
MSO(4),K(Z,4), K(Z5,4), and then Table [B1] shows that Im éSpin(T) is sur-
jective in these cases. Moreover, Lemma I8.6(g) implies 77 € Tm £5P™ (M SO(4))
and, the image of §Spm( T) being closed under multiplication by a;, Lemma
[I86(b) implies a1 ¢+ € Im EFP™ (MSO(4)). Hence £5P™(MSO(4)) is surjective
by Table B.11
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It remains to prove TableB3lfor T'= MSU(2) and T' = M Spin(4). Consider
the commutative diagram induced by ¢ : MSU(2) — MU(2),

. FSpin - .
QSPIn (£ 015U (2); MSU(2)) T A3VED gSpin  rqy(2))

l(w)* lw*

. fSpin JOP
QSPin (£ 1U(2); MU (2)) = MUED gSpin 11 (9)),

According to Theorem B:2(a) we have QgP™(LMSU(2); MSU(2)) = Z, and
QEP™™(LMU(2); MU(2)) = Z, so the left vertical morphism (£4), in the dia-
gram vanishes. By the commutativity of the diagram, 1, (Im £5P™(MSU(2))) =
Im(£5P™ (MU(2) o (£4)),) = 0. The right vertical map 1, in the diagram is an
isomorphism by Table B} hence Im £5P™ (MSU(2)) = 0.

For T' = MSpin(4), note in §I8T that oy : Qgspin(EMSpin(Zl);MSpin(Zl )
— QSP™(£ M Spin(4); MSpin(4)) is surjective. We know Im £5P™ (M Spin(4))
Z(C1,Ca — Cb, Ca + ¢) and have ay¢; = 0 by (B8), hence Tm £5P™ (M Spin(4))
a1 Tm E27™ (MSpin(4)) = Za{01 (G2 + ¢3)).-

19 Proofs of theorems in §9-§171]

19.1 Proof of Theorem

For (a), let X be a compact n-manifold with a B-structure. By Definition [0.2]
O is orientable for X if and only if there exists a natural isomorphism 7x in the
diagram

- BordB (BG) o
X/
Bord x (BG) Unx T A)/B
T 0/ B. ‘F/A%

As B is abelian, the existence of nx is equivalent to the commuting of the
diagram for each object P in Bordx (BG):

HE,P AU-t‘Bath(BG)(Xu P)

(0]
— T B (19.1)

Autgoro (BG) (P)

Ty e
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We extend (I9.) to the diagram:

&7 (BG)

OB(LBG; BG) 0B, (BG)

fuze) E0 — gl w—ED

®idx,
QE(,CBG) Aut‘Bath(BG) (Xa P) '& AUt‘Bath(BG) (]l)

by R — T Jo
B

Autgor (Ba) (P)

\ idp

B.

Here the top left triangle commutes by ([2.7]), the top left parallelogram com-
mutes by ([@I5]), the top right triangle commutes by (6], and the bottom right
triangle commutes as O is a monoidal functor.

We know that all of (I9.2]) commutes except possibly the bottom parallel-
ogram. The route clockwise round the outside of (I7.2) from QZ(LBG) to B
appears in (@3) as a route from QB (LBG) to B. If Ef’oc = 0 then the com-
position of this route in (@3) is 0, since ([@.3) commutes. Thus the outside of
([I32) commutes. This forces the bottom parallelogram of (I9.2]) 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 & of QB (LBG; BG) can be lifted through
B (BG) to some w € QB(LBG), and we may then choose an object (X, Q)
in BordB (LBG) whose class in m(BordB (LBG)) is identified with w under
@II). Then Q — X x S!' is a principal G-bundle. Define P — X by
P = Q|XX{0}. Define Q@ — X x [0,1] to be the pullback of Q@ — X x S!
by idx x7, where 7 : [0,1] — S = R/Z = [0,1]/(0~1) is the projection. Then
Qlxx{oy = Qlxx{1y = P, s0 [Q] : P — P is a morphism in Botdx(BG), that
is, [Q] € Autgoro, (BG)(P). The definition of xB in Proposition .8 implies that
VE(Q)) = w.

Since O is orientable for X, (I9:2) commutes. So comparing the two routes
round the outside of (I3.2) from [Q] € Autg ooy (Bc)(P) and using xB([Q]) = w
shows that the route clockwise round the outside of (I9.2)) from w € QB (LBG)
to B is 0. Hence in ([@.3) we see that Eﬁ’oc oIIB(BG)(w) = Efoc((b) =0. As
this holds for all & € QB (LBG; BG), this proves that EE’OG = 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 Eg’oc is zero on every element of

QB (LBG; BG) of the form [X, Q], for this fixed X, where Q — X x S relates
to P in (I3) by P = Q|xx{o} for 0 € 8* = [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 BordSP™ (K (Z,4)),
and show that it is equivalent to Bord5P™ (K (Z,4)) in Definition B.11
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(a) Objects of BordSP™(K(Z,4)) are triples (X, N, [Nguna) for X an ori-
ented, spin 7-manifold and N C X a compact, oriented 3-submanifold,
and [N]euna € C5(X,Z) a choice of fundamental cycle for N in homology.

(b) Morphisms [Y,C] : (Xo, No, [No]tund) = (X1, N1, [N1]fund) are equivalence
classes of pairs (Y, M), see (c), where Y is a compact, oriented, spin 8-
manifold with boundary dY = — Xy II X; in oriented spin 7-manifolds,
and C' € C4(Y,Z) is a 4-chain on Y such that 9C = —[No|tund + [IV1]fund-

(¢) In the situation of (b), two choices (Yp, Co) 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

07 = (=Xo x [0,1]) T (X1 x [0, 1) IT (=¥ x {0}) IT (Y1 x {1}),
and D € C5(Z,Z) is a 5-chain on Z with
0D = —[No]fund ¥ [0, 1funa + [N1]funa X [0, 1]una — Co + C1.
(d) If [Y,C] : (Xo, No, [NoJtuna) = (X1, N1, [Ni]tana) and [V, C] : (X1, Ny,
[N1]funa) — (X2, Na, [Na]tund) are morphisms, the composition is
[Y,Clo[Y,C] = [Y LIk, Y,C +C].
That is, we glue Y,V along their common boundary component X; to

make an oriented spin 8-manifold Yo x, Y, and we add the 4-chains C ,C.
Composition is associative.

(e) Identities are id(X,N,[N]fund) = [X X [0, 1], [N]fund X [0, l]fund].
(f) The monoidal structure on BoroSP™ (K (Z,4)) is defined as
(Xv Nv [N]fund) ® (Xa Nv [N]fund) = (X I Xv NI N, [N]fund + [N]fund)

on objects, and [Y,C] ® [Y,C] = [Y II'Y, C + C] on morphisms.
(g) The unit object in BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) is 1 = (0,0,0).
(h) For a pair of objects, the symmetry isomorphism is

0xo,x1 = [Y,C] : (Xo, No, [NoJtund) ® (X1, N1, [N1]funa)
— (X1, N1, [N1funa) ® (Xo, No, [No]fund)

where Y = (XQ I Xl) X [0, 1] and C = [No]fund X [0, 1]fund + [N]]fund X
[0, 1]funa, taking the boundary diffeomorphisms to be the obvious identi-
fications (X() HXl) X {0} = Xo I Xl and (X() HXl) X {1} = Xl HX(),
swapping round factors at 1 € 9[0, 1].

Next, we define an orientation functor HZ : BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) — 0//Z,. For
each object (X, N, [N]funa) in BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) with N # §, define

H?(X, N, [Nltund) = {F : {nonvanishing sections s of vy — N} — {£1}
such that F(s) = (~1)*VF(s') for all 5,5'}, (19.3)
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where d(s, s’) is as in (I0J). Let so be a nonvanishing section of vy — N, and
define a function Fy as in (I9.3) by FO( ) = (=1)4=s0) Then from ([I0.2) we
see that HZ (X, N) = {Fy, —Fy}, so HZ(X, N) is a Zs-torsor under the Z action
of multiplying functions F' by {+1}. When N =0 we define HZ(X, () = {£1}.
Now let [Y,C] : (Xo, No, [VNo]tund) — (X1, N1, [N1]funa) be a morphism in
BordSP™ (K (Z,4)). We will define an isomorphism of Z-torsors

HZ([Y, C)) : HE(Xo, No, [Notuna) — HZ (X1, N1, [N1]funa)- (19.4)
Let F € HZ(Xo, No, [No]funa). Define
HZ([Y, C])(F ) : {nonvanishing sections s; of vy, — N1} — {1}

as follows: choose a representative (Y,C) for [Y,C]. Choose a nonvanishing
section sg of vy, — Np. Choose a vector field v on Y which is tangent to
Y = Xo I X; at 9Y, and which on Ny C X, projects to the section sy of
vN,, and on N7 C X; projects to the section s of vy,. Define C' € Cy(Y,Z)
by C" = exp(ev)(C) for € > 0 small. That is, we move C a small distance in
direction of v. As sg, s1 are nonvanishing, exp(ev)(N;) is disjoint from N; in
X; C 9Y for i = 0,1. Hence 0C and C’ have disjoint support, and C' and
OC' have disjoint support. Therefore we can define the homological intersection
C e C’ € 7 on the oriented 8-manifold Y, generalizing the intersection product
o: H,(Y,Z) x Hy(Y,Z) — Z. Now define

HEZ([Y, CI)(F) : 81— F(so) - (=1)9*". (19.5)

This also makes sense if Ny = () or N7 = (), when we replace F(s;) by F € {£1}.

