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Abstract

Surgery theory is a classification technique for high-dimensional manifolds which was
developed in the 1960s. The traditional Browder-Novikov-Sullivan-Wall-theory decides
whether an (n + 1)-dimensional normal cobordism (e, f, f'): (W, M, M') — X with
f and f’ homotopy equivalences is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism. There is an
obstruction in a group Lp41(Z[m1(X)]) which vanishes if and only if this is possible.
Algebraic L-groups have been extensively studied and computed. For a ring A with
involution, L,(A) is a Witt group of quadratic forms if n is even and a Witt group of
quadratic formations if n is odd.

In the 1980s M. Kreck generalized Wall’s original approach by dealing with cobordisms
(e, f, f): (W,M,M’) — X of normal smoothings in which f and f’ are only [%1]-
equivalences. There is an obstruction in a monoid l,4+1(Z[71(X)]) which is elementary
if and only if that cobordism is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism. The l-monoids are
little understood algebraically and there are no computations of them.

This thesis studies the algebraic properties of log(A) (i.e. n+ 1 = 2g). l-monoids are
equivalence classes of generalized formations which we call preformations. We introduce
three obstructions to an element z € ly(A) being elementary. Firstly, it is shown that
every elementary z € las(A) has a stable flip-isomorphism. In certain cases there is a
close relationship between flip-isomorphisms and isometries of the topological linking
forms of M and M’. Secondly, every flip-isomorphism of z determines an asymmetric
form which vanishes in the asymmetric Witt group LAsy®(A) if z is elementary. At
last, a quadratic signature can be defined for certain kinds of flip-isomorphisms. z is
elementary if and only if one of these quadratic signatures is zero in Lag(A).

There are also computations of lpq(A) for skew fields A and it will be shown that

lym+2(Z[r]) cannot be embedded in a group.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Throughout this thesis all manifolds are compact and smooth.

Surgery theory was pioneered in the famous paper of Kervaire and Milnor [KM63] on
the classification of homotopy spheres. Surgery on high-dimensional manifolds was
then developed by Browder, Novikov, Sullivan and Wall, culminating in the general
theory of Wall’s book [Wal99]. A modified theory which needs weaker prerequisites has
been presented and applied by M. Kreck (see [Kre99]). It assigns to any cobordism
of normal smoothings an element in the monoid l3q(A) which is elementary if and
only if that cobordism is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism.

The main aim of this treatise is to provide obstructions which can help to decide whether
an element in ly4(A) is elementary or not.

The first step is to determine whether such an element has a flip-isomorphism which,
in certain simply-connected cases, is the same as the existence of an isometry of linking
forms of the manifolds one wants to classify.

The second step is to compute asymmetric signatures i.e. certain elements in the
asymmetric Witt-group LAsy%(A) for each flip-isomorphism. In the case of an elemen-
tary element all these signatures vanish. If the element in ly542(A) allows linking forms
it turns out that the asymmetric signatures only depends on a choice of isometry of
those linking forms.

Alternatively one can define quadratic signatures for a certain class of flip-isomorph-
isms. An element in the [-monoid is elementary if it allows such a special kind of
flip-isomorphism and if the quadratic signature in the quadratic Witt-group Lag42(A)
vanishes for at least one of them.

The quadratic signature is technically more difficult to handle than its asymmetric
sister but they are related via the canonical map Lag2(A) — LAsy®(A).

Nicer results can be obtained when one deals with all those elements in l34(A) that
are represented by non-singular formations (the objects which help to define the odd-
dimensional L-groups). They are the obstructions to a Kreck surgery problem where

e.g. all normal smoothings are in fact normal maps and if M and M’ are closed. Then
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the definition of asymmetric signatures still requires the existence of a flip-isomorphism
but they will be independent of the particular choice. One can even tame the quadratic
signatures: they exist for all flip-isomorphisms and considerable simplifications can be
achieved.

All these construction involve a lot of algebraic surgery theory. Independently, linear
algebra allows us to compute lyq42(A) for skew fields. As a by-product, it will be shown

that certain naive attempts of replacing the l-monoids by groups are not successful.

1.1 Classical and Kreck’s Surgery Theory

In the following the surgery theory of Browder-Novikov-Sullivan-Wall and its modi-
fication by Kreck are outlined. A more elaborate account can be found in Section
2.1.

In the 1960s C.T.C. Wall and others developed surgery theory as a tool to find out when
a (normal) homotopy equivalence f: M — N of n-dimensional manifolds is homotopic
to a diffeomorphism. There is a first obstruction which decides whether f can be

extended to a degree 1 normal cobordism

M w N
lf \g klN
N NxI N

(9, f,1n) : (W, M,N) — N x (I,{0},{1})

ie. f, g and 1y are covered by maps of the stable normal bundles and they map
fundamental class to fundamental class. A second obstruction determines - in a more

general setting - whether a normal cobordism into a finite geometric Poincaré space X
(Q,fo,f1)3 (W>M0vM1) — X X (1707 1) (11)

with homotopy equivalences f; is cobordant rel@ to a homotopy equivalence i.e. an
s-cobordism. In that case and for m1(X) with vanishing Whitehead groups! the s-
cobordism theorem tells us that My and M; are diffeomorphic. In the following we will

concentrate on the second obstruction.

1Of course there is also a version for other fundamental groups. Then we have to replace homotopy
equivalences by simple homotopy equivalences and use the simple L-groups.
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Assume the dimension of W is even (dimW = 2q + 2). Surgery below the middle
dimension allows us to replace g by a (g + 1)-equivalence. Then define (Kq4+1(W), A, v)
with Kg41(W) the kernel module which is the homology of the induced map g: W —
X of the universal covers with twisted coefficients. ) is induced by the Poincaré duality
on W and X and v is the self-intersection map. Together they are a non-singular
(—=)3*1-quadratic form which vanishes in the Witt group Lag+2(Z[m1(X)]) if and only
if (1.1) is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism.

If the dimension of W is odd (dim W = 2q + 1), the construction of an obstruction
is slightly more complicated. One way is to extend g: W — Y = X x I to a pre-
sentation (see [Ran0l]), that is a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional degree 1 normal cobordism
(v, w,w’)

w V W’
Y Y x1I Y

such that also h and ¢’ are highly-connected. Define a non-singular formation
(F <& G £ F*) with

v:G=Kg1(V) — F=Kg1(V,W)
p: G =Ke(V) — Kea(V,W)= KF(V,W) = F*

A non-singular formation is a tuple (F «— G - F* 6) such that (}): G —
H(_y¢(F) is an inclusion of a lagrangian into a hyperbolic form and (G, v*1, 0) is a
(—=)?*l-quadratic form. A formation determines a class of automorphisms of the hyper-
bolic form sending F to G which represents the obstruction in Wall’s original version
of odd-dimensional surgery theory (see [Ran01] for details).

The obstruction formation lives in some kind of Witt-group Lag41(Z[m1(X)]) of non-
singular formations (F «— G £ F*). Again the obstruction vanishes if and only
if surgery is successful in producing an s-cobordism i.e. if and only if there exists a
presentation as before with f': W/ — Y a homotopy equivalence (i.e. an s-cobordism).
Matthias Kreck modified traditional surgery theory in the early 1980s (see [Kre99]) for

the odd- and even-dimensional case such that it requires much weaker topological input.
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In this treatise we shall only focus on the even-dimensional case. There are two major
differences to the classical even-dimensional surgery programme. First of all Kreck can
replace the normal maps by a considerably weaker notion called normal smoothings,
that is, a lift of the stable normal bundle M — BO to a fibration B — BO. As
pointed out in his paper normal maps are a special case of this concept. The second
main difference is that Kreck just needs [n/2]-equivalences on the boundary of a normal
cobordism whereas in Wall’s theory we started with full homotopy equivalences. Hence

we look at a (2g + 2)-dimensional cobordism

M w M’
ool
B

with f and f’ being g-equivalences and (after the usual surgery below the middle

dimension) g being a (g + 1)-equivalence. The obstruction here is an object

(F L G £ F*0)
_ (Hq+1(W, MO) - (1m(d 7Tq+2(B,W) — 7Tq+1(W))) — Hq+1(W', Ml)"(vb)
€ lag+2(Z[m(B)))

(F L ecbLF *,0) is called a preformation. It is basically a tuple of homomor-
phisms of (free) f.g. modules over Z[m(B)] such that (G,v*u,6) is a (—)?*!-quadratic
form. The obstruction lives in a monoid lyq42(A) and is elementary if and only if
(W, M, M") is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism.

One observes that on the one hand side the classical even-dimensional case at the
beginning is a special case of Kreck’s surgery setting. On the other hand the obstruction
looks quite similar to the obstruction formation in the odd-dimensional case.

The theory was successfully applied by M. Kreck and others (see also Introduction of
[Kre99)) to the classification of 4-manifolds (see e.g. [Kre01], [HKT94]), 7-dimensional
homogeneous spaces (see e.g. [KS88], [KS91]), of complete intersections (see [Kre99])
or of classification of higher dimensional manifolds in general (see e.g. [KT91])
Despite its successes, there are disadvantages of this programme: the complicated al-

gebra. The obstructions do not lie in the L-groups anymore but in monoids laq42(A)
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with A a ring with involution. The criterion that surgery is successful in creating an
s-cobordism is not that the obstruction vanishes but that it fulfils certain complicated
conditions (being elementary). M. Kreck himself writes: “The obstruction /-monoids
are very complicated and algebraically - in contrast to the L-groups - not understood.”
([Kre00] p.135) No-one has been able to compute laq42(A) so far - except for skew fields
by the author. Hardly any relations to the L-groups are known. The aim of this trea-
tise is to bring some more insight into the structure of laq4+2(A), find relations to the
quadratic and asymmetric Witt-groups and give obstructions for elements in lag12(A)

to be elementary.

1.2 The Main Strategy

For a moment let us forget about normal maps and smoothings and consider a cobor-
dism of manifolds (W, M, M’) with dimW > 6 and even. Let A = Z[m;(W)]. The
surgery theory question is: can we surger W (without affecting the boundary) in such
a way that the result will be an s-cobordism? Let us assume that we already know that
there is a diffeomorphism h: M =M. Using that diffeomorphism, the boundary of
W can be changed to a twisted double OW = M Uy 5) M i.e. two copies of M glued
together along its boundary by the automorphism on OM induced by h.

Twisted doubles play an important réle in topology e.g. if one wants to compute the
cobordism group of diffeomorphisms or investigate open book decompositions. Kreck
computed the cobordism of automorphisms first (see e.g. [Kre84]), followed by Quinn
who offered an alternative approach. In [Qui79] he develops a theory about open
books decompositions which are strongly related to twisted doubles. Twisted doubles
were studied by Winkelnkemper in [Win73] and both results were connected in [Ran98]
Chapter 30.

The main question in this context is to decide whether manifold with a twisted double
on the boundary is cobordant reld to another manifold that itself carries a compatible
twisted double structure (see Section 5.1). In the even-dimensional case, he constructed
a non-singular asymmetric form which vanishes in the asymmetric Witt-group
LAsy®°(A) if and only if the twisted double on the boundary can be extended (up
to cobordism) to the whole manifold. If (W, M, M’) is an s-cobordism (i.e. a tube)
any diffeomorphism M =, M’ will transform W into a twisted double. Hence, if
(W, M, M') is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism, the asymmetric signature will vanish
for any diffeomorphism M =M.

This approach does not lead to a practical method helping in the classification of
manifolds. After all, it starts with the assumption that the manifolds, we want to
classify, are already diffeomorphic!

The asymmetric signature becomes workable though if we use algebraic surgery theory.
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This theory provides us with constructions that imitate Quinn’s asymmetric signature
for symmetric Poincaré pairs (see [Ran98] Chapter 30 or Section 5.2 of this thesis).
Symmetric pairs are purely algebraic objects but arise naturally from topology. As an
example, the symmetric Poincaré pair associated to a manifold W with the twisted
double M Up M as a boundary consists of singular chain complexes of the universal
covers of W, M and M together with chain equivalences that induce Poincaré duality on
those manifolds and further maps which guarantee the symmetry properties of Poincaré
duality. In addition, one needs the chain maps induced by the inclusion of the boundary
into W and the diffeomorphism h: OM =, oM.

The algebraic surgery version of the asymmetric signature gives another way of finding
out whether W is cobordant to a twisted double (see e.g. [Ran98] Corollary 30.12). It
also shows that the answer to this question only depends on the homotopy type of the
ingredients.

But it does even more than that. It is a purely algebraic calculus and can be used to
help us testing the elementariness of elements in lpg42(A).

It will be shown that an element in lgg42(A) (or to be more precise a preformation z =
(F 2L g5 P f) representing that element) gives rise to a quadratic Poincaré
pair z. A quadratic Poincaré pair is an algebraic model of a normal map. Every
quadratic Poincaré pair induces a symmetric Poincaré pair. For such quadratic Poincaré
pairs there are notions of surgery, cobordism rel@ and h-cobordisms. In particular, x
is cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism if and only if the element lgi2(A) at
the beginning was elementary. Hence = behaves just like an “algebraic Kreck surgery
problem”. This gives us some hope that a purely algebraic version of an asymmetric
signature, as presented for manifolds before, is feasible and helps to test elementariness.
As a first step we need to transform the boundary of the quadratic Poincaré pair x
into some kind of algebraic equivalent of a twisted double. Instead of a diffeomorphism
M =5 M we only need an equivalence of the quadratic complexes which are the two
algebraic “boundary components” of z. For the preformation z this means that there
exists a (stable weak) isomorphism ¢ between z and its flip 2/ = (F* <& G -5 F,—6):
a flip-isomorphism.

There is also a more geometrical reason why flip-isomorphisms are the correct algebraic

substitute for a diffeomorphism. Let
(eyf,fl): (vaM/) — X x (I,O,l)

be a presentation i.e. a degree 1 normal cobordism such that e, f and f’ are highly-
connected and assume for simplicity that M and M’ are closed. Let z = ( .
G -5 F*,0) be the Kreck obstruction formation. We encountered such a cobordism

before when we defined the odd-dimensional Wall obstruction for f. By Corollary 2.4.6
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both obstructions can be assumed to be the same. The Wall obstruction of the odd-
dimensional highly-connected normal map f' is the flip 2/ = (F* <& G 2, F,—6)
of z. An “algebraic” isomorphism from the L-theory point of view is hence a (weak)

isomorphism t between z and 2’ - a flip-isomorphism:

z (G,9) z .

t

In any case we can prove that if z is (stably) elementary it has indeed (stable) flip-
isomorphisms.

It is easy to determine when a preformation z = (F PRt RN F*,0) over Z with
finite coker v and coker u allows a flip-isomorphism. The preformation induces linking
forms i.e. £-symmetric forms on those cokernels. If z is an obstruction to an even-
dimensional Kreck surgery problem (W, M,M’) — B then those algebraic linking
forms of z are induced by the topological linking forms of M and M’. Any isometry of
those linking form gives rise to flip-isomorphisms and conversely any flip-isomorphism
induces an isometry of the linking forms of z.

But let us return to the quadratic Poincaré complex z we constructed out of z. Every
flip-isomorphism ¢t transforms the boundary of the Poincaré pair z into an algebraic
twisted double. Now the algebraic surgery version of the asymmetric signature yields
an asymmetric signafure o*(z,t) € LAsy’(A) depending only on the preformation 2
and a flip-isomorphism ¢. (These constructions do not only work for group rings or Z
but for any weakly finite ring A with 1 and involution). If [2] € l2q42(A) is elementary
then the asymmetric signatures vanish for all (stable) flip-isomorphism.

As mentioned before, isometries of linking forms are a good source for flip-isomorphisms.
It turns out that the asymmetric signatures only depend on those linking forms.
Obviously we are interested in whether these asymmetric signatures will be complete
obstructions to elementariness. The evidence does not look all too optimistic. First of
all asymmetric signatures completely ignore all quadratic information simply because
- unlike in other surgery problems - their definition and application does only require
manifolds but not necessarily normal maps/smoothings. The computation of I-monoids
for skew fields will provide further counter-examples.

We again resort to the manifold world for some inspiration for a stronger obstruction.

Assume again we have an even-dimensional cobordism (W, M, M’). For a moment let
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us assume that M and M’ are closed. Any diffeomorphism h: M =, M’ allows us
to glue both ends of W together. Alternatively we obtain the same manifold if we
replace M by M’ using h (then W is a manifold with an (un-)twisted double M + M on
the boundary) and then glue the s-cobordism M x (I,0,1) on it. The resulting closed
manifold V is null-cobordant if and only if (W, M, M') is cobordant to an s-cobordism.
If M and M’ are not closed, h again turns (W, M, M') into a manifold with a twisted
double as a boundary. But we have to be careful now: not every twisted double is
the boundary of an s-cobordism. If, however, we demand that h|OM is isotopic to
lopm we can glue (W, M, M) onto M x (I,0,1) and again get a closed manifold which
is null-cobordant if and only if (W, M, M’) is cobordant to an s-cobordism. Similar
constructions also work for a normal cobordism and a compatible diffeomorphism A.
Again we follow our philosophy that anything that can be done for manifolds can
also be done in the algebraic world of complexes. We imitate the procedures for the
quadratic Poincaré pair x that we created out of a preformation z. The case M =0
corresponds to the case where z is a non-singular formation. As an example, the
obstruction of a Kreck surgery problem (W,M,M') — X x (1,0,1) is a formation
when all maps involved are normal maps, X is a finite geometric Poincaré space and
the induced map M — 98X is a homotopy equivalence. Just like with manifolds
and normal maps, it is possible to glue quadratic Poincaré pairs together and there is a
notion of cobordism. All we need is an equivalent for the diffeomorphism h: M =M.
Any chain equivalence of the quadratic complexes which constitute the two “boundary
components” of z will do the job. It is nothing else than the flip-isomorphism, we have
encountered before. So we use a choice of flip-isomorphism to glue the “ends” of the
Poincaré pair together and the resulting Poincaré complex is null-cobordant if and only
if = is cobordant rel@ to an algebraic h-cobordism and this is the case if and only if
[2] € lag+2(A) is elementary. One of the fundamental facts of algebraic surgery theory
is that the set of cobordism classes of Poincaré complexes are Wall’s L-groups. Hence
our construction leads to an obstructions in Lag4+2(A) - the quadratic signatures.
Unfortunately, the generalization to arbitrary preformations is much more unpleasant.
In the case of manifolds or normal maps not any diffeomorphism could be used for the
glueing operation. The same is true in the algebraic surgery world. Not every flip-
isomorphism is suitable to produce a quadratic signature. We have to introduce a new
class of flip-isomorphisms called flip-isomorphisms reld. The quadratic signatures
of such a flip-isomorphism reld will also depend on other choices and hence are rather
difficult to handle.

In any case, one can show that quadratic and asymmetric signatures are connected via
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the canonical map

Lag+2(A) — LAsy®(A)
(Kﬂ/)) — (Ka¢0—€¢6)

1.3 The Results

Let A be a weakly finite ring with 1 and an involution. Let e = (—)? and let 2z = (F <
G -5 F*, 6) be an e-quadratic split preformation, that is a tuple consisting of a free
f.g. A-module F, a f.g. A-module G, a A-homomorphism (1): G— F®F* and a map
0: G — Q_c(A) such that (G,v*u,0) is a (—€)-quadratic form. The obstruction to a
surgery problem in Kreck’s theory is such an object.
We say that two preformations are stably strongly isomorphic if they are isometric
after one adds “hyperbolic elements” of the form

01

(Por) i per) = (pory,3h)

The equivalence classes form the l-monoid 5, ,(A) and the equivalence classes of
regular preformations (i.e. G is free) define the l-monoid lzg42(A) (compare Definition
2.2.13 on p.28). The main theorem in Kreck’s modified surgery theory states that
surgery leads to an s-cobordism if the obstruction is stably elementary. Hence, our
aim is to find obstructions for z to be stably elementary. By Corollary 2.4.7 (p.37) we
can replace z by a regular preformation i.e. one with a free G.
In Kreck’s original theory all isometries and isomorphisms were simple and all modules
involved were based. We will ignore the Whitehead obstruction in the following and
hence only deal with h-cobordisms. For A = Z or A = Z[Z™] there is no difference.

There are certain obvious primitive obstruction for a preformation to be elementary.

Proposition (See Corollary 2.4.3 on p.36). If [2] € lag2(A) is elementary then
ker v = ker p, coker y = coker p, ker v*u = ker y@ker v*, coker v*p = coker ~ @ coker ~*

and rk F' is even

The first really important obstruction we will discuss is the existence of a flip-iso-
morphism. A flip-isomorphism is a weak isomorphism (o, 8, x) of z with its flip 2’ =
(F* &£ G 2, F,—6). (Compare Definition 4.1.1 on p.61). Weak isomorphisms are a
generalization of isomorphisms of formations as they are used in the definition of the
odd-dimensional L-groups (see Definition 2.2.14 on p.29). A strong isomorphism (which
is used in the definition of the even-dimensional [-monoids) is also a weak isomorphism

(see Remark 2.2.17 on p.30). Every elementary preformation has a flip-isomorphism:

Proposition (See Corollary 4.1.3 on p.62). Let z be a regular e-quadratic split
preformation. If z is (stably) elementary there is a (stable) strong flip-isomorphism
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(o, 8,0) such that a: F — F* is e-symmetric and zero in L?Y(A) (and hence also in
LAsy°(A)) and 52 = 1¢.

Now we use the flip-isomorphism to define asymmetric and quadratic signatures.

Flip-isomorphisms and Asymmetric signatures

For any flip-isomorphism ¢t = (v, §, x) (even those that do not fulfil the stronger con-
ditions of the previous proposition) there is an asymmetric signature o*(2,t) =
(M, p) € LAsy°(A) of a flip-isomorphism ¢t of z given by

a

—€ M=F®oF*®F — M*.
ea(x —ex*)*a*

p:

o = O
_= o o

(Definition 5.3.1 on p.80). We define an abelian monoid flzq4+2(A) as a kind of /-monoid
of preformations with a choice of flip-isomorphism (Definition 5.5.1 on p.84). Then the
asymmetric signatures define a map from that monoid into the asymmetric Witt-group

which vanishes for all stably elementary preformations.

Theorem (See Theorem 5.5.3 and Remark 5.5.2 on p.85). The asymmetric

signatures give rise to a well-defined homomorphism of abelian monoids

o*: flogsa(h) — LAsy®(A)
(2] — o*(z1)

If [2'] € lag42(A) is elementary then o*(z,t) = 0 for all flip-isomorphisms t of all

preformations z with (2] = [2’] € lagy2(A).

We will give two proofs of this Theorem (or rather of the underlying Theorem 5.4.1
on p.81): one using algebraic surgery theory and a explicit stable lagrangian of our
asymmetric signature.

In Section 9.6, asymmetric signatures are studied if A is a field. The converse of the
theorem turns out to be true e.g. if A = Q or for fields of characteristic different from
2 endowed with a non-identity involution and ¢ even. Unfortunately there are also
counterexamples.

A test case for asymmetric signatures are boundaries of quadratic forms in particular

the submonoid of lz442(A) given by the injection

Logy2(A) = lagt2(A)
(K,0) — O(K,0) = (K << K °=% K*.0)

Here live the obstructions of traditional surgery theory interpreted as a special case of

Kreck’s modified theory.
12



Corollary (Corollary 7.3.2, p.110). Let (K,0) be a non-singular (—e)-quadratic

form. Then z = 0(K, 0) is a non-singular e-quadratic split formation.
i) z has a (stable) flip-isomorphism.
i) [2] € lag+2(A) is elementary if and only if (K, 0)] = 0 € Lagya(A).
ii) All asymmetric signatures equal [(K, 0 — €6*)] € LAsy°(A).

iv) Assume that either A is a field of characteristic different to 2 or that A = Z and

e = —1. z is elementary if and only if the asymmetric signatures vanish.

Asymmetric signatures ignore any “quadratic split” information. Hence non-singular
skew-quadratic forms over Z and Z/2Z with non-trivial Arf-invariant have vanishing
asymmetric signatures but their boundaries aren’t stably elementary (see Example 7.3.3
on p.111).

Linking forms

What is an easy source for flip-isomorphisms? For a certain class of preformations the
answer is linking forms. Assume that S C A is a central multiplicative subset, e.g.
A =7Zand S = Z\ {0}. We call a map an S-isomorphism if tensoring with S~A makes
it an isomorphism. If y is an S-isomorphism the preformation determines a linking

form L, and if y is an S-isomorphism it defines a linking form L.

Proposition (See Proposition 8.2.3 on p.118). Let z = (F G- F*0) be a

reqular split e-quadratic preformation with either p or v an S-isomorphism.

i) If z allows a flip-isomorphism then both « and p are S-isomorphisms. Every flip-
isomorphism t = (o, B, x) induces an isomorphism of split (—e¢)-quadratic linking
forms [@™*]: L, =, L.

i1) Assume v and p are both S-isomorphisms and L., and L, are isomorphic. Every
isomorphism l: L, =, L. induces a stable flip-isomorphism (o, B,x) of z such
that [@a™*] =1: L, =, L,.

We introduce sub-monoids of the [-monoids [24+2(A) and fI2+2(A) of preformations

(F < G £ F*) where v and p are S-isomorphisms and the quadratic refinement is

omitted:
l§q+2(A) _ {[(F —— G £ F*)]) € lygr2(A)|p and v are S—isomorphisms}

FE) = {0 e P

Similarly we define an l-monoid ll§q+2(A) of preformations (F - G -5 F*) with

a choice of isometry L, = L,. The previous proposition can be interpreted as the

existence of a surjection fIZ7T2(A) — UZ*?(A) (see Section 8.3).

13



For preformations in l:‘;q(A) the asymmetric signature o*(z,t) of a flip-isomorphism ¢

does only depend on the preformation and the isometry of linking forms induced by t.

Theorem (See Theorem 8.4.3 on p.121). There is a lift of the asymmetric signature
map of Theorem 5.5.3

FIFTA(A) — LAsy°(A)

|

Ug**(A)

If [7] € lg.q“(A) is elementary then o*(z,1) = 0 € LAsy®(A) for all isomorphisms

l: L*‘iLV.

This theorem is quite an improvement. Instead of checking the asymmetric signature
for all flip-isomorphisms of all stably strongly isomorphic preformations, we only have
to go through all isometries of linking forms of one representative. In the case A = Z
and S = Z\ {0} they are only finitely many of them. We can do even more. In certain
circumstances we can read off the linking forms from a simply-connected manifold

directly.

Proposition (See Propositions 8.5.6 on p.123). Let p: B — BO be a fibration with
m(B) = 0. Let M; be (2q+ 1)-dimensional manifolds with a (¢ —1)-smoothings in B
i.e. a lift of the stable normal bundle over p which is g-connected. Let f: OMo — OM;
be a diffeomorphism compatible with the smoothings. Let W be a cobordism of MoUjs M

with a compatible q-smoothing over B. As in Corollary 2.4.6 we define an obstruction
(W) = (F< G -5 F0)
= (Hgs1(W, My) «— Hyy2(B, W) — Hg1(W, M), 0)

I2q+2 (Z)

m

Let lf}i be the linking form on Hgy1(B, M;) which is induced by the topological linking
form of M;.

If coker v = Hy1(B, My) 1s finite then LY = ——lﬁo.

If coker p = Hgy1(B, My) is finite then LF = —lﬁl.

Assume both cokernels are finite. If W is cobordant rel@ to an h-cobordism then there
exist isomorphisms l: L¥ = —lﬁl S LY =e— lf,,o and their asymmetric signatures
o*(z(W),1) € LAsy®(Z) will all vanish.

Non-singular formations

In general asymmetric signatures are not strong enough to show elementariness, there-

fore we look out for a stronger obstruction - quadratic signatures.

14



Quadratic signatures turn out to be rather complicated objects so we will deal first with
a special class of preformations for which they behave nicely. Let z = (F o QLN
F*, 0) be a non-singular e-quadratic split formation i.e. that means the map (A):G—
H(F) is an inclusion of a lagrangian. Let (e, f, f'): (W, M,M’) — X x (1,0,1)

M w M
ool
X X x1I X

be a degree 1 normal cobordism (i.e. e and f and f’ are normal maps and (X, 0X) is
a finite geometric Poincaré pair) and f|: &M — 08X is homotopy equivalence. Then
the modified Kreck surgery obstruction of Corollary 2.4.6 (p.37) is such a non-singular
formation.

By [Ran80a] Proposition 2.2, the map (1) : G — H(F') can be extended to an iso-

morphism of hyperbolic e-quadratic forms

(- ) (L 9) o= e

For any 7: G* — G the maps ¥ = § + y(r — er™), i’ = j+ p(r — e7%), g =
0+ (1 —er*)*0(1 —e7*) +7* u(T — e7*)* — €7 define another extension to an isomorphism
of hyperbolic forms. Conversely any other extension has this form.
For any flip-isomorphism ¢ of a non-singular e-quadratic split formation z and a choice
of extensions 7, fi,  we can define a quadratic signature 5*(z,t,%, [i, 0) = (M,¢) €
Lag+2(A) given by

Yi+yava*y —¥ay 0

g = 0 * 0| M=GC*®oGoF" — M*
e(a*y — ) - 0

(see Definition 7.2.1 on p.108).
Theorem (See Theorem 7.2.3 on p.108). Let 2z’ be a non-singular e-quadratic
split formation. [2'] € lagy2(A) is elementary if and only if there is a stably strongly
isomorphic z = (F PL e SN F*,0), a flip-isomorphism t and 7, i and 6 such that

(=G 2 (5 ) o= mp

is an isomorphism of hyperbolic e-quadratic forms and p*(2,t,%, [1,0) = 0 € Lag42(A).
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There is also a surprise about asymmetric signatures of non-singular formations: they

are independent of the choice of flip-isomorphisms.

Theorem (See Theorem 7.3.1 on p.110). Let z be a non-singular formation. Let
t and t' be two flip-isomorphisms. Then o*(z,t) = o*(z,t') € LAsy®(A).

Quadratic signatures for arbitrary preformations

The general definition of a quadratic signature demands much more preparation and
we will only sketch it here. Let z = (F «— G - F*,8) be a regular e-quadratic split
preformation and let ¢ = (o, 3,7) be a flip-isomorphism of z. z and ¢ and a choice of
representatives for 7 and 8, etc. define a self-equivalence (hs, xt): (C, %) = (C, ) of
2¢g-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complexes (see (4.2) on p.64). Assume there exists a
homotopy (A,n): (1,0) =~ (h¢, xt) : (C, %) =, (C,¢) (see Definition 6.1.4 on p.94) then
t is called a flip-isomorphism reld (see Definition 6.2.1 on p.96). Those ingredients
define a quadratic signature in Log4+2(A) which vanishes for a choice of A, 7, 0, etc. if
and only if z is stably elementary. The construction is described in Section 6.3 on p.98
and the relation to elementariness in Theorem 6.4.1 on p.101.

The quadratic signature of z, t, A, etc. is mapped to the asymmetric signature o*(z,t)

via the map
Lygi2(A) — LAsy’(A)
(K,¢) — (K,%o — eyyp)
(see Theorem 6.5.1 on p.103). Its kernel can be computed in terms of cobordism classes

of automorphisms of quadratic Poincaré complexes (see Remark 6.5.2 on p.104).

In the case of A =Z and ¢ = —1 i.e. ¢ = 2m — 1 the map is an injection:

Proposition (See Corollary 6.5.3 on p.104). Let ¢ = 2m — 1 i.e. ¢ = —1. Let

z=(F G £ F*,0) be a reqular skew-quadratic split preformation over Z
i) (2] € lam(Z) is elementary if and only if there is a flip-isomorphism reld t such
that 0*(z,t) = 0 € LAsy®%(Z).

i) The quadratic signature p*(z,t,v,0,k,A,n) € Lam(Z) only depends on z and t.

[-monoids for skew fields

The following results are independent from the theory about asymmetric and quadratic
signatures and answer some questions about the structure of the monoid lyg42(A). First
of all it is possible to compute the I-monoid in case of skew fields. For simplicity we
just present the non-split case. Note that lp,42(A) = [29+2(A) for skew fields A with
char A # 2.
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Theorem (See Corollary 9.1.9, Remark 9.1.13, Corollary 9.2.2). For any weakly

finite ring A with 1 and involution there is a monomorphism

n: L9P2(A) @ N3« [2F2(A)
((K, M), 8,t,2,2,y) — [O(K,\) + O(A®,0)
+ (AP AP L AN
b (asHe ® 4= ) TRy g+
+ (AY P E LN AY)AY]

with (K, \) = (K <~ K 2 K*).
Let A be a skew field. Then n is an isomorphism. In that case the map

v 2972(A) = L2\ e NioZ
(F - G- F*) — ([(G/ker v*u,v*1)], dim ker ~, dim ker y,
dimker (}}),dimker ¥* 41, dim F — dim G)

18 also an isomorphism.

[2] € 12912(A) is elementary if and only if v(z) = (0,a,a,b,c + 2a,c) for some a,b € Ny
and ¢ € Z i.e. if and only if [(G/ker v*u,v*u)] = 0 € L?3+2(A), dimkery = dimker x4
and dim ker v* 1 = dim ker v + dim ker v*.

Can we make groups out of the [-monoids?

The theory of monoids is rather difficult, so one would like to replace or “approximate”
the [-monoids by groups. There are two naive ways: one tries to find a group into which
lag+2(A) can be embedded or one looks at lag12(A)/ lgé +2(A). There is not much hope

for either attempt:

Proposition (See Proposition 9.5.2 on p.143f.). ly2(Z[n]) cannot be embedded

into a group.

Proposition (See Corollary 9.2.3 and 9.2.4 on p.137£.). 124(A)/I?2 (A) is not a

elem

group for a field or a principal ideal domain A.

1.4 The Contents

Chapter 2 gives an introduction into the topology and algebra of traditional and
modified surgery theories. We will define forms, preformations and elementariness.

The next two chapters build up the foundation for the application of algebraic surgery
theory to the study of preformations. In Chapter 3 we translate preformations into

quadratic complexes and pairs. We define algebraic versions of surgery and cobordism
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reld and h-cobordisms for quadratic pairs. In Chapter 4 we define the important
concept of flip-isomorphisms and discuss how they fit into the algebraic chain models
we constructed in the preceding chapter.

The following chapters discuss asymmetric and quadratic signatures in all generality.
Chapter 5 presents the theory of asymmetric forms and complexes and how one can
define asymmetric signatures for Poincaré pairs that have an algebraic twisted double
as a boundary. These general constructions are applied to the Poincaré pairs defined
in Chapter 4 and produce the asymmetric signatures of flip-isomorphisms. Chapter 6
deals with the definition of quadratic signatures for general preformations.

We continue with the treatment of special classes of preformations. Chapter 7 covers
the quadratic signatures for the easier case of non-singular formations. It also contains
a proof for the fact their asymmetric signatures do not depend on the choice of flip-
isomorphism. For preformations with linking forms the theory of asymmetric signatures
becomes particularly elegant as will be seen in Chapter 8.

Finally, in Chapter 9 we will compute lgq42(A) for skew fields A and investigate the re-
lation between the existence of flip-isomorphisms, vanishing asymmetric signatures and
elementariness for preformations over fields. We will give examples of non-elementary
preformations over certain fields that have flip-isomorphisms and vanishing asymmetric
signatures. We also show that naive ways of replacing the monoid l2442(A) by a group
won’t work in general.

The Appendix A contains a compilation of constructions and formulae from algebraic

surgery theory.
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Chapter 2

Preformations

Section 2.1 presents the algebraic and geometric concepts behind Kreck’s surgery
theory and its relation to traditional surgery theories. In Section 2.2 we introduce the
language of forms, formations and preformations - the building blocks of all our various
surgery obstruction groups and monoids. Preformations are the objects that appear as
obstructions in Kreck’s surgery theory; its main theorem states that surgery succeeds
in producing an s-cobordism if and only if that obstruction preformation has a certain
property: stable elementariness. Section 2.3 will present a heuristic way from topology
to a definition of an elementary preformation. Then (Section 2.4) various equivalent
definitions and some simple properties of that important concept are given, e.g. simple
invariants which are obstructions to elementariness using cokernels and kernels of -y, u
and v*u of a preformation (F «— G -2 F*,8) (see Corollary 2.4.3).

An obstacle to transferring preformations the into algebraic surgery world in the next
chapters is the fact that the module G in a preformation (F PRt LN F*,0) does
not need to be free. By Corollary 2.4.7 any preformation can be replaced by a regular

preformation (i.e. a preformation with free G).

2.1 Forms, Preformations and Formations: the Geometry

In this section we want to compare even- and odd-dimensional traditional surgery
theory and Kreck’s even-dimensional theory. We start with the traditional even-

dimensional theory as developed by C.T.C. Wall and others. Let
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(e, f, f"): (W, M,M") - X x (1,0,1)

be a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional degree 1 normal cobordism with a finite (2¢ 4 2)-dimensional
geometric Poincaré space’ X such that f and f’ are homotopy equivalences.

Our aim is to perform surgery on W reld such that the result is an s-cobordism. Then,
by the s-cobordism theorem, M and M’ are diffeomorphic. Surgery theory works only
in higher dimensions, hence we assume g > 2.

After having made e highly-connected by surgery below the middle dimension, we
can define a (—1)9*!-dimensional quadratic form (Kgi1(W), \, ) with Ko (W) =
H,;2(€) the homology of the induced map of the universal covers of W and X with
local coefficients and A and v the intersection and self-intersection numbers on W.
This form is zero in the Witt group Log+2(Z[m1(X)]) of non-singular (—)?*!-quadratic
forms over Z[m(X)] if and only if e: W — X x I is cobordant reld to a homotopy
equivalence, i.e. if and only if we can do surgery on the inside of W to obtain an s-
cobordism. A quadratic form vanishes in the L-group if (after addition of hyperbolic
forms) it has a lagrangian (i.e. a free direct summand of half dimension on which the
quadratic form vanishes). If there is a lagrangian for (Kg4+1(W), A, u) one simply kills
its generators by surgery and the result will be an s-cobordism.

Before introducing Kreck’s even-dimensional approach we have a look at the tradi-
tional odd-dimensional case. Let (X, 8X) be a finite (2¢+ 1)-dimensional geometric
Poincaré pair. Let N and N’ be two 2¢g-dimensional manifolds such that 8M = NUN’
and let f: (M,0M) — (X,0X) be a degree 1 normal map such that its restriction
to the boundary 8M — 80X is a homotopy equivalence. Surgery below the middle-
dimension makes f — X highly-connected. We are interested in the question whether

N and N’ are diffeomorphic, that is, whether f: M — X is cobordant reld to a

! A Poincaré space (or pair) is a topological space (or a pair of spaces) for which there exists a
Poincaré (or Poincaré-Lefschetz) duality. A Poincaré space or pair is finite if it is a finite CW-complex.
All closed manifolds are finite Poincaré spaces.
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homotopy equivalence. One can construct an obstruction by looking at a so-called

presentation of f. A presentation is a (2q + 2)-dimensional normal cobordism
(e, f, f): W,M,M") — X x (1,0,1)

such that e is (¢ + 1)-connected and f and f’ is g-connected. Such presentations exist
for any such f with the above properties: one chooses a set of generators {z1, ...,z } of
the kernel module K,(M). Because we are below the middle dimension, the generators
can be realized by disjoint framed embeddings g;: S7 x DIt1 — M. The trace W of
the surgeries performed on them will be a presentation.

There is a purely algebraic way to test whether there’s any presentation that contains
a homotopy equivalence f': M’ — X on the other end (see also [Ran02] Chapter
12.2): Let U be the union of all the images of all g; and My = W Such a
decomposition is called a Heegaard splitting (see [Ran02] Definition 12.6). Then
the self-intersection form on Kg(OU) = Kg(#1S? x S7) is the hyperbolic form on
Z[mi(X))%*. Because OM = OU, the images of Ky41(U,8U) and Kgy1(Mo,8U) in
K,(0U) are lagrangians. A non-singular quadratic form with a pair of lagrangians
is called a non-singular (—)%-quadratic formation. It turns out that the forma-
tion (K4(0U); Kq41(U, 0U), K411(Mo, 0U)) provides enough data to decide our surgery
problem.

We can read off the same information from our presentation. We define

F = Kg(W,M) = Ke(U,0U)
G = Ken(W) = Kgp1(Mo,U)

Let v: G = Kq1(W) — F = Kgi(W, M) and p: G = Kg1(W) — Ko (W, M') =
F* be the maps induced by the long exact sequences of (W, M) and (W,M’) and
Poincaré-Lefschetz duality. Then () is the inclusion of one lagrangian G and F is
obviously another lagrangian of the hyperbolic form H(_ys(F) = K ,(0U). Hence the
obstruction formation can also be written as (H(_ye(F); F,G) = (F LG5 Fro).
Different choices of presentations for f: M — X change the formations by a stable
isomorphism. A stable isomorphism class of formations is Wall’s algebraic model
for an odd-dimensional normal map. We will introduce this kind of isomorphism in
Definition 2.2.14 as a weak isomorphism, since we need to distinguish it from another
kind of isomorphism which we will encounter in the discussion of the modified theory
later. A presentation yields a homotopy equivalence f': M — X if and only if its
obstruction is a boundary (see Definition 2.2.12). From this discussion equivalence
relations can be derived which are used to define the algebraic odd-dimensional surgery
obstruction groups Log+1(Z[m1(X)]). z vanishes in that L-group if and only if f: M —

X is cobordant reld to a homotopy equivalence.
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In the 1980s Kreck generalized Wall’s results. This thesis will only deal with his even-
dimensional modified theory (compare [Kre99] p.724-732). Surprisingly, certain
aspects of it resemble the traditional odd-dimensional theory we have just discussed.
Kreck’s theory starts off, not with normal maps, but the weaker notion of normal
smoothings. Let p: B — BO be a fibration. A normal B-smoothing of a manifold
is a factorization through B of the classifying map for its stable normal map. (Under
certain connectivity assumptions the homotopy type of B actually depends only on M
but we will not need this fact. See [Kre99] p. 711.) Assume that there is a (2¢q + 2)-
dimensional cobordism (e, f, f'): (W, M, M') — B of normal smoothings such that f
and f’ are g-equivalences.
If B is a finite geometric Poincaré space and if p: B — BO is its Spivak bundle,
a normal B-smoothing is nothing but a normal map. In addition, if f and f’ are
homotopy equivalences, the situation is exactly the one of Wall’s even-dimensional
case. The geometrical input of the modified case is considerably weaker than in Wall’s
original theory. There we started by comparing the complete homotopy and normal
bundle information of M and M’ whereas in the modified theory only “half” of that
information is needed.
Surgery below the middle dimension yields a (¢ + 1)-connected map €': W' — B.
Now we can read off the obstruction which is a tuple z = (F PRt Eye QLN F*,6) with
G = ker(€,: mgr1(W') — mg41(B)), 6: G — Q(ye(Z[m1(B))]) the self-intersection
form on W/, F := H,(W’',M’) and « and u are the compositions of the obvious maps
in homology and the Hurewicz homomorphism. Note that 6 + (=)9+16* = v*u. Such
a tuple (F <~ G £ F*,0) with (G,v*n,0) a £-quadratic form will be called a
preformation.
There is of course an ambiguity as there may be many ways to make e: W — B
highly-connected. But the resulting manifolds W' will only differ by a couple of tori
S+l » 891 (see [Kre99] p.729) and algebraically, the obstruction preformations will
differ only by hyperbolic elements
0 1

PP L Pop ((r10) Po P (91)
There is also a notion of isomorphism namely strong isomorphisms (see Definition
2.2.13). If (W,M,M’') — B is changed by a diffeomorphism compatible with the
normal B-smoothings. the obstructions will change by such a strong isomorphism.
The stable strong isomorphism classes (using hyperbolic preformations for stabilization)
define the monoid lpg42(Z[r1(B)]). e: W — X is cobordant reld to an s-cobordism if
and only if the class of the obstruction preformation in the /-monoid is elementary.

We will discuss elementariness later in Sections 2.3 and 2.4.
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The modified theory appeals by its ability to digest much simpler geometrical input

than the traditional case:

i) The normal maps on M and M’ are not necessarily homotopy equivalences but

only g-equivalences.

ii) The space B with which we compare our cobordism does not need to be a finite

Poincaré space.

However, these generalizations come with a price tag: the difficult algebra. In fact,
very little is known about the algebraic structure of those I-monoids compared to the
extensive literature that exists about the L-groups.

There is a striking similarity between the obstructions of the modified even-dimensional
case and the traditional odd-dimensional case. In both cases one studies a cobordism
(e, f, f1): (W,M,M’) — X of highly-connected normal maps/smoothings such that
H,(W,M) = H(W,M') =0 for ¢ # ¢+ 1. To a certain degree the discussion about
formations can be extended to preformations. In both cases (1) : (G,0) — H(_)a(F)
defines a map from a zero form to a hyperbolic form.

The situation in the even-dimensional modified theory is of course more general: X is
not necessarily a finite Poincaré complex, the maps involved don’t need to be normal
maps and M — X might not be a homotopy equivalence. Therefore the map (}}) is
not always an inclusion of a lagrangian.

There are more differences if one looks at the equivalence relations in the obstruction
groups/monoids. In the modified even-dimensional case, the equivalence relations for
the [-monoids are very strict, because they seek to preserve all algebraic data of the
whole cobordism (e, f, f'): (W, M, M’) — X. On the other hand, in the traditional
odd-dimensional case that cobordism is just used to write down the obstruction data
of f: M — X. It is not important which cobordism is chosen if only it is highly-
connected. The equivalence relations for Lggy1(A) are designed such that only the
surgery-relevant information of f: M — X is retained.

Hence, philosophically, a preformation can be interpreted as an algebraic model for a
cobordism (e, f, f'): (W,M,M') — X or as a model for the map f: M — X only.
In the first case, one identifies preformations via strong isomorphisms (the ones used
to define the [-monoids) in the second case one uses weak isomorphisms (the ones used
to define the odd-dimensional L-groups). We will come back to this issue when we
introduce flip-isomorphisms in Chapter 4.

In any case, the similarity of the objects in odd-dimensional L-theory and l-monoids
enable us to use algebraic surgery theory to investigate loq(A). There are standard ways
of translating quadratic and symmetric complexes into forms and formations and vice

versa. These procedures extend to (regular) preformations as we will see in Chapter 3.
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2.2 Forms, Preformations and Formations: the Algebra

We begin by defining a class of rings for which the rank of any f.g. free module is well-
defined. These rings are called weakly finite. All the rings which we are interested in

(like fields, principal ideal domains, group rings, etc.) have this property.

Definition and Lemma 2.2.1 ([Coh89] p.143). A ring A is weakly finite if for
any n € Ny and A-module K, A" 2 A" @ K implies K = 0. a

Proposition 2.2.2. 1) All commutative rings, artinian rings, noetherian rings, sub-
rings of weakly finite rings, skew fields and group rings C[r| and Z[r) are weakly
finite.

i) All free modules over weakly finite rings have a well-defined rank.

iii) Let f,g : A — A™ with fg = 1an and let A be weakly finite. Then gf = 1pn

i.e. f and g are isomorphisms.
w) If f: A™ — A™ is surjective or a split injection then f is an isomorphism.

v) Let A be an r X r-matriz s.1. (: ) is an isomorphism. Then A is an isomor-

A
phism.

Proof. For i) - iii) see [Coh89] pp.143-4 and [Mon69]. iv) is very easy to show. There
is an exact sequence

0——>kerf—>A"—[—>A"—>O

which splits because the last module is free. Then ker f @ A™ = A™. Hence the kernel
is trivial and f injective. A similar argument covers the case of a split injection. The
last statement follows from the fact that A* must be an epimorphism, hence it is an

isomorphism and so is A. |

Let € = (—)9. (All constructions would equally work for € € A such that e~! = €.) Let
A be a weakly finite ring with 1 and an involution z — Z (i.e. an anti-automorphism

A =5 AP , T —— T with A% the opposite ring). All A-modules are left modules.

Lemma 2.2.3. For a projective A-module M the map M — M** x> (f — f(x))

is an isomorphism of left A-modules.

Remark 2.2.4. In this section all surgery obstruction groups and monoids of the
various surgery theories presented before are defined. Strictly speaking, if we want to
decide whether or whether not a cobordism can be turned into an s-cobordism all the
equivalence relations below must only use simple isomorphisms (i.e. isomorphisms

for which the torsion in the Whitehead group vanishes). We will ignore this condition in

24



this thesis, hence the results will only deal with h-cobordisms instead of s-cobordisms.
A careful analysis of the proofs and constructions given in this thesis, will certainly
lead to similar results for the simple I-monoids.

In the cases A = Z[Z™] and A = Z the Whitehead groups vanish and every h-cobordism

is an s-cobordism.

Forms and even-dimensional L-groups

Definition 2.2.5. i) Let M be a A-module. Using the canonical homomorphism

M — M™** of Lemma 2.2.3 we define the e-duality involution map

Te: Hompa(M,M*) — Homp (M, M?*)

¢ — (9" z— (y— ed(y)(2)))
and the abelian groups

Q“(M) = ker(1 — T2) Qe(M) = coker(1 — T.)
Q%(A) = {b € Alb = ¢b} Qc(A) = A/{b— eb|b € A}

ii) An e-symmetric form (M, ) over A is a A-module M together with a ¢ €

Q¢(M) It is non-singular if ¢: M — M* is an isomorphism of A-modules.

iii) A sublagrangian L of an e-symmetric form (M, ¢) is a direct summand j: L —
M such that j*¢j = 0. Then the annihilator L' = ker (j*¢: M — L*) contains
L. L is a lagrangian if L = L. A form that allows a lagrangian is called

metabolic.

iv) An e-quadratic form (M, \,v) over A is an e-symmetric form (M, \) together

with a map v: M — Q¢(A) such that for all z,y € M anda € A

() v(z +y) - v(z) - v(y) = Az,y) € Qc(A)

(b) v(z) +ev(z) = Az, ) € Q°(A)
(¢) v(az) = av(z)a € Q(A)

v is called a quadratic refinement of the e-symmetric form (M, \). It is non-

singular if the underlying symmetric form is non-singular.

v) A sublagrangian L of an e-quadratic form (M, A, v) is a direct summand j: L —
M such that j*A\j = 0 and vj = 0. Then the annihilator Lt of the underlying
e-symmetric form (M, A) contains L. L is a lagrangian if L = L. A form which

allows a lagrangian is called metabolic.
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vi) A morphism f: (M,\) — (M',XN) of e-symmetric forms is a map f €
Homp (M, M’) such that f*N f = A. It is an isomorphism if f: M — M’ is an

isomorphism of A-modules.

A morphism f: (M,\ p) — (M, N, 1) of e-quadratic forms is a morphism
f: (M, ) — (M, ) of e-symmetric forms such that p'f = p. It is an isomor-

phism if f: M — M’ is an isomorphism of A-modules. 0O

Remark 2.2.6. For a f.g. projective A-module M there is no difference between the
definition of e-quadratic forms and the following alternative (see e.g. [Ran80a] p.117ff):
An e-quadratic form (M, ) over A is a tuple consisting of a f.g. projective A-module
M together with an element ¥ € Q(M). It is non-singular if (14 T¢)y: M — M*
is an isomorphism of A-modules.

A sublagrangian L of an e-quadratic form (M, ) is a direct summand j: L — M
such that j*¢j = 0 € Qc(L). Then the annihilator L+ = ker (j*(1 + Te)yp: M — L*)
contains L. L is a lagrangian if L = L1. A form which allows a lagrangian is called
metabolic.

A morphism f: (M,y) — (M’,¢/) is a map f € Homp (M, M’) such that f*¢'f =
¥ € Qe(M). It is an isomorphism if f: M — M’ is an isomorphism of A-modules.
An e-quadratic form (M, € Q(M)) defines an e-quadratic form (M, (1+T¢)v,v) with
v(z) = ¢(x)(x). Conversely any e-quadratic form (M, A, v) gives rise to an e-quadratic
form (M, € Q¢(M)) (see [Ran02] Proposition 11.9).

If % € A then quadratic and symmetric forms are the same. More generally:

Proposition 2.2.7. Assume there is a central s € A such that s+5 = 1. Then there is
a one-to-one correspondence between e-quadratic and e-symmetric forms over f.g. free
(or projective) A-modules given by (G,0 € Q(G)) — (G,(1 +T)f € Q(G)). Iis
inverse is (G, A € Q%(G)) — (G, [sA] € Q(G)).

It can be shown ([Ran80a] Proposition 2.2) that any metabolic form is isometric to a

hyperbolic form.

Definition 2.2.8. For any (—¢)-symmetric form (L*, ¢) over a f.g. free A-module L we

define the non-singular hyperbolic e-symmetric form

1
HY(L, ) = (L oL, (2 ¢> € QL@ L*)>
We abbreviate H¢(L) = H¢(L,0).
For any f.g. free A-module L we define the non-singular quadratic hyperbolic e-

quadratic form

H(L) = (LGB L*, (g (1)> €Q(L® L*))
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Definition and Lemma 2.2.9. The even-dimensional quadratic L-group Ly, (A)
is the set of equivalence class of all non-singular e-quadratic forms on f.g. free modules
over A where two forms are equivalent if they are isometric up to the addition of
metabolic (i.e. hyperbolic) forms. It is also called the Witt-group of quadratic
forms.

Similarly we can define the even-dimensional symmetric L-group L?I(A). a

Preformations and even-dimensional /[-monoids

The building blocks of the even-dimensional /[-monoids are preformations. A special
case are formations which help to define the odd-dimensional L-groups (see below).
We also introduce the notion of regular preformations. They are preformations
where all modules involved are f.g. free. Only they can be fed into the algebraic surgery
machine which we will present in later chapters. Corollary 2.4.7 shows that the restric-

tion to regular preformations is not a serious limitation of the scope of our theory.

Definition 2.2.10. i) Ane-quadratic preformation (F < G - F*)is a tuple
with
(a) a free f.g. A-module F,
(b) a f.g. A-module G,
(c) (}) € Homa(G, F @ F*) such that (G, y*u) is a (—e)-symmetric form.
An e-quadratic split preformation (F o LN F*,0) is an e-quadratic

preformation (F «~ G £ F*) and a map 6: G — Q_(A) such that (G, v*u, 6)

is a (—e)-quadratic form.

ii) An e-quadratic preformation (F «— G % F*) is called regular if G is free. An
e-quadratic split preformation (F «— G -5 F*,8) is regular if G is a free. In

that case we interpret § € Q_(G) as in Remark 2.2.6.

An e-quadratic split preformation (F La -5 P 0) is called an e-quadratic
split formation if (}}) G is a sublagrangian of the e-quadratic hyperbolic form
H(F). It is called non-singular if the sublagrangian is indeed a lagrangian.

Similar for the non-split case. a

Remark 2.2.11. In Andrew Ranicki’s work the notation for e-quadratic formations
(F < G £ F*) is (H(F), F,G) and for e-quadratic split formations (F <~ G -
F*0)itis (F,((1),9)G).

In an obvious way all symmetric and quadratic forms are non-singular formations:
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Definition 2.2.12. i) Let (K, A) be a (—¢)-symmetric form on a free f.g. A-module

ii)

iii)

K. Then the boundary of (K,)) is the non-singular e-quadratic formation
B(K,\) = (K £ K 25 K*).

Let (K, 6) be a (—e)-quadratic form on a free f.g. A-module K. Then the bound-
ary of (K,#0) is the non-singular e-quadratic split formation 9(K,6) = (K ax
K =% K+ 0).

A trivial formation is a non-singular e-quadratic split formation of the form
(P,P*) = (P <~ P - P*,0) with P a free f.g. A-module. Similar for the

non-split case. a

Now we define strong isomorphisms and stable strong isomorphism for preformations.

Definition 2.2.13. i} The sum of two e-quadratic split preformations z =

ii)

iii)

iv)

(F <& ¢ £ F*0) and o' = (F' Lo F'*,8") is the e-quadratic split

preformations
r+z = (FoF) g K (FOoF),000).
Similar for the non-split case.

A strong isomorphism of two e-quadratic split preformations (F <
G X F*6) and (FF & & £ F™*,#) is a tuple (o, ) of isomorphisms

a € Homp (F, F’) and 8 € Homy (G, G’) such that

F<1-Gg—t>F 2.1)
Ela elﬂ ela—*

FI<_7__GI _'u'>FI*

commutes and 4 = §'3.
Two (regular) e-quadratic split preformations z and z’ are stably strongly iso-

morphic if there are boundaries of hyperbolic forms h and A’ such that there is

a strong isomorphism between z + h and z’ + h'. Similar for the non-split case.

The [-monoid l,2q +2(A) is the set of stably strongly isomorphism classes of e-
quadratic split preformations. The “simple” version of this monoid is Kreck’s

original /-monoid.

The l-monoid ly;2(A) is the set of stably strongly isomorphism classes of regular

e-quadratic split preformations.

The l-monoid I"**2(A) is the set of stably strongly isomorphism classes of e-

quadratic preformations.
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The l-monoid [?9+2(A) is the set of stably strongly isomorphism classes of regular

e-quadratic preformations.

All I-monoids are abelian monoids with zero. O

Formations and odd-dimensional L-groups

In Section 2.1 we explained that odd-dimensional traditional surgery theory and the
modified even-dimensional case use similar obstructions but that the equivalence re-
lations used in the construction of the obstruction groups/monoids are very differ-
ent. In both cases the obstruction associated to a (2g + 2)-dimensional cobordism
(e, f, f): (W,M,M') — X x (1,0,1) of normal maps/smoothings with f and f’ and
e highly-connected is some e-quadratic split preformation (F P JRLN F*,0) with
F = Hy 1 (W, M) and (G, v*11,0) containing the self-intersection form on some homol-
ogy or homotopy group related to e.

In Kreck’s surgery theory this cobordism is the very surgery problem in question. The
equivalence relations (strong isomorphism, stabilization with boundaries of hyperbolic
forms) are very rigid and preserve the important data of the whole cobordism.

In contrast, traditional odd-dimensional surgery theory uses the cobordism
(e, f, f): W,M,M') — X x (1,0,1)

just as a prop to define an obstruction to the odd-dimensional surgery problem given by
f: M — X. Hence the equivalence relations we present below are much more flexible
- they need to filter out ambiguities which arise by the choice of a different presentation

i.e. another (2¢ + 2)-dimensional normal cobordism
@£ f): (W, M, M) — X x (1,0,1)

with é and f' highly-connected.

This leads to the unfortunate situation that there exist two notions of (stable) iso-
morphisms for preformations. Stable strong isomorphism classes of preformations
are algebraic models for diffeomorphism classes of (2q + 2)-dimensional cobordisms
(e, f, f): W,M,M’) — X x (I,0,1) whereas stable weak isomorphism classes are
models for diffeomorphism classes of (2¢ + 1)-dimensional normal maps f: M — X.
Weak isomorphisms will reappear in Chapter 4 which deals with flip-isomorphisms.
We also have to be careful about stabilization. In the l-monoids we stabilize with “hy-

perbolics” (i.e. boundaries of hyperbolics) and in L-theory we use trivial preformations.

Definition 2.2.14. i) A (weak) isomorphism (o, 3,0) of two regular e-quad-
ratic preformations (F <~ G - F*) and (F' Lo K, F'™) is a triple
consisting of an isomorphism o € Homy (F, F'), an isomorphism 8 € Homa (G, G')
and o € Q™¢(F*) such that
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(a) ay+ aou = '8 € Homp (G, F')
(b) a™*u = u'B € Homu (G, F'™).

ii) A (weak) isomorphism (a,(,v) of two regular e-quadratic split prefor-

" mations (F <& G5 F*§) and (F' Lo, F'*,@") is a triple consisting
of an isomorphism o € Homa(F, F’), an isomorphism § € Homa(G,G’) and
v € Q_(F™) such that

(a) av+ a(v —ev*)*u =~ € Homy (G, F')
(b) o *u = /B € Homa(G, F'™)
(©) 0+ p*vp= (08 € Q_(G)

iii) A stable weak isomorphism of two regular e-quadratic split preforma-
tions z and 2’ is a weak isomorphism z +t & 2’ + ¢’ for trivial formations ¢, ¢
O

An odd-dimensional normal map is cobordant to a homotopy-equivalence if and only if
its obstruction (pre-)formation is stably isomorphic to a boundary. It can be shown that
for any form there is another cobordant odd-dimensional map whose obstruction prefor-
mation differs from the original one by the boundary of a form (see [Ran02] Proposition
12.13, Theorem 12.29). This motivates the definition of the odd-dimensional surgery

obstruction groups.

Definition and Lemma 2.2.15 ([Ran02] Definition 12.23, Proposition 12.33).
We call two non-singular e-quadratic (split) formations z and 2z’ equivalent if there is
a stable weak isomorphism between z + b and 2z’ + b’ for some boundaries b and ¥'.
In both cases (split and not-split) the equivalence classes form the odd-dimensional

L-groups Lagy1(A). g

Remark 2.2.16. There are also odd-dimensional symmetric L-groups which are de-

fined as the Witt-group of e-symmetric formations (see [Ran80a] Chapter 5).

Remark 2.2.17. i) Any strong isomorphism between regular preformations is also

a weak isomorphism.

!

ii) Let z = (F <& G £, F*0) and 2 = (F/ & &' £ F™*,#) be regular
e-quadratic split preformations and ¢t = (o, 3,v): z — 2’ a weak isomorphism.
Then (o, 8, (v—ev*)*) is a weak isomorphism of the underlying regular e-quadratic

preformation (F —— G £ F*) and (F" e N F'™).

iii) If 2 is a formation, weak isomorphisms are nothing but isomorphisms of qua-

dratic (split) formations as defined in [Ran80a] p.122 and p.128. For example,
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an isomorphism (a, 8,0) of e-quadratic formations z = (F <~ G <% F*) and

7 = (F' & @ £ F') is an isomorphism of e-quadratic hyperbolic forms

(g‘ ;"f) . HY(F) = HY(F)

which maps the (sub-)lagrangians F and G onto F’ and G’ respectively.

iv) Despite the different ways of stabilizing, every stable strong isomorphism is also
a stable weak isomorphism. That’s because there is a weak isomorphism between

an even-dimensional trivial formation and a boundary of hyperbolic forms:
0 1 0 0\) . * )
(L(2 0). (2 7)) otp) — (Po PP Py

The converse is not true: Let @ be a free A-module of rank 1. Let y = (Q, Q*) and
z = O0H_¢(Q). By the above, both preformations are stably weakly isomorphic,

but for rank reasons they cannot be stably strongly isomorphic.

2.3 Elementariness: the Geometry

We haven’t quite explained yet how the obstruction preformation in Kreck’s surgery
theory can tell us whether surgery is able to turn our cobordism into an h-cobordism.
Again let ¢ > 2. In the case of the traditional even-dimensional case we only
have to check that the obstruction (Kg+1(W), A, 1) of a highly-connected (2g + 2)-
dimensional normal cobordism (W, M, M') — X x (I,0,1) is zero in the Witt-group
Log+2(Z[m1(X)]). Then we know that there is a lagrangian L of Ky1.1(W)® H(_ye+1(K).
The stable lagrangian L is a recipe for successful surgery: we perform rk K trivial
surgeries on W (with the result W## kS9! x §971) and then kill a basis of L via
surgery. The result will be an h-cobordism.

In the modified case the criteria for success or failure are more complicated. The starting
point of Kreck’s modified surgery theory is the situation we described on p.21f: Let
p: B — BO be a fibration. Let My and M; be (2¢ + 1)-dimensional manifolds with
(g—1)-smoothings f and f’in B. Let f: OMp =, 0M; bea diffeomorphism compatible

with the smoothings. There is a normal smooth cobordism i.e.
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(e)fafl): (WMOaMl) — B

Surgery below the middle dimension on W is possible and yields a g-smoothing ¢’': W’

— B. Then we can define a (—)9*t!-quadratic split preformation.
Definition 2.3.1.
yW) = (F«—H — F",3)
= (Hg1(W', Mo)  im(d: mg12(B, W') — mgq1(W')) — Hg1 (W', M), 9)
lag+2(Z[m (X))

m

is the Kreck surgery obstruction of W. O

It turns out that killing low-dimensional homotopy classes by surgery in a different
manner will not change the class y(W) € l3,,,(A). The obstruction contains all the

data to find out whether W can be made an h-cobordism due to the main theorem:

Theorem 2.3.2 ([Kre99] Theorem 3 and Remark p.730ff). W is B-cobordant
reld to an h-cobordism if and only if y(W) € l,,5(A) is elementary.

Before we give a strict definition of elementariness (see the next section), a heuristical
argument provides some geometric motivation for this new concept. We will later show
(Corollary 2.4.6) that in Definition 2.3.1 im(d: mg42(B,W') — mg41(W’)) can be
replaced by Hgio(B,W’). Without loss of generality we assume that W — B is
(g + 1)-connected and W = W’.

From the long exact sequences for (B, W, M;) we learn that H;(W,M;) =0 for j < g,

2 = 0,1 and that there is an exact sequence

0 — Hgyo(B, M) — Hgy2(B, W) — Hgp1(W, M;) — Hg1(B, M;) — 0
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and that the canonical maps H;(B, M;) — H;(B, W) are isomorphisms for j > ¢+ 3.
Then a (possibly non-free) chain complex model of the cobordism (W, My, M;) — B
looks like

; ; ki

C;(B, My) = H;(B, Mo) - C;(B,W) = H;(B,W) < C;(B, M1) = H;(B, M))

ol Ol Ol
o o o

Co+2(B, Mo) =G — Co+2(B,W) =G —— Co42(B, M1) = G
" g
Cypa1(B, M) = F Cys1(B, My) = F*

Assume it is possible to do simultaneous surgery on W killing some homology classes
T1,...,2k € Hqy1(W) without changing the boundary. Assume further that they are
the basis of a f.g. free submodule j: U = (zy,...,zx) > Hgy1(W). A chain complex

model for the resulting cobordism (V, My, M) — B is

0

Ce+3(B,V)=U

e

Cor2(B, M) = G~ Cg12(B,V) = G «<—— Cqy2(B,M1) = G

Wl e ui

Cyg+1(B, Mp) = FWCtHl(B»V) =U* WCqH(B,Ml) =F*

(compare with the proof of Theorem 3.3.3). We observe that the relative middle-

dimensional homology groups of the new cobordism are

im(7*y*
Hy1(V, M) = W

im(j*p*
Hy 1 (V, M) = k—e(rd;.—))

Using Poincaré-Lefschetz duality this means that (V, My, M) is an h-cobordism if
and only if these homologies vanish or, equivalently, the mapping cones of either map
C(B,M;) — C(B,V) (that is

0—UZLFr® yr 0

and its dual) are exact sequences. This is in fact one way of defining that (F Pty o BN

F*) is elementary (see Proposition 2.4.2iii)).
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2.4 Elementariness: the Algebra

First we will repeat the original definition of an elementary preformation before we

present alternative ways of looking at this concept.

Definition 2.4.1 ([Kre99)] p.730). An e-quadratic split preformation (F «— G —>
F*,0) is elementary (in respect to U) if there is a f.g. free submodule j: U — G
with

i) j*y*uj = 0 and 65 = 0,

ii) vj and pj are injective and their images Uy and U; are direct summands in F

and F* respectively,
ili) Ry = F*/Uy — Ug, f — f|Up is an isomorphism.

Such an U is called an h-lagrangian of the preformation.

An element in lj, . ,(A) is elementary if it has an elementary representative. All
elementary elements form a submonoid // gfI +2(A) of Iy, 15 (A).

An e-quadratic split preformation z = (F 2 ¢ -5 Fr f) is stably elementary if
[2] € l5;12(A) is elementary.

Similar for non-split and regular preformations. O

Proposition 2.4.2. Let (F L o N F*,0) be an e-quadratic split preformation.

Then the following statements are equivalent:
i) The preformation is elementary in respect to U.

ii) There is a f.g. free submodule j: U — G such that

0 U > f* —— [J* 0
7] (v4)

is an ezxact sequence and 0|U = 0.

iti) There is a f.g. free submodule j: U — G such that the two horizontal chain maps

U

|
G— G : G
71 j‘v*ul lu
o e

are chain equivalences (i.e. this is a “chain complex model of an h-cobordism”)
and 9|U = 0.
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i) The preformation is strongly isomorphic to a preformation of the form
(39 O3 o s
UeU* << U®R — 'U'aU,¥H)

for some maps o0: R — U* and 7: R — U such that 70 = —eo*7T and a
quadratic refinement 8': R — Q_(A) of o*1 such that

B:U®R — Q_(A)
(u,7) — O(r) —eo(r)(u)
Similar for the non-split case.

Proof. The first two assertions are obviously equivalent. One observes that

0 U > [* —— [J* 0
HJ (v4)

and its dual are the mapping cones of the chain maps in iii). So iii) is equivalent to ii).
Finally, we concentrate on iv). Every preformation of the form described in there is
elementary in respect to U. On the other hand let (F «— G - F*) be an elementary
e-quadratic preformation. First we show that U splits, in particular G = U & ker(my)
with an arbitrary projection n: F — Up along some complement Ry C F. Let z €
U Nker(wy). Since 7 is a projection and v(U) = Uy we see that y(z) = 7y(z) = 0 and
therefore x = 0. Now let z € G. Then there is an z € U such that my(z) = y(z). It
follows that z = 2 + (2 — z) with z € U and ny(z — z) = 0.

Let R := ker(mv) and let R; C F* be some complement of Uy = u(U). We write

7—_—(71 ”2):U@R — Uy® R
Y3 Y4

py o
/.l,’=(,1 ?):UEDR — U1 ®R;
H3 My

® @ .
@:(q); q)j):UleaRl — U ® R}
f — (fUo, f|Ro)

=<’“‘1 ”2>:U@R — U3 ®R}
H3 4

r — Op(z)

By assumption, y; and y} are isomorphisms and y3 and pj are vanishing. We can apply
the strong isomorphism (1, (7 7)) to achieve the simpler situation of v = (§.3, ) and
Up=U.

We compute v*u = (‘I’l*“'l :) and see that ®; = 0. The last criterion of elementariness

implies that ®5 is an isomorphism and therefore ®3 is bijective as well. We use these

0 Pou ) (0 uz)
=®y = 4 =
H="H (%u’l D3y + Dapy 13 fa
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0 p2

Hence p3 is an isomorphism. Because v*p = (72 W Ve

) is (—e€)-symmetric, pus =
—ep3va. We apply the strong isomorphism ((é ,%) ,1g) and get a preformation with
the properties we want.
At last we deal with the case of quadratic split preformation. The same steps as before
yield a strong isomorphism between an e-quadratic split preformation (F L 65
F*,0) and
(§2) L) ;

UeU* ~—~U®R — " UaU,¥H
We define ' := 8|R which is obviously a quadratic refinement of c*7. Because 6 is a
quadratic refinement of v*u = ( :. ;f:) :U® R — U*® R* it follows for u € U and

r € R: O(u,r) = 0(u) +0(r) + v u(u,r) =0+ 6'(r) — ea(r)(u). O
The proposition allows us to derive some quite simple obstructions for elementariness.
Corollary 2.4.3. Let z = (F <~ G £ F*) be a regular e-quadratic preformation.

i) The isomorphism classes of kernels and cokernels of v, p, (1), v*1 as well as

kG — 1k F € Z and tk F € Z/2Z are invariants of [z] € 12972(A).

]

IR

i) If [2] € 12972(A) is elementary then ker vy = ker i, coker~y = coker u, ker y*u
ker v @ ker v*, coker v*u = coker vy @ coker v* and rk F' is even

Similar for the split and non-regular case.
Corollary 2.4.4.

l
,2q+2 (A) — llgqezl-n; (A)

10 0 —eo
[(U* <-"—R-T—>U,6’)] — (U U* (&)UGBR(IJ» ) UreU,0)

with 0(u,r) = 0'(r) — e (r)(u)
is a well-defined surjective morphism of abelian monoids with kernel
{[B(K, A, W]|(K, X\, ) is a (=)T-quadratic form}
Similar for the non-split and regular case.

Finally we prove a little lemma about elementariness which has two interesting appli-

cations.
Lemma 2.4.5. Let z = (F < G £ F*0) and y = (F << H - F*,9) be two
e-quadratic split preformations and 7: G — H a surjective homomorphism such that

F<~"—G—t>F* (2.2)

A

H
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commutes and 6 = Yn. Then z is (stably) elementary if and only if y is (stably)

elementary. Similar for the non-split case.

Proof. Let j: U — G be the inclusion of an h-lagrangian of z. Then owj = vj is
injective and so is wj. Hence ¢ = mj: U — G is the inclusion of a free f.g. submodule.
It is in fact an h-lagrangian of y because 0i = onj = vj and 7¢ = 7] = puj.

On the other hand let j: U — H be the inclusion of an h-lagrangian of y. Let
{e1,...,en} be a basis of U. For any k choose a b, € m(j(ex)). This defines a
homomorphism i: U — G, ex — bg. Obviously mi = j and ¢ is an inclusion of a
f.g. free submodule. It is in fact an h-lagrangian for z because vi = oni = oj and

Ui =Tme = Tj. O

As a first application we can slightly improve the elegance of the obstruction in Defini-
tion 2.3.1.

Corollary 2.4.6. In the situation of Definition 2.3.1 and Theorem 2.3.2 we can define

an alternative (—)?-quadratic split preformation
2W) = (F G2 F D)
= (HQ+1(WI> MO) — ¢I+2(Ba W,) - q+1(WI> M1)7 9-)
lag+2(Z[m (X))

m

with 0 being induced by the self-intersection form on W and maps v and p from the
long exzact sequence of the triads (B, W, M;).

Then W is B-cobordant to an h-cobordism if and only if (W) € Iy, o(Z[m(X)]) is
elementary.

The long ezact sequences of (B, W, M;) yields

kery = Hq4+a(B, Mp) coker v = Hgy1(B, Mo)
ker yp = Hgi2(B, M) coker u = Hg41(B, Mh)

(Compare with Corollary 2.4.3)

The second application is a more theoretical: the decision whether a preformation is
elementary can always be replaced by checking that a related regular preformation is

elementary

Corollary 2.4.7. Let x = (F L H S F*,4) be an e-quadratic split preformation
and let G be a free f.g. module with an epimorphism w: G — H. Then there is an
e-quadratic split preformation y = (F <L G £ F*,0) which makes the diagram 2.2

commute. x is regular and it is elementary if and only if y is.
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Chapter 3

Translating Kreck’s Surgery into
Algebraic Surgery Theory

For the whole chapter let ¢ > 2, ¢ = (—)? and let A be a weakly finite ring
with 1 and involution.

The asymmetric and quadratic signatures which will be defined in the next chapters
are obstructions to the elementariness of a preformation. Constructions and proofs will
use results from the vast theory of algebraic surgery.

This section will provide the first step in the programme by translating preformations
into the language of algebraic surgery theory: quadratic Poincaré pairs and complexes
(see Section 3.1).

Preformations arise as obstructions when we ask whether a cobordism (W, M, M’) —
B of normal smoothings is cobordant reld to an hA-cobordism. As there is no realization
result for preformations, we cannot be sure whether they all arise from a surgery prob-
lem. The constructions in Section 3.1 can be thought of as an “algebraic realization
result”: any preformation appears as an “obstruction” of a certain Poincaré pair to
be cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism. However, we will not try to develop
a general [-obstruction theory for Poincaré pairs simply because we do not need it. It
suffices to create a quadratic chain complex model for a preformation and to apply
algebraic surgery theory to it.

Algebraic equivalents of concepts like cobordisms reld and surgery inside a manifold
will be needed to model Kreck’s surgery theory. Section 3.2 deals with this rather
technical issue and confirms our expectations, namely that those notions exist and that
they behave similarly to their geometric equivalents (e.g. that two Poincaré pairs are
cobordant if and only if one is the result of a surgery of the other).

In Section 3.3 we prove some kind of algebraic equivalent of Theorem 2.3.2: the
Poincaré pair constructed in Section 3.1 is cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism

if and only if the preformation is (stably) elementary.
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3.1 From Preformations to Quadratic Pairs

If we want to use the tools of algebraic surgery theory, we will need to translate prefor-
mations into the language of quadratic chain complexes and pairs. Readers can brush
up their knowledge of algebraic surgery theory by reading [Ran80a] or the appendix
(Chapter A, p. 148).

The translation is easier for non-singular formations. They can always be realized
([Ran02] Proposition 12.17) as an obstruction of a presentation i.e. a (2 + 2)-dim-

ensional cobordism of degree 1 normal maps

X X xI X

(k,1,1'): (W, M, M') — X x (I,0,1)

into a finite geometric Poincaré pair (X,8X) such that ! and !’ are g-connected, k
is (g + 1)-connected and l|: M — 0X is a homotopy equivalence. We note that
a presentation is a special case of a Kreck surgery situation but also a way to find
the L-obstruction of the odd-dimensional normal map I: (M,0M) — (X,0X) (see
also Section 2.1). In both cases (see Corollary 2.4.6 and [Ran02] Chapter 12) the
obstruction is the non-singular e-quadratic split formation (F XL e L F * 9) with
F=Ki1(W, M), G = Kgq1(W), ete. It is elementary in lag12(Z[m1(X)]) if and only if
k: W — X x I is cobordant reld to an h-cobordism and it vanishes in Lag41(Z[m1(X)])
if and only if I: (M,0M) — (X, 8X) is cobordant reld to a homotopy equivalence i.e.
an h-cobordism (see also Section 2.1).

Algebraic surgery theory presents an alternative surgery obstruction for : (M,0M) —
(X,0X): the quadratic kernel (D,v) of I. It is a (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic
Poincaré complex over Z[n;(X)] where D = C(l') is the mapping cone of the so-called

Umkehr chain map

I oX) = (X, X))t~ L, o(M, M)+~ =, o(M)
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with X and M the universal covers. The homology modules of D are the kernel
modules K,(M). The quadratic structure v € Wy (D)2q41 is a family of maps vs €
Hom(D?+1-7=5 D,) which generalizes the self-intersection number. It contains a chain
equivalence (1 + T)vp: D%+!1=* =, D inducing the Poincaré duality K29+1-*(A1) =,
K.(M). (For the details of the construction see [Ran80b] Chapter 1 and 4.)

The algebraic surgery approach has two main advantages to the traditional obstruction

theory:
i) it works for normal maps [: (M,0M) — (X, 0X) which are not highly-connected,
ii) it provides a uniform obstruction theory for the odd- and even-dimensional case.

There are notions of algebraic surgery and cobordism for Poincaré complexes. In the
case of quadratic kernels they correspond to geometric surgery and normal cobordism
of the normal maps for which they were defined. The set of cobordism classes of n-
dimensional quadratic Poincaré complexes over a ring A with involution are isomorphic
to Wall’s L,(A). The instant surgery obstruction provides an easy formula to distill
the traditional surgery obstruction form or formation out of a quadratic kernel. (See
[Ran80a] Chapter 4 and [Ran80b] Chapter 7 for details.)

The quadratic kernel construction can be generalized to (odd- or even-dimensional)
normal maps which are not a homotopy equivalence on the boundary (nor on the whole
manifold). The result will be a quadratic Poincaré pair of the same dimension.
Assume for example that 9l = l|: 9M — O0X is no longer necessarily a homotopy

equivalence. Then there is chain homotopy commutative diagram

C(0X) ——~ C(X)

al!l l,,

C(OM) ——~C(M)

with ¢x and i, the inclusions of the boundary of W and X. It induces a map of the
mapping cones
f=14:C=0¢al'")Y — D=2¢e@l)

The quadratic kernel of ! is the (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair ¢ =
(f: C — D,(6¢,¢) € Weg(f)2g+1). The quadratic structure contains again self-

intersection information and the maps

(80, f0) : €(f)** ™ — D

induce the Poincaré-Lefschetz duality maps K29+1=*(M, M) — K, (M). Its bound-

ary (C, ) is a 2¢g-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex and it is by construction the
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quadratic kernel of the normal map I|: 8M — 0X. (See also [Ran80b] Proposition
6.5.)

By Proposition A.2.10, there is a one-to-one correspondence between homotopy classes
of quadratic Poincaré pairs and quadratic complexes (the latter are not necessarily
Poincaré). It is induced by the Thom construction which assigns to every quadratic
Poincaré pair ¢ = (f: C — D, (0¥, ¢)) a quadratic complex (N = C(f),{ = d¢/¢) of
the same dimension. The homology of N are the relative kernel modules K,(M,0M).
The chain map (1 + T){o: N%*+1=* =, N induces the maps

K21 (M, 0M) — K2t1=*(M) = K, (M, M)

If I|: DM — 8X is a homotopy equivalence as in the beginning, then C ~ 0, (N, () ~
(D, v) and the Poincaré pair c is homotopy equivalent to (0 — D, (0, v)).

In the same fashion we can translate the (2g+2)-dimensional normal map k: (W,0W) —
(X x I, X Usx X) into a (2q + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair z = (g: 0F —
E, (dw,w)). The boundary OW is the union of M and M’ glued together along their
common boundary. Similarly, the quadratic kernel (8F,w) of the normal map k|0W is
the algebraic union of the quadratic kernels of [ and !’ in the sense of Definition A.3.1.
Maps/diffeomorphisms of manifolds that are compatible with normal maps on them give
rise to morphisms/isomorphisms between the quadratic kernels (like e.g. 0M =, oM’ ).
All in all, the constructions above yield a translation of normal maps (on manifolds) to

quadratic complexes as the table below illustrates:

| Topology l Algebraic surgery theory |
oM 2¢-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex (C, v)
oM — M (2q + 1)-dim. quadratic Poincaré pair (f: C — D, (69, v¢))
M/OM (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic complex (N = C(f),()
oM’ 2q-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex (C’, )
oM’ — M’ (2q + 1)-dim. quadratic Poincaré pair (f': C' — D', (d¢',9'))
M'/OM' (2q + 1)-dimensional quadratic complex (N’ = C(f’), (")
OM — dM’ equivalence (h, x): (C,%) — (C', %)
M Uppyr M’ (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex (0F,w)
M Ugpyy M — W | (2q + 2)-dim. quadratic Poincaré pair (g: OF — E, (dw, w))

Unfortunately, a generalization of this procedure to all preformations will not work
for two simple reasons: firstly, there is no generalization of quadratic kernels to nor-
mal smoothings, secondly, there is no geometric realization result known for general
preformations.

There is however a purely algebraic translation method which enables us to construct
the quadratic pairs and complexes by just using the data given by the formation. It
turns out that this method extends without a problem to e-quadratic (split) preforma-

tions as long as they are regular i.e. all modules in it are f.g. free.
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One has to be cautious. For arbitrary preformations and arbitrary Kreck surgery prob-
lems the relationship between geometry and algebra is not as straightforward as for
presentations. It can happen e.g. that there is a non-contractible algebraic boundary
(C, %) although M is closed. Nevertheless the philosophy remains the same. We can
think of the complexes and pairs as vague algebraic models of the manifolds or nor-
mal smoothings as in the table above - but only to boost our intuition! If we want to
prove statements about those quadratic complexes and pairs we will not be able to use
geometry but we have to resort to the methods of algebraic surgery theory alone.

One example for this strategy is Theorem 3.3.3. It states that a preformation is (stably)
elementary if and only if the quadratic Poincaré pair z associated to it is cobordant reld
to an algebraic h-cobordism. It is an almost word by word translation of the proof of
Kreck’s Theorem 2.3.2. Nevertheless, it is not an automatic consequence because there
is no mathematically rigid connection between the algebraic model z and the original
(geometric) Kreck surgery problem.