One can show that if we replace so by 8¢, giving C’ instead of €, then C o
C" = d(30,50) +CeC'. As F(50) = (—1)%50:50) F(s4), we see HZ([Y, C])(F)(s1)
is independent of the choice of sg. Similarly, if we replace s; by 51, giving
C’ instead of C’, then C @ C' = C o C' + d(s1,31), so HZ([Y,C))(F)(s1) =
(=1)4130 F(5,), and HZ([Y, C]) does map as in (I34). It is also straightfor-
ward to show using (c) above that HZ ([, C]) is independent of the representative
(Y,C). Hence HZ([Y, C)) is well defined.

It is now easy to show that IZiZ is compatible with composition, and so is
a functor. We define a monoidal structure on H? by, for all (Xo, No, [No]tund)s
(X1, N1, [N1]funa) in BordSP™(K(Z,4)), as in (A2) we define isomorphisms in
0//22 by

bxo.x: : HE(Xo, No, [Noltuna) ©z, HZ (X1, N1, [N1]sund)
— HZ(Zo 1 X3, No I N1, [Noltund + [N1und),
¢X0,X1 - Fy Rz, Fi— (SQ sy — FQ(SQ) 'Fl(Sl)),

and we define ¢g : 1oyz, = Zo — HZ(0,0,0) = {£1} to be the usual iso-
morphism n — (—=1)2 The ¢x, x, commute with symmetric structures, so

Z . BordSP (K (Z,4)) — 0//Z5 is a symmetric monoidal functor.
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Proposition 19.2. There is an equivalence of Picard groupoids
® : BordSP (K (Z,4)) = BordSP ™ (K (Z,4)). (19.6)
and a monotidal natural isomorphism 1 : H? o® = HZ.

Proof. By Poincaré duality, if X is a compact oriented m-manifold without
boundary we have canonical isomorphisms H*(X,Z) = H,_4(X,Z), and if X
has boundary then H*(X,7) = H,,_4(X,0X, 7). In fact, we can use complexes
(Cn—«(X,Z),0) rather than (C*(X,Z),d) to compute cohomology.

Since %orb?pi"(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 E%otb?pi“(K(Z,él)) of BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) in
Definition in which we replace 4-cochains C € H*(X,Z) for an n-manifold
X by (n — 4)-chains C' € H,,_4(X,Z), and this will give an equivalent Picard
groupoid BordSP®(K(Z,4)) ~ BoroSP™ (K (Z,4)).

Next observe that there is an obvious forgetful functor Bord3P™ (K (Z,4)) —
BoroSP® (K (Z,4)) mapping (X, N, [N]suna) — (X, [N]suna) on objects and [Y, C]
— [Y,C] on morphisms. As the definitions of morphisms in the two cate-
gories are the same, this is an equivalence of BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) with a sub-
category of BordSP™ (K (Z,4)). An object (X, B) in BordSP™ (K (Z,4)), so that
B € C5(X,Z) with OB = 0, lies in the essential image of BordSP™ (K (Z,4))
if [B] = [N] € H3(X,Z) for some compact, oriented, embedded submanifold
N C X. But by Thom [91] Th. I1.27], every class in H3(X,Z) is realized by an
compact oriented 3-submanifold. So BordSP™(K(Z,4)) ~ BordSP™ (K (Z,4)).
Composing with the equivalence BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) ~ BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) gives
the equivalence of Picard groupoids (I9.6).

To show there is a monoidal natural isomorphism 7 : H? o® = HZ, we apply
Theorem [A.18|c). By Proposition [6.2] we must show three things:

(i) mo(HZ o ®) = m(HZ) in morphisms Q5P (K (Z,4)) — 0;
(i) 71 (HZ o ®) = 7, (HZ) in morphisms QFP™(K (Z,4)) — Za;
(iii) The difference class w(HZ o ® HZ) in H2  (Q5P™(K(Z,4)),Zs) is zero.

sym

Here (i) is clearly trivial, and (iii) is trivial as Q5P™(K(Z,4)) = 0 by Tables 2]
and Bl For (i), 71 (HZ) maps [Y,a] — aea mod 2, where Y is a compact spin
8-manifold, o € Hy(Y,Z), and e : Hy(Y,Z) x Hy(Y,Z) — Z is the intersection
product. Also 7 (®) maps [Y, ] — [Y,Pd™'(3)], where Y is a compact spin
8-manifold, 8 € H*(Y,Z), and Pd~' : H*(Y,Z) — H4(Y,Z) is the Poincaré
duality isomorphism. Therefore 71 (HZ o ®) maps [Y, 5] — Jy BUB mod 2.
But 7 (HZ) is defined on the generators of Q5P™ (K (Z,4)) in (@8], and from

BA)-BF) and ([@0) we sce that m (HZ) does map [V, 5] — [, AU S mod 2.
The proposition follows. O

Now let X be a compact spin 7-manifold. Proposition [[9.2] implies that
orientations on X for the orientation functors HZ : BordsP™ (K (Z,4)) — 0//Z,
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and HZ : BordSP™ (K (Z,4)) — 0//Z5 are equivalent. However, Definition [0.1]
is designed so that an orientation on X for I:I? is equivalent to a flag structure on
X in the sense of Definition To see this, note that if (No, so), (N1,s1) are
disjoint flagged submanifolds in X with [No] = [V1] in H3(X,Z), and [N;]tund
is a fundamental chain for N;, then we can choose C € Cy(X x [0,1],Z) with
OC = —[No|tund X {0} + [N1]tuna ¥ {1}, and as in Definition [91] with ¥ =
X x [0,1] we can choose C’ and define the sign (—1)°*¢" in (I35). But we can
show that in this case (—1)C*¢" = (=1)P((No.s0).(N1:51)) for D((Ny, s0), (N1, 51))
as in Definition [0l Theorem [I04] follows.

19.3 Proof of Theorem I1.1]

All of part (a) is immediate except the data in Table [T.1l To prove Table [[T.1]
when G = SU(m), observe that for [X, P] in Q§P™(BSU(m)) we can compute
ﬁl(N§pin’SU(m))([X, P]) as the index of the positive Dirac operator ]Z); 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 C™. 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(Px ® Ad(P)) = [ A(X) ch(su(E) @ € — su(C™) ® C)
_ fX (1 _ 101(27:1)() + 7101(TX5)72664P2(X)) . (Ch(E*)Ch(E) _ mz) '

Using ¢1(F) = 0 to simplify the expression, we have

(6 + m)cz (E)2 — 2m04(E)

ch(E) ch(E*) — m? = —2mco(E) + 6 )

which we substitute into the index formula and find
ind(Pyx @ Ad(P)) = 2 [ pi(TX)ea(E)+ 246 [ co(E)2 =2 [ cy(E). (19.7)

In Theorem 1.1l we have described P — X in terms of a 4-dimensional
submanifold M C X and a U(2)-structure on its normal bundle v;;. We can
rewrite the above index formula in terms of integrals over M, as follows. Let
a € H*(X,Z) be the cohomology class Poincaré dual to [M]. Then c2(E) = «
and c4(E) = ¢1(var)?a. Moreover, p1(TX)|x = p1(var)+p1(TM) and p1 (var) =
—ca(Va ®C) = —c2(var ®Var) = —2ca(var)+e1(var)?. Also, o?|x = aUe(vyr) =
a U ca(vpr). Inserting all this into (I3) and using the Hirzebruch Signature
Theorem gives

ind(Py @ Ad(P)) = = S (0r(TM) = 2¢o(var) + e1(var)?)
+ mTJrﬁ fM ca(vm) — 3 fM c1(vam)®

2 sign(M) + fM ca(vn) — fM c1(var)?.
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Recall from Theorem BI(d) that (BI3) maps % ~ (1,0,0), & — (0,1,0),

and (3 — (0,0,1). By the previous formula, ind(le( ® Ad(P)) is the inner
product of (BI3) with the vector (—2m,1,0). This verifies Table [T.1] in the
case G = SU(m).

The proof of Table[[T.Tlin the case G = Sp(m) is similar, and we explain the
details next. For [X, P]in QgP™(BSp(m)) let E — X be the quaternionic vector
bundle associated to P — X with fibre H™. For Sp(m), the complexified adjoint
representation is the second symmetric power of the defining representation,
therefore Ad(P) ® C = S2E. Viewing E as a complex vector bundle, we have

7 4
h S2E = m(2m + 1) — (2m + 2)ea(E) + m6+ ea(E)? — m; ci(E).
The Atiyah—Singer Index Formula therefore gives
ind(Py © Ad(P)) = [y (1 _mrx) 7p1(TX5)72664p2(X)) . (19.8)

(—(2m+2)c2(E)+ 2 oy (E)? — ey (E))

= 28 [ pi(TX)ea(B) + 28 [y eo(B)? = 2 [ ca(E).

In Theorem [IT.Il we have described P — X in terms of a 4-dimensional sub-
manifold M C X and a Spin(4)-structure on its normal bundle vy, with spinor
bundles E?,EM. We can rewrite the above index formula in terms of integrals over
M, as follows. We have

c(F) = a, CQ(E)2 = (cz(EjM) — CQ(E;M))a, cy(E) = —c2(X,,, ).

Moreover, since vy = Homp (%, , 5 ) we have pi(var) = —2¢§ — 2¢; and
hence p1 (TX)|y = p1(TM) +p1(var) = p1(TM) — 2c5 — 2¢; . Inserting all this
into the index formula (I9.8) and applying the Hirzebruch Signature Theorem
gives

ind(Py ® Ad(P)) = 2 sign(M) + [, e2(55,

VMt

Recall from Theorem BIYd) that B.I6) maps ¢; — (1,0,0), ¢z — (0,1,0),
and ¢} — (0,0, —1). By the previous formula, ind(ﬁ; ® Ad(P)) is in this case
the inner product of [B.I6]) with the vector (—4m — 4,1,0). This verifies Table
ITTin the case G = Sp(m).

All of (b) is immediate except the data in Table Now as N§P™ is
a symmetric monoidal functor it satisfies ¢’ o mo(NgP™) = 71 (NgP™) o0 ¢
But ¢ : Qgspi“(BG) — QQSpi“(BG) acts by multiplication by o by Proposition
BE2(a), and ¢’ : Z — Z5 is reduction mod 2. As all the generators in Table
are of the form a1, the data in Table is determined by Table [1.1] as
shown. Part (c) is immediate. This completes the proof.

— ~—

19.4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

For part (a), by Theorems Bl and [AT§] and (54)—(E.H), all we have to do is
determine 7r1(0§2m’so(4)’*). In the splitting (I3, 771(0572“1’80(4)’*) =0 on
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Q5P (%), as Q5P () corresponds to elements [V, N] € Q§P™(MSO(4)) with
N =, so the action of (TT.2)) (as the index of an operator on N) is clearly zero.
Thus it remains only to prove Table [T]

To compute the action of OSpm 80(4 in (IL2) on <, ¢, ¢ in @3)-EH),
observe that in the case in Wthh N and the fibres of vy — N are spin,

OSpll’l ,SO0(4),+ ([K N]) = 07([]\7, FJ:\H) = 1ndF]:\|[: = /NA(TN) Ch(zf),

where the first step holds by Definition with F ﬁ the Fueter operators of
Definition Q.17 the second step by Theorem [0.9] and the third by the Atiyah—
Singer Index Theorem, with XF the spinor bundles of vy — N. As ¢;(XF) =0
so that ch(XF) = 2 — co(XF), we see that

O?zin,SO(él),i([K N)) :/ (112p1(TN) _ 02(21))

Using e(v) = c2(Z}) — c2(X]) (the Euler class), and p1(v) = —2c2(XF) —
2¢2(2;) (the first Pontryagin class), we may rewrite these as

Spln SO(4),+ _ 1 1 _ 1
OSmOWH YN = [ (Gr(TN) - gel) = gm().  (199)

Spll’l SO(4),— o 1 1 _ 1
0PN (VN = [ (GrTN) + gel) = qm().  (19.10)
Equations (I3.9)-({I9I0) also hold when N and vy — N are not spin, so that

>+ are not defined and A(TN) need not be integral, but p;(TN),e(v), p1(v)
are defined and integral. Also OSpM1 SO(4), Y([v,N)) = OSpM1 SO~ ([Y,N]) —

O?,TESOM)’JF([Y, N]) by definition, so
O?);;in,SO(Zl);O([Y, N]) = /Ne(y) = [N] ° [N], (1911)

where [N]e[N] is the self-intersection of N in Y. Table[IT3Inow follows from Ta-
ble M) which is an easy computation, and (T9.9)—(I9I1). This completes (a).

S 16 16
fMj pl(TMJ) —12 0 3
fMj e(v) 0 1 0
fMj p1(v) 0 -2 11

Table 19.1: Invariants of %,Cg,@ in B3)-@33)

For part (b), by Theorems [B.1] and and (5.4)-(.5), all we have to do
is determine m(O), 71 (0) for O as in (IT4). For my(0), equation (ITH) follows
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from Definition Also 71(0) is zero on Q§P™ (%) as in (a) above. Thus it
remains only to prove Table [T.4l As the symmetric monoidal functors (IT.4)
commute with the linear quadratic invariants ¢ in Theorem [A18(a), and in
%otbgszin(MSO(él)) we have ¢(<L) = 1L, ¢(C2) = a1(e by the description of ¢
in Proposition B.2(a), and in Z//Z5 we have ¢(m) = m mod 2, the 041%, a1(a
columns in Table T4 follow from (IT.H) and the %, ¢2 columns in Table IT.3]

For the 7 column in Table[[T 4 observe from (B.6]) that the normal bundle v of
SU(3)/SO(3)x{(1,0)} in (SU(3)xS?)/SO(3) xS! is E®R, where E is the normal
bundle of SU(3)/SO(3) in (SU(3) x 83)/SO(3), and R is the normal bundle of
{(1,0)} in S'. Changing the sign in the R summand exchanges the (locally
defined) spin bundles X in Definition [T} and so exchanges 7 (ngin,SO(él),:t)
acting on 7. Hence

1 (OSRmSOW) () =y (OFHSOW—) ).

As O?Zin’so(4)’0 = O?Zin’so(4)’_ - O?Zin’so(4)’+, the third row in the 1 column

in Table [[T4 follows. Part (c) follows from Theorem BI(a),(b) and Proposition
[[T9 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' C H, and write G = Z(T)
for the centralizer of T. Then inc : G — H is of complex type.

(ii) Let ¢ : G — H be a morphism of connected Lie groups which is a covering
map. Then ¢ is of complex type.

(iii) Compositions of complex type morphisms are of complex type.

Parts (ii),(iii) are obvious. For (i), write g, b for the Lie algebras of G, H.
Under the adjoint representation of 7" on §) 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 = @@, ., Vi ®r R?[k] as U(1)-
representations, where Vj is a real vector space and R2[k] is the irreducible real
U(1)-representation with action e — (3K, smrd)),

We make m into a complex vector space by identifying R?[k] = C with i € C
acting by (% §). 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 I', e.g. H = Eg. Then H has a
maximal torus U(1)T° with U(1) factors corresponding to the set of vertices T'g
of I'. Choose k vertices v, ..., vy, in I, corresponding to a subgroup U(1)* C H.

Then inc : Z(U(1)*) < 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)*) is 3(U(1)*) =
u(l)eBk @ g, where g is the semisimple Lie algebra whose Dynkin diagram I" is
the result of deleting vertices vy, ...,v; and any edges meeting them from I'.
Write G for the compact, connected, simply-connected, semisimple Lie group
with Dynkin diagram I". It is then nearly true that Z(U(1)*) = U(1)* x G.

In fact Z(U(1)*) could have finitely many connected components, and its
identity component Z(U(1)¥); is of the form Z(U(1)¥); = (U(1)* x G)/K for
K C U(1)* x G a finite normal subgroup. But Z(U(1)*) < H of complex type
implies that Z(U(1)*); < H is of complex type, which implies that U(1)*x G <
H is of complex type by (ii),(iii).

In (TLJ), the morphisms E7 x U(1) — Eg, Eg x U(1)? — Eg, Spin(14) x
U(1) — Es, SU(8) x U(1) — Es, Sp(3) x U(1) — Fy4, and Spin(7) x U(1) — Fy,
all arise this way by deleting 1 or 2 vertices from the Dynkin diagrams Fg, Fj.

For G2 — Spin(8), we have inclusions G2 < Spin(7) < Spin(8), where in Lie
algebras spin(7)/ge and spin(8)/spin(7) are both the irreducible 7-dimensional
Go-representation A7. Hence spin(7)/gs =2 A7 ® A7 =2 Ar ®rC, so Gy < Spin(8)
is of complex type. Also Spin(m) — SO(m) is by (ii).

Next consider the three embeddings of Lie groups:

(A) UQ1) —SUm+1), €— diag(ew, el e_ime),
(B) U()— Sp(m+1), €+ diag(1,...,1,¢"),

10 --- 0 0 0

o1 0 --- 0 0
(C) U(l) —80(m+2), s |" Y

0 @ .1 0 0

00 --- 0 cosf sinf

0 0 -+ 0 —sinf cosf

For (A), Z(U(1)) = U(m) C SU(m + 1), where the embedding U(m) —
SU(m + 1) maps A — (‘3 det a1 ). Hence U(m) — SU(m + 1) is of complex
type by (i), completing Theorem [IT.8(a). Also SU(m) x U(1) — U(m) is a
covering map, so SU(m) x U(1) — SU(m + 1) is of complex type by (ii),(iii).