By [Ran01] Proposition 9.4 there is a one-to-one correspondence between certain equiv-
alence classes of non-singular formations and short odd complexes. A similar result
can be found in [Ran80a] Proposition 2.3 and 2.5. We will not need those theorems or
a generalization in detail. We just use it as a motivation for translating a regular e-
quadratic split preformation (F' < G £ F*,0) into a connected (2¢+ 1)-dimensional

quadratic chain complex (N, ()

dy = p':Ngp1=F — Nyg=G* (3.1)
Co = ’y:Nq=G—PNq+1=F
¢4 = e:N'=G— Ny=G*

with 8 a representative of § € Q_(G). Obviously (NV,¢) depends on the choice of 6.
We will deal with this issue the end of this section (see Remark 3.1.3).

An obstruction preformation is an algebraic model for a (2g+ 2)-dimensional cobordism
(W, M, M') — X of highly-connected normal smoothings. But the results from alge-
braic surgery theory that we are using were proven with odd-dimensional traditional
surgery theory in mind. As explained in Section 2.1, in that context an obstruction
formation for a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional normal cobordism (W, M, M’') — X is thought
of as an obstruction for M — X only. Hence (NN, () is a quadratic complex model for
the normal map (M,0M) — (X,0X).

Now we turn around the cobordism to derive the quadratic chain complex given by the
normal map (M',0M' = M) — (X,0X). The obstruction of the “new” cobordism
can easily be constructed out of z and is called the flip of z. Again we take a rela-
tionship which holds in the world of formations and presentation and generalize it to

all preformations:
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Definition 3.1.1. Let z = (F Pt ERye NNy 1} 6) be an e-quadratic split preformation.

Its Flip is the preformation
zl

Similar for the non-split case.

=(F* &£ 6L F-b)

O

As in (3.1) we use the flip preformation to define a connected (N’,(’) be the (2q + 1)-

dimensional complex

dn
¢o
¢l

The next step is to thicken up

Y*: Ngyy = F* — Ny =G* (3.2)
6[,6: qu -_—_ N{;-{—l
—ef: N9 — Né

(N,n) and (N',7') to (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic

Poincaré pairs

¢ (f: C =8N — D = NWH1=* (5 = 0,9 = 8())
¢ = (f:C'=0N' — D' = N7 (6 = 0,9’ = ()

(using the constructions in Definition A.2.7). They are given by

Cotr =G g Dy = G (3.3)
(Z) e
Co=Fol oy Da=F
(u* ev*)
Cq_l = G*
& = 0
Yo = 1g:CT'=G—Cp1 =G
Jo = ((1) 8) .C1=F*®F — C,=Fa@F"
Y1 = (ev* 0):CI=F*@F —Cy1=G"
WPy = —eb*: cIl=G¢— Cq_l =G*
and
C(I]_l_l = G fé+l=lc D(/1+1 — G (34)
__5“7) \—67
! — * F DI —
Co=F"® fq’_—_)=(01) q
(7 w*)
Co1=G"
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5 = 0

Yo = 16:C"1'=G—Chy =G

v = < ) C'=F@F —C,=F*@F
¥ = 0):C"=F&F —C,,=C"
¥y = ee*:c"I‘ =G—C_ =G

In the geometric situation we obviously find that OM = OM’. We expect a chain

complex analogue and indeed

— o
(=) (2%
C,=F&F* C'=F*@F
! he=(9§) a
(u* ev*) (v* u*)
_ * ! —_ *
Cq—l - G hq._lzlct Cq_l - G

0

. q _ * Ik
0 0).0’ —F@F —C,=F'@F

X1 =

0

X2 = (“) 0 =G —C,=F*a@F
9:¢" '=G—C, =G

X3 =

defines an isomorphism (k,%): (C,%) — (C’,4'). We glue c and ¢ together along
(h,x) i.e. by Definition A.3.1 and Lemma A.2.6 we compute the union

(OB,w) = (f'h: C — D', ((-)*f'xf" = 0,9)) U(f: C — D, (0,~¢))
given by (0E, = D. & C,_1 & D)
8Eq+2 =0 & G & 0

1
~(4)

1
0B, =Ga(FOF)aG

—-ey e 0 O

( 0 pureyt O )

0 0 € —eu

0E,=F & G* @ F*
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0 0 00
wp = (0 0 0 0}:0E"'=G*0(F*eoF)®G* —I0E,=F®G*®F*
0 -1 00
0 0 0
5 = |2 o|:om=Fecer—oE.=coFoF)ec
0 -1 0
0 0 0
w = [-4* - 0} :0E9=F*0GOF —OE,=F&G*' o F*
0 0 O©

We will try to simplify the quadratic Poincaré complex (0F,w) and it is already clear
what the result will be if we look at the special case of formations and presentations.
In this case the long exact sequence of (W,0W) shows that v*u: G = Kg (W) —
G* = Kg+1(W,0W) is a chain complex model for K,,1(8W). So it makes sense to
expect that the (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex (A, ) (arising from

the regular e-quadratic split preformation (G, §) by the same process as in (3.1))

da = (Q14+T-)0)*: Agp1 =G — A, =G" (3.6)
m = 1:A%7=G — A1 =G
= €0:A9=G — A;=G"

will be isomorphic to (8F,w). But if (OF,w) looks so simple, why did we go through all
the complicated procedures of thickening and glueing in the first place? Well, the aim of
Kreck’s surgery theory is to decide whether (W, M, M') is cobordant to an h-cobordism
i.e. whether the inclusions of M and M’ into some W' cobordant to W are homotopy
equivalences. In our algebraic model, we will have to check whether the chain maps
of D and D’ into some algebraic cobordism are chain equivalences. Hence, we have to
keep track where exactly D and D’ are hidden in the boundary OF.

The isomorphism of chain complexes

aEq+2 — G
1
0
1 00 O <0)
—-eye0 O 0
<_1 38‘1“‘)
OE 41— GOoFaoF* aG
(308.%)
1 0 001 O
(% 37)
OE, FoG*oF*
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induces the equivalence (a, x): (OFE,w) — (A, ) given by

8Eq+1 m Aq+1 = G (3.7)
l l(v*n)*
dE, =G

ag=(ep” -1 7%)

Ky = €0: A7=G — A;=G"

Every boundary of a form can easily be expressed as a Poincaré pair as the following

lemma suggests:

Lemma 3.1.2. Let (G,0) be an (—¢)-quadratic form. Then the (2q + 1)-dimensional
quadratic Poincaré complex (A, T) defined in (3.6) is the boundary of the (2q + 2)-
dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair y = (p: A — E, (67 = 0,7)) given by p =
1: Agy1 =G — B¢ = G.

Using Lemma A.2.6 we find that
z=(g9: 0F — E, (6w = 0,w))

with g = (1 0 0 —1) : 0Eq41 — Eg41 = G is a (2q + 2)-dimensional quadratic

Poincaré pair.

Remark 3.1.3. It is time to investigate the effect of a choice of representative 6 for
6 € Q_.(G) on the construction of z. Let 8 = 0+ 0+ €6* be another representative. Let
(C, 12;) and (C’, ¥ ) be the 2¢-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex given by (3.3)
and (3.4) using the representative 8.

Then ¢ — ¢ = d(¢) and P - = d(—1) with 9 € Wo,(C)ag+1 given by U3 =
—€6*: 01 — g—1-

In the language of the Q-groups (compare Definition A.1.2) this means that [12)\] = [¢] €
Q2¢(C) and [%'] = [¥'] € Q24(C"). For the (2g+1)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pairs
c and ¢’ follows that [(0,%)] = [(0,%)] € Qag+1(f) and [(0,%)] = [(0,#")] € Qzqr1(f'h).-
The union construction is designed such that different representatives lead to the same
element [w] € Q2q+1(0F) (compare [Ran80a] p.135f). It is not difficult to verify that
both representatives of 8 lead to the same element {(0,w)] € Q2¢+2(g)-

In any case, if we define concepts which are based on the chain complex models pre-
sented here but which are concepts about preformations (F «— G =5 F*,§) (that
is asymmetric signatures, flip-isomorphism reld and quadratic signatures) we
still have to take care of the effect of choices of representatives. See also Remarks 4.2.1,
6.2.2 and Lemma 6.4.2.
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3.2 Algebraic Surgery and Cobordisms of Pairs

In Kreck’s surgery theory we look at a cobordism (e, f, f'): (W, M, M’} — B of normal
smoothings and wonder whether it is cobordant reld to an h-cobordism or equivalently
whether surgery inside of W will produce an h-cobordism. This is the case if and only
if the obstruction in ly,,,(A) is elementary. This section introduces algebraic versions
of cobordisms and surgery for Poincaré pairs.

The first step will be a purely technical namely to define the notion of algebraic cobor-
dism of quadratic pairs reld and algebraic surgery inside a quadratic pair.

In geometry a cobordism reld between two manifolds M and M’ with the same boundary
N is often thought of as a manifold with corners (W,0W = M UN x T U M').

A
]

=
<D

O
\J \J

By “collapsing” the N x I-part of W and glueing together the boundaries of M and
M’ we produce a new manifold W’ with the boundary 8W’' = M Uy M'.

Differential topology shows us that the existence of a null-cobordism of M Uy M’ is in
fact equivalent to (M, N) and (M’, N) being cobordant reld. We will use this picture

in order to define algebraic cobordisms reld of quadratic pairs.

Definition 3.2.1. Two (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pairs ¢ = (f: C —
D, (6¢,v)) and ¢ = (f': C — D', (8¢, ¢)) are cobordant reld if there is an (n + 2)-
dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair (h: D' Uc D — E, (0w, 8¢’ Uy —09))). a

An easy example for such cobordisms are homotopy equivalences.
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Lemma 3.2.2. Let ¢ = (f: C — D, (8¢,9)) and ¢ = (f': C — D', (6¢',%)) be
(n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pairs. Let (1,h;k): ¢ — ¢’ be a homotopy

equivalence. Then c and ¢’ are cobordant reld.

Proof. There is a (6x,x) € Wy (f', €)nt2 such that
(1, h; K)o (8%, ) — (69, ¥) = d(6x, x)-
Define the (n + 2)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair
(b: DUc D' — D', ((=)"0x, 69 Uy —6')) (3.8)
by b= (h,(=)""'k,~1): (DUc D)y =D, ®Cr_1® D,_, — D;. O

The next lemma proves the useful fact that changing the common boundary of two

Poincaré pairs ¢ and ¢’ doesn’t change anything about their cobordism relationship.

Lemma 3.2.3. Let ¢ = (f: C — D,(6¢,9)) and ¢ = (f': C — D', (8¢',9)) be
two e-quadratic (n+ 1)-dimensional Poincaré pairs. Let (h,x): (C,¥) =5 (C, ) be an
equivalence. Define the (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pairs (using Lemma
A.2.6)

¢ = (f=fh:C — D, (& = 0%+ (=)"fxf*¥))
@ = (P=fhC— D, =64+ (=)"F'xf",9)

Then ¢ and ¢ are cobordant reld if and only if ¢ and € are.

Proof. If ¢ is cobordant reld to ¢’ then there is an (n + 2)-dimensional e-quadratic
Poincaré pair
(e: DUc D — E, (bw,w = 6% Uy —6¢"))

By Lemma A.3.3 there is an equivalence
(a,K): U ~C = (DUg D', 8% Uy _59) =5 cU—c= (DU D', 8¢ Uy —5¢)
Hence, by Lemma A.2.6 there is an (n + 2)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair
(ea: DUs D — E, (6w + (=)"*lexe*, 59 Ug —59))
0

It is a well-known fact that two manifolds are cobordant if and only if one manifold is
derived from the other by a finite sequence of surgeries and diffeomorphisms. There is
an algebraic equivalent for Poincaré complexes (Proposition A.4.5). We will establish
the same relationship in the case of Poincaré pairs. First we need to define a surgery

on the inside of a pair:
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Definition 3.2.4. Let ¢ = (f: C — D, (64, %)) be an (n+1)-dimensional e-quadratic
Poincaré pair and d = (g: C(f) — B, (do,6¢/v)) a connected (n + 2)-dimensional e-
quadratic pair. Write g = (a,b): C(f)r = D, ® C,_1 — B,. The result of the
surgery d on the inside of c is the (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair
d=(f:C— D, (6¢,¢)) given by

dp 0 (=)"(1+T)dvoa™ + (=) f(1 + Te)yob”
((—)Ta dp (=) (1 + Te)doo + (—)"+ brjob* )

0 0 (=) ds
D.=D,®Br®B"** " — D, ,=D,_1®B,®B"3"

dp =

0

S 0 0
syh = | 0 0 0]):
0 10

Dm+1—r — pnti-r eaBn—%Z—r ® Bry1 — D; =D, ®Bry1 P Bnt2-r
(5% (—)sTedws—la* — fTes—1b* 0)
! 0 :

f
f/ = (_b :Cr — D;‘ =D, ® B,y @Bn+2—r

(_)n—r—s+1T€508__1 0
0 0 0

1__ —_ —_
Dm+ r—S§ =._1)n+1 r s@Bn+2 T SEBBT+S+1

— D. =D, ®Bry1 ® BT (5>0)

s

)

The following proposition will justify the formulae above by showing that surgery inside
of a pair is nothing but the composition of the following standard procedures of algebraic
surgery theory: Thom complex, algebraic surgery and thickening. (The latter is the

inverse operation to the Thom complex. See Proposition A.2.10.)
Proposition 3.2.5. We use the terminology of the previous definition.

i) If C = 0 then (D', 8¢") is the result of the surgery (a: D — B, (d0,6v)) as in
Definition A.4.1.

i1) The result of the surgery d = (g: C(f) — B, (d0,6v/)) on the Thom complex
(C(f),0v¢ /%) of c is isomorphic to the Thom complex (C(f'), 8¢’ /1) of ¢.

Proof. The first part is trivial. So we turn our attention to the second claim. The
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Thom-complex of ¢’ is given by

dp 0 (=)*(1+Te)dhoa* + ()" F(1+ Te)pod* (=)' f

d = |)e ds (=) (1 + Te)doo + (=)™ brhob® ()b
0 0 (—)rds 0
0 0 0 de
C(f")r = (Dy ® Bry1 ® B"? ") @ Cry
— e(fl)r~l = (Dr—l @ B, ® Bn+3—-r) @ Cr_2
dtpo 0 0 0
, B 0 0 0 0
(_)n—}-l——r,‘pof* (_)n—r,wob* 0 (_)n—rTe'(,bl
e(f/)'n+1—r — (Dn+1—r @ Bn+2—r ) Br+l) o Cn—r
— €(f)r = (Dr ® Br1 ® B"? ) @ Cry
5% (—)3T55¢s—1a* — fTeps—1b* 0 0
, _ 0 (=) 51T 605y 0 0
(69 /9)s = 0 . 0 0
(_)n+1——r,‘/)8f* (_)n—rwsb* 0 (_)n—r—sT€¢s+1

e(f/)n+1—'r—s — (Dn+1—r—s ® Bn+2—r—s fary Br+s+1) D Cm—r—s
—C(f)r =Dy ®Br 1 ®B"? D Croy (s> 0)
The result of the surgery d on the other hand is the (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic
complex (M, ) given as

d (=) 0 (=)"(1+ Te)dhoa* + (—)" fTexpob*
d

G 0 0 (=)"pob*d* + (=)™ dubob*
M (=)a (=)b d (=) (1 + Te)doo
0 0 0 (=) d*

M, = (D'r 2 Cr—l) ® Br-{-l D Bn+2—r
— M, _1(Dr—1 ® Cr—2) ® B, ® B3

5o 0 00
= (=)t f* ()" Teypr 0 0
0 0 0 00
0 0 10

Mn+1—r — (Dn-i-l—r @ Cn—r) D Bn—r+2 o) Br+1
— M, = (Dr (&) Cr—l) ® Bry1 @ Bnt2-r

5¢3 0 ('")sTeéz/)s—la* - fTe'Qbs-lb* 0

. _ (_)n+1—-7‘¢8f* (_)n—r—sT€¢s+1 (_)n—rwsb* 0
s 0 0 (=) =T8T 60,y 0
0 0 0 0

MrHI-Ts — (Dn+l—r—s @ Cn—r—.B) ® Bn—?’—8+2 @ Br+s+1
— M, = (Dr 52 Cr—l) @ Br+1 © Bn+2—r (S > O)
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The isomorphisms

0 0

1 0

0 1

0 (_)n—rwob*

M, = (Dr @ Cr—l) 2] Br+1 @ Bn+2—r

— C(f)r =Dy ®Bry1 ®B" @ Cry

Uy

o O O
_ O O O

define an isomorphism (u,0): (M, 7) = (C(f"), (8¢’ /4)) of connected (n + 1)-dimens-

ional e-quadratic complexes. d

At last we prove the expected relationship between cobordisms and surgery.

Proposition 3.2.6. Letc = (f: C — D, (0v¢,%)) and ' = (f': C — D', (8¢, 7)) be
(n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pairs. They are cobordant reld if and only if

one can be obtained from the other by surgeries and homotopy equivalences of the type
(1, h; k).

One direction of the proof is covered by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.7. Let ¢ = (f: C — D, (8¢, %)) be an (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic
Poincaré pair and d = (g = (a b): C(f) — B,(60,6¢/¢)) a connected (n + 2)-
dimensional e-quadratic pair. Let ¢ = (f': C — D', (8¢/,v)) be the result of the

surgery d on the inside of c.

i) Let! (DUc D, 63Uy, —8) = cU—c be the union of ¢ with itself along its boundary
C. Then
d=(§: DUc D — B, (30,6¢ Uy —6))
given by g = (a b 0) : (DU¢ D)y = D, ® Cr—1 ® D, — B, is a connected

(n+2)-dimensional e-quadratic complex. The result of the surgery d is isomorphic
to (D' Ug D, 6y Uy —61¢p) = ' U —c.

i) (h: DUcD — D, (0,8 Uy —6¢)) withh=(1 0 -1): D,&Cr_16D, — D,

is an (n + 2)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair.
iii) (D'Uc D, 8y Uy —84¢) = ¢/ U—c is null-cobordant i.e. ¢ and ¢ are cobordant reld.

Proof. i) The philosophy of this proof is that in some sense we can transfer every-
thing we did for the Thom complexes in the proof of Lemma 3.2.5 to the union

D Ug D' using the morphism

((5 3 5):0): e D.owuy —d0) — (@) dv/v)

!Define — ¢ = (f: C — D, (=61, —1)) for a pair c = (f: C — D, (6¢,v)).
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In particular we can apply it to Lemma A.2.6 and show that d is an (n + 2)-

dimensional e-quadratic pair.

The (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré complex (V,o) = (D Uc D, ¢ Uy
—6Y)) = cU —c is given by

dp (=)""'f O
dy = 0 dc 0 ]:
0 (=) 'f dp
Vi=D,®@Cr1® D, — Vi1 =D 1 ®Cr 2@ Dy

s 0 0
Os = (—)n_r+1¢sf* (_)n—r—sT€¢s+1 0 :
0 (_)s—lfws _&ps
Vn+1—r—s — Dn+1—r—s @ Cn——r—s oy Dn+1—r—s N V; — Dr D Cr—l ® Dr

The result of the surgery d is the (n+1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré complex
(V,5):

dp (=)' 0 0 (=)"(14Te)dtpoa* + (=)™ fTerpob*
0 de 0 0 (=)pob*d + (=) dyb®
dy = 0 (=)'f dp 0 (=) fopob*
(=)'a (=) 0 dg (=) (L + Te)doo

0 0 0 0 (=)rds,
Vr = (Dr &b Cr—l 5P Dr) 87 Br+1 @ Bn+2—r
— ~r—1 = (D‘r—l SCr2® Dr—-l) ® B, ® BnA3-T

S0 0 0 00

(_)n—-r—*—ldjof* (_)n—rT6¢1 0 00

G0 = 0 —fo -0 0 O
0 0 0 00

0 0 0 10

"‘/n-t-l—r — (Dn+1—r D cnr @ Dn+1—r) Fey Bn+2——r D Br+1
- I71' = (DT ®Cr1® DT) ®Brp1 @ BT

51ps 0 0 (=)*Tebtpsmra*+(=)""T=% fTetps_1b* O

_ (_)n—r+1¢sf~ (_)n—r—sTews_*_l 0 (_)n—r¢3b~ 0
s = 0 (=1 =5y, 0 0
0 0 0 (F)MTTT T b0 0

0 0 0 0 0

‘"/n+1—r—s — (Dn+1—r—s,@ C" T8 g Dn+1—r~5) @ Bn+2-—r—s ® Br+s+1
— V, =(D, ®Cr_1® D) ® Bry1 ® BT (5> 0)

On the other hand we have the union (V',0’) = (D' U¢ D, §¢' Uy, —6¢) = ¢ U—c

52



given by

dp 0 (=) +T)dea* + (=)*f(1+ Teob* (=) ~'f 0
(=)"a dp (=) (1 + Te)dao + (=) bypob* (=) 0
dyr = 0 0 (=)dg 0 0
0 0 0 dc 0
0 0 0 (=) dp
V,./ = (Dr & Br+1 D Bn+2—r) ®Cr_1® Dy
— V1 =Dr-1©B,®B""* ") & Cr_2® Dy
0o 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
oy = 0 1 0 0 0
(_)n+1—r1/}0f* (—)n_r’L/Job* 0 (_)n—rTe¢1 0
0 0 0 —fo —0%o
V/n+1—r — (Dn+1—r @ Bn+2—r @ Br+l) D cn-r @ Dn+1—r
— V! =(D;®B,41 B )& Cr_1® D,
61/)3 (_)sTééz/)s—la* - fTe'lps—lb* 0 0 0
0 (=)t T 601 0 0 0
oy = 0 0 0 0 0
(=)o f* (=)™ Tehsb” 0 (=)" " *Tethgr O
0 0 0 (=)*'fys  —dys
Vm+1—r—s — (Dn+l—r—s ® pnt2-r—s @ Br+s+1) SCT TS pntl-r—s
— V=D, ®B,1 ®B" )@ C,_1 8D, (s>0)
The isomorphisms
1000 0
0 0 01 0
Up = 0 000 1
0 1 0 0 (=)"Typb*
0 010 0
f/r = (Dr &) Cr—l &b Dr) 57 Br+1 & Bn+2—r
— V' =(D; ®Br11 ©® B " ® Cr_1 © Dy
define an isomorphism (u,0): (V,5) — (V',0").
ii) Exercise.
iii) Follows from Propositions A.4.3 and A .4.5.
O

Proof of Proposition 3.2.6. It remains to show that cobordant pairs can be obtained
from each other by surgery and homotopy equivalences which leave the boundary un-

touched.
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Let c= (f: C — D, (6¢,¢)) and ¢ = (f': C — D', (6¢',9)) be (n + 1)-dimensional
e-quadratic Poincaré pairs which are cobordant reld so that there exists an (n + 2)-

dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair
e=(h: DUc D' — E, (bw,w = 6 Uy —8¢"))

with h = (jo k j1): D ® Cr_1 ® D, — E,. We define the connected (n + 2)-

dimensional e-quadratic pair

d = (g9: €(f) — B=C(5),(d0,0 = &¢/))
ok
9= <]6) —f> :C(f)r=Dr®Cr1 — By = E.®D,_,
v = ( dwg 0 ) ]
° (=P Ot + (2)°fesk®) ()" T Tebgyy )
Bn+2—r—s = En+2—r—s ® D/n+1——r—s — B, =E,® D;-—l

The result of the surgery d inside of c is the (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré
pair ¢’ = (f": C — D", (6¢",)). There is a homotopy equivalence m: D" — D'
given by

m = (0 0 1 0 O dyyp):
Vv1=D, & (B, ® D)) @ (E"? " D") — D)

such that méy"m* = §y’. Hence (1,m;0) defines a homotopy equivalence from c¢” to
c. a

Remark 3.2.8. Definitions 3.2.4 and 3.2.1 can be rephrased in the language of e-
quadratic triads. (For a thorough introduction into triads the reader can consult
[Ran81] 1.3 and 2.1. and [Ran98] 20C.) Using the notation of Definition 3.2.4, a surgery
d inside of ¢ can be thought of as an (n + 2)-dimensional e-quadratic triad (T, ¥) with

c—L-p

NG
0——B
and ¥ = (80,0, 8%, %) € Q™3(I).
A cobordism (h: D'UcD — E, (6w, 89Uy —d89)) of the (n+1)-dimensional e-quadratic
Poincaré pairs ¢ = (f: C — D, (6¢,%)) and ¢ = (f': C — D', (6¢',4)) reld can be
interpreted as an (n + 2)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré triad (I, ¥'). If we write
h=(a" b a): (D' Uc D), =D;&Cr_1 ® Dy — E, then the triad is given by

c—1-p

5]

D' e o E
and ¥/ = (dw, 6¢', 61, %) € Q" 2(I”) (see also [Ran81] Proposition 2.1.1).
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3.3 Elementariness in Algebraic Surgery Theory

In this section we want to understand elementariness in the context of algebraic surgery
theory by reproving Theorem 2.3.2 for Poincaré pairs: a preformation is stably elemen-
tary if and only if the Poincaré pair z defined in Section 3.1 is cobordant rel® to an
algebraic h-cobordism. This theorem is the key to applying algebraic surgery theory

to preformations in this treatise.

Definition 3.3.1. Let ¢ = (f: C — D, (d¢,9)) and ¢ = (f: C — D', (8¢, 7)) be
e-quadratic n-dimensional Poincaré pairs whose union is the boundary of an (n + 1)-
dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair d = (9: DUc D' — FE, (dw, 61Uy —6v)')). Write
g= (jo k jl) : (DUeD"), = D,®Cr_1®D, — E,. dis an algebraic h-cobordism

if the chain maps jo and j; are chain equivalences. O

Example 3.3.2. The cobordism (3.8) constructed in the proof of Lemma 3.2.2 and the

Poincaré pair defined in Lemma 3.2.7ii) are algebraic h-cobordisms.

Theorem 3.3.3. Let z = (F Pty e LN F*,0) be a regular e-quadratic split preforma-
tion. Letx = (9: OF — E, (dw = 0,w)) be the (2q+2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré
pasr constructed in Section 3.1 for an arbitrary representative 0 of 0 € Q_(G).

i) If z is elementary then x is cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism.

ii) If x is cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism then [z] € lagi2(A) is elemen-

tary. .
We need some technical results before we can move on to the proof of this theorem.

Lemma 3.3.4. Letc = (f: C — D, (69,¢)) and ¢ = (f: C — D', (8¢, 9)) be -
quadratic n-dimensional Poincaré pairs. Let d = (9: DUc D' — E, (éw, 6 Uy —8¢'))
andd = (¢': DUc D' — E', (8w, 89 Uy —8¢')) be two (n+1)-dimensional e-quadratic
Poincaré pairs. Assume there is a homotopy equivalence? between them that is the

identity on the boundary. If d is an algebraic h-cobordism then so is d’.

Lemma 3.3.5. Let ¢ = (f: C — D, (6¢,%)) and ¢ = (f: C — D', (8¢, %)) be e-
quadratic n-dimensional Poincaré pairs. Let d = (g: DUc D' — E, (dw, 63 Uy —8¢'))
be an (n + 1)-dimensional algebraic h-cobordism. Then d is homotopy equivalent to an

algebraic h-cobordism
d =(¢: DUc D' — D, (8w, 8% Uy —¢'))

such that ¢ = (1 1 h): (DUcD')y =D, ®Cr1 ® D. — D, withh: D' =5 D a

chain equivalence.

2See Definition A.2.5.
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Proof. Write g = (jo k jl) :(DUe D)y =D, ®Cr1®D, — E,. Let ig: E — D
the chain homotopy inverse of jo and let A: ipjo ~ 1: D — D be a chain homotopy.
Then there is a homotopy equivalence (1, p; (—A 0 O)): d — d with | = igk +
(=)""!Af and h = dpj;. 0

dn—
Lemma 3.3.6. Let V, L, el = - Vg — 0 be an ezact sequence of free f.g.

A-modules. Then imd; C V;—1 and kerd; C V; are stably f.g. free direct summands for
allie {1,...,n}.

Proof. For i = 1 observe that 0 — kerd; — V) 4, Vo — 0 is an exact sequence
and since Vy is free it splits. Hence imd; = Vj and ker d; are stably f.g. free and a direct
summand in the respective V;. Now assume the claim is true for ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}.
Then we look at the exact sequence 0 — kerd;+1 — Viq dit1 kerd; — 0. Again
the sequence is exact and splits because by assumption ker d; is projective. Now the

claim follows for ¢ + 1. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3.8. i) Let (F «1- G %5 F* @) be elementary and i: U < G
be the inclusion of an h-lagrangian. We define the chain map m: C(g) — B
(with C(g), = E, ® OE,_)

C(g)g+3 =00 G
1
~(3)
7
1

C(Qg+2=00 (GO FF*®G)

- 0 0 ¢
—ey € 0 O
0 purey O

0 0 € —eu

C(9gr1 =GB (FOG @ F") Bgy1=U"

m=(a b)

with a = —i*y* and b = (—ei*u* 7* —i*'y*).

Because of i*0i = 0 € Q_(U) there is a dx € Homp(U,U*) such that ¢*67 =
dx + edx* € Homp(U,U*). We can check that (d0,0 = dw/w) € Wy (m)agia
with do1 = edx: BIT! — Bgy1 is a cycle. Hence we have a connected (2g +
3)-dimensional quadratic pair d = (m: C(g) — B, (60,0)). The result of the
surgery d on the inside of z is the (2¢ + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair

' =(¢: 0E — FE',(du',w)) given by (0F, = D.®Cr_1®D,, E. = E,® B, 41
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B2q+3—r):

BEq+2=0€BG@0

1
1

0B, =G (FOF)®G

—-ey € 0 O
0 pureyr O ey u

0 0 € —eu

OB, =FoG*® F* E,=00U*®0

(61:*/.1* —i* ,i*,y* )

bwhy = ly:E'=U-—FEq=U
Using the inclusion (é %) : D)@ D — OF and with the help of Proposition

2.4.2iii) we see that &’ is an algebraic h-cobordism.

ii) Now we assume that z is cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism 2’ =
(¢: OE — F',(6w',w)). In order to simplify our calculations we remember
that the boundary of x and z’ can be reduced in size by using the equivalence
(a,k): (OE,w) — (A,7) defined in (3.7) on page 46. Let ¢ = (p: A —
E',(67',7)) be the (2q + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair induced by z’
and the inverse of (a,x). Let y = (p: A — E,(d7 = 0,7)) be the (2g + 2)-
dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair from Lemma 3.1.2. (It is also induced by z

and the inverse of (a, )).

By Lemma 3.2.3, y is cobordant reld to 3’ and by (the proof of) Proposition 3.2.6
and Lemma 3.3.4 we can assume that 3’ is the result of a surgery d = (m: C(p) —
B, (d0,0 = 01/7)) inside of y with

Mq+2=bg+2

C(p)g+2=G Bgy2

(&= |

C(p)ess = G @ G or1=loart bart)
g+l =

Bq+1
0 0 +1 q+1 q
g0={( o+ C@TT =ET © AT — Cp)g+1 = Eqs1 ® 4
Our next step will be the analysis of the complex E'. If r > g+ 3 or r < ¢ the

differential is given by

_\T
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The top differentials are dual to the bottom ones, i.e.

0 _\r7 . 0 _yr—1
(1 (0)>dr (1 (2) )=d2q+3“r
forr>qg+3andr <gq.

Because E' ~ D the homology groups H,(E') vanish for r # ¢ + 1,q. Hence by
Lemma 3.3.6 there is a f.g. free submodule X C Ej such that kerd;, ® X = Ej.
Therefore E, 5/ kerdy o = cokerdy s = U is stably f.g. free and U* = kerd;, =
im dq +1- This observation gives us the chance to cut away the higher and lower

parts of E and establish a chain equivalence E/ — E” using the maps

E/_+_2 = Bq+3 @ Bq+1

; 42 =U (39)

d;+2 l lz

El-{-l = G@Bq+2 EBBq+2 T 00 E‘III_+_1 = G@Bq+2€9Bq+2
b 10
diml ( qg201) l”
E{Z =Bgy1® B3 E(’I' =U*

(L)

with
0 —bg+1
0 ed*
/ _ (—e€agy1 d —€e(1+T)doo
g+l 0 —ed*
O _bq+1
7 = 6(1 + T)(SO'O
0
_ 0 ed*
P qu p —ed (1+T)dog

Let’s define a regular e-quadratic split preformation

_F G E ) = (F G PG @0 (Bq+2 o BT, (g O))

which is another representative of [z] € lag+2(A). One can easily compute that
PN

p=i"y
Now we have a look at the boundary of /. The map ¢’: A — E’ is given by

1
(5=)
Ap1=G w41 =G ® Byyp @ BIT?

('r*u)*l ld;.u

Ag=C" (“be+1) Ey = Bgy1 ® B3
0
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Applying the chain equivalence (3.9) and the map D' ® D — OF =5 A to

g : A— E' we find two chain maps D/ — E” «— D

U
- l,- )
W e
—6’71 lia,‘//t“l l_el“’
F U* F*
(bqﬁﬂ’ ) (qufl’Y‘ )

which by assumption are chain equivalences. From (d0,0) € Q24+2(m) one can
deduce that i*6i = 0 € Q_(U). Now it is not very difficult to verify that
the preformation 2’ fulfils the assumption of Proposition 2.4.2 iii) in respect to
the stably f.g. free submodule U. Further stabilization of 2’ by boundaries of
hyperbolic forms helps to replace U by a f.g. free submodule. Hence [z] = [¢] €
lag+2(A) is elementary.

O
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Chapter 4

Flip-Isomorphisms

For the whole chapter let ¢ > 2, ¢ = (—)? and let A be a weakly finite ring
with 1 and involution.

Obviously, a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional normal cobordism (W, M, M’) — X only stands a
chance to be cobordant reld to an s-cobordism if there is a compatible diffeomorphism
between M and M’. Some kind of “algebraic isomorphism” between M and M’ can be
produced by just using preformations. Let z = (F — G £ F*,8) be the obstruction
preformation. We can interpret z also as an algebraic model for the normal map M —
X and the flip 2/ = (F* <& G -5 F,—0) of z as a model for M’ — X. Following
that philosophy, we hope that z and 2’ are weakly isomorphic if z is elementary. We
shall call such an isomorphism flip-isomorphism. In Section 4.1 we motivate and
define flip-isomorphisms and show that, indeed, any elementary preformation - even
those that aren’t obstructions of the above or any surgery problem - has at least one.

Just like we translated preformations into quadratic pairs and complexes in Section
3.1, we translate flip-isomorphisms into isomorphisms of those quadratic complexes in
Section 4.2. Those isomorphisms can be applied to the quadratic Poincaré pair x from
Section 3.1. They transform z into a Poincaré pair with an algebraic twisted double
on the boundary (see Sections 4.3 and 4.4). This is a necessary preparation before

we can define asymmetric and quadratic signatures in the following chapters.

4.1 Flip-isomorphism

The idea behind flip-isomorphisms is inspired by an observation in geometry: a cobor-
dism (W, M, M’') — X of highly-connected normal maps/normal smoothings can only
be cobordant to an s-cobordism if M and M’ are diffeomorphic. This hardly seems to
be a very revealing insight. After all it is the aim of any surgery theory to establish
existence or non-existence of such a diffeomorphisms.

But in the context of preformations we can produce a notion of some kind of “algebraic

isomorphism” of M and M’: flip-isomorphisms. First of all we remember from
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Section 2.1 that there are actually two ways of looking at preformations. We can think
of them as algebraic vehicles for surgery-relevant data of an even-dimensional cobordism
(W,M,M') — X x (1,0,1) of normal smoothings/maps. In that case we identify
preformations by the very rigid equivalence relation of (stable) strong isomorphisms in
order to preserve the essential information of the whole cobordism. This is the view of
[-theory. But we have also learnt that in traditional odd-dimensional surgery theory,
formations encode the information of the normal map M — X only. That is why the
odd-dimensional obstruction groups Lsg+1(A) have a much more flexible equivalence
relation which includes the use of weak isomorphisms (Definition 2.2.14).

So, philosophically, if we have a cobordism (W, M,M’) — X of normal smooth-
ings/maps and define its obstruction z and we think of it as a description of the whole
cobordism we use strong isomorphisms. If we treat z only as a description of the
map M — X we use weak isomorphisms. As alluded to in Section 3.1, turning
around the new cobordism leads to the flip of z as the obstruction for the cobordism
(W, M’', M) — X. The heuristics so far suggests that the preformation-equivalent of
a diffeomorphism between M — X and M’ — X is a weak isomorphism between z
and its flip. Such an isomorphism will be called a flip-isomorphism.

For fans of algebraic surgery theory the importance of flip-isomorphisms as an obstruc-
tion to elementariness is even more evident: in Section 3.1, a regular e-quadratic split
preformation z defined a (2q + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair z = (g: 0F —
E, (bw = 0,w)). By Theorem 3.3.3 we know that if z is elementary, x is cobordant reld to
an h-cobordism. Then the (2q + 1)-dimensional Poincaré pairs ¢ = (f: C — D, (0,v))
and ¢’ = (f'h: C — D',((=)*fxf* = 0,9)), whose union constitutes the bound-
ary of z (that is (3F,w) = ¢’ U —c), have to be homotopy equivalent. Both pairs are
thickening-ups of the quadratic complexes (N, ¢) and (N’, ¢’) from (3.1) and (3.2) which
themselves stem from the preformation z and its flip z’. Hence a homotopy equivalence
of the pairs ¢ and ¢” will eventually lead to some kind of equivalence between z and 2’.
[Ran80a] Proposition 2.3 and 2.5, which provided a recipe for translating the prefor-
mations z, z’ to quadratic complexes (N, (), (N',(’) respectively, states that there is a
natural bijection between equivalences of those quadratic complexes and (stable) weak
isomorphism classes of formations. A generalization of those Propositions shows that
z and 2’ are (stably) weakly isomorphic. The existence of a flip-isomorphism for ele-
mentary preformations can also be shown quite easily without algebraic surgery theory

(see the proof of the Proposition 4.1.2 below).

Definition 4.1.1. i) A flip-isomorphism of a regular e-quadratic preforma-
tions z = (F < G - F*) is a weak isomorphism of z with its flip i.e. a triple
(o, B,0) consisting of isomorphisms a € Homy (F, F*) and 8 € Homy (G, G) and
an element o € Q~¢(F™) such that
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(a) ay+ aop = epf € Homp (G, F*)
(b) a™*u =~B8 € Homy (G, F)

It is strong if it 0 = 0.

ii) A flip-isomorphism of a regular e-quadratic split preformation z =
(F < G £ F*,8) is a weak isomorphism of z with its flip i.e. a triple (o, 3, 7)
consisting of isomorphisms a € Homa (F, F*) and § € Homa(G,G) and an ele-
ment 7 € Q_(F*) such that

(a) ay+ a(v — er*)*p = epf € Homp (G, F*)
(b) a™*u =0 € Homy (G, F)
(c) 6+ popu+ 68 =0€ Q_(G)

It is strong if 7 = 0.

iii) A stable flip-isomorphism of a regular e-quadratic (split) preformation
z is a flip-isomorphism of z + h with A a boundary of a hyperbolic form. (Note
that [z] = [z + A] in the [-monoid). O

Proposition 4.1.2. Let z be a regular e-quadratic (split) preformation. If z is elemen-

tary then z has a flip-isomorphism.

Proof. Let z = (F MEye LN 1 0) be an elementary regular e-quadratic split prefor-
mation. We assume that our preformation has the form described in Proposition 2.4.2
iv). There is a flip isomorphism (a, 3, 7) of z given by

a = (—06 ._()].)F:U@U*——')F*:U*@U

g = <_01 T):G:U@R——»G:U@R

v = 0: F*—F
In the ﬁon-split case the flip-isomorphism is (e, 3,0). O

Corollary 4.1.3. Let z be a regular e-quadratic split preformation. If z is (stably)
elementary there is a (stable) strong flip-isomorphism («, 3,0) such that a: F — F*
is e-symmetric and zero in L2(A) (and hence also in LAsy®(A)) and 82 = 1¢. Similar

for the non-split case.

Corollary 4.1.4. Let z be a regular e-quadratic split preformation and 2’ its flip. If 2
is stably elementary then it has a stable flip-isomorphism and [z] = [2'] € lag42(A).
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4.2 Translating Flip-Isomorphisms into Algebraic Surgery
Theory

Let z = (F < G £ F*,0) be a regular e-quadratic split preformation. Let t =
(a, B, 7) be a flip-isomorphism of z.

In the following we fix representatives § and v for § and ¥ and let x € Hom(G, G*)
such that 8*08 + 0 + p*vu = k + ex* € Homp(G,G*). We must of course be aware
that once we leave the realm of chain complexes and define concepts about preforma-
tions and flip-isomorphisms (that is asymmetric signatures, flip-isomorphism reld and
quadratic signatures) we have to check to what extent they depend on the choice of
representatives. (Compare Remark 4.2.1)

In Section 3.1 we translated z into a Poincaré pair . The first step of this construction
was to use the proofs of [Ran80a] Proposition 2.3. and 2.5 to create (2¢+1)-dimensional
quadratic complexes (N,¢) and (N’ ,¢') out of z and its flip 2/. Those proofs also
suggest that an isomorphism of two preformations gives rise to an isomorphism of those
quadratic complexes. Both propositions just cover formations but without problems
we can generalize the construction for all regular preformations. Hence ¢t induces an
isomorphism (e, pt): (N,¢) — (N',{’) of (2¢ + 1)-dimensional quadratic complexes
given by

Nyrr = F —— Njyy = F* (4.1)

€t,q+1=Cx q

o = 7:Nq_’ g+1

Gt = €e: NT— N,

o = euw: N — Npy,y
i = —ef: N7 — Né
pto = ava*: N, N¢3+1
pr1 = yrava*: Nt N,
prz = —BRBTHN'T— N

The Poincaré pairs ¢ and ¢’ defined in (3.3) and (3.4) are thickenings of (N, () and
(N’,¢’) and the isomorphism (e, p;) leads to a homotopy equivalence of those two pairs
in particular to an isomorphism of the 2¢g-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complexes
(Bet, Opt): (C,) = 8(N,¢) and (C',9') = I(N',(’) (see Lemma A.2.9). Compos-
ing this isomorphism with the inverse of the canonical isomorphism (k, x): (C, %) =,
(C', ') defined in (3.5) yields a self-equivalence (hs, xt) = (h, x) ™ (des, dpt): (C, ) =,
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(C, ) given by

Cq+1 =G Cq+1 =G (42)

(zg) (z&)

C,=FaF* C,=FoF*
0 a”*
ea ea(u*——eu))
(b er*) (n* ev*)
Xt1 = 0 0 :C'=F*0F —C;=FoF"*
t1 1 —av*a*) q

— 0 . g—-1 _ *
Xt2 = (eu—av*a*y)'c =G—Cy=F&F

X3 = —0+B kB CT =G —Cpu1=G*

(see Definition A.1.5 for inverses and compositions of isomorphisms of quadratic com-

plexes).