For (B), Z(U(1)) = Sp(m)xU(1) C Sp(m+1), so Sp(m)xU(1) — Sp(m+1)
is of complex type by (i). For (C), Z(U(1)) = SO(m) x SO(2) C SO(m+2) with
SO(2) 2 U(1), so SO(m) x U(1) — SO(m + 2) is of complex type by (i). We
show Spin(m) x 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 (TT.9]). This
completes the proof of Theorem [IT.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, ) is a category C with a tensor
product functor ® : C x C — C, a unit object 1 € C, a natural associativ-
ity isomorphism «, 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 m(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
71(C) = Aute (1), which implies that 71 (C) is an abelian group (Eckmann-Hilton
argument). We write 7o(C) multiplicatively and m(C) additively.

A categorical group is a monoidal category (G, ®, 1, &) in which all morphisms
are invertible and for which the monoid mo(G) is a group.

This means that every object x has a dual, an object x* for which there exist
isomorphisms €, : 2* @ x 2 1 and 1, : 1 = = ® z* (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

m1(G) —s Autg (), (11 2, 11) — (:v ~19r L% 100 %’x). (A.1)

Definition A.2. Let G be a categorical group. The conjugation Ag : m(G) —
Aut(m1(G)), x — Ay, takes Az (p) for € mo(G) and ¢ € m1(G) to

* -1
1n—m>x®x*%x®ﬂ®x*%x@ﬂ@x*%x@@x*"I—ml_

Example A.3. Given a group mg and an abelian group 71, let G = mo//m
denote the category of mp-graded mi-torsors. In other words, the objects of G
are all pairs (z,5), where x € my and S is a set with a free, transitive left
action of the group 1. If # = y, then Homg ((x,5), (y,T)) is the set of all my-
equivariant maps ¢ : S — T, otherwise the morphism set is defined to be empty.
Define the tensor product of objects by (o, So) ® (21, 51) = (zox1, S0 ®x, S1),
where Sy ®x, S1 = (So x S1)/m is the quotient by the anti-diagonal m-action.
As any two mi-torsors are isomorphic and every isomorphism is multiplica-
tion by a group element, G is a categorical group with mo(G) = 7o, m1(G) = 71,
and a trivial conjugation action of my(G) on m1(G). In Example [A5 we will
generalize this construction and get a possibly non-trivial conjugation action.
In case m; = 0 the construction of the category mp//m1 boils down to the
abelian group 7o 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, ®p,1p) is a collection of isomorphisms

F(z) @p F(y) 2% Frecy), 1o 25 F(ic), (A2)

for all objects z, 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, ®p,1p) 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,¢,n) and we can define x ®¢c y = G(F(z) ®@p F(y)),
Gz,y = NF(2),F(y), and 1c = G(1p).

Definition A.4. Let m be a group, 71 an abelian group, and A : mg — Aut(m)
a group action. Recall that the normalized bar cochain complexr has as its
n* cochain group C"(m, ) the set of all maps 3 : (mp)*™ — m such that
B(x1,...,2,) =0 whenever z; = 1 for some i. The codifferential is defined by

n

5ﬂ($1, e ,In+1) :AIIB(IQ, . ,In+1) + Z(—l)iﬂ(ﬁcl, ooy Lilj41y e - - ,In+1)

+ (—1)"+1B(x1, cey X))

The cohomology of this cochain complex is the group cohomology H* (g, m1).

Example A.5. Let mg be a group, m an abelian group, A : 79 — Aut(m) a
group action, and a € C3(mg, m1) be a normalized 3-cocycle satisfying da = 0.
We will define a categorical group G(mg, 71, A, ). The object set is 7y and the
morphism set from x to y is 71 if x = y and empty otherwise. The composition
is given by the binary operation on m; whenever this makes sense. The tensor
product is defined using the binary operations on 7y and m; as

‘PU"”)‘IO (301)

(IO ¢o IO) o (xl 2 xl) _ (;Coxl :coarl).

The associativity isomorphism is a(zg, z1,22) € 71, which is viewed as an ele-

ment of Homg (zo(z122), (xox1)x2). All of the unit isomorphisms are identities.

Notice that G(mg, 71, A, @) is a categorical group with mo(G) = mo, m1(G) =
71, and conjugation action A. 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(mo, m1, A, &) = G(mgy, wh, N, &) are
in 1-1 correspondence to triples (fo, f1,¢) of group morphisms fo : w19 — 7, and
f1:m — 7 and where ¢ € C?(m,m}) is a 2-cochain such that

fiox=XNo(fox f1), (fox fox fo)* (&) +3d¢p=(f1):() € C*(mo, 7).

(b) Let F and G be monoidal functors with triples (fo, f1,¢) and (go,g1,7)-
Then F and G are (non-monoidally) naturally isomorphic if and only if fo = go
and f1 = g1. In this case, there exists a monoidal natural isomorphism if and
only if the difference class w(F,G) = [¢p — ] € H*(mo, ) vanishes. Given a
monoidal functor F and w € H?(mg, ), there exists a monoidal functor G such
that fo = go, f1 = g1, and w(F,G) = w. In other words, the set of all monoidal
functors F up to monoidal natural isomorphism with given wo(F) = fo and
m(F) = f1 is a H?*(m,w})-torsor.

(c) If non-empty, the set of all monoidal natural isomorphisms F = G is a
torsor over the group H*(mo, ).

Proof. Everything follows by spelling out the definitions in the special case of
Example [A5] O

In particular, (a) implies that the identity functor can be made into a
monoidal equivalence between G(mg, 71, A, @) and G(mp, 71, A, &) if and only if
a and o represent the same group cohomology class in H3 (7, 7).

Definition A.7. A category is skeletal if © 22 y for objects implies x = y.

In particular, the set of objects in a skeletal category is 7o (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 sk G.

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(mo, 71, A\, ) where mo = 7o(G), m1 = 71(G), A is the conjugation
action, and o € C3(mo,m1) satisfies da = 0 and corresponds to the collection of
associatwity isomorphisms in G, viewed as belonging to m by (A]).

The group cohomology class [a] € H3(mg,m1) is called the associativity in-
variant of G (it is independent of the choice of monoidal structure on the skeletal
subcategory).

We see that (mp, 71, A, [@]) 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 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 (mo, 71, A, [a]), where my s group, m
is an abelian group, \ : mop — Aut(m) is a morphism, and [a] € H3(my,m),
there exists a categorical group G with these invariants.

(b) Consider categorical groups G and G’ with invariants (mg, 71, A, [a]) and
(w6, 7y, NS []). Let fo @ mo — m and f1: m — 7 be group morphisms such
that fio\ = No(fox f1). Then there exists a monoidal functor F : G — G’ with
70(F) = fo and 71 (F) = f1 if and only if (fo)*([’]) = (f1)«([a]) in H3 (7o, 7).
(c) Let F,G : G — G' be monoidal functors of categorical groups with wo(F) =
70(G) and m (F) = m1(G). There is a monoidal transformation F = G if and
only if the difference class w(F,G) € H*(mo(G),m1(G")) vanishes. The set of all
monoidal functors F : G — G with given mo(F) = fo and w1 (F) = f1 modulo
monoidal natural isomorphism is a torsor over H?(mo(G),m1(G")).

(d) Let F,G : G — G’ be monoidal functors of categorical groups. Define an
equivalence relation ~ between monoidal transformations 6 : F = G such that
01 ~ Oy if there exists € € Autg/ (1) = m1(G’) such that the following commutes
in G for all objects x € G:

1® g(I) unit 1so. g(I) unit 1so. g(fb) ®1
¢e®91 92®e$ (A.3)
10 G/ (x) —080 L Gl(g) — 250 L Gl(2) @ 1.

If non-empty, the set of all monoidal transformations 6 : F = G modulo equiv-
alence ~ is a torsor over H'(mo(G),m1(G")).

The next goal is to classify Picard groupoids and to classify the monoidal
functors and transformations between them.

Definition A.11. A symmetry o on a monoidal category (C, ®, 1, ) is a natural
isomorphism o, 4 : * ® y — y ® = such that oy, 0 0,y = lygy 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 o.

In particular, mo(G) is then a commutative monoid and the conjugation ac-
tion becomes trivial. From now on, we write the abelian groups m, 71 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, XTI, §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 mg = @1 = Z,. Both have objects 0,1 and tensor product
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T+ 7y = 2+ y, where ‘" denotes the remainder modulo two. Both of the cat-
egorical groups have Aut(0) = Aut(1) = {1,7n}, where n> = 1. One of the
categorical groups has a trivial associativity isomorphism «(Z,7,%Z) = 1. The
other, nonequivalent categorical group has a(1,1,1) = n and «(Z,%,z) = 1 for
all (Z,7,%) # (1,1,1), representing the non-trivial class in H3(Zy, Z5) = 7.
Ouly the first category admits a symmetry. Hence, up to (non-symmetric)
monoidal equivalence, there is a unique Picard groupoid with mp = m = Zs.
However, there are two inequivalent symmetries on the unique two-object two-
morphism categorical group: the trivial symmetry o(1,1) = 1 and the non-
trivial symmetry o (1, 1) = 7. This boils down to equipping the categorical group
of Zs-graded Zs-torsors with the ordinary symmetry or the super symmetry.

Later we will see in general that the associativity invariant [a] 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 my and m; be abelian groups.

e A map q:my — m is quadratic if by(z,y) = q(x +y) — q(z) — q(y) defines
a bilinear map. This implies g(Az) = M\2q(x) for A\ € Z. Let Quad (o, 1)
be the abelian group of all quadratic maps.

e A bilinear map « : mp X mp — m is alternating if a(x,x) =0 for all z € g
and skew-symmetric if a(x,y) + ay,z) = 0 for all z,y € my. (This is also
a good definition when « is not bilinear.) Let Alt(mp, 1) be the abelian
group of all alternating bilinear maps and let Skew (g, 71) be the abelian
group of all skew-symmetric bilinear maps.

By expanding a(z + y,z + y) = 0, one finds Alt(mg,m1) C Skew(mg,m1). If
a quadratic map ¢ : mg — m is also a linear map, then ¢(2z) = 4¢(x) and
q(2z) = q(x + z) = q(x) + q(z), so 2¢(x) = 0. Therefore, ¢ factors through a
linear map my/2mg — 71. Conversely, every linear map /2wy — 7 determines
a linear quadratic map by composing with the canonical projection. Hence
Hom (o /27, m1) C Quad(mg, 1) is the subset of linear quadratic maps.

Proposition A.15. (a) There is a short exact sequence
0 — Alt(mo, 1) — Skew(mo, ™) 2 Hom(mo/2mo, m1) — 0, (A.4)

where A* maps o € Skew(mg, m1) to the quadratic map q(z) = a(x, x).

(b) There is a group morphism A : Z*(mg,m1) — Alt(mg,71) that maps a 2-
cocycle F : my X 1o — w1 to the alternating bilinear map a(x,y) = F(x,y) —
F(y,x). Moreover, A is surjective with kernel the symmetric 2-cocycles.

Proof. (a) If o € Skew(mp, 1), then the map b, associated to ¢(z) = «a(z,z)
vanishes and is therefore bilinear. Moreover, q(z + y) = alz + y,z + y) =
a(z,z) + a(y,y) = q(z) + q(y). We prove surjectivity of A* in (A4), which is
the only non-trivial assertion of the exact sequence. Pick a basis {f,} of the
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Zs-vector space my/2mg. Since a linear quadratic map ¢ satisfies 2¢ = 0, we
can define a bilinear map « : mo/2mp ® 7o /2m0 — 71 by a(fy, fo) = Sk.eq(fy)-
Evidently, the pullback of « to my ® g is a (diagonal) skew-symmetric bilinear
form that maps to g under A*.

(b) We show that a(z,y) = F(z,y) — F(y, z) is bilinear: As F' is a 2-cocycle,

Flz+y,2)+ F(z,y) = F(z,y + 2) + F(y, 2), (A.5)
Fz,z+y)+ F(z,y) = F(z +2,y) + F(z,z), (A.6)
F(z,2+vy) + F(z,y) = F(x + z,y) + F(z, 2). (A.7)

Subtracting (A6) from (AJ) and then using (A7) gives a(z + y,2) = F(z +
y.2) — F(z,x +y) = F(z,2) — F(z,2) + F(y,2) — F(2,9) = a(z, 2) + a(y, 2).

To show that A is surjective we will assume that 7 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
T =2" DLy O DL, for prime powers g. Let e1,...,e, € Z" and fr €
Zg, be the corresponding cyclic generators. Being alternating, o is completely
determined by its values

aij = a(ei, e;), i = aleq, fi), e = a(fr, fo),

for all © < 7 and k < £. Moreover, gxa;rz = 0 and grare = qrare = 0. This
implies that we can define a bilinear map F : my ® mg — w1 by

Qi ifi<j - = age ik </t

r i, 65) = J ’ r ) = ’

(eir¢5) {0 iti> g, (Fi F2) {0 itk >0,
F(ei, fi) = aq,  for all i, k, F(fy,e;)=0 foralli,k.

Being bilinear, F' defines a 2-cocycle in Z? (g, m1) and a(z,y) = F(z,y)—F(y, x)
is easily checked on the cyclic generators. O

Example A.16. Continue with the categorical group G(my, 71, A, &) from Ex-
ample [A.5] and the trivial action A\ = 1. By the hexagon coherence diagrams
of [68, XI, §1, eq. (7)], a symmetry on G(mp, 1,1, @) is equivalently a skew-
symmetric map o : mp X mp — 7 satisfying

—a(z,z,y)+o(x+y,z2)—alz,y,z) =0z, z) —alz, z,y) + oy, 2).

Set a = 0, so that a symmetry isomorphism is just a skew-symmetric bilinear
form o € Skew(mg,m1) and define P(mg, 71, 0) to be the Picard groupoid with
symmetry o and underlying categorical group G(mo, 71, 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(mg,m1,0) — P(nj,7,0') is equivalently a triple
(fo, f1,¢), where fo : mo — @, f1 : m — ) are group morphisms and
¢ € C?(mp, ) is a normalized 2-cocycle satisfying

o' (fo(x), fo(y)) = fr(o(x,y)) = ¢(x,y) — ¢ (y, ). (A.8)
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Consider a pair of monoidal functors (fo, f1, #) and (go, 91,7)- A non-monoidal
natural isomorphism exists precisely when fy = go and f; = g1 and is then
given by an arbitrary map u : mg — 7} of sets. For a monoidal transformation,

u(x) —u(z +y) +uly) = d(z,y) —v(z,y).

The obstruction for the existence of a monoidal transformation is therefore the
group cohomology class [¢p — ] € HZ2  (m,m) C H?*(m, ), see Theorem

sym
[A18(c) below.

Lemma A.17. Let G be a Picard groupoid. Then the associativity invariant
[a] € H3(m0(G), m1(G)) vanishes. In particular, the underlying categorical group
of G is monoidally equivalent to some G(mg,m1,1,0).

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 (o, o). As the conjugation action of G vanishes, Theorem
implies that the underlying categorical group of G is monoidally equivalent to
some G(mp, 71,1, ). For the symmetry o of G a calculation shows that o(z, )
is a linear quadratic form, so by (A4) there exists o/ € Skew(mg,m) with
o(z,x) = o'(x,x). By bilinearity, (0,0) is a symmetric 3-cocycle. Now [40,
Th. 26.1] implies that («,c) and (0,0') are cohomologous, since they agree on
the diagonal. In particular, « = d¢ is a coboundary. Then the 2-cochain ¢ de-
termines a monoidal structure on the identity functor that makes G(mo, 71,1, @)
monoidally equivalent to G(m, 71, 1,0). O

Transporting the symmetry from G to G(mp, 71, 1,0), we conclude that ev-
ery Picard groupoid is symmetric monoidally equivalent to P(mg,71,0) for
some o € Skew(mp,m1). However, there are symmetric monoidal equivalences
P(mo,m1,0) = P(mp,m1,0’) that change o by a 2-cocycle, so by Proposition
[AT8 only the linear quadratic form ¢(z) = o(z,z) is an invariant of G, called
the symmetry invariant. The triple (7, m1,q) is a complete invariant of Picard
groupoids. As before, every result that holds in the special case of Example
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 mp and m be abelian groups. Up to equivalence,
Picard groupoids G with mo(G) = mo and w1 (G) = m1 are classified by their
symmetry invariant, a linear quadratic form q : mo(G) — m1(G). Conversely,
every triple (mo, 71, q) occurs as the invariants of some Picard groupoid.

(b) Let G and G’ be Picard groupoids with symmetry invariants q and q'. Let
fo:m(G) = mo(G") and f1:m1(G) — m(G') be group morphisms. There exists
a symmetric monoidal functor F : G — G with wo(F) = fo and m (F) = f1 if
and only if q'o fo=fioq.

(c) Let F,G: G — G’ be symmetric monoidal functors of Picard groupoids with
mo(F) = 7o(G) and 71 (F) = m1(G). There is a monoidal natural isomorphism
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F = G if and only if the difference class w(F,G) € H*(mo(G),m1(G")) vanishes.
Furthermore, w(F,G) lies in the subgroup HZ, (70(G),n1(G")), which is part of
a short exact sequence

0= Him(m0(G), m(G")) = H*(m0(G), m1 (")) = Alt(mo(G), m(¢")) = 0. (A.9)

The set of all symmetric monoidal functors F : G — G' with given mo(F) =
fo and 7 (F) = f1 modulo monoidal natural isomorphism is a torsor over
HZ,,,(10(G), m(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 HY(mo(G),m1(G")). Here H'(mo(G), m1(G")) = Hom(mo(G), 71(G")) as mo(G)

acts trivially on m(G').

Proof. (a) This is immediate from the preceding discussion.