Remark 4.2.1. Let 7,0 be other representatives for v € Q_¢(z,8) and 6 € Q_(G).
Then there are 8 € Homy(G,G*), v € Homp(F*, F) such that o — v = D + e0* €
Homy (F*, F') and 80— 0 =6 +ch* € Homp(G,G*). Define & = k + i — €&* + 5*08 +
6 + p*op € Homy (G, G*) for some & € Homy (G, G*).
9, 0 and % induce an isomorphism (hy, Xz): (C, %) = (C, ¥). (Note that h; and the
chain complex C are not affected by the choice of representative.) From Remark 3.1.3
we know that there is a ¢ € Wo;(C)2g+1 such that V- = d(¥). Then X; — x¢ =
¥ — hgph? + dx with X € W (C)2g+2 given by

- _ {0 0 . _ "

X2 = (0 —aﬂ*a*) Cl=F"®oF —Cy=F0oF

X3 = —xd*:CTl'=G—Cy=FoF*

X = B*O+RPCTI=GC—Cpu1=G*

See also Remarks 3.1.3, 6.2.2 and Lemma 6.4.2.

4.3 Quadratic Twisted Doubles

A preformation with a flip-isomorphism is some kind of algebraic equivalent to a (2¢+2)-
dimensional normal cobordism (W, M, M’) — X with a diffeomorphism h: M =M
compatible with the highly-connected normal maps M — X and M’ — X. The
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boundary of W — X can be replaced by a normal map on the twisted double
M Upiom M into X. As sketched in the introduction this is the starting point for
constructions which yield obstructions for (W, M, M'’) to be an h-cobordism: asym-
metric signatures and, if h|OM =~ 1y, quadratic signatures. These constructions can
be imitated for quadratic Poincaré pairs as we will find out in Chapters 5 and 6. A
prerequisite for those constructions is to turn the boundary of the (2¢ + 2)-dimensional

e-quadratic Poincaré pair z from Section 3.1 into an algebraic twisted double.

Definition 4.3.1 ([Ran98] 30.8(ii)). The twisted double of an n-dimensional -
quadratic Poincaré pair ¢ = (f: C — D,(dv,%)) over A with respect to a self-
equivalence (h, x): (C,v¥) = (C, 1) is the n-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré complex

over A

cUpy) —C = (D Uy D, 6y Uy —69))
= (fh: C— D, (8¢ + (=)' xS 9)) U (f: C— D, (=8¢, —9))

with
Duy,D = G((ffh> : C’—»D@D),
S + (=) xS 0 0
(61/} Ux 5'¢)s = 0 “51/}.9 (_)s—lf'd)s :
(_)n_r"psh*f* 0 (_)n_r+s+1Te'¢s—1

(D Uh D)n—r—s = pnT—s @ pnr—s ) Cn—r—s—l
— (DUy D), =D, ® D, ®Cr_1

O

Let z = (F < G %5 F* 8) be a regular e-quadratic split preformation. Let ¢t =
(e, B, 7) be a flip-isomorphism of z. Again we pick representatives § and v for 6 and v
and let k € Hom(G, G*) such that 8*08 + 0 + p*vp = k + ex* € Homy (G, G*).

The twisted double of ¢ = (f: C — D, (0¢,v)) of (3.3) with respect to the self-
equivalence (hy, xt): (C, ) =, (C, ) from (4.2) is the (2¢q + 1)-dimensional quadratic
Poincaré complex (OF;,w;) given by (8E, = D, & D, & Cr_;)

3Et,q+2 = 0 69 0 @ G (43)

)

OFiqr1 =Go®G® (F o F*)

—ex 0 a a(v*—e)
0 —en O €
0 0 u ey*

0By, =F*& F*® G*
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0 0 O
0 0 -1 q .
wt,O = O 0 _ ZaEt =F®F@G—-—)6Et’q+1=G®G€BF®F
a* 0 0
00 0 O
wo = (00 -1 0):0E/" =G*"0G*®(F*®F) — 0E,,=F*0F oG
00 0 O
—av*a* 0 O
wi = 0 0 0 |:0E]=F®F®G —0E=F"0F*aG*
—ev*a* 0 —ef

There is an equivalence (as, 0¢): (0E;, —wt) =, (OFE,w) of (2¢q + 1)-dimensional qua-

dratic Poincaré complexes given by

atg+2 = ,BZ 8Et,q+2 =G — 8Eq+2 =G
0 8 0 0
0 0 O a”*
atl = 10 0 e ea(v® —ev)
10 0 0
8Et,q+1 =G@G@(F@F*) —>6Eq+1 =G@(F@F*)®G

0 a* 0
atqg = (0 0 ﬁ-*):aEt,qu*eBF*eBG*—»aEq=FeBG*@F*
0 0

0 O
0 O
ava®* 0
0 0 O

OB =G @ (F*OF)®G* — 0E 1 =GO (FOF)®G

g0 =

OO O =

0
0
0
0

0
o0 = (1):6E‘I+2=G*——>8Eq=F€BG*€BF*

0
0 0 € 0
o1 = -1 —v* —p*+ey*ova* -1
0 1 eava* 0
B =G* @ (F*OF)®G* —0E,=FoG*aF*
0 0 0
Ot2 = —v*  —efT*rpB1 0 :
-1 —ep—eava*y —eava®

OFi=F*"®G®F —0E;,=F®G " ®F"

Applying Lemma A.2.6 to the Poincaré pair z = (9: 0F — FE,(dw = 0,w)) from
Section 3.1 yields a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair given by

zy = (9t =gar: OBy — E, (dwy,wr))
ggt1 = (1 =B 0 0):0E 411 =GOGOFOF"  — Ej1 =G
Swy = —(6w+(—)**gag*) =0
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and a homotopy equivalence of pairs (a;, —1;0): z; — —z.
The equivalence a; maps each copy of D in JF; isomorphically onto a copy of D and

D’ in 9E. Hence z is cobordant reld to an h-cobordism if and only if z; is.

4.4 Symmetric Twisted Doubles

The computation of asymmetric signature of a flip-isomorphism (which we will accom-
plish in Chapter 5) demands a symmetric version of the constructions of the previous

section.

Definition 4.4.1 ([Ran98] 30.8(ii)). The twisted double of an n-dimensional e-
symmetric Poincaré pair ¢ = (f: C — D, (d¢,¢)) over A with respect to a self-
equivalence (h, x): (C, $) — (C, ¢) is the n-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré complex

over A

cUmy) —C = (DU D,d¢ Uy —49)
= (fh: C— D, (8¢ + (="' fxf*,¢) U (f: C — D,(=6¢,—¢))

with
Du,D = G((ffh> :C—>D€BD),
0¢s + (=) fxsf* 0 0
(6¢ UX _6¢)s = 0 _6‘155 (_)s_1f¢s :
(=) Tsh* f* 0 (=) Teps1

(D Un D)n—r+s = DnTHs @ prTts g g ts-l
— (DU, D), =D, ® D, ®Cr_,

]

Let z = (F PRt Ao LN F*,0) be a regular e-quadratic split preformation. Let ¢t =
(o, B,7) be a flip-isomorphism of z Let v, # and x chosen as in the previous section.
We symmetrize our ingredients (h¢, x;) and c from the previous section:

The (2¢ + 1)-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair which is the product of the sym-

metrization of ¢ defined in (3.3) is given by
(1+T)c = (f:C— D,(0¢=0,¢) = (1+T)(6¢,%)) (4.4)
o = 1:C9'=G—Coy1=G
$o = (‘1) 8) CI=F*®F —Cy=F&F*
b = —e:CHl=0G*— -1 =G"
The symmetrization of (h;,x:) defined in (4.2) leads to a self-equivalence

(A, 0): (C,¢) — (C, ¢)
67




of the 2¢-dimensional symmetric Poincaré complex (C, ¢).

The symmetric twisted double (OF}, 8;) is given by the chain complex JF; from (4.3)

and
0 0 O
0 0o -1 g _
bi0 = (v —e)a* 0 0 OE; =F@Fa&G
o* 0 O

———+3Et,q+1=GeBGEBFEBF*
00 0 0
bgo=(0 0 -1 0| : GEM' =G*0G*0F*®F
pgr 0

— OB, =F"®oF*oG"

0;=(0 0 ¢) : OEf=F®F®G — 0F;q42=G
00 0 O
_ 00 0 0 q+1 __ * *
=0 0 o0 -1 EI' =G*0G* o F* 0 F
0 0 — O

—+ 0F g1 =GOGOF o F*
0
i1=1 0 : 3Eg+2=G*——>8Et,q=F*€BF*€BG*
-1
The twisted double construction and symmetrization are commutative operations up

to an equivalence.

Lemma 4.4.2. Let c = (f: C — D, (8¢, ¢)) be an n-dimensional quadratic Poincaré
pair and let (h,x): (C,¢) — (C,¥) be a self-equivalence. Then there is a chain
equivalence

(1,0): (1+ T)eUp iy —(1 +Te — (1 + T)(cUgpx) —c)

with (1+ T)c = (f: C — D, (1 +T)(d¢,v)) and

00 0
oo = 00 0 :
0 0 (—) Ty

(D Up, D)n+1—r — Dn+1—r ® Dn+1—r @ cn-r
- (.D Uh D)r - D-r @Dr @Cr.—l
We apply this lemma and Lemma A.2.6 to the symmetrization of the (2¢+2)-dimension-

al quadratic Poincaré pair z; defined in the previous section and obtain a (2q + 2)-

dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair
JIt = (gt: 6Et — E, (69t = 0, Ot)

If z is cobordant reld to an h-cobordism then so is zt.
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Remark 4.4.3. The construction of z* and (h,0): (C,%) — (C,%) just depends on
the “symmetrization” of z and ¢ i.e. (F L e F*) and (o, B, (v* — ev)*) (compare

Remark 2.2.17). Every choice of representative for 7 leads to the same Poincaré pair

zt.

For an e-quadratic preformation y = (F PRt e SN F*) and a flip-isomorphism s =
(a,B,0), z° can be constructed in the same way if, in the definition of 8; and hy,

(v* — ev)* is replaced by o.
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Chapter 5

Asymmetric Signatures of
Flip-Isomorphisms

For the whole chapter let ¢ = (—)? and let A be a weakly finite ring with 1
and involution.

Let (W, M, M) be a cobordism with boundary M U, M for some automorphism A of
OM. Then an asymmetric signature can be defined which vanishes in the asymmetric
Witt-group if and only if W is cobordant reld to a twisted double. An s-cobordism
(W, M, M) is a twisted double, so the asymmetric signature provides an obstruction for
W to be cobordant reld to an s-cobordism.

The previous chapter explained how a flip-isomorphism of a preformation defines a
symmetric Poincaré pair with an algebraic twisted double as the boundary. For such a
Poincaré pair we can define an asymmetric signature, too. Like in geometry it vanishes if
the pair is cobordant reld to an h-cobordism i.e. if the preformation is stably elementary.
Asymmetric signatures of manifolds do not require normal maps or smoothings (see e.g.
[Ran98] Corollary 30.12.). Similarly symmetric complexes and pairs suffice as input for
the algebraic asymmetric signature, e.g. the symmetric Poincaré pair z*! defined in
Section 4.4.

In Section 5.1 we will give a short introduction into the origins of asymmetric forms
and twisted doubles in geometry. Then Section 5.2 will present the algebraic chain
complex analogues. We define asymmetric forms, complexes and pairs and show how a
Poincaré pair with a twisted double on the boundary determines an asymmetric com-
plex. We have already seen in Section 4.4 how a preformation and a flip-isomorphism
can be used to construct a symmetric Poincaré pair with an algebraic twisted double
as the boundary. In Section 5.3 we compute its asymmetric signature and show in
Section 5.4 that it vanishes for every flip-isomorphism of an elementary preformation.
The asymmetric signatures depend on the choice of flip-isomorphism. Hence in Section
5.5 we define an [-monoid of flip-isomorphism fI?9(A). The asymmetric signatures de-

fine a monoid homomorphism fI29(A) — LAsy®(A). It turns out that the asymmetric
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signatures vanish for any flip-isomorphism of any stably elementary preformation.
In Section 5.6 we investigate the relationship between the asymmetric signature of

strong flip-isomorphisms in special cases.

5.1 Geometric Twisted Doubles and Asymmetric Forms

One of the successes of asymmetric forms in surgery theory was the open book obstruc-
tion theory of Quinn ([Qui79]) which led to a second computation of the cobordism
ring of automorphism. (The first computation was achieved by Kreck (see e.g. [Kre84])
using an early version of his [-surgery theory.)

We will outline Quinn’s approach to the cobordism of automorphism. For simplicity we
assume that all manifolds are simply-connected. Let h: N =, Nbea diffeomorphism
of a closed 2¢-dimensional manifold (g > 1). The first obvious obstruction for h to be
null-cobordant is the cobordism class of the mapping torus T'(h).

So let us assume that T'(h) has a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional null-cobordism V' and after

surgery on V we can make H;(V, N) vanish for ¢ < q. The isomorphism
K = Hy 1 (V,N) — HIPY(V,0V — N) — H?Y(V,N x I) — H?Y(V,N) (5.1)

gives us a non-singular asymmetric form A\: K — K™ which is zero in the asymmetric
Witt group LAsy®(Z) if and only if there is a diffeomorphism H: Q@ — Q with V =
T(H) and hence 0H = h.

More generally, an exact sequence describes the connection between the cobordism
ring of automorphisms and the asymmetric Witt group. Let ©;(X) be the cobordism
group of continuous maps from i-dimensional manifolds to X and A;(X) the group of
cobordism classes of triples (F, g, h) with F' a closed i-dimensional manifold, g: F — X
amap, h: F — F an automorphism together with a homotopy g ~ gh such that there

is an induced map
T(g): T(h) — T(1: X — X) =X x §!
Then for any k > 2 and topological space X there is an exact sequence

0 — Agr1(X) -5 Qopsa(X x ST) — LAsy®(Z[m (X))
— Ag(X) 5 Qg1 (X x 1) — 0

with T: Ay (X) — Qi41(X x SY), (F,g,h) — (T(g), T(h)) (see also [Ran98] 30.6 (iv)
or [Qui79}).

In our case we start with an (n + 1)-dimensional cobordism (W, M, M'’) such that
M' = M and M may have a boundary. Then there is an isomorphism h: OM — M
such that the boundary of W is the twisted double M Uy M (see [Win73] and [Ran98]
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Chapter 30). By glueing the ends of the cobordism together we obtain a manifold V with
boundary T'(h). One can do surgery below the middle dimension to make (V, N) highly-
connected and read off an asymmetric form as before. It vanishes in the asymmetric
Witt group if and only if V is cobordant to a mapping torus of an automorphism and
that is the case if and only if W is cobordant reld to a twisted double.

It is also possible to define a chain complex version of that construction: an asymmetric
Poincaré complex consisting of the singular chain complex C (‘7, oM ) together with a
chain equivalence inducing the isomorphisms A: H ntl-s (Y, oM ) = H.(V, oM ). The
maps fit into a diagram of exact sequences

—

Hn+1_1-(‘7, W) o H'H.—T(M) > Hn—i-l—r(f}, 57\2) _ HTL+1—T(W, 57\./4) (52)

lg Alg lg

H,(M,dM) H,.(V,8M) H.(W,M + M)

In particular, if 9M = 0, the asymmetric complex is C*(V) together with the Poincaré
duality on V. One can find a a twisted double cobordant reld to W if and only if that
asymmetric complex is zero in the asymmetric L-group LAsy™ ! (Z[m1(V)]) (see e.g.
[Ran98] 30.12).

5.2 Asymmetric Forms, Complexes and Pairs

We present the algebraic equivalents of the geometric constructions of the previous
section. Note that the asymmetric signatures of manifolds do not require nérmal maps.
Therefore it is not surprising that the asymmetric signatures only require symmetric
complexes and pairs and not quadratic ones. (Obviously we can always symmetrize
any quadratic complexes, etc. and feed that information into the asymmetric signature
construction. Compare Section 4.4.)

For the following compare with [Ran98) Chapter 28F.

Definition 5.2.1. An asymmetric form (M, ) over A is a f.g. free A-module M
and a A € Homp(M, M*). It is non-singular if and only if )\ is an isomorphism of
A-modules.

A lagrangian L of an asymmetric form (M, }) is a direct summand L C M such
that L = L+ with Lt = {z € L|A\(z)(K) = 0}. If an asymmetric form has a lagrangian
we call it metabolic.

An isomorphism f: (M, }) =, (M’,)) of asymmetric forms is an isomorphism
of A-modules f: M — M’ such that X' = f*Af.

The asymmetric Witt-group LAsy®(A) is the abelian group of equivalence classes

of non-singular asymmetric forms where

(N1, A1) ~ (N2, A2) & 3(N1, A1) @ (M1, K1) =5 (N2, A2) @ (Mo, k2)
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for some non-singular metabolic forms (M;, ;). a

Definition 5.2.2. An n-dimensional asymmetric complex (C, \) over A is a chain
complex C together with a chain map A\: C"™* — C. (C, ) is Poincaré if X is a
chain equivalence.
A morphism f: (C,\) — (C’,X) of n-dimensional asymmetric complexes is a
chain map f: C — C’ such that there is a chain homotopy X ~ fAf*: C'""™* — C".
The morphism is an equivalence if f: C — C’ is a chain equivalence.
An (n + 1)-dimensional asymmetric pair (f: C — D, (§)\, X)) is an n-dimensional
asymmetric complex (C, ), a chain map f: C — D and a chain homotopy dA: fAf* ~
0: D™ * — D. It is Poincaré if the chain maps given by

(2) ¢ D — e =Draciy

(=) IAf
(6X (=)"fA) et =D C"" — D,

are chain equivalences, in which case (C, \) is Poincaré as well.

Asymmetric Poincaré complexes (C, A\) and (C’, X') are cobordant if (C,\) & (C’,-X')
is the boundary of an asymmetric Poincaré pair.

The asymmetric L-groups LAsy™(A) is the cobordism group of n-dimensional Poin-

caré complexes. O

Remark 5.2.3. A 0-dimensional asymmetric complex is an asymmetric form. It is
Poincaré if the form is non-singular. For details see the errata to [Ran98]. [Ran98| (er-
rata) Proposition 28.34 shows that any 2m-dimensional asymmetric Poincaré complex
is cobordant to an m-connected 2m-dimensional asymmetric Poincaré complex which
again is nothing but a 0-dimensional asymmetric Poincaré complex i.e. LAsy**(A) =
LAsy®(A). (The odd-dimensional asymmetric Witt groups are all trivial.) Hence we

will identify asymmetric Poincaré complexes with asymmetric forms.

We explained before that there is a geometric construction to assign an asymmetric
form to manifold with a twisted double on a boundary. We will state the algebraic
analogue. For that reasoﬁ we need to define a chain equivalence of a Poincaré pair
with a twisted double on the boundary (which we shall call b-duality map) modelling
the Lefschetz-duality map H™*!~*(W,0M) =, H,(W,M + M). It is mimicking the

diagram of exact sequences with the ordinary Poincaré dualities of our various manifolds
— H" (M) — H"t'""(W,0M) — H"11-"(W) — (5.3)
P.D.lE + P.D.lE h-P.D.lE
— H, (M) —— H,(W,M + M) —— H (W, 0W) —
The rules for the cap product show that the first square commutes up to an alternating
sign.
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Definition and Lemma 5.2.4 ([Ran98] 30.10). Let z = (¢9: O0F — E, (6, 090))

be an (n + 1)-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair such that the boundary (OF, 96)

is a twisted double of an n-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair with respect to a
self-equivalence (h, x): (C, ) — (C, $) (compare Definition 4.4.1). We write

i)

ii)

9= (o 71 k):0E. =D, ®D, ®Cr_1 — E,

The b-duality map «: C(jof)"*'™" — €(jo, j1) of z is defined (up to chain ho-
motopy) as the chain equivalence which fits into the chain homotopy commutative

diagram of exact sequences

PR ¢ O HPORPNS I ()
0 cr Clof)r ™ ———prtlr——0  (54)
€| + nlé v
0 C*—l e(jOajl) a e(g) 0

B

(compare (5.3)) such that

(a) the first square commutes up to an alternating sign

100
(b) ar = (gg,g):

000
e(jO,jl)'r =FE. ® D, 1®D_; — e(g)'r =E,®D,_1®D,_1 @ Cr—2

k
(c) Br = ("fh) : Cr—1 — C(Jo, J1)r
—f

0 _ . . .

(d) v, = ((—)"+1_()T800g*> : E"Y1=" — @(g), = E, ® OE,_, is the Poincaré
duality map of = (see Definition A.2.3)

(e) & = ¢oh: C™" " — Cr_1.
The asymmetric complex (B, ) of z is (up to chain homotopy) the (n + 1)-

dimensional asymmetric Poincaré complex with
B =C(jo—j1: D — C(jof: C — E))

and A\: B"*!=* — B a chain equivalence which fits into the chain homotopy

commutative diagram of exact sequences (compare (5.2))

0 Dr—* —T s gntl—x — L 5 Qo f)MTI* — (5.5)
¢ ISNE Ko
0—C(f) —— B Z—s €(jo, 1) —> 0

with
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0
(a) Ty = (0 . pn—r _, gntl-r — pntl-r eCT@ DT

(b) ¢ = ((1) (1) . gntl-r | e(]of)"’“ T — gntl-r y On-T

Jo
(€) =

(d) or = (
(e) ¢ = 0o ) : D" — C(f), the Poincaré duality map of
T\ dof "

(f: C — D,(d¢,¢)) (see Definition A.2.3)

0
0

0
1 : By — C(Jo,51)r = Er ® Dyr—1 ® Dy
-1

OO o~

(£) TAr = (=)™A*: B"*1=" — B, the duality involution of A

(g) ~ the b-duality map.

iii) The asymmetric signature of z is the asymmetric cobordism class

o*(z) = [(B,N)] € LAsy™'(A)

Proof. All we need to do is to show that the vertical sequences of Diagram (5.4) and
(5.5) are exact. First we notice that C(8: Cs—1 — C€(jo,j1)) = €(g). Hence the bottom
sequence of Diagram (5.4) is the mapping cone sequence of 3 and therefore exact.

In the case of the bottom sequence of Diagram (5.5) we note that every element of

ker 7, is in the image of o,.. On the other side o, o 7 is null-homotopic:
or 0 Tp = de(jo i) Ar+1 + Ardepy = C(f)r — €(Jo, J1)r
0 0
Ay = ((_)Or—l 8) : e(f)r—l =D, 10Cr2
- e(jOajl)r = Er @ Dr—l @ Dr—l

O

Remark 5.2.5. The asymmetric signature is vanishing if and only if one can extend
the twisted double structure on the boundary to the whole Poincaré pair z and it is
invariant under cobordism (see [Ran98] Proposition 30.11). We will only need certain
properties: Proposition 5.4.4 states that two Poincaré pairs which are cobordant reld
have the same asymmetric signature and Proposition 5.4.5 shows that the asymmetric

signature of an algebraic h-cobordism is zero.

Now we will present an explicit formula for the asymmetric complex (B, A).
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Proposition 5.2.6. The chain maps k and A in the previous definition are given (up

to chain homotopy) by

90 (_)n—Tk¢0h*
ke = | (=) (8o + (- fxof*)is ()"t fheoh* | :
(=) (6¢ogT + fPok™) (=) fpoh*
Cof)"H " = EMI T @ C™" — C(jo, j1)r = Er ® Dr—1 & Dry

Bo (=) 1dofx0 + (=) Tkoh* J16¢0
T)\r — (_)n—r¢0k* (_)n—r+1¢0(1 + h*) (_)n—r¢0f* .
(=)*"T*+1 (8045 + fbok*) (=)"""féoh* (=" fgof*

Bn+1-r — En+1—r @ Cv T o pDn—T —, Br — Er @ Cr—l @ Dr—l

Proof. First we check that our definition of k makes the right square of Diagram (5.4)
commute i.e. whether Z = ak—v (1 0) : €(jof)"*!~* — C(g) is null-homotopic. We
define

0
0 , n+2—r _ rn+2-r n+1-—r

[l vl e B e}

(—)"¢oh*
- e(g)'l' =E, @D 1®Dr_1® Cr-2

and find that Z, = de(g)Ar+1 + Arde(jof)""‘l"‘ e(jof)n'*"l“T — G(g)r.

The left square commutes up to an alternating sign because

n—r 0 n—7r . .
(_) Bré&r = Ky (1> : C — G(JO,]I)T =E, ®&Dr1®D_;.

This choice of x helps us to confirm that our formula of A fits into Diagram (5.5).

Y = TAn — 7(: D" * — B is null-homotopic with chain homotopy

0
Ar: ( : ) : D" — By = B @ Gr-1© Dr
(—)"6¢0
which fulfils
Yr = dBA./,.+1 + A,:.an—* : DV — Br,-
Hence the left square of Diagram (5.5) commutes up to homotopy. For the other square

define Z = kv — oTA: B"*17* — €(jo, 71). Then

0 0 0

Ar=10 (="' fxo 0 . BT — pntler g omeT o pneT
0 0 (—)"é¢0

- e(jO:jl)r =FE,&®D._1®D,_;

defines a chain null homotopy of Z i.e.

Zr = de(jo,j1)A;~l+1 + A/TIdBnH—‘
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Finally, one has to check that ) is a chain map. Because Z is obviously a chain map and
¢ consists of injective module homomorphisms it follows easily that x is a chain map as

well. By the five-lemma the chain maps A and & have to be chain equivalences. O

In the case of OFE = 0 or C = 0 the asymmetric complex (B, ) is equivalent to the

obvious symmetric complexes.

Lemma 5.2.7. Let (C, ) be an e-symmetric n-dimensional Poincaré complex. Then
the identity induces an equivalence 1: (C, ¢o) — (C, Teo) of n-dimensional asymmet-
ric complezes. (i.e. (C,¢9) = (C,Tcho) € LAsy™(A))

Proof. The symmetric structure ¢ of C fulfils the relation
dpr + (=) ¢1d" + (=)"(¢o — Teo) = 0: C"7 — C;,

Hence
¢o — Tedpo = d((—)"¢1) + ((—)"¢1) ((—)"d")
———

dcn—:
shows that the identity on C induces a chain equivalence between (C, ¢o) and (C’, ¢1)
(and also defines an asymmetric cobordism ((1,1): CeC — C, ((=)"¢1, doD—Tedo)).)
O

Corollary 5.2.8. We use the notation of Definition 5.2.4.
i) Let OF = 0. Then (B, \) and (E, 6p) are equivalent.

it) Let C = 0. Let (V,0) be the union of the fundamental n-dimensional symmetric
Poincaré pair (9 = (jo,j1): D® D — E, (0,00 = 6¢ @ —d¢)) (see Definition
A.3.4). Then (B, ) = (V,00) € LAsy™t1(A).

Proof. i) If OE = 0 then T\, = §p: B"*1-" = gt — B, = E,.

ii) In the case of C = 0 we compute

T)\r — <(_)n+1037'5¢0j6 .71((5)¢O> . Bn+1—7‘ — En+1—1" ® DT

— B, =E, ®&D,_,

and B = C(jo — 71: D — FE). Then use the previous Lemma.
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5.3 The Asymmetric Signature of a Flip-Isomorphism

Let z = (F «~ G % F*,0) be a regular e-quadratic split preformation. Let t =
(o, B,7) be a flip-isomorphism of 2. Let v be a representative of 7. As an abbreviation,
define 0 = (v — ev*)*. o is independent of the choice of representative for v.

The (2q + 2)-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair z* = (¢*: 0By, — E,(0,6;)) of
Section 4.4 has a twisted double structure on its boundary which enables us to apply
the asymmetric signature construction from Proposition 5.2.6. The result is the (2¢+2)-

dimensional asymmetric complex (B, \). (B = E, @ Cr—1 @ Dr_1):

B1=06G&®0 o By =00G0G (5.6)
q
1148
. a—(3 1)
0 u
B<1+1=G*@(F*@F)@F7:>Bq+1 =Go(FeF*)oF"
q

—ed} do=(0 p* ey* 0)

B*? =000 0G — B;=00G" &0

with

sz = (—e(1+ﬁ))

Agt1 = 0 e+a0 e —ex
0 —€ 0 0

Ay = (1487 -B7)

We can reduce this complex to a smaller (2¢ + 2)-dimensional asymmetric complex

(B', X) via the chain equivalence

Bu2=G®G = GoG an ly2=G
d od) d
By1=Go(F® F*) o F* i Go(FOF)@®F ——=Bj,=FOF &F
(8589
do (0dg) dg
T = " I — (x
Bq_G o G 1 Bq G
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with

X, =

1 0 0 0
e 0] -1 0 —a*
0 0 0 1

p—exy ea -1 eaa™™ —1-—¢€ao
1

8
I
0
(487" (1487 )
e: BT — B'gt2
0 O 1
e O —-a* : BT B’ 441
—€ eax o —ea+ eaca”

_ﬂ—-*: qu+2 SN qu

(ALl X\, are in fact isomorphisms of A-modules.)

With the help of [Ran98] (errata) 28.34, we compute a highly-connected (2q + 2)-

dimensional asymmetric
plex (B’, \'):

complex (B”, \") which is cobordant to the asymmetric com-

nq n —
B )\;,+2 g+2 G
dg* &
Bratl =FOoFroF oG oG
N
—ed{* dy
+2 BII — *
B" v q G
with
Y
L
di = 0
0
13—1
0 = (eQ+87")p* A+87 v -7 0)
0 O 1 0 0
e O —a* 0 0
gt1 = | —€ ea o*—ea+teaca* 0 0
0 O 0 0 —ef™™
0 0 0 1 0
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We can simplify this asymmetric complex to gain the asymmetric form we were looking

for using the isomorphism of chain complexes

Bii2=G F” G

;

Bj,, =FOoF'0F oG oG —FoFoF oG oG
1

=HOOO0O

dg (00010)
" o__ * *
B =G % G
with
®, =1
@ 0 0 0 —ayf
0 ea™* 0 0 —ea*up
e+ 87" Q1+87")y v —e87" 0
0 0 0 0 I}
by = 1

Thus the asymmetric signature is given by the asymmetric form

0 0 o
p=11 0 —e M=F®oF*eoF— M
0 1 eaca*
It is clear that p does not depend on the choice of representative for 7. Hence we can

define

Definition 5.3.1. Let z = (F < G £ F*,8) be an e-quadratic split preformation.
The asymmetric signature ¢*(z,t) of a flip-isomorphism t = (o, 3,7) of z is an
element (M, p) € LAsy’(A) given by

00 a
p=110 —€ M=F®oF*®oF — M"
0 1 ea(v*—ev)a*

Obviously we can define an asymmetric signature also for the non-split case

Definition 5.3.2. Let z = (F < G £ F*) be a regular e-quadratic preformation.
The asymmetric signature ¢*(z,t) of a flip-isomorphism t = (a,,0) of z is an

element (M, p) € LAsy®(A) given by

00 o
p=11 0 —e M=F®&F‘®oF— M
0 1 eaca*
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5.4 Asymmetric Signatures and Elementariness

In this section we show that the asymmetric signatures are an obstruction to elemen-

tariness

Theorem 5.4.1. Let z = (F Lot F*,0) be a regular e-quadratic split preforma-
tion which allows flip-isomorphisms. If z is elementary then the asymmetric signature

o*(z,t) € LAsy®(A) vanishes for all flip-isomorphisms t.

Remark 5.4.2. Theorem 5.5.3 will present a version for stably elementary preforma-
tions. The converse is not true in general. Counterexamples are presented in Example
7.3.3 and in Section 9.6.

The asymmetric signatures are generally not-trivial as Corollary 7.3.2, Propositions
9.6.7 and 9.6.8 will show.

We will give two proofs for this theorem. The first one is based on algebraic surgery
theory whereas the second proof is a low-level calculation of asymmetric forms.

The Definition 5.3.1 shows that the asymmetric signatures only depend on the under-
lying non-split preformation. It ignores the quadratic structures of both preformation
and flip-isomorphism. A generalization of Theorem 5.4.1 for non-split preformations

comes without surprise:

Corollary 5.4.3. Let z = (F Do RN F*) be a regular e-quadratic preforma-
tion which allows flip-isomorphisms. If z is elementary then the asymmetric signature

0*(2,t) € LAsy®(A) vanishes for all flip-isomorphisms t.

Proof. The second proof for Theorem 5.4.1 works also for the non-split case. There
should be no problem in using algebraic surgery again - one “only” needs to prove
symmetric versions of the previous two chapters. We leave this as an exercise to the

reader. O

The first proof of Theorem 5.4.1 needs some preparation. In the next two propositions

we show algebraic equivalents of the following facts from the world of manifolds:

i) Two manifolds with a twisted double on their boundary have the same asymmetric

signature if they are cobordant reld.

il) An s-cobordism (W, M, M) is in fact a twisted double and hence its asymmetric

signature must vanish.

Proposition 5.4.4. Let x = (g: 0F — E,(0,00)) and 2’ = (¢': OF — E’,(0’,90))
be two (n + 1)-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pairs such that the boundary (OF, 59)
is a twisted double of an n-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair (f: C — D, (8¢, ¢))
with respect to a homotopy self-equivalence (h,x): (C,$) — (C, $) (compare Definition
44.1).
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i) If x and «' are cobordant reld, then o*(z) = o*(z') € LAsy™t1(A).
i) o*(x) — o*(z') = o*(z U —') € LAsy™ 1(A).
Proof. i) This is a special case of [Ran98] Proposition 30.11(iii).

ii) By using the union construction one can easily verify that ((zU—2')+ 2z )Uz =
(zU—2')+(—(zU—z')). In this formula the sum (C, ¢)+(f: D — E,(80,0)) of an
(n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric (Poincaré) complex with an (n + 1)-dimensional
e-symmetric (Poincaré) pair is the (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric (Poincaré)
pair (({;) :D— E®C,(00 ¢,0)).

For any Poincaré complex (C,¢) (and in particular for zU —2z') ((1 -1): C @&
C — C,(0,¢D—¢)) defines a null-cobordism of (C, ¢)®(C, —¢). Hence the pairs
“z and (zU —1') + 2’ are cobordant reld. Therefore 0*(z) = o*((zU —2') + 2) €
LAsy™t1(A). It is not hard to see that the latter expression is the same as

o*(z V') + o*(z').
g

Proposition 5.4.5. Let t = (g: 0E — E,(0,00)) be an (n + 1)-dimensional sym-
metric Poincaré pair such that the boundary (OF,00) is a twisted double of an n-
dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair (f: C — D, (0¢,¢)) with respect to a self-
equivalence (h,x): (C,¢) — (C,¢) (compare Definition 4.4.1). We write

g= (.70 J1 k) 0B, =D, @D, ®Cr—1 — E;
Additionally assume that z is an h-cobordism i.e. that jo,j1: D — E are chain equiv-
alences. Then o*(z) = 0 € LAsy™ 1 (A).

Proof. We could refer to [Ran98] Proposition 30.11(ii) but instead we give a quick and
direct proof of the claim. Obviously it is enough to construct an asymmetric null-
cobordism for the asymmetric Poincaré complex (B, T) given in Proposition 5.2.6.1
We define the (n + 2)-dimensional asymmetric Poincaré pair
(s: B—> Dy_1,(6\,N))
s = (0 0 1) B, =E, ®Cr_1® D1 — Dy
S\ = (—)T+15¢0: D(n+2)-—'r—1 — Dy
In order to proof that it is Poincaré one observes that there is a chain equivalence
C(s) = €(jof)«—1 given by

o—71 1 0 O
(”0’1 0 1 0) . C(s)r =Dr_1 ® Er_1® Cr_p ® Dr_s
— e(jOf)r—l =E_16Cr_2

In general, if (f: C — D, (6), \)) is an n-dimensional asymmetric (Poincaré) pair, so is (f: C —
D, (TN, TN)).
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O

First proof of Theorem 5.4.1. By Theorem 3.3.3 the Poincaré pair z = (g: 0F —
E, (0w = 0,w)) from Section 3.1 is cobordant reld to an algebraic h-cobordism. By
Section 4.4 the Poincaré pair z; = (g9: 0E;, — E,(0,86;)) is cobordant reld to
an algebraic h-cobordism. By Proposition 5.4.5 its asymmetric signature (which is
o*(z,t) € LAsy®(A) by Section 5.3) is vanishing. O

Second proof of Theorem 5.4.1. We can also give a proof of the theorem without al-
gebraic surgery theory.2 For simplicity we assume that (F <L G L P 6) has the
nice form presented in Proposition 2.4.2iv) and that ¢: U < G is the inclusion of the

h-lagrangian. We define a metabolic asymmetric form (M’, p'):

a = <(1) 8>:G*=U*€BR*—>F=U€BU*
1 O * * * * *
b = < ):G=U OR —F'=U"@U

t = (1* 0):G*=U*@R*—>G*=U*@R*

7™ 1
aa
k = 0 G*r— F*oFQF™
—eaa — b
p k O
P/ = 100 —f|  M=MoG*'eoG—M"=M"GOG*
0 ¢t O

A lagrangian for (M, p') is given by

eyBi ey(1+p8) O
eayi eoyf!  ex

j = 0 ol 0 |:UsGoF —M=FoFoF)oG oG
0 0 A
—€t —€ 0

Then (M, p) & (M’', —p') has a lagrangian
0
MG —MOM =MoMdG*®G

OO =
- o O

a

2Here is the recipe for how the rather abstract theory of asymmetric complexes and pairs can be
used to produce the following explicit stable lagrangian for our asymmetric signature: One can express
the explicit algebraic h-cobordism z’ = (¢’: 8E — E’,(w’,8w)) from the proof of Theorem 3.3.3 as a
twisted double using the isomorphism (a, &): (8E,—(1 + T)0w) =, (8E,86:) from Section 4.4. One
can compute its asymmetric signature in much the same way as in Section 5.3 and surprisingly one
gets the same result. Now one has to keep track of all the manipulations one did: equivalences of
asymmetric complexes and the use of [Ran98] Proposition 28.34 leads to an asymmetric cobordism.
Finally one glues the asymmetric null-cobordism one gets from Proposition 5.4.5 onto it. This leads to
an asymmetric null-cobordism of the asymmetric form (M, p) (see Definition 5.3.1). Using a method
presented in the Errata to [Ran98] one finally computes a stable lagrangian of (M, p).
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5.5

The Flip-l-Monoids

The asymmetric signature of a flip-isomorphism suggests the definition of an extension

of Kreck’s [-monoids which includes a choice of a stable flip-isomorphisms.

/

Definition 5.5.1. i) Let z = (F <= G - F*) and (F' <~ &' “5 F™*) be

regular e-quadratic preformations and let t = (a,3,0) and t' = (o/,0',0’) be

flip-isomorphisms of z and 2’ respectively.

An isomorphism (7,({) of the tuples (z,t) and (2/,t') is a strong isomorphism
(n,¢): z =, 2 of preformations such that o/ = n7*an™!, f' = (B¢~! and ¢’ =
non*.

The sum (z,t) + (2/,t) is the well-defined tuple (z @ 2/, t ® t').

Let y* = 8H¢(A*) be a hyperbolic preformation and t* = (( o o), (55),0)

a (strong) flip-isomorphism of y*. 3

A stable isomorphism of the tuples (z,t) and (2/,t') is an isomorphism of (z,t) +
(y*,t*) with (2/,t') + (y*,t!) for some k,l € Ng. The stable isomorphism classes

form an abelian monoid namely the flip-I-monoid fI?9+2(A).

Let z = (F <~ G £ F*,6) and (F’ e &, F'*,6’) be regular e-quadratic
split preformations and let t = (o, 8,7) and t' = (¢/, 3, 7’) be flip-isomorphisms

of z and 2’ respectively.

An isomorphism (7,¢) of the tuples (z,t) and (2/,¢') is a strong isomorphism
(n,¢): =z =, 2 of preformations such that o = n~*an™!, ' = ¢6¢~! and ¥ =
non*.

The sum (z,t) + (2/,¢) is the well-defined tuple (z @ 2/, t ® t').

Let y, = OH_¢(A*) be a hyperbolic preformation and t; = (( 5 ) ((1, _01) ,0)

a strong flip-isomorphism of y. 4

A stable isomorphism of the tuples (z,t) and (z/,t’) is an isomorphism of (z,t) +
(yk, tx) with (2/,t') + (yi, t1) for some k,I € Ng. The stable isomorphism classes

form an abelian monoid namely the flip-l-monoid flag;2(A). d

Remark 5.5.2. i) There are well-defined morphisms of abelian monoids

e fPIFR(A) — 1PF2(A), [(2,8)] — [2]
m: flagya(A) — lag+2(A), [(z,8)] — [2]

3Compare Corollary 4.1.3.
“Compare Corollary 4.1.3.
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i) There is a well-defined morphism of abelian monoids

flagra(A) —  fI29F2(A)
(F <& G -t F*,0),(, 8,7) — ((F <G5 F*,(a,B,0" — 7))

Theorem 5.5.3. The asymmetric signature of Definition 5.3.1 gives rise to a well-

defined homomorphism of abelian monoids

o*: fl2t2(A) — LAsy®(A)
[(z,0)] — 07(2,¢)

If [2'] € 129%2(A) is elementary then o*(m~1[2']) = {0} (with © as in Remark 5.5.2) i.e.
0*(z,t) = 0 for all flip-isomorphisms t of all preformations z with [z] = [2/] € lag42(A)
(i.e. for all stable flip-isomorphisms t of z).