(b) By choosing identifications G ~ P (g, 71, 0) and G’ ~ P(n(, 7, 0’), symmet-
ric monoidal functors G — G’ correspond to 2-cocycles ¢ € C?(m, ;) satisfying
(A.8). Suppose that ¢’ o fo = f1 o g. Then the left hand side of [A.8]) vanishes
for x = y, hence is in the kernel of Skew(mg, 7}) — Hom(mg /27, 7}). By Propo-
sition [AJ5(a) and (b) these are the alternating forms which can all be written
as ¢(x,y) — ¢y, x) for some 2-cocycle ¢.

(c) The exact sequence follows from Proposition[AT5 and the rest follows from
Theorem [A10(c), but also requiring functors to be symmetric monoidal.

(d) This follows from Theorem[A.T0(d) and the fact that the equivalence relation
~ on monoidal transformations 6 : F = G defined in (A3)) is trivial in the
symmetric case. O

It follows that every Picard groupoid is equivalent to a category of mp-graded
mi-torsors G = mo//m (see Example [A3]) with symmetry isomorphism deter-
mined by o € Skew(mg, 1) as

(z0,S0) ®¢ (21,51) — (21,51) ®0 (20, So),
50 Qo 51— 0(Z0,21)(51 @ S0)-

These Picard groupoids are equivalent if the ‘diagonal’ quadratic forms o(z, 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
classifies all possible sign conventions on my /71 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 l-types. In this context, the invariant ¢ is called the stable 1°! Postnikov
mvariant.
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Example A.20. To calculate the obstruction w(F,G) for a pair of symmetric
monoidal functors F, G : G — (7 //7}, ®c), where o’ € Skew(m(,7}), the sym-
metric monoidal equivalence Z : P(mg, w1,0) — G needs to be made explicit.
Pick an object z; of G in each isomorphism class [x;] € mo(G). This determines
the functor Z, by mapping [x;] to the object x; and an automorphism f € 71(G)
of [z;] to f ® x; € Autg(z;). Pick isomorphisms ; ; : x; ® x; — x4, such that
these satisfy the associativity axiom for a monoidal structure on Z (always pos-
sible by Lemma [A17). By choosing bases of each torsor F(z;), the morphism
of torsors

¢zi,zj F il
F(zi) ® F(z;) ——— F(7; ® z) ELACENN F(ziy;)

determines a 2-cocycle ¢; j € C?(mo, 7). Here, ¢, ,, denotes the monoidal struc-
ture on F. Another choice of bases changes ¢; ; by a coboundary. In the same
way, we obtain from G a 2-cocycle ¢; ; € C*(mo, 7). Then [¢; ; — 1; ;] is the
obstruction class for the existence of a symmetric monoidal isomorphism F' = G.

Example A.21. In the situation of Theorem [AT§(c), write m; = m;(G), 7 =
m;(G'), and suppose that 7 is a finitely generated abelian group and 7] = Z5.

Then for n, ap ; > 0 with only finitely many a, ; nonzero we may write

m=2"x J[ (@)
p prime, k > 1

Since H2 (Fl X 1—‘2, Zg) = H2 (Fl,ZQ) X H2 (FQ,ZQ) it follows that

sym sym sym

Hp (7m0, 22) = HE, (2, Z5)" X H (HS,

sym sym sym

(Zpp, Z2)) 7"

p prime, kK > 1
Calculation shows that

Z27 b= 25
0, p>2.

Sym Sym

H? (7,75) =0, HZ (Zpk,ZQ)g{

Thus, each factor of Zyw in my contributes a factor Zy to HZ,, (o, Zs).
Write G = {y € m : 2G = 0} for the 2-torsion subgroup of my. Then
G =[x (Zg<2k_1>)a2’k, that is, each factor of Zyx in mp contributes a factor

7, to G. We can make the relationship between H2 (w0, Z2) and G explicit as

Sym

follows: there is an isomorphism Wy, : H2, (70, Z2) — Hom(G, Z3), such that
Vo ([C1) s v = C(7,7) + €(0,0) (A.10)

whenever [C] € HZ,,, (w0, Z3) is represented by a cocycle C' € C?(mo, Z3) which
is symmetric, i.e. C(a, 8) = C(B, ) for a, f € mg, and v € G C 7.
To see that (A10Q) is well defined, note that if ¢’ = C'+dD for D : my — Z2

then C'(v,7) = C(v,7) + D(2y) = C(v,7) + D(0) as 2y = 0 and C’(0,0) =
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C(0,0) + D(0), and the condition dC = 0 implies that ¥([C]) is a group mor-
phism. The map I' — Pr is compatible with products I' =Ty x I'g, and we can
check that Ur is an isomorphism for I' = Zyx, k > 1, so ¥ is an isomorphism
for any finitely generated abelian group I'.

Now let F,G be as in Theorem [A18(c). As m;(F) = m;(G) there exists a
(not necessarily monoidal) natural isomorphism ¢ : F' = G. Define a symmetric
cocycle C¢ € C?(mo, Z3) by, for all objects My, My € F

Ce([My], [M])
= Fg (M, M2) o (¢((M:) © ((Mz2)) ™" 0 G (M1, M2) ™" o (M1 ® M)
S Homg(F(M1 ® MQ), F(Ml X Mg)) =7,
where Fg (M, Ms) : F(M;) @ F(M3) — F(M; ® M) is the isomorphism in
(A2). Then w(F,G) = [C¢] € HE (70, Z3). So Theorem [AT8(c) says that a

monoidal isomorphism 1 : F = G exists if and only if [C¢] = 0, or equivalently,
if U([C¢]) =0, that is, if C¢(y,7y) 4+ C¢(0,0) =0 € Zs for all v € G C mp.

References

[1] D.W. Anderson, E.H. Brown, Jr., and F.P. Peterson, The structure of the
Spin cobordism ring, Ann. Math. 86 (1967), 271-298.

[2] M.F. Atiyah, Bordism and cobordism, Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc. 57 (1961),
200-208.

[3] M.F. Atiyah and I.M. Singer, The Index of Elliptic Operators: IV, Ann.
Math. 92 (1970), 119-138.

[4] K. Behrend and B. Fantechi, The intrinsic normal cone, Invent. Math.
128 (1997), 45-88. [alg-geom /9601010.

[5] A. Blanc, Topological K-theory of complex noncommutative spaces, Com-
positio Math. 152 (2015), 489-555. larXiv:1211.7360.

[6] A. Bojko, Orientations for DT invariants on quasi-projective Calabi—Yau
4-folds, Adv. Math. 388 (2021), no. 107859. larXiv:2008.08441.

[7] A. Bojko, Hilbert schemes of points on Calabi—Yau 4-folds via wall-
crossing, Adv. Math. 448 (2024), no. 109715. larXiv:2102.01056.

[8] A. Borel, Sur I’homologie et la cohomologie des groupes de Lie compacts
connezes, Amer. J. Math. 76 (1954), 273-342.

[9] D. Borisov and D. Joyce, Virtual fundamental classes for moduli spaces
of sheaves on Calabi—Yau four-folds, Geom. Topol. 21 (2017), 3231-3311.
arXiv:1504.00690.

[10] R. Bott, Quelques remarques sur les théorémes de périodicité, Bull. Soc.
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]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

R. Bott and H. Samelson, Applications of the theory of Morse to symmetric
spaces, Amer. J. Math. 80 (1958), 964-1029.

L. Breen, R. Mikhailov and A. Touzé, Derived functors of the divided
power functors, Geom. Topol. 20 (2016), 257-352. larXiv:1312.56706.

W. Browder, E. Thomas, Azioms for the generalized Pontryagin cohomol-
ogy operations Q. J. Math. 13 (1962), 55-60.

E.H. Brown, Jr., The cohomology of BSO,, and BO,, with integer coeffi-
cients, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 85 (1982), 283-288.

R.R. Bruner, M. Catanzaro and J.P. May, Characteristic classes, lecture
notes, 2012. Available at
https://www.math.uchicago.edu/~may/CHAR/charclasses.pdf.

C. Bu, Enumerative invariants in self-dual categories. I. Motivic invari-
ants, larXiv:2302.00038, 2023.

C. Bu, Enumerative invariants in self-dual categories. II. Homological in-
variants, arXiv:2309.00056, 2023.

Y. Cao, Counting conics on sextic 4-folds, Math. Res. Lett. 26 (2019),
343-1357. larXiv:1805.04696.

Y. Cao, Genus zero Gopakumar—Vafa type invariants for Calabi—Yau 4—
folds II: Fano 3-folds, Comm. Contemp. Math. 22 (2020), no. 1950060.
arXiv:1801.06130.

Y. Cao, J. Gross and D. Joyce, Orientability of moduli spaces of Spin(7)-
instantons and coherent sheaves on Calabi—Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 368
(2020). larXiv:1811.09658.

Y. Cao and M. Kool, Zero-dimensional Donaldson—Thomas invariants of

Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 338 (2018), 601-648. larXiv:1712.07347.

Y. Cao and M. Kool, Curve counting and DT/PT correspondence for
Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 375 (2020), 107371. larXiv:1903.12171.

Y. Cao, M. Kool and S. Monavari, Stable pair invariants of local Calabi-
Yau 4-folds, Int. Math. Res. Not. 6 (2022), 4753-4798. larXiv:2004.09355.

Y. Cao and N.C. Leung, Donaldson—-Thomas theory for Calabi—Yau 4-
folds, larXiv:1407.7659, 2014.

Y. Cao, D. Maulik, and Y. Toda, Genus zero Gopakumar—Vafa type in-
variants for Calabi—Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 338 (2018), 41-92.
arXiv:1801.02513.

Y. Cao, D. Maulik, and Y. Toda, Stable pairs and Gopakumar—Vafa type
invariants for Calabi-Yau 4-folds, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 24 (2022), 527-581.
arXiv:1902.00003.

192


http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.5676
https://www.math.uchicago.edu/~may/CHAR/charclasses.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04696
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.06130
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.09658
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07347
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.12171
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.09355
http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.7659
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.02513
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.00003

[27]

[31]

32]

Y. Cao, G. Oberdieck, and Y. Toda, Stable pairs and Gopakumar—Vafa
type invariants on holomorphic symplectic 4-folds, Adv. Math. 408 (2022),
no. 108605. larXiv:2201.11540.

Y. Cao, G. Oberdieck, and Y. Toda, Gopakumar—Vafa type invariants of
holomorphic symplectic 4-folds, Comm. Math. Phys. 405 (2024), no. 26.
arXiv:2201.10878.

Y. Cao and F. Qu, Tautological Hilbert scheme invariants of Calabi-Yau
4-folds via virtual pullback, arXiv:2012.04415, 2020.

Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Curve counting via stable objects in derived categories
of Calabi—Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 406 (2022), no. 108531.
arXiv:1909.04897.

Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Tautological stable pair invariants of Calabi—Yau
4-folds, Adv. Math. 396 (2022), no. 108176. larXiv:2009.03553.

Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Gopakumar—Vafa type invariants on Calabi-Yau 4-
folds via descendent insertions, Comm. Math. Phys. 383 (2021), 281-310.
arXiv:2003.00787.

H. Cartan, Algébres d’Eilenberg—MacLane et homotopie, Exposés 2 & 16,
Séminaire Henri Cartan, Ecole Normale Supérieure, Paris, 1956.

P.E. Conner, Differentiable Periodic Maps, second edition, Lect. Notes
Math. 738, Springer, 1979.

A. Dold, Relations between ordinary and extraordinary homology, Matem-
atika 9 (1965), 8-14.

S.K. Donaldson, Floer Homology Groups in Yang—Mills Theory, Cam-
bridge University Press, 2009.

S.K. Donaldson and P.B. Kronheimer, The Geometry of Four-Manifolds,
Oxford University Press, 1990.

S.K. Donaldson and E. Segal, Gauge Theory in Higher Dimensions, II,
Surveys in Diff. Geom. 16 (2011), 1-41. larXiv:0902.3239.

S.K. Donaldson and R.P. Thomas, Gauge Theory in Higher Dimensions,
Chapter 3 in S.A. Huggett et al., editors, The Geometric Universe, Oxford
University Press, 1998.

S. Eilenberg and S. MacLane, On the groups H(II,n). II. Methods of
computation, Ann. Math. 60 (1954), 49-139.

A. Fernandez Herrero, T.L. Gémez, and A. Zamora, The moduli stack of
principal p-sheaves and Gieseker—Harder—Narasimhan filtrations, Math.

Z. 307 (2024), no. 51. larXiv:2107.03918.

193


https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.11540
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.10878
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04415
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.04897
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03553
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.00787
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3239
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.03918

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

D.S. Freed, On determinant line bundles, pages 189-238 in Mathematical
Aspects of String Theory, Adv. Ser. Math. Phys. 1, World Scientific, 1987.

S.I. Gelfand and Y.I. Manin, Methods of Homological Algebra, second edi-
tion, Springer, 2003.

P.B. Gilkey, The geometry of spherical space form groups, World Scientific,
1989.

T.L. Gémez, Algebraic stacks, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math. Sci. 111
(2001), 1-31. math.AG/9911199.

T.L. Gémez and 1. Sols, Moduli space of principal sheaves over projective
varieties, Ann. of Math. 161 (2005), 1037-1092. math.AG/0206277.

J. Gross, D. Joyce and Y. Tanaka, Universal structures in C-linear enu-
merative invariant theories, SIGMA 18 (2022), 068. larXiv:2005.05637.

R.S. Hamilton, The inverse function theorem of Nash and Moser, Bull.
Amer. Math. Soc. 7 (1982), 65—222.

R. Hartshorne, Algebraic Geometry, Graduate Texts in Math. 52, Sprin-
ger, 1977.

M.W. Hirsch, Differential topology, Graduate Texts in Math. 33, Springer,
1976.

D. Huybrechts, Fourier-Mukai transforms in Algebraic Geometry, Oxford
Mathematical Monographs, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 2006.

D. Huybrechts and M. Lehn, The geometry of moduli spaces of sheaves,
Aspects of Math. E31, Vieweg, 1997.

N. Johnson and A. Osorno, Modelling stable one-types, Theory Appl.
Categ. 26 (2012), 520-537. larXiv:1201.2686.

A. Joyal and R. Street, Braided Tensor Categories, Adv. Math. 102 (1993),
20-78.

D. Joyce, Compact manifolds with special holonomy, Oxford University
Press, 2000.

D. Joyce, An introduction to d-manifolds and derived differential geometry,
pages 230-281 in L. Brambila-Paz et al., editors, Moduli spaces, L.M.S.
Lecture Notes 411, Cambridge University Press, 2014. larXiv:1206.4207.

D. Joyce, Kuranishi spaces as a 2-category, pages 253-298 in J. Morgan,
editor, Virtual Fundamental Cycles in Symplectic Topology, Mathematical
Surveys and Monographs 237, A.M.S., 2019. larXiv:1510.07444.

194


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9911199
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0206277
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05637
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2686
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.4207
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07444

[58]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

D. Joyce, D-manifolds and d-orbifolds: a theory of derived differential
geometry, to be published by OUP. Preliminary version (2012) available
at https://people.maths.ox.ac.uk/~joyce/dmanifolds.html.

D. Joyce, Conjectures on counting associative 3-folds in Ga-manifolds,
pages 97-160 in V. Munoz et al., editors, Modern Geometry: A Celebration
of the Work of Sitmon Donaldson, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 99, A.M.S.,
2018. larXiv:1610.09836.

D. Joyce, Kuranishi spaces and Symplectic Geometry, multiple volume
book in progress, 2017-2027. Preliminary versions of volumes I, IT available
at https://people.maths.ox.ac.uk/~joyce/Kuranishi.html.

D. Joyce, Enumerative invariants and wall-crossing formulae in abelian
categories, arXiv:2111.04694, 2021.

D. Joyce, Y. Tanaka, and M. Upmeier, On orientations for gauge-theoretic
moduli spaces, Adv. Math. 362 (2020), no. 106957. larXiv:1811.01096.

D. Joyce and M. Upmeier, Canonical orientations for moduli spaces of G-
instantons with gauge group SU(m) or U(m), J. Diff. Geom. 124 (2023),
199-229. larXiv:1811.02405.

Y.-H. Kiem and H. Park, Localizing virtual cycles for Donaldson—Thomas
invariants of Calabi-Yau 4-folds, J. Alg. Geom. 32 (2023), 585-639.
arXiv:2012.13167.

R. Lashof, Poincaré duality and cobordism, Trans. A.M.S. 109 (1963),
257-277.

H.B. Lawson and M.-L. Michelsohn, Spin geometry, Princeton Math. Se-
ries 38, PUP, Princeton, NJ, 1989.

C. Lewis, Spin(7) instantons, D.Phil. thesis, Oxford University, 1998.

S. MacLane, Categories for the working mathematician, second edition,
Springer, 1971.

C.R.F. Maunder, The spectral sequence of an extraordinary cohomology
theory, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 59 (1963), 567-574.

J.P. May, A general algebraic approach to Steenrod operations, pages
153-231 in The Steenrod Algebra and Its Applications: A Conference to
Celebrate N.E. Steenrod’s Siztieth Birthday, Springer, Berlin—Heidelberg,
1970.

J. McCleary, A user’s guide to spectral sequences, Camb. Stud. Adv. Math.
58, CUP, Cambridge, 2001.

R.C. McLean, Deformations of calibrated submanifolds, Comm. Anal.
Geom. 6 (1998), 705-747.

195


https://people.maths.ox.ac.uk/~joyce/dmanifolds.html
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.09836
https://people.maths.ox.ac.uk/~joyce/Kuranishi.html
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.04694
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.01096
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.02405
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.13167

[73]

=
RS

=
=)

G. Menet, J. Nordstrom and H.N. S& Earp, Construction of Gs-instantons
via twisted connected sums, Math. Res. Lett. 28 (2021), 471-509.
arXiv:1510.03836.

D.S. Metzler, Topological and smooth stacks, math.DG/0306176, 2003.

J.W. Milnor, Remarks concerning spin manifolds, pages 5-62 in Differ-
ential and Combinatorial Topology (A Symposium in Honor of Marston
Morse), PUP, Princeton, NJ, 1965.