Proof. Using the notation of Definition 5.5.1 assume that there is an isomorphism (7, ¢)
of (2,t) and (2/,t). Let

00 a
p=(10 —€ ):M=F€BF*€BF—>M*

01 ea(v*—ev)a™*

p’:(?g —€ ):M’:F’@F’*@F/—)M/*
1 e (V' —ev')a'™

be the asymmetric forms whose image in LAslyo(A) are by definition the asymmetric
signatures of (z,t) and (2/,¢). Then f={ o© nZ‘ 81) : M =5 M is an isometry of
the asymmetric forms (M, p) and (M', p’). So a*(zr,}t) = o*(Z,t).

Clearly o*(yk, tx) = 0 by Proposition 5.6.2i) and it is obvious that o*(z,t) + o*(2/,t') =
oc*(z® 2',t ®t'). Hence the asymmetric signature doesn’t change under stable isomor-
phisms of tuples (z,t) and it is compatible with the actions of both monoids. The rest

follows from Corollary 5.4.3. O

5.6 Strong Flip-Isomorphism and Asymmetric Signatures

In the following we restrict our attention to strong flip-isomorphisms ¢ = (a, 3,0). We
. . . . . 00 o .

want to bring light into the relationship between o and p = (é (1) —Oe). It is not as

straightforward as one might expect. For instance, o and p are not necessarily equal

in LAsy®(A) as we will show for the case A = C* (complex field with conjugation

involution). The map o — p defines an endomorphism of the asymmetric Witt group

which but it is not always injective.

Definition 5.6.1 ([Ran98] Definition 39.25). For an asymmetric form (F, a) over

a commutative ring A define chq(z) = det(z — a~la*) € Af2]. |

85




Proposition 5.6.2. i) There is a group homomorphism

®.: LAsy®(A) — LAsy®(A)

0 0 «
(Fia) — M=F®F*®Fp,=|1 0 —e¢
01 0

ii) Let (o, 8) be the strong flip isomorphism of the boundary of a non-singular (—e¢)-
symmetric form (K, ). Then ®(K,a) = (K, X).

ii) Let (F,a) € ker ®.. Let (FON@ON*,a') € LAsy®(A) of the form o’ := (g 8 Z;).

ps P3 Pa
Then o' € ker @

i) For an asymmetric form (F,a) over a commutative ring A with k = rk(F)
chpo (2) = (2 + €)F det(2? —ea'a*) = (2 + €)*e*chy (e2?)

Proof. i) Let g € GL(F) and a: F — F™* an isomorphism. Then

g 0 0 g 0 0
0 g_l 0]pa|0 g7* 0} =pgrag-
0 0 g* 0 0 ¢

Now let o/ be another non-degenerate asymmetric form on F’. Define

100000
000100
010000
Pi= 000O0CT1O0
001000
0 00O0O01

Then

«(Pa O _ ,
P (e )P = pas

Finally we have to show that p, is metabolic for metabolic . We can assume

that L C F is a lagrangian of a hence

a= (0 A) Lo Lt — L*o Lt

B C
Therefore

000O0 O A
0000 B C
|11 00 0 —€ O
Pe=10 100 0 —c¢
0010 0 O
0001 0 O
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has the lagrangian

100
0 0O
0 0O
010
0 01
00O
ii) The map
e 1
, 0 eA N
1= 1 0 KOK—KeK"odK®K
-8 p

is obviously a split injection and turns out to be a lagrangian of (6) g)

iii) Let ¢ = (g) : L — F @ F* @ F be the inclusion of a lagrangian of ®(c). Then

N
8

o
Il
cConNOoOow OO

L—(FONoNYD(FONSON)Y & (Feo Nao N

OO O OO oo —=O
O OODO = OOOOOo
O = O OO o oo

—

is the inclusion of a lagrangian of ®.(c).

iv) Computation.

Remark 5.6.3. Proposition 5.6.2ii) will be generalized in Corollary 7.3.2.

In special cases we can compute ®. or at least decompose it into smaller bits. From
the following calculations we can deduce how ®. looks like for algebraically closed
fields of characteristic # 2. In the following we use some facts from [Ran98] 39D. In
particular we define L°(A, a) for a € U(A) = {z € A : % = 1} as the Witt-group of all

non-singular a-symmetric forms over A.

Lemma 5.6.4. i) Let (F,a) € L°%(A,€) and assume that 2 € AX.

Then ®(F, o) = (F,ea).

i) Let (F,a) € LAsy®(A) with chq(e) € AX.

Then ®(F,a) = (F,a" —ea) + (F" @ F, (601 eea>)'
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#i) Let (F,a) € LO(A, eb?) with bb = —1 and 1 — b? € AX.
Then ®(F,a) = (F,a* — ea).
w) Let (F,a) € L°(A,eb?) with bb =1 and 2,1 — b € AX.
Then ®(F,a) = (F,a* — ea) + (F*,2(e + b)a) + (F*,2(e — b)a).

0 —-a! ¢
Proof. i) Let Q@ = | —a 0 %ea . The matrix equation
€ ea! %

0 0 1 € ea! %
1 0 0]Q=|0 —a! ¢
e ea”! 1 0 0 2
shows that @ is invertible. Computing Q*poQ yields the claim.

0 ex™ €
ii) Let Q.= | a 1  0]. The matrix equation
- 0 1

0 1 0 a 1 0
0 1 eal@=101 €Q
—ea"ta* al e 0 0 e—alo*

shows that @ is invertible. Computing Q*p,Q yields the claim.

iii) By assumption, chq(€) = (e(1 —b2))™*F € A*. So we can use ii). We observe that
—x

b is a lagrangian of { ¢* ¢
a~! grang 1 ea)
0 e+b e—b
iv) As before we can use i7) or we use the matrix P:= | a o' o* |. Then
—e e —eb

P*poP = (a* — €a) ® (2(e + b)a) ® (2(e — b)a). Now we have to show that this
matrix is invertible: o* —ea = €(b? — 1)a obviously is invertible. With 1 —b? also
1+ b is invertible and so is 2(e £ b)a.

O

This is enough to compute ®. for some fields.

Corollary 5.6.5. Let A be an algebraically closed field with charA # 2. Then by
[Ran98] 89.27 and 39.22, LAsy®(A) = Docuay LAsy?z_a)oo(A) with U(A) = {z €
Alzz = 1}. Let (F,a) € LA.sy?Z_a)oo (A) and b € A with a = eb®. Then

(F,ea) € LAsy?z_e)oo (A) if b= %1
(Fya* —ea) € LAsy?z+€)oo (A) if bb = —1

PO = (o — ca) + (F2(c +b)a) + (F, 2(e — b)a)

€ LAsy?Z_H)co A e LAsy?z_b)00 Ao LAsy?z+b)°° (A) else
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Proof. Use Lemma 5.6.4 and the isomorphism L(A, a) = LAsy‘()z_ a)e (A), z — z of
[Ran98] 39.27 (iii). O

Example 5.6.6. Let A = C~ be the field of complex numbers with conjugation. Using
the isomorphism LAsy?(Ct) = Z[S] of [Ran98] 40B, &, looks like

®,: Z[S'] — z[SY]
11 ifa= 1,
1, —
—1_;—-1,+1_, ifa#1 withb®=a,3b>0.
®_,: Z[SY) — zZ[SY)
11_11""1—1' ifa=1,
1, — -1 ifa=-1,
—sgnSa(l; — 1,4+ 1_3) if a # £1 with b2 = —a, 30 > 0.

They are injective but not surjective and obviously not the identity map.

At last we deal with the question whether ®. is always an injection.

Proposition 5.6.7. Let A be a field with char A # 2. If there is a b € A with bb = —1,
L°(A, —€) # 0, |[U(A)| > 2 then ®, is not injective.

If A is algebraically closed, the converse is true as well.

Lemma 5.6.8. Let ¢,n € U(A) with e +n € A*. Then

Lo%(Ae) — L°(A,m)
(K,A) — (KA + 79X =(7+8)A)

is an isomorphism.

Proof of Proposition (5.6.7). Let x € U(A) with z # £1. Define b; := b and by :=
bz. Obviously bb; = —1 and b; # by. By the preceding lemma we know that
ki: LO(A,eb?) — LO(A,—¢), (K,)\) — (K,&(b? — 1))) is an isomorphism. Choose
a non-zero a € L%(A, —e) and define o; := k;*((=)*@). Then by Proposition 5.6.4 iii)
& (a1 B az) = k1{a1) ® k2(az) = 0. On the other side a; € LAsy?z_Eb?)m (A) is not zero
and b% # b3 and therefore a; @ as # 0 in LAsy®(A).

Now we assume that A is algebraically closed. By [Ran98] 39.27 and 39.22 we know
that

LAsy’(A) = € L°(A,0).
a€U(A)

Let (F,a) € ker .. We can write (F,@) = 3 cp(a)(Fas @) € Bacvn) LO(A,a).
Let 7': LAsy®(A) — LO(A,¢) be the projection. Then by Corollary 5.6.5, 0 =
7' ®(F,a) = (F, eae). Hence (F¢,ae) = 0.
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Now let a € U(A) such that thereis a b # +1 with a = €b?, bb = 1. Let m,: LAsy®(A) —
LO(A,b) be the projection. By Corollary 5.6.5, 0 = 7, ®c(F,a) = (F,,2(e + b)ag).

Therefore (Fy, a,) = 0. So far we have shown that

ker®, C A = @ LA, a)
a€{eb?|bb=—1}
If either bb # —1 for all b € A or if LO9(A,eb?) = LO(A,—¢) = 0 for a b € A with
bb = —1 then obviously A = 0 and ®. is injective. If U(A) has only two elements (i.e.
U(A) = {#1}) and there is a b € A with bb = —1 then €b?> = —¢ and A = LO(A, —e).
By Corollary 5.6.5, ®|A is injective. So again ker ®. = 0. O

Example 5.6.9. Here is an explicit example of a ring for which &, is not injective.
Let s,y,v,w € Q% such that s + v? is not a square but s2 + v2 + y? = t? (e.g.
2 +1 _ r2—1

2 s
As d is not a square, A := Q(\/a) is a genuine field extension of Q. We introduce the
standard involution ¢+ pvd = ¢ — pvd on A. Then b = z + yv/d has the property
bb = —1 and ¢ = 7 + sv/d is not £1 but ¢c = 1. So |U(A)| > 2. Finally we observe
that (A, 1) is a non-trivial element in LO(A, 1) and (A, V/d) is non-trivial in L°(A, —1).

Hence the maps ®,.; are not injective.

s=12,v =4,y = 3,t = 13). Define z := z,r:= 5 and d :=
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Chapter 6

Quadratic Signatures of
Flip-Isomorphisms

For the whole chapter, let ¢ > 2, ¢ = (—)? and let A be a weakly finite ring
with 1 and involution.

Let (W, M, M') be a cobordism such that 9M = M’ = (. If there is an automorphism
H: M= M , we can glue M on M’ along H in order to obtain a closed manifold
Vy. If Vg is null-cobordant then (W, M, M’) is cobordant reld to the h-cobordism
(M xITuyg-1 M',M,M’).

As usual we try to transfer the above into the world of algebraic surgery theory. Let
z = (g9: 0F = D'Ugc D — E,(dw,w)) be a (2¢g + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré
pair e.g. the one we constructed out of a preformation z in Section 3.1. Assume that
C is zero or at least contractible. For the Poincaré pair z from Section 3.1 that is
only the case if z is a non-singular formation (see also Chapter 7). So we deal in fact
with a Poincaré pair of the form (¢g: D& D' — E, (du',v @ V')). A flip-isomorphism
induces an isomorphism of D and D', so that z transforms to a fundamental pair
' =(D®D — E,(0u,v @& —v)) which we can glue together along D (see Definition
A.3.4). The result is a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional Poincaré complex. It is (algebraically)
null-cobordant if and only if 2’ is cobordant reld to ((1,1): D& D — D,(0,v & —v))
which is the case if and only if = is cobordant to an h-cobordism. Using standard
surgery theory (e.g. Lemma A.4.6) this Poincaré complex corresponds to a non-singular
quadratic form and that form vanishes in the even-dimensional L-group if and only if
the Poincaré complex is null-cobordant. Hence we expect to be able to define an element
in Log42(A) for each flip-isomorphism of z such that z is elementary if and only if such
a quadratic signature vanishes for a flip-isomorphism.

The manifold case requires more care if the boundary of M and M’ is non-empty.
Again we go through all automorphisms H: M =, M’ and replace M’ by M using
H. The original cobordism becomes (W, M, M) and the boundary of W turns into a
twisted double M Uy M with h = H|: 0M — OM' = OM. But not every twisted
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double M Uy M is a boundary of an h-cobordism. If we want to follow the strategy
of the closed case in the beginning we have to assume that e.g. h is isotopic to the
identity. Then (W, M, M) can be glued onto M x (I,0,1). If the result, a closed
manifold, is null-cobordant then (W, M, M) and hence (W, M, M’) is cobordant reld to
an h-cobordism.

Similarly, for general preformations the situation is more complicated. In Section 4.3 a
flip-isomorphism ¢ of z replaces the boundary OF of z by an algebraic twisted double.
This yields a (2¢ + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair z; = (g;: D' Up, D —
E, (bwy,w; = 09 Uy, —0%)) with a twisted double at the boundary. It is not always
possible to find an algebraic h-cobordism with that boundary except e.g. if (h¢, x:) is
homotopic to the identity. This involves a concept of homotopies of morphisms between
quadratic complexes which we develop in the rather technical Section 6.1. We define
flip-isomorphisms reld in Section 6.2 as flip-isomorphisms for which (h;, x;) is
homotopic to (1,0): (C, %) = (C, ).

Then we deviate slightly from the example in geometry. We use the homotopy to change
x; such that it looks like (DUc D — E, (%, 6% Uy —6%)) and then stick the standard
algebraic h-cobordism (D Uc D — D, (0,9% Uy —67))) on it. As before, the result
will be a (2g + 2)-dimensional Poincaré complex which corresponds to a non-singular
quadratic form. This is the quadratic signature which will be constructed in Section
6.3. In Section 6.4 it is proven that a preformation z is stably elementary if and only
if one of its quadratic signatures is vanishing.

The disadvantage of the quadratic signatures is that they not only depend on the
preformation and the flip-isomorphism, but e.g. also the explicit homotopy of (h¢, x:) ~
(1,0). Hence we do not have something like a map flag(A) — Log(A). In certain cases,
though, we can restrict the effect of those choices on the quadratic signature (see Lemma
6.4.4).

Curiously, the quadratic and asymmetric signatures are related by the canonical map
Lag(A) — LAsy®(A), (K,¢) — (K, % — eip*) as we will show in Section 6.5.

6.1 Homotopy and Twisted Doubles

This section deals with a very technical issue, the extension of the concept of chain

homotopies of chain maps
A fef:C—C

to a homotopy of morphisms of quadratic (or symmetric) complexes
(A7 77) (fa X) = (flv XI) : (Ca ¢) - (Cl, ’(/)I)

Obviously the chain homotopy A will affect the quadratic structures x and x’. Their
difference is determined by an operation Agy (and a boundary dn). In Lemma 6.1.5
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we show that the homotopy of morphisms is an equivalence relation.

We will only be able to define the quadratic signature if the chain map (h¢, x;) defined
in (4.2) is homotopic to (1,0). This makes it necessary to keep track how a twisted
double changes if the self-equivalence used is changed by a homotopy. Lemma 6.1.6
deals with this case.

Section 6.5 discusses the relationship between quadratic and asymmetric signatures.
We will need Lemma 6.1.8 which shows that changing the self-equivalence involved by

a homotopy will not affect the asymmetric signature.

Definition 6.1.1. Let A: f ~ f': C — C’ be a chain homotopy of two chain maps.
Let ¢ € W%(C, €)y. Define A%¢p € W(C, €)41 by

(M%), = ~Aduf* + (<Y1 (f'9s + () ATy )AY: OTHTH 0
Let ¥ € Wo (C', €)n. Define Ayp € Wo (C7, €)1 by

(Agth)s = —Aps f* + (=) T Fhs + (—)"ATectpsr1)A*: ¢ ¢!

Lemma 6.1.2. Let A: f ~ f': C — C' be a chain homotopy of two chain maps.
i) Let ¢ € WP(C,€)n. Then d(A%¢) = —A%(dp) + fobf* — f'of™ € WP(C, €)n.
i) Let p € Woy(C,€)n. Then d(Ayth) = —Ay(dp) + f1of* — f'Pf™ € Wy (C, €)n.
iti) Let ¢ € Wo(C,€)n. Then
(1+ T)(Agw) = A*((1 + Te)y)
_y\r *. runtl-r ! -
=d§+{( ) Ad(Tep)oA* : C —C) :15=0
0 :5>0
with € € W(C', €)n4a given by & = (=) T ATppA*: C'™ P — .

iv) Let g: C' — D be a chain map. Then gA: gf ~ gf': C — D is a chain
homotopy.
Let ¢ € W*(C,€)n. Then (gA)%¢ = g(A%¢)g* € W*(D, €)n41-
Let € Wqy(C,€)n. Then (9A)g = g(Ag)g* € Wo (D, €)n1.
Lemma 6.1.3. Let (f,x): (C,v) — (C',¢') be a morphism of n-dimensional e-
quadratic complezes. Let A: f ~ f': C — C be a chain homotopy.
Then (f', x+Aog1): (C,v) — (C', ') is also a morphism of n-dimensional e-quadratic

complezes. Similar in the symmetric case.
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Definition 6.1.4. A homotopy (A,7n) of two morphisms of n-dimensional e-
quadratic complexes (f,x), (f',x): (C,¢¥) — (C’,9') is a chain homotopy A: f ~
f': C — C’ and an element n € Wo,(C')n42 such that

X' —x = Ay +d(n) € Wy (C')nia
Similar in the symmetric case. O

Lemma 6.1.5. Let (A,n): (f,x) =~ (f,x): (C,¢) — (C',¢') be a homotopy of two

morphisms of n-dimensional e-quadratic complezes.
i) Then there is a homotopy (A" = —A,7'): (f',x') ~ (f,x): (C,9) — (C',¢').

i) Let (A, 7): (f',x") ~ (f",x"): (C,¢) — (C',%') be another homotopy. Then
also (f,x) and (f",x") are homotopic.

i) Homotopy induces an equivalence relation on all morphisms (C,v) — (C',9').

iv) Let (g,p): (C',¢') — (D, 8) be a morphism. Then there is a homotopy
(92, 9n9%): (9, 2)(f,x) — (9, 0)(f',X): (C,9b) — (D, 0)
with (g, p)(f,x) = (9f,p + 9xg*) as in Definition A.1.5.
Similar in the symmetric case.
Proof. i) Usen, = —ns + (=) TLAgA*: "2 —, CL.

ii) Define A” = A+ A’ and 7] = 15 + 75 + (=) AP A*: C'mt3T=S _, C!. Then
(A", 7"): (fix) = (f",x"): (C,¥) — (C',¥') is a homotopy.

iii) Clear from the previous two previous statements.

iv) Obvious.
O

Lemma 6.1.6. Letc = (f: C — D, (8¢, )) be an n-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré
pair. Let (A,n): (hyx) ~ (W, X): (C,¥) = (C,) be a homotopy of self-equivalences.

Then there is an isomorphism (a,0): ¢ Ugny) —C e Un,x1) —¢ of the corresponding
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quadratic twisted doubles given by

1 0 (-)fA
ar = 01 0 :
00 1

(DUpD)y=D,®Cr_1® D, — (DU D), =D, &Cr_1® D,
(="M 0 0)
os = 0 0 0}:
(=)*sA*f* 0 0
(D U D)n+1—r—s — Dn+1—r—s OOV Dn+1—r—s
— (DU D), =D, ®Cr_1® D,

Lemma 6.1.7. Let c = (f: C — D, (¢, ®)) be an n-dimensional e-symmetric Poin-
caré pair. Let (A,n): (h,x) =~ (W,X): (C,¢) — (C,$) be a homotopy of self-
equivalences.

Then there is an isomorphism (a,0): ¢ Ugp, y) —¢ e Un,x7y —C of the corresponding

symmetric twisted doubles given by

1 0 (-)fA
ar = 01 0 :
00 1

(DULD), =D, ®Cr_19D, — (DUp D), =D, ®Cr_1 ® D,
((—)”‘lfnsf* 0 0)
Oy = 0 0 0] :
(_)n¢sA*f* 00
(D Upy D)n+1—-r+s — Dn+1—r+s ® Cm—r+s D Dn+1—-r+3

— (D Uhl D)T‘ = Dr @ Cr—l @ DT‘

Lemma 6.1.8. Let c = (f: C — D, (¢, ¢)) be an n-dimensional e-symmetric Poin-
caré pair. Let (A,n): (h,x) ~ (W,x): (C,¢) — (C,p) be a homotopy of self-

equivalences. Then there is an isomorphism
(a,0): (OE,8) = cU(p ) —¢ — (OE',8') = ¢ Ugpr ) —C

of the corresponding symmetric twisted doubles given in Lemma 6.1.7.

Let ' = (¢': OF' — E,(66',60")) be an (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré
pair. Then (by Lemma A.2.6) z = (g = g'a: 0F — E, (60 = §0' + (—)"g'cg’*, 0)) is
also an (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré pair and the asymmetric signatures
o*(z) = o*(z') € LAsyO(A).

Proof. Use Definition 5.2.4 and show that the b-duality maps of z and z’ are homotopic.

Then it follows that the asymmetric complexes of x and z’ are equivalent. O
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6.2 Flip-Isomorphisms relo

As explained in the introduction we can only produce a quadratic signature if (h¢, x¢) =~
(1,0). Inconveniently, (hs, x:) depends on the choice of representatives for § and 7 and

a map k. This is the reason for the next, rather awkward, definition.

Definition 6.2.1. A flip-isomorphism ¢ reld of a regular e-quadratic split pre-
formation z = (F <G £ F*,§) is a flip-isomorphism ¢t = (e, 8, 7) of z such that
there is a representative 8 of § € Q_.(G) and a representative v for 7 € Q_(F*) and
k € Homp (G, G*) such that *08 + 6 + p*vu = Kk + ex* and such that the isomor-
phism (he, x¢): (C,9) = (C,9) defined in (4.2) and (3.3) is homotopic to the identity
(1,0): (C,%) = (C,¥). O

Remark 6.2.2. To a certain extent the “reld”-property is independent of the choices
of § and v (but not necessarily of the choice of k): Assume that for v, 6 and « as before,

there exists a homotopy

(8,m): (1,0) = (ht, x1): (C ) — (C, )

Let 7, 9, %, 7,0, k as in Remark 4.2.1. They induce a new isomorphism (hs, X¢): (C, 121\)

= (C, ) which is also homotopic to the identity by

(A0 +3%): (1,0) = (b, %0): (C,9) = (C,9)
with ¥ defined in Remark 4.2.1. See also Remarks 3.1.3, 4.2.1 and Lemma 6.4.2.

The “reld”-property is invariant under the equivalence relations of flag42(A) and any

elementary preformation has such a flip-isomorphism.
Proposition 6.2.3. i) Every elementary preformation has a flip-isomorphism reld.

i) Let t and t' be flip-isomorphisms of e-quadratic split preformations z and 2’ re-

spectively. Ift and t' are flip-isomorphisms reld then so ist @ t'.
i) Let [(z,t)] = [(#/,t')] € flag+2(A). Ift is a flip-isomorphism reld then so is t'.

Proof. i) Let z be of the form describe in Proposition 2.4.2iv). Then the flip-
isomorphism defined in Proposition 4.1.2 is a flip-isomorphism reld with rep-

resentatives

6 = (O —w):G=U®R—»G*=U*®R*

0 ¢
v = 0

0 0 * * *
K = (0 6,):G=U®R——>G’ =U"® R
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and with a homotopy (A,n): (1,0) = (A, x¢): (C,%) — (C, %) given by

00 * *
Agi1 8 0 0 8 Co=(UaU"®U*@U) — Cor1=UBR
0 0
Ay = l g Co-1=U"®R" — Cy=UaU")® U )
0 0
1
mo= (8 g 0 8 :CI=(U*eU)oUeU*) —Cpa1=USR
00
e 0 g+1 * * * *
m = 11 o :CIT =U"@ R — Co=UsU)®(U*aU)
00
10 -1
= {y o CTT " =U0R—Cy1=U®R
0000 |
oo o0 o0
= 11000
01 € 0
LCl=UroU)e(UaU*) — Cp=Ua U e U e U)
— 0
0 O q_l * *
N3 = 0 0 :CTT =U80R—Cy=UaU")a U*aUl)
0 0
0 0 -1 _ R
M = |_« o) C7'=UOR—Cr=U"0R

ii) Obvious.

iii) We only sketch the proof. Let t and ¢’ be flip-isomorphisms of e-quadratic split pre-
formations z and 2’ respectively. ¢ and ¢’ induce self-equivalences (h, xt): (C, )
=, (C, ) and (K, x}): (C',¢') — (C',4'). Let t and ¢ be flip-isomorphisms
of e-quadratic split preformations z and 2’ respectively. Let (n,¢) be an isomor-
phism between (z,t) and (2/,t') in the sense of Definition 5.5.1. Then define an
isomorphism (4,0): (C,¥) — (C',¢') by

hgtti = C:Co1 =G 5 Chpy =G

o= (§ ) iGmrer S -rer

bt = (=G Oy =G
Then hheh~! = h}: C' =5 C’ and hy:h* = x}. Assume

(Aﬂ?)1 (1’0) = (htyxt): (C,¢) - (Cﬂ/))
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is a homotopy, then
(RARTY, hnh*): (1,0) ~ (h,x}): (C', ') — (C',9)

is a homotopy as well.

Assume now that there is a k¥ € Ng such that the flip-isomorphism ¢ + ¢, of z + yi
is a flip-isomorphism reld (¢; and y;, are defined in Definition 5.5.1.) Now observe
that the 2¢-dimensional quadratic complex C induced by y, is contractible. It

follows that ¢ is a flip-isomorphism reld.
O

6.3 Construction of the Quadratic Signature

Let t = (o, B, 7) be a flip-isomorphism reld of a regular e-quadratic split preformation
z=(F < G- F* §). Choose 8, v and & as in Definition 6.2.1 Then there exists
a homotopy (A,n): (1,0) =~ (ht, xt): (C,¥) =, (C, ). Write Agy1 = (R S):Cy =
FeF*— Cyy1=Gand Ay = <g) :Cgm1=G* — Cy=FoF*.

We use the homotopy to change the boundary of z; = (g¢: 6Ey = DUy, D —

E, (bwy,wy)) to the simpler quadratic Poincaré complex
(8E’,w') =cU—c=(DU¢c D,y Uy —0y) = (D Uy D,y Uy —8v)

by applying Lemma 6.1.6. We obtain an isomorphism (a,0): (0E',w') — (9E;,w;)
given by (OE. =D, & Cr-1® D,, 0F:, = D, & D, & Cr_1)

)

OE 1 =Go(FOF ) oG

8Et,q+2 = OEBO@ G

X

OBt g1 =GaoGa(FaoFY)

1 —-eR —eS 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 O)
—ex 0 € O 00 1 0 —ep 0 a a(v*—ev)
(Ou*e'y*O) <O—eu0 € )
0 0 € —eu 0o o0 p ey*
OE,=F*®G* o F* OB =F*0 F*®G*
€

N
(o=
0—IO<

oo
N’
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0 0 0
’ 0 —v O 9 _ r *
0 -1 0
0 0 00
wy = [0 0 0 0):0E" =G*0F0F®G — IE,=F* &G ®F*
0 -1 00
0 0 O
wi = |0 —eb 0]|:0E"=F®G®F —0OE,=F*®&G*aF*
0 0 O
oy = (——V* 0 0).(9Et—F€BF69G—>BEt,q+2—G
[m 0 00
0 0 00 q+1 * * * * * *
oo = 0 00 ol OB =GeGeF eF) —oE,=F&F &G
\-R* 0 0 0
("71 00
0 00 7 .
o1 = 0 0 0 OB =F®F®G —0E 1 =GeG®(FOF")
\0 0 0
[ m 000
o = 0 00 0}|:0E"=G"0G*®(F*®F)—0E ,=F*oF* G
ev'R* 0 0 0
m 0 0
oy = 0 0 OB =F®oF®G —0E,,=F* o F* oG
*V* 0 0

Then we change the boundary of the (2¢g + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex
zy = (g1: OE; — E, (dwy,wy))

from Section 4.3 using Lemma A.2.6 and the above isomorphism. We obtain

wy = (g, =gia: OE — E, (0w’ = dwy + (—)* T g0g7,0")) (6.1)
gigr1 = (1 —eR —eS —B):0E,, =GO (FOF)®G — B =G
dwio = —mo: B! =G* — Egy1 =G

The next step is to glue w; to an algebraic h-cobordism y = (m: 8E' = DU¢g D —
D, (0,u')) with m, = (—1 0 1) :0FE. = D, ® Cr—1 ® D, — D, (compare Example
3.3.2). Let the result be the (2g + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex (V,7) =

99



we U —y. Using the isomorphism (V;, = E, ® 0E,_; & D)

Vers =00 G D0 — G
1 1
(3 (0
1 (2138 :
—-1010
V2 =00 (GOFOF 06 00— .GoFoFaG
—€ Ig S EOB 0ROO
—€ €
0“#‘6’)" 0 1—6500[3 8;?‘(1)8
0.0 ¢~ 6-5-10 0 8989
e 0 0 —e 0 -101—p
Vi =GO (F @G 0F)0G—"""YGoF 6G o F* oG
(0 —€0 € —ep) (00010)
V=000 F* : F*

we can shrink the chain complex V to a smaller chain complex V' via the chain equiv-

alence given by

Vo2 =GOFO F* &G Vip=F

| |(2)
Vq+1=G®F*€BG*€BF*®G(1_&9—-O—M;)VJ+1=G®G*
0-*100

The induced quadratic structure on V"' is given by

(-v100)

—mo B +1 « .
™ = <0 —ee*>:vlq =G"®CG — V5 =G oG

Using Lemma A.4.6 we can define the quadratic signature

Definition 6.3.1. Let z = (F Lo LB F *,0) be a regular e-quadratic split prefor-
mation and t = (a, 8, 7) a flip-isomorphism reld of z.

Choose representatives 8 of § € Q_.(G) and a representative v for 7 € Q_¢(F*) and
a k € Homa (G, G*) such that 8*98 + 6 + p*vp = Kk + es* and such that there is a
homotopy (A,n): (he,xt) =~ (1,0): (C,9) =, (C,%) of the isomorphism defined in
(4.2) and (3.3). The quadratic signature p*(z,t,v,0,k,A,n) = [(M,§)] € Lagy2(A)

is given by the non-singular (—e)-quadratic form

- B 0
& = 0 —e0* 0| M=G*®dGF — M*
R* w0
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6.4 Properties of the Quadratic Signatures

First we show that the quadratic signatures detect whether an element in lag12(A) is

elementary or not.

Theorem 6.4.1. [2’] € lyg12(A) is elementary if and only if there is a flip-isomorphism
reld t of z with (2] = [2'] € lag42(A) and A, &, 6, v and n as in Definition 6.3.1 such
that p*(z,t,v,0,k,A,n) = 0 € Lagia(A).

Proof. Let z be a regular e-quadratic split preformation. If z is elementary then use
the flip-isomorphism and the choices for A, v, etc. made in the proof of Proposition
6.2.3i).

On the other hand assume that there is t, A, etc. such that p*(z,t,v,0,k,A,n) =0 €
Log+2(A). Then (V,7) = yU—w; constructed in the previous Section is null-cobordant.
Hence the Poincaré pairs y and w; from the previous section are cobordant reld. y is
an algebraic h-cobordism. The Poincaré pair z constructed in Section 4.3 is cobordant

reld to an algebraic h-cobordism. By Theorem 3.3.3 [z} € log+2(A) is elementary. O

Quadratic signature depend on a lot of choices. We can restrict that dependency to a

certain degree.
Lemma 6.4.2. Let 2z, t, v, 8, k, A and 1 as in Definition 6.5.1.

Let 6 € Homy (G, G*), i € Homp(F*, F), & € Homa (G, G*) and 7 € Woy(C, €)2g+3-
Define

U = v+v+ed* € Homp(F*, F)

8 = 0+0+ef* € Homp(G,G")

R = k+k—ek*+008+0+ p*op € Homp(G,G*)
7 = n+x+d)

with X defined in Remark 4.2.1.
Then p*(z,t, 7V, 9,%, A,7) exists and is equal to p*(z,t,v,0,K, A, n).

Proof. Straightforward. See also Remarks 3.1.3, 4.2.1 and 6.2.2. O

Lemma 6.4.3. Let z, t, v, 8, Kk, A and n as in Definition 6.8.1. Let ', t', V', ¢, ¥/,
A’ and 1 another set of data as in Definition 6.8.1. Then
p*(z7 t’ l/, 0’ K‘" A) n) + p*(zl’t/,ul’ 0” K/) Al) T]’)
= przetot v, 008 ko, AdAN na)
In a special case the quadratic signatures only depend on z, ¢t and A. Later it will

be shown that the quadratic signature does only depend on the preformation and flip-

isomorphism reld if A = Z and € = —1 (see Corollary 6.5.3).
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Lemma 6.4.4. Let z, t, v, 0, s, A and 1 as in Definition 6.3.1. Let 2, t, V', &', ', A
and 1 another set of data as in Definition 6.3.1. Assume that the map Q_.(G*) —
Q-c(F), 0 — pbu* is injective. Then p*(z,t,v,0,k,A0,m) = p*(z,t,V, 60, k', A, 7n).
Hence the quadratic signature only depends on z, t and A.

If A = Z this is the case if u is injective and, for e = 1, if additionally | Tor coker u| is
odd.

Proof. Using Lemma 6.4.2 we can reduce the problem to the case where 8 = ¢', v = /.

Then we have two homotopies

(A,m)  (1,0) = (b, xe): (C,9) — (C, )
(A,U/) : (1’0) = (ht7 Xé) (C’ ¢) —_ (Ca "p)

Hence x}—x: = d(n’ —n). It follows that d(7)o = 0: C9*! — C, and d(7}); = 0: C7 —
C, for 7 = n/ —n. Combining the equations yields dijod* = (1+7¢)(—edij; —e€ij2): C? —
C,. Hence pijopu* = 0 € Q_¢(F). Hence ' = € Q_(G) and the claim follows.

Now let A = Z. We need to prove that x induces an injection between the Q-groups.

By the Smith Normal Form Theorem 9.4.2, we can assume that

d 0---0 0
u=|0 " Ol.g—zr Fr=7m
0 0---0 dy
0 0--0 0

with all d; > 0 and m > n. By assumption, all d; are odd ife = 1. Let § € Mat(nxn,Z)
such that ufu* = k + ex* for some k € Mat(m x m,Z). It follows that 8;; = €f;; and
df&i,- = (1 + ¢€)ky for all 4,5 € {1,...,n}. If e = —1 then 6; = O for all <. Hence

Ky = O H2<J §1fils 9 = & + ex’™ and [6] = 0 € Q_o(G*).
0 else
If e =1 then dize—,;i = 2k;;. By assumption d?|k;; and hence we can define k' € Mat(n x
Oij ife<yg
n,Z) by kj; = { ki/d4 if i =j. It follows that 6 = &’ + ¢x'" and [0] = 0 € Q_(G*).
0 else

a

6.5 Quadratic and Asymmetric Signatures

There is a close relationship of asymmetric and quadratic signatures which is not
that surprising if we re-examine their construction. For simplicity let (W, M, M)
be a (2g + 2)-dimensional cobordism with OM = 0. By glueing W together along
M and after surgery below the middle dimension we obtain a (2¢g + 2)-dimensional

closed manifold V. Poincaré duality induces a non-singular (—)?-symmetric form
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A: HIFL(V) = ¢+1(V). The asymmetric signature of (W, M, M) is the image of
that form in LAsy®(A) (compare Section 5.1).

Similarly, in the algebraic surgery world we can glue an (2¢q + 2)-dimensional quadratic
Poincaré pair d = (D& D — E, (dv,v @ —v)) together along D and obtain a (2g + 2)-
dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair (V,7) (which is basically the quadratic signature
in this simple situation). By Lemma 5.2.8 the image of its symmetrization (V, (1+T)7)
in LAsy®(A) is the asymmetric signature of d. This fact generalizes to the case of all

quadratic signatures.

Theorem 6.5.1. Let z, t, v, 6, k, A and n as in Definition 6.3.1. The image of the

quadratic signature p*(z,t,v,0,k,A,n) under the map

Lygia(A) — LAsy’(A)
(K,’l,()) L— (K,¢0—€¢*)

is the asymmetric signature o*(z,t).

Proof. Let (V,7) = wy U —y be the union of (2¢ + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré
pairs defined in Section 6.3. (Using standard algebraic surgery theory - e.g. Lemma
A4.6 - (V,7) is a (29 + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex representing the
quadratic signature p*(z,t,v, 0, k,A,n) € Lagia(A)).

By Lemma A.3.2, (V,(1+T)7) =2 1+ T)w:U—(1+T)y. Again by Lemma A.3.2 there

is an isomorphism
(1,6): (OE',6') = 1+ T)cU —(1 + T)c — (0E', (1 + T)w') = (1 + T)(c U —c)

with ¢ = (f: C — D, (6¢,%)) (compare (4.4) and (3.3)) which - applied to (1 + T)w;

- yields a new (2¢q + 2)-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair

w' = (g,: 0F — E,(60' = (1+T)éw' + (—)* ' g{54';,6"))
§0) = —((1+T)mo + eDgpiTehoALy): B = G* — Egp1 =G

(we use Lemma A.2.6 here).

By Lemma A.3.3 (1 + T)w; U —(1+ T)y = w! U —y with some Poincaré pair ' which
is - like y and (1 + Ty - an algebraic h-cobordism.

All in all this means that (V, (1 + T)7) & w® U —y'. Note that w' is a Poincaré pair
with a (trivial) twisted double on its boundary. Hence by Proposition 5.4.4, 5.4.5 and
Corollary 5.2.8

1+ T-)p*(z,t,v,0,k,0,m) = (V,(1+T)7)=0"(V,(1+T)7)
= o"(w") - o*(y) = 0" (v') € LAsy’(A)
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Now we verify that (A, (1+T)n+€): (h,0) ~ (1,0): (C,¢) —> (C, ¢) is a well-defined
homotopy with £ as in Lemma 6.1.2 which transforms w! to 2! using Lemma 6.1.7.
Then Lemma 6.1.8 shows that o*(w') = o*(z?) = 0*(z,t) € LAsy?(A). O

Remark 6.5.2. The relationship between quadratic and asymmetric signatures can be

made more precise. By [Ran98] 30.29 there is an exact sequence

14+T_¢
0 —> DBLygs1(A) — > Logya(A) —1=)

LAsy°(A)

p*(z,t,v,0,k, A, n) — c*(z,1)

with DBLggt1(A) the kernel of the map

LAthq_H(A) — qu+1(A)
(hx): (C9) = G 9)] — (G )

The map ¢ is induced by the algebraic mapping torus: Let (h,x): (C,v) = (C,v)
be a self-equivalence of an m-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex. Then the al-
gebraic mapping torus is the union of the fundamental (n + 1)-dimensional quadratic
Poincaré pair

(h,1): C®C — C ()", ¥ & —9))

as described in Definition A.3.4.
In the case of A = Z and q = 2k, the map Ly 2(Z) — LAsy%(Z) factors through

L*+2(Z) = 0 hence the above sequence boils down to
0 —> DBLy41(Z) = Z/2Z —=> Lyyo(Z) = Z/2Z —°~ LAsy®(Z)

In the case A = Z and q = 2k — 1, the composition L4x(Z) = Z — LAsy*(Z) —
LAsy®(C) is an injection (because composition with the asymmetric multi-signatures
LAsy°(C) = Z[S'] from [Ran98] Proposition 40.6 and the projection Z[S!] — Z,

2_gest Ng — 71 gives the signature on Ly(Z) = Z). The exact sequence becomes

14T
0—> DBLy1(Z) = 0—°> Lyy(Z) = 2 22 L4sy0(2)

Corollary 6.5.3. Let ¢ = 2m — 1 i.e. e = —1. Let z = (F <~ G - F* 0) be a

reqular skew-quadratic split preformation over Z

i) (2] € lam(Z) is elementary if and only if there is a flip-isomorphism reld t such
that o*(z,t) = 0 € LAsy®(Z).

it) The quadratic signature p*(2,t,v,0,k,A,n) € Lam(Z) only depends on z and t.
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Chapter 7

Non-Singular Formations

Throughout this chapter “formation” will mean a non-singular e-quadratic
split formation for ¢ = (—)?, ¢ > 2. Let A be a weakly finite ring with

involution and 1.

M w M’
ool b
X X xI X

Let (e, f, f): (W,M,M') — X x (I,0,1) be a special kind of Kreck surgery situation
(i.e. e, f and f’ are highly-connected): all maps are normal maps and (X,0X) is
a finite geometric Poincaré pair such that OM =, 98X is a homotopy equivalence.
Such a normal cobordism is called a presentation of f. Presentations are also used
to define obstructions to odd-dimensional traditional surgery problems (for details see
Section 2.1). Hence the Kreck surgery obstruction z = (F L G £ F*9) with
F = Kg11(W, M) and G = Kg41(W) in this case is a formation i.e. (1) : G — H(F)
is an inclusion of a lagrangian.

It is possible to prove much stronger results about formations. In Section 7.1 we deal
with some useful technical observations about formations and their flip-isomorphism.
If one applies the construction of Section 3.1 to a formation one obtains a (2g + 2)-
dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair z = (g: 0F = D' U¢c D — E, (dw = 0,w)) for
which C is contractible.