J.W. Milnor and J.D. Stasheff, Characteristic classes, PUP, Princeton,
NJ, 1974.

B. Noohi, Foundations of topological stacks, I, math.AG /0503247, 2005.
B. Noohi, Homotopy types of topological stacks, larXiv:0808.3799, 2008.

S.P. Novikov, Homotopy properties of Thom complexes, pages 211-250
in S.P. Novikov and I.A. Taimanov, editors, Topological library. Part 1:
cobordisms and their applications, World Scientific, Hackensack, NJ, 2007.
Translated from Russian original in Mat. Sb. 57 (1962), 407-442.

J. Oh and R.P. Thomas, Counting sheaves on Calabi—Yau 4-folds. I, Duke
Math. J. 172 (2023), 1333-1409. larXiv:2009.05542.

T. Pantev, B. Toén, M. Vaquié and G. Vezzosi, Shifted symplectic struc-
tures, Publ. Math. TL.H.E.S. 117 (2013), 271-328. larXiv:1111.3209.

H. Park, Virtual pullbacks in Donaldson—Thomas theory of Calabi-Yau
4-folds, larXiv:2110.03631, 2021.

H.N. Sa Earp, Ga-instantons over asymptotically cylindrical manifolds,
Geom. Topol. 19 (2015), 61-111. larXiv:1101.0880.

H.N. Sa Earp and T. Walpuski, Gs-instantons over twisted connected
sums, Geom. Topol. 19 (2015), 1263-1285. larXiv:1310.7933.

J.-P. Serre, Cohomology mod 2 of Filenberg—MacLane complexes, pages
153-190 in S.P. Novikov and I.A. Taimanov, editors, Topological Library,
Part 3, World Scientific, NJ, 2012.

C. Simpson, The topological realization of a simplicial presheaf,
g-alg/9609004, 1996.

H.X. Sinh, Gr-catégories, Thése de Doctorat, Université Paris VII, 1975.

R.E. Stong, Notes on cobordism theory, Mathematical notes, Princeton
University Press, 1968.

R.E. Stong, Appendiz: calculation of QSpin(K(Z,4)), pages 430437 in
Workshop on unified string theories (Santa Barbara, Calif., 1985), World
Sci. Publishing, Singapore, 1986.

196


http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03836
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0306176
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0503247
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.3799
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.05542
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.3209
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03631
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0880
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.7933
http://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9609004

[90] Y. Tanaka, A construction of Spin(7)-instantons, Ann. Global Anal.
Geom. 42 (2012), 495-521. larXiv:1201.3150.

[91] R. Thom, Quelques propriétés globales des variétés différentiables, Com-
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.

[92] B. Toén, Higher and derived stacks: a global overview, pages 435-487 in
Algebraic Geometry — Seattle 2005, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 80, Part 1,
AM.S.; 2009. math.AG/0604504.

[93] B. Toén, Derived Algebraic Geometry, EMS Surveys in Math. Sci. 1 (2014),
153-240. larXiv:1401.1044.

[94] B. Toén and M. Vaquié, Moduli of objects in dg-categories, Ann. Sci. Ec.
Norm. Sup. 40 (2007), 387-444. |math.AG /0503269.

[95] B. Toén and G. Vezzosi, From HAG to DAG: derived moduli stacks, pages
173-216 in Aziomatic, enriched and motivic homotopy theory, NATO Sci.
Ser. IT Math. Phys. Chem., 131, Kluwer, 2004. math.AG/0210407.

[96] B. Toén and G. Vezzosi, Homotopical Algebraic Geometry II: Geometric
Stacks and Applications, Mem. A.M.S. 193 (2008), no. 902.
math.AG/0404373.

[97] M. Upmeier, A categorified excision principle for elliptic symbol families,
Q. J. Math. 72 (2021), 1099-1132. larXiv:1901.10818.

[98] M. Upmeier, Bordism invariance of orientations and real APS index the-
ory, Adv. Math. 461 (2025), no. 110048. larXiv:2312.06818.

[99] T. Walpuski, Gauge theory on G3-manifolds, PhD Thesis, Imperial College
London, 2013.

[100] T. Walpuski, Go-instantons on generalized Kummer constructions, Geom.
Topol. 17 (2013), 2345-2388. larXiv:1109.6609.

[101] T. Walpuski, Ga-instantons over twisted connected sums: an example,
Math. Res. Lett. 23 (2016), 529-544. larXiv:1505.01080.

[102] T. Walpuski, Ga-instantons, associative submanifolds and Fueter sections,
Comm. Anal. Geom. 25 (2017), 847-893. larXiv:1205.5350.

[103] T. Walpuski, Spin(7)-instantons, Cayley submanifolds and Fueter sec-
tions, Comm. Math. Phys. 352 (2017), 1-36. larXiv:1409.6705!

DoMmiNIiCc JOYCE, THE MATHEMATICAL INSTITUTE, RADCLIFFE OBSERVATORY QUAR-
TER, WOODSTOCK RoAD, OXFORD, OX2 6GG, U.K.

E-MAIL: joyce@maths.ox.ac.uk.

MARKUS UPMEIER, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN,
FRASER NOBLE BUILDING, ELPHINSTONE RD, ABERDEEN, AB24 3UE, U.K.
E-MAIL: markus.upmeier@abdn.ac.uk.

197


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.3150
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0604504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.1044
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0503269
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0210407
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0404373
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.10818
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.06818
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.6609
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.01080
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5350
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.6705

	Introduction
	Background from Algebraic Topology
	Bordism theory
	The Atiyah–Hirzebruch spectral sequence
	Eilenberg–MacLane spaces and Steenrod squares
	The spectral sequence for the free loop space
	L-equivalence and Thom spaces

	Spin bordism groups of classifying spaces
	Spin bordism groups of some Thom spaces
	Spin bordism groups of some free loop spaces
	Relation between certain Thom and classifying spaces
	Spin bordism groups of some Lie groups

	Gauge-theoretic bordism categories
	Bordism categories Bordₙᴮ(BG)
	Loop bordism categories Bordₙᴮ(ℒ��BG)
	Bordism categories Bordₓ(BG)

	Submanifold bordism categories
	Bordism categories Bordₙₖᴮ(MH)
	Loop bordism categories Bordₙ₋₁ₖᴮ(ℒMH)
	L-equivalence categories Bordₓᵏ(MCₙ₋ₖ)

	Cohomology bordism categories
	Bordism categories Bordₙᴮ(K(R,k)))
	Loop bordism categories Bordₙᴮ(ℒ��K(R,k))
	Bordism categories Bordₓ(K(R,k))

	Topological bordism categories
	Transfer functors between bordism categories
	Transfer functors
	Examples of topological transfer functors
	Examples of geometric transfer functors

	Orientation functors
	Orientation functors, orientability, and orientations
	Elliptic operator bordism
	Analytic orientation functors in gauge theory
	Analytic orientation functors in submanifold bordism
	Abstract orientation functors in cohomology bordism

	Flag structures
	Flag structures in 7 dimensions
	Flag structures in 8 dimensions

	Factorizations of orientation functors
	Explicit computation of orientation functors
	Factorizing orientation functors via transfer functors

	Applications to moduli spaces in gauge theory
	Connection moduli spaces 𝒜ₚ,ℬₚ and orientations
	G₂-instantons on G₂-manifolds
	Spin(7)-instantons on Spin(7)-manifolds

	Applications to enumerative invariants of Calabi–Yau 4-folds
	Calabi–Yau 4-folds and DT4 invariants
	Orientability and canonical orientations for Calabi–Yau 4-fold moduli spaces
	Extensions of the theory

	Applications to moduli spaces of submanifolds
	Infinite-dimensional moduli spaces of submanifolds
	Associative 3-folds in G₂-manifolds
	Cayley 4-folds in Spin(7)-manifolds

	Proof of Theorem 3.1
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(K(ℤ,4))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(MSO(4))
	Proofs of two technical lemmas
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(MSpin(4))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(MU(2))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(MSU(2))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(K(ℤ₂,4))
	Proof of Theorem 3.1(b)
	Proof of Theorem 3.1(c)

	Proof of Theorem 3.3
	Construction of maps
	Proofs of Theorem 3.3(a)–(d)

	Proof of Theorem 3.5
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(K(ℤ,3))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(K(ℤ₂,3))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(SU(2))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(SU)
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(Sp)
	Proof of Proposition 3.6
	Proofs of Theorem 3.5(b),(c)

	Proof of Theorem 3.2
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(ℒK(ℤ,4);K(ℤ,4))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(ℒK(ℤ₂,4);K(ℤ₂,4)); proof of (c)
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(ℒMSU(2);MSU(2))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(ℒMU(2);MU(2))
	Computation of Ωₙˢᵖⁱⁿ(ℒMSpin(4);MSpin(4))
	Proof of Theorem 3.2(b)

	Proofs of theorems in §9–§11
	Proof of Theorem 9.6
	Proof of Theorem 10.4
	Proof of Theorem 11.1
	Proof of Theorem 11.3
	Proof of Theorem 11.8

	Picard groupoids
	References