The definition of quadratic signatures was rather awkward because we had to make sure

that a flip-isomorphism induces a self-equivalence (hy, x¢) on (C, ) which is homotopic
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to the identity. For formations C is contractible and, hence, every flip-isomorphism is a
flip-isomorphism reld. This also leads to a simpler version of the quadratic signatures
in Section 7.2.

We investigate the behaviour of the asymmetric signatures of formations in Section
7.3. They turn out to be independent from the choice of flip-isomorphism. As an
application we will construct non-elementary preformations for which all asymmetric
signatures are vanishing. We will also show how the asymmetric signatures relate to
traditional even-dimensional surgery theory i.e. how they behave for boundaries of non-

singular forms.

7.1 Flip-Isomorphisms

We will need to discuss some very technical properties of non-singular formations in
order to make the computations in the following sections.
A formation (F <~ G - F*,6) is an e-quadratic split preformation such that the

map
(Z) . G — H(F)

is an inclusion of a lagrangian. By [Ran80a] Proposition 2.2., this map can be extended

to an isomorphism of hyperbolic e-quadratic forms

(= (5 ) i = mar

For any 7: G* — G the maps ¥ = 7 + y(7 —e7*), i/ = o + p(r — er™), 6 =
0+ (1 —er*)*0(T — e7*) +7* (T — e7*)* — €7 define another extension to an isomorphism

of hyperbolic forms. Conversely any such extension can be derived from %, 4, 6.
The relationship between those maps and a flip-isomorphism of the formation can be

described as follows:

Lemma 7.1.1. Let (F < G £ F*,0) be a formation and (a, B,v) a flip isomor-

phism. Let f, 5, i and 6 as explained before.
e a* ey*
9= (0 7).
it) There is an isomorphism

(G ) () (50))

(F 2L G- F0)+ (F* <£ ¢ L F,0) = 8(G,0) + (G*,G)

i) (a) a(y+ (v —ev*)*u) = euf
(b) a™*u=1p
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(c) B*0B8+6 + p*vu =0€ Q_(G)
i) There is a £ € Q_(G*) and Y = £ — e£* such that

(a) ea(y + (v —ev*)* B)B* = pY + i
(b) o " =Y +7

Proof. i) From f*H.f = H, it follows that f~! = H71f*H..
ii) Follows straight from the Definition 2.2.13.

iii) One can compute the composition of isometries of hyperbolic forms
1 a oy —es*)* gt o _[1Y
f He (0 a* f 0 B/ \0 1

Y = pro™"ap" +7*ayB" + 7 alv — ev*)* nB*
£ = —B0*8* — BV AB* + Y *0Y + ey uY + €

with

7.2 Quadratic Signatures

Let z = (F <X~ G - F*,8) be a formation and t = (a,3,v) be a flip-isomorphism.
there is a representative 8 of § € Q_(G) and a representative v for ¥ € Q_(F*) and
a k € Homy (G, G*) such that 8*08 + 0 + p*vu = Kk + ex*.

As described in the previous section we can extend (}.) to an isomorphism (Z Z) of

hyperbolic forms. A choice of ¥, i, 8 (compare previous section) defines a homotopy
Ac:1~0: C — C with

Acgri = (ei* %) :Cq=F@F* — Cgy1 =G
Acqg = —e (Z) . Cy1=G* — Cy=F & F*
Then all flip-isomorphisms of a z are flip-isomorphisms reld with a homotopy
(A =Ac(l = h),n=Bcu(xt — Ag¥)): (1,0) = (b1, xe): (C,¥) — (C,¥)
In particular!

M = Fave'y-e(@lraTt i+ 7ot — )i ¥ (vt —ev)a’y):
Cq+1 =G — Cq+1 =G
R = 6[[,* —_ 6’7*&

!The computations are easier if one uses the fact that A% = 0.
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The non-singular (—e)-quadratic form (M, £) from the definition of quadratic signatures
(6.3.1) is given by

-0 B O
§ = 0 —e* 0| M=G"0GaF*— M*
R* s 0

Using the isomorphism

1 0 —4a(*—ev)—pg*a™™ o
f = (o1 0 M M
00 1
we obtain a prettier non-singular (—e¢)-quadratic form (M, ¢ = —f€f*)
Ya+Yava®™y —Yay 0
¢ = 0 e 0):M=G"oGoF* — M*
@y —f)  —u O

Definition 7.2.1. The quadratic signature p*(z,t,7, fi,0) is the element (M,¢’) €
Logta(A). O

Remark 7.2.2. For any 7: G* — G the maps ¥/ = Y+y(r —e7*), i/ = p+pu(r—er*),
6 = 6+ (r — er*)*0(r — e7*) + ¥*u(T — e7*)* — €7 define another extension to an

isomorphism of hyperbolic forms. Conversely any such extension can be derived from

3, i, 6.

Theorem 7.2.3. Let 2’ be a formation. [2'] € lag+2(A) is elementary if and only if
there is a stably strongly isomorphic z = (F < G 5 F* 0), o flip-isomorphism t
and ¥, i and 8 such that

(v M, (. Q)) . H(G) = H.(F
is an isomorphism of hyperbolic e-quadratic forms and p*(z,t,%, ii,0) =0 € Log+2(A).

Proof. If there exist t,y, i and 6 as above then by construction 0 = §*(z,t,9,4) =
—p*(z,t,A, p). By Theorem 6.4.1 [2] € log+2(A) is elementary.

Assume now that z = (F & G £ F*,6) is elementary and let it have the special
form described in Proposition 2.4.2iv). Clearly () : U — U @ U* is a split injection

and even a lagrangian. As in Section 7.1 the map can be extended to an isometry
c G ¢ 0 .
(¢ 2). (4 )i

of hyperbolic forms. Then the maps

~ 0 0 * * * *

¥y = ] :GT=U"®R" — F=UaU

0 ¢

ﬁ - (é _;U)ZG*=U*@R*—>F*=U*@U

a 0 0 * * *

0 = <0 0~,>:G=U OR*" — G=U®R
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are completing () to an isometry of hyperbolic forms (compare Section 7.1).

Define a strong flip-isomorphism ¢ = (o, 8,v = 0) of z by

a = (_OE —01):F=U®U*—>F*=U*®U

B = <_01 _17):G=U€BR——+G=U®R

Then §*(z,t, i,0) is given by the non-singular form

0 0 0 0O 00

0 oJ*F ec* 0 00

0 0 0 0O 00 rrx * *

0 0 —or & 0 0 M=U*¢R @U®ReoU* U
—e 0 0 ec 0 0

0 —ef -1 -7 0 O

— M*=U®ReU*®R*'®UdU

with a lagrangian

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1 " * * * *
=19 o0 o U RFeoU —-M=U'®oR*" U RaU U

0 0 O

0 e O

7.3 Asymmetric Signatures

The asymmetric signature of formations has one surprising property: it is independent
of the choice of flip-isomorphism (although the existence of a flip-isomorphism is still
a necessity to define it). We illustrate this fact by showing an analogy in the world of
manifolds. Let (W, M, M') be a manifold with 9M = ( and let H: M =, M'bea
diffeomorphism. Glueing the cobordism along H yields a closed manifold Wg. Different
choices of H lead to different manifolds which however are in the same Schneiden-und-
Kleben-cobordism class (= cut-and-paste-cobordism class). These cobordism groups
were e.g. studied in [KKNO73] (see also [Ran98] Remark 30.30) and are quotients of
the ordinary cobordism groups using the equivalence relation P Uy N ~ P Uy, N for
manifolds with boundary (P,8P) and (N,8N) and homeomorphisms f,g: ON =
OP. The SKL-cobordism group of an (n + 1)-dimensional manifold V' with n > 5 is
discovered by an asymmetric signature similar to the one used for twisted doubles in
Section 5.1: one takes a singular chain complex C = C(V) with a chain equivalence
A= [M]N—:C"!'* =, C and looks at the image of (C,\) € LAsy™t1(Z). The
SKL-bordism group is isomorphic of the image of L"*1(Z) — LAsy™*'(Z), hence Z
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if n = 0 (mod 4) and zero else. Our proof will use equivalent facts about symmetric
Poincaré pairs (see [Ran98] 30.30).

Theorem 7.3.1. Let z be a formation. Lett and t' be two flip-isomorphisms. Then
o*(z,t) = 0*(2,t') € LAsy®(A). Hence the map o* defined in Theorem 5.5.8 induces a

map
0*: lagra(A) — LAsy’(A)

with logra(A) = {[2] € lag+2(A) : z allows stable flip-isomorphisms} a submonoid of
lag+2(A).

This theorem can be applied to the boundary of non-singular forms. They are the
obstructions of Wall’s surgery theory interpreted as a special case of Kreck’s surgery

theory i.e. they live in the image of the inclusion

Logi2(A) = lagi2(A)
(K,0) — O(K,0) = (K <& K =% K~ o)

Corollary 7.3.2. Let (K,0) be a (—¢)-quadratic form. Then z = O(K, ) is a forma-
tion.

i) z has a (stable) flip-isomorphism (i.e. [z] € l~2q+2(A)) if and only if (K,0) is

non-singular.

ii) z has a stable strong flip-isomorphism if and only if (K,0) is non-singular and
2-[(K,0)] =0 € Log+2(A).

i) (2] € lag+2(A) is elementary if and only if (K,0) is non-singular and [(K,0)] =
0e L2q+2(A).

w) If (K,0) is non-singular, o*([z,t]) = [(K,0 — €6*)] € LAsy’(A) for any stable
flip-isomorphism t.

v) Assume that either A is a field of characteristic different to 2 or that A = Z and

e = —1. z is elementary if and only if the asymmetric signature vanishes.

Proof. i) Obviously (K, 8) must be non-singular if z allows a stable flip-isomorphism.

If (K, #) is non-singular then t = (A\*,1,eA™!) is a flip-isomorphism of z.

ii) If (K, 6) has a strong flip-isomorphism («, §) then §*08 = —0 € Q_(K). Hence
(K, 0)] = [(K,—8)] € Lag+2(A). On the other hand if 2 [(K,0)] = 0 € Lag42(A)
then, after stabilization, there is an isomorphism (*08 = —0 € Q_(K) and
(eAB, B) is a strong flip-isomorphism.
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iii) Easy.
iv) Let t = (o, §, V) be the flip-isomorphism of i). Let A = 6 — €6* and let

00 o
p=110 —€ :M=F®oF*®F — M*
0 1 ex(v*—ev)a*

as in Definition 5.3.1. Then p @ —A has the lagrangian

€ 1
0 —eX
1 0
—€ 1

Hence the asymmetric signature 0*(2,t) = (K, \) € LAsy°(A). By Theorem 7.3.1

the asymmetric signature is independent of the choice of stable flip-isomorphism.

v) In all these cases the maps (1 + T_.): Log+2(A) — L2*2(A) and L212(A) —
LAsy®(A) are injective (see e.g. [Ran98] Chapter 39D and Remark 6.5.2).
O

Here is a counter-example for the converse of Theorem 5.5.3.

Example 7.3.3. Let (K, 8) be a non-singular (—e¢)-quadratic form such that

i) [(K,0)] # 0 € Lagi2(A)
ii) [(K,A=80—¢6%)]=0¢€ LAsy°(A)

Any non-singular skew-quadratic form over Z or Z/2Z with non-trivial Arf-invariant
fulfils these properties. By Corollary 7.3.2 z = 8(K,0) has stable flip-isomorphisms

and all asymmetric signatures vanish although it is not stably elementary.

Back to the proof of Theorem 7.3.1. We recall that in Section 5.3 the asymmetric
signature o*(z,t) € LAsy®(A) of a flip-isomorphism ¢ of a formation z = (F «— G -
F*,0) was defined as the asymmetric signature of the (2¢ + 2)-dimensional symmetric
Poincaré pair z; = (¢;: 0E; — F,(0,00;)). For our purposes, we need to analyze the
asymmetric signature of the case that the chain complex C is contractible and therefore
that D'@D (or D& D) and OF (or OF; respectively) are chain equivalent. The following

two lemmas treat this situation in general.

Lemma 7.3.4. Let (f: C — D, (d¢,¢)) be an n-dimensional symmetric Poincaré
pair and (h,x): (C,¢) — (C, ) a self-equivalence. Assume that C is contractible with
A:1~0:C —C.

Define v = 8¢ + (=)" " 1fA%Gf* and p = AP(A%P — x — hAPPh*).
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There is an equivalence

(a,0) : (D®D,v®—v)— (DU D,5¢ Uy —6¢)

0 0

(=)"fpsf* 0 0
o5 = 0 0 (=) f A%, :
(_)n+1—rA%¢sh*f* 0 (_)n+1—r+sT€A%¢S_l

(D Uy D)H1-m+s = pntl=r+s g prtl-r+s g om-r+s
— (DU, D)y = Dy ® Dy & Cy_y

10
a = (O 1):DreaDr—ﬁ(DUhD)T:DT@DTEBCT_l

of n-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré complezes.

Lemma 7.3.5. Let z = (g: 0F — E, (8,00)) be an (n + 1)-dimensional symmetric
Poincaré pair such that the boundary (OF, 89) is a twisted double of an n-dimensional
symmetric Poincaré pair (f: C — D, (8¢, ¢)) with respect to a self-equivalence (h, x):
(C,¢) = (C,¢). We write

g= (_]0 71 k) :0E, =D, D, C,_1 — E,
Assume that C is contractible with A: 1 ~ 0: C — C. Hence there is a chain equiv-
alence A: 0~ 1: C — C (i.e. dA + Ad = 1¢). Applying Lemmas 7.3.4, A.2.6 to
yields an (n + 1) -dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair

2 = ((jo 51):D®D— E, (' =60+ (-)"gog",v® V)

Let (B, )\) be the asymmetric complez of x and (B',\') the asymmetric complez of z’

as given in Proposition 5.2.6. Then there is an equivalence
(b7 g) : (B’ T)‘) - (Bl’T)‘I)
1 (=)jfA O
b = ( (=)'50f ):BT=E,@CT_1@DT—»B;=E,@DT

0 0 1
€ = ((—kAtﬁoh* + (=) jofPo) A% f*45 0 ) ,
fA¢0((_)n—rk* — h*A*f*ja (_)n—TfA¢0f* *

Bm+2—r = Ert2-r g prtl-T B;‘ =FE, & D,
of (n + 1)-dimensional asymmetric complezes with p and p as defined in Lemma 7.3.4.

Proof of Theorem 7.3.1. By Lemma 7.3.5, 0*(2,t) € LAsy®(A) is the asymmetric sig-

nature of the (2¢q + 2)-dimensional symmetric Poincaré pair

' = (g’t: D@&D — E,(60',v® —v))
dti1 = (1 —B): Dg41®Dgs1 =GO G — Egy1 =G
80) = —eY:EM'=G*—E1 =G
vg = —p*:DI=F —Dg1 =G
v = —p: D' =G*— D,=F*
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By Corollary 5.2.8 o*(z'*) is the image of the union of z'* in LAsy®(A). But there is

another way to construct z'*: there is a (2q + 2)-dimensional quadratic Poincaré pair

Z = (g:DeD — E,(0,v —1))
g = (1 _1):Dq+1@Dq+1=G@G—)Eq+1=G
vy = -y D"=F*—D,,,=G

vy = —y: D" =G"—D,=F
and an isomorphism (&, x:): (D, v) = (D', V') given by

Eq+1=PB: D1 =G — Dy =G
ét,q=a_*: Dq=F* —*DZI:F

Xt0 = —€Y: D =G — D:;+1 =G

Lemma A.2.6 and the isomorphism can be used to replace the “boundary component”
(D',V') by (D,v). The result will be 2’*. So, glueing both ends (i.e. the “boundary
components” D and D’) of  together using (&, X;) yields the union of z’*. Hence the
unions of z’* for different choices of ¢ are all in the same algebraic Schneiden-und-
Kleben-cobordism class. By [Ran98] 30.30(ii) their images in LAsy?9*2(A) coincide.

Those images are precisely the asymmetric signatures o*(z’ t) = o*(z,t). O
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Chapter 8

Preformations with Linking
Forms

For the whole chapter let ¢ > 2, ¢ = (—)? and let A be a weakly finite ring
with 1 and involution.

We consider a special group of preformations (F L e F * #) namely those for
which p becomes an isomorphism after localization. The most important examples are
probably preformations over Z with injective u and kG = rk F'. For those classes
of preformations one can use the theory of linking forms developed for formations in
[Ran81] 3.4. and improve our results for asymmetric signatures.

In Section 8.1 we quickly repeat the concept of localization and define linking forms
following [Ran81]. Section 8.2 defines linking forms on preformations and discusses
the relationship between isometries of those linking forms and flip-isomorphisms. It
turns out that every flip-isomorphism induces an isometry of linking forms and in turn
every isometry of linking forms gives rise to a stable flip-isomorphism.

Similar to the flip-I-monoids, in Section 8.3 we define linking-l-monoids of preforma-
tions with a choice of isometry of their linking forms

In Section 8.4 we show that the asymmetric signatures we defined in Section 5.3 only
depend on the effect of the flip-isomorphism on the linking forms of the preformation.
If a preformation is stably elementary then all those asymmetric signatures vanish (see
Theorem 8.4.3). This theorem is an improvement to Theorem 5.4.1 because isometries
of linking forms are easier to handle then flip-isomorphisms. For Z there are only finitely
many isometries of a given linking form. Also, it is enough to look at one representative
of a class in lgg42(A).

We will use these results to define asymmetric signatures for certain simply-connected
Kreck surgery problems using the topological linking forms of the manifolds involved
(see Section 8.5).
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8.1 Localization

Although we could generalize our results for Ore-localization, we will focus on the easier
case of localization away from a central multiplicative subset.

We repeat some definitions from [Ran81] Chapter 3.1. and 3.4.
Definition 8.1.1. A subset S C A is called central and multiplicative if
i) st € S for all 5,t € S,
ii) 5€ SforallseS,
iii) if sa =0 € A forsome se€ Sand a€ A thena=0€A,
iv) sa=as€ Aforallse€ S andac€ A. a

Definition 8.1.2. Let S C A be a central and multiplicative subset. The localization
S~IA of A away from S is the ring with involution and 1 defined by the equivalence

classes of pairs (a,s) € A x S under the relation

(a,8) ~ (d/,s') <= as’'=d'se€ A

with
(a,8) + (a',s') = (as' +a's,ss)
(aa 3) ’ (a'la S,) = (aa/? 331)
(a,5) = (a,9)

O

Example 8.1.3. Let 7 be a group and w: @ — Z/2Z be a group morphism. Let
A = Z[r] be its group ring endowed with the w-twisted involution n-15 +— w(g)n-1,-1.
Then S = Z \ {0} is a central multiplicative subset of A. The localization of A away

from §' is canonically isomorphic to the group ring Q[n] with the obvious involution.

Definition 8.1.4. Let S C A be a central and multiplicative subset. A morphism
f: M — N of A-modules is called an S-isomorphism if the induced S~!A-module

morphism
S7lf. 871 — STIN
z [
s s
is an isomorphism. O

Definition 8.1.5. Let S C A be a central and multiplicative subset. A chain complex
C over A is S-acyclic if the chain complex S™1C = C ® S~ A is acyclic. O
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Definition 8.1.6. Let S C A be a central and multiplicative subset. A (A,S)-module

M is an A-module such that there is an exact sequence of A-modules
0—P-%Q—M-—0
with P and @ f.g. projective and d an S-isomorphism. O
Definition 8.1.7. Let S C A be a central and multiplicative subset.
i) Define the relative Q-groups
Q(A,S) = {be ST'Ab—¢€b=a—ea,ac A}/A
Q(STIA/A) = {be STIA|b—eb e A}/A
{be STIA|b = eb}/{a + €a: a € A}
C QS~'A/A) =S7'A/{a+b—ebla € A,be STIA}

N

Qe(A, S)

ii) An e-symmetric linking form (M, ) over (A, S) is an (A, S)-module M to-
gether with a pairing \: M x M — S~1A/A such that A(z,—): M — STIA/A
is A-linear for all z € M and A(z,y) = eX(y, z) for all z,y € M.

iii) A split e-quadratic linking form (M,\,v) over (A,S) is an e-symmetric
linking form (M, A) over (A, S) together with a map v: M — Q(S™!'A/A) such
that forall z,y € M anda € A

(a) v(az) = av(z)a € Q.(STIA/A)
(b) v(z +y) — v(z) — v(y) = Mz, y) € Qe(STIA/A)
() 1+ Tv(z) = Mz, z) € Q°(A, S)

a

Example 8.1.8. Let A=2Z and S = Z )\ {0}. Then S~'A = Q/Z. A (A, S)-module is
nothing but a finite abelian group.

An e-symmetric linking form (M, ) over (A, S) is a finite abelian group M together
with a bilinear e-symmetric pairing A\: M x M — Q/Z on it.

For € = 1 a split quadratic linking form (M, A, v) over (A, S) is nothing but symmetric
linking form (M, A) with v: M — Q1(S™'A/A) = Q/Z given by v(z) = tA(z, z).

For e = —1, Q_1(Q/Z) = 0 and a split skew-quadratic linking form (M, A, v) over (A, S)
is a skew-symmetric linking form (M, \) with A(z,z) =0 for all z € M.

8.2 Flip-Isomorphisms and Linking Forms

Let S C A be a central multiplicative subset of A.
As in the proof of [Ran81] p. 242ff we define the linking forms of preformations for

which « or p are S-isomorphisms.
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Definition 8.2.1. Let 2 = (F < G -£ F*,0) be a regular e-quadratic split prefor-
mation.

i) If p is an S-isomorphism there is a split (—e)-quadratic linking form L, =

(coker u, Ay, v,,) over (A, S) given by
Au: coker p x coker pp —» STIA/A, (z,y) — %7*(1:)(9)
_ 1 1
Vi coker 1 — Q_(STIA/A), y— ~0()(9)
for z,y € F*, g € G, s € S such that sy = u(g).

ii) If v is an S-isomorphism there is a split (—e¢)-quadratic linking form L, =
(coker v, Ay,vy) over (A, S) given by
1
Ay : cokery x cokery — STIA/A, (z,y) — e;,u*(x)(g)
- 1 1
vy: cokery — Q_(ST'A/A), Y — —;9(9)(g);
for z,y € F, g € G, s € S such that sy = y(g).
iii) If 4*p is an S-isomorphism there is a split (—e)-quadratic linking form L., =
(coker y*, Ay« y, Vo= ) Over (A, S) given by
1
Aysy: cokery*p x coker y*pu — STIA/A, (z,y) — ;x(g)

* —_ ]. T
Yy coker 77— Q_o(STIA/A), v ~00)(0)
for z,y € G*, g € G, s € S such that sy = v*u(g).

Similarly, there exist (—e)-symmetric linking forms LY, L* and L”"* for e-quadratic

preformations with + respectively p S-isomorphisms. O

Remark 8.2.2. The definitions are taken from the proof of [Ran81] Proposition 3.4.3
which establishes a correspondence between S-formations and linking forms. It is easy
to verify that a regular split e-quadratic preformation z = (F PRt ERye RN F*,0) and
its flip 2/ are S-formations if p or v are S-isomorphisms. Under that correspondence
z is mapped to L, and 2’ is mapped to L,. We will exploit this fact in the proof of
Proposition 8.2.3.

Let M_(A,S) be the abelian monoid of isomorphism classes of split (—¢)-quadratic
linking forms over (A,.S). Then the previously defined linking forms give rise to the

following homomorphisms of abelian monoids with zero.
L,: {[(F @G 2, F*,8)] € lygy2(A)|u is an S-isomorphism} — M_G(A,S)
Ly: {[(F <& G £ F*,8)] € lag42(A)|y is an S-isomorphism} — M_G(A, S)
Loy {[(F <G £ F*,0)] € logi2(A)|y*p is an S-isomorphism} — M_E(A, S)
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Linking forms can tell us something about elementariness and the existence of flip-

isomorphisms.

Proposition 8.2.3. Let z = (F < G £ F*,0) be a regular split e-quadratic prefor-

mation with either p or v an S-isomorphism.

i) If z allows a flip-isomorphism then both v and p are S-isomorphisms. Every flip-
isomorphism t = (a, B, x) induces an isomorphism of split (—e¢)-quadratic linking

forms [a™*}: L, = L,.

ii) Assume v and p are both S-isomorphisms and L, and L, are isomorphic. Every
isomorphism l: L, =, L., induces a stable flip-isomorphism (a, B,x) of z such
that [o™*] =1: L, = L,.

ii1) If z is stably elementary then

(a) v and p are S-isomorphism,

() Ly Ly,

(c) (G,v*u,0) is S-hyperbolic i.e. Ly+, vanishes in the Witt group LA, S) of
non-singular e-quadratic split linking forms (see [Ran81] p.271).

Similar for the non-split case.

Proof. For the proof it is necessary to remember the definition of the (2¢+1)-dimensional
quadratic complexes (N, ¢) and (N’,¢’) associated with z and its flip 2’ ((3.1) and (3.2)
on p. 42).

i) Direct calculation.

ii) z and its flip 2’ are split e-quadratic S-formations in the sense of [Ran81] p.240
Hence we can apply [Ran81] Proposition 3.4.3. The proof shows that there exists
a stable isomorphism of split e-quadratic S-formations between z and 2. Using
the isomorphism in Remark 2.2.17 iv) it is not difficult to show that this leads to

a stable (weak) flip-isomorphism of 2.

iii) Obvious from Proposition 2.4.2 iv) and [Ran81] Proposition 3.4.6ii).

8.3 The Linking-I-Monoid li3,(A)

Let S C A be a central multiplicative subset.
Proposition 8.2.3 shows that there is a strong relationship between flip-isomorphisms of

preformations which allow linking forms and the isomorphisms of those linking forms.
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Similar to Section 5.5 we define a monoid of preformations with linking forms and a

choice of isomorphism between them.

Definition 8.3.1.

l25q+2(A) = {[(F LG5 Fh) e lag+2(A)|p and « are S-isomorphisrns}
flagia(d) = {[(z1)]: [2] € I542(A)}

are sub-monoids of lag+2(A) and flogi2(A). Similarly one defines [21%(A) and fI577%(A)

in the non-split case. O

Definition 8.3.2. We consider tuples (z,1) with z = (F < G % F*,f) a regular
e-quadratic preformation such that v and u are S-isomorphisms and I: L, =, L, an
isomorphism of linking forms.

An isomorphism (7, ) of such tuples (z,[) and (2/,!') is a strong isomorphism (7, (): z
=, 2 of preformations such that I’ = n*in.

Define the hyperbolic elements (y,0) with y, = dH_ (A¥).

The stable isomorphism classes of such tuples form the linking-I-monoid U5, ,,(A)

Similarly we can define 137?(A) for the non-split case. O

Proposition 8.3.3. There is a commuting diagram of surjective morphisms of abelian

monoids with zero

flzsq+2(A) ETE l§q+2(A)

N oA

”igq+2(A)

with L(z,t = (a,B,v)) = (2, [a™*]), m¢(2,t) = z and m(z,1) = 2. The fibre 7~1([2])
of a preformation z = (F' PRty QLN F*,0) is either empty or the set of all isometries

L, = L. Similar for the non-split case.

Proof. Use Proposition 8.2.3 O

8.4 Asymmetric Signatures

Let S C A be a central multiplicative subset. Let z = (F «— G -5 F*,0) be a
regular e-quadratic split preformation such that v and p are S-isomorphisms. In other
words [z] € lfq +2(A). Proposition 8.2.3 shows that any flip-isomorphism gives rise to an
isomorphisms of the linking forms L., and L, and vice versa. The relationship between
flip-isomorphism and linking form isomorphism goes even further. We will prove that
the asymmetric signature of two flip-isomorphisms which induce the same isomorphism

LH =, L7 are identical.
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In the case of A = Z, this drastically reduces the amount of work one has to put into
checking all the asymmetric signatures (see Theorem 8.4.3). Instead of going through
all flip-isomorphisms of all the preformations z + 0H_.(A™), we only have to compute
them for the finite number of isomorphisms of two given linking forms of one arbitrary
representative of [z] € lag42(A).

First we need to check that the asymmetric signature of an isomorphism L# =, Lis
well-defined.

Proposition 8.4.1. Lett = (o, 3,x) and t' = (/, 5, X) two flip-isomorphisms of z

which induce the same isomorphism of linking forms
@ =[™: I* = LY
Then 6*(z,t) = 0*(z,t') € LAsy°(A). Similar in the non-split case.

We need a little lemma which shows that for 1-dimensional S-acyclic complexes quasi-
isomorphisms and chain-equivalences are the same. This is not true for arbitrary (even

free) chain complexes.

Lemma 8.4.2. Let N and N’ be free 1-dimensional S-acyclic chain compleres and
f: N — N’ a chain map which induces the zero map in homology. Then there is a

chain homotopy A: f ~ 0.

Proof. From f, = 0: Ho(N) — Ho(N') follows that im fo C im(d': N — N{). Let
{e1,...,en} be a basis for Ny and choose b; € Nj such that fo(e;) = d'(b;). There is a
A € Homp (Ng, N]) such that A(e;) = b; and therefore fo = d’A. On the other hand
d fi = fod = d'Ad. d' is injective (because N’ is S-acyclic) and therefore f; = Ad. O

Proof of Proposition 8.4.1. The asymmetric signature of a flip-isomorphism is con-
structed in Section 5.3 as the asymmetric signature of the (2q + 2)-dimensional sym-
metric Poincaré pair z* = (¢*: E; — E,(0,6;)). Its boundary is a twisted double
of the symmetric Poincaré pair (f: C — D, (0,¢)) in respect to the self-equivalence
(h,0): (C, ¢) = (C, ¢). We will show that the two flip-isomorphisms ¢ and t' lead to
homotopic equivalences (h, 0) ~ (hy,0) and that therefore the twisted doubles (OF;, 6;)
and(0Ey, 6y) are equivalent and, finally, that the asymmetric signatures of z' and z*
are the same.

As described in Section 4.2, t and ¢’ induce two isomorphisms (e, p), (¢/, p'): (N, ) =
(N, ") of the (2 + 1)-dimensional quadratic complexes defined in (3.1) and (3.2) on
p. 42ff. The fact that ¢t and t' induce the same linking form isomorphisms translates
into e* = ¢*: H*(N') — H*(N).

By Lemma 8.4.2, e and €’ are chain homotopic. Let A: e ~ ¢': N — N’ be a chain

homotopy.
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By the proof of [Ran80a] Proposition 3.4. (see also Lemma A.2.9) (e, p) and (¢, ')

induce isomorphisms
(9e,0), (9¢/,0): (C,4) = (AN, (1 + T)A¢) — (C',¢') = (BN', (1 + T)d(")
of 2¢g-dimensional symmetric Poincaré complexes given by

_\r+1
Oe = ((e) ( ) e(_]-*+ T)p) . (9Nr — N’r-l-l @ N2q+1—1‘ N (9N,". — Nyl-+1 D Nl2q+1—1‘

Using the fact that N and N’ are short and S-acyclic one can show that there is a chain
equivalence (8A,0): (9e,0) ~ (8¢/,0): (C, ¢) =, (C',¢') given by

g1 = (0 efA*a):Cq=F&F — Clyy =G

8A; = (ﬁ):Cq_1=G*—>C{1=F*eaF

As explained in Section 4.2 we compose de with the inverse (h,0): (C, ¢) = (C, ¢")
from (3.5) on page 44 in order to get the self-equivalence (h¢,0): (C, ¢) =, (C, ¢).

Using Lemma 6.1.2 or by direct calculation one finds a homotopy of the chain maps
(h~10A,0): (h,0) = (hy,0): (C,¢) = (C, )

which can be fed into Lemma 6.1.8. Hence o*(z,t') = o*(z!') = o*(z”) € LAsy®(A)
with 2/ = (¢": 8E; — E, (0, 6;)) given by

p-_—-‘(l ,3/ O—IBIA*Q_*)IaEt,q+1=G®G@F®F*—)Eq+1=G
Finally, there is a homotopy equivalence (1,1;1): ”/ — z given by
l=(0 efA*a™™ 0):0E=F"@F*®@G* — E;41 =G

Hence z” and z? are cobordant reld by Lemma 3.2.2. By Proposition 5.4.4 their asym-

metric signatures coincide. O

This proposition shows that the asymmetric signature of a flip-isomorphism in lfq 4o(A)

only depends on its induced isomorphism of linking forms.

Theorem 8.4.3. There is a lift of the asymmetric signature map of Theorem 5.5.3

SISH(A) — LAsy®(A)
o
HZFT2(A)

Similar in the non-split case.

Let m; be as in Proposition 8.3.3. If [z] € Z?H(A) is elementary then o*(n;![2]) = {0}
i.e. there exist isomorphisms l: L* =, L7 and the asymmetric signatures o*(z,l) €
LAsy®(A) vanish for all of them.
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8.5 Asymmetric Signatures of Simply-Connected Mani-
folds

We will now concentrate our efforts to simply-connected manifold i.e. the case of A = Z
and S = Z \ {0}. First we observe that results of Section 8.4 can be generalized - they
remain true even if v and p are not injective and if G is not free (i.e. if the preformation
is not regular). We can also show that the algebraic linking forms of an obstruction
preformation are induced by the topological linking forms in certain simply-connected
Kreck surgery problems.

Let z = (F <L G & F*) be a e-quadratic preformation over Z such that coker~y
and coker y are finite. (G may have torsion and v and px might not be injective). We
will show that the asymmetric signature for flip-isomorphisms of z also only depend on
their behaviour on the linking forms L” and L* by constructing a new preformation
2’ which is closely linked to z but fulfils all the requirements of Section 8.4 (i.e. it is

regular and its maps are S-isomorphisms).
Lemma 8.5.1. i) kery = kerp
ii) G/ ker v is f.g. free and of rank rk F.

#i) There is another regular split e-quadratic preformation 2’ over Z defined by 2=

(F L G/ ker~y , F*, %) for which the following diagram commutes

F

G—— F*

] ”i [
G/ kery

0

) z is elementary if and only if 2’ is elementary

v) Every flip-isomorphism t = (o, 8,0) of the e-quadratic formation (F L5
F*) induces a flip-isomorphism t' = (o, 8',0) of 2'. Then o*(z,t) = o*(2/,t) €
LAsy°(Z).

Proof. There is a free f.g. submodule G’ such that G = G’ ® kery. There can be no

torsion in G’ because « is a homomorphism into a free module. We write

¥y = (m 0):G=G®kery — F
p o= (k1 p2): G=G @kery — F*

1 is obviously injective and hence induces an isomorphism over Q. Therefore G’ has
the same rank as F. As v*u is (—e€)-symmetric, ps must vanish. Then p; must be
injective as well. Hence 2/ = (F <~ G’ £, F* 0|G") is a well-defined preformation

with all the claimed properties.
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By Lemma 2.4.5 z is elementary if and only if 2’ is elementary.
Let t = (a, B, x) be a flip-isomorphism of z. Obviously G(ker v) = ker u = kery. So we
can write

8= (g; Igg) :G=G ®kery — G =G Dkery

It follows that t' = (a, f1,0) is a flip-isomorphism of 2. The Definition 5.3.1 of the
asymmetric signature is independent of § and G, hence the signatures of t and ¢’ are

the same. o]

The lemma justifies the following generalization of asymmetric signatures:

Definition 8.5.2. Let [: L* — L be an isomorphism of split (—e)-quadratic linking
forms. Let 2’ be the regular e-quadratic split preformation constructed in Lemma
8.5.1. Then 6*(z,l) = 0*(/,1) € LAsy®(Z) is the asymmetric signature of z and

the isomorphism {: L* — L” of linking forms. 0

Theorem 8.5.3. If [2] € '*7%(Z) is elementary then the asymmetric signature 5*(z,1)

€ LAsy®(Z) vanishes for all isomorphisms 1: L* = of linking forms.
Proof. Follows from Lemma 8.5.1, Lemma 2.4.5 and Theorem 8.4.3. O

Definition 8.5.4 ([Ran02] Example 12.44). i) Let M be a (2¢g+ 1)-dimensional
manifold. The linking form on M is the bilinear form on the torsion submodule
of Hy(M) and Hy(M,0M) given by

Im: THo(M) x THy(M,0M) — Q/Z

1
($7y) L — ; <z,y>
with z € C4(M,0M) and s € Z\ {0} such that sz = d(z N [M]) € Cy(M).

ii) Let M — B be a map of (2¢ + 1)-dimensional manifold in a topological space.
The B-linking form on M is the (—¢)-symmetric form on the torsion submodule
of Hy41(B, M) given by

1% : THy1(B,M) x THy1(B,M) — Q/Z
(,y) +— lu(p(z),p(y))
with p: Hgy1(B, M) — Hy(M). a

Remark 8.5.5. If 8M = () then I is a non-singular (—e)-symmetric linking form on
THy(M).

Proposition 8.5.6. We repeat the assumptions of Kreck’s surgery theory in the simply-
connected case: Let p: B — BO be a fibration with m(B) = 0. Let M; be (2q + 1)-

dimensional manifolds with a (¢ — 1)-smoothings in B i.e. a lift of the stable normal
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bundle over p which is q-connected. Let f: OMoy — OM; be a diffeomorphism compatible
with the smoothings. Let W be a cobordism of MoUjy My with a compatible g-smoothing

over B. As in Corollary 2.4.6 we define an obstruction
(W) = (F<G-5 F*0)
= (Hg1(W, Mp) «— Hygy2(B,W) — Hg1((W, M1),0)
l’2q+2(Z)

m

If coker v = Hgy1(B, Mp) is finite then L7 = -—lﬁo.

If coker p = Hgy1(B, My) is finite then L¥ = —lﬁl.

Assume both cokernels are finite. If W is bordant reld to an h-cobordism then there
exist isomorphisms 1: L¥ = —IF S L =e- lf,,o‘ and their asymmetric signatures
&*(x(W),1) € LAsy®(Z) will all vanish.

Proof. The complex Cyro = Hgyo(B, W) s Cyy1 = Hyy1(W, Mp) has homology
H,(C) = H.(B, Mp). There is a homotopy equivalence m: C — C(B, My) and there
is a chain map C(B, My) — C._1(Mp) which induces the connecting homomorphism
O,: H«(B, My) — H._1(Mp). Both maps together yield a chain map

Cyt1(Mo) =2 Cy(Mo)

(I

Cq+2 ~ Cq+1

which induces the connecting map p: Hg41(B, M) — Hy(Mp).

Let a,b € cokery = Hgi1(B,Mp) = Hq+1(é'). Represent both homology classes by
chains @,b € Cy41. Then thereisag € Cy+2 and an s € Z\ {0} such that sa = v(g). Let
z € C9(My, dMy) such that p(g) = 2N[My)]. Then sp(a) = d(zN[Mp]). Hence lﬂo (a,b) =
1(z,p(b)). Let ' € HI*1(W, My') such that ' N [W] = b. Then IF (a,b) = $(p*z,b'N
(W]) = —eX(¥/,p*(2) N [W]). Since p is a connecting homomorphism p*(z) N W] =
—ei(z N [Mo]) = —eip(g) = —eu(g). Hence fy (a,b) = (¥, p(9)) = —e;p*(b)(9) =
—L"(a,b). O
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Chapter 9

Preformations over Skew Fields

For the whole chapter let ¢ = (—)? and let A be a weakly finite ring with 1
and involution.

At first sight the l-monoids seem to be uncomputable but with a little linear algebra
we can calculate them in the case of skew fields (see Section 9.1). If the characteristic
of A is not 2 the result is very simple: log2(A) = Logy2(A) ® N§. Any element
[z] = [(F <& G - F*,8)] € lag42(A) is determined by the dimension of the kernels of
Y, ty Y*, (1) and dim F —dim G and the Witt-class of (G/ ker v*p, v* 1) (see Corollary
9.1.12 and Remark 9.1.13).

In Section 9.2 we compute all its elementary elements. Again for the case char A # 2
we find a rather simple relationship: (F' MU RNy L} f) is stably elementary if and
only if (G/ker v*u,y*u) is stably metabolic, dimkery = dimker  and dim ker v*p =
dim ker v+ dim ker v* (see Corollary 9.2.2). As a by-product we prove that the quotient
monoid lpg+2(A) /lgfl 4+2(A) is not group if A is a skew field or a principal ideal domain
(see Corollaries 9.2.3 and 9.2.4).

The case char A = 2 demands more work. The simplest example is loq(Z/2Z) of which
we will give a complete description in Section 9.3.

Then we apply our findings about fields to laq+2(Z) (see Section 9.4). Unfortunately
the results are rather meagre: we get the “trivial” invariants described in Corollary
2.4.3 and, if ¢ is odd, invariants in Lo(Q) and Lo(Z/pZ) for all primes p.

We would have much less trouble in understanding the [-monoids if they were groups.
The computation of the I-monoids for skew fields of characteristic # 2 shows that they
at least can be embedded into Log(A) @ Z°. Unfortunately Section 9.5 shatters our
hopes by revealing that l4m2(Z[r]) violates the cancellation rule and that therefore it
is not a sub-monoid of a group.

We are obviously interested whether vanishing asymmetric signatures suffice in order
to show that a preformation is stably elementary. The computations of the [-monoids

for skew fields gives us the opportunity to falsify that conjecture in Section 9.6.
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9.1 Computation of the [-Monoids

We start with the definition of the Q-modules (see also [Ran02] 11.1) and the monoid
M ¢(A) of isomorphism classes of quadratic forms (G, §) with underlying symmetric form
(G,0). We will use them later to describe our candidate for the I-monoid of a skew field
- the m-monoid. They reappear in Section 9.5 when we deal with the cancellation rule
for l2g4+2(A). All these objects can be defined over any weakly finite ring A with 1 and

involution.

Definition 9.1.1 ([Ran02] Definition 11.1). For a free f.g. A-module K define

Q(K) = {v € Homp(K,K")|v—ev* =0}/{w + ew*|w € Homa (K, K*)}
Q(A) = {a€Ala—ea=0}/{z+ei|z € A}

Remark 9.1.2. They fit into an exact sequence of abelian groups

1+7T_¢
—

0 — Q(K) — Q_d(K) Q¢(K) — Q~°(K) — 0

Definition 9.1.3. The isomorphism classes of (—¢)-quadratic forms (G,0 € Q@)
over free f.g. modules G form an abelian monoid M¢(A) with operation (G, 8)+(G',8") =
(G® G’,0 @) and zero represented by the zero module. O

There is another way of characterizing M €(A).

Lemma 9.1.4.

U @@t/ ~ = M), [o,..., ] — [A’“,(m k)]

keNp
with (ay,...,ar) ~ (b1,...,bx) if and only if there exists an f € GLy(A) such that
> fuafi =bi € Q(A) forall1 <i<k.

a1
Proof. The map Q¢(A)* — Q¢(A%), ([a:])1<i<k — [( )] is bijective. O
ak
Example 9.1.5. i) There is a well-defined rank map
rk: M\E(A) — Ny, [M,0]— rk(M)

Assume that (1 4+ T_¢): Q_c(A) — Q7¢(A) is an injection. This is true e.g. for
rings which contain a central element z € A with z +Z = 1 (if A is a skew field
of characteristic # 2 take z = %) Then the group QE(A) vanishes and the rank

map becomes an isomorphism. Hence M ¢(A) = No.
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ii) Let A be a field such that Q¢(A) # 0 (that means char A = 2) and such that the

map A — @e(A), x +—— Zz is a surjection.

Finite fields of characteristic 2 with the identity involution fulfil those conditions:

their Frobenius homomorphism z —— 22 is surjective and QE(A) =A#0.

We use Lemma 9.1.4 to compute ]’\/I\e(A). Let k € N. Let a; € QE(A) for1<i<k

with a; # 0 € QE(A) for some j € {1,...,k}. Without loss of generality we

can assume j = 1. Let ¢; € A such that ¢;c; = a;. Define an invertible matrix
1 ifi=1land !l #1,

fFE€GL(A) by fi=4¢¢ ifl=1, . Then 5, fubifii = a; with b =
0 else,

(1,0,...,0). Hence a = b € 1/\4\€(A). b does not vanish because 1 # 0 € Q¢(A).

Therefore M ¢(A) contains precisely two elements of rank k: o represented by
(0,...,0) € A¥ and ey, represented by b= (1,0,...,0) € A*.

Therefore, the abelian monoid M €(A) is given by the set {0 = 0g, 01, €1, 02,€2,... }
with O represented by the trivial zero module and the operation o + 0; = 04
and oy +e =ex+e =ep- (G,0 € @‘(G)) with rk G = k represents e € ]\//YG(A)
if § £ 0 € Q(G) and or € ME(A) if § = 0 € Q(G).

iii) @1(2) = Z/2Z and as in the previous example we get the same monoid M (Z) =
MY(z/2z). Q—1(Z) = 0 and M~(Z) = N,.

The m-monoids are our candidates for the [-monoid of skew fields. Their definition is
rather cumbersome but for skew fields with char A # 2 it is rather easy (see Remark
9.1.7). Again we can define them over any ring. For arbitrary rings they are sub-

monoids of the /-monoids (see Proposition 9.1.7).

Definition 9.1.6. We consider tuples

(K, 0k € Q_c(K)), (S,8s € Q%(S)), (T, 67 € Q<(T)),
(X,0x € Q(X)), (2,02 € Q°(2)),y € No)

such that (K, fk) is non-singular i.e. (1+7T-¢)0x = 0 — ef},: K — K* is an isomor-

phism. We introduce an equivalence relation on those tuples.

((K’ OK), (S’ 95)a (Ta 9T)7 (Xa QX)’ (Z’ GZ)a y) ~
((Kla 01}()’ (SI’ 0;5')7 (Tla 93")1 (X,a OIX), (Z’7 0/Z)7 yl)

if and only if there exist t, € Homa(T,Z), s, € Homa(S,Z), z, € Homu(X, Z),
zs € Hompa(X,S), z; € Homa(X,T), k, € Homp(K, Z), ks € Homp(K,S), k €
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Homy (K, T), k; € Homa (K, X) such that

[(K',0%)] = [(K,0k +kiBzk, + ki0sks + kiOrk: + ki0xks = 0%)] € Lagi2(A)
[(X',6%)] = [(X,0x + 022, +zi0szs + 2}0rae)] € ME(A)
[(8,05)] = [(S,0s+ s%6zs.)] € ME(A)
[(T',6)] = [(T,0r+t:62t.)] € ME(A)
[(2,6%)] = [(2,62)] € M*(n)
Yy = yeNg

(Note that because of § = —0 € Q¢(M), the equivalence relation is symmetric. The

form (K, 0%,) is non-singular because (1 + T_.)0% = (1 + T_.)0xk.)
The set of equivalence classes forms the abelian m-Monoid magi2(A). O

Remark 9.1.7. i) There is a well-defined map of abelian monoids

Mmag+2(A) — Ng

[(Ka eK)v (5903)$(Ta 0T)a (Xa 9X)v (2702)):‘/] = (I'kS,I‘kT,I‘kX, rkZ,y)

ii) There is a well-defined surjection of abelian monoids

Logta(A) ® ME(A) @ No —  maggya()
([(K’eK)]’[(5’05)]>[(T’9T)]’[(X,GX)L[(ZveZ)]vy) = [(KaeK)a(S’OS)a(Tng)7
(X,ex),(Z,az),y]

iii) There is a well-defined injection of abelian monoids

Lag2(A) ®N§ —  magya(d)
(K, 0)],8,t,2,2,9) — [(K,0),(A%0), (Ata 0), (A%,0), (A%,0),9]
It is an isomorphism if Q¢(A) = 0.
We show that there is an injection of monoids maq42(A) < lag42(A) for any ring A.

Proposition 9.1.8. For any set of (—¢)-quadratic forms (K,A € Q_¢(K)), (S,0s €
04(S)), (T,0r € Q<(T)), (X,0x € Q(X)), (2,02 € Q°(Z)) andy € Ny one can define
an e-quadratic split preformation
n((Ka 9K)) (57 95)» (Ta HT)a (X7 OX), (Z’ 02)’ y) = 8(K7 01{)
+ (T <1710
L0+ @) L.
+ X X* X -S5X"®X,0x)
+ (v <Lz 2 7*0y)
with Y = AY. 1 induces a monomorphism magi2(A) — lag12(A) of abelian monoids.
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Corollary 9.1.9. There is a monomorphism of abelian monoids

n: LA ONg o 1PTHE(A)
(K, M), s,t,2,2,5) — [0(K,A) + (A%, 0) + (Af, AY)
+ AT+ @ AZ @ Ax+z) ATtz
+ (AY < AT % AVAY]

Proof. Use Remark 9.1.7. 0

Lemma 9.1.10. Let G; be free modules over A. Let (G = G, @ G2,0 € Q_(G)) be an
(—e€)-quadratic form such that 6 —ef* = <* O) :G@®H — G*® H*. Then there exist

00
unique 0, € Q_(G1) and 0y € Q5(G3) such that 6 = (901 ;)) € Q_(G).
2

A Ay
Az Ay

B = (0 A2>. 0 — ed* = (3 8) implies that Ay — €A = 0. Then

0 0
(4 )- [ 2)eoer

Therefore g = [A;] and 8y = [A4] do the job. O

Proof. Let A := ( ) :G® H — G* & H* be a representative of § and define

Proof of Proposition 9.1.8. Let (K, Ak ), (K', \};) be non-singular (—¢)-quadratic forms
and (S,05 € Q%(S)), (T,0r € Q«(T)), (X,0x € Q(X)), (2,82 € Q°(2)), (S',0%5 €
B4(S")), (T, 6, € B(TY), (X', 8 € Q(X")), (2,8, € Q(Z') and 3, € No such
that

ﬂ((K,oK),(S,GS),(T,QT),(X,QX),(Z,OZ),Z/) =
n((K',0x), (5, 05), (T",07), (X', 0%),(Z",02),¥') € lagy2(A)

After adding enough hyperbolic forms to (K, \) and (K’, \’) we can assume that there

is an (unstable) strong isomorphism of preformations
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with

F = KoSeT'o X X"®Y
G = KoSoTo X Z
vy = 1lg@lsg®lx: G— F
p = A®lrdlyxy: G— F*
6k 0 0 0 O
06s 0 0 O
0 = (0 0 6r 0 o)
0 0 06x O
0 0 0 0 6z
FI — K,@S,®T/*@X,€BX,*®YI
G = KoSoTaoX aZ
fy, = lK/@].S/@lX':G/'——’FI
g o= Nelp®lyx:G — F”
0pgr 0 0 0 O
0 85, 0 0 O
g = 0 0 6 0 O
0 0 0 0y O
0 0 O 0 ozl

Because of Corollary (2.4.3) we see that

Z®T =kery

Z®S =kerp
KeSed X =imy
K'eoT® X =impu

K* =im~*u

Z =ker ()
KoSoT o X X"®Y

and therefore K 2 K/, §= 8 T =T,

1%

kery =Z' & T

kery' =Z'® S
imy=KeoSao&X
impy =K"oT o X

(9.1)

1R

IR

R

1R

imv'*u' =K'
ker(zﬁ) =7
KeoSoT "o X oX"0Y'

IR

X=X, y=yand Z=Z"1If @E(A) was zero

we would be done now. The general case demands more work. We need to evaluate

the equations oy = ¥'3, o* /3 = p and B*¢'8 = 6 € Q_(G).

idg O
a1l 16 0 ids
. . 0 0
ay = . . 0 0
g1 Q66 0 0
0 0
id g 0 0 0 0
0 idg» O 0 0
' . 0 0 0 0 0
vh = 0 0 0 idy O
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 11 12 0 14 0
0 0 0 a1 (2 0 o4 0
0 0 0 | @31 @32 0 34 0
0 idy O| |o41 o2 0 agq O
0 0 0 51 (G52 0 k4 0
0 0 0 g1 Qg2 0 [ 1Y) 0
fui Pz Pz P Bis
B Bis Ba1 P22 P23 Poa PBos
) .}_]10 o 0 0 O
: | T | Bar Baz Baz Bua Pas
Ps1 Bss o 0 0 0 o0
0O 0 o0 0 o0
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Comparing both sides shows that ay = +/8 if and only if

/0411 12 013 Q14 015 Q16
a2] Qa3 (23 Q24 Q25 Q26
0 0 33 0 Q35 Q36
Qg1 Q42 Qg3 Q44 Q45 046
0 O 53 0 Qg5  O56
\ 0 0 ag3 0 ags aee

/au a2 0 ay O
a1 a2 0 agg O

B = | P31 Ba2 B3z Pas Pss

Q42 0 (s 7V} 0

Q41
\551 Bs2 Bs3 Psa Pss

Now we look at u = o*u/B3. First compute:

of; a5, 0 aj; 0 O N0 o0 0 0
ajyg o3 0 aj 0 O 0 0 O 0 0
* * * * * * :
J — a*ulﬂ - a13 0423 a33 a43 a53 a63 O 0 ldT' O O /B —
at, ab 0 o} 0 0 0 0 O 0 0
14 24 44
* * * * * *
Qy5 Qg5 Q35 O45 (55 Qgs 0 0 0 idy O
* * * * * %
Qie Qg (3 Qe Q55 g 0 0 O 0 0
* \/
aj; A 00 0 O
11
a;; a2 0 ayg O
* \/
apN 0 0 0 o for o o
ot AI 0 o ot 0 21 22 24
13 33 53 ﬂ B 18 [3 ,6 —
* 3/ 0 0 0 0 31 32 33 34 35 =
Q1g 0 0
* A * * 0 Q41 042 Q44
x5 Q35 05 Bso B
o \7 A Bs1 Bs2 Ps3 Psa Pss
ajeA’ 0 a3 age 0
o Nan ot Narz 0 o MNaig 0
af Moy aj N a1z 0 aj, Naig 0
ajzN a11+aj;3Ba1+agzaa ajzh aiztal;Baatatzoas al; B33 afz N ang+od,faatadsaue ofsBss
aj N an o N a2 0 ot N oy 0

015/\:0111+a§5ﬁ31+a350441 a'{5>\:a12+a§5ﬁ32+a35a42 0535833 a{5>\:a14+a§5,634+a35a44 o35 835
ajgN ar1tazgfaitaggaan ajgh aiz+aisBaataigoar alefBas ajgN arataisfaatalsaas algfss

We evaluate the matrix equation

A0 0 0 0
00 0 0 0
0 0id 0 0f_,
00 0 0 0
00 0 idx 0
00 0 0 0
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and find that o= *u = /3 (and ay = +/'f) if and only if

an 0 a3 0 a5 O

Qg1 Qo Q23 Q24 Q25 Q26

o o 0 0o 0 02)
ag1 0 o3 a4 45 046 '
0 0 a3 0 a§5* 0
0 0 63 0 Qg5 Qee
11 0 0 O 0
og1 azg 0 a O

B = |Bun 0 P33 PBaa O
41 0 0 Q44 0
Bs1 Bs2 Ps3 Bsa Bss

with af;Nai1 = A, ass = —a5584033, 015 = eX e 055, a1z = XN ary (B3 —

o 5503 )ass and B3 as well as ayq isomorphisms Because o and 3 are isomorphisms
it follows (by Proposition 2.2.2) that agg, ass and fss are isomorphisms as well. Con-
versely, any map o and 8 of the form (9.2) with the above properties defines an iso-
morphisms of the e-quadratic preformations (F <~ G - F*) and (F" Lo )
(i.e. ignoring quadratic refinements).

At last we analyze what (a, 3) does to the quadratic refinement i.e. we evaluate 6 =

B*0'B € Q_¢(G). First we compute

iy o3 B3 op B Ok 0 0 0 0
) 0 af 0 0 fBH]|0 65 0 0 0
G = pos=0 0 B 0 B5|l0o 0 6 0 0|8
0 by M3 oiq B 0 0 0 60x O
0o 0 0 o0 g5/ \0o 0o 0 0 6z
a’{lo}(/ a;lesl Bg‘l()T/ azlexl ﬂglezr 11 0 0 0 0
0 032(95/ 0 0 ,3;2921 21 G99 0 24 0
= 0 0 B3307 0 B30z Bsr O P33 B O
0 a§4051 ﬂ§40TI 0‘249X’ ,3’5*4921 41 0 0 a44 0
0 0 0 0 B550z Bs1 Bs2 Bsz Bsa Bss
Using Lemma 9.1.10
0k O 0 0 0
|0 6s 0 0 o
=0 0 6~ 0 0]€0Q.©
0 O 0 0x O
0 O 0 0 6z
if and only if
07 = Bis0z0s5 € Q5(2)
Or = PBis07/Bs3 + Biz0z8s3 € Q5(T)
0s = ol0san + B0z 85 € Q5(S)
Ox = 3405004+ 3407 P34 + 0ga0x1044 + 5407 P54 € Q¢(X)
Ok = of0ka1 + a3 0sa + B30 031 + o1 0x a4 + B5102:051 € Q_(K)
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These are exactly the equivalence relations of the Proposition. O
Theorem 9.1.11. If A is a skew field then n is an isomorphism.

Corollary 9.1.12. Let char A # 2. Then the inverse of n is given by

N7l lygra(A) — L¥T2(A) @ N3
(F 6P — (G ker v,y w),
s := dimker p — dimker (),
t := dimkery — dimker (}}),
z := dimker y*p — dimker p — dimker v + dimker (),
z :=dimker (), .
y := dim coker y — dim ker v* 11 + dim ker )

Remark 9.1.13. i) Let char A # 2. In regard to Corollary 2.4.3 and because of

1

dim coker y—dim ker v = dim F —dim G, one can simplify 7 and find an injection

of abelian monoids

vilagro(A) — L¥P(NoNioZ
(FL- ¢ -5 F 0 — ([(G/ ker v* u, v* )], dim ker 7, dim ker p,
dimker (}}),dimker v*u, dim F — dim G)

ii) For symmetric [-monoids [?9*2(A) there is an uniform result for all skew fields
regardless of their characteristic: Corollary 9.1.12 and i) give rise to an iso-
morphism 771: [29¥2(A) = L2+2(A) @ N3 and an injection v: [2+2(A) —

L2(A) o Nf o Z

Proof of Theorem 9.1.11. Let (F' e RN F* 0) be an e-quadratic split preforma-
tion.

Step 1: Due to Lemma 9.1.10 we get

(F L G- F*6) = (F<- G/(keryNkerp) 25 F*, o)
& (0<% keryNkerpy -2 0*,8).

with some 6’ € Q%(ker y N ker p).
Step 2: We can now start with a preformation (F «— G - F*,8) such that () is
injective.
Claim 1: For any subspace R C G with kery @ ker u @ R = G there is some subspace
A C F such that

~v(ker u) @ p(kery)* @ v(R)® A = F.
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Proof of Claim 1: Surely v|R and u| ker v are injective for R := R@® ker u. It is enough
to show that y(R) N u(kery)* = 0. So let » € R and v(r) € p(kery)*. Using the

canonical isomorphism F' — F™**, the map
®:F*— A, fr— f(y(r)

is in p(kery)*. Hence r = 0 & ® = 0 & ®|u(kery) = 0. But for any s € kery,
P(u(s)) = u(s)(v(r)) = eu(r)(v(s)) = 0.

Claim 2: There is a subspace R’ C G such that kery@® kerp @ R’ = G and u(R') C
v(R)* & A with A’ chosen as in Claim 1.

Proof of Claim 2: First we choose some arbitrary complement R of ker u @ keryin G
and A as in Claim 1. Then u(R) C F* = ~y(ker u)* @ u(kervy) ® v(R)* & A*. But
since for any r € R,s € kery, u(r)(v(s)) = eu(s)(y(r)) = 0, we can conclude that
u(R) C p(kerv) @ y(R)* @ A*. Hence for any r € R there’s an s, € ker(vy) and elements
gr € v(R)* and a, € A* with p(r) = p(s;) +gr +a,. The map r — s, is in fact a vector

space homomorphism

R . -1
R-Y u(R) Incl, g PrO) w(ker ) (wd ‘i”)) ker

Hence R’ := {r—s,|r € R} is a well-defined subspace of R@ker v. We have to check now
whether R’ has the two properties we want. Let z € R’ N (kery @ ker ). We show that
z vanishes necessarily. There arer € R, a € kery and b € ker p with x =r—s, =a+b.
It follows that » = 0 and s, = 0 and finally z = 0. Obviously dim R = dim R’. Hence
kery®keru® R' = G. It is clear that y(R) = v(R'). This means we can use the same
A for R and Claim 1 holds. At last, we want to show that u(R') C v(R')* @ A*: For
any £ € R’ there is an 7 € R with z = r — s, and u(z) = gr +a, € y(R')*® A* by
construction. Hence Claim 2 is proven.

From Claim 1 and 2 and Lemma 9.1.10 we conclude that

(F < G2 F*,0) = (y(kerp) < ker p — vy(ker )", 0n1)
® (u(ker”)® < kery - u(ker),6c)
® (W(R)®A)«— R — (vy(R)® A", 0R).
The first summand is strongly isomorphic to the boundary of the form (ker u,fs €
Q¢(ker 1)) and the second one is of the type (T* L, L N T**,07).

Step 3: At last we deal with the remaining preformation ((y(R) ® A) «— R -
(v(R)® A)*,0r). v = () and p = (4E) are injective by construction in step 2.

Without loss of generality v; = 1g. Let R = ker up & K. We rewrite our formation
therefore as
0 m
(1) ( 0 uz
0

( 5

((kerup® K ® A) — kerup @K — ' (kerur ® K & A)*,0R).

(==
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Now y*u must be (—e)-symmetric, hence u; = 0. It is also clear that pe must be an
isomorphism.

As p is injective so is u3: ker ug — A*. Therefore there are vector spaces X and
Y and isomorphisms ¢ = (g3) : A* S, XoY*and 7 : X > ker 1r such that
opzT = (1¥). This leads to the commuting diagram

10 00
00 U3 pa
B —— ——

kerur ® K® A ker up @ K (ker up)* ® K* @ A*

aTg ﬂT = e

XeoX*oY®K XOK ( ) X*oXY*"® K"

T 0 0 0 0
a=0 —urtuior —uituios 1), 5=(0 1).
0

* *
0 o] o

TN
coor
~OoO
N’
coro
Fooco

with

9.2 Computation of Elementary Elements

Even more important then the computation of lag42(A) for skew fields is probably to

provide an easy test for elementariness of its elements.

Theorem 9.2.1. Let A be a skew field with involution.

U([(K7 OK)a (Sv 05)) (Ta HT)a (X7 GX): (Z7 02)7 y]) € Z2Q+2(A)

is elementary if and only if

[(K,OK)’(S’QS'),(TaeT)’(X’eX)7(ZaGZ)’y] =
[0,(5,05),(5,05),(X,O),(Z,GZ),O] € m211+2(A)

Again the case of char A # 2 is much more digestible.

Corollary 9.2.2. Let A be a skew field with involution. Assume that char A # 2. Then
n([(K,N), 8,t,,2,y) is elementary if and only if s = t, [(K,\)] = 0 € L?*2(A) and
y=0.

(2] € lag4+2(A) is elementary if and only if v(2) = (0,a,a,b,c+2a,c) for some a,b € Ny
and ¢ € Z, i.e. if and only if [(G/ ker y*u,v*u)] = 0 € L29+2(A), dimker v = dim ker p
and dim ker v*u = dim ker v + dim ker v*.

The same statements hold for the symmetric l-monoids 129t2(A) for all skew fields of

any characteristic.

Proof. See Corollaries 9.1.9, 2.4.3 and Remark 9.1.13. ' O
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Proof of Theorem 9.2.1. It is obvious that the boundary of a stably metabolic form,
1x 0

(X ® X*) (L) X (—11) (X ® X*)*,0) and (0 «— Z — 0,6z) are elementary. The

preformation ((S & S*) 2 5p 5 Y (S @ S*)*,0s @ 0s) is elementary in respect to

U = {(s,s)|s € S}.

Assume that after adding hyperbolic forms to (K,0k) we can assume that the e-

quadratic split preformation
(F < G £ F*,8) = (K, 0k), (S,05), (T, 0r), (X, 0x),y,(Z,02))

is elementary in respect to the h-lagrangian

N

a A
b 0
Then vj = (3) and pj = ( § ) . We rephrase what it means to be elementary:
0 d
0 0

):U—>G=K€BS€BT®X®Z

DA OCR

5]

i) a*f0ka + b*0sb+ c*6rc + d*0xd + e*fze = 0 € Q_(A)
ii) (g) and (g) are injective
iii) 2dimU = dim K 4+ dimS +dimT + 2dim X + dimY
Criterion i) implies a*Xa = 0 and therefore rka < 3 dim K. That means that dimU =
k(%) < Ldim K +dim$ + dim X and dimU = rk () < 3dimK +dimT + dim X.

Together with criterion iii) this leads to y = dimY = 0 and dim S = dimT". Therefore

dim K is even and dimU = %dimK + dim S + dim X. The ranks tell us even more:
1 . a
SdimK +dimS + dimX = dimU=rk<b)
2 d
1
< rtka+rkb+rkd < 5dimK+dimS+dimX

Therefore the inequalities rka < %dim K and rkb < dim S and rkd < dim X are in fact
identities. Similarly we deduce rkc = dimT'. Together with the fact that a*Aa = 0 this
means that the (—¢)-symmetric form (K, ) has the lagrangian L = ima. We write K =
L*® L. There are §; € Q_(L*) and 87 € Q¢(L) such that §x = (901 012) € Q_(L*®L).
Criterion ii) is equivalent to V Nkerb = V Nkerc = 0 with V := kera Nkerd. This

implies

dimS = rkb=dimU —dimkerd > dimV
= dimker a + dim ker d — dim(ker a + ker d)
> (dimU —rka) + (dimU —rkd) — dimU = dim §
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which means that dimU — dimkerbd = dimV = dim S and therefore V @ kerb = U.
Using this decomposition, j looks like this:

0 0
a 0 ao
. b by O .
j= = :Vokerb—> (L'eL)yoSeToXZ
c c1 ©
d 0 do
€1 €2

Now b; = b|V and c¢; = ¢|V are injective and due to dimension reasons they are in fact
isomorphisms. On the other hand (3: ) is injective and again by comparing dimensions,

the map turns out to be an isomorphism. We feed this information into criterion i):

(&) a) o) (@) 0e(Gee
+ (g)ox© @)+ (F)oz(er e)=0ed)

- b10sbi + cibrcy + ejfzer ci0rca + ejbzes
cyfrer + e§0Ze1 a302a2 + c30rce + d30xda + e50ze

) =0€ Q)
This is the case if and only if

6s = f*(6r+g"029)f =0€ Q%(S)
(%) = worh+k0zk e QLX)
with f = ¢1b7%, g = erc], h=co (gﬁ)—l and k = ey (g )_1. (Note that signs do not

matter because 20 = 0 € Q¢(M)).
Define hy = h (), k1 =k(§), ha =h(9) and k2 = k(9). Then

Ox = h30rhg + k30zks € Q(X)
= (5 )
= (3 3)”0 h) 0r (0 m)+ (0 k1)'67(0 k1) €Q(L*@L)
O

As an approximation to the question whether a class in lpg42(A) is elementary or not
one can look at its image in the quotient monoid lgq42(A) /lgfl +2(A). Much would be
won if this object was a group. Unfortunately the following corollaries show that in the

case of skew fields and principal ideal domains they are not.
Corollary 9.2.3. Let A be a skew field. Then the quotient monoid
l2q+2(A)/l§fﬁ’§(A) is not a group.

Proof. Let y # 0. There is no = € laq42(A) such that 2+7(0,0,0,0,0,y) € lgff_fﬁ(A). O
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Corollary 9.2.4. Let A be a principal ideal domain. Then the quotient monoid

52q+2(A)/l§fff§(A) is not a group.

Proof. Let F = Quot(A). Let y # 0. Assume there is an = € lyq42(A) such that
z + 1n(0,0,0,0,0,y) € lgé‘ir"é(A). Tensoring with F yields the existence of an z’/ =
zQ®F € lyg42(F) such that 2’ +1(0,0,0,0,0,y) € lgf]%r";(F). This is a contradiction. O

9.3 The I-Monoid ly,(Z/2Z)

The easiest non-trivial example (i.e. char A = 2) for mgg42(A) and hence log2(A) is
the case A = Z/2Z.

We know that the Arf-invariant induces an isomorphism Logt2(Z/2Z) = Z/2Z. By
Example 9.1.5, M\(Z/2Z) = {0 = o0g, 01,€1,02,€2,...} with a commutative operation
given by 0+ 0 = o4 and ey =ex +e, =ex+ 0. (G,0 € Q(G)) = exg € JTJ\(Z/2Z)
if0#0e Q(G) and (G,0 € O(G)) = orxe € M(Z/2Z) if = 0 € Q(G).

A little lemma helps us to disentangle the equivalence relations in the definition of
Maq+2(Z/2Z).

Lemma 9.3.1. Let (M = Z/2Z™,0 € Q(M)) and (N = Z/2Z",v € Q(N)) be quadra-
tic forms over Z/2Z.

There exists a b € Homg o7(M, N) such that (M,0' = 0 + b*vb) = om € M\(Z/2Z) if
and only if (M, 0) = om € M(Z/2Z) or (N,v) = e, € M(Z/2Z).

There exzists a b € Homg/oz(M, N) such that (M,0' = 6 + b*vb) = em € M(z/27) if
and only if (M,0) = en € JTf(Z/QZ) or (N,v) =ep € ]T/f(Z/2Z).

Proof. If  # 0 € Q(M) then there is a g € GL(M) such that g*g = diag(1,0,...,0)
be QM). Ifv # 0 € Q(N) then there is an h € GL(N) such that h*vh =
diag(1,0,...,0) = c € Q(N). Let A € Homg /97 (N, M) such that A*cA = b (ie.
Ay =1 all other A;; =0).

If6=0¢c Q(M),b=0 gives 0 =0 Q(M).

If0#0€e QM) and v#0€eQ(N), b=hAg~! gives ¢ =0 € Q(M).

If0#0 e Q(M), b=0 gives & #0 e Q(M).

If0=0eQ(M)and v#0ecQ(N),b=hA gives 0 # 0 € Q(M).

If0#0e Q(M)and v=0¢ Q(N) then & # 0 € Q(M) for all choices of b.
Conversely if v =0 € Q(N) then §/ =6 € Q(M) for all choices of b. a

Proposition 9.3.2. Let (Z/2Z2,0i) be non-singular quadratic preformation with Arf-

invariant © € Z/2Z. There is an isomorphism

2/22 & M(Z/2L)* ®No/ ~ — magr2(Z/2Z)
k,s,t,z,z,y] +— [(Z/ZZZ,Hk),s,t,x,z,y]
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with (k,s,t,z,z,y) ~ (K',s',¢',2/, 2,y if and only if

4

¥ =yeNp

2 =z€ M(Z/2Z)

t’=t€1Tl\(Z/QZ) if z = 04 for an a € Ny

s'=se M(Z/2Z) ifz=o0, for ana€ Ny

¥=zx¢ ]TJ\(Z/QZ) if z =04, s =0y and t = o, for some a,b,c € Ny

\k' =keZ/2Z ifz2=0q4, 8= 0p, t =0, and T = o4 for some a,b,c,d € Ny

Define m(o) = (2/2Z*,0 € Q(Z/2Z%)) for k € Ny. For any | € N choose some
vy #0¢€ Q(Z/2Zl) (for ezample one represented by the identity matriz) and define
m(e)) = (Z/2Z',v,)). Then there is an isomorphism
n':Z/22 & M(Z)2Z)* ® No/ ~ — logs2(Z/22)

[k:,s,t,a:, Y, Z] — [n((Z/2Z2’gk)’m(s)’m(t)’m(m)am(y)vm(z))]

Proposition 9.3.3. Define the subsets A; C Z/2Z & J/\/I\(Z/2Z)4 ® Np

Ay = {(0,0s,0t,0z,0;,Y) : 5,t,2,y, 2 € Ny}
A = {(1,0s,0t0z,0;,Y) : 8, t,2,Y, 2 € No}
Ay = {(0,0s,0t,€z,0;,Y) : 8,t,2,y,2z € Nog,z # 0}
A3 = {(0,es,0,0z,0:,Y) : 8,t,2,y,2z € Ny, s # 0}

)
)

Ay = {(0,0s,€t,0z,02,Y) : S, t,x,y,2 € Ny, t # 0}
):s,t,z,y,2 € Ng,s,t # 0}
)

A5 = {(Oa €s5,€t,0z,0z,Y
Yy

Aﬁ = {(Oa Og,0t, Oz, €2, : S,t,iL‘, Y, 2 € NO’Z 75 0}

Then A= A1 U AU A3 U Aqg U As U Ag is a complete set of representatives.
Actem = {(k, s,t,2,0,2) € AgUA5UAg} are all the elements of A whichn' of Proposition

9.3.2 maps to elementary elements.

Proposition 9.34. Let z = (F <& G % F*,0) be a quadratic split preformation
over Z/2Z. Define B; = n'(A;) C log42(Z/2Z). Let

s = dimkerp — dimker (})

t = dimkery —dimker(})

z = dimkery*y — dimker p — dimkery + dimker (}})
z = dimker(})

y = dimcokery — dimkerv*u + dimker )
(compare Corollary 9.1.12). Then

i) If B|(ker (1)) # 0 € Q(ker (1)) then [z] = 7/(0, 05, 0¢, 0z, €2, y) € Bes.
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i) If O|(ker (1)) =0 € Q (ker (1)) and 8|(kery) #£0 € Q(kery) and B|(kerp) #0 €
Q(ker i) then [2] = 1'(0, es, ¢, 0z, 02, y) € Bs.

iti) If B|(ker (1)) = 0 € Q(ker (})) and 8|(kerv) # 0 € Q(kery) and G|(kerp) =0 €
Q(ker p) then [2] = /(0,05 €, 0,02, y) € Ba.

iv) If B|(ker (1)) = 0 € Q(ker (1)) and 6|(ker) = 0 € Q(ker) and f|(kerp) # 0 €
Q(ker p) then [z] = 7/(0,es, 04,0z, 02, Y) € Bs.

v) If O|(ker (1)) = 0 € Q(ker (7)) and 8|(kery) = 0 € Q(ker~y) and |(kerp) =0 €
Q(ker 1) and 6|(ker v*p) # 0 € Q(ker v*p) then [z] = (0, 05,04, €5, 02,y) € Ba.

vi) If O)(ker v*p) =0 € @(ker v*u) then (G/ker v*u, 0) is a well-defined non-singular
quadratic form. If its Arf-invariant vanishes then z = 1/(0, 05, 0¢,05,0;,Y) € Bo
else [z] = 7'(1, 05, 01, 02,0;,Yy) € Bi.

(2] € l2g+2(Z/2Z) is elementary if and only if y = 0 and [z] € BoU Bs U Bg

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 9.1.11 there is an (unstable) strong isomorphism
(a, B) of z with n((K,0k), (S,8s), (T,0r), (X,0x),(Z,02),y). It is easy to check (com-

pare with (9.1)) that 8 induces isomorphisms of the quadratic forms

(ker (1), 6| (ker (}1))) (Z,0z)
(kerv,0|(kervy)) = (Z&T,0z®07)
(ker u,0|(kerp)) = (Z® S,0z ®0s)
(ker v* i, 0| (ker y* 1)) (ZoSPTDX,0,P0s®0rDOx)

R

1%

Using the equivalence relations laid down in Proposition 9.3.2 proves the claims. O

9.4 Application to Preformations over Z

Let A be a field. Let z = (F < G £ F*) be a regular e-quadratic preformation over
Z. Tensoring with A yields a preformation z® A over A. If z is elementary obviously also
2®A is elementary. Therefore it makes sense to wonder whether additional obstructions
to the (stable) elementariness of z can be found by applying the results of the previous
section to z ® A.

Let P C Ny be the set of all primes. Define for any prime p € P

¢p: 129%2(2) — 1PX(Z/pZ), zr+— zQ®L/pL
¢o: 1272(z) — lzq”((@), z2—2QQ

Any map [29+2(Z) — 12*2(A), 2 — z @ A factors through ¢chara because Q and
Z/pZ are the prime fields and isomorphic to the images of the map Z — A. Hence we

can concentrate on those fields.
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Note that lpg42(Q) = 129+2(Q) and log42(Z/pZ) = 12972(Z/pZ) for p # 2. In or-
der to transfer the following results to l3q42(Z) the reader simply needs to replace
124+2(Z/2Z) = L?9%%(Z/2Z) ® N (see Remark 9.1.13) by the map for the more cum-
bersome lq+2(Z/2Z) in Section 9.3.

It is well-known that in L-theory there is an exact sequence

0 — L%2z) — LYQ) — P L(z/pZ) — 0
P

The following observation shows that a similar result cannot be expected from the

{-monoids.
Proposition 9.4.1. For all p € PU {0}
i) ¢p is surjective unless p =2 and q even,
it) ¢p is not injective,
i) there is a non-elementary z € 129%2(Z) such that ¢p(2) is elementary.
We need some important facts about maps and skew-symmetric forms over Z.

Theorem 9.4.2 (Smith Normal Form). Let A € Mat(n x m,Z) with r = rk A.
Then there are g € GL,(Z) and h € GLy,(Z) such that gAh = diag(d,...,d,,0,...,0)
with d;|diy1 for all1 < i < r and all d; > 0.

Theorem 9.4.3 (Skew Smith Normal Form ([New72] pp. 57)). Let A € Mat(nx
n,Z) be skew-symmetric with r =tk A. Then r is even and there is a g € GLn(Z) and
a diagonal matriz D = diag(dy,...,dx) with d;|di+1 for all1 < i < k and alld; > 0

0 DO
such that r = 2k and g*Ag=|—-D 0 0].
0 0 O
Proof of Proposition 9.4.1. i) Let p = 0. Let z = (F < G % F*) be an e
quadratic preformation over Q. There is an N € Z such that ¥/ = Nv and
i’ = Np are matrices over the integers. Let F’/, G’ be free modules over Z of
the same rank as F, G respectively. Then there is a strong isomorphism (1, %)

between z and (F' «— G’ £ F') ® Q. Hence ¢y is surjective.

Let H = (%) € Mat(2k x 2k,Z) and v € Mat(2k x 2k, Z) of full rank. Define
p = H~y. Then z, = (Z* Loz B, Z?%) is an e-quadratic preformation over
Z. There is a strong isomorphism (1,7): 2z, ® Q — 8(H ~¢(Q*)) over Q. Hence
do(zy) = 0 € 122+2(Q) for all choices of y. However z, # z, € I1297%(Z) if e.g.
coker v # coker ¥’ (See Corollary 2.4.3). So ¢g cannot be injective. If e.g. v = 2
then z, cannot be elementary (because 7j is not a split injection for any map
j: U — Z%) but ¢o(z,) is.
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ii) Let p € P be a prime. Let z be an e-quadratic preformation over Z/pZ. By Corol-
lary 9.1.9 and Remark 9.1.13, z is strongly isomorphic to n((K, A), s, t,z,y, ) for
some s,t,z,y,z € Ng and (K, \) € L?*2(Z/pZ). If q is odd L2*%(Z/pZ) is gen-
erated by elements (Z/pZ,[n]) for n € {1,...,p — 1}. Tensoring the symmetric
form (Z,n) over Z with Z/pZ obviously gives (Z/pZ, [n]). Hence there is a (—¢)-
symmetric form (K’,\') over Z such that (K, X)) ® Z/pZ = (K, ). If q is even
and p # 2, L?912(Z/pZ) = 0 and we choose (K’, ') = 0. Obviously the image of

the quadratic preformation
n((K,a ’\/), 5,t,,y, 2)

under ¢, is z € 129%%(Z/pZ). Hence ¢, is surjective.

If g is even and p = 2 then [8(Z/2Z, 1)] € [?9+2(Z/2Z) cannot be in the image of
b2.

z1=0(2% (9})) = 0H5(Z) and zo = 8(Z, ($ '$7)) are different in [2772(Z) but
bp(21) = #p(22) = 0 € 1?97%(Z/pZ). So ¢, cannot be injective. Note that 27 is

not elementary but ¢p(22) is.
O

Now we analyze the combination of all ¢,.

Proposition 9.4.4. Define

p=go® [] ¢p: 1"*(2) — @0 []*(2/p2)

peEP peP

Let z = (F < G - F*) and 2/ = (F' I & £ F') be e-quadratic preformation

over Z. Assume that

kery = kery
cokery 2= coker v
kerp = kery
coker . = coker y’
kerv*u = kervy'*y
cokery*u = cokery'*y’
ker () = ker(Zj)
coker () = coker (Z: )
[(G/kery*p,v*w)] = [(G'/kery*p,v*p)] € L***(Q)

(G ®Z/pL/ ker(v* 1 @ Z/pZ), v n® Z/pZ)] =
(G’ ® Z/pZ/ker (v 1 @ Z/pZ),v'" W ® Z/pZ)] € L***(Z/pZ) (p€P)
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Then ¢(z) = ¢(Z').

Assume that

iR

ker v ker p

1R

coker y coker p

IR

ker yv* ker v @ ker v*

R

coker v* i1 coker 7y @ coker v*

[(G/kerv*u,v*n)] = 0¢€ L**(Q)
(G ®Z/pZ/ker(v*1 ® Z/pZ),v* 1 ® Z/pZ)] = 0€ L****(Z/pZ) (p € P)

Then ¢p(z) is elementary for all p € P.

For € = 1 one can ignore all the conditions about the L-groups since they all vanish. The
proof of the Proposition follows from Remark 9.1.13, Corollary 9.2.2 and the following

observation.

Lemma 9.4.5. Let f: M — N be a homomorphism of free Z-modules. Then

rk(coker(f ® A)) = rk(coker(f)® A)
rk(ker(f ® A)) rk(ker(f)) + rk(Tor(coker(f),A))

Proof. Apply the Universal Coefficient Theorem to the “complex” f: M — N. O

9.5 The Cancellation Rule and ly,;2(A)

On the algebraic side, one obvious disadvantage of Kreck’s approach is that the ob-
structions do not live in a group but in a monoid. One can easily see that log42(A) is

not a group. The set of all its invertible elements is the image of
Log+2(A) = lgg+2(A),  (K,0) — O(K, )

One can still wonder whether lyq42(A) can at least be embedded into a group. A
necessary and suflicient criteria for the existence of such an embedding is the validity

of the cancellation rule.

Definition 9.5.1. A monoid M fulfils the cancellation rule if for all z,y,z € M with
z + z =y + z follows that z = y. a

Proposition 9.1.9 shows that lp4;2(A) is embeddable into a group if A is a skew field of

characteristic not equal 2. In a lot of other cases we are less fortunate.

Proposition 9.5.2. i) If A is a weakly finite ring with involution such that x+Z # 1
for all x € A then lymi2(A) does not fulfil the cancellation rule.
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i) Let Z[r] a group ring as in Example 8.1.8. lymi2(Z[r]) does not fulfil the cancel-

lation rule.

iti) For any skew field A with char A = 2 and identity involution lagy2(A) does not

fulfil the cancellation rule.

Proof. Let € = (—)%. One can easily prove from scratch (or using Proposition 9.1.8)

that the map
ME(A) — lags2(A)
(5,0) — 8(S,0) = (S < § - 5%,0)

is an injection. We will show that M 1(A) does not fulfil the cancellation rule for the
rings described above.
i) Assume that there is no z € A such that z+Z = 1. Define a = (A,1),b = (A,0) €
Q'(A). Then

a+b

@0 = (g o) € @)

ata = (A2,0’=((1) (1))6@1(1\2))

((1’ }) € GLa(A)

Then f*¢'f = 6 € Q'(A?) and hence a+b = a+a € M}(A). Now we have
to show that b # a € ]/\l\l(A) Assume b = a € M(A) ie. assume there is a
g € A* = GL;i(A) such that g*1g =0 € Ql(A). Then there is a y € A such that
Gg =y + 7. Then z = g~lyg~! fulfils z + Z = 1 which is a contradiction.

f

ii) Assume that £ = 37, ng - 15 € Z[n] is such that z + & = 1. Then 2n; = n; +
w(l)n; = 1 € Z which is not possible. Hence z +Z = 1 for no z € A. Hence

l4m+2(Z[7]) does not fulfil the cancellation rule.

iii) If A is a skew field of characteristic 2 with identity involution then Z + z = 0 for
all z € A.

9.6 Asymmetric Signatures over Fields
Let A be a field with involution. By Remark 9.1.13 there is an isomorphism

n: LAY2(A) @ N3 = 129+2(4)
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. Using this computation, we will investigate whether it is enough for a preformation
to have flip-isomorphisms and vanishing asymmetric forms in order to be elementary.
The proofs will use properties of the asymmetric Witt-groups of fields. The reader is
referred to [Ran98] Chapter 39D for any details.

Proposition 9.6.1. Let w = n((K,\),s,t,z,y,z) be an e-quadratic preformation.
Then w allows (stable) weak flip-isomorphisms if and only if s = t. w has stable
strong flip-isomorphisms if also 2 - (K, \) = 0 € L%+2(A).

Proof. Let w = n((K, A),s,s,z,y,2). The proof of Proposition 9.1.11 reveals that
even without stabilization we can split w up into three e-quadratic preformations
w = w; ® we ® ws such that w; = 7((K, A),0,0,0,0,0), wy = n(0,s,s,z,0,2z) and
ws = 1(0,0,0,0,y,0). wo is elementary and therefore has a strong flip-isomorphism
by Corollary 4.1.3. Any isomorphism f:Y =,y yields a strong flip-isomorphism
(f,0) of the e-quadratic preformation (Y U PN Y). Hence ws has a strong
flip-isomorphism. For any (—e)-symmetric form (K, ), there is a flip-isomorphism
(A%, 1, —2271) of (K, \).

On the other hand if w has a flip isomorphism then obviously rky=rk . Using (9.1)
one easily deduces s = t.

Now we consider the case of strong stable flip-isomorphisms. The flip of w is an strongly
isomorphic to n((K, —=A),t, s, z,y, z). Hence w has - after some stabilization - a strong
flip-isomorphism if and only if s = ¢t and 2- (K, \) = 0 € L?3+2(A). O

Definition 9.6.2. A e-quadratic preformation z = (F «— G —% F*) is nice
if it is either stably elementary or if it has a stable flip-isomorphisms for which the
asymmetric signature is not zero.

A field with involution is nice if all its e-quadratic preformations are nice i.e. if the

converse of Theorem 5.5.3 is true. d

Proposition 9.6.3. A field A is nice if

i) for all (K,)) € L?3%2(A) there is an a € AX and s € A such that (g?-‘ﬁ;) #
S
(K, \) € LAsy®(A),
it) there is an @ € GLa(A) and 0 € Mat(2 x 2,A) such that (g?f}) #0 €
a

LAsy®(A).
If the second criterion is violated then A is not nice.

Proof. Let A be a field with involution for which the two criteria are fulfilled. Let
w = (F < G £ F*) be an e-quadratic preformation for which there exists (stable)
flip-isomorphisms and for which all asymmetric signatures vanish. Without loss of

generality we can assume that w = w) + wp + w3 with w; € n((K, ), 0,0,0,0,0),
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wy € 1(0, s, 8,7,0,2) and ws € 7(0,0,0,0,y,0) (compare with the proofs of Propositions
9.6.1 and 9.1.11). We need to show that y = 0 and [(K,\)] =0 € L2+2(A).
fi = (A*,1,-2)x71) is a flip-isomorphism of w;. Its asymmetric signature o*(wy, f1) =

(K,)\) € LAsy’(A) because p @ —A has the lagrangian

€ 1
0 —eA
1 0
—e 1

with p as in Definition 5.3.2.

wo is elementary and hence has a flip-isomorphism fy for which o*(wq, f2) = 0 €

LAsy°(A).

Assume that y = 2m + 1. Let a € A* and s € A such that (g
1

LAsyO(A). Define a flip-isomorphism f3 = ((§ § g) 0, (Ea—lgsa_

o*(w, f1 + fa + f3) # 0 which is a contradiction.

o) # (K,—-X) €
§)) for wz. Then

So we assume y = 2m. Define a new flip-isomorphism f§ = ((23),0,0). Then 0 =

o*(w, fi + fo+ f4) = (K,\) € LAsy®(A). The natural map L*7t?(A) — LAsy°(A)

is injective for fields, so (K,\) = 0 € L%*2(A). Assume that m > 0. Then f§ =
00 @ 15a* 00\ . o . .

((8 0 (1)) ,0, ( g 88)) is another flip-isomorphism of ws such that o*(w, f1 +

fa+ f) # 0. This is again a contradiction, hence m = 0.

If the last criterion is not true then (A2 Loy A?) is not nice. a
Corollary 9.6.4. Every non-singular e-quadratic formation over a field is nice.

Proof. Similar to the proof of the preceding Proposition using the fact that (2] €
n(qu(A)7N07N01N0aO7 O) O

Example 9.6.5. Fields with LAsy°(A) = Z/2Z are not nice. Let M(A) be defined as
in [Ran98] 39.19.

i) Let C* be the complex field with the identity involution. Then M(A) = {z £ 1}.
By [Ran98] 39.27

LAsy®(C*) = L°(C*,1) @ LO(C*, —1) = LY(C*,1) = Z/2Z

ii) Let A be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 2 with the identity involu-
tion. Then M(A) = {z — 1} and LAsy®(A) = L°(A) = Z/2Z (Every symmetric
form over A can be diagonalized. Because A is algebraically closed the diagonal
elements can be chosen to be 1. Obviously such forms are metabolic if and only

if the rank is even).

But there are also positive results:
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Lemma 9.6.6. Ife =1 and char A # 2 then the first condition of Proposition 9.6.3 is
fulfilled.

Proof. Let ¢ = 2m. Let (K,\) € L29*2(A) = L™+2(A). Then by [Ran98] Proposition
39.27 LA™*+2(A) = LO(A,—1) and L4™(A) = LO(A, 1) are both subgroups of LAsy?(A)
whose intersection is trivial.

By Proposition 5.6.4, ®1(A,1) = (A,1) € L™(A). It cannot be the image of any
(—e€)-symmetric form in LAsy®(A). O

Proposition 9.6.7. Let € = 1. Every field A with char A # 2 and an involution that

is not the identity is nice.

Proof. We have to show that the second condition of Proposition 9.6.3 is fulfilled.
Let b € A such that b # b. Let a = % # 1. By Proposition 5.6.4, ®;(A,1) =
(A, 1) € L™F2(A) = LO°(A,1) € LAsy®(A) and ®1(A,b) = (A,b—b)+z € LO(A, —1) @
LAsy?zz_a)oo (A) € LAsy®(A) (see also [Ran98] Chapter 39D). For rank reasons ®; (A, 1)
and ®;(A,b) are not zero in LAsy’(A) and because the intersection of L4™*2(A) =
L°(A,—-1) and L*™(A) = L9(A, 1) in LAsy°(A) is zero, ®1 (A2, (3 9)) # 0 € LAsy®(A).

O

Proposition 9.6.8. Q is nice.

Proof. Let e = 1. 1(Q?,1) = (Q%1) # 0 € L™(Q) C LAsy°(Q) by Proposition 5.6.4.
By Lemma 9.6.6 and Proposition 9.6.3, Q is nice.
Now let ¢ = —1. By Proposition 5.6.4 and [Ran98] Chapter 39D,

-1
a

_1(Q"0) = (Q",20) + (Q" oQ", ( ) :i)) € LOA1) @ LAsylan iy (A)
c LAsy’(A)
for any a € Q\ {0}. Hence e.g. ®_1(Q?,1) # 0 € LAsy(A).
Let (K,\) € LY™(A) = LO(A,1). Let a = 1 if sgn(K,\) > 0 and a = —1 else. Using the

signature it is obvious that (K, \)+®_1(Q,a) # 0 € LAsy°(A) because their projection
onto L°(A, 1) is not vanishing. Again Proposition 9.6.3 finishes off the proof. a
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Appendix A

A Crash Course in Algebraic
Surgery Theory

This chapter is a compilation of the main theorems and constructions of algebraic
surgery theory, taken from [Ran80a] or [Ran81]. Section A.1 repeats basic definition
of algebraic topology and defines quadratic and symmetric complexes. In Section A.2
we define quadratic and symmetric pairs, boundaries, Thom-complexes and thicken-
ings. The union of Poincaré pairs are treated in Section A.3. The last Section A.4
discusses surgery on complexes.

Throughout this chapter let A be a weakly finite ring with 1 and an involution
and let € € A such that é =¢~! (e.g. e = £1).

A.1 Quadratic and Symmetric Complexes

Let X be a finite CW complex with universal cover X. Let C = C(X) be its chain
complex of f.g. finite Z[m;(X)]-modules. A generalization of the diagonal chain map

that is used to define the Steenrod squares yields a natural transformation
A: C — W) = {¢s: C" ™ — Cy|r € Z,s > 0}

For any homology class z € C,,(X) we can define an n-dimensional symmetric Poincaré
complex (C,¢ = A(z) € W%(C)y) over Z[m1(X)] such that o =zN—: C*™* — C.
In particular if (and only if) X is an n-dimensional geometric Poincaré space with
fundamental class z = [X] this construction gives an n-dimensional symmetric Poincaré
complex.

There is a similar construction, the quadratic kernel, for a degree 1 normal map
f: M — X between a closed n-dimensional manifold M and an n-dimensional finite
geometric Poincaré space. It is an n-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complex (C, )

with C the mapping cone of the Umkehr chain map
o) = oX) L o = o)
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with X and M the universal covers. The homology of C are the kernel modules K,(M)
of f. The chain map
(14 T)ye: C** = C

induces the Poincaré duality on the kernel modules. One can relate symmetric con-

struction and quadratic kernel. In the category of symmetric Poincaré complexes
(C(M), A[M)) = (C,(1+ T)¢) @ (C(X), AlX])

See [Ran80b| for details.

Both constructions can be extended to geometric Poincaré pairs (e.g. manifolds with
boundary) and relative normal maps f: (M,0M) — (X,0X) from manifolds with
boundary to geometric Poincaré pairs. The result will be a symmetric or quadratic
Poincaré pair. If the boundary is contractible or f|: M — 9X is a homotopy equiv-
alence this Poincaré pair will be again a Poincaré complex.

Algebraic surgery theory was originally invented to give an alternative way of finding
the obstruction to a Wall surgery problem. Let (e, f, f'): (W,M,M') — X x (I,1,0)
be an n-dimensional normal cobordism such that f and f’ are homotopy equivalences
and n > 5. Wall asked in [Wal99] whether it is possible to write down a surgery
obstruction without making e highly-connected beforehand.

The answer is the quadratic kernel (C,9) of e: W — X. It has the following re-
markable properties: If one performs surgery on the cobordism, the quadratic kernel of
the result will change from the old kernel (C,1) by an algebraic surgery for which
explicit formulae exist (see Definition A.4.1). If e: W — X X I is cobordant reld to a
homotopy equivalence then the relative quadratic kernel of that cobordism will be an
(n+ 1)-dimensional Poincaré pair (f: C — D, (69, %)). Its boundary is the quadratic
kernel (C, ). Hence (C, %) is algebraically null-cobordant.

It is not surprising to suspect that the converse is true as well: e: W — X x I is
cobordant rel0 to a homotopy equivalence if and only if (C,%) is algebraically null-
cobordant. In fact this is true and even more. Algebraic cobordism of Poincaré pairs is
an equivalence relation and its cobordism classes from a groups which are isomorphic to
Wall’s L-groups. As in geometry, there is a close relationship between cobordism and
surgeries: every cobordism is realized as a trace of surgeries (Proposition A.4.3). Using
the instant surgery obstruction it is very easy to read off the conventional obstruction
form and formation from (C,%) (Lemma A.4.6 is a special case of it). For further
details see [Ran80a] and [Ran80b).

Definition A.1.1. A chain complex C (over A) is a collection of homomorphisms
of f.g. free A-modules {d,: C, — Cr_1|r € Z} such that d,d,+1 = 0: Cry; — Cr_;

for all ». C is called n-dimensional if C, =0 forr < 0 and r > n.
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Its homology A-modules H,(C) are defined by
H,(C) = kex(d: Cr — Cy_1)/im(d: Crp1 — Cy).
Its cohomology A-modules H*(C) are defined by
H™(C) = ker(d*: C" — C™!)/im(d*: C""! — C").

A chain map f: C — D of chain complexes over A is a collection of A-module
morphisms {f,: Cr — D;|r € Z} such that dp f, = fr_1dc: Cr — Dy for all r.

A chain homotopy g: f =~ f': C — D of two chain maps f and f’ is a collection
of A-module morphisms {g.: Cr_y — Dy,|r € Z} such that f/ — f; = dpgr41 +
grdc: Cr — D,.

A chain map is a chain equivalence if it has a chain homotopy inverse. It is an
isomorphism if it consists of isomorphism of modules only.

The mapping cone C(f) of a chain map f: C — D is the chain complex given by

_\r—1
de = (dép ( 310 f) L €(f)s = Dy ® Cy_1 — C(f)r—1 = Dy_1 ® Cr_2

|
Definition A.1.2. Let C be a chain complex. The e-duality involution T is defined
by
Te: Homa(CP,C;) — Homy(C?,Cp)
b o ()P
We define new chain complexes W”(C, ¢) and We(C, €) by

W%(C,e)n = {¢s:C" " — Cylr € Z,s > 0}
d%: WR(C,e)n — W?(C,e)n-1
{#s} > {dds+ (=) dsd* + (=) (o1 + (=) Tes-1):
crrsml ., Cilr € Z,s > 0}
where we set ¢_; = 0.
Wo(Cre)n = {¢s:C"777° —Crlr€Z,s 20}
dy: Wo(Cre)n — W (C,€)n—1
(W} +— {dts+ (=) %sd” + (=) W1 + (-)"F Tethor):
¢l Crr € Z,5 > 0}

Their homology groups are the e-symmetric Q-groups Q"(C,¢) = H,(W%(C,¢€))
and the e-quadratic Q-groups Qn(C,¢) = H,(Wy(C,¢€)). They are related by the
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e-symmetrization map

Qn(Ce) — Q™(C,¢)
{1+ Ty} :ifs=0,
i {0 if 5 # 0.
d

Remark A.1.3. In the case of ¢ = 1 we omit the ¢ and we will simply speak of
symmetric complexes, Qn(C), W?(C), T etc.

Definition A.1.4. Let C be a chain complex and n € N. Define the chain complex
C™"* by
don-- = (<)dg: (C™*), = C™" = Ch_, — (€)1

An e-symmetric n-dimensional complex (C, ¢) is a chain complex C together with

a cycle ¢ € W?(C,€)y. It is called Poincaré if the Poincaré duality map
¢0 . C"——* —C

is a chain equivalence.
An e-quadratic n-dimensional complex (C, ) is a chain complex C together with

a cycle ¥ € Wy (C,€),. It is called Poincaré if the Poincaré duality map
1+T)p:C"* — C

is a chain equivalence.
A morphism of e-symmetric n-dimensional complexes f = (f,p): (C,¢) —
(C',¢') is achain map f: C — C’and a p € W?(C", €)n41 such that ¢' — fof* = d%(p)

1.€.
G5 — Fosf* = dps + (=) psd* + (=)""*(ps—1 + (=)*Teps—1): C*7F° — G

ie. fof*=¢' € Q*(C). It is an equivalence if f: C — C’ is a chain equivalence. It
is an isomorphism if f: C — C’ is an isomorphism.

A map of e-quadratic n-dimensional complexes f = (f,0): (C,¢) — (C',¢') is
a chain map f: C — C’ and a 0 € Wy (C’, €)n+1 such that ¢ — fyof* = de (o) i.e.

Yo = fihsf* = doy + (=) 00d" + (2)""*(0e11 + () Tep): OV — G,

ie. fof* =4’ € Q,(C). It is an equivalence if f: C — (' is a chain equivalence. It

is an isomorphism if f: C — C’ is an isomorphism. O

We can define compositions and inverses of morphisms. One can also define inverses

for homotopy equivalences but we will not need such a construction in this treatise.
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Definition A.1.5. The composition of two morphisms of e-symmetric n-dimen-
" sional complexes (f,p): (C,¢) — (C',¢') and (f',p'): (C',¢') — (C”,¢") is the
morphism (f'f, o + fpf'™): (C,8) — (C",¢").

The composition of two morphisms of e-quadratic n-dimensional complexes
(f,0): (C,¢) — (C',¥¢') and (f',0"): (C',¢') — (C", ") is the morphism (f'f,o’ +
flaf"™): (C,) — (C",9").

The inverse of an isomorphism (f,p): (C, ¢) = (C',¢') of e-symmetric n-
dimensional complexes is the isomorphism (f, p)"! = (f 71, —f~tpf™): (C', ¢) =
(C, ).

The inverse of an isomorphism (f,0): (C,9) =, (C',¢') of e-quadratic n-
dimensional complexes is the isomorphism (f,0)~! = (f~}, = f~lof~*): (C',¥¢') =,

(C,¥). 0

Remark A.1.6. For any closed n-dimensional manifold M it is possible to construct
an n-dimensional symmetric complex (C,¢) with C = C(M ) the chain complex over
A = Z[r;(M)] of the universal cover (See [Ran80b] for details). The Poincaré dual-
ity map of (C, ) is a chain level representative of the Poincaré duality isomorphisms
H"‘T(M, A) — HT(M, A),z — z N [M]. ¢ is a chain homotopy between ¢ and
T.¢o making sure that the homology isomorphism induced by ¢ has the symmetry
properties we are expecting from the Poincaré duality.

Let f: M — X be an n-dimensional degree 1 normal map of the manifold into an
n-dimensional Poincaré space X The geometry gives rise to an n-dimensional quadratic
complex (C = C(f: M—X ),%). The Poincaré duality map is a chain level repre-
sentative of the duality of Kernel groups K" "(M) — K,(M),z — z N [M] with
K (M) = H,_1(f).

Remark A.1.7. In the standard references about Algebraic Surgery Theory ([Ran80a],
[Ran81], etc.) an e-symmetric {quadratic} complex is defined as a tuple (C, (9] €
Q™(C,€) {(C, [¥] € Qn(C,¢))}. Some of the constructions we are using however need
a specific representative ¢ {¢)}. Therefore we follow [Ran98] by defining the complexes
slightly differently as tuples (C, ¢ € ker d”?) {(C, v € kerdy)}.

A.2 Quadratic and Symmetric Pairs

Whereas the algebraic equivalent of closed manifolds (respectively normal maps of
closed manifolds) are symmetric Poincaré complexes (resp. quadratic Poincaré com-
plexes), the analogues of manifolds with boundaries or normal maps are symmetric and

quadratic pairs.

Definition A.2.1. Let f: C — D be a chain map. We define chain complexes
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W?%(f,e) and Wy, (f,€) by

W2(f,ns1 = {(6¢s: D PH*l — D g OV — Cp)lp, 7 € Z,5 > 0}
A% WS, 1t — WP(f,0)n
{(6¢s,85)} +— {(d(8¢s) + (=) (6¢s)d" + (=)"F*(8¢ps—1 + (=)°Te(6s-1)
+(=)"fsf*: D" — D,
ds + (=) psd™ + (=)™ 7N s—1 + (=) Tegps—1):
crrts-l L, C))r e Z,5 >0}
where we set ¢_; = 0 and d¢_; = 0.
Wo(fi&nr1 = {(6%s: D" P — Dy, 9: C"777° — Cr)lp, 7 € Z,5 2 0}
do: Wor(f,€)nr1 — Wo(f,€)n
{(0%s,%5)} +— {(d(0%s) + (=) (8%s)d" + (=)""*(8%s1 + (=)' Te(8s11))
+(=)"fYsf*: DV — Dy,
dips + (=) 9sd* + (=) (Por1 + (=) T Tetss1):
crrsl L CY)r e Z,s > 0}

Their homology groups are the e-symmetric Q-groups Q"(f,e) = Hn(W?(f,¢))
and the e-quadratic Q-groups Qn(f,€) = Hn(Wy(f,€)). They are related by the

e-symmetrization map

@n(fre) — Q"(f,)

((1 + Te)o%o, (1 + Te)ho) :if s =0,
(095: %) {0 if 5 # 0.

a

Remark A.2.2. Let f: C — D be a chain map. The rather complicated differential
of W”(f,€) can be understood in terms of W%(C,¢) and W%(D, €). Let & = (63, ) €
W?%(f,€)ns1. Then obviously 6¢p € W?(D, €)n41 and ¥ € W?(C, €),. The differential

is alternatively given by

d: W%(fae)n—f-l — W%(fae)n
(0%, 9) — (di(8Y) + (=)"fYf", da(¥))

with di: W?(D, €)ny1 — W?(D, €), and do: W?(C, €), — W?(C, €)p_1 the differ-

entials we discussed above. z is a cycle if and only if
(f, (=)"6¢): (C,¥) — (D, 0)

is a map of e-quadratic n-dimensional complexes. Same for the symmetric case.
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Definition A.2.3. An (n+1)-dimensional e-symmetric pair (f: C — D, (69, ¢))
is a chain map f: C — D together with a cycle (§¢,d) € W?(f,€)n+1. It is called

Poincaré if the Poincaré duality map D"*!=* — @€(f) given by

)
((—)n+fb—0r¢of*) $ DM — C(f)r

is a chain equivélence.

An (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic pair (f: C — D,(6%,9)) is a chain map
f: C — D together with a cycle (§9,¢) € Wy (f,€)ny1. It is called Poincaré if the
Poincaré duality map D"*!1=* — €(f) given by

(1+ Te)o9 . prtler
((_)n+1—r(1 + Teo)",bof*) : D + —— e(f)'r

is a chain equivalence. O

Remark A.2.4. In the above definitions the Poincaré duality maps can be replaced

by the chain maps
(600, fo) : C(f)*T'™* — D

in the symmetric case and by
((1 + Te)dvo, fF(1 + Te)’lpo) . e(f)n+1—* - D

in the quadratic case.

Definition A.2.5. A homotopy equivalence of (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic
pairs

(g.h;k): (f: C— D, (69,9)) — (f'+ " — D', (8¢, 9))

is a triple (g, h; k) consisting of chain equivalences
g:C —C', h:D— D

and a chain homotopy
k: flg~hf:C — D'
such that
(gv h‘, k?)%(&(/l, d)) = (51/”, 1/)/) € Qn-{—l(f/, 6)
with
(9, h; K)o (09, 9)s = (hdsh® + (=)"kabs(hf)* + (=) T kTetps1k™ +
(—)n_rflg'tﬁsk:*: Dm-H—s—r — D;,,
gusg*: C" T — Cp)
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Here are some useful lemmas about changing the boundary of a pair and examples for

homotopy equivalences of pairs.

Lemma A.2.6. Let c = (f: C — D, (8¢,v)) be an (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic
pair and (g,0): (C',¢') — (C,v) be a map of n-dimensional e-quadratic complezes.
Then

d=(f=f9:C"— D,(8¢ =+ (=)"fof*¢))
is an (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic pair. If g is a chain equivalence, then ¢ and ¢’

are homotopy equivalent pairs. Same for the symmetric case.

Proof. First we show that ¢’ is an e-quadratic pair. We use Remark A.2.2 to compute

A6y + (=)"fof*¢') = (d6 + (=)"fdof* + (=)"fgy'g* f*,dy')
= (doy+ (=)"f(W—g¥'g") f* + ()" fov'g" f* dy') =0
There is a homotopy equivalence (g,1;0): ¢ — (f: C — D(8¢/, g¢'g*)). By def-

inition o € Wy (C,€)n41, hence y = (0 o) € Wy (f,€)nt2. Its boundary is d(y) =
(=) fof* do) = (=)™ fof* ¢ — g¥'g*) and (8¢, g¢'g*) + d(y) = (6, ¢). O

Complexes and pairs are in a one-to-one correspondence.

Definition A.2.7. An n-dimensional e-symmetric complex (C,¢) is connected if
Ho(¢o: C** — C) = 0. An n-dimensional e-quadratic complex (C, 1) is connected
if Ho((1 4+ Te)ypo: C** — C) = 0.

The boundary (9C,9¢) of a connected n-dimensional e-symmetric complex

(C, ) is the (n — 1)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré complex defined by

_\r
daC = (dOC' (( ))ij> . acr = Cr+1 GB C'I’L_'r — ac’l‘—l = CT‘ @ CTZ—T+1
- C
_\n—-r-1 _\rn
8(150 = (( ) . Te¢1 ( ()) €> . aCm—r—-l =C" " Cr+1 SN 807- — Cr+1 e o
_\n—r+s—1
3¢3 — (( ) o Te¢s+1 8) . acn—r-{—s—-l — Cn—r+s @ Cr—s+1 _ aCT (8 > O)

The boundary (9C,9y) of a connected n-dimensional e-quadratic complex

(C, %) is the (n — 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré complex defined by

doo = (% VUALTIHO) . 50 _ ¢ @0™" — 8C,_1 = Cr @ O+
0 (-)"dg
oo = ((1) 8) : 8C"T1 = C"T @ Cryy — OC, = Cryy & CV

_\n—-r—-s-1
8’(/)3 — (( ) 0 Ted’s—l g) . acn—'r—s—l —Cnr—$ ®Cr+s+l _ aCr (S > 0)
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The thickening of a connected n-dimensional e-symmetric complex (C,¢) is
the e-symmetric n-dimensional Poincaré pair (ic: 0C — C"7*,(0,0¢)) with ic =
(0 1):0C, =Crpn®C* " — (C"*), =C"".

The thickening of a connected n-dimensional e-quadratic complex (C,%) is
the e-quadratic n-dimensional Poincaré pair (ic: 0C — C™*,(0,09)) with ic =
(0 1):0C, =Crpp@C* " — (C"%), =C"".

The Thom complex of an (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré pair
(f: C — D,(6¢,9)) is the connected (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric complex

(C(f),d¢/¢) given by

_ d¢s 0 :
(6¢/¢)3 - ((_)n+1—r¢sf* (_)n—r+s+1T€¢s_l> ’
e(f)n+1—r+s — Dn+1—r+s ® C'n,—r+s SN e(f)'r =D, ®Cr_y
The Thom complex of an (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair (f: C

— D, (6%, %)) is the connected n-dimensional e-quadratic complex (C(f), d%/v) given
by

B 51 0 .
(6¢/¢)8 - ((_)n-}-l—rws‘f* (_)n_r_sTe'l/)s—}-l) .
e(f)n+l—r—s — Dn+1—r——s @ crTs e(f)r — Dr ® Cr—l

O

Lemma A.2.8. Let ¢ = (f: C — D, (6¢,%)) be an (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic
Poincaré pair. Then the operations “Symmetrization” and “Thom-complez” are com-

muting i.e. the identity map on C(f) induces an isomorphism

Lx) : (€U, ((1+T)sY)/((1 +Tw)) — (C(f), (1 + T)(6%/¥))

X0 = (8 (_)rOT 1/)0) : G(f)n+2—r = prtrgontlT — C(f)r =D, ®Cr_y
€

of connected (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric complezes.

Lemma A.2.9 ([Ran80a] Proposition 3.4.). Let (f,x): (C, %) =, (C',¢') be an

isomorphism of n-dimensional e-quadratic complezes. Then there is an isomorphism

8f,0x) : (8C,8%) — (8C',8¢)

_\r—1 —* o
of = (6‘ (=) (1ftg’e)><0f ) . 0C, =Crp1®C" T > 8C.=Cl,0C""

=0 : 08C™ " — 8C,

_\n—r—8
Oxs = (( ) 0 TXs-1 8) . T =0T e O s

—_ 807/. = C;+1 &) Cm—r (S > 0)

and a homotopy equivalence (Of, f~*;0) between the thickening-ups of (C,v) and (C', ).
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Proposition A.2.10 ([Ran80a] Proposition 3.4.). The Thom complez operation in-
duces an natural one-to-one correspondence between the homotopy equivalence classes of
n-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré pairs and the homotopy equivalence classes of con-
nected n-dimensional e-symmetric complezes. Poincaré pairs with contractible bound-
aries correspond to Poincaré complezes. Thickening is the inverse operation. Similar

for the quadratic case.

Lemma A.2.11 ([Ran80a] Prop 3.4.). Let (f: C — D, (6v,%)) be an (n + 1)-

dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair. Then the maps
(0 10 —1/10) : Cp —0C(f)r=Drs1®Cr ®Dpy1_rdC™ "

defines a chain equivalence C ~ OC(f).

A.3 Unions of Pairs

The union-construction is an algebraic analogue of glueing two (n + 1)-dimensional
cobordisms (W, M, M’) and (W', M’', M") together at M.

Definition A.3.1 ([Ran80a] p.135). The union of two adjoining e-symmetric

(n 4+ 1)-dimensional cobordisms
¢c = ((fc fo):C®C' — D, (54,0 ®—¢))
d = (f&o fon):C'@C" — D', (6¢',¢' ® —¢"))
is the e-symmetric (n + 1)-dimensional cobordism
cud = ((f&% fh):Ce®C" — D", (54", ® —9¢"))

given by

dp (=)"'for 0
dD” = 0 dC/ 0
0 (=)' dp
D!=D,®C}_1®D,— D! | =D,_1®C_y®D,_,

fe
f& = 0]:C.— D!
0
0
f”// = O . CTI‘/ —_— D,:,l
f/c//
d¢s 0 0
0¢s = | ()" fE ()T 0

0 (=)fods 0%
pimrtstl  prortstl gy omoT s o pmerdstl D!=D,® Cl_| @ D,
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We shall normally write
D"=DuUc D', §¢" =8¢ Uy o¢
The union of two adjoining e-quadratic (n + 1)-dimensional cobordisms

c = ((fe fo):C®C' — D, (6%, v & —¢))
C, — ((flcl fé]ll) . C/ @ CII N Dl, ((5'(//,’!/1/ @ __1/)//))

is the e-quadratic (n + 1)-dimensional cobordism
cU CI — ((f”/ f”u) - C @ C” N D”, ((5'(/}”,'(/) @ _wll))

given by the same complex D” and the same maps fg, fon as in the symmetric case

and

0s 0 0
st = | (s (T, 0
0 (=) fords 1A
D/m—r—s+1 — Dn—r—s+1 ® Cm—r—s ® D/n—‘r‘«s-i-l _ D;., — Dr ® CTl‘_l ® D;.
We shall normally write
D" = D U D, 51&” = 07 Uy oy
O

Glueing and symmetrizing cobordisms are commutative operations as the following

example illustrates.
Lemma A.3.2. Let
¢ = (for: €' — D,(d%,—¢"))
¢ = (for: €' — D', (8¢, ¢))
be two e-quadratic (n + 1)-dimensional Poincaré pairs. Then

(1, X) : (D” = D Uer D,, (1 + Te)(dzp Uy 51/),))
— (D", (1 4 To)(69) U sryy (1 +Te)(89")

0 0 0
X0 = (0 (_)T_IT'(/)O 0 . D;,'n+2—'r — Dn+2—r ® Cln+1—r ® Dm+2—r
0 0 0

_’D':-,zDTEBC,,/._l@D;.

is an isomorphism of (n + 2)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré complezes.

Next we show that changing the common boundary of two pairs doesn’t change their

union
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Lemma A.3.3. Let

¢ = (fC——»D,((S'lﬁ,i,b))
C, = (f’: C— D/a (6¢Ia¢))
be two e-quadratic (n + 1)-dimensional Poincaré pairs. Let (h,x): (6’,1’#\) = (C, %)

be an equivalence of quadratic complezes. Using Lemma A.2.6, define the (n + 1)-

dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pairs
¢ = (f=1h:C— D, =8¢+ (-)"fxf",9))
¢ = (P=fh:C— D, =69+ (=" f'xf", D)

Then there is an chain equivalence of (n + 2)-dimensional €-quadratic Poincaré com-

plexes

(¢

0 0
ho0),0] : cu-2=(DusD,5)U;~89)
0 1
= cU—c= (DU D', 5 Uy —6¢)
0 (_)S—IfIXs 0

(D Ue D/)n+2—r——s = pnte-r-s o ontl-r—s g Dm+2—r—s

— (DU¢ D), =D, ®Cr_1® D.._,

0 0 0
0s = (—)n—rxsf* (_)n.H*T-STeXs%-l 0]:

Another construction we will use is the union of a fundamental pair. The geometrical
analogue can be described as such: Let (W, M, M) be an (n+ 1)-dimensional cobordism
and glue it together along its boundaries. Using Mayer-Vietoris one sees that the
resulting manifold V' has the chain complex C(f — g) with (f,g): M+ M — W being

the inclusion of the boundary.

Definition and Lemma A.3.4 ([Ran98] Definition 24.1.). An (n+1)-dimensional
e-symmetric pair is called fundamental if it is of the form ((f, g): C®C — D, (6¢, ¢®
—¢)). Similar for the quadratic case.

The union of a fundamental (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré pair
((f,9): C®C — D,(0¢,¢ ® —¢)) over A is the (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric
Poincaré (U, p) complex over A given by

U = C(f—g:C— D)
P = ( 6¢s (_)sg¢s ) s
s (_)n——r+1¢sf* (_)n—r+s+1T€¢s_1 :

Urtl=rts _ prtl-ris g on—r+s __, 17 — D @ C,_;
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The union of a fundamental (n + 1)-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré pair

((f,9): C®C — D,(6¢,¢ & —1)) over A is the (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric

Poincaré (U, o) complex over A given by
U = €(f-9g:C— D)

s (_)n_r+1¢sf* (_)n_T_STewerl '
Un+1—r—s — Dn+1—T—3 @ C""'_S —_ Ur = Dr &® Cr—l

Proof. Compute the union (D", ¢") of the two cobordism over A

¢c = ((f,9): C®C —> D, (66,0 ® —9))
d = (1,1):C®C —C,(0,—¢9))

(or the quadratic analogue). Then use the isomorphism of chain complexes

1 00 —g
o _fo1ro o
r = lo 11 (o)t
0 00 1
D;/ =D, ® (Cr—l &) Cr—l) o Cr ar D;.I
(d (=) (=) 0) (d (=) "'(f-9) O
0 d 0 0 0 d 0
0 0 d 0 0 0 0
0 (=)t (=) td 0 0 (=)t
DZ_1 = Dr—l @ (Cr——Q & Cr—?) S5 Cr——l et ;-"_1

A.4 Surgery on Complexes

Definition A.4.1. Let (C,%) be a connected n-dimensional e-quadratic complex and

c¢=(f: C — D,(6¢,9)) an e-quadratic (n + 1)-dimensional pair.

¢ is connected if the zeroth homology of its Poincaré duality map vanishes.

The result of an e-quadratic surgery on a connected pair c is the connected
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n-dimensional e-quadratic complex (C’, ') given by

dc 0 (=)""'(1+T)of*
(=)f dp (=) (14Tt
0 0 (=)
C,,. =C,® Dr+1 ) prr+l 01{'—1 =Cr1® D, @ Dn—'r+2
v 0 0
v = [0 0 0
0 1 0
Cm—r = Ccnr @ Dn—-r+1 D Dr+1 SN C; — Cr @Dr+1 ® Dn—r-H
":bs (_)sTews—lf* 0
'l/)./g = 0 (_)n—r_sTe&/)s—l 0
0 0 0

C/n—r—s = Cn-T-8 ey Dn—r—s+1 D Dr+s+1
—Cl=Cr®Dr1®D" " (s>0)

der

Similar for the symmetric case. O

In an obvious way we can introduce the notion of an cobordism of complexes. It turns

out to be an equivalence relation and its equivalence classes are the surgery L-groups.

Definition A.4.2. A cobordism of two n-dimensional e-quadratic Poincaré
complexes (C,9) and (C’,9') is an (n + 1)-dimensional e-symmetric Poincaré pair
(f: C®C" — D,(6v,¢ & —v')). Similar for the symmetric case. |

The well-known relations between surgery and cobordism hold also in the algebraic

world

Proposition A.4.3 ([Ran80a] Proposition 4.1.). i) Algebraic surgery preserves
the homotopy type of the boundary, sending Poincaré complexes to Poincaré com-

plezes.

ii) Two Poincaré complezes are cobordant if and only if the one can obtained from

the other by surgery and homotopy equivalence.

Lemma A.4.4 ([Ran80a] Proposition 1.4i). With C and C' as in the Definition
A.4.1 the map

OO O =
-0 00

0
E( _ ) (n+r)r 0

aCr = Cr+1 @ C’n—'l' — 301/. = Cr+1 @ Dr+2 @ Dnh'r @ Cn_r @ D'n—'f‘+1 @ D7-+1

o

defines a homotopy equivalence.
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Proposition A.4.5 ([Ran80a] Proposition 3.2). Cobordism is an equivalence rela-
tion on n-dimensional Poincaré complezes. Homotopy equivalent Poincaré complezes

are cobordant.

The cobordism classes of Poincaré complexes are groups and are the preferred definition
for the L-groups amongst algebraic surgeons because they are related to the L-groups
defined as Witt-groups of forms and formations. See [Ran80a] Chapter 4 and 5 for

more details. For our purposes the only fact we really need is the following lemma:

Lemma A.4.6. Let (C,v) be an 2m-dimensional quadratic Poincaré complez with
C;=0 forig {m+1,m}. Then

<M =C"® Cny1,0 = (ﬁf 8) € Q(—)m(M))

is a non-singular (—)™-quadratic form.
(C, %) is null-cobordant if and only if (M,0) =0 € Lom+2(A). Homotopic or cobordant

e-quadratic complezes lead to the same element in Lom+2(A).

Remark A.4.7. This is a special case of the instant surgery obstruction given in

[Ran80a]. A similar result does not hold in general for symmetric complexes.

Proof. Define the connected (2m + 1)-dimensional quadratic pair (f: C — D, (0, ¥))
with f = 1: Cppy1 — Dmy1 = Cmy1 and D; =0 for i # m+ 1. We simplify the result

C’ of the surgery on C using the homotopy equivalence

!

d
()
0

C,'n =Cm69Dm+1EDDm+1 _(-—)"‘_dF)-)M*
0 01

[Ran80a] Proposition 4.3. and Proposition 5.1. finish the proof O
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Hyperbolic form, 26

K.(M), 5

Kernel modules, 5

Kreck surgery theory, see Surgery the-

ory

(A, S)-module, 116
L-group
asymmetric, 73
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quadratic, 27
symmetric, 27
Lqg(A), 27
L2(A), 27
Lage1(A), 30
{-monoid, 28
hara(A), 28
lag+2(A), 28
120+2(A), 28
124+2(A), 29
Usgra(A), 34
Lagrangian, 25
LAsy®(A), 73
LAsy™(A), 73
Linking form
B-, 123
split quadratic, 116
symmetric, 116
topological, 123
Linking-/-monoid, 119
Uz, o(A), 119
HAT2(A), 119

Localization, 115

M<(A), 126
m-Monoid, 128
mag+2(A), 128
Mapping cone, 150
Metabolic, 25, 26, 72
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Normal smoothings, 22

Poincaré pair
geometric, 20
quadratic, 154
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Poincaré space, 20
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boundary, 28
elementary, 34
nice, 145
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regular, 27
split quadratic, 27

stable strong isomorphism, 28
stable weak isomorphism, 30
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sum, 28

weak isomorphism, 29, 30

Presentation, 21, 39

Q™ (C,¢€), 150

Qn(C,€), 150

Q™(f,¢€), 153

Qn(f,€), 153

Q«(K), 126

Q(K), 126

Q<(A, S), 116

Q(A,S), 116

Q¢(M) for a module, 25

Q<(M) for a module, 25

Quadratic complex, 151
boundary, 155
connected, 155, 160
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composition, 152
Poincaré, 151
Poincaré duality map, 151
surgery, 160
thickening, 156
Quadratic complexes
cobordism, 161
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isomorphism, 26
metabolic, 25, 26
morphism, 26
non-singular, 25
Quadratic kernel, 39, 148
Quadratic pair, 154
fundamental, 159
union, 159
homotopy equivalence, 154
Poincaré, 154
Poincaré duality map, 154
surgery, 49
Thom complex, 156
union, 158
Quadratic refinement, 25
Quadratic signature, 100
for non-singular formations, 108
Quadratic Triads, 54
Quadratic-form

non-singular, 26

S-acyclic, 115
S-isomorphism, 115

Simple isomorphisms, 24
Skew normal form, 141
Smith normal form, 141
Sublagrangian, 25, 26

Sum of preformations, 28
Surgery obstruction, 32, 37
Surgery on Poincaré pairs, 49

Surgery on quadratic complexes, 160

Surgery theory
Kreck, 5, 21, 31
Wall
even-dimensional, 4, 19, 31
odd-dimensional, 5, 20, 29
Symmetric complex, 151
boundary, 155
connected, 155
equivalence, 151
isomorphism, 151
inverse, 152
morphism, 151
composition, 152
Poincaré, 151
Poincaré duality map, 151
thickening, 155
Symmetric form, 25
isomorphism, 26
metabolic, 25
morphism, 26
non-singular, 25
Symmetric pair, 154
fundamental, 159
union, 159
Poincaré, 154
Poincaré duality map, 154
Thom complex, 156
union, 157

Symmetrization map, 151

T., 25, 150, 153
Thickening
of a quadratic complex, 156
of a symmetric complex, 155
Thom complex

6f a quadratic pair, 156

of a symmetric pair, 156
Twisted double
geometric, 65, 71




quadratic, 65

symmetric, 67

Umkehr chain map, 39, 148
Union
of a quadratic fundamental pair, 159
of a symmetric fundamental pair,
159
of two quadratic pairs, 158

of two symmetric pairs, 157

Wall surgery theory, see Surgery theory
W?%(C, ¢), 150
W, (C, €), 150
Weakly finite ring, 24
W?%(f,e), 152
Wo(f, €), 152
Witt-group
of asymmetric forms, 73
of formations, 30

of forms, 27
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